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Abstract

Complex real-time systems provide infrastructure services for daily life and they are widely
employed in different doamins, e.g., avionics, communicatin, enery, healthcare, etc. Time-
related properties are a critical type of extra-functional requirements for designing real-time
systems. Modeling and validating time-related properties at the requirements specification and
analysis phases is important for the successful development of real-time systems in terms of
cost, quality and productivity. Therefore, how to systematically capture and specify complex
function requiremetns along with various time-realted requirements is the key step of
requirements development for real-time systems. Use case diagrams together with use case
specifications are commonly used to specify system requirements. However, when crosscutting
concerns are modeled together with non-crosscutting concerns as use case models, which is
especially true for complex real-time systems, use case models often face cluttered diagrams
and redundant information in use case specifications. Therefore, the overall reusability of the
use case models is usually low.

Requirements inspection is a well-known method for detecting defects. Various defect detection
techniques for requirements inspection have been widely applied in practice such as checklist and defect-
based techniques. Use case modeling is a widely-accepted requirements specification method in practice;
therefore, inspecting defects in use case models in a cost-effective manner is an important challenge.
However, it does not exist a systematic mutation analysis approach for evaluating inspection techniques
for use case models. Use case scenarios of use case models are input elements for requirements
inspection and analysis, requirements-based testing, and other downstream activities. It is,
however, a practical challenge to inspect all use case scenarios that can be obtained from any
non-trivial use case model, as such an inspection activity is often performed manually by
domain experts. Therefore, it is needed to propose an automated solution for selecting a subset
of use case scenarios with the ultimate aim of enabling cost-effective use case inspection,
analysis, and other relevant activities.

To tackle the above challenge, this thesis presents a set of approaches from the perspectives
of use case modeling for real-time systems and facilitating the use case inspection, respectively,

which have been evaluated by four real world case studies and ten case tudies from the literature.



1) ARestricted Natural Language Based Use Case Modeling Methodology for Real-Time
Systems
This thesis presents a restricted, natural language based, use case modeling methodology
(named as RUCMA4RT) to specify functional requirements of real-time systems as use case
models, along with associated time-related constraints. RUCMA4RT was proposed based
on the UML profile for Modeling and Analysis of Real-Time and Embedded Systems
(MARTE). In addition, in this thesis, we also propose a metamodel-based formalization
mechanism named as UCMeta4RT to automatically formalize use case models. We have
conducted two real-world case studies to evaluate our solution and 40 use cases were
modeled, among which 27 real-time use cases, 118 time-related constraints and 47 other
extra-functional (also commonly called non-functional) constraints were specified. Results
show that RUCMA4RT was able to handle all the real-time related elements (e.g., time-
related constraints) of the use case models.
2) A Use Case Modeling Methodology for Specifying Crosscutting Concerns of Real-
Time Systems
To enhance the reusability of use case models, specifically for complex real-time systems,
this thesis presents an aspect-oriented use case modeling approach, named as
rtAspectRUCM, for modeling crosscutting concerns, along with a weaving algortihm to
automatically weave aspect use case models into their corresponding base model to
facilitate, e.g., automated requirements analysis. The extended approach has been
evaluated with three real world applications from communication, maritime, and aviation
domains. We compared the modeling effort required to model three sets of crosscutting
concerns from the real world applications, when using and not using rtAspectRUCM
approach. Results showed that on average more than 80% of modeling effort for the real-
world applications was saved.
3) Standard-Based Mutation Analysis for Use Cases
In this thesis, we present the methodology we followed to systematically derive mutation operators
for use case models. More specifically, we first proposed a defect taxonomy defining 104 defect
types, based on the IEEE Std. 830-1998 standard. Second, we systematically applied the basic

guide words of the standardized Hazard and Operability Study (HAZOP) methodology to define
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219 mutation operators. Last, we defined a set of guidelines for devising defect seeding strategies.
The proposed methodology was evaluated by two real world case studies and nine case studies
from the literature. Results show that all the derived mutation operators for Restricted Use Case
Modeling (RUCM) models are feasible to apply and the defect taxonomy is the most

comprehensive one to compare with the literature.

4) Search and Similarity Based Secleciton of Use Case Scenarios to Support
Requirements Inspection: An Empirical Study
In this theisis, we propose a search-based and similarity-based approach called S’RUCM,
through an empirical study, to select most diverse use case scenarios to enable cost-
effective use case inspections. The empirical study was designed to evaluate the
performance of four search algorithms (i.e., SSGA, (1+1) EA, AVM, and RS) together
with eight similarity functions (i.e., CNT, JAC, GOW, SOK, NLCS, LEV, NW, and SW),
through one real world case study and six case studies from the literature. Results show
that (1+1) Evolutionary Algorithm together with Needleman-Wunsch similarity function
significantly outperformed the other 31 combinations of the search algorithms and
similarity functions. The combination managed to select 50% of all the generated RUCM

use case scenarios for all the case studies to detect all the seeded defects.

Key words: Real-Time Requirements Modeling; Aspect-Oriented Use Case Modeling;

Mutatin Analysis for Use Cases; Use Case Scenarios Selection
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F1E %P
1.1 ARE=

SEIN R G — SN I AR ZOR T PR I R GE, R GEH IER I A A AR T
KRG RERMIEYE, T PR g R M st R gz B TR AL
A AT A T AR PRZE RO R R T A, A ERATTR R
HETE S AL S AN SRR IRST o I [AVRR PR 75 SR S RS R B A AR, SN RGHR
A TR IS 1 SERFPERITR R PRI, LB M 20U RE N, B2 M RAM
IS T e 2k TE VR AL P, AT P i i A S SR SR R R

TEFAT L2 A HAL i 8 R 4t (Integrated Modular Avionics (IMA) Systems)ix 2/ i 74 51z
I RGERIT R R, T s w8 AH S 19 Lol RitE DO-178CH. DO-33281, ¢
P ) RAE R IREN R . 1X28 IMA R i — R, AS[E) 287 (g
s, KA 52 5% . Z G5 b R G 8SME R G828 2R P8 H T R 7EX 2K IMA
KRG T RITAGI RS, B 7 2R RGBT R Ab, ICA KE Y SER AT 53 U5 FR 1 |
RPN USCRN S e B 5 R AL B 1l OF AT RS TR IR . ToliAr ik DO-33203H % i i 4
FHTAN )0 RAAR R AR SSHEOR AT WS R HTT K25 T VERI4E SR R, FH
FARRFAGE JATT ) AL B AE KA BEAT 75 SRIT A Tl S2ER R

it (Use Case) 2452, 1EN—Moet F RHEATHE 3R fiid . 70 B M BEEOR B Tolk sk
B A5 20z MBS, B SRR T ) RO AR R, BN IRBN Y, DL R AL
F g, G SRR RIS B, BRG . 18RRI Tk S, Dr. Tao Yue
FEH ) RUCMU)(Restricted Use Case Modeling) i A5 5 1A R BLH B L Wk
HARTE T = BRI D, A SRR 2] UML 0 Hr B 2L (0 UML 35 30 ) I E 3h %
B, P B B A 0. RUCM R BLE AR 7 — ANl 1 R O AR 22, e
A R4 B AL DL SZHRF I ) AN [F) B U RUCM 3 Jig . R, 7T BLX RUCM
BEAT i DA SIS 75 SR 1 P 100 AL

i KA RGP RSP RGN B, T ER R BB RS R AR

UR1E“Use Case™ A P FIAN A HOHh SClIPE: B0 <HIB17. ASCIRS R HIAE 5K A BRI AT 5 5 2 IR A8
FORIE: <ML (EZFAF I R R G305 2 )b 183 7T, PIALEIMesth 1 i .
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YL A . IEMTER . TESEE R TESR AR AT, vk JFRFIINNR S8 5 SR AT S B 1)
B X TEREN RGNS, TRERLEZER, WA SMIDRET K A5 1)
2D, PEREL S, S RhFR KA EwZY, Hhn 7 R SRR F I TAEMERE . B Aesk
B RGN AT R RS BRI RS R MR 2 G0) 0t F L@ 1A R R 1
Pk BT RPN HE, XL RGE BT il R SWLE Z HL ety
%, MARGUEHR HIEERPEE —FHMZ DN ET RAILFEM K. EXF RG0S
B, 22 G0 P R R P (Ul TR A I TRI 29 3R, BRI L ) A AT e 2 AE AN | ) FH L
3K LR PEA A SO 8 RGN B AR . AR BB S AT T PR, 4
DL IR ALFI DU B TUARY, SRS AR M b B AR AT AT S . DR, 5 A8
FH— P AR R R o X LA ) DGV s (AN SR B 29 SR AT 70 85, W AT Sl S R AT
M,

T 11 J7 1 78 A5 (Aspect-oriented Modeling (AOM)) 2 7E [fi [ 75 T 4 F5 (Aspect-oriented
Programming (AOP)) HIME & JL At b B R AE RT3 A JZ R R4, 38 3 11 m) 77 T
) 75 SR R AR 1T DL SEHAE 75 SR Bk I T RRME S R DI Re /R ST Re /R 4r &, Jlid
AOM  HERF SN 28 Gt di B2 AR I IRV RF VA D9 — AN ST B 7 TR BEAT 75 SR AR, A e it
SXof BN (DR B 0 AT FR B T SR (A B SR, [T e a2 7 P B 1) 5 SR SRS W DAEAT B ) 7
M. b, A FRA R TR R EE N — Y. B o
[ T SR AR AL S5 ST 3 Sl AT 20 2 AU R IR o %o 75 SR L) 77 v e R S
FEE AT SRR e 70 2 ) — Pl d R 00, B 9K 5 AR R T (R AN R AT 4
AR TNERE RS ITE L, SR B IMIIEROR, (H2 X H 7 EREL
EAKEFH, AT SR DA TSRO R B B B A R S AR (40 UML
PGSR X T A [ R 2 AH 5G38 Z TA) R A2 AR A F IRIIN SOSCRE— @ i B 1AL RE
e DMV SEER e e . DRIk, AT DI I o 4o A T 1) g T A R A5 7572560 RUCM R 5t s gk
7Y R, A AR DU B R P SCRERE D) OGE s 20 B, T SE BN B 2% SR R e 1)
DL

FORVPE, RV D1 o R 75 SROCRS ) — FhRR BRI H 2 S SEUEAFF TR 58
T I 2 — A R, B AT LU 0 75 SR b R B AT R A A, 2
— M E T RIUER AR . BT3PPI AR ERARAT S5, 95% sk 1T LA
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MR B Wi R I B Ah— AN Th i 241 JPL(Jet Propulsion Laboratory)is: < 3k 52
K=, iR 300 YOV ER BT R BB G AT H 158 T 750 34 B A SCER[15]%
BAFVP R AT B R, A E R T SN R TR P B . BT A A A1 R 1 )
AR 12 (Checklist-based reading (CBR)M), @it it — &4 ) Bk 4 5 R iFH Rk
ATV I AR . TR A 15 13 R 18! (Defect-based reading (DBR)MY), 45t 33545 52 i)
i SR BB BT AR N B R 41 2R DUR B PR N RPAT PR AR . B T A B B B BOR
(Perspective-based reading (PBR)W™), WA [E] (1) 25 AH 5 38 1R A8 B2 (U & 3« IR 2 1) £
FEYIREAT AR R PR R G B o FE T A AR 15 1 R8T (Usage-based reading™®), i F i 384T
PRI I FR G Zevii FH P BRI JHEAT 75 SR VP

T RVP A& — A AR TP a N R R, N ARIAL . SRR R A B s A
PRVPER 7RI R o BT AN R B VF o 2 1A O IRT LE e dr, TR 2 4 A —
FUm g€, Fi4h, EEXANE VR BOR 1A R AT SRR o, BT S HOR A
AR NI 7 TR B A S 14 55 SR BREEATEL . SR H B A SRR 78 S 56 B /b —Fh &
GALTIRE B I 75 R BRBE 2238, WA S — P RGBT IRE AR TTE, I EUH
LR S5 L ANREEE . BRI, AT AS [F)VFEE J7 iR xS B oA 7 9 B 4548 A — Bk A
TR BRI NBT R, 72— R RGAHEAT T SRR R B 7

TR PP R S — AN (A A LA s R AR o ldn, SCERIE A [14]H, IPL BT a
—IRVPH BT IIAE T2 28 /NI, F B IPL PR ET R RS A A2 8400 /N HH f 2 —
o EVFE BIR(CRAEN T, AJ). BUE B A RZAR T, KERT R FEa MK
T N G R A AP P SRS AT S U R SR VPR o X T RSN R &, FK
WREZE R, WA SMINAET KA Er I A0, HEREZI RS, &P SKAH B4
21, IR T T RVPE OMERE . RIRAE R B TR RIS S A BRIT R AP E T, TN
P57 B B0 B SR T 1 8 S e 75 SR VF PRI R G T R AT A6 B RS E

gz BRIk, WIS [ 77 T PR S T SR AR A0S SN AR SR TR SR IT AW Bt — I
BN AT REBIN BRI A 8, e85 B R RN SR )RR AT

s 2R rh 73 B LR AT L33 I [ RF A ) 5 SRS, 2 57— I [ 75 SRABE 2R ) DA AT A

MER, REmFTRERK TR . NFTRTEHERSHEME R R, TRARGNAIEH T
SRGRFE TR, SCHRAS R B P BUPF o SR (U022 TR B IR AU BoAR - 2T LA 1 B B4
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AR)VEAT R I ARV SR DAL, (RIS SCRT ASCHRpoF e S R (10 ) f- 80 Box PP e
BRI (N 8] - A) S PR K /7 >R VP, W U3 1 i R s8R I DL s LI L, N/ oRVF
B MR ROT SR BE AT SCRF o £ 77 RPY BORE /SRR B Sh e sli2t - MARTE [ 8] 45
P BT A B a] LA SRR AR ST 8] 70 M 48 /5 KRBT BT JE . IR SR #r s 5 IS HF,
AT FEEAR 2R ST R RN ESP (¥ A o

1.2 tHHKMHR

AT MABLRAS SCRIF T 0 50 14 £ FEE SO AR R (I 8 AR BEAT . %%, et REEH]
PRI 2, % RUCM(Restricted Use Case Modeling) ¥t d s 7 vk AT iF 98 Hoik,
M AR B ST A0 A R, 0 SCRE DT w43 AR T 1) T S A 7 92 A A A 7 T
VEBHTERE s PR, MR SRV SCHE 0 B2 (RO A0 ] R G i) G 75 SRk ), RIS S
I HORAEARR YIRS TAER S s e, AN SRVF o SCHE IR A B2 (B AT sdk #2850 73 75 5K )
SAERVERHIR), 70 B T4 R B AR (SBSE) H i) 5 SR G FE AR SCHIE K

1.2.1 RUCM(Restricted Use Case Modeling) F /R & 7574

A/NFAINT RUCM R T 15T VI IR, 1.2.1.1 15H5iE T RUCM R i 2045
B, 1.2.1.2 Fi B3R 7 RUCM [IRR &I, 1.2.1.3 45 #1387 RUCM B2 AL WL UCMeta,
iR 7 RUCM [ SZI6 R 5T

1.2.1.1 RUCM BRI A5

FIL(Use Case) A, 19— Rlont f R BEATHER . ik D @A HOR e Tolksg
B AT 22 BT, 7 T S e R — MO UL AT A SV R, A
[7] FR) FH BUARAR (41 [20-22] ) AB 8L T R DRI AN T o T 2 ) DUARAR AR AT — L2382
M7 MOUEARA . ATERA . FEFME. AR, KLLif. Dr. Tao Yuel?38243%
T AT DU AR B SEARBIE TN DAL SERER, $2H 7 RUCM FIBLEAR T ik. B 1 AR iERI A
UL, RUCM 2 fit— 54 i) FH SO 2O BEARGREAT P DLt Id , [RIIN #15xt B 2R T8 = 1A A
BTk T 26 % BRI DL iR KRR FE sk /b AR 1R F 91 N FBOR R AT — PR, BBk
RUCM itk H] UCMeta Jo iR A UM LR, SCRpZE 0 A A 4

® 1B T RUCM LA, Al AL E 2 — S A i FR i, 36A 11
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NHRE . TENERER A AT ORGSR HOLATERMF. B
Z5%. Wz 5% . 5HAMH BRI 2 B dnclude>sii «Extend>sI IR B . 53
B FHBLARZ A IR R o IX-EA DU IR TR P DU IR B AAE 2, RIS i 3R 1 0 B
X R DL R AR

F 1 RUCM F LA~
Use Case Name | The name of the use case. It usually starts with a verb.
Brief Description | Summarizes the use case in a short paragraph.
Precondition What should be true before the use case is executed.
Primary Actor The actor which initiates the use case.
Secondary Other actors the system relies on to accomplish the services of the use
Actors case.
Dependency Include and extend relationships to other use cases.
Generalization Generalization relationships to other use cases.
Basic Flow Specifies the main successful path, also called “happy path”.
Steps (numbered) | Flow of events.
Postcondition What should be true after the basic flow executes.
Specific Applies to one specific step of the basic flow.
Alternative RFS A reference flow step number where flow
Flows branches from.
Steps (numbered) | Flow of events.
Postcondition What should be true after the alternative flow
executes.
Global Applies to all the steps of the basic flow.
Alternative Steps (numbered) | Flow of events.
Flows Postcondition What should be true after the alternative flow
executes.
Bounded Applies to more than one step of the basic flow, but not all of them.
Alternative RFS A list of reference flow steps where flow
Flows branches from.
Steps (numbered) | Flow of events.
Postcondition What should be true after the alternative flow
executes.

*ZF LR 51 FH B SCHR[24]
RUCM FH ARt 5 AN 5] FH i3z 5 1 S5 Ak 2L 21 5T . 75 RUCM R S A4R3A  R 3K
FEAT (Basic Flow)Fl 4% 1& 7 (Alternative Flows, 1453 77 (Alternative Flow) 3L AL Ky

5 52 it (Specific Alternative Flows). 2H5yi(Bounded Alternative Flows). 4=/ i(Global

Alternative Flows).

B RAA — A5 B %A% (Postcondition), A 2 BT FHAF LSS
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WG RGHPREEAT N

FA (Basic Flow): iR 1 FHCH —A> T ZE R e Th BT B8 A%, Bl W ANEL & AR
53 3C2L, AR A e U P R AR R 43 SCRN SR A o — AN BRI F — AT BT B R E
AR, £ RUCM h— A B RE — DA SifFEAEir bR RS 525
H A, MENMIEEA#ERNZER R N IMZ — NEES5H SR
. BHEZ5FNRFGRKE - MERLERE MRS RS )RGE>FRG: REN
WS R BBARHATIRAE . )RG> RS RAUENEARE, HlumidgefE s
E, DRG-EHESHH: RGN EES5E MG R EOR PGSR . 5) R4
25%. RGNS 5H KIEE R FHAarIuRae 57 202 I [26]4E 51k 1 .

P AR 1B ) #R AR S 10, W Ut — AN S E TR A AT IS & R0 T BT A 31
BHOEPATE . WRTFERRFZME B FREFREE, RUCM i e 1) s+
PURIEEAT AR FE, XSS 7 — LU IR () RUCM 5 f), 76 B i) 00 A A7 4 k0 A

#ik i (Alternative Flows)ffiid 1 HPATIEFEF I A 803, EAITTRES AR
AT AT e DL AT R 3 5 o ATAR] — A48 128 3 2 AN (A I B 4% 28 3t
FE—EFAM NP RS, FEADFIERASE 4 RFS(1.2.1.2 19) R PR iR A
PLRI4 32 i, Her oy S AR R HIAIN(R20 A1 R22, 1.2.1.2 *9)iEATVE4HEEA . RFS
RE RIIE A E RUCM s R il A) . /2 RUCM HIBERLE it R i ) A <k
R BRI

SRR R, R bR B — AP PAT RS R R, B NE S AT IR bR
So kW YL N 8 T (Specific Alternative Flows). 4 %3 (Bounded Alternative
Flows). 4= JR¥i(Global Alternative Flows), 1X#532577 & M\ SCHR[271F 5 AR —AMEE
JE 7t (Specific Alternative Flows) & M\ — NI (ZE A LA L 1) H 10— ANRF 8 1) <25 1R i
Ay S SRR . — AN L7 (Bounded Alternative Flows) & X%f 243k [ [Fl— AN ELA [F)
[ B B R T S — A B A . — /N4 )R (Global Alternative Flows)X)
B B AT — MBS, B T IR — 5 R G A R EEUR B, HlinS 538 R
SR IE S HT Y S5 1A

1.2.1.2 RUCM BR#IF1 ]

RUCMERRIN 2> w2 — TR B 2815 5 1915 18/ (R2-K3, 51 B 30k
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[24]), 75— RAEBIRUCMICHE v I T ik 42 il 15 2. (4, 51T B SCHk[24])
R1-R7(K2) b tH R B ARE B PE AT — SO, XS BGE T+ B A 1
“EhfEiEs), AR TR fFEa . ATESRM. REXM. B, RIFME, £HIM
AP A SR A T TR R BRI RGEE NS 5E”. RIS LAE
PP iR A — N, RIEOR TR RN S L AU TS R G AL PR R . HI LA
ARVFHFAES H5EHE S5 S 5E Z KA E(RY).

% 2 RUCM FR#&IFEN R1-R7

# Description Explanation
R1 | The subject of a sentence in basic Enforce describing flows of events correctly.
and alternative flows should be the | These rules conform to our use case template

ystem or an actor. (the five interactions).
R2 | Describe the flow of events
sequentially.
R3 | Actor-to-actor interactions are not
allowed.
R4 | Describe one action per sentence. Otherwise it is hard to decide the sequence of
(Avoid compound predicates.) multiple actions in a sentence.
R5 | Use present tense only. Enforce describing what the system does,

rather than what it will do or what it has done.
R6 | Use active voice rather than passive | Enforce explicitly showing the subject and/or
voice. object(s) of a sentence.

R7 | Clearly describe the interaction
between the system and actors
without omitting its sender and
receiver.

R8-R16(K3) i LM T s fE B f) . <P ity AE M. R BRIk
FH LA IR B T fliR 7B A . R8-RI0MIRL6 FH Tk /> I 5L KL £ Hh ARy e A
XM RIL-RISANEURT AG/> P BURRZ (OB 1, [R5 075 (S AT A A e ke (P DU A e
e B AR UML 3 T B (UMLIE 30 ) o SX WY 2H AR (2 2-323) R e T 9 2 3 T iz
21155 R UL (1 R 720281, 5 anROEE SR 75 sk N S A FH — B ARE ARl EAT
MRS .




BT ik

& 3RUCM [RHIFN R8-R16
# Description Explanation
R8 | Use declarative sentence only. “Is the Commonly required for writing
system UCSs.
idle?” is a non-declarative sentence.
R9 | Use words in a consistent way. Keep one term to describe one thing.
R10 | Don’t use modal verbs (e.g., might) Modal verbs and adverbs usually
R11 | Avoid adverbs (e.g., very). indicate uncertainty; Instead, metrics
should be used if possible.
R12 | Use simple sentences only. A simple Facilitate automated natural
sentence must contain only one subject and | language parsing and reduce
one predicate. ambiguity.
R13 | Don’t use negative adverb and adjective
(e.g., hardly, never), but it is allowed to use
not or no.
R14 | Don’t use pronouns (e.g. he, this)
R15 | Don’t use participle phrases as adverbial
modifier. For example, the italic-font part of
the sentence “ATM is idle, displaying a
Welcome message”, is a participle phrase.
R16 | Use “the system” to refer to the system Keep one term to describe the
under design consistently. system; therefore reduce ambiguity.
& 4 RUCM FR#HIFN R17-R26
# Explanation # Explanation
R17 | INCLUDE USE CASE R22 | VALIDATE THAT
R18 | EXTENDED BY USE CASE R23 | DO-UNTIL
R19 | RFS R24 | ABORT
R20 | IF-THEN-ELSE-ELSEIFENDIF R25 | RESUME STEP
R21 | MEANWHILE R26 | Each basic flow and alternative flow
should have its own postconditions.

B R26, FoAhTEl AR BR AN (e 4)HRR BTkt F L A 2 A S AT R IR 1 6
R17 1 R18 1 FH e 5 ok FH L B #8555 28 («dncludes>s «Extend ) HE4T A . R19 ik &
B RFS, XIS (— N EE AR B A BT RS T IE . B R20-R23 X
A IEHE BT R BB (IFTHEN-ELSE-ELSEIF-ENDIF), K& sh{EiG
AJ(MEANWHILE), 148515 4A)(VALIDATES THAT), i54CfH#iEA)(DO-UNTIL).
H IF-THEN-ELSE-ELSEIF-ENDIF X 7] LAtk A =P A F N %5t 1) IF-THEN-
ENDIF(H Al DAZE A — N ), 2) IF-THEN-ELSE-ENDIF(EAN S5 /I 7 [ — MR

8
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IF-THEN &5t 4E — AN, ELSE #EAH B () 4% 16 i 1) » 3) IF-THEN-ELSEIF-THEN-ELSE-
ENDIF(SEANSE R ZE [ — D IF-THEN 4587 — N, ELSEIF-THEN-ELSE-
ENDIF ZEMI M 4538 H) . R8T VALIDATE THAT (R22) 15 HIAH N I 25 1R b A 3 22 5k
RGIAE B AL A AT — BB 15 A) . R24 F1 R25 43 il4iR S8t ABORT
A1 RESUME STEP, 1] HixX Py <t o R BES Al I fE s ik it . b kit ABORT(R24)
Wi B A T R e A5, T OCHE T RESUME STEP (R25)18 BH 4 1 ) 4% 1%t
AL 7 AR (B B R L4 43 SO R RN )

1.2.1.3 UCMeta FE XL

UCMeta & RUCM R b HLE], & R AT MOFI2/(Model Object Facility)ft)
TURETY AR . UCMeta A2 3% 32 SUA FH LR AT UML 20 Hr B2 (1 Hh TR RS2, 12 A RUCM
B S] UML - i (an 2R &L &SI i ik s . 1B 1051 H B SCER[24]) s 1
UCMeta 1254, M AR LUZ L UCMeta 52 = 2444 TH)Z 2 UCMeta &, B H 7
8] JZ B fL: UML::UseCases, UCSTemplate, SentencePatterns, SentenceSemantics. fi
UCSTemplate XA H 1 IK/Z ) EL: SentenceStructure.

2(51 FH B SCHk[24]) 2 UCSTemplate o, ‘&% RUCM FBLAEZIA5AR (1.2.1.1 1Y)
T AR SO S AT A, ] 2 P, IR EEeR AR 53R 1 TR A R . UML L
UML::UseCases H1 117028 2KA! UseCase 562K UseCaseSpecification - [H] 47 7E Ik
(association) % %, &4~ RUCM LA — M AH M. B FH L2 » UseCaseSpecification £,
£ — AN F A H R (BriefDescription), — /N A & & 14 (Preconditon), —ANE{ £ AN FH AR
(FlowOfEvents), —/> 1 2 52 (primaryActor), Z 3% /Ml 812 5 # (secondaryActors) .
HAFR S AW FEAR Y (BasicFlow) T 45 3% it (AlternativeFlow) . &4 LA HAVE —
ANFEARF, ATPE TR EZALIER . &R (Alternative Flow) AL A 45 5E i (Specific
Alternative Flows). 21 ¥t (Bounded Alternative Flows). 4= J5 it (Global Alternative Flows).

SentencePatterns 2 (K 1) X 7 RUCM iBAJf 8 FPANFIZERY, IX e/ BRIk 418 X
“F (30D AIETA R (WA [31]) HEAT 7E SLH -

1) SV (EiB-HHE) .

2) SVC (Lif-1H1E-#ME) R,

3) SVCC (FEiB-181E-#ME-#ME)



BL1E %k

4) SVDO (Fi5-1H 18- H e im) .

5) SVDOC (Fif-1H15- B = iH-ME) B

6) SVIODO (= 1 -15 - [ 2 52 15 - B T 1) B =X

7) SVIODOC (Fif-18 18- [Al# k- H R =iE-4ME) B .
8) SLVSubjectCompltl (3= 1&- Rl - 3 15 A ME) B

s B L6 [ -
L «imports = import> | «import
| «import» «use» |
UML::UseCases ! SentenceSemantics [---------- > SentencePattems
| \i; \,é,-&use» l \i{,&useﬂ
uCSTemplate | SentenceStruciure
] ] 4imporft
SpecialSentence Pt Template cuser ]
T Sentence [~~~ =9 Phrase
1 oot USEY b sen : ] T Uses
ComplexSentence SimpleSentence iq:y_g_e:)_ POS |ez.._:
1 UCMeta 4514 B
- Ifs *

*

| Sentence :cnnditinn
'3\ {ordered}-'stgpa”i__* * =7 0.1
] BriefDescription || = PreCondition || & AowofEvents ] PostConditon
\\ 1.7 flows -’-?-‘t
[

]
B UseCaseSpecification  BasicFlow || & AlternativeFiow ~
condaryActors I T |
£ Globalalternative || = SpecificAlternative || & Boundedalternative

| - UML::UseCase

- primaryAct
] UML::Actor

B 2 AHMHABR K UCMeta
1.2.1.4 RUCM HYSZIERR3T (Empirical Study)

N TX RUCM J7k A Rt 4T 4 T PFli,  Dr. Tao Yue K H SUEHF 5T (Empirical
Study) ) 77 72:%F RUCM #it 77— R B 2485206 . SCHR[23] T adb AT T AN 5248 S0
RUCM AT HIE. FIOURRZIREN . BRAEEHEAT AR TR Y, SEe45 R E7R RUCM
e 5 TAE R R B 4 LA (0 T & . SCHR[169]%F X A RUCM FH s B £ UML
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ST R RS R I 4 AT SIS , 45 R 7R RUCM AR ) UML 23 A5 8 1) ot = Lu A% 4 07
IRA R UML 23 A B (0 o By i 2B 5 e

B4, RUCM FH L A 5 125 AR R AT b A AR P 80 FH AT 2 ek A vt 40
PR Tk sk g rp R AT HE BT 9T, (ERARMER RUCM DL AR VI8 A RE ST
THY [F1) SIS AT ) R PR AR, AN SRR OQUE )i B (R R SRR, ASSCIIHE O = DX A
J7 I AR iE RUCM SRR VEBEAT Y e, Mgt Tl S ek rp FXO L SIE (]

1.2.2 EIEF EER

AR ] [/ 773 T A A PR AR SR W ST REAT T, 1.2.2.1 5 FRIA T i 1] 5 i R SR
AR A SCHETE, 1.2.2.2 SR I 1 R 7 T SE R A R T A

1221 @EASEEKRIIZ

T 1) 75 18 75 5K T2 ((Aspect-oriented Requirements Engineering(AORE))# /1 753k T
FE A B4 1) 73 £ (crosscutting concerns) PRI FT 434, T Aff 5 i U1 Sy A IRV TE 52
M. 7E AORE ORI GE s O Fr T (Aspect) BV THI”. AORE 77 il i A& il %
ST SR TR BEATY e, DS DI oG | iR, Bk, HaMmatr, mix
T SRR AR 2 B0 SR TAREH AR Bt o i o BRAR LR, L andEF H bR 75 3R 77182,
SCRERTHE DR 7 SR AL A3 17, (BB Z A3 R 2 A FLHI R SR AR R R AR D Re 7R ok
Z 18] A R AR Dy e 7 SRAN Ty e 75 3K 2 18] 52 2% (R MR 52 B8, T v 5 T 9 75 SR v, IR
NARGHAR ML 7 — PR SREI G S W, T

GrundyB4$ T — B I ) J7 T 1) 75 3K 75 1% (AOCRE) X 4 T-#4) 44 1) R Gu kAT 75 oK
o 12077 BAE R AIIE R G b AR A 3 B B B D e R SR AN B B AR D BE 7R K
EMRBIE B TT TR, R R, P FE IR EL“T7 TH A8 A Dy At A £ $ it
MR, B0 T B AR I RS . Z AR T R E L& AT e,
TR LLR AR 1 RGN K T BB AT MR ST . SR, %R R T T
WA BT R TTiE, A AR A TE R 7 A3 3 S

WhittlelS1 55 57 tH 7 —Fift 56 T4 55 75 SR 10 T o) 7 TR ABE 7 vk o 1205 Y SR R iR
TIN5, PR A R AT WAL <OT IR MIBETIFERE g R i 55
K22 HAFE R FNZ) (Interaction Pattern Specifications: IPSs) AT . F47 5K UML I
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BT ik

Jr AT A . A5 T st DA RO L) B 3 s B i A o — RAPIRESHL, BEJE 2T
REHBEAT L T I G 23T7 T IR HLEA R FRSHL, 127777 DA BL 7 ok TRE N A
MR EHR R G T oK %07 HARGF I SCRF 7RI DL SGB ERE, (HR k= ATy etk .
RN RN 7 T A K 3% 5 TR VI3 SR g e 8 1), 1 FLAZ iR sz
R T 5 U .

Britol®®15 N#- 1 — Bl TR T %, RACHESGIE Ay 88, Bl s
Fony BARE. ZOT iR UML FBUE A8 H BRSNS pd AT E AR A .
SCHR[714 H — P ) 07 T P00 75 SRS 702, BRI 1) S SR B S FH T 1) 7 T
IF R SCER[38IHR T —Fi i o) J7 TR 772K 3CRE UML & 3l B R D) 5 s
ey

gr BRTIR, A BRIT ST AR 1 ) 77 T R AT R BT R AT, R E B
Al UML B (n2R L RZSHLIE) LB VR 0 7 B AR AL . A SCRBIF 5 Hh 5 24T
T ) 77 THI PR A ASE 7V R 1) UM R L s A ey, B SB35 18 1) 77 T R ABE e 70 1 I o
P, R, Gl sE s TS 5 (Actor). “JF THI” L (Use Case). 5 T F i L £ (Use
Case Specification), H SIS 5 FH OB AL BEAT G £ AR SCRIF F 18I ) 5 T R 1)) 32 22
N Bk EA BT AR A SCRIBIE SR AR S ) SCHF . £« T7 TR A ik 5
TR BRI TC R (DI 57) s BT 5 SCAEFEAS AL o 5] N FR3 FRARB T 3R (“al ) «
U] SEEL 7 T R A 5 AT (1 g 2R

1.2.2.2 EEF EAI AT IR

Wehrmeisterl®1 xi ik AR SL RGHR I T —FEHESE DERAF, A5 BAEBCTHII R
SR Bt 43 8 5 A 7 s SR AE DO RE K, IR AT RT-UMLEOT I (] 45 04T AL
DERAF & —HMAETife Rk ik, ARSTRMAMAET, A ek 510
AETRET K-

SCHR (41 2R R i 1 5 T PR SERAE 7 R0 0 AT S 28 48 I TRV R PEREAT S A, i
I F UML S AN UML MRy B SIS 28 Ge it Te) 4 1R A5 T A o SR IZ VA A SCREXT 5
RKIMAIIREST, R BEHRMoE — R SERHPEAR DI RE R SR A0 7 ik B Ja £ESClk [42] 7, ik
ISR Ta) <y A N 2 A5 ™, BIBOR B [ 7-< 5T AN I 18] 5
“OTIES Wi B T TR, R BEAILSE R B P4 (SQTL) R (] Petri (]
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BATTE A E S, e A5 Bh s 1R] E ZIAL S I T T S 2o 1% 77 10502 N R GE 98K J2 T S B0
I TRV 5 RERAT NS @A, T AN R AE 75 SR I B D e 75 3k 5 AR D e 75 sk IO A0 A i
I SR L A

RIS R FR G T AR SR P T [v) 77 18D P BT V0 A [R] R A T T I, S
BR[391F AL 1 — b 174 77 T (1 75 5K -t (Elicitation) 5%, (B ASREFR AL 1 75 SR AL
(Specificaiton), X154 SEIS R4 1) 77 K KL SR I m AN 1. SCER [41]F13CHR [42]
M ARG RGBT I A, SEBL T REFHFS MBI (UML KB R GAT Y
(UML I ) 7 3] 5 Bf ) A R A S A, 0 I [B] 20 R EAT T A € 3, (HAR R AT
X i SR AR AT T 7] 77 T R AT T o AR STRIATE 9T PN 25 A e SR TSR FH 0 A A b s B
THT 7] 7 T SRS ) SRR, S AR I R AR 2R G R A D e 75 R I F B v B 1) < T A
MY, e R X B SN R (0 <07 T AR 5 R P U A AT 4w 24

123 EFOHERBE TIEPRIN A

A0 3 T SR S, ) A AL v SR A 481 P A AP R AT PPA PR — o
ARG, AR S b2 HOS T S R R AR S 5 AOVRRE R b (B AR AR e 144y, i gl
Javal*®l . Adal*l. AR S oy b 8 4k S B T 2D BB R, R 29 48 57 (Specification
Mutation)t 4, il4r, SCHR[48]H 1 218 A8 5 BT B AR BRARASHLZEAT 30IE « STk [44]
ST I AR S T BRI SCHRGER ,  SCHR[441 T I8 B s B 90 23 5 TR 48 S O i 7 22
BT R4 0 AR S5 IR 95 22« A% e At 0 FH BB Bk 5 T.#5 (Model-Driven Engineering)
r 49500, S A R 50y O RS R 6 46 95 7 TET RSB 7 o SchlickPHAE B Y — oL T i
A UML BRI 1 A2 J 71 o %07 iR S UML RSP B it T DR R T
T S B DU FE 481 4 1 00 A s (5 S Hp i A S B il A Ay i S A A ), B e fid e
' (Replacing trigger event), ftAZARANL G AT K FAFE: BB RET R K AT <k
FL”(Setting transition guard to TRUE), 1X 2> 304 Fi il & 248X B KPR AT A% 6 A2 23
175 BRI 47k 15 (Setting transition guard to FALSE), X <> 535 24 mij firk & F 44
X B PRSI R KA PAT s ST 1 H btRZS (Aiming transition at another state),
X o FEU R FAK REITHE B 7 IMIRES .

SCHR[52]H, VR EERT 2 b 3 R G4 F L TR A (R A8 e oy i, et — R BB AE R
AR IR AR (0 7 . EOTEER T UML 2R, 5 LTINS E 7 EERK

13



BT ik

X} 5 5245 (Class Instance Duplication) 25 & — N8, BEE BRI R, BERISHINT RS
#i(Class Instance Removal)Z5 & — ™28, Ml & 1 — X G 58] o A8 e R %) G 5245 (Class
Instances Swapping ), 5 & — 2, WE RPN R FIA B AT B . BENLE i@
PE{E (Attribute Replacement with Random), 25 5E — AN RISEHI S R 1 B AR IR TE, BENLIE
Fe— NN JE PEAE B e 5ok G B M AE . 8 MEAE 130 A1 s #e (Attribute Replacement
using Boundary Condition), %5 —> KB SEFI R B AR AR, 5 FH 8 1 B mT el
BUE+1(00, B/ME-1. FoRAE+1) & e ik i) e PEAE .

PRAE AR B 4 ] B HR IR, SCHR[B3]HE HH T — R PR 4 )8 S B S0
(Navigation)FH % (1448 s B - (B 52 iy NS AN HASE 2 2 [B] QR OC R ERAE): [ — A
“FHIME ST IR R R s AN E < IE ] B 0% R U s IR S BRI % R g s
“UNIN R B K R o BB TRIGE AR R A8 S B 7 (B 45 58 — AN, a9 I I 5 i A
MICER): P FEBRTHE AR MRS BIY RIE 3 <A B
FRE A . ARG EAH S AR S B (R — M HB AR G AR e 1) <Ry
VER R 4 BRI ORIBOR AL B s U I B B R AR B

SCHR[SA1EIRE . AR 5 73 b ] LS FH BAS [F) 34 )t (o, FEFPiE 5 . AREOR A
UML B89%%), BT e A8 B I avER R (14, 72515 5 1 EBNFPSIEET E ).
VRN A8 20 1) 28 3 A g SO — e FH ) 2 TB R A8 S e A, BIDGR o8 — Fogc o) o
(BT . UML), e N (R 63k 8 SO AT AV THAH L AR 28 57 531

ZE ERTIR, A8 S AT — RO AR B A i R, FR T AR R (Program
Mutation) A1 £ 45 5144 (Specification Mutation)3 2T 75 2% 1)) V2 T . B9 34 B4
A A A LA 2 UML 281 UML RZSHUBRL F DLAI IR o 3X Semft 58 TAR I 5
SBAE ] DU S B TR R VP A S #E T, I B A e TSR — P R A6 R R SRR 1Y
T3, TR IERS AN [F] 1 75 SR VF 8 BOR 2 A TE Pl o
1.2.4 ETRRENFTRIESE

HarmanlO55 0 3 T4 2 1 1 4 TAERGRR FE 04T T AT R G SCHRER IR, FE4R A ]
T4 2R B4 N P T A e AR A T e P e R, 91 R SR AR A ) R, R SR 4y
it ) 058 SRAR ST AL A i) %1, NRP ) 8 (The Next Release Problem (NRP)BT) & —A~
TR PR A A 2R AR AR 1 T SR AR R () R, B R e 5 — 800 7 SR SR B R YR L0 R A
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TR AN~ o SCHR[STSE T /AN [F) IR (] RN = S AN [ (1 48 2% SR ek ORS 4
A OHED R RCLE:, BHE K EIL)SNRPIEAT A, A i NS
7] J 100125 7 FI140ME 5%, S RS 1) ] A7 5001 %5 2 MI3250ME 5% o SKER 28 SR
TR KGR AR AR AR/ NS ) R e SR U, X TR R [ (), REAULIR K
SRS R R 0T . BakerDZE S 0 SRR UL 38 K BV AR H A A A 3 B 1
NRP il 1, 51256 45 S 5 R 5 AN S0 K7 B 22 LU AT & 5% 10 40 7 W 25 45

NRP 7] @ X #% & J& N £ H #& 1 NRP(Multi-Objective Next Release Problem
(MONRP)%), MONRP F= ZE 4 5 1H SR Pk — L8 7 {5k, DU 2 =) R a6 e KA R B3
SB35 SR R AR B /M o Zhang 1R DU R AR [+ 444 2% SR AF 5 MONRP: - B L
R, P HARBEREE. RITEASEE. BB HIR R, R R ER: B
A HEF 8 A L L BUE A T e MONRP A . SaliufIRuhe sS4 H —Fh P 5 S35 5 700K
NRP [ 8 52 SCA— PR H SRR TR R, IR F e- 2 sROBEVE 20 30U H AR AR AL 18] B 4T 3R
fifte TESCHRIB3]H, 1R RIS R i ST FUMONRP . SCRR[64]H, 1%
K WU BVE(ACO) R IRNRP, A1 ACO S S 2% BEHLIE B 1% 2R 5 i (GRASP). AR 3%
HEFNBAL L (NSGA) A THT L . SEIG 45 /R : GRASPIIPEREIZ, NSGAXELLEH,
ACOT] LA R HIFHANRP .

Greer fTRuhelSS MR Hy — Rl e & A 1 R (RP) 18] . RP 5 78 3% 3% A0 4) it — 24387 1) 451
HF T SRIEATAE NI SCRE — FRAIELE 07 b R A TR o« RP A2 LR 50 J7 THI A A 25 IR
L 35 R AT (what) F A2 I AT (when)BH, - LiloO185 4 Hh —Foft B pl 55 SR A 260 23 IC 1K) 7
PR VERPIF R, AbATTR A 01T (AR BTt T SRR B AT R e . SCHR[68] Y, 1R KT
F RPN — W E BRI R, R 2 H AR R AL FIENSGA- N 17 i
P

Lil"0%541 %4 CPS % %i(Cyber-Physical Systems)#i i —Fh i KB i 7%, %7 IRAE
e 75 SR 40 B 25 A ) R 23 M 6 2 i, S 4 e 2 6o 75 R AR R ) e K e 48 A 2 )
TAEE . WA B B AR 2 HAR A SRS, IRk A — A ol Z 51 120 A~ AL
AT SR . SEIR A RN KT R H ARG IR R, (1+1) EA MR SRF, T
1E2 HARRAL I 1) g e rfr NSGA-1 IR e iR 4

25 FRTR, BRI TR (SBSE)VK A A (¥ TR S i) i, FHRiERe. Hk
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SEE AN — DRI R, 38 BT A N 10 38 B PR O R AN R A4 R A
(Un(1+1) EA, NSGA-I)ZEATIALTT MK . A SCNT KPP o SCHEERI A BE Y ke, AR VPR
BEORHRTHN I A A RE [8]) 52 PRIV R, PLoik 3% — 0 Fa sRAF 9 Pr e O F I 22
X EEIE P F R BEWS IR 2 /R W BE 2 R R URIE, I SCRF SR IP T . AL, i)
R n] DA S B T R A TRE(SBSE) 7775, RS R EILIHTHALIESE

1.3 #f 5 BAR A X 2 0]

ARSIV SR A (1 i R 5, 90 A SRS R 75 SR D1 o S (VAL A1 T AT L
WEFCAF . DASCRFSEI RGTM DU, 4R M0 SEOLSCIN RF PR e RIS SCRFRSE
PCRIREAT P DL 75 SR BREE RN s SCRFAT RO 3 R DL 55 LSRR - 282 PO 7 SR D1 19
TR s Wi 7e H AR I8 I Tk 12T A AR Al . BRI B s 1) SR
N GAE R G/ RO B BUA 28 A Y 0 S A 5 AR AR ) S R AR 75 SR O X S ek
TR SR BT SRINL); 2) FHENF RN GAE TN B2 St RGE, SCRpSEI R 76 5K 1
RVERITE, WA ER . AT gedr, JHRm SR RITR R, 3)
G B 5 SR VP H N 01 AR GUAL A O FH DURR R 60 S % A o SRR, AT D PPy AS R R P18 i
RMESCRF; 4) WBhFRIFE A G2 B s8R A DU, VP SR T, INTE)32
BIR Ff g A - 2t P o SR o B2 (D1 L

N T SEBLEIRWE T H AR, A SO AR g DL DU o ]

(1) WY R RUCM R BITE, PLSEHIN L R KRR ?

HNSEPL RUCM XSt RGTHI I DUEEAR, R ZERT STt RGTH 75 KA1, R0 HH R
SRR AR TR ORI BUS F5 23R A M RGN . BARBI O, A o
RUER BRI N R 7S 5 oA, Al Bh & SR\ SR S R 480
ARZEHE®IW, S Ko FRMOTEE, TR GRBMA R )
SEIAESS (B0, FIVEAR S . ARUSERVEARS%): I BT IR TR (40, SRR 4Y
Ao IFEZI0R), AR RN 53 1 8 SN Ry P 3R AT HE 2 4 SRR T AL o

(2) G R TE ) 775 TED PSR AR SE AR L A 3 B 4 (1) SE BRI R BUEAR R, T SRR SR F
HEEREEM R RSB

N SEIL S 5 7 SR 5 ik PR DU R F 70 85, R ) T 1) SIS 528 ) P 0 T A1



AL AR K A 22 R S

FAKE. N RE U RO TR 57 I OO R REAT ORI, %7 T AR
B H 2N RN G SR R R B A A RHIE ) R U BT R (WL B 548 %
I £ ) (075925 IR TE 5 30 R B SO OL Iy T AR, BV 5 T Ao DAL T7
T FH U RG] 5 2 P DR AR BEAT i 23, DASTRR SEINARF IR 75 SR AR 2 FH B0 2 m (1 52471
o BEAt, T 1 5 T A P LA, G A A L PR AR U P DA Bl A SR B3R 4T
RSB

(3) W RGALKIARGUREEIE AT REREE, FHEIFRILHE N BAF B FRIEH
TIEHAT B A IERI VRS ?

DSBS AN R B 75 SRV o VAT 2 8 IR VEA O HdE AT R G RO SBRIE 2
MRS Bt B E AT . Oy T SR RGBT BRI SR N, B ST R B Y A
W (R R 8 0 S SC, X AN [R) ST (1 R o ST 01 VP AN R VP o VA IR L A AR5
i L P OURE Y A A RH S AR BT 3R AR R BT d e e F 900 AR T R AT B B
AR GRBE LB IO B Jm 7 ZEE Tk e i, DA SR BB N I R AR
GBI SR, R — A -2 (145 AT /5 SRR ARE N o

(4) WA EEEFER R ANGR, FEEFRIEH AN REFRIOIEHRRAN R K
[8]) T BEAT B A -2 2k ) PR L PP 2

R IFE & DN UNNEFRESIIERE, APPSR S RS2 R T,
ANAR 26 36 HH L B 75 SR TR AT T JR 2 — A ML SR [ R . B S 5 4 SEIN RGEHI 5 R IT K
T, —AMRGEESARKERNHIS S, RIS RIERE T RGEANF KM T A
[F] ) 2R G AN\ HEAT 1) — ZR A S AR N AT 2R e S it ] AR 0 P 3 S5t v b s e — 0
7 ORI RS R TTRE L I /R BRI, NI SCHF F DLVF 8 A ROT 2 — S R B Bk Al

1.4 AREERASR

PO AR K FH DLV o A2 SEIN R GE R ROT AP Be R N A . H W iy 2 1
RUCM FH LA U5 {2 S B S 28 48 00 P DU A, AT R A B 76 SRON 53 B At v o B )
FIOURRZT s X B2 SE R G0, R SQUE /70 B BOR SEBIL SN P 75 SR (ML A, k1
SCHF I 7] 7 T PR S PR 5 SR T DU A ik dis ok b (IEEE 830-1998 Standard) % 4i4t
(R R BLEREE 32, ARAE TARE(IEC 61882) Nl gAH R I AL S 5+, AT 523
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BL1E %k

AGMRISRIEEN TS, B IERI RS AN R ) 75 R PP e R4 IS4, VP
PRONT T BITR)SZ PR, S P ARDURE RN 2 S £ 2000 FH D03 SN A -0 it B9 7 3R
PrER AP IR .

Kl 3 o 1A SCHIBEFAESR , A ST 78 A A B AR L D9 AT DOAS 730

R
2y

St A G LR
prasssan SR 5 R O 75 I
% LTy HR — E

L —
....... «import> | BEFLAZ1: RUCMART BEFLAIZE2: rtAspectRUCM
5 creates
RUCM \; """""""""" I rtAsepctRUCMSHER |
. Apect Use Case ... | Aspeds
........ «import» | I LR AL (RT Use Case) Models
| T l T Bt R |
MARTE i AL (RT_UC Spedification) |@— [ [ i ﬁgﬁg@z
) y o . !
- i * ‘ Use Case Model i(...crg@?es.w.tggra.tgdmode'
| L4 (RT_Event) | F RSN
Use Case Diagram |
]
—.....conforms to____| B FLAZ3: MURUCM ; —
v applies to | B FEAZ4: SBRUCM
| IEEE 830-1998Standard | | [T i -
o : GET
oliows . "
TR e L ey Use Case Specifications
; O L ore || [t
| IEC 61882 HAZOP Standard | bt —eodnputs o
v : | ERE R |
| BRI BRI l | Use Case Scenarios | =
’E‘ selects a subset SEAERFF

A | e

yuses A \y uses

Einputs

[ mRrE IR 0E ,
BRSSO RAMATHR |
e B P R P TEREE

B 3 WICHT AHEZR (A UML REIHER)

1) T RUCM KISER RG BB IE. 5T RUCM SEILX SERF R 400 dl g
P55 (RUCMART).. B 26X MARTEUALEL(UML profile for Modeling and Analysis of
Real-Time and Embedded Systems)idi4T 244k W75, MARTE 72 H #i UML X5 54t
BEAT AR I BT R SV, SR L TR B AENE R, RISk B b ek ) B 15t
AW SR MARTE R B0 SE 2R G SR A28 HiRe il 045 5 BRI o e 20
Ft MARTE F- 3R 71 H 8 L6 75 FEAE 75 KT R B BOst EEBEAT Wi 3R B0 At &, AT BN T
RUCMART JeEBY R Hs . SRS T 58 RUCM 9 WL, 83 MOF oA RS ) i 455 =X,
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NS 5% Actor. L Use Case. F#LAERZ) Use Case Specificaiton X 51 A 1520
PR SRAH R M & HEAT e e . e Ja i FUSEIN FH L 5t 5 UML S I &1 (Timing
Diagram) [P B FL 4 A0, SEEL UML 52 i 1) B 34

2) TH ) SRR R SR B AL BT V2 TN B 2R S R G0, iy 1 4 FH AR fg ]
EH] L RTAEONIT SR AR AR, SR H T 1) 7 1D PR AT S RUCMART X R D7) 5GE
MUY RS o SE T A I 1) Jy T A 5 VE IR O MBS, A s Jointpoint), Y AR
(Cutpoint), “J7IHI”(Aspect)SF. ok, KA A5 H 2B M-S, £ RUCMART Jt
P AR B AR N G R (VI s 55 VI ), i rtAspectRUCM 4k
BR, SR T OB R a0 . SRS, BT R g GURVE S By T AR R
RUCMART G g (5 O Y g 2d, AT O 2B e i DU . IR, 45 tHAH Y
(PR SR, SHBL R RN A 2 H rtAspectRUCM F1 RUCMA4RT .

3) AT TLUAARHERHRERM. AT RGN REFE, B2 Tl
R |EEE Std. 830-19981f-#4 H 5 F ] RUCM/RUCMART AL, MfiisE X H RUCM
TR HIR, fEH Tl kst IEC 61882 HAZOPII%t RUCM &A% It 3 4T R 4t
ST, AMTE X RUCM & 751, 25 R KRB O R AR . e, AlH—RIIES
U] FH DA% 00 2 R e A s SRS o 333X — ZR A 5 S B AR 37 43T 7572 MURUCM,
NI TE BIVEAGAS [F] (V7 87 5 1 01 G — 1) 75 SRR P 52491

4) ETHEUEREAEREENH NG FORFE T . EVFHE RIENTT. B(A)5Z R
N, HXCREHM R, RAETHREENIERIEEE R — 0 HL 5 /E v
V5N T SRVEH B RBOHAT SIS . B 56 F DL Sk 310 1n) % A oy — N R AR 1)
R EAT ) R R AT AK€ S o TR, MR 58 ST 48 2% i A TR 2 10 3 L FEE R
(fitness function) A#R P R EVE T HRAE R . A5, EBUEREEMA IR R4, I
BEATARRL I SO E o BT, 05T ARLLRE ok AT 48 R SVE (i P 5 E S’ RUCM 4T 5K
UEAF 7T (Empirical Study). SZUEBIF 78 ) 3 R 7™ k% 384G 92 0E 4144 T 72 (Emprical Software
Engineering) (¥ 5246 #F2 [741F0 1 RN [75,7610E4T, BIFESEIGBETE. SERGHAT . HdmikL
e, LI HT. KB HTEE . EEXT SSRUCM it — R 51 SEBGHIF 7 il f, K Sc 4R g S 36 40
K F AR R ) Ge 1143 M7 5 (- Vargha-Delaneyl 1451 J79% . Kruskal-Wallist81#% k6 56 .
Wilcoxon" Wk fAG 58) 34T G tH 0T, AT 25 HE Rl 5 Mt sE B 518
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BT ik

WAk, DAE DY 5 T R TN AR TR R, A A LB AR BT SIEIE 2R G FH VO A e
WA A Z (1) RUCMART J7 kN T Sy R G A S REPERR SR . BEUR 2 AR AT 4 4R
AHRZ, VEAHRIIRIR ILERE 2 555 WTITN A (2) rtAspectRUCM J5iE % 71 TR H I 17 7 T 1Y)
FEAE 7 20, S RUCMART SR SGVE s i) 2 9, AT B8 v ool iz e P 4 SR ASE P 00
TEARRIAR WA 3 & o EEXTSCI RGEMFHBLITE : B FE A 45(3) MURUCM J7 VAR 55 an e
ARG RUCM HBLEREIG, TR WER 4 =, BN %5 (4) SSRUCM J7 7 4t n
1] SR FH AR -3 i 14 75 2O B8 UM A e st IR SR FR LV o o VRSN Ik DL 5R
5%,

AWFFEH, LA S T T N 2534 R FAR I 1 Tl 9 R AT BOIE TP A
1.5 B =

ARSI 3 R AN SR A R

1) RE—FET RUCM B3R RGBT

RUCM ML T E B A B Z 168 77, @i 254k B DU A AR R 26
S ORI = BRI, e KRR FE by 75 R R AR A0 — M. kA, UCMeta J&
MM B H 4 RUCM BE 4% 5 i 6 F SR L BEAT 3 AT RN 4% 4 . MARTE 415 2 55 1) 5
I RGEMTE T, A8 T EENEEMS, @i MARTE FIESEZEUE 5]\ E RUCM
Hr, SEL RUCMART G857, Sl RN GAAE SEIN SR GE ) 75 SR A B B 1 2 e o = 1Y
FH A R A SR

2)  HRH— T ) S ARt T R B R LR AR v

T S 2 S R G, SR FH THI R 75 T (R AR AR 79, SN S 3R 450 5 SR A v FO R 1)
FVE B (YR L R L S22 7055 . K F MOF e i@ 4577 20, 23 rtAspectRUCM
HNER, SIS SEIPE RS SR BT @A AZES . rtAspectRUCM 5 RUCMART Z56 1 H,
P T DU T B A L RT4EY R R e TR LR AR

3) RHE—FMET TIARHERI BT HE

TRVP R TR B AL — R E SR . WS R T RFRPE B, SR
EEXTEATRIA ROEVPAS, BERFES T A—HM 4R, R SEm A, fb—
Tl 28 G ) A e N V23 AT 5 SRR A B, A P S0 s LB B . A S S %%
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WA TERIVPAG AN [P 87 7R A BE Ok, R4 TolkAsdE 1EEE Std. 830-199874F1 IEC
61882 HAZOPII5E ST 4= MM ff 1) 75 SR ke 43 28 AR L 1) A8 5 57, AT AT AR G AL 11
BN [F) (1 75 SRR P ST, SCREXTAS [P 772 1 % 2 TE R 1P A

3) RHU—METHUERENEREENARG REFTE

FER A SE RGE R Tk sk, —ANHOLAT LS & KB I 5 42, Rl e 2
KRG AR A T KBRS «Include». 37 E«Extendlny K&, X FhELRAE %4
KB A (Safety-Critical Sytem) I & G vk . 1E 173 W30 H & (Market-driven
Development) )i 5, 85 JoyEAE A PR 1 RS (I TR AT N 7)) N BT A 1 75 SR 818 58 il
FORVPER, W R IR T Bt R 28350 40 7% SR TUZEAT PP o 1800, i e 8 1 b o B0 2 2 A 9
QU T 5K 1) 20 56 0 2 SR I AL S o A SCHR HH — Tl 1 B4 R 5 T AHALLE R OIS R
SR IT IR LU B — 807> AL 5, NI N BOAR- R4 2 1 FH 0 P o 1) T e g it S 4%

1.6 IR IHRALEH

B1E . NMAERTMTIAT 5. MOCHIRF T TAE . ASCHIBE T H A5 A0 3 LR 5T
N2, UL SO L .

% 2 % BT RUCMART [SER R HBLUEBT V. AFSEH 7 —Fhsent &40 H
SUEERE 7% RUCMRT, HANRIAR T 253 144k, et DL v, SEit FH L2 1B
it IR DA ZEFIFISCHER = B0 RUCMART HEATERIIE .

503 T TH A SERTRRE TSR I PG R o AR T S AR I 1) 7 TH] A M A
TIGIE T rtAspectRUCM AMER, AT SCREXT 7 T PGSR (R A, SRS 0 THAE L A
T SE, SEPL I T P DU 5 5 F DU R ) S 2R, B iR T R S
A FE R FH Tl 450 A SRR Z2 4515 rtAspectRUCM 1EAT 381IE -

4T BT bR AE R BB o BT O 1 AR F 1 S ks ol Az 1IEEE Std. 830-1998172]
SE T T BREE R, SR G HCHE Tk AR#E 1IEC 61882 HAZOPIPIG & T A AT, &%
JE 2 T Bl B FH DA AN R] 1 R AR R o AR B SR FH T 2 B N STHR SR AP0
) FH AR S 53 T VAT B o

%5 & TR BRI R BRI AN R IE B . AR E MR T SSRUCM
PSSO BT, ARG X T sk B 1) AT 52 S, JFBC T AR I IE B BE R A, i
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BL1E %k

J5E R PR SR 92 077V SRUCM HEAT 4 45 A U T S 1
SR — BT ARG, IR I ST A SR TAE
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25 ET RUCM BIER ARG AR BIER A

2.1 H5ERE AR

FESEI RGE R Bevh b, I TEAH SR I JE It — R KB AR DI RE Fa sk o AN SEIT R TT
RIEA TR AR AR, R RILI A BB B, XX LS A AH 5K 1
JRYEREAT @AEFNIRAE, X TS RS RIIT R AR HER) . TP AR R 2 T
A, TR F BT ER (A0, BRI HAT IR 1B Worst Case Execution Time) s 5k
B RGBT AT /- TIAE, DU IR RGBT 58 2T G A R BB T R BE 20 0. AR T X 48
SEI IR A BRI H S AR RG AT MITT KB BOA AIAE T AR AE T R E KT IR .

it (Use Case) 2 #bi, 1E—MnfdisREEATHIZR,. ik, 70 M M BEOR A8 Tk se
RS RV N B, FH i AR R T R X 5% (Object-oriented) & L FE, B« DU K
N, DR REER LR, R AR RS, ot 78BN Tl sk
B, Dr. Tao Yue #2H ) RUCMU)(Restricted Use Case Modeling) F it A5 5 v 6 B M 6
EUERRS . WERERE T I SO BRI, A RBUBIAL ] UML 2 BB (28
) B, R 5 1 8 3 AR . RUCME P V00 38 R ik A — A3 PR ) P o 2 A
NEZE, enEd AR M RAF A9 AL LSRRI A0 AN [R] S 40k RUCM 7 Jg . [RItk, 7]
LU RUCM BEAT 47 Ji SRt Sz 75 SR F 100 S

TEHEAT 45 B B L T FE & i (Integrated Modular Avionics (IMA) systems)ix 25 #i 74 sz
I R GERIT AT R, Ll S ™ A R A S 19 Lol rifE DO-178CH. DO-33281, (¢
F T ) RAE R IR AR . 1X2K IMA REGER H— KA HBE, RF A
&, RE5EZ 55 /G5 HA RGEIMT RS ) B AR HE T R 71X 2K IMA
RGN T RIT RIS, B 72K RF DR TR R AN, AT K E I SE 20 BRI BR 1
3B VA SR o b PR R B UE R I SO AT RS ME R IR . TV ARYE DO-33211+ X i 4
FH T 1) % % H2 A (Object-Oriented Technology (OOT)) M HiAH S8 3 R AT I 2 R ITT K
2 T VEANROAR AU . BRI, PG R R R AT TSRO AEREAT T SRR B L
AR
EPE, R Tl SEE A R U R HEAT IMA I R SERY 2R G 1) 5 SR OT
R, FEARTERTC A ISR : RUCM F DL S 7 vk K RAFId e L, g iz

23



%2 & T RUCM FISEIT R 481 DL TT A

TS AR TR . A TR S RGN R A, SR IR B AME S R R
filiid 77 A TR (meta-model) 1K B A 7 R, IFEET UML 6T SEiHiR A X R e i 8
A12» B i MARTEY 4 BE (UML profile for Modeling and Analysis of Real-Time and
Embedded Systems)H (IAHICHE S, $&H—FrsEhs KRR HGLEETT 7% RUCMART., It
A, R OB AL I A EI 2N, RUCMART S RF H 3h A e R4 45 s 8] 20 51
L 5, JRERA X B & SE LR H I 3 5 E sl iy UML € I B (Timing

Diagram).
2.2 RUCMART: SEBTRZGR—M R EE S X

AT FEX T RUCM B AR ) SE I 75 SR 772 RUCMART BEAT VRN Y 1) ik
2.2.1 %} RUCM4ART e UCMetadRT BEATVEARICIA; 2.2.2 F5igiR T A 56 1)
TAE, BInfa A RUCMART AR BLY 5t H A AE s UML € I &l (Timing Diagram);
2.2.3 J&&7x RUCMART M EZNESCFRETAE. A 7% RUCMART 77T R 4tL gk,
K4 FPE 5 JEoR T — AN F RUCMART HEAT FH VLA AR

BUCHIRT Use Case Specification

Use Case Hame Synchronize with AutopilocSystenb

Brief Description | the sysztem synchronizes with AutopilotSystemB

Precondition the system starts successfully
Dependency INCLUDE USE CASE Handle Faults
Generalization Hone

Primary Actor <{Timer>> MainTimer

Secondary Actors <<External3ystems> Autopilotiystenb

Resources <{CommumnicationMedia>> CCDL
Period 20.0 ms
Time Cost (120.0, us)---(480.0 us)
Basic Flow Steps
(Lntitled) v 1 MainTimer sends a pulse to activate the systen

2| the system closes external interrupt

the system sends synchronization recuest data to AutopilotSystemB

the system receiwves synchronization response data from AutopilotSystemE
the system VALIDATES THAT COHSTRAINT rtDConstraint 1 IS SATISFIED

the system VALIDATES THAT the response data is correct

the systen EXECUTES CONCURBENT FLOWS ALT analog, ALT disecrete, ALT digital

the system synchronizes with AutopilotSystemB VIR CCDL COMMUNICATION MEDIR

LR Y . )

the system opens external interrupt

Postcondition the system successfully synchronizes with AutopilotSystenB

& 4 ¥ RUCMART HIRRIL GEAR)
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Specific
RMternative
Flow

"responseEmo v

RFS €

1 the system gets wrong response from AutoPilotSystenB

2 the systen repeates TIMEDPROCESSIHG BasicFlow steps:3-4 twice

3 the system VALIDATES THAT rtDConstraint 2 is statisfied

4 the system VALIDATES THAT the TIMEDPROCESSIHNG BasicFlow steps:3-4 is successful
5 RESUME STEP 8

Postcondition the system successfully synchronizes with AutopilotiystemB

Concurrent
Mternative
Flow

"ALT _discrete" v

RES 7

1| the system sends discrete data to AutopilotSystemB VIA CCDL COMMUNICATION MEDIR
2 | the system receiwves response data WITHIN 1Z0us

3 the system VALTIDATES THAT response data is wvalid

4 BESUME STEP g

Postcondition the systen finishes synchronization using discrete data

Concurrent
Alternative
Flow

"ALT _analog" ¥

FES 7

1| the system sends analog data to AutopilotSystemB VIA CCDL COMMUHICATION MEDIR
2 the system receives response data WITHIN 1Z0us

3| the system VALIDATES THAT response data is walid

4 BESUME STEP &

Postcondition the system finishes synchronization using analog data

Concurrent
Alternative
Flow

"ALT_digital’ ¥

FES 7

1| the system sends digitial data to AutopilotSystemB VIA CCDL COMMUNICATION MEDIR
2| the system receives response data WITHIN 1Z0us

3| the system VALTDATES THAT response data is walid

4 BRESUME STEF &

Postcondition the system finishes synchronization using digital data

Bel
Btz
&l
&dZ
&3

&dd

Observation Variables

RES BasicFlow 3 TineInstant observation of sending synchronization signal
PFS EBasicFlow 4 TimeInstant observation of receiving response

RFS responseError 2 TimeDuration observation of synchronization error

BES ALT discrete 2 TimeDuration observation of discrete data synchronization
FFS ALT_analog 2 TimeDuration obzervation of analog data synchronization
BES ALT digital 2 TimeDuration observation of digital data synchronization

rthConstraint 1
ctDConstraint_ 2
rtDConstraint_3
ctDConstraint_4

rthConstraint_5

Time Constraints

RES BasicFlow {3,4} (0.0, us) < (t2-tl) <= {120.0, us)
BFS responseError_{Z} ({120, us) < dl <= (240.0, us)

FFS ALT_discrete_{Z} (0.0, us) < d2 <= (120.0, us)
RES ALT analog_{Z} (0.0, us) <= d3 <= (120.0, us)
BFS ALT digital_{2} (0.0, us) <= a4 <= {120.0, us)

analog data

digital data

Communication Constraints

RES ALT analog_{1} data precision is 12

RFS ALT digital_{1} data transmission rate is (12.5, kb_per_s)

& 5 ¥ H RUCMART KL (&%&IR)

2.2.1 UCMetadRT JTiEH!

RUCMART (it H br A2 R AF KRB B, B1XF S AR Ge (I [ R PE L3R, X Headk
AT SR IR AN F U — 34« RUCMART 447K [ RUCM, K45 Bk i 75 SR ik
AR AH B 1 E ARG 5 BSR4 R G0k 55 i i) — R 51 S I 4 A O B2 AR U7 (basic
flow of events) fl &-i% i (alternative flows of events) . &5 S R 4t 75 R 45, RUCMART
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2 5 HT RUCM [PSER RS0 0 AR T v

XEA ) RUCM F RGBT &, SI AT FR SRR HOEH R ST
IR FIGUARAT I (8], IR AR R oA Y~ T s LGS I (B 29 5L B £ kAT
.

AR NI E TR RIS IR RUCMART HRHEFI oA UCMetadRT. ] 6-18] 9 LA
KEHIEAR UCMetadRT BEAT 7R, Hh A KAl T2 RUCMART » «<UML>»
«RUCM»  MARTE>ATHRICIE, B2 5378 RUCMART Hif 5] AIHES . UML

R 76-2680 . RUCM F42 H IMES . M MARTE A R A £ 4 ke (18 2
2.2.1.1 Actor TTiER!

RUCMART $14f SEid 258, M OUERE I A1 E K, XD S 54 (Betor) BEATH
WAs%. WE 6 Frx, RUCMART H1f) actor 4k H UML [ Actor 1 RUCM F]
Actor (B, PrimaryActor Ml SecondaryActory) . HH, HES 5# (PrimaryActor)
REFF O, TS 5% (Secondaryactory) MR RS 5 UL HAH
A X R BRI — KA o X RIS 2 53 34T BRI 43 % 52 2R 45 10 75 SRt
Be oy By, BUONFEILSE T, SN RGAEHE AL S L2 2 5 Lo R ER, R
K RGEWETRMS 5EHKEZH, Flan, REGEHTREFRGE, TP,
RUCMART 112 5% X4k H: N3 5% (Humanictor) . 4R %2 5%
(ExternalSystem). %S 5# (Resourcehctor). LI RGHNLSSRFER AN H A
Wz5, RN SFARBEIES AR R G R &#ITZE. Bk, RUCM4RT
HEWEAXN S 5EEATRE. IMNTRG. S5 ARUFAL, DU ER RN REET A G
FRARINT, TTDAE A B U8 RGuL A, R R A RDLS . K %S 5% (Resourceactor)
N AN fEfE %I S 5 # (StorageResourceActor) ~ BINE JH & 5 #
(CommunicationResourceActor) . W R IHS 5 (DeviceResourceActor). THH BT
2 5 ¥ (ComputingResourceActor)MEN 2 5 ¥ (Timer). B KRGl
ORI A0 T SER RGBT SO BB SERT RGUE W AT I, TEIX R 4L
FTR F G AT LA 0 B2 U552 AR A SO s PR Ve O R, A AT R RS AT = 2
R BB BRI, XS R R RIE S 58 7L T SRIT KB Bt AT VR4 g A5 ]
LA JE BeEAT B R G Bt SR it B R4 A S+ . &l 4 Frow, HI45L<Synchronize with
AutopilotSystemB’ [ E S 5# MainTimer $@FA—FER 5% (Timer); b, #%
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FBL2 M AutopilotSystemA 2 45 (1) # FEEAT B ASE, RIS X455 2248 AutopilotSystemB
HHN—FhIN R85 5% (ExternalSystem)s

«UML» «RUCM» «RUCM» «RUCM4RT» «RUCM4RT » «RUCM4RT»
Actor PrimaryActor : Actor HumanActor ExternalSystem ResourceActor

S [ 7 ] T

«RUCM» Q—J
SecondaryActor [ [ [ 1

«RUCM4RT» «RUCM4RT» «RUCM4RT »
«RUCM4RT» Timer InterruptResourceActor DeviceResourceActor
StorageResourceActor ﬁ
«RUCM4RT» «RUCM4RT » «RUCM4RT» «RUCM4RT»

ComputingResourceActor CommunicationResourceActor Actuator Sensor

K 6 253 Actor IR

2.2.1.2 A5 (Use Case)Fn LA £ (Use Case Specification)fy sT iR EY

MARTE #hBRilf it 5] NAH SRS (R, A 382X PeriodicPattern. 3 % BurstPattern.

AFMFEE IrregularPattern, 28 4550 SporadicPattern) Xt SZi £ 4t H 1) 44 AN [FI 21)3A

7 EAT T @R WE SR REEHEEAOIT IR, REMSMEIT MR A ZHF
B & K, Hik, RUCMART ¥ MARTE FF i H R0 S0 8 51 N 21 F 0 A% F A
QAN FZER AL il 7 B OLCA B R, RUCMART Heie St AL 73 A2k
A RS A S H B (AperiodicRTUC) A& H14: S B 5 (PeriodicRTUC) . — ™ & Hi14:
SEIN 450 ( PeriodicRTUC) /& 4 il I A A JR S ), 6 FH SR Al RIS 6 Jo] S 44 P A 55 90 3
BT R . B0, & 4 fran, FHL Synchronize with AutopilotSystemB’ it & — 4™ & 4]
PRI IO o A 8 H3 1 S ) FH 5 (AperiodicRTUC) i S xof A = J& 390 14 1) S 47 9 JEA T R A8
A S B S O (AperiodicRTUC) Mgk — 2 44k g . ASFRIU SEI FH 5 (IrregularRTUC)
Z B S A (SporadicRTUC) . 1 4 SES F L (BUrstRTUC), ‘X411 43 4 BEAS ] i 44 2]
BB AHU SR F 5L (IrregularRTUC),  H R GaN1EAT AT LLIEE N — RYIELL 1T
V61 A1) Bl AT R R 7Y . 2 A Sz P 90 (SporadicRTUC), R 45 B EAT At b 2 R A
UMK [A] AR B, BTS2 1) A A BT V50 AT T 5 PRI TRD R, X Esd i — A dge N A
[F] 1) B A1 IR 1) 17 B A7 3y Gt iR U 338 5 S FH 5L (BUrstRTUC), R EEAT
A DAER Ay AE— N5 i HORE RN (B TRIBG P, 56 uime R 280 R0t R A i b 20, 43
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I, AR TR T A g 2 20ms PISEAR 10 TR Bt R RO,

«RUCM4RT» «MARTE» «MARTE» «RUCMART» «RUCM4RT» «MARTE»

TimingKeyword EventKind NFP_Duration I/OKeyword ConstraintKeyword TimeUnitKind
WITHIN consume best : Real COLLECT INPUT FROM CONSTRAINT IS SATISFIED 5
ATLEAST finish clock : String DELIVER QUTPUT TO tick
TIMEDPROCESSING | | receive predision : Real <RUCM4RT» «RUCMART> ms
BEEORE send unit - TimeUnitkind | | icationk d RTEvent us
AFTER start worst : Real ommunicationKeywor kind : EventKind min
WHEN VIA COMMUNICATION MEDIA synKind : SynchronizationKind | |
EVERY «RUCMART> <RUCM> d

ConcurrentAlternative SpecificAlternative «RUCM» ay
RUCMART peditichlternative AlternativeFlow ]
] »

ConstraintCheckingSentence «RUCM>» * UseCa;;I;Uing;fication «RUCM>» Sim «IFéL;(él::: ence
keyword : ConstraintkKeyword ComplexSentence P FlowOfEvents Ll
constraint : NFP_Constraint T T ? LXT ¢ 1_.*1\

[
«RUCM» «RUCM4RT» «RUCMART» 17 «RUCMART»
UseCase [+ | RTUseCase RT_UseCaseSpecification RUCHRT» CollectInputSentence
events : RTEvent timeCost : NFP_Duration RTFHowOfEvents keyword : I/OKeyword
«RUCM4RT» timeCost : NFP_Duration 'y inputData : String
PeriodicRTUC ‘? «RUCMART » N ’ ! L «RIUCM4RT»
Eeriod : NFP_Dur_ation } ExternalMessage ¥ = RTSimpleSentence
jitter : NFP_Duration <RUCMART» Eﬁgrf I‘v?;stsoargekind «RUCM4RT» keyword : TimingKeyword
“RUCM4RT> DL AperiodicRTUC | | jirection : MessageDirection Dbse.rvat.mn\lanable «RUCM4RT>»
IrregularRTUC ‘f‘ rfs : Sentence gﬁe?lgéfstg#?ng CommunicationSentence
intervals : NFP_Duration - :
= [ ] = observedEvent : RTEvent | | &0urce : Resource
«RUCMART» «RUCMART» + keyword : CommunicationKeyword
- «MARTE»

_ Spu.rar:llcRTUC _ _ Bl_'rStRTUC _ TimedDurationObservation «RUCM4RT>
minInterarrival : NFP_Duration minInterarrival : NFP_Duration * DeliverOutputSentence
maxInterarrival : NFP_Duration maxInterarrival : NFP_Duration «MARTE» result : String
jitter : NFP_Duration maxSize : Integer TimedInstantObservation keyword : [/OKeyword

B 7 RSB K AR R

SN R ZI BB (RT_UseCaseSpecification) 4k 7k 1 RUCM VLIRS, [ T 3
At (basic flow) H T4k R4 F EHAR, F =M&ikii(alternative flow): HFE i
(SpecificAlternativeFlow) . 20 5 i (BoundedAlternativeFlow) . 4 & it
(GlobalAlternativeFlow). Itt#4k, 7£ RUCMART 1, i&5| N T B4h—AM&kimk: IERR
(ConcurrentAlternative) FT-$14 I & FAF o & — AN FF R ATR 7 A AR 2R A
W SRFEIRIEA), 1% RAR TE 0] e RGUS A I RAT RGBS I R4
AR, 7E RUCMART o1, il e85 EXECUTES CONCURRENT FLOWS’ 3k B
TR R . i, B4 FR, FEARG RS 7 AT SRR ) U] R G E AT
FJe&R: ‘ALT analog’~ ‘ALT discrete’. ‘ALT digital’ .

RUCMA4RT [A]E 8% RUCM HH 1 75 SR 1 17 B 1% 4] (SimpleSentence?) #3471 IU A
HARWT R . Bl £ETE 7] (CollectinputSentence) « SZH & B 4% 1A 15 ) (RTSimpleSentence) .
JEIR m 1415 5) (CommunicationSentence) . 45 H4i H 15 4J (DeliverOutputSentence) . £1%f

CA_EAF— R SRR TR A, #BCT 7 AR AR 7 SCRF . BN, 2448 RUCMART #E4T

2In linguistics, a simple sentence has one independent clause and no dependent clauses: one subject and one predicate.
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i R AIR I, Rt T A AL T P SO SERHAESCBE - (B, WITHIN®), X 4EsE
N AR A R 1 7 (RTSimpleSentence) s B8 % 4% H sl AL 1R k. i 5 Fros, 37K
‘ALT_digital’ 158 2 MRRFERIER]F, A T WITHIN X AL 7 R IA 1 ek 7,
Rl *the system should receive the response data WITHIN 120us’. RUCMART H [ id % it
T H A S L8 ‘BEFORE’s “WHEN’, ‘ATLEAST’ , FHLAfEHEIT HERE & 7R
T IR I o0 SE NS BB AT R AR R . AL, W 4 Pros, 8RR SR IR 1 )
(CommunicationSentence) /£ = AL 2 8 AR KRB A #E4T 7T AEH, Hd ooy
‘VIA COMMUNICATION MEDIA’ H] PAW # $i W 5 4t 5 2248 H 52 XM 18 Kod i # (Cross
Channel Data Link (CCDL))EZ R4t [mIM[F . il iXFEHNHIA, EEAEHT R
Gior ATt &, AT RAEEXT CCDL M (n, AL fnidt B . W3 pR ) BT 25 21
BT TH AT DA 7 il B A 24 5T N T R R R AR M SR . RUCMART [ I 3 56
CollectInputSentences A DeliverOutputSentences ¥ i1 1 AH W 5 4 4 N AN HH B AR 1) 56
e Y LA K45 W 2R B3 N B0 0 SR RN 22 et N Bt 1) B O, W 158 T 5 42 14 43
it

wmE 7 GBI, oA I 4248 & (ObservationVariable) FH - B 25 F 44 1)
KA. B — A W %A & (ObservationVariable) #8 5 — 4 26 4 /& rrEvent [ )&
‘observedEvent’ FPAFE I AT SR HARSE AN 5245 . RUCMART Hh S 2R Y i) 7T
iR RTEvent 404K A: RTTimedEvent. RTSignalEvent. RTChangeEvent, Xtz
1 43 25 07 02 A MARTENY A % >R 1) . RTTimedEvent . RTSignalEvent .
RTChangeEvent 73 il FI T-xf i [a] F44 | A5 5 S AL 4T @24 . [ R MARTE
H1f#) TimedInstantObservation Al TimedDurationObservation [ &Rz &4 1 5 W 22745 &
(ObservationVariable)# 47 %< . TimedInstantObservation FJ - — /N 18] £ i S5 2F R4 7 4
ik , 1M TimedDurationObservation M| Fj J X i [a] [f] b #9 5 44 3t 47 #4518 .

TimedInstantObservation #1 TimedDurationObservation #H — @M interval’, HKM

=

s& NFP_Durationl™, 41l 5 fiizr, AFE@t1 /&4 TimedInstantObservation 52, ‘¥4
[ R AR T SR 3 TR RIEIRTE A, HFRR . RGUERATHAR 5 3 AT K5
W < &K 4 — 4~ RTSignalEvent H ff K ix — M RG R P E 5. &4 2
TimedDurationObservation []— NS, ‘& 48 m & ALT digital’ (B 5)F 128 2 N5
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SRR F) - RUCMART K] RFS S X AL AT LAARH 75 (8 (R oF— S AR & 5 %)
L) 5 SRA IR A AT KK

2.2.1.3 23Ry TR

MR RGN T, AR L R AT T R EBARG W H A R A H HE N, £
RUCMART w1, il 8 flrax, AFXFEEASBIRZI A, #80y Hog SO R 1 ) VE
(ConstraintScope) « X M ] 75 >R % i& & 4 (stepRef:String) . £ H & 1& X (expression) .
RUCMART ¥ % Y5 ) % (ResourceConstraint) i1k v : 475 Y5 ) % (StorageConstraint) . il
H 2] I (CommunicationConstraint) . & #% % Y 2] 3 (DeviceConstraint) . 11 & 5t I £ )
(ComputingConstraint). - [8]Z) % (TimingConstraint). XFh% 3 %f NF MARTE A 5 5 i
S R
(DeviceResource). 15 % i (ComputingResource). 5 8] %5 (TimeResource). fi4n, K5
Bt 7~ JF K U CALT digital’ 1 MRk REA, FE—-DBEIRLY R
(CommunicationConstraint): 41# i CCDL #H47E7Efemmmnt, H A& 4 i R
i 12.6kb/s.

17 525 (StorageResource) . 1 i 7 Y (CommunicationResource) 15 4% B i

A5

Ed

«RUCM4RT»
«MARTE» «RUCM4RT» «RUCM>» %= ObservationVariable
TimelInterpretationKind ConstraintScope UseCaseSpecification name : String
instant useCase stepRef : String
duration flowOfEvents «RUCM4RT>» observedEvent : RTEvent
any step «RUCM4RT>» RT_UseCaseSpecification
RTUseCase timeCost : NFP_Duration *
«MARTE» «MARTE»
. 'I.'lmed.Constramt _ <MARTES EventKind
interpretation : TimelnterpretationKind NFP Constraint [+ «RUCM4RT» consume
self.timeValue->size() = 1 and self.timeUnit->size()=1 - ResourceConstraint ﬁnish
{ i ] 1 scope : ConstraintScope | = receive
«RUCM4RT> «RUCM4RT> «RUCM4RT>» stepRef : String send
TimingConstraint InstantConstraint | | DurationConstraint expression : String start
timeValue : Real - - ] . )
timeUnit : TimeUnitKind «RUCM4RT» «RUCM4RT> «RUCM4RT» «RUCM4RT»
DeviceConstraint || StorageConstraint || CommunicationConstraint ComputingConstraint

& 8 RUCMART " #)5 [ oY

RUCMART A7 [ I} 6] £ % (TimingConstraint) 4k 7K H MARTE 7 [ Isf [8] £) %

TimedConstraint H% 2 .

RUCMART #2 it 5 Fh B} 8] 29 5 1 SE 451 -

I ISR

(InstantConstraint) A1 i} [H] B¢ 24 % (DurationConstraint) . B [i1] 55 2] 31 (InstantConstraint), F
X AN ELAA (R ] 18] f AT AL A, 1T B[R] Bt 2 3R (DurationConstraint) , & B[] 5437 1
I [) BT B ] [ B AT A 2446 FH ) [3] 24 2R (TimingConstraint) £ 47 75 SRk i 15
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B A U P 4245 & (ObservationVariable) . {5141, 4 P, (EHRARGME 3 D
AutopilotSystemA [r] AutopilotSystemB &i% | —/RG[FEL G S, MAEREARRPIE 4 8
H AutopilotSystemA $2i AutopilotSystemB 3 [a] ({25 w7, Rk, PRSI 2245 B @t
@t2 W GRS PN I [B] B A A AT 8L, 0 R @tl: Ak FHEm@2: ZiFft. [
I 28 3 DRSS 4 DI RGN b EAE 120us N 5E i, T3 — I T 2 TRl e A g — A
i (8] Bt 24 % (DurationConstraint), W1 5 Ffrzx, (0.0, ps) <t2-t1<=(120.0, us). 4iEATH
() Z) AR, Gl 8 Hr i) OCL ZYTRHT 7, AR ML) A 1] 5 { (time Value) AR 7] 545z
(timeUnit) & 20 2 34T K5 1 1 FA A

2.2.1.4 EH R TIRE

7E RUCMA4RT #1, i 9 FizR, Jisk RUCM H SR A% 70 3 RUCMART 3t
IR, B 7S E(RTEVen)fE B SENFHAH(RTEvent) 442k H UML H (1) 75-
KA HAE(Event), B FINHEA —NEYE kind, HEHEZEAE MARTE 11 EventKind..
SZN S (RTEvent) X 4 46 Jy = S A8 4K 3 £ (RTChangeEvent) . SE i {5 5 {4
(RTSignalEvent) i [i] 25 4F (RTTimedEvent), 4» 5%t ST UML RS . 284k Fi 44
(ChangeEvent). 155 F {4 (SignalEvent). I BB [&] (TimeEvent) . 1% & Sz 4 #8 2 Hl
RUCMA4RT H ) FH 47 (RTFlowOfEvents) F1 Wi 22 i (ObservationVariable) f i . 4, & 5
iz, AutopilotSystemA 2 4ifE 5 AutopilotSystemB 34T £ 45725 5 f4 rf AT RE 75 E 47
R, — BTN, A LIE 240 ps N 56 FAH B I AL BRERAE o TR ANEE R
Qb SR PRI T S 2 i B TR B A B &L ST, IR, I T) BOWL %78 B &d 1 4 FH T

«MARTE» «RUCM» «RUCMART» P
EventKind FlowOfEvents ObservationVariable
consume ‘? name : String ?
ﬂI'IISh «RUCMART» sttt;:pRedeStrlntg R TEvent ‘—1;" «RUCM4RT»
;‘zﬁzve RTFlowOfEvents observedEvent : ven RTEvent
start isConcurrent * Boolean «lJML» «lJML» kind .: EventKind o )
ValueSpecification || TimeExpression | SynKind : SynchronizationKind
«lJML» ( [ y
TimeEvent
when : TimeExpression «RUCM4RT» «RUCM4RT» «RUCM4RT»
- (E RTTimedEvent RTChangeEvent RTSignalEvent
«RUCM4RT» «MARTE» J7 Jy
SynchronizationKind TimedEvent «UML» UM
synchronization repetition : Integer ChangeEvent signalEvent
asynchronization every : ValueSpecification changeExpression : ValueSpecification 9
B 9 RUCMART H IR AR A

31



%2 & T RUCM FISEIT R 481 DL TT A

[ LA R . (120, ps) < dl <= (240, us)’.
2.2.2 FRiAHEE] UML ERTE(Timing Diagram) g% 2Y4% #

AR XS RUCMART L 55 ) B 30 A2 BN B R RS B B 4 3k 4T 18348 - R TE“Timing
Diagram™7E [l WA A R SCii R, A SCBRS AR A AL U RS R 4 RE S T AN 3 22
FABMBIE: R B EEEE SR R RS SHHMEE 2 )b 212 7T, HAEIT%
H TR IR, B E E AT S0

2.2.2.1 RUCM4RT ARz =aBEsiE X

JEX 2.1: RUCM H#t5:. —A> RUCM A st — AN 26 7 — RAF AT
) RUCM F I 7 3R iR 15 AJ(RUCM Steps) 7415 ' &2 I RUCM FEA i (basic flow)
TG, "lRESEE T — /B2 RUCM 4% i (alternative flow), )52 1Bl RFS o7
iR Al FE AR A R e ] ABORT KEEFAE &R TS K. —4 RUCM HIBLIEH 2
FEE—4 RUCM H %5 .

He R e XU HS,,, . (BF,AF,RESUME, ABORT), H:+BF &ME— 3t A
Wi, AFF LA — AN Z A%k, RESUME FMABORT 4y A # RUCM it
RESUME STEP 1 ABORT, JHAFHINMUERESUMEAN B ABORT N ) S AT

fltn, B 5 Frw, FERFCALT digital’ & MIEAT I EE 7 AT SREERIEA) 4 3k
i, EX NI DL S en gy qigicar Pir: Basic flow step 1-> Basic flow step 2> Basic

flow step 3> Basic flow step 4> Basic flow step 5> Basic flow step 6> ALT _digital step
1-> ALT digital step 2> ALT _digital step 3-> Basic flow step 8-> Basic flow step 9.

JEX 22: RUCMART My, MILEHEEK RUCM Rty s, WmR—4
RUCMART H#id st WARSERT LA = AR TR, E41XA4> RUCMART HY &5
HiEK RUCM MG —FE, W R e N — A2 FO Aok i), B ABR T R4
RUCM 75 SRk 1 1) J72 1 [ I 38 A5 — ZELAH 2 P B T A D645 2 o

HE R e — DT CURTS,,,: (BF,AF,RESUME,ABORT,RTI), . BF &M
—IEEARR, AFT LR —ANERE A% IER, RESUMEFMIABORT /#1183 RUCM H 4
¥ RESUME STEP #I ABORT, JfHAFM4/ZRESUMEAN U ABORT MU S0,
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RT3 1% S0 F 3 s Hh A 8 i S5 2
RTINX &—/N=JGZHRTI: (RTEvent, Observationvariable, ResourceConstraint)

Fo ', RTEvent 5% i% £ ] L 37 5t f 0 &% B9 RUCMART =2 I = 1,
Observationvariable/Z RUCMART M4 5, ResourceConstraintseé RUCMART %]
W, FfH (#(RTEvent) + #(Observationvariable) + #(ResourceConstraint)) > 1.

4~ RUCMART FHBLER 29 TE 4k —4~ UCMetadRT 5545, RUCMART 5B H &
SRR (U, DO-UNTIL, INCLUDE USE CASE) K —Fh & ¥ 4k (1) 77 v
5 SRR R RS S AT SR A . ASCRH =M RS540 s brit: 2T
% 7 (All Condition Coverage). 4=t 78 & (All FlowOfEvents Coverage). 418 )78 5 (All
Sentence Coverage) X 4 i€ ') RUCMART AL L2934 47 RUCMART L3750 H 8h A2 i
PR =R A SRS O FE RUCM JEHSER, ASCHR R RAIX S fbn it . 50 E &
(All Condition Coverage)#fi fR T A 51 #2433 [ RUCM S AF R 15 A1) #4578 5 4wt LA AT
B —R ST HBER A kAL /) 4R (I, DO-UNTIL), RUCM 7£4E Bl i 3 et
o PRUEIEAREE A AT APAT — IR EE x IR, b x & — /N AT C B I IR R4, AEAR SO Sk
e, x BN 1, RIPAT— IR A3 7E 5 (All FlowOfEvents Coverage) i f& RUCM
SEAR AT (5% i 2D i ma s — e T AR Uit (specific flow) Tk 41 A
(bounded flow), f&BIT 2> % HE/~1EA)(RFS flow step), fH:4E477 4 — A EiZ 4 RUCM 4>
¥o XFAJR(global flow), RUCM Z4FXt4EE4 RUCM FHAF AR — ANk iEA) a1
BAH R 2 32 . 45 TE )7 75 (Al Sentence Coverage) T {1 T A i RUCM 3 1 A1) #1578 o5
D —R DL SR O T AR R A B 23

2.2.2.2 UML EBFE(TimingDiagram) B B &4 A&

EFXH A — M & st B RUCMART iz 5t(rts), RUCMART AT LLE shLHIN
rts SEEHH N () UML € I &l (Timing Diagram), 7% 5-3 6 J&ox 1 AN #3000 . 9 7 A
i UML ERE(Timing Diagram), RO 15t MAHM. ] RUCMART FHHLERZ T Hhak £ rts

G A VAR sV B Tl N ExternalMessageS -+ ObsevationVariableS .
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%5 M\ RUCM4RT sEif A5 (rts) 3] UML B B RS (& —)
L S Wk

BEXT rts L R RUCM f R R 1E A (step),  MITAERT RUCMART LRI ik 5 24 1T step X L )

ExternalMessageS . ObsevationVariables . TimingConstraints J& #& , %I @0 ,

ExternalMessage.rfs {80 THN K step.

R1

5t —A~ RO ik Y ExternalMessage, NN FIEAR G E primary actor Al secondary actor £l
FEAHN ) UML AT 5 : A2 fir 2k Lifeline. i ExternalMessage.actor 8 THMNHKIZ 5% actor.

4T RS0 — A oML B4k ou R TheSystemLifeline.

R1.1

If (ExternalMessage.actor.typeof (Timer actor), Then €)% — MNELE ) UML JGE: State

Invariant ‘ticktock’, FF#H5 R1 FHEIE M Timer AT lifeline HEATREE,

R1.2

Else S —MHE R UML JGEK: State Invariant ‘waiting’, JFE S R1 PEIERIAHN A Timer K

2 lifeline 34T 2Bk

R2

Bt rts R —A step, AHIZE—MHEMA UML Jt&R: State Invariant, HFEHE RS EamLk

TheSystemLifeline #4755k

R3

% RO AR IS — ExternalMessage, KHAIE AN —A UML JLEK: Message.
ExternalMessage.actor : FHM[F actor vk,
ExternalMessage.rfs: R4 ALk TheSystemLifeline F%f M) State Invariant.

ExternalMessage.kind: JHEZRM, W, FP. 7.

R3.1

If(ExternalMessage.actor.typeof (Timer actor) , Then @ —/> UML JGCE&: State Invariant

‘sending message’, FFREHGHMN A Timer actor A=y 2R3 AT Sk

R3.2

Else

If (ExternalMessage.direction is in), f]&— UML JCZ: State Invariant ‘sending
message’, LSRN Timer actor A Ay £k iE4T Rk,

If (ExternalMessage.directionis out), @J# —4"UML JGZ&: State Invariant ‘receiving

message’ , I SMM T Timer actor 2B My 2R34T CHK,

R4

EF5$4E—/ rts H ) TimedInstantObservation, @J#—4>UML JLZ&: Time Observation
TimedInstandObservation.ref: ZRGiAE ALk TheSystemLifeline. FAHF ) State Invariant;

#WHE TimeObservation.setEvent (State Invariant).
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% 6 M\ RUCMART sEif FHLZ R (rts)B] UML sE By BN (R =)

ID HHMN R

¥4 rts FHJSE— TimedDurationObservation ¥ # A UML EH B Duration Observation:

1) TimedDurationObservation.ref: &% Edr2k TheSystemLifeline F T State Invariants;

R5 2) %% TimedDurationObservation.ref HHIS — State Invariant GJE UML JT&H:

Invariant).

¥ rts F A9 —A InstantConstraint ##p UML ZEH ) Time Constraint:

1) InstantConstraint.rfs: R4 ALk TheSystemLifeline F X M) State Invariant;
2) 8@ —/ UML JG&: Time Constraint fl—/> UML JUZ: Time Interval;

R6 | 3) T E:

TimeInterval.setMax (InstantConstraint.interval.max),
TimeInterval.setMin(InstantConstraint.interval.min),

TimeConstraint.setSpecification(TimeInterval),

4 rts FEE— DurationConstraint #F#p UML @R ") Duration Constraint:
1) fZ#—/>UML JGEK: Duration Constraint fl—/4> UML JLZ: Duration Interval;

2) BHATHE:

R7
DurationInterval.setMax (DurationConstraint.max),
DurationInterval.setMin (DurationConstraint.min),
DurationConstraint.setSpecification (DurationInterval).
EFXF Timer actor Adndk, NHAIE— AN State Invariant ‘ticktock’s
R8

BExp HAR ) actor 42wk, NHAIEGAEN State Invariant ‘waiting’s

SecondaryActor & HAMLIE K UML HIERTER, BIJ-2K8: rifeline [A
I 0,4 8 24 B 2R GE 0 EEAH B A A fir 28 ‘TheSystemLifeline’s  ZE&:43i ] R2 o, UML Z
fJG % : State Invariants &AM rts FHATEIE, FWKEME R E ML
‘TheSystemLifeling’ #E1T 5Bt . £1XM5 B Message HIEH, EX4FTHISEEIH, RUCMART
FEEEMBLERFGE5S H5HE AL EAER, HRMITRE ExternalMessage (B 7)%f
FLHEAT A
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R3 f#iik | UCMetadRT Hiff) i i ExternalMessage 5§ UML 1) R
Message FLIEMJFEHMLN ¢ 5 o R3 X EARLN 73 J9 M A>T 5 R, e R3.1 - E A1 57 iR
T B ORI M s B, M0 R3.1 TR BRI (G, [FIE . S A) AVH B 7 1) 6
UML € & (Timing Diagram) = i) Hofih i 45 0 22 th e #) R4-R8 1 5eedft. fldn, R7
H 3 A UML AT HK: DurationConstraint. W 8 fiR, UCMetadRT [#I7CH
T TimeDurationConstraint [fJEM ref” HH5 1], X5 2T 0T N ) 1T R S8, Fr

BIEME ML Lifeline Ff State Invariant , Ifi DurationConstraint [JJ@E
‘min’ M ‘max’ #2373 e 3 i UML € 15 &) (Timing Diagram) 1 ) buration Bk /M
[A{H (minimum) FER K [EE (maximum). FELLHT, 70 R4 R4, R5. R6, UML
€ I & (Timing Diagram) 1 )i 6% : TimeObservation. DurationObservation.
TimeConstraint t £ H 31 M UCMetadRT X} N ) Jjo - K & .
TimeInstantObservation TimeDurationObservation( K 7) M
InstantConstraint(&l 8). f /&, R8 15N UML & &l (Timing Diagram)+ [/ %
& (Actor)E A @ A ) state Invariant. EANH, FALLENSEH
(Acton) L BRIk AS, TRIE RUCMA4RT HR F “ticktock’ 1EANTH] S 5% Timer HIGE
ARAS, I ‘waiting” My FAR AR 7] 2 5 3 B BRAE RS

synchronize with Autopilol;systemBJ

d2{0.0..120.0us}

t1-| {0.0..120.0us} tﬂ .0..120.
SN = e @

I’eCEIVII’I sendin

g
essage} essage%wamng}

{waltlng}

AutopilotSystemB:|| The System Lifeline: | MainTimer:

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 (unit)

& 10 —A B4 K UML E/Y B (Timing Diagram)
<1 10 JEos 1 i ALT _digital” (K 5)%F R K U5 RT Sen 11 gigigar (2221 1) H

4 ) UML %€ i B (Timing Diagram) . 40 10 i, &5 S2if 3% 54 RTS

CNALT digital
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H TG MFERSZRE S, W buration Constraint. Time Observation, #BCH%A
AL RN, B, B2 5 0.0, us) < d4 <= (120.0, us) (B 5)& iRtk h—4
DurationConstraint SEM, H&H/MEAZE(.0, us) HAMEZ(120.0, us). HITIXFE,
RN G AT BT X6 BN AR ) RUCMART 3755, £ Bl £ B AL R 1 bR ic 5t 233k 474
IS 53T o H R RUCMART [ 34k T B (2.2.3 F9)iE A 32 £ UML & I I (Timing Diagram)
A s EoRtl, ELAEAE BN T A 1BM RSA B S REsk 5.

2.2.3 BEitb

Zen-RUCMIBSIR (L AR . (4™ FRATL A, LA A0 Bk (1 B AT80i3E4T 25 T RUCM 1)
ERE T ARSI, A RS RUCMART 1AL LA R T Zen-RUCMPISZIL) .
11 M 12 JE7x 7 RUCMART I EEIE LA, AHATLIE ], RUCMART Btk TH
FHEH 5 NSRBI 2 2% (Model-Tree editor). FHWHIZ) 4% 2% (Use Case
Specification editor). ZE4T 2 1 )i& 14 4 5 25 (Property editor). F#L 2% %5 2% (Use Case
Diagram editor). UML & 5 B4 ik 2% (timing diagram generator). X $6 %5 2345 CL7E 14 11
A& 12 BEAT T BRI o

B i 48 2% (Model-Tree editor) 3= 2245 ¥t R T T R A RO EETTER: H
i (Use Case). Z 5% (Actor). KFAZIREE, BT, 2.2.1 T iLid#) UCMetadRT 154Nt
TR AL 2> FE AR S 45 2% (Model-Tree editor) i SE I . 14w 28 2 i F ZE 0 — N P
F2 11 o BB 2 45 2% (Model - Tree editor) i 2> $4 T AR 70 2 1Y & 11 4 4 2% (Property editor)
— A, P @ T R A @ M g i 2% (Property editor) &1 X 15 8 B g 48 % (Model -
Tree editor) 6122 (AN [F] () 70 ROV AR EAHRL B PEAE . 140, Kl 5 Fras s [al 43 (120,
ps) < dl <=(120, us)’, W Foox fERLAL R 2 48 25 (Model-Tree editor) 61 g I [A] B 24 TR
DurationConstraint J—/SEH] d1, 2R/5fEHh)E 4w 4E 45 (Property editor), # & dl
()55 /IMA (120, ps) iR KRB (120, ps)o

FH 2 9 % 2% (Use Case Specification editor)S23 7 RUCMART (1) F AR AR , Bl 2.2.1
WHiRIA K] Uase Case Specification HI7GHEAL . FHILM L4 4E 4% (Use Case Specification
editor) /7 8 F F B S AR 19 RUCMART FHSLEAT 75 SRk, nl&l 4-1 5 fiaR,
MIEERE, WiTEXM. BES5%. iS558, KFOCR(dnclude>» «Extend>
FEA (basic flow) . £ 1% 77 (alternative flow), #B 75 22 55 >R N 53 75 F 1500 2 4 45 2% (Use Case

37



2 5 HT RUCM [PSER RS0 0 AR T v

Specification editor) AT VELTHERG IR . BT E X L8 SCARFEIA H 75 3K N 2 (RUCM step)
MEANHORE RN E %M. BES 5. FlZS 53) WS Dy BT
UCMetadRT JitiA! . RUCMART KA UCMetadRT JuAsi Y (¥ )7 208 F bl it i 45 B AT
b, XEEFRT G SR i . s 4-1 5 Fos, W08 L1 & RUCM4ART

798 Model Explorer 13 B& T = 3 | O synchioniewith Auopitetsystemt 2. RUCMA4RT Use Case Specification editor =
« [ uevedel RUCM4RT Model-Tree editor - RUCHART Use Case Speci fication
4 < modelElements (19)
b (D) MainTimer <Timer> ‘ lUise Case Hame Synchronize with AutopilotSystenB
> %gutopllmtSystamE <Extema|5ystam> ‘ Brief Description the system synchronizes with AutopilotSystemB
I Gz Start System =<RealTimeUseCase= ‘
n v r = = by nditi thy T Tart: full
4 |Gy Synchronize with AutopilotSystemB. <PeriodicalRTUC>| |_| |Trecondition © SYSTEm STarts successtully
% extensionPoint (0) & | Apply Stereotype v ndency THCLUDE USE CRASE Handle Faults
< extend (0) t§° Update Element ralization Hone
I < externalMessages (3) 3 Delets Element lary Actor <<Timer>> MainTimer
ke F?md T — . wdary Rctors | <<ExternalSystem>> AutopilotSystemB
< initalState (null ove Up - timing diagram generator
. Lrces <<CommunicationMedia»> CCDL
> < include (1) Move Down
d 20.0 ns
b 5‘”‘?"“’9“ @ = Open Property View
> < specification . . . . Cost (120.0, us)---(480.0 us)
) [Uf] Open with Specification Editar
P 4 timeCost
b ¢ resourceConstraints (2)| 04 Generate Timing Diagram b [y ALL CONDITIONS |
I < eventObservations (6) £y Calculate Scenarios Diversity o |0 Al Fows sends a pulse to activate the system
< flowStates (0) : = ALLSTEPS .
4 o riConstraints (5) 1 closes external interrupt
a @ "rtDConstraint_1" (0.0, us) < (12-t1) == (1200, us) 3 the system sends synchronization request data to Autopilotiystenb
4 ¢ min 4 the system receives synchronization response data from AutopilotSystenB
9= 0.0 us <NFP_Duration> 5 the system VALIDATES THAT COMSTRATHT rtDConstraint 1 TS SATISFTED
b o duration = 6 the system VALIDATES THAT the response data is correct
r L N mnetraint 37 (190 el o A1 o= (2ARD et
q | | r 7 the system EXECUTES COHCURRENT FLOWS ALT analog, ALT discrete, ALT digital
r T 8 the system synchronizes with AutopilotSystemB VIA CCDL COMMUNICATION MEDIA
B Properties 52 | & Console 4 Y= 8
0 9 the system opens external interrupt
Property vaue property editor o : ,
— Postcondition the system successfully synchronizes with AutopilotSystenB
| description
expr (0.0, us) = (t2-t1) == (120.0, us)
name rtDConstraint_1 ESIEs RES €
opreatar Equa\ :iz:,umtlve 1 the system gets wrong response from AutoPilotSystenB
ref (2 elements) N - 2| the system repeates TIMEDPROCESSIHG BasicFlow steps:3-4 twice
UseC: responseErmor v
scope selase 3 the system VALIDATES THAT rtDConstraint 2 is statisfied
4 the system VALIDATES THRAT the TIMEDFROCESSING BasicFlow steps:3-4 is successful
5| RESUME STEP &
Postcondition | the system successfully synchronizes with kutopilotSystenB
vd v . -
11 RUCMART TR (AWM g e AL B, Timing Diagram 4 i#%)
[ue] Model Explorer 52 B % = 8 Main 2
4 Use Case Diagram (Untitled) - — —
4 < nodes (6) e ™
|, Synchronize with AutopilotSystemB )
[ uCDUseCaseMode \a //
— -
[ UCDUseCaseMode EI ——  —
[] UCDUseCaseNode / - ~.sinclude»
~
[ UCDUseCaseMode [ S
— — .
[0 UCDActorMNode '“‘———___1/ Sample Data n__ finclude 3"1/ H\‘]
i === Handle Faults
[] UCDActorNode S A \, /
: inTi gincludes __ -~
4 ¢ links (7) MainTimer -

£ UCDIncludelink
#F UCDIncludelink
£ UCDIncludelink
#F UCDRelationshiplink
# UCDRelationshiplink

£F UCDRelationshiptink. RJCM4RT Use Case Diagram editor

# UCDRelationshiplink
4 T |

-

~ T/

B 12 RUCM4RT T A (HW E4wiE %)
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KT (W‘BEFORE’. “WHEN’. ‘ATLEAST’. ‘VIA COMMUNICATION MEDIA’)#f4>
75 L 2 2 5 2% (Use Case Specification editor) HH 4% [ 3R 51«

45 58—/ RUCMART FHHZ), UML 5B Bl (Timing Diagram)4= 2, #2eoxikiE
HAKP) RUCM 78 55 AniE(2.2.2.1 77 42261478 75 (All Condition Coverage). 4=/ & i
(All FlowOfEvents Coverage). 4= i f) % 7 (All Sentence Coverage)) H z 4= i AH N 1)
RUCMART I3 540, SR 5 55— A RUCMART FH 3% e 4 Ay 3L A AH B ) UML
JE I ] (Timing Diagram). /5, W& 12 s, F oL E 9% 25 (Use Case Diagram editor)
NF RN R IR BE— DN B R IR T, 7 (752N 53U EAR N A O AR

2.3 BHIWE

N T X RUCMART HIA R BEAT VY, AT 2 5] M 25 4 AR v A0 FH A I
M Z % RUCMART [RERERE 134T0 M o

2.3.1 #f33 o)/

AP RUCMART XS RS R SRERERE T, AR F a0 A 5% 0] 742
RQ1: RUCMART &7 R Bl i =k N G BT X SEi P4 75 SR 347 FH 150 i A%e?
RQ2: RUCMART & 54 214 B UML 7€ i) B (Timing Diagram)?

2.3.2 BflFER

FRIE T T RS A TR — A AT H R G (NASE), et
K R AR A3 (8] 1) & Fh VAT S BAR IR U A B AT BT 5, IR AR AR AT
FEHAE L, W ATEEHITE & ROR S ATRENUN T 6] AT 880 224 /AT . 1% AT R
GL(NAS) AT A RATERAERE A B3B3 AT, T AN TR 2 AT R AT
B4 NLAR AT, ZEATFE TR WT 4. —A T AT DAY py b
KATHE . TR TIX RSB I HE AT FE & G (Integrated Modular Avionics (IMA) systems)
HIF ARG RE A, AT B A PR P M SR AR O 1 ol AR vkt DO-178CH, ke F i [
X R IREN AR . T NAS & — PR R S, FrAH R RS
RITBET TR

ZE TN NAS REUEH T 13 NG AT @R . R i 11 />y
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ISEI I BLHEAT Ui . JH 3 R 4t Start System (UC1), TS8R S8 S BIAIR A 5C
BeE, b HL B Power-up Built-in Test (UC2), 413 &4 FHLG 1 — R4 344
K2 TAE; f A3 Handle Faults (UC3) =F B4 it SRtk R Gis 47 v B 25 Pl 15
MFE . K5 Sample Data (UC4) i 5T & MERESRE M UITHEE: REFD
Synchronize with SystemB (UC5) %57t 55— MNIUR R4 EZD TAE, NAS fEX T
SR ML TC AR 1 SR ms DAPRAIE Fe 22 4] 55 R ovfin N2 dE Vote InputData (UCE) X i 21 1)
PRIREERERIR AT IR AL B, Rt #ds  Vote OutputData (UCT) %5 5 7 A2 1)
RATHR S BAR AT RIS AAL B ;A5 %id Transmit Data (UCS)K & & Y i (1 58 15 4
URTTTUA RS 5L )48 Calculate Control Law (UC9), k#8215 28 XA I 22
AL G B AT HAE BT TS d i TRATHRE 2 (UCL0), KRG WIT S BURIA S K
PUYEShEE; SSMI R4 Shut Down (UCLL), R4 )5 (1 — R 5B 0] 5 1k .

55 AN Z A1k B T TP A, R — AN IR 5 R RSE(ECS), Z R %X
SNV ThRRREE, iR g . BRI IR SR WS iR S . XS rhik
F 7 Ay 27 A GO AT IR, B, FTHFIRTS SQPATII T Al ] v
Y IR TR BRI . RSB RPN . eSS R E . H B
(L TEN N L T

2.3.3 SEIGIAT

RQ1 AJF 7% ) @l 3= % RUCMART ) SEI 75 SRR A RE T #EAT VA, PRIRAE 1 SRS b 7
HEH RUCMART FI RUCM s B Tk G564 T FIOU AR, SR )5 &S S P45
PRI EA 1% B B RE ) AT BB, AEIZSEI0 R B an T B SE R e AR . TS5
(Periodic Task). #3f & 1T 45 (Burst Task) AN#ELIE S AT 25 (Irregular Task) . =JE & BAYE SCRHAE:
%% (Sporadic Task). & 455 (Concurrent Task). I [8] 55 £ 58 (Time Instant Constraint). s}
[f] BX 29 % (Time Duration Constraint) . 17 fi £) % (Storage Constraint) . %{ #% ¥ & (Data
Precision). SEiF F4F(Timed Event ). SZ46 143 5K RUCMART F1 RUCM 757k, Y&
BIBEAT FHOUEEASE, X R FR PR IS AR LR 0l H A SEIA 2

RQ2 #ff 78 1] /8 3= B X} RUCMART A j UML & B & (0 Rk b ATV 0, 7R sz
3 R F = AN [R] 1 FH LA RSkl . i T4 2% 1478 75 (Al Condition Coverage)tnift . 2T
A9 78 55 (All FlowOfEvents Coverage)brift 2T 415 1) 75 75 (All Sentence Coverage)
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FrifE, PEAEST RUCMART Al UML 5 B I 250k
2.3.4 SLILER
2.3.4.1 RQ1 WILIWEER R 1

R 7R 9 EFXF I AN ) RUCMART A7 1z H 5 204 it UML 52 B B (Timing
Diagram) ) 3= ZRFIESS 1 #A TR G THo0Mr . W3R 7 Fros, fESEg b S 1 40
FIL, Forn 27 AN R0 SE L AERTA BIX L S A AL, e 3R IR 248 1 118
AN PRSI 47 AN HAR ARSI RE TR SRA R (W, AL BORARS R, wlr984%). ek
I, RNIRERE T 28 N5 ¥ (Actor), BAREE: 94NN Actor. 3 /MRS Actor. 16
ANBEIR Actor .

N T HE— % RUCMART [ERERE Sy HEAT 204, SR vh o3 sl e 4 — A S R 4
#7(2.3.3 F5)%F RUCMART HL RS RUCM H LB TS0 iT. fESKEeh, 4
— B SEI R AR RS, 2 BISETHE ] RUCMART R 51 H A A% 0 3 1 S B A A
RUCM4 5 H TG R I, BT SEe b e 3kie A T 40 AN DL, SXFEsE AT AT
itk

Sz % F Vargha-Delaney i1, Wilcoxon A0 36 70X Lo 45 i )5 i b
RHEIATST M. 2, Vargha-Delaney fI8EiH TR EUE 2 A, B2 — RN PR
R TEZSLIeH, 48 — A SRR FEPR, Aw R B RUCMART Al RUCM #Jj)1%
SEI R T R RS IR, W A=05, U] RUCMA4RT 1 RUCM EA5 [ # (1

%7 SBIBFIH RUCMART B AR M At

Case Actor Regular Real Time Use Case (RTUC) # of time- # of other

Study Human | External | Resource | UCs # of Periodic | # of Burst # of Irregular # of Sporadic related constraints
Actor System Actor RTUC RTUC RTUC RTUC constraints

NAS 3 1 8 2 6 1 3 1 54 21

ECS 6 2 8 1 7 1 6 2 64 26

Sub Total 9 3 16 13 13 2 9 3 118 47

Total 28 40 165
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%2 & T RUCM FISEIT R 481 DL TT A

fes WR Awp>0.5, 84 RUCMART A 5 bl KILHE 2 () ser Rtk @ c R, R2Z
RUCM A B m L2 K I SE 2 (1) S R PE BT R . Willcoxon RR RIS 56 FH R 11 4 p-
values, MT#fiE RUCMART 1 RUCM X [f) & 5477 3 7 5, 1Sk € B AR /K2
0.05, Bk —"Ap-value /T 0.05 B4 BiAFE R E TR 7 7 MR R SEit- 3R 8
BEATHR o

2 8 Vargha-Delaney it Wilcoxon BRI L (5532 7KF: 0.05)

SEI R TR AR £ f RUCMA4RT & vs. ] RUCM #1#
Aw p-value
Periodic Task 0.7083 <0.05
Burst Task 0.8624 <0.05
Irregular Task 0.8531 <0.05
Sporadic Task 0.8216 <0.05
Concurrent Task 0.7946 <0.05
Time Instant Constraint 0.9217 <0.05
Time Duration Constraint 0.9108 <0.05
Storage Constraint 0.9074 <0.05
Data Precision 0.9308 <0.05
Timed Event 0.9426 <0.05

M 8 ) GE Tt HdE AT LUK I, ER 5l A 4 5% (Periodic Task)if, RUCMRT #Lt
RUCM 3E 1317 (A12=0.7083 H.p-value<0.05). %%} Hofd i St 4t Fe bk, 7] DA I
RUCMRT ZLLk RUCM #5847 . #KHER 8 F IS $s v LTS i 4518: RUCMART %
Xof SEIN R4 7 R AR RE /) 2L EE RUCM BB 1547, Bl RUCMART B R A4 Bl 7 ok
NGNS RGE R GUidhAT FH LR A%

2.3.4.2 RQ2 HYSLIG4E R KR 3 #r

Nk 9 R, B XSSt FHO0AE G L% 5, B BNAE R T AR BB UML € B B (Timing
Diagram). EA&HbilF, T 44117 5% (All Condition Coverage)britt, HENER T 418 A
UML ERFE; F T35 7 5% (All FlowOfEvents Coverage)brifE, Hz4ERKRT 87 4
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UML E K 3T 418 4] 7 o5 (All Sentence Coverage)bnifE, HFNAER T 69 4> UML &

£ 9 LI EBNAERRK RUCM 2/ B (Timing Diagram) I #4451t

78 i R UML R B REBETTR | &/ME BKE FE ISE 4

All Condition Lifeline 2 8 3 1254
State invariant 7 67 21 8778
Duration constraint 0 12 3 1254
Instant constraint 0 4 2 926
Time observation 0 8 4 1672
Duration observation 0 12 3 1254

HEAERK UML e B B E: 418

All FlowOfEvents Lifeline 2 8 3 261
State invariant 7 67 16 1392
Duration constraint 0 10 2 174
Instant constraint 0 4 2 174
Time observation 0 4 2 174
Duration observation 0 10 2 174

HaAERK UML Er B B E: 87

All Sentence Lifeline 2 7 3 207
State invariant 7 67 13 897
Duration constraint 0 10 2 138
Instant constraint 0 2 1 69
Time observation 0 4 2 138
Duration observation 0 9 1 69

B34 RE UML SER B EE: 69

SFYIRR (AL ms)

All Condition All FlowOfEvents All Sentence

0.32 0.29 0.27
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B BT R AR Ta) A 2 ) 2 0.32ms. 0.29ms. 0.27 ms.

UbAh, ERPEREG T H RS UML ERTE, 3R 9 IR T BRI AR T R A S
B BigEH T UML g I B A [F @ BT R A RIS Gl @2 i 8cE . Flan, 2L
2578 75 (All Condition Coverage)brif H 34 UML & i BB, 78 AT A A i UML
SENF G, State Invairants (P24 2 21 4, State Invairants (/D& H &R 71,

State Invairants [fJix £ & A && 67 1 .
2.3.5 #HX1TE

R 7 PR, AZSELR AT RUCMART S A~ T S 451 v AN ] () s i T 0 BEAT YR AT
k. FHAP R IR T 13 AN AT SEE 3 (periodic use case). 2 AN LT L
(burst use case). 9 MRS A I (irregular use case). 3 /N2 A S i (sporadic use
case)o XA L OLHIRI 72t R A T, B A— R R G AR 5 30 R 35 Bh
RN GG AR R SE AR5, dn A PR SR AT 55 . BER MR SGINE 5555, th4h, BT
RUCMART KH] UCMetadRT HEAA T3, 5l 5K N G AEEAT DU AR AT 75 SR il ik
B A N R K. BN, 24608 —AE S F i (periodic use case), 205 F5 &
FRSE B JE SRR TR) R AS 5 (O BsF TS A T e 3 S i ) 50 12t 08 4 e S A AN TR A o
B,

L RUCMART #EAT SE N LRI R L iR I, W] DRI b 45 4 4 B e i A 1
UCMetadRT HJJE Ak 7 Nt AR5 A I, BN E St — @ R A 1 507 R S HIE
PP B R G2 RS HAH B B D) RE iR 15 A BEAT 1 o0, A ] RFS SR AL, &
IS AR . IXFEE T AR RGLRBATLEY, AR eI ERERA
ML A R FAG . AR T SRR E) T ALgd, 5k 7 Pox, SRR
BT 118 ANSEIN LY TN 47 AN HARAEDIRELI TR (T, IEIRAR), Blan, &5 fos, Hdft
BAE L e 12.5 kbfs (AR BN — MBI, FERE A ALT_digital PSS — AN
SREGRIE Ao B ok, BT BB, X P BT T sk 2 AR A A .
B, BATIME TALA1EKAE, BT IMA XFE RS0 KRG RIF R, BT
X IR DI RE TR SR BEAT SR, SO TR PP SEI 290, BEUR LY R AT 1 ) 8 SR
AR, 1 BRI RS R A AT 2 AR, MR RARE R AR, @l
] RUCMART X Fh ki, AT LLR GeAb A5 B 75 SR N 50 8 FAS 5] ) S i FH DA T
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UG, (RN 30 R K Fi 8 7 SR AR 4R IR0

FEARSZIG R, HHiE RUCM 4= 2% £ 78 & (All Condition Coverage)brif:, L@ T 418
AN UML JE I & 8T RUCMART B IR (40 23 38 TR SRR iB a) 1) 2 /b)),
REM UML JER B afse gt d, SR, SRAT L7 200 FBUA ) S 8 3l AR )
UML € I B BEAT 75 K PR o AT e o BB B8 S 04 o 9 1R RaX AN R L, AR ST )
W FL A SR — P T R EE MR B A i, RO B AREEAR AU LR i — S i
SORATAHRLR T SRV, BARMSTiE 7 VETE S 5 & T T AR IR,

2.4 XM TAERIRTEE

2.4.1 Fes N EGUE /T 3L

N T BAIE SRR, R HIRT AR, B FZ R U0 Metric Temporal Logic®(MTL).
Timed Computational Tree Logic!®!(TCTL). Real-Time Graphical Interval Logic®®(RTGIL)
W2 AE B, 47 9 (Behaviour Trees)B8LE —FhJ T (6] B shALBK AR, B RHE
AR IEFT 5 B 7 20 R G D Re 7 RIEAT IR XML TAE . I TH] Petri X2 53 b —Fb
ERHI 7% SCHR[901K HI I 7] Petri WX 5720 I R et AT o0 by, SCBR[91]W I 1 — Ml
FHEIF 1) Petri P FH RS RS HOPEBEBEAT 70 M, SCHR[901EEXS IR, & SO AKE X,
T S5 Fft B[] Petri XS ZRY 10647 V1A

DA SRR AR T A TTVE, AR RO FH 2 06 B 4 ] 2 3R 4T R gAY
o 1R A 7 V2l B s B — B N ARG AT T T AT HEEIOE, BT RL SR
RN GAEAE FHEATTI SEA AR A F B 285 5 IR, T2 2R T RN 7 e SR 3k
75 SRAG BREAT RN T, A A ot R T A PR IC AR,  FR FAH B 1 5 2 2 2k
ITHIIR . IXETE A7 VBRI H BN SE R RS 3E 5 TR AT 30, TAS &M
KA IR . R IE A LR R RN RS SCRE, B, EATRL A N 7R K K IE
(Validation& Verification) I AR A A& T SR B . TFRIMA I HAR . RUCMART J2 753K
AR T SRIRLIHI A L A, B — R BRI B AR5 5 B E 7 200 75 SR AT g
A 2K F Meta-Model (FoAAY) (178 20k 77 200 77 SR AR, [Alitk RUCMART Re g 5 4 1) 345
AR RN AT 73 5K 3 AR SR
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2.4.2 E£F UML HI5MER

Z Y BE 5 (System Modeling Language (SysML) [92])#2 H T 7 >R &l (Requirement
Diagram), 1% & —Fi P 0L i a5 7 0. SysML H 0 75 SR B 1 B KRR TR T H
Yedr . — B AR T T 2 HY i S AN SRR, B0 TR SRR FR TR R B AR R IR A
BN, SysML [ R B e — Rl FH IR, 2R BN Skt RGEEAT 77 R INL) 2R T
LRATHANY T, BN, AT RO E SOFRIR SERF AR BRIRLAI RS . UML SRR
SPTI(UML Profile for Schedulability, Performance and Time (SPT))#& % UML #3k47 SZ 4
BRI — R, B T SRR N (AR R DL AEAT SR G FE A R 23 4T (18R
& ZJA SPT #REAAH M UML 418 MARTEVHIR4 & A8, MARTEUER X ik A 20k
RGBT gl N T A, RERR UML FE SEI 45U () Tk SE BN
MARTE i @ R HE SR AL B4R IE . MARTE AR X SEN 2 45 1 75 SR T K 48 AT 4]
155, ASCERX MARTE 5 HSER @R S 34T RGALEI AT A1 2], R IR L 75 2 AE
i KRBT B 6 A0 EBEAT SN U B B AR A, R AR R R, AT
#tH 7 RUCMART SEIb RGEH) LI TT 5

UML & i €l(Timing Diagram) /& 7E45 5 1) — B R Y6 R G0 5 FAT i 4 bl 1E
RGN 2R G 8] Ji PEHEAT 70 WO T 52 G B SE I 20 SRORTINS TR SR . AR DC3R
tH ) RUCMART A LA sisf AR B R — S Bl 55, H AR U B UML € I
B, XRERT AT R SR G W NG TR G0 RGN () R P R AT — B R B B
B, ITIORIE P T AR B, AR,

243 RUCM B

BJE, M RUCMEH JRIG f B0 HT, AR S HAth— 2858 TAEM G, Zhangt1%%
BT RUCM J5 i H 7 — Rl st F 8] 1 3 A i i, YuelPI A4t — il 2 i 491 s
777 RTCMP! (Restricted Test Case Modelling)®] LL H 3042 5l $AT MR H B SCHR[95]4
H—F T RUCM BRI 14 7 i, 5iX 5T RUCM 7R AHEL, ARSCH i)
RUCMART 7 £ 0] LEAE /& RUCM 723510 SR 22 40 75 SR g A8 1) — P U8 B F & i 4h,
RUCMART 383 #7 N RUCMART HBLAEZ) 3] UML & I &1 1) B 3l e
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2.5 RE /N

IS TE)AF SR ) A G0 PR (Ui (] 20 5R) , 34T S R Ge i i I B B A R . £ AL
AR Tolk sk e ik shob — 8 RGBT BRIES MR, X RGLn
R AT At 2R G20 PR (AN B IR L) ) BEAT EANILL), ALt IE IR AE X AP BOT A M. (19
SEIRRF PR B o AR SCHR T — P RS DL T 1(RUCMART), 413 SEIF 2 48 10
IS T) 2 RN oAl 28 SR ROEAT R SRR L1 38, R UCMetadRT Jo A AL i ot
RS T REATIE A . BT RUCMART FIUALZIHER, AT L E 3 A Bkl 2 ) UML
SE IS UM B R AR B A SR B s TE N S AIF RN 308t R GE R SR Ak BEURZ0 PR AE
i SR B BOT AR OQ A S8 IE AT o #5128 A Mk 2215 RUCMART [ i A g /7 it
TR, SRER S R E R RUCMART KK H 36 TR AT A U B 5 RN 51 BEAT 52 &
L F ORI RN AL
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F3E I ESAHE R RI AR EETT A
AR B AT A A S 2R 5 0 P S A R R OBV R, AR LB A
RO R RO R TS A R T 160 77 T R AR D
SR, T SRR IS £ 00 5 BORUI SRR, B ST 1 SRR 5 o 1 P
7. 3.0 HMRA T A BT R, 3.2 51838 T A% S th B T 6 2 e 5 4
BB I, 3.3 TR T BBt RO, 3.4 FIXHEKMBTI LARHEAT T X b,

3.5 TWELE T AEMIB TN A
3.1 iR IE L

SR R (A AT R G RIS R G IR TR RS0 R R
ARFRIIPRR . T2 A SRR RS, IXIESEN RGUAE BT bl 5 # R XL E AL
it 77 %, MRGETE HIRRUEE R Z IS T RELFEMR. i, F£X
Bl NAS [T AR, FATHI AL S AF R AR XL TSRS o AR I 52 495 10 10 d A
H, RGN FELCRHE (Wl B . IR, SRR M)A i A R R G,
3R LR A A SO U RGO AR . AR ELHXT S AT U, 22
SLE VR ELA DU BT AR, B SO AUR MR AT T S . Rl A8
FH— P AR R R o X A 1) DGV i (A0 SR 20 SR EAT 70 55, 0 LB AT e 7 AR A
i1

N K 13 AR AT £ & S8 VCSIPl(Video Conferencing System) B A4 i B xf &
B RGEHAT - GUER R D) SGVE s . s 13 B, —A> VCS RG 5 3T il 7 4h—
e VCS R Gt(RIui i R G0) KOR AL Z Z AR, 7E VCS R &G 3247 H SRS
ZAER . —AVCS RAMFEIEEE: QIEEH U QIS DI is:
W VIS W, R BOEE 5 b UOEYE . A R G A KB ThRE .
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«subsystem: «subsystem»
ves EndPoint

ificludes «includes  <ificludes
«ncludep . MakeConferenceCall L

StartPresentatign

StopPresentation

User_EndPoint

DisconnectAll Di: All

Disconnect

& 13 #ifia R4 VCS K AGLE

13 M UML B4 5% VCS Fui sl &G0 HBLEATHAE B . T XA
RGNS AL EAAEMER RN AT, XM RS SLB A REA A,
EATA R A FE IR . B 13 e LT 2 M EIo<EE, Filtn, VCS H#
() StartPresentation #1 Endpoint #1 ) H#%L StopPresentation Z [AJf77£—A~ Kk, FFH
%Ik 4 StopPresentation 22 B (*). XmEE, 24 VCS TS BGEYEE B,
RGBT 1 H A 5 R G IEAE AT IR WO P X 00 2 18] R SRR SR AE b ifE
UML HISU R o 2R 1R 1, BEAC R R R 9 1T Rt i I R G ) 75 SR 207

gr b, AT AR R 2R SR R 4 R I A D DG R B I R, R AR
WFFC I . 3T TSk i 75 28, (A i 352 21 i 1) 5 T 7 3R T F2£ 7 (Aspect-Oriented
Requirements Engineering (AORE)) 1 Jid &, A SCHE H — i im) ST RE M 75 =K 0 FH I A5
J51% rtAsecptRUCM, ‘&5 RUCMART (38 2 &) AR V1 5iE A7 B S FF . RUCMA4RT
A rtAsecptRUCM HIFARCAE ], SRBIN B2 2% SEIN R GE A R DL A, 3R i o )
EHIE B

3.2 mESER TR B EERE

AR rtAspectRUCM Jii%: 3.2.1 iR 1 1 W) 5 TR AL AU ME &8s 3.2.2 47ik
AT rtAspectRUCM #MER; 3.2.3 1R [ UI HAE R E X 3.2.4 TR T mZitE
SHTE; 3.2.5 Wik T rtAspectRUCM #EATEAEUHE SN, 3.2.6 Tiitik

[
%
S
e
=t

I
Pl
S
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3.2.1 rtAspectRUCM HY#E & H

TH ) 777 T ()RR ABE T VR R AE R G BT B B D7) SGE fU S OGRS Y 1) 7
Wk 14 fros, 5V (Aspect)ffiid 15 FBIA 735 A T (crosscutting) 45 44, BE DI
B DY TSR AN GRS S T FEA Y M AR AL, T2 40 N A 0 22 gl 57 5 FEABE T (1) SR BK -
HEHE i (Joinpoint) AT DA A A A& SRR A R (B ST 255 DI s (Pointcut) A F 2t ORI, 1R
) FAT A AUARFAE ) — 238 3 s ) TS 28 v il A8 FEFAR A B 51N 5 R0
SRR C R, TYI AR ) S 5 (Introduction) F SR A I8 R 0 25 3@ KI(Advice)
) 2 e o A B PR U N R S P R A

Kl 14 7R T rtAspectRUCM HMEZAETY . MEE Aspect(“T7 TH B VI T ™) ffiik 7 —4>
BN OGE AL AEASCIES N, — MEPIGE fte —HRE TR, eI £ HAR T
TR H TR RG I TheEE. HRE. — & A ointpoint) & — AMEREER, BX N
EH—NVYIN &7 (Pointeut) e —/NUIN £, BT HES 5 F A N <8 &0 (Advice), a0 i K
FIHBL Use Case. 2 5% Actor, BF 2L IR E 5 0F. R E M. TR
HH ) 5 SR A IR TE )

g EUF, PO AR AT A 5T 3 R LR A0 o B AR ART A s 38 700 P DA i
7o ATt H, E T BAR 5 MR ERE A 2 5% Actor. HI4L Use Case.

SFAE JEESM FR PR SRR TE ), FETOHN T REIR T, el
REATH . — AN PIN 57 (Pointcut) Bkik — AN 82 AN A MALE VE R 4 0. —AMEY
JeE (W, 5% Actor)n] LA

s N N context Aspect inv: Introduction connected to
ﬁ ﬁ % $E|J ﬁ ﬁ %ﬁ %I )\ i” w self.introduction->size() <> 0 or x *
self.pointcut->size() <> 0 connedtedto %
ﬁ@%ﬂ- Eﬁuﬁfj\j*/l\‘& selects

________________

5 V1N 15 A K B 1 7 T e |connected to

Context Pointcut inv: e applied on
ETMAIN, AT | sinmorsing o 0 7 Ao
b A5 2R T 3% S TBE B 3 A D)

B 14 rtAspectRUCM T [ 75 THI F L B AR FA) A - A 2
=

3.2.2 rtAspectRUCM %M ER

Kl 15 7R 1 rtAspectRUCM AhEE. — I IR T — M1 sl o SONATAY
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«Aspect>» B4k H UML H1 ] Package. VIfi<Aspect>»>H B~ J&ME: baseUCM, 4t [
—HEEH OB TR 4 I HIE 5 AT DON, B e A B R T R,
S — AU AR Y A g 2312 38 FH OB T | J&8 M name A2 24 | DI THI 44 5 . rtAsepctRUCM

«enumeration» «metaclass» «metaclass» «metaclass» «rtAspectRUCM» «enumeration»

StepAdvice Package Actor UseCase UseCaseSpecificationConditionAdvice VariableAdvice
Before T condition : String Before
After * | conditionAdviceType : ConditionAdviceType After
Around «stereotype» «stereotype» flowOfEvents : String Around
«enumeration» e Dintent [ ]

baseUCM : Strin :

ActorType | | name : String § ‘T‘ «rtAspectRUCM» «rtAspectRUCM» «enumeration>
Primary ( ) PreconditionAdvice PostconditionAdvice ConstraintAdvice
Secondary «stereotype» «stereotype» i(;{g:e

ActorPointcut UseCasePointcut self.pointcutType=PointcutType::All At
«rtAspectRUCM» } implies self.selectedSteps="

ActorPointcutSegment
system : String - || self.pointcutType=PointcutType::All
selectedActors : String implies self.selectedUseCases=" ‘ «Aspect» «Aspect»
pointcutType : PointcutType - f.% = FlowCutSegment UCSAdviceSpecification
actorType : ActorType T ! - SZlE{Cte_[qStEDSSitStIZTAQ. includeSpec : String

: dEVICELYPESSIEPALVICE extendSpec : String

self.pointcutType=PointcutType::All Us:(r:t:ss:éSSSUe%’\::;}ent 0—5 pointcutType : PointcutType

implies self.selectedActors=" usecase : String

system : String
selectedUseCases : String
pointcutType : PointcutType

self.pointcutType=PointcutType::All
implies self.selectedConstraints="

T

«enumeration» «enumeration» ;—-—-—

PointcutType | | ConditionAdviceType | «

All AND | e

Subset OR «Aspect» «Aspect - c

One XOR ObservationVariableCutSegment ConstraintCutSegment TimingConstraintSegment

self.pointcutType=PointcutType::All

selectedVariables : String
adviceType : VariableAdvice
pointcutType : PointcutType

selectedConstraints : String
adviceType : ConstraintAdvice
pointcutType : PointcutType

1

«Aspect»

implies self.selectedVariables=" ResourceConstratintSegment

usecase : String usecase : String

j._.__
& 15 rtAspectRUCM #HE

K AN R TG E Actor A UseCase HEAT 704, LA —AME ) i st AT 78 o an
P 16 B, 1 AT «Aspect>i 47 bR i 43 NetworkDegradation 1% /i AdaptCallRate,
Z 5% Timer %.  5H—/Mil¥, WK 17 fos, $EYIOGE s Standby #8008 — AN YT
A —HARGVCS” B T 508, ERIMSIUT R S0 HARSVCS T
PLE, — B ARG VCS HUEM S 5E AT TAEMAT NG, REEVCS s . (&
EXS — DU R i e R AT B B R AL e . LS AE AR rtAspectRUCM 1T
RARIC B B 3R AT ABR U K B 5 N B U R B o &= .

i 15 prox, —AMERYIH RS AT REA — DM EZ NI S tAspectRUCM
HE T PRI N A (Pointeut) : FH LTI\ R «UseCasePointcut». & 5 E A £
<ActorPointcut> X P AU 2 4 R AT 8L Pointcut>yy HilET X L Use Case flZ 53
Actor AN [F] L1, o

3.2.2.1 BRI R (Use Case Pointcut)

— NI /i «UseCasePointcut>sge B | — N85 22 AN F 5 DA KA 2 1 FH 8RR 2 H 1)
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= F A (Flow-of-events) , 4 B 15 fir 7~ ,  3X 7] BLad 1 fi7 B «UseCasePointcut>»#l 2
UseCaseCutSegment. [a] [ 4L & 5% Bk (composition) < R 528, 11 2&UseCaseCutSegment 3
5 2% FlowCutSegment #F 17 5% Bt . 7F 3% UseCaseCutSegment * , J&
‘selectedUseCases’ (selectedUseCases: String)fs B 1 4 ATIEEL AT H I, J& 1: ‘system’ (system:
String) 45 B T #E BUH DL FTIE 248, J& 1% pointcutType’ (pointcutType: PointcutType) 1
B 7 4R B Ia R, BP, AEBAINR L. 5543 (Subset) L. —A~(One) . w1165
7, JAiiSelectedUseCasesfii il T 177 «UseCasePointcut>y HIM [IATA B EE R : R4
‘VCS M A 4t ‘EndPoint” i K FITAT F DL # i ;- HI L AdaptCallRatets 2 13 H pir A7 12 B i)
L #EAT A, JIF HE 2 H i E) 2 5 38 Timer J& W ME 10 30ig . B 17 d, A Y
<UseCasePointcut>¥ J& HAE #68H, VI A SelectedUseCasesiti i 1L <extend>sE Bk 5 A
T AANFA L FStandby L ExitStandby. 5 Standby Hi IR 2 5 3 Timerfil % ,
1M R4 VCS’ F‘EndPoint’ A 2 5 3 &R v] LLEGE H SLEXitStandby, W17+ 255 1)
A s, SelectedActors T 7 -

«rtAspectRUCM»
£ NetworkDegradation
@
initiates /7 N\« «extendn . O
I| AdaptCallRate «Uset‘asePointcut»
Timer ~SelectedUseCases

UseCasePointcut=[UseCaseCutSegment[system="VCS', selectedUseCases=,
pointcutType=All, flowCutSegment=[]].
UseCaseCutSegment[system="EndPoint’, selectedUseCases=,
pointcutType=All, flowCutSegment=[]].
UseCaseSpecificationConditionAdvice=[PreconditionAdvice[condition="The
system should be connected to network.', conditionAdviceType=AND]]]

B 16 TH ) 5 T B FH % B (Network Degradation)

1
«rtAspectRUCM»
£ Standby

y @&
- triggers Qiﬁlgggs
“~wextend» s "
Standby %‘?@z&nm@x"&a“dh-‘ n

Timer (duration = S mins) ;(@f’torP(;)ftcut»
SelectedActors

«UseCasePointcut»
~SelectedUseCases

1 actorPointcut=[ActorPointcutSegment[system="VCS',
selectedActors=, pointcutType=All,
actorType=Primary].
ActorPointcutSegment[system="EndPoint’,
selectedActors=, pointcutType=All,
actorType=Primary]]

UseCasePointcut=[UseCaseCutSegment[system="VCS',
selectedUseCases=, pointcutType=All, flowCutSegment=[]],
UseCaseCutSegment[system="EndPoint’,
selectedUseCases=, pointcutType=All, flowCutSegment=[]].
UseCaseSpecificationConditionAdvice=[]]

& 17 T =) 77 [ ) P 35 B (Standby)
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& 15 Frsn, UseCasePointcut % /> % — 4~ UseCaseCutSegment. —
UseCaseCutSegment H1Z%E 54> FlowCutSegments 2%, H:t FlowCutSegments ik 1
126 FUF) ST o ) 5 SRR T ) 5 [ I a6 254 FH <<xd i W AR L A FHYE B, B, 22T
ZJa~ B VISR o s Il R b AT 38, B, A— DRI Z bk
P AW, Wy —ATRMBREN . UATFEY KHIMA M E KRS, —4
UseCaseCutSegment 1] A4 5111 (K] FlowCutSegment. 43—~ UseCaseCutSegment
o # FlowCutSegment )N s 302 PointcutType:All B, S F5 2 5 78 1 #8 B 2%
UseCaseCutSegment [1]J& 1418 selectedUseCases, A7 Z45H2% FlowCutSegment (X))@
1Y selectedSteps, %2 HiE L f# H OCL #H47 7 AR (B 15). Blan, il 17 Fr
N, FBLTIN . SelectedUseCases Hi# 1~ UseCaseCutSegments #4j%: —MNHT MRS
‘VCS HiE FEFT A A B, 55— A &R Gt ‘EndPoint’ W & B BT A 19 F B . 753X A
UseCaseCutSegments H, #BANTE E 45 € 4F1 ] FlowCutSegment.

U AL DY AR s A o — AN 51N R 4 T8 AR L R 2 B0 D) T AR B AN 75
B R B UL B Z R, A IXAS FH LA 23 8 5 =Rl AN [ 1 S B 7 04p 2m 23 20 35 T
BIRIAI . Effi<Extend>> L7 «dnclude>» 72 ft<Generalization>»  HHHIX =FORE G &
FE V) TSR B FH 0 e rh e W A 3R . b, RSN R 75 S i Y e BB ) FH 20 o ) A
. F T ) (sentence), IXAERT 51 BTG AT EABEAT SEH «Extend>si # 17 1 & «dnclude> X
A] LLdE L FlowCutSegment A1 UseCasePointcut ] UCSAdviceSpecification sZ8i. &
UCSAdviceSpecification 7] )& includeSpec. extendSpec 4748 5& T BN 7 Kk 15
#J: INCLUDE USE CASE <77 7/ A #9/H 0194 7> EXTENDED BY USE CASE <37 7/ A
WIS R E 7> TR IR AR, XA E A 7E FlowCutSegment Hrife 5 1) it 41
FORTIE . S gEAT4i N, B B 5T BB a) o B0 8T 51N F 0 AR S8 1 <Extend >s5 # £1
B dnclude>s IR LE I, AH LA RE AR BEL & /L CAHT 51N FHBLREAT T B I
PEAN TG EAE FH LI R R B s s In g s 45

Bt 0 sz i R 2 b ) A %2 i ObservatinVariable( 7 FroR), Wit
ObservationVariableCutSegment, XA 1] LK FA4 M <48 & 5] N\ B HUE FH UL R . B
I FA M 22 e n] DL =7 :4m 21 % ObservationVariableCutSegment Hik#51
HOARE . B 5] NN R A B4 A\ 3] ObservationVariableCutSegment Hid ¢ i) 5544
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AF e ETTE < B3 51 N AR 8] 45 B 4d A\ 1 ObservationVariableCutSegment H % 5 (1) 24
ARG« F3 51 N 8] 45 & 5 4 ObservationVariableCutSegment % £ ) S 4442
B X =M gUT b e sz ConditionAdvice Type( B 15 FiR).

Bt szt IR Z) F 29 1 (B 8 Fran), et J63E ConstraintCutSegment, X 1] LA
AN TR 25 351 N B 3k B R A B0 B 20 % . ConstraintCutSegment X 52 1 4k 9 -
TimingCostraintSegment Al ResourceConstraintSegment, 43 il % I 512 I £ 5 F1 25 J5 21 51
Fal AL R A] LB =F0 7 X422 % ConstraintCutSegment FRIEFEAIZ A A #5375
NP2 9486 N3] ConstraintCutSegment W& Z R BT I . K587 51 AL 6 N\ 3
ConstraintCutSegment HIEFE LRI fETH . F#T 51 A2 ##: ConstraintCutSegment
Hk PR R AR . X =M 27 e SRz ConstraintAdvice (4118 15 F7R).

BT BLAR L BT B SRR S B AR AE, Wi UseCaseSpecificationConditionAdvice
PR 7257 PreconditonAdvice. PostconditionAdvice, X FE AT LK I 45 14
REFGINBER B L . Bl NHER 75 A ) U I = b 77 2 2L 3 3
MR T BRa . B, HEl, X AR 2307 e M # VariableAdvice(4n ]
15 FiaR). Wik 16 fis, FPIN A SelectedUseCase #1745 —> PreconditionAdvice,
FH S R 26 4838 J&“The system should be connected to network™, XA Bl B 4140 1%
e s 2R3 PO DTN s 3 R P 450 ) R LR (R i B SR ARk b e w20 07 R B S
X B UseCaseSpecificationConditionAdvice ) J& 1  conditionAdviceType:
ConditionAdviceType MJETEE: “AND” 5.

3.2.2.2 & 53& ]\ & (Actor Pointcut)

— M HEYNSER N2 H5H, FH—AEEZ D ActorPointcutSegments
M.  ActorPointcutSegments A TIEIW A 2 5% . RES5EFTIEMN RS, DKk
PIN S EIZEAL, 0l 17 fin, 2 5% SelectedActors i i 1 A7 «ActorPointcut>»  AH 5
@ M 2R . &R G VCS M EndPoint M T A S 5 & M E I T . [
UseCaseSegment —#£, 1R —"1Z 5% Y] A &7 Bt ActorPointcutSegment (1] 25 7Y
poincutType 72 PointcutType:All, HBABIATE 245 € LK1 Z 5% selectedActors. &5
FAEPIFZEM: Primary A1 Secondary, ‘EAfI1# € NM A ActorType, X LAfELS 5
FUINRHRIEN B, B 17 hZS5F VA pk s T BRI E 225
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e
3.23 YEAREENE X

— NIRRT MMl T AT «Aspect>#] UML £, ‘&R LA LY

UML 2.0 Bt &
1. —#Hz5%, IHFHSE5&ENRBRGERNTZ —:
a) MP—ANZS5FanT g — MY sipointcut, ‘B 7 57 A ATAL «Aspect>#]
FEARERI R IEFE A eSS 5,
b) MHHI—ANZ5Fam L& — NS 5%, © &G NBIFEH AR R,
TEIX PRI LT B 4 AT AT A rtAspectRUCMAT I,
2. —HAM, FHHRPER RGN —:
a) MHERH—NHBurl BL2— PN & pointcut, ‘& f 57 M ff A7 4
UseCasePointcut > JE AR Hh ik PE—AN. 7 B4 1 A
b) M EI—AHBURT PLE—ASE O, BB sl ARSI R, 7R
X PHE DL T A AL AT I rtAspectRUCMAT Y
3. —#HRAR, HbEARANGELW NUF 2 —, HeENEEH 5] N 215 H s
R
a) M —A % Rra] U — /ML <dnclude>s  FH TSI 1T A v AR R o (g A
FH o
b) M —AN I R rif PLsg —ANEfi cextend>y TSI U T FH B0 AR AL A g AN
FH .
c) MH—ARARrATLULE—ANZ Ak, F T SBE)TH FH OATR ob i 9 S
d) MR —ANRArAT LS —ANBE, H T IRB T F B AL o i AN B

3.2.4 EX HwBIEESME

=&} WeavingDirectiveSpecification

s ANRAY)RE R Ay — AT (D)

FHBURER . 75 SR H — A B w07 =05 254 T

) I OGS N PR D7) THIRSE 3 24 23 380 ' ATTAH S ) ref _
<< Aspect>>NetworkDegradation

RSB RS A, DA DR g 23 10 FH U F) TR R

ref

N IEFEA H AR, R G SN 6 A E SO s=Aspedt> > standby
TERN— AR ARG 285 . AT, UML H

OB FEA BAG XML RE ), R, rtAspectRUCM

K UML 152 EAE b B R S AT H08 IF & 18 gisids Sae BAR W i — A S8
TR 2R € SONgm TR FTE . B 18 4

T —Ash
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UML 52 B b a5 156 A UML 35 3 & ) — A AR RO & 28 BLEAT 7€ S, Hehax
UML 33l 178 1 2 2 B A4 i It X R 22 AR 8L, rtAspectRUCM 1) 245 5 LV 52
ST FTE DI 2 (B 22 B, FEAE B UML 35 30 B rp g4 il o4 (4o 240 187 (decision)
{E&(oin)s 37k (fork))#EAT E P HARMWFT LAMEH UML &S ERIBEATH R T, 169
UML 22 HA% 50 B R D & S faivd, B UML 28 AN B A A Y B9 S8, Messages AT iy
# Lifelines.

— rtAspectRUCM 2w 2145 S RO AL & DL PR T 3R

1)—ANiE i (initial node);

2) MR EAEH, Ho BN BAE O N2 — M) TR SRR

) —HIEHIRIL, R AL A GEE DL P A2 e ) —Fil

a) Hﬂi&ﬁ?ﬁi’éﬁl—ﬁ\iﬁﬁﬁﬁE‘J%’E%’J‘?fﬁ, FoAr i 22 FLAE R 38— AN 2 H )
b) 7Eﬁzj;%;J:i@_%?éiﬁ_@ﬁﬁ(ﬁtlﬁflJl?éﬁ(decision)\ LA (join). 437 (Fork)) T4 il it »

FH T2 A N (18 7] T A 2R 40 20 20 58] 3 FH A R FR I
4)—/M# i (final node) .

3.2.5 BiEiE SN

rtAspectRUCM #Mgi(3.2.2 “TIRMAL T —BEARICTF, TR G ST AH R
DI GUEEAL . ZEAEFH rtAspectRUCM i, Wil 19 foR, 1 46 AL 7 KR Z O R D)
KR IFEATIRA(AL) . AT RLERHANE B 59500, [99])SEBLX AN HFR, rtAspectRUCM J5
2] A X S A (B AR EAT FE A A

KRG T EFRPES N RUCMART BERY(A2), XFEHLEIE 1R O T Base
UCMod. SRS EMRIES) A3, #H rtAspectRUCM MR 1] &30 sk A7 AR .
FIEH A G T T550: AT «Aspect>fl —4> UML ; 4RJ5 81 IR )
N F. pointeut(s) FF 61 g AH B Fr FH 3 B ) At AR Y 51 25 (40, 2 5 % actors. F ¥ use cases);
BeJe, fHFH RUCMART T3 SR I SR 7 51 N2 D) T FH e AS 2 v f) FH 10 2 1A T 46 0
X V& BN A% o — LT P O, AT TR TR R — AN DG . T
2 A4, TR T IwSURE 45 T g 2ide T RE RS FAE G B

Sk 53 A3 T FH LR Aspect UCMods K £ il 2R 3] A2 1 5E LA B F
LA Base UCMod H . k45 A4 Hh A4 2146 5036 128 ELARE D B4 HE (R gm0 T
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A5 H5 Bh B AU DU AL . AS K2 SCRF B s BRI 04 (A6), Billn, 755K 704
UML 7 i 2L 1K) B she e, IR0 B AR . K3 S 25 19 F DU 2R I AN S TR £
AN D) IR R AT A Y, AN RS AT R AT AR B RE SR, Biltn, R ANE
BRI KRR R (A BT SR P oy 47 AP0l 1 SCR[8], AT LASEI GRS 1) F 0L
FERBIAE UML B B e, Qe sl mh (o, s 61) 00 A sl T — A
SRIZURBITH ) 7 TR A 735 (W0 rtAspectRUCM) £ 53 b —FP7E B it J2 B2 ok (1 T
[/ 75 TS T35 (U AspectSMI®Y) {546, AN BEAE T SR B IREEAT AT 9 21, HHEFK)

& rtApectRUCM Guidlines

.—{ @Al: Identify Crosscutting Concerns )j_\L

| Crosscutting Concerns |

\,/—E(uAZ: Specify Core Concerns Using RUCM4RTJ
Base UCMod

A3: Specify Crosscutting Concerns Using rtAspectRUCM

H @ Create <<Aspect>> Package ]

l

[uSpequlPomtcut(s)j [‘-—‘Create |Otl'\er Model EIementsJ @CMO q

[‘—4 Specify UCSs of Aspect Use CasesH
l

(‘—’A‘l: Specify Weaving Directive Interaction Overview Diagram)j—‘

‘ Weaving Directive Interaction Overview Diagram ‘

%‘{UAS: Weave Aspect UCMods to Base UCMod }K
T

Woven UCMod
MuAG: Support Various System Development Activities

&l 19 f#/ rtAspectRUCM B K38 S5
WS A4y A5 . A6 A TRET .

3.2.6 {RAz40

rtAspectRUCM HJBETH H Fn A2 i 50t i 70 3 i) RB AR N A T I de s s, B, seBs bl
FRIER(H, SERZAR. FIRZAWR(A 8)) 5 AR RUCMART FIAL(In, & kst AT
PeriodicRTUC & 7)) 73 & o 383 51 ASRIE s 7 B AR, — 51 m] BASCHF 5 RN G EE A
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AR AL RUCMART BE47 I OUER L, 55— J7 SCHpR R ) SRV s S A B, ) 2
T R IT R IR T AT 2 UOEAFII B AZ O

RGN LE 2 B KR N RGN F BT RE, W LM RUCMART K H @ oA
5 P, B3 FH v 78 (Base Use Case Model). ##47)5GvE fi ] DLR B 28 76 AN ) o
IThAE TR SRAHEDRE TR SR, X LS D7 U nT DU rtAspectRUCM AR A A [H] (1 DI T
FHWLAR Y (3.2.3 14).

AR ot 23 32 7 ST V) THD P 0 20 o 23 380 ik FH VOO R o, e R s ) T P A2
BE DU | S 2348 528 FLAR U (RIS AL 2 A RO IRUY) » I 77 A — A i 235 1 FH OB
H T RUCMART H1 rtAspectRUCM #fi /& K H £ T+ UCMeta HJE AL 7 20, PRt D T FH 450
HR IR 3 P U AR 2R e B8 SCAS 5 SR Atk B e s A 9 AN R ) UCMeta SEf1], e g
LA AI G T AN rtAspectRUCM . 3 2 UCMeta S, 1 3 FH il A RS 4% 72 4k Ay
UCMetadRT 547 . iIX A T~ UCMeta Jubi 8 (1% A0 77 OB AR g LR A1k L2503
f1, ActorPointCut F1 UseCasePointCut & X T iRt U] 5 s (1, =53 FH
L) B LU AT SR A B U 23 BIAH LA B DU R e, DURAE S U AR o ) HL A
HIgm R A B (W StepAdvice FIHUE TR T R AEEEIER]) I Z 1 (Before). )5 (After) 24T
ZIN, EARE G (Around) A ITER]). K 20 JE7s 1A AR Y g S50

WeaveUseCaseModel (b : UseCaseModel, a : UseCaseModel, w : UseCaseModel)

Inputs:

b: A formalized base UCMod, which is an instance of UCMeta4RT

a: Aformalized aspect UCMod, which is an instance of UCMeta extended with the rtAspectRUCM profile
Output: w: A woven UCMod, which is an instance of UCMeta4RT

Algorithm:

1. 1. For each use case uc stereotyped with «JseCasePointcut>in b, do

2. A.  Query the base UCMod b, based on the values of the attributes of <«tJseCasePointcut>>and obtain a collection
of use cases SelectedUCs.

3. B.  Query the aspect UCMod a, obtain a collection of model elements meles (either use cases or actors) that are
not stereotyped with «tJseCasePoincut>or <ActorPointcut>>but are directly or indirectly connected to use case
uc.

4. C.  Add meles to the woven UCMod and link them to each of SelectedUCs through the associations specified in
the aspect UCMod a.

5. D. If uc contains an instance of UseCaseSpecificationConditionAdvice, then introduce PreconditionAdvice
and/or PostconditonAdvice to each of SelectedUCs, according to the specification of the advices.

6. E. For each selected use case suc of SelectedUCs, do

7. a. For each use case auc of meles, do
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14,

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.
22.

23.

24,

25.

26.

27.

28.
29.

30.

31
32.

2.

i If auc extends suc as specified in the aspect UCMod a, update the UCS of suc by
a) Adding auc to the field of ‘Extending Use Case’, and
b) Adding a sentence EXTENDED BY USE CASE <name of the auc> Before, After, or Around
the selected steps specified in FlowCutSegment contained in <«tJseCasePointcut>»
iil. If suc extends auc, update the UCS of auc by
a) Adding suc to the field of ‘Extending Use Case’, and
b) Adding a sentence EXTENDED BY USE CASE <name of the suc> Before, After, or Around
the selected steps specified in FlowCutSegment contained in <«tJseCasePointcut>»
iii.  If auc includes suc, update the UCS of auc by
a) Adding suc to the field of ‘Included Use Case’ and
b) Adding a sentence INCLUDE USE CASE <name of the auc> Before, After, or Around the
selected steps specified in FlowCutSegment contained in «tJseCasePointcut>
iv.  If suc includes auc, update the UCS of suc by
a) Adding auc to the field of ‘Included Use Case’ and
b) Adding a sentence INCLUDE USE CASE <name of the suc> Before, After, or Around the
selected steps specified in FlowCutSegment contained in «tJseCasePointcut>»
V. If auc contains an instance of ObservationVariableCutSegment ovs, then update the UCS of suc
by
a) Introducing a new instance of ObservationVariable ov and
b) Adding ov Before, After, or Around the selected ObservationVariables specified in
ObservationVariableCutSegment ovs.
vi.  Ifauc contains an instance of ConstraintCutSegment cons, then update the UCS of suc by
a) Introducing a new instance of TimingConstraintSegment rtcons or a new instance of
ResourceConstraintSegment rescons, according to the specification of ConstraintCutSegment
cons
b) Adding rtcons or rescons Before, After, or Around the selected costraints specified in
ConstraintCutSegment cons.
vii. If auc specializes suc, update the UCS of suc by adding auc to the field of ‘Specialized Use
Case’.
viii. If suc specializes auc, update the UCS of auc by adding suc to the field of ‘Specialized Use

Case’.

For each actor acr stereotyped with <ActorPointcut>in b, do

A.

a)

Query the base UCMod b, based on the values of the attributes of «ActorPointcut>>and obtain a collection of
actors SelectedActors.
Connect each selected actor to the newly-added use cases to the woven UCMod according to what is specified
in the aspect use case diagram.
For each actor of SelectedActors, do
If the actor is a primary actor, according to the information contained in the ActorPointcutSegment of
<ActorPointcuty, add this actor to the field of ‘Primary Actor’ of the UCSs of the use cases that are connected

to the actor as specified in the aspect use case diagram.

59




S E T [ SRR 7 SR B S TV

33. b) If the actor is a secondary actor, according to the information contained in the ActorPointcutSegment of

«ActorPointcuty, add this actor to the field of ‘Secondary Actor’ of the UCSs of the use cases that are

connected to the actor as specified in the aspect use case diagram.

B 20 HRAUGm R TI

3.3 RGIFAR
AT = AN Tl 62 H 1 rtAspectRUCM 2R 4T 1A%
3.3.1 £k

ZELI IR T SR A AR = A TR E1, e A2 @R R4 VCSPeL,
WA I & 4 SOPSIU(Subsea Oil Production System) R 25 4Tek i) & AT 4% il 22 S5 (NAS).
7 10 fIR 11X L8 ZR G0 B AR GUASE B RO 1 FH 0B 2R R AR SRR

F 10 F AR ) E A SUREL K RHME iR

System | # of Base Use Cases | Total # of UCSs | # of Aspect UCMods | # of Actors

VCS 40 10 8 5
SOPS 65 12 6 9
NAS 46 11 7 9

VCSI®l, VCS & —N xR e B DU K45 i sl R GO R A, I 8 05 5 2R 8 LA AH
FIFIhRE. HrP &N mm Re S 10 MG, 1XHE VCS gt s 40 NS, VCS
i T RE X 2 BRI I AR . FRIEATE HEL. (£ VCS 1, FHUE S . IS S
MAL B TEAT e . AT Z), S VGEVE R BB — AN 2SI 9ei, 2l
Z I R s WCA AT BOEVE. VCS BB — N i KRG HH —MHMKANZS 5%
(Human Actor & 6)it 47, — AN i 88 Timer 23 & HAME: I filok <Ipny >~ fKHE[96], A
SERATH rtAspectRUCM & LT BAR 8 AMEYI4T4:  Network Degradation. Standby.
Media Quality Recovery. Do Not Disturb. Synchronization Mismatch. Intelligent Packet Loss
Recovery. Echo Reduction. Noise Cancellation.

1. Network Degradation: — FLE RS A A2 b 3 T 2Us i AL, R A, X
AMREVIAT A

2. Standby: VCSZIH [ RrERA]fE, Baie K HStandbyfT Jy. *VCSAb T-Standy
B, XVCSHHATAR TG S #T > VCS AL Tii BR B
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3. Media Quality Recovery: VCSH]—MREMEAT i /2 AR (B A0, A ) it Jo 43
KT o TE— DA, VCSHER S RERR— & B RO A & A0S 5 (1) 5
BTN, REARESHREL T ARGEEN, VCSHlagk st EEH#/E, &
e 0 E5. MAUE T AT REKE . WRBEWIRE D), ek 4Rk
HERE, BNIVCSKEE.

4. Do Not Disturb: — H.VCSkt-T-Do Not Disturb, "&¥54x Z0& i 45 fcall in. f1EVCS
CAfE—DiET, BRI EFEA )25 I 2R KRR

5. Synchronization Mismatch: — B & 455 5 MG 5 Z A, R g Bk ik
A8 FH SR 93D ARSI ARSI [B] PRI AN [ 25

6. Intelligent Packet Loss Recovery: — BRI R AEM L E4L, K€ R 2
4 A58 P R A PR B 0

7. EchoReduction: — BHAEMAS W BGE & 21k P HIL RS, VCSK 2 a3l Bl & T B
SR EAT A AL 3

8. Noise Cancellation: 7EMATZ WL, VCST]BE 2l 4 I vk b AT e 5 7

SOPSIU, SOPS J&— 1> &4t & Yi(systems of systems), FEXF 4. RIS
FEHHTE L. SOPS HIUMAFRMEI RS, Hh =M ARGMELE T L, H4—H
RGN BN EIR . X R GG E AR K DIRE, TATE A R SR A AT @ W
ZSEEG A 65 AMRFRMEM DL PRk H 12 NI4T AR, R rtAspectRUCM & X T
NI4T A Operation Mode Exchange . Backup Communication. Communication Timeout.
Runtime Configuration. Communication Bandwidth Limiting. Data Update Mechanism Switch,

1. Operation Mode Exchange: 4t/ E5E 0 nT DAAE I8 48 R A8 =X 2 [R) gk AT
Ui, RN, RATRSAHESKIGE.

2. Backup Communication: XfMNSOPSIXK LM ARG, Hude [ FLYE, FE
B — /M EEANE ANR Z [R I B ECE R R GE NS AN RS MR, i
[T REAE 2 FE B S S b 2T o SR, EA PRSI, FLeTREn
REfE A HE B T AR, EA17 24

3. Communication Timeout: Til ¥ 45 i 5 4t S5 il I3 6 |G [t . W RS54 I
T o 28 1] 28 498 IR 25 W JIG A2 1) 3R S8 11015 SRt 2 AN VH B S FRE BA B Rl R

61



S E T [ SRR 7 SR B S TV

Runtime Configuration: 4 RZut 1T EC BB TR, 75 B I A 302 i s il 4k kAT
S E A

Communication Bandwidth Limiting: 247 % A BRH B R 40 7 ZE R SMH LK
P& I, s O PR K S A B PRI A A 1) B DA B 5 A S R 12
(¥ P IR TR TR 1t B R ) PR BRI SR o XA PRl Uy 5 PR R 2 B R ) R
4t 1A [F Dy RE .

Data Update Mechanism Switch: 3 % % F P FR ALK IR R 48 0% A s AL dan o
TR ARG A T 2R 0 PV IS 2R 400 [ R R T RUBR 2% (AT B AR 100, DA
— MBI AR s A TV 2 A R E AR AT T LU0 . X
T 2 8] B D)4 2200 AN 5] ) R G D e 7 AL S T

NASIZ | NAS Z— A KATEs ] 240, 2.3.2 1% NAS [ Le FH 4T 1 A .

NAS KL BT, RIS PSS i R G k. 1% S50 B A4 X0 45
ARG T 23 MHMBHTEM, IXFE NAS S 46 AN TSELG . £ NAS ]
rtAspectRUCM & X W1 F LA A R A U147 4. System Synchronization. Flight Mode

Exchange. Periodical Action. Data Monitoring. Data Voting. Fault Handling. Communication

Timeout.

1.

System Synchronization: NASK XML, BISEAEREAS AT BAFF UG i #2347
RGHED, XL [FED B 45 R G e —HEH .

Flight Mode Exchange: NASH PIF KATHE: HIWBIAM AN THL . ©ITHRE K
AT TP PLEAT RATRE R DI, AN 2 B S A M R B R SE D) BE
Periodical Action: fERF P A, RGEESPHAT AR CATIES, WRE AT
Bl HEITIR

Data Monitoring: ¥4 if5 /e W RGN — M EHEEFETB, B H TIRIEEBIE R
AR e AEURGER BT, XSRS R H CRERN Ty 1L
W B R AT A RAE U

Data Voting: (iR o2 5 —MEBEM BT, o FEH TR0 HdE it
AT RGN R, BN RGN B ORI J7 1614 (1) H 8 1
TR
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6. Fault Handling: == ZL7E & HAAT 55 o5 3 F bl R i 47 5 S b 2

7. Communication Timeout: ¥AT# M R 40 75 ELER HAB AN RS0 (W, M RG0) AT
W RPN, RATEH R G RILLS IS R GG Rt 2 A B & R BA S Hh
WHREFR

3.3.2 LG IERR

S256 Hbr: Xt rtAspectRUCM R TAE B iEATITAY

LIS PPN FEAR : rtAspectRUCM (1 v1 H A At 2 24 v FH L AL R0, RIVI I G v
RO BRSSO AR T R R R BRI, AR s s TSRS A
rtAspectRUCM AT L ER AR (1) i A5 TAE X rtAspectRUCM AT PPAl o 1% 5258 HH 1)
AR A B (RIS VRO FRFR) & LN 457 — SRR G (AL % H): VCS.SOPS.NAS),
i T AN 5] 16 P 0 4557 922 (B rtAspectRUCM . RUCMART) 75 22 61 & 1) FH il A 8 e 2 (G
. ZH#E RR)EE . SRR SGE SR A, B DU X AP SR bR 5t
rtAspectRUCM F1 RUCMART #E47 EL#5¢

3.3.3 SLWER K31

A T ZEHI(VCS. SOPS. NAS), 43 7f# i rtAspectRUCM Fl RUCMA4RT it
AT FH BB . B AN Tk R0 b R AR D) G RUEEAT AR L 1 S it 4 fdE A
rtAspectRUCM I}, Giitin MEBIGRIEE: Hil. 5%, KRCH:. &, /5.
ZAk). VI fi(pointcut); 2418 RUCMART i, S itan R g H.
S5 RRCOCEL P, G5, Z24b). R 1L HE T HTE B AT 55 K AR R 1 5256
ZEIR, RIS T R A R UL AR A, B SR AN E R O I )
JE AT AR AR (1 L

VCS Zfilsr#r. VCS P dbay 8 MEVIE A, 3.3.1 R AT 1 TR . M
11 PRSERBIRTTLLRIL: R rtAspectRUCM XX 8 M) i AT B e s
R FH G2 1) 56 R (RE A AL L V2 A IS AR, BRIDSP- 45 mT LA 24 959 (=(440-
20)/440) I A (38 11 FT7R) o EARBE, &1 5 VCS A1) 8 AN T 5&3: 143, 4 rtAspectRUCM
FEAIE 20 MRAKA, W{HEH RUCMART 75 EAIE 440 NERBA, NS5
Actor JFFEEATELES, 1T rtAspectRUCM FEZ AN 10 N353, MifliHH RUCMART
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TEAE 8 NS 5% . MWD AT LU A rtAspectRUCM 7 26114 19 4N,
1M F RUCMART 52604 11 MWL FERAERAES, flE—" . —1N35
FEE A RRMES TAER, A Eaf LA EAR —HER. (X ATE I 8 D)
FYERL, fEH RUCMART QI 459 MEBITERMAEH rtAspectRUCM X 75 26 &
58 NMEMITER . XEMAEEIZEGI T, rtAspectRUCM “F341548 1 87%((459-
58)/459) HJEAL TAF & .

f#1/H rtAspectRUCM [FJBFIE 7R EAIE DI AL Wk 11 Fizs, £1%F VCS ka7
10 NI, XTI S B A rtAspectRUCM (34N TAF & . %% i 61
10 M RATLATIE 410 MEAUTRMAIE. W 16-8 17 s, Qg — NI
R TR R EETHRERAN .. 258U RS, Fit, Gl 10 4
DI TAERE LA 410 MERTR I TAER/DN, Hofi, A rtAspectRUCM ] LA
Pk BB ) RUCMART [ TE &, £1%F S5 SOPS, BILAg 6 MEVISGER), W
# 11 fion, (3 H rtAspectRUCM 548 T 80% IR A . £ NAS, MItE 74
BEVIEVER), 03 11 Fros, {8 rtAspectRUCM 548 1 82% 1) @i TAF & .

R 1L ATV EBIERER

Case Crosscuttin | Using AspectRUCM Without AspectRUCM Effort
Study | gconcerns [ UCs Actors | Rels Pointcut | Total | UCs Actors | Rels | Total | saved (%)
VCS 1 2 1 2 1 6 1 1 40 42 86%
2 3 2 4 2 11 2 1 80 83 87%
3 3 1 2 1 7 2 1 80 83 92%
4 3 2 4 1 10 2 1 80 83 88%
5 2 1 2 1 6 1 1 40 42 86%
6 2 1 2 1 6 1 1 40 42 86%
7 2 1 2 1 6 1 1 40 42 86%
8 2 1 2 1 6 1 1 40 42 86%
Total 19 10 20 9 58 11 8 440 459 87%
SOPS |1 3 1 4 1 9 2 1 78 81 89%
2 3 2 6 2 13 2 1 56 59 78%
3 2 1 2 1 6 1 1 48 50 88%
4 2 1 2 1 6 1 1 12 14 57%
5 3 2 6 2 13 2 1 47 50 74%
6 3 1 4 1 9 2 0 25 27 67%
Total 16 8 24 8 56 10 5 266 281 80%
NAS 1 2 2 4 1 9 1 2 42 45 80%
2 2 1 2 1 6 1 1 14 16 62%
3 5 3 6 2 16 3 3 74 80 80%
4 2 3 2 1 8 1 2 48 51 84%
5 2 3 2 1 8 1 2 50 53 85%
6 3 1 2 1 7 2 1 46 49 86%
7 3 3 4 2 12 2 3 62 67 82%
Total 19 16 22 9 66 11 14 336 361 82%

ARG A =S T A 0 SEES U R BRI DG AL, AT rtAspectRUCM ]
DLW MR 9> @ TAE R . 7Ef A rtAspectRUCM I, 7 24y 5 ff F 7 2
<«JseCasePointcut>H1«ActorUseCasePoint>81 i FHIL VI fifIZ 5 F V)N il S i3
WEEoR, BN — NGB, MR 8005 AR EL LA E LA DI s T INFERT
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S =

BARLIHIE W R T rtAspectRUCM A R, (H 238 75 ZHEAT 32 4% S5 (controlled
experiments)idt— L IIHIN, XFEW EARPINT. BE2HEH . KREFLEEWRTH, DA
TH5 rtAspectRUCM HAK KB A T & . KRARRTAEPH —Ho AR, RIX
rtAspectRUCM #E47 SEAT 78 (Empirical Study), 73BT e 2838 50 G 2 55 L S At 4y i
A RVET T IR RE, LRI S L AR PRl 2 AT

3.4 HHXMRTAERIXTEE

3.4.1 FHRIEIR

A M S B A 3 8 SR N BRAROR DR A 3R AT L ARG, AN TR] R DUBEAR (U
[20]) BB AR PRIXAN 1), X L8 P DU AT — Ll FH I 2 oL 7 FHBLEAR
b ATEAME JREFM FARR . RIL. SCERIAFT[103] R G A 25 1 5 SCA
R 7 SREFEAC R TR TR 1) 6 B R (Wn[104]), EATI#RFR EAEH L, RUCM ik
TR L H A T B

342 mE A HAMARER

SCHR[105] Hh 2 B — i ) 05 T ) R L AL V2, R FH AT 2R <Aspect>f L Y SR B 5% 5
SEILA s PO 5 2 P BL B Sk . 8 1 P 0 P SR AR U B 5 SR PR TR ) BB IR, B LT —
M TR VI G RE X BEERN . STk 45 7 YR AR B g 2@ . 2/l
(before). 2 J(after). #if(around). %1 (concurrent). %772 FH7% A &F 0t il R EL# 5
NI, PR BRI A 2 A R () A B e A 0 BT 5 N o DITHT FH 5L ANRE 2 7R 35 FH
Wedm LA R —1> petri WSS, T A J5 20 B ER BEAH I o rtAspectRUCM X FrifE UML
BT, @ H UML 7800 UML JEA B PR AT R A E A

SCHR[106] 52 1 — i 17 5 T A9 O AR IV o 250, KA R HTE XL N
LA R EEXFY R, SRR EZ iz, B, R s i) SRR &) i A 2
B F AR AR 6 B BN A R 0 R DU TR o A SRAFAE Z AN DI s FH DL X 7E AOM 313
TRRAEEAARE), Sl EX XTI SRS RLT 2 AT BT 1B 2. X R
BT HAER SEML VI 53R AT 08 . seah, 1205k R —Fhgm 2Ll kn
DT R0 b R R I AR AT
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Sillito™NEFE H T — N SCARMYIHNE 5 AspectU, F LB F B AR (1R 1) 5%
VE AR TR AL . AspectU YT AT PARE # i Aspectd AU SLE . AspectU & 46 SUA ), &
PRIFFE S AEH AL, 1 rtAspectRUCM F ZAKH T UML I I o 1) B AU AR B 77 6
PRk, ART R A BE UG, rtAspectRUCM %2 5) T T AR (5 il /2 75 3R T2 F AR A0
i . Mussbacher[108]%5 A it Bl FH it Wi B (use case maps)$ Hi 1 — i n) 77 T 1) 75 >R
BRI, R, gRZCiEEn (advice) AN s (pointcut)id@ i 4 B FH 150 5t P (use
case maps)H B BT AR IC AT EAT 5 o

BRAE,  FESCER YR H ks i A Le it 58 A (A [109]) K¢ U7t Fr M 82 FH 38 2T H AR Y
3 (goal models) o HAth— L6 i i) 77 [H 4 S ASE 5 R (B [96]) B I FH B A1 0 i A= i ) 9
HIANF R 2 AN J2 AR A o

3.5 KE /N

FHOUERAE R — Pl 3R | i 2R G0 D RE 75 SR AU HOR ©7E Tl segk g )iz SR 108l
FH L2 (Use Case Sepcification) & F it @452 (1 B Bl i —, Eils 25 T SCRFA I,
DRI 2 AN FT B G P 5 L NS o SR 77 R TT B M JBE 4 T SR BRI P, RUCMIEZSF I3 Ay
AL i IR 7T (Empirical Study)iiF B FEAG R80T 5 A o TH KB 5T AR SER R
G, IMA LT RG) NI R, KE BRI TAEBN S A (o, F SR 4
w. HBLRYEY), AR ERGM RS T, FFREREN TB—ANEgaashiaf
HEFUM . hAh, KRERBE VIO FEOEEA R B S, X Y) o M 2R —
TP 20 77 g AT 8 BRI S RF T R

REEHEH T —F RUCM B9 &, B rtAspectRUCM, ‘B 7E FH LA R 2 S B T R V)
JEVE SR, T AT PASE B RUCMART it K 2 55 2% (1) SIZ IR 2R G5 3k 47 75 SR A
rtAspectRUCM K H 7 —A~ UML ZPERREAE 1) %7 sl A5 FH O R 50 B0 24 Hh X DT
rtAspectRUCM " X T~ 2% S R G0 FH DL R b BT, AEIX SR R G A I DL g b e
i ZE AT RSN AR D R & R EAT A SRANFEIR o D9 17X rtAspectRUCM HA7 1 (R 48 A
FRAR)REAT V-AL , ASSCEH] T = AN DAL R BT S8 7007 o SREREE IR R, SERTREY)RE
K rtAspectRUCM ~F- 1 AT L5 80% Y AR B
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FAE A TTUHRERNRAZERThAEE

A TSR VP (RSP B R, RO UV S AR AR P S A e J: 1) Gk
D RGTRG IR DLER A2, 2) 752 —Fh R G A U SR FEIE N T T XA
[7 FF) FH OO0 PP B R (W B TR B A R AR . BT WA B SR AR) T2 A IE . 3K
A REMIVEAL, TR ST DA SRR VE B S50 1 FE AT R, A EE A 4 R4 AT (Mutation
Analysis/Mutation Testing)Be AR, K4S H 2 FHGLPEE b, $ H—Fh R T Tl AR e i FH 0
R AL TR AR R, 4.2 RGN T AR ESR LS
IR, 4.3 TR REI M TG, 4.4 FHEHI R A R R, 4.5 T4 AT SR
WA BT AL, 4.6 FTRGEATNE.

AT A B T HTONEAGE  TARHER) RUCM FHBUREAY,  [R] B & T
RUCMART FWAR Y (55 2 %) A1 rtAspectRUCM FH LIRS (55 3 #2), R, fEA 4T
HOANFR EATEEAT X 7y, TR EATTIEAR Y RUCM FU B,

4.1 xR e AR

T RIF KA B G TE R A A A R SR — MR B R ) — B B, A R TR K 2
JE BT RAEEN (b ety B ) B IR AR, XN T R AR S RS ARG
NEE. WG DU TV SEE b iz A I — R 3R iR R G TR Ry b,
A1 ] £ FE 0 ASS 2R 8 AR B2 10 B AR bR (A e B P L R L ORI Tl s
HH— S L PR

TORVPEE,  RPERAEPP R R B 5 SR SRS —FhRe R N, 2 A SRR FUIE S
T HM I WA BRI R SR R A AT SR A I, 5
MICBR[ASIA A PR o BEAT B A, BF R 4R 7 BRI B SR PP R . FE T
K251 2 1 15 33 5 AR 2(Checklist-based reading (CBR)1), @it it — FR %1 ) ik 45 5
TORVPE APATIPE I FE . JET-BLRE A 4 1B R 18 (Defect-based reading (DBR)™6)), 4
X HE SR SE ) 75 SRR B BT AH B e 2 51 3 DU B o N R AT PP R o BT A 1Y
%5245 A (Perspective-based reading methods (PBR)M),  MAS [E] 541 25 4H 5 2 1 £ B2 (o
R AR (¥ B ) BEAT AR R IR VE S S Bl o kT 08 A 1 B 32 4 R D81 (Usage-based
reading™®), X FBLBEAT R Se A0 T A FR G0 28 i ) P IR A AR 04T 75 SR PR
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TRV R — AR AR T VR a AN R AR, DRSS BAGE E # B s e
ARVE R TR A R o B AN E] B VF E VR R B i, BE R E SR s A —
B g, I T Tl S SR —Fh al S A RIF R ER . S 4, RS AN
PEE ARG RO 7 BT (R SRR T, W 9057 3 5 R B Ry N 1 5 i e G g AR 8 )
TR R, ST H A S UE R 7T S50 R > — Bl R G RS A 1 7 SR B 4 26,
B P RGBT MR RN 77, TS B0 RS2 50 TP A REE L.

N T v EIRAE USR] 75 SR PP R AR AP AL I 100 /R, RS AN [ D o AR AT
FMATE AT PG 208, AT AT A b S e 45— Fh o 200 7 SRIF R R R
AT A S AR S A T4, B — T 0 AN ] 5 SR PP R AR 1 BOAR- R 58 PP 7712 MURUCM.
MURUCM 3 3 7™ #% 175 Tk Ar#E IEEE Std. 830-1998072 1558 (1SRRI 72 5 S 1 B
32, IR EAE Tl ARiE HAZOPIl(Hazard and Operability Study) i€ X 1 — £ 41 H
AR S 51 F CLAE SR FE S0, )5 MURUCM g5t 7 — 258 Bh R0 A DA s SR b A= ¥
SREWE T T ARG I HEAT SO EN

4.2 MURUCM AR RS HR5E

Kl 21 $24t 7 MuRUCM HUHENE I, B R F b 55 Ik 45245 i 7% (Business Process
Model and Notion™ (BPMN)) Fric A iEBE TR, Horb i — Se E S A B o< RE R
22 KIRES AR A op 3EAT HAR R . MURUCM (80 iH H Ar 2 32— Ff R 4L 10 515N
RUCM HIGURE R G & A AN [ R BREE, AT N PR 2 A2 T RUCM B 75 KPP HF 5 R 32
PR — M — B R PP E I, RAETEM R E . AN WETE. anfE 2R 5 I
(mutation testing)—#%, MuRUCM 2R H7% 5 7 £ (mutation score){f AP AN [F] 17 &
BRI RETRFR . 457€ — 1 RUCM &AL, —/> RUCM 28 7 57 i) — IR it > 81—
ANMFRIE) RUCM Z8ff, X4 RUCM A8 & — AR 8 1 /5 SR 8RB S2 ] b4t
MURUCM 3&45 H 17— SE R DAAR BEAT iR A (RIZE B RUCM 271

Ik 21 fs, B4 MuRUCM J5ART A AP RE . 28—l R A2 G AR . Y
RUCM #7, iZad FEi & i 75 R AN A58 e 123 FE A A2 O A . FH Ol A0 0 P 15
K, AR SSETRAMRER . X TARK RUCM § &, FHRL A UL o] §E 23
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JN— SR 58 AU ) 75 SR AE B o 49 1 RUCMART (58 2 F5) 2 38 o iz ik 45tk i) A 1 75 SR A5 2

Requirements Engineers|

Create RUCM Model

Construct Uase Case Diagram ]ﬁ
RUCM use case diagram
Specify RUCM Use Cases ]ﬁ

RUCM use case specifications

Researchers

the RUCM models are

Apply RUCM Mutation Operators
RUCM diagram mutation foperators RUCM use case diagram
v v
Mutate RUCM Model

= st 'S

A

ready ;

v RUCM Defect Seeding Strategy
Create RUCM Specification Mutants J
Y A RUCM specification mutants
RUCM specification mutation operators RUCM use case specifications
=

the RUCM mutants are ready l

Perform Mutation Analysis

Apply RUCM-based Inspection Methods HConduct RUCM-based Mutation Analysis ]

[Calculate Mutation Score ]

[

21 MURUCM J7iE I e B (i BPMN FRicd 7vk)

B R R BRN ST, BRI R, i R G A A TR B H
RUCM 728 T FIHAT R0 M. M RUCM 28 377 fE: LSS — Nt ARt
] RUCM B E YR, K3 MURUCM $ 4 i e v N4 B U], #43%HL RUCM
AR S BTN R B RUCM A58, AT ™ A2 — SR BUAH L RUCM A8 Fh o 1y e Hr )
B—A RUCM ZFigt 23— RUCM 7 SRk ba 1 — AN AR SE] . 1 i 8 R 22 A4
RFEZRA ) RUCM 75 3R Bl S
i 22 s, /£ MURUCM J73%:H, /5 SR BRFE 2 142 1 RUCM BRI 73 28 1E AT R 7 19

RUCM P 43 82 it R Gutb i Tolk At 1EEE Std. 830-1998UAGI# 1 & —1
RUCM 78 5 1l RAGIEIE Tk kit HAZOPLR M2 Gl ), HAZOP & —4 %
IV RGeS A R AT RGBT BARYE, BRI R 0 B s - 1 R
75 2 (Extended Backus-Naur FormPPI(EBNF)) %} UCMeta #4175 X, R 55 x & — 4
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RUCM o3 () UCMeta B)— P BRI ER), RGN & —> HAZOP fy% A
LR AT 00T, P I S S G B A ZE AR i 1EC 61882: 20011314 BARA 1 & o
JG, HcHE RUCM BRiE 4y 255 UM ) RUCM 28 2517, R4 —/ RUCM ZEREH T, X4
FAX M8 e M4 B RUCM AR R 2408 — A~ RUCM SRR 232 52 SR 7 SR SRR 1 52
BIEf, % RUCM ZBRE 7 A . fimse, —4 RUCM 28R H 71— kA 2
SE 2577 AR SE [ RUCM 75 SR BB ) — > S2 481

| RUCM-Based Inspection Method W{ RUCM Mutation Analysis [9e2ends on.l"v iation Score
Hazard and Operability Study | fojjows.| IEC 61882

EBNF of RUCM (HAZOP) Standard

is derived from ’hs based 0N |aads to
7.#| RUCM Mutation Operator

. % 1.%
RUC[:? Use Case | |1- guides the application of
iagram

| Defect Seeding Strategy ‘

analyzes

corresponds to

refers to,

RUCM Use Case .
Specification ’M IEEE Std. 830-1998 <——— RUCM Defect Taxonomy |

Flow-of-Events Basic Flow | RESUME STEP
UC-Head ¢ {
¢ Alternatwe Flow ABORT
Pre-condition Postcondition RES

E 3

| Use Case Description | | MEANWHILE H DO-UNTIL | IF-ELSE-ENDIF | | VALIDATES THAT |

22 RUCM 28 R4y I SR A

WL RUCM 28 557 AR ) RUCM BREETE N BN, 67 RUCM 25 i
PUMEXSANF ) RUCM /i SR EE SORZEATPRAl . B, £ESCRR[113]H, i8I/ RUCM
BRETAE T 541 DAFK RUCM FRREFEEE] . B4 RUCM A fl & — My
SE 1) RUCM SR I —ANSE6, Tl RUCM FL ISR RUCM LA P 23 i AR Xt
RUCM FH L AT RUCM FH 350 1 ) 2 1 75 SRR

PATZ RO F IR &5 — M€ RUCM FsRIFH BoR, #7287 Hr it
S AR B AR 57 43 B (Mutation Score) . 2T E— ATt A1 F) RUCM A8Ff, 50N AT
AT BEAH LR A8 57 70 B T 24 B IEAE 20 B B PP B BOR AT VRS . i, £ 4.3 v,
N TRAE K RUCM 78 55 S 34T PPl 526 rhodad v SR B 1038 5 23 2 () 29) AT
G
AN RS R : ESE{E ] EBNF J7vE45 ) UCMeta (R0 & X (4.2.1 1),
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HIRVEAHEIR T RUCM BRIE2E10E X (4.2.2 1), REi81A T RUCM &R E 714
5(4.2.3 715), BJash T —AAHB RN DA AR B 5 B A R R (4.2.4 T19).

4.2.1 RUCM &BYRY a3k K,

& 458 1078 S o0 M M TSP VR AR B 1 A9 B s e, 250elig, il 23- 24 ok,
AT S d ] EBNFD 35200 RUCM A AR RS (R UCMeta #5754 50 ) HE4T %€ Yo

Use Case Model = Use Case Diagram, Use Case Specification;

Use Case Diagram = UCD-UseCase, UCD-Actor, UCD-Relationship;
UCD-UseCase = {UCD::Use Case}-;

UCD-Actor = {UCD::Actor}-;

UCD-Relationship = {Association}-, {UCD-Generalization | UCD-Include |
UCD-Extend}

Use Case Specification = UC-Head, Basic Flow, {Alternative Flow};
UC-Head = Use Case, Pre-condition, Actor, {Dependency},
{Generalization};

Use Case = UC-Name, UC-BriefDescription;

UC-Name = use case name;

UC-BriefDescription = brief description of the use case;

Actor = {Prim-Actor}-, {Sec-Actor};

Prim-Actor = primary actor name;

Sec-Actor = secondary actor name;

Dependency = Include | Extend;

Generalization = {UC-Name};

Pre-condition = precondition description of the use case;

Include = “INCLUDE USE CASE”, {UC-Name}-;
Extend = “EXTENDED BY USE CASE”, {UC-Name}-;
Basic Flow = {Flow-name}, {Action Step}-, {Condition Step | MEANWHILE

| VALIDATES THAT}, Post-condition;

Alternative Flow = Flow-name, RFS, {Action Step}-, {Condition Step |
MEANWHILE}, (RESUME STEP | ABORT), Post-condition;

Flow-name = the name of a RUCM flow;

Action Step = RUCM action sentence;

MEANWHILE = Action Step, “MEANWHILE”, Action Step;

VALIDATES THAT = “WALIDATES THAT”, Action Step;

Condition Step = IF-ELSE-ENDIF | DO-UNTIL;

RFS = “RFS”, flow-name, Step-index;

Step-index = int, {“-"”, int};

& 23 RUCM &I TR K EBNF & X (—)
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IF-ELSE-ENDIF = IF-THEN-ENDIF | IF-THEN-ELSE-ENDIF | IF-THEN-ELSEIF-
THEN-ENDIF | ELSE-ENDIF | ELSEIF-THEN-ENDIF';

IF-THEN-ENDIF = “IF”, condition, “THEN”, {Action step}-, “ENDIF”;

IF-THEN-ELSE-ENDIF = “IF”, condition, “THEN”, {Action step}-, “ELSE”,
{Action step}-, “ENDIF”;

IF-THEN-ELSEIF-THEN-ENDIF = “IF”, condition, “THEN”, {Action step}-,
“ELSEIF”, condition, “THEN”, {Action step}-, “ENDIF”;

ELSE-ENDIF = “ELSE”, {Action step}-, “ENDIF”;

ELSEIF-THEN-ENDIF = *“ELSEIF”, Condition, “THEN”, {Action step}-,
“ENDIF”;

DO-UNTIL = “DO”, {Action step}-, “UNTIL”, condition;

RESUME STEP = “RESUME STEP”, Step-index;

Condition = RUCM condition sentence;

ABORT = "“ABORT”;

Post-condition = post-condition description of the use case;

RUCM action sentence = a RUCM Sentence describing system action;

RUCM condition sentence = a RUCM Sentence describing conditions;

RUCM Sentence = a descriptive sentence following RUCM writing rules
(e.g., simple present tense, forbidden usage of adverbs, adjectives,
pronouns, synonyms and negatives);

int = digital-‘0", {digital};

digital = MO/ |17 [ Y27 [ 37 [ M4 X5 Y6 [N 87 Y97;

24 RUCM #EITTE R EBNF & X (Z)

K —ME IR 7 EBNF #iiA RUCM F#i AL, 40, EBNF ik

AP MALEFITLLE - MERIESERENX, WUC-Name’, WA]LLE—4 UCMeta 1%
JGE, W RUCM Sentence. [ 23-1& 24 1) EBNF ik 2 UCMeta (T AL E X,
[ UCMeta /& RUCM R F T AL SR IE, &2 RUCM BLAY (1) AR E A 2,
—> RUCM Z R Tu 3 A o SEBIL A — B2 UCMeta Jt 3, UCMeta 1A (540 [A] £
FEBEHHE S (0 Java, C)IIIEIAIITE . RUCM 25 57 51 HOHR /R RUR e A 2L il i UCMeta
SCHL, TEAREN)E 4470, A EBNF £iA30E R —4 RUCM BT R K158 o

4.2.2 RUCM &paasr 2

AT HT Tl kR 1IEEE Std. 830-199872VH11 5 357 1 SCRR B 9T 52 X RUCM H ik FE 4525 .

4221 EN

ACEAE T FR#E IEEE Std. 830-1998"2% . RUCM HR[f432 . #rifE IEEE Std. 830-
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199872 -5t 5 75 SR LI (SRS) HH o] BE B I B, 5 HY 1 AL I P 20 2, AR SCAHIX
B/ 5e ST R, R EATR A RUCM HGUE AL o thgh, T8I SCHERIE T,
A M [115,116]F1[6,117,116] 7 5373 5L\ 73 AR ol 75 SRR P 2 28

IS IEFE Incorrectness (C1). fE IEEE Std. 830-19980"4d —/> SRS & IE#if), 4
HACH G — IR R AR A RGBS IR 45 R G LS 75 22
[f) SRS BLZME N AR IERAN . X AR BB T 5 P & B iR, £ RUCM J5
i, WEA T RUCM HBUZIEAT A8 K RUCM R 240 A0 At fr) SRS (n
T H & [R]85 ) BEAT R B T A I

P 5EEHE Incompleteness (C2). 41 IEEE Std. 830-19987Af [k (1), —A SRS A& 5%

BHBEMNZERS TUUNRPAR: 1) A EZENTRAIIETR K. MR R
BT BAMNETE), 2) & U REESPIAE N X S A R 3) 45 SRS
AR 2 B SE ARSI R 5] o £ RUCM HIBUER B3R ST, AR fT— 4> RUCM
7R 62K (0 Action Step) (B 2k # 2 S5 RUCM RERL AR 52 30 1k, i, Sivb— AL
W B SE RGEMAW A, RUCM B Sl St A RS S, f B
—EFRPE LR B T SR ROIEAT 75 SR IR B D X P A e B

A —F## Inconsistency (C3). £ IEEE Std. 830-199874 1, — Syl il y: [k
BT R NF) e — B, W AN ZAAAEMN R . X RUCM T &, ASCRVERN
PN LR £ 2 T ) — 3501, AR — A FH TR0 PR 3B AN [ 1) 5 SR Ik v ) 2 T 11— Bt
Blan, — AR R A R B 5 SRR E A R4 I P 25 2 IR) AT B S AP AE PR

BB Ambiguity (C4). —> SRS 2 AR 24 HA 45— AN BRIk (1 75 SR LA v
— R R T BRI FRESR, TE R FTE R R G — SRR
RUCM FHWLRE I HEAT LI . Ak, RUCM 52 LT 26 408 1 R 1E o 10 B 8 100 A
DA KT FBE (92 FH T30 ASE 28 o f A — b

MELIZERE Incomprehensibility (C5). X HEREA 5> 52 I SCHR[6,117,116] 45k 1,
EF BRI OSBRI SOZ IR & R f# . £ RUCM 1, AHRZE) RUCM AL &
FHBLRZ) (8 — A T SR IR B A) H RO T DA R SR A B BT A0t FRAR G IR
N GURZ 5 (LA

A ATHHE Intestability (C6). — /75K AT LABEIGIE, 4 BAL S “fFE— A BRI,

73



IR BT ARER FHGLAE AT 77

— /N N B8 AT DA I & 40 A5 1) LA 2 75 SR T2 RUCME 1 [ A5 AL i (B il 8 2% A
Precondition A1 J5 & 241 Post-conditions) H T # B % & — AN FAF AT IR . BLAF,
RUCM #7462 M 1, 4n[118,119]. 245E X RUCM BRIE /3 350F, ATM
TR A K, KR UL Preconditions Al Post-conditions 75 SR A

IS af 24 # Unmodifiability (C7). —N SRS ZRMEIU, 24 HA 4% S KT AT 1& 2L
HETLL AT, FRREFE S AATE SR R, — M, 7E RUCM 315
N, AN BAT A ROZ A S ST AR I R] 5 A (i@ i «Include» Bi«Extend» SEIRL), T AN &
WA AEAN R B I L

A T SEH Infeasibility (C8) . 1X 2K 75 K G 2 I R G K& B A1 5 SOIBLETGIE SE I

A7 K Over-Specification (C9). X Fh73 82 M[115,116]fE Xk, & W BB
R A AE — SR DG 75 R A5 2o 1% RUCM, ‘B 23k RUCM R & RUCM H
DL AN AZ IR B/ A L B B

4.2.2.2 RUCM 5RpEZK 5

4.2.2.1 e BRI E S ADCRTBME NP RUCM RERL B B b, 10 HL Al LA
N—FpREE KT AR R RUCM BREG 28, BT 4.2.2.1 15 RISRIG T 3L,
ARG E X T 104 FEARH RUCM 755K kR (R 12-38 13),

Defect = Defect Prefix, Defect ID

Defect Prefix = Defect Category, Defect Element;
Defect Category = Cl1 | C2 | C3 | C4 | C5 | C6 | C7 | C8 | C9;
Defect Element = AR | UC | R | H | F | UCM | UCS;
Defect ID = ‘1’ |2’ |3’ |4’ |'5’ |6’ |'7"|'8"|'9";
AR = Actor;

UC = Use Case;

R = relationship between two model elements;

H = the head of a use case specification;

F = flow-of-events of a use case specification;
UCM = use case model;

UCS = use case specification;

Bl 25 RUCM sREERA i ar LI (£ EBNF 2 %)
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X —/ RUCM RS TR (T EBNF Ja kA7 5E L), 0l 9 ANAS R A
(4.2.2.1 71irp 9 FAS[E 73 2807 )% FLskAT 04, — BLREAN BB ) 8 AT LU 2417 RUCM
PR CRITE, A AP RUCM B, Wk 12-3% 13 fn, IR LRI EE
A5 R YU ABE 2R e ) 5 e 7R SR B (2 FH 900 2 T ) R 0% 2R) oA FH 0L 240 b 1100138 SR (A
Ambiguity (4.2.2.1 7))o X} F4&—4 RUCM G, AR IE 25 a2 L]

R 12-3% 13 B, A0 8 SCHTBRIE 73 20T RARI 73 9 PR K26« xf R0 B R sk I
B UL BRI o b R R 0 R R T8 SCER R BT I UL 1), RO R 2 ik
T RGAT NS B . A3 Inconsistency (C3)ANiEH T ALK, A H BT A%
FEAN [l 52 Ok B 2 1 5L B 2 a0 ) — Bk o SR, FH 0 s 5 0 I 1 F S R 2 2 T ) —
ik (Cc3ucMml), BLE A B A TR — B R A ST B E R . A AT
Intestability (C6) 1A rI 528, Infeasibility (C8)tH FIFEAEH THMLE, FAENIFHEER
B RGAT NIRRT . FEASCH, HBURL St — B 5 A AN R 7 23k UC-
Head #1 RUCM {437 (Flow-of-Events). UC-Head e & (WK 4B SN AL Y. HES Y
. Wz 5E . HKEIR SR («Include». «Exclude»). HWLIZ 4k % Generalization
S, RLEETTEMK T RUCM FBURBR R 56— AR 7> . UC-Head AR AGE AT XX
BICERBATH, flan, Sk EES 5% (C2HL). T UC-Head J 547 ik RSt Z)
YEAT N, PRI Infeasibility (C8)F1d H T-1X 2476 % - F 1T & %% Precondition /& UC-Head
fr—A ez, Fit Intestability {58R:& FH (B) C6H1).

MR P R e gL T RGeS 2 5% Z AR B UM s E1T o, &
X AR A BRI E ST P& AR 9 AhikBE 73 28(C1-C9). HFEH] RUCM Tt L&
F A (Basic Flow). %% 3% (Alternative Flow). RUCM Zh{E1E 4] (Action Step). RUCM %%
15 4] (Condition Step). J& B 2% (Post-condition). 737 & #1EA] RFS (A1 — &%
¥4y 321 ))& 47 RUCM G (U ABORT) I8 f) S 3it HP K15 A1) 7 41 o 47 22 RUCM
i (Bl C2UCS1. C3UCS1-C3UCS4) i #ANH MM L BEAT & 3L, A RIEbE (BR
C7UCS1) W K F it 2 MR ITE . shEE C3UCMI 25 i8I0 AT L L2 2 AT
—Hlk, BREG CTUCML B EEAE FHBLZ DG FR, BRI Y S b 2 R B A FH D A
TUREAT 7 LI
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R 12 RUCM BRE 7R (3t 104 FrA R KR

Cate Use Case Diagram (UCD) Use Case Specification (UCS)

gory Actor Use Case Relationship UC-Head Flow-of-Events

C1 CIARI: CIUCl: CIRI: [ncorrect CIHI: Incorrect CIlF1l: Incorrect Basic
Incorre Incorre Generalization P{lgar¥ Actor og
ct ct Use between Actors ncorrect ClF2: Incorrect
Actor Case C : Incorrect e 8ndary Actor ) Aitgrnatlve Flow

Generalization ClH Incorrect Brief Incorrect
between Use Cases Descrl tion numbering of steg
Incorrect ClH4; Incorrect Pre- F4; Incorrect ost-
Include between Use condition conditio
C%ses C1HS: Incorrect Cl1F5: Incorrect
R Incorrect Inc%u branching of
Extend between Use ClH6: Incorrect ait rnative flow
Cases Extend C Incorrect .
CIR5: Incorrect ClH7: Incorrect merglng of alternative
Association between Gen ralization
Actor and Use Case ClH Incorrect F7 Incorrect
Resgurce Ioglcal relationship
ClHY9: Incorrect
CTaid
ClH10: Incorrect
TlmeCost
ClH11: Incorrect
O?s vationVariable
ClH12: Incorrect
Constraint

C2 CZARI: CTZUCL: CZRI: Missing czH1 Missing Primary | CZ2FI: Ml$Sln%
Missing Missing Generalizatiodn S 8 Alternative Flow
Actor Use bgtween Actors C2H MlSSln% C F%: Missing ep

Case : Missing Sgcgndary Actor C2F3: Missing RFS
Generalizatign Missing Brief C2F4; Missing post-—
bgtween Use Cases Dgscrl tion condition
C MlSSlng C2H4; Missing Pre- C FZ: Missing RESUME
Incl condition C2F6: Missing ABORT
C%R4 MlSSlng Extend | C H% Missing Include | C2F7: Missing logical
C2R5: Missing C2H Missing Extend relationship
Association between C2H7: Missing
Actor and Use Case ng ralization

C2H MlSSlng
Resoqurc
C;H MlSSlng Period
C2H10: Missing
Timegost, .
C2H11: Missing,
OgsegvatlonVarlable
C2H12: Missing
Constraint
CZ2UCS1: Missing UCS
C3 = C3HI: Actor 1s C3F1: Basic FIow 1S
Inconsistent with its 1nconsrstent with its
behavior in use gsct goal.
g % Alternatlve Flow
C3H Brief lS inconsistent with
Descrlptlo is gs ex%ected goal.
1nconsrstent with the nconsistent
% §gn intent. deflnltlon of
C3H Pre-condition references flows in an
is inconsistent with ternatlve flow.
the design intent. Post-condition
lS 1ncon51stent with
gs ex%ecte goal.
he numbing of
steps is inconsistent.
CJECSl: UCS 1s 1nconsistent with the design
intent.
ggUCSEé Inconsistent terminologies used in
e .
C3U%ﬁg: Descrlptlon in the UCS conflicts with
another
C3UCS4: UCS ‘should be documented in a
consistent level of abstraction.
C3UCMI: UCD 15 Inconsistent with its cofresponding UCSs.

C4 C4AR1: C4UC1l C4H1: Amblguous Brietf C4Fl: Amblguous,

The The use Desgrlgm sentence in Basic

actor case blguous Pre-

name name condition C4F2 Ambiguous

does does senténce in

no no Altgrnatlve Flow.

reflect reflect Ambiguous Post-

its its condition.

role. goal. C4UCSI: NotT using the simple present tense
throu%hou the UCS causes ambiguity.

Not avoiding the usage”of adverbs,
adjectives, pronouns, synonyms and negatives
causes ambiguity.

C5 C5ARI: C5U0CI: - C5H1 CS5F1: Incomprehensible
Incompr Incompr IncomprehenSIbIe senténce of Flow-of-
ehensib | ehensib Brlsf Description Events
le le use CSF2 Incomprehensible
actor case IncomgrehenSIbIe Pre- Post-condition.
name name condition

C6 - CbH1; The Pre- CoF1: The behavior of

condition can never Flow- of Events can

e satisfie % Sr measured.
C6F The Post-
condltlon can never be
m ure

%Fg The Flow-of-

Events should be
terminated reasonably.

C7 = C7UCSI: Alternative rlows should be separated

from Basic Flow.
C/UCMI: A shared system runctionality should be specified as a separate use case and
assoc1ated to others.

Cc8 = CBFI1: The behavior

described In Flow-of-
Events cannot be
implemente
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F 13 RUCM P33t 104 FiARRISRAY)-4

Use Case Diagram (UCD) Use Case Specification (UCS)

Actor Use Case Relationship UC-Head Flow-of-Events
CYARI: CYUCI: CY9R1: Superfluous CY9H1: Superfluous CY9F1l: Superfluous
Superfl Superfl Generalization sscgndary actor alt%rnatlve flow
uous uous bstween Actors C9H2: Superfluous CgF : Superfluous step
actor use CO9R2: Superfluous sentences in Brief C9F3: Superfluous

case Generalization Dssgrlgtlon sentence 1n Post-
bstween Use Cases C9H3: Superfluous condition.
CO9R3: Superfluous sentences in Pre-
Include cgngltlon
CO9R4: Superfluous COH4: Superfluous
Extgnd Include
CO9R5: Superfluous COH5: Superfluous
Association between Ext%n
Actor and Use Case C9H6: Superfluous,
Generalization (with
other use cases

423 RUCMTRETF

He G IAAE S 43 BT AR 7 28 A (R I AR e 1 A8 25 Y, i 2 S B T4 T 1 £
R ] SRR PP 7= AR PR (R L N . AR SR 5 A SR 58 L RUCM 7R St
B, BN RUCM BEBYSERR B 8RR, DS e s 7 A il 0 R
AFe AFTARHELWN T 4.2.3.1 FTWEE 7RI HAZOP SHiCH Y, 4.2.3.2 i
giigid 74 RUCM B2 B-FRIMLE], 4.2.3.3 F14RkE T FrA £ RUCM BREH T,

4.2.3.1 HAZOP By5i&{E A

HAZOPU L #E i 2% Tl SRkt | 2 R I —Fh A BT EOR, @I Xt — AN AR . # Ak,
BE AN NIRRT R G HT TR0 HE AR L (0 fE 58, i 2 Dol Hp R R e A DR
RGIHE A HAZOP BEAT S ARl «RGu v it H AR & HAZOP 4 # i)k ik 2k i H &
RLZ R AT RERIUER AN 58 4613, TEARSCIIRAEE T, «REGRTH H AR sE P B S/ R
— AR HAZOP BT B 7 T 1) R0 H R G AR BT 28 S HAH B 1
Sy, 2) —HSNE T, e — A SHOGEEE RS N SIS — A KRBT R
(AN S50 MR 590 HE 0 o 3 A B (B & B I R G T (I 22 o 7E Tl AR 1IEC
61882 standard[™31 i X T HEA ) HAZOP S : NO. MORE. LESS. ASWELL
AS. PART OF. REVERSE. OTHER THAN. AKX L8+ %) RUCM #E A dk
75T, R 14 451 T EAE RUCM 1B EE T 1 B dsE 3.

7
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£ 14 MuRUCM HiEF B HAZOP S

Guide word Definition
NO An intended RUCM model element is not captured. ARUCM modeling intent is not achieved.
MORE Quantitative increase in a quantifiable RUCM element.
LESS Quantitative decrease in a quantifiable RUCM element.

AS WELLAS | Spurious RUCM model elements or behavior are included in a RUCM model.

PART OF Incomplete RUCM modeling intent is achieved. Incomplete model element or behavior is

captured.

REVERSE A logical opposite of the RUCM modeling intent, behavior or model element is specified.

OTHER THAN | A RUCM model is substituted by unintended/incorrect behavior, intent or model element.

4.2.32 ZEREFHFENS

AR 7 ANHEAR HAZOP S et 7% RUCM Je R #HAT 20 M7, IR B H AR L] L
51 HAZOP 3kt 7 RUCM Ao 3. A SCHISRISH, R & —1> HAZOP ik
7 5% —4 RUCM JCER B TUCECIS, @i 70 B 24 5 VT FC#EAF 1 f s e R 1) 2 A B
[ RUCM 551 8] 26 #1457 IXFLE], AP AT DR I ZAE L A2 5 40

1) 7 EAK HAZOP S ik ¥ : NO. MORE. LESS. ASWELLAS. PART

OF. REVERSE. OTHER THAN , Hl x %f.

2) 9 FANFE RUCM #kBf 4325 (4 Incorrectness (C1)), HP y 4.
3) RUCM BRI EE, B z 4.
4) 6 P gmiE . ADD(ZRIIETE). DEL(MIFR:1E). SWAP(K RUCM 15

B PN T 3 S AR ME 1S #e) . REP(EH —ANANE 41T RUMC #5584 e 56t

T RUCM BERY A2 7E 1) — AN Je 3R S e A PE R B )« ICRCGE & (13 ). DEC(E

D)) X A & RUCM A2 e i 44 B 58— M BGER 70 (W°DEL-AF-C2F 1

I ‘DEL).

5) RUCM FRakME. 30— E(E 2 —A RUCM BEAY TR, AR

) J5 SR 2% F RUCM 75 sRRFEREAT 2 . RUCM 77 SR ERFE & RUCM 28 55 5 1

IS =AM 7 (W DEL-AF-C2F 1 11 C2F 1),
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RUCM mutation operator RUCM model
element
li DEL—AF—C2F1T
mutation RUCM * ®
operation defect e °
Alt
RUCM model DEL-AF-CaF1@_ € Floy (4,
element PY N
[oe
(] .r/ N ® ®
// L
e % €e“eSSKC1
HAZOP guide word 1oco™P
@
)

RUCM defect taxonomy category

A 26 RUCM 28 757 I AR s L]

iR A LA EALE, AT AR R — A RUCM 28 53 57 [ — U4 B AT LA A — AR e
f¥] RUCM B g — AN sefsi] . Horr a4 RUCM A8 53 851 F = AN B M e — g A
— AT LASE % g AR (1) RUCM BB R, —Fh %48 = 57 3 801 RUCM SRBE K
e 45 7E—/ RUCM BiALG 3, HAZOP ST G HR I T DL R Gt 1 — A St 15
fE5—A RUCM kB - 2 rb g SCIBRIEREAT OCEE.  flhn, Kl 26 87 H ¥ ‘DEL-AF-
C2FI MBI RN T 5L, A S 57 T LURAE R RUCM #8403, LI ik &
2 RUCM #ikiit, BPE 26 Hif z 4l 285, A4 HAZOP S X 1 [k B
] RUCM BT ER (R RUCM #38) HEAT 70 . 2548 HAZOP #) NO Je8— N H 5124
I 1) RUCM iy, AHRMRR 2 B —/MmiEdiE, En I 38U5 RUCM
BRI R — AR, BURAE— NO (2 (B 26 H1f) x fill), UMb 2 ik e DEL 4wk
Y. &Jo, FomiEERE DEL SEiti ik E i) — RUCM £, B RUCM AR ikt i
SE A L MR, X B3 S5 T RUCM BRI AE T — 450637 (C2F L), Rt
Al T C2 (Incompleteness) 2B (B[ (B0 1 26 1K) y Bl R). %, RUCM AR 35
T DEL-AF-C2F 1" gt Bl

TEASCH, B —A HAZOP S8, RGALHIZHT & nl LUE T4 RUCM 5
MIuE. B, B 23 iax, JGE ‘Use Case’ ) EBNF i /2 ‘Use Case = UC-Name, UC-
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BriefDescription;’, 3" UC-Name F/x UL 4, Fk HAZOP 4% OTHER THAN
A LAR I B AN 6%, B &2k UC-Name F7 HIEE 753 24 50 FH LA RUCM R o
(115 —/~H#i. RESUME STEP 1 ABORT /& RUCM FE Hh & 51X 4> RUCM i+
MBEER . T XA RUCM Je & A AT BUE RIS H 3 RUCM & aifr, BRIt A] B
STEAE ] HAZOP 487 OTHER THAN, B EA 1T M & e, &% RUCM ()2
3% (Flow-of-Events), HAZOP X% PART OF A1 AS WELL AS #AT LS, HJy
‘Flow-of-Events’j& —> RUCM Step % %% (K 23-1 24).

B—> HAZOP e85 —/> RUCM JT & [N FHER 2 %) RUCM B ) — A
ARICEXT T 6 Pl R gnig . Win— /ML JC % (ADD), Bk — /MR JE &R
(DELETE), ZZ#HiAEAI G R (SWAP), ##—/M&EAL TR (REP), Hin—/MEALTER
HARECR), kb — MR 6 3 (1 4 {E (DEC).

4233RUCM TTHRHEF

B R T E VL
7 15-% 19 % VAN RUCM R 81, ACEHAR 7 H 1w 1K 27-1& 28 &
[ 44 AL o

RUCM mutation operator = Operation, -, Element, -, {Defect}-;

Operation = ADD | DEL | SWAP | REP | ICR | DEC;

Element = UC | AR | INC | EXD | ASSO | UCS | UCN | ARN | PAR | SAR
| BD | GA | GUC | SenBD | PreC | SenPreC | AF | SenAF | BF | SenBF |
PostC | SenPostC | AS | RFS | ABORT | IFELSE | DO | VLD | MW |RFSsi |
REFSflow | toABT | RES | toRES | IFELSE | IFELSEcs | IFELSEas | DOcs |
DOas | RCE | PER | PERvalue | TC | TCvalue | OBV | OBVrfs | TimC |
TimCvalue | ResC | ResCvalue;

Defect = Defect Prefix, Defect ID

Defect Prefix = Defect Category, Defect Element;

Defect Category = Cl1 | C2 | C3 | C4 | C5 | Ce | C7 | C8 | C9;

Defect Element = AR | UC | R | H | F | UCM | UCS;

Defect ID = ‘1’ |2’ | '3’ |4’ |5’ |6’ |'7"|'8"|'9’;

UC = Use Case;

AR = Actor;

INC = Include;

EXD = Extend;

& 27 RUCM ZER 5T KAy & AL
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ASSO = Association; PAR = primary actor;

SAR = secondary actor; UCS = use case specification;
UCN = use case name; UCM = use case model;

BD = use case brief description; ARN = Actor name;
GAR = generalization between actors;

GUC = generalization between use cases;

SenBD = sentence in BD; PreC = pre-condition;
SenPreC = sentence in PreC; BF = Basic Flow;

SenBF = sentence in BF; AF = Alternative Flow;

SenAF

sentence in AF; PostC = post-condition;

SenPostC = sentence in PostC; AS = Action step;

VLD = VALIDATES THAT; MW = MEANWHILE; RFS = sentence RFS;

RFSsi = step index of RFS;

RFSflow = reference flow name of RFS;

ABORT = sentence ABORT;

toRES = changing ABORT to RESUME STEP;

RES = RESUME STEP;

toABT = changing RES to ABORT;

IFELSE = IF-SELSE-ENDIF;

IFELSEcs = condition sentence in IF-ELSE-ENDIF; IFELSEas = Action
Step in IF-ELSE-ENDIF;

DO = DO-UNTIL;

DOcs = condition sentence in DO-UNITL;

DOas = Action step in DO-UNITL;

RCE

resource element of real-time use case;

PER = periviod element of periodic use case;
PERvalue = time value of PER;

TC = time cost of real-time use case;

TCvalue = time value of TC;

OBV = observation variables of real-time use case;
OBVrfs = RFS of ORV;

TimC = time constriants of real-time use case;
TimCvalue = time value of TimC;

ResC = resource constraint of real-time use case;

ResCvalue = resource value of ResC, if possible;

& 28 RUCM 22 5 57 I i 44 DL (48)
— PHAZOP 3 i Xt 7 5 — M RUCMAR B 50 3 1 4 & 7] e 2 91 A AN [F] S8 3L
RUCMERFE, MM 2= AR FRUCMA R 1. N T 1WA E, £15-R19%, K
M VEEHEMEZANRUCMAZ RH 1. f#ilin, REP-UCN-{C1Ul, C4U1, C5U1}(#*
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15) % 7~ 7 3/NRUCM A 7 54 F: REP-UCN-C1Ul1. REP-UCN- C4Ul. REP-UCN-

C5U1.
FR B R T

# 15 JEon T EH0 RUCM R BT 29 MR RE T 4l SWAP-INC-C1R3, B
Forkt RUCM #7856 Include f# ] HAZOP J%4 5 REVERSE, El¥f Include 2% & H [
A FOL 0 A C AT B (B O N B IR, BE B A B A N8 L),
MM 52 Incorrectness R [EE 5 H ) CIR3. HAZOP S ffi<t 7*MORE AI‘LESS" /N ]
PRSI, R AN S = R AT DUYE T 31 AT AT B ERAE ) RUCM A4S G
9. ‘ASWELLAS AR DME B AHGLE F,  O9A LB I RUCM TR #A
A HA TR,
F 15 RUCM LB 2R R 37 (29 )

NO

AS WELLAS

REVERSE

OTHER THAN

UCD::Use Case

DEL-UC-C2UC1

ADD-UC-C9UC1

REP-UCN-{C1UC1,

c4ucl, C5UCL}

UCD::Actor DEL-AR-C2AR1 ADD-AR-C9AR1 - REP-ARN-{C1ARI1,
C4AR1, C5AR1}

UCD::Include DEL-INC-C2R3 ADD-INC-C9R3 SWAP-INC-C1R3 REP-INC-C1R3

UCD::Extend DEL-EXD-C2R4 ADD-EXD-C9R4 SWAP-EXD-C1R4 REP-EXD-C1R4

UCD::Generalization

DEL-AR-C2R1

DEL-UC-C2R2

ADD-AR-C9R1

ADD-UC-C9R2

SWAP-GAR-C1R1

SWAP-GUC-C1R2

REP-GAR-C1R1

REP-GUC-C1R2

UCD::Association

DEL-ASSO-C2R5

ADD-ASSO-

C9R5

REP-ASSO-C1R5

SIIARLI BRI T

% 16 1 34 > RUCM A8 7 572415 RUCM H L IZ FF 2 Sk UC-Head JC & %
TH. WA RUCM HBLE—#F, HAZOP ‘Ffii x5 MORE I LESS %} UC-Head 4
WA BT AL B A B brief description AR & 4514 precondition AJ LA & —A
8t %> RUCM Step, HAZOP ‘Ffjii <5 PART OF ] LU H %] UC-Head.
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% 16 RUCM B 41 K (UC-Hea) A B & 7 (34 Fi)

NO ASWELLAS PART OF REVERSE OTHER THAN
UCS::Use Case
UCS::Actor
DEL-PAR-C2H1 | ADD-SAR-C9H1 - SWAP-AR- REP-PAR-C1H1
DEL-SAR-C2H2 {C1H1, REP-SAR-C1H2
ClH2}
UCS::Brief
Description DEL-BD-C2H3 ADD-SenBD- DEL-SenBD-C1H3 - REP-BD-{C1H3,
C9H2 REP-SenBD-C1H3 C3H2, C4H1, CS5H1}
UCS::Include
DEL-INC-C2H5 | ADD-INC-C9H4 - - REP-INC-C1H5
UCS::Extend
DEL-EXD-C2H6 | ADD-EXD-C9H5 | - - REP-EXD-C1H6
UCS::Generalization
DEL-GUC-C2H7 | ADD-GUC-C9H6 | - - REP-GUC-C1H7
UCS::Precondition
DEL-PreC- ADD-SenPreC- DEL-SenPreC-{C1H4, - REP-PreC-{C1H4,
C2H4 {C9H3, C6H1} C6H1} C3H3, C4H3, C5H2,
C6H1}

£5%F RUCM [1Z34-37 Flow-Of-Events, @it HAZOP 73 #7#1t 7 54 > RUCM 28 &

X% RUCM FH 443 (FlowOfEvents) ()42 5+, 7E3% 18 it T4k & . @R RUCM H L
P F1 UC-Heads, HAZOP 5:fiii X #7 MORE Fl LESS tANE N F RUCM [543t Flow-
Of-Events. 3 17 42§ 1 28 NMEREF, BATTAT LB B A SRR AH O 1 75 SR BB
4N, A8 R5H F TCR-PERvalue—-C1HO {3 I <3 5 502 i S FH 130 Fy ef I J 30 0 i
R, XS B —A> c1n9 RAIHIBREE S . % 19 ey 1 74 4> RUCM 2751,
CATER B0 L BB 54 RUCM K85 (n VALIDATES THAT) (8 ) 1 it
). BT RUCM X5 ‘RFS’M‘RESUME STEP’#87 # RUCM &4 F 5 (— N ERF
R ) LAY RUCM 54 (Step) 94 7), Ik HAZOP ‘3:fji ¢ ¥ MORE Hll LESS ]
PAREF EX I RUCM JoE . AHR 2R FH 4B 2 4F ICR 1 DEC % RFS 1 RESUME
STEP H L% (1) RUCM 58] /7 5 34T Y KRR/ HR AR
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% 18 RUCM ZEt:3fi (FlowOfEvents) )28 & F (54 Fh)

NO AS WELL AS PART OF REVERSE OTHER THAN
Flow of Events - ADD-AF-C9F1 DEL-AF-C2F1 SWAP-AF-{C1F5, -
C3F2}
Basic Flow - ADD-SenBF- DEL-SenBF- SWAP-SenBF- REP-BF-C1F1
C9F2 {C1F1, C2F2, | {Cl1F1, C1F3,
C3F1, C3F5, | C3F1l, C6F1l, C6F3,
Ce6F1, C6F3, | C8F1}
C8F1}
Alternative Flow DEL-AF- ADD-SenAF- DEL-SenAF- SWAP-SenAF- REP-AF-C3F2
C2F1 C9F2 {C1F2, C2F2, | {Cl1F2, C1F3,
C3F2, C3F5, | C3F2, C6F1, C6F3,
Ce6F1, C6F3, | C8F1}
C8F1}
Post-condition DEL- ADD- DEL- SenPostC- | - REP-PostC-{ClF4,
PostC- SenPostC- Clr4 C3F4, C4F3, C5F2,
C2F4 {C9F3, C6F2} REP- SenPostC- C6F2
C6F2
Action Step DEL-AS- - - - REP-AS-{C4UCS1,
C2F2 Cc4ucs2, C4F1,
C4F2, C5F1, C6F1,
C6F3, C6F3}
217 SERMRRIEAE R KRR E T (28 )
NO MORE LESS PART OF OTHER THAN
UCS::Resource DEL-RCE- - - DEL-RCE-C2HS8 REP-RCE-C1H8
C1HS8
UCS::Period DEL-PER- ICR- DEC-RERvalue- DEL-PER- C2H9 REP-RES-C1H9
C1H9 PERvalue- C1HS
C1HO9
UCS:: TimeCost DEL-TC- ICR-TCvalue- DEC-TCvalue- DEL-TC-C2H10 REP-TC-C1H10
C1H10 C1H10 C1H10
ObservationVariables DEL-OBV- ICR-OBVrfs-— DEC-OBVrfs- DEL-OBV-C2H11 REP-OBV- C1HI11
C1H11 C1H11 C1H11
TimeConstraint DEL-TimC- ICR- DEC- DEL-TimC-C2H12 REP-TimCvalue-C1H12
ClH12 TimCvalue- TimCvalue-
C1H12 C1H12
ResourceConstraint DEL-ResC- ICR- DEC- DEL-ResC-C2H12 REP-ResC-C1H12
ClH12 ResCvalue- ResCvalue-
C1H12 C1H12
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® 19 FHREFH RUCM BRI REF (74 7)

NO MORE LESS AS WELL AS PART OF REVERSE OTHER
THAN
RFS DEL- ICR- DEC- ADD- DEL- SWAP-RFS-C1F5 REP-RFS-
RFS- RFSsi- RFSsi- RFSflow- RFSflow- C3F3
{C2F3, {C1F5, {C1F5, {C3F2, C3F2
CoF1l} C3F3} C6F1} C3F3}
RESUME STEP | DEL- ICR- DEC- - - SWAP-RES-C1F6 REP-RES-
RES- RESsi- RESsi- ClF6
C2F5 ClF6 C1F6 REP-toABT-
C6F3
ABORT DEL- - - - - - REP-toRES-
ABT- C3F2
C2F6
IF-ELSE- DEL- - - ADD- DEL- SWAP-IFELSE- REP-IFELSE
ENDIF IFELSE IFELSEcs-— IFELSEcCs-— {C1F1l, C6F1} -{C1F1,
-C2F7 {C1F7, C1F7 C6F1}
C6F1, C8Fl} | DEL-
ADD- IFELSEas-
IFELSEas- {C1F1, C1F2
C9F2 C2F2, C3F1,
C3F2 C3F5,
C6F1, C6F3,
C8F1}
DO-UNTIL DEL- - - ADD-DOcs— DEL-DOcs-— - REP-DO-
DO- {C1F7, C1F7 {C1F1,
C2F7 C6F1, C8F1} | DEL-DOas- C6F1}
ADD-DOas- {C1F1, C1F2
C9F2 C2F2, C3F1,
C3F2 C3F5,
C6F1, C6F3,
C8F1}
VALIDATES DEL- - - - - REP-VLD- REP-VLD-
THAT VLD- {C6F1, C8F1} {C6F1,
ClF5 C8F1}
MEANWHILE DEL- - - - - SWAP-MW- REP-MW-
MW-— {C1F1, C1F2, | {C1F1,
{C3F1, C3F1, C3F2, | C1F2, C3F1,
C3F2} C6F1, C8F1} C3F2, C6F1,
C8F1}
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4.2.4 FRBEAE Rl R BE B9 4 B AL

FEAR S A B SR e, i) A Rtz i) AR (mutant)” A 80 & — AN R E E RS
(A1, G SCHR[44] B iR a1, 388 5 SR FH DUk AN [R] AR B AR T A RS P 788 ol g AT b 32 AR Ak
A5 Fih KR (Mutant Sampling) « 28 #2255 (Mutant Clustering) 77 1% 45 5 (Selective Mutation)-
HE7 48 5 (Higher Order Mutation). ZZFiRAF(Mutant Sampling):  FEALEkIE — /N 128 F
5. ZMEFE(Mutant Clustering): i R EFILHAT LTI PhIL . i1 22 57 (Selective
Mutation): & J-45 € (197 126 J0 U 126 35— 5057028 3 S5 AT 3 A A I sk i) H b o 1B AR
5+ (Higher Order Mutation): 3= Z 2 A AP S AN 25 il R E 2 AE WA R AR . 521X Le gy
WHEARBF AR R, A3 — R 5 3N DLG 7 B AR - R R SR B AE g

Guideline 1: RUCM SREEFEA R A T R BE A AN FRIBE . flln, MRS
HFIAER, CIFS (FHMML A M RUCM #3E iR 7 3) rl REZELL CLIR5 (L 5%
5% Z A IR ORIOC R) M H, AR T-Ra R 5, R R AR 7 SR SRBUR L B, 7™
FEYENTREA . [FIFE, FERLErEIRIE T, A2 &P (Incompleteness) ] fg £ Lk A A/ 1%
2P Unmodifiability) 5E 815, — A~ RUCM Sl i1 35 B (R R (BRI X6 RZ — 4~ RUCM
A RET), /£ RUCM 2o, ] L FH SR SEEIL—Fh i 16 4% 57 (Selective Mutation) )
B o

Guideline 2: #—~ RUCM Z& 551 R AEER — AR K RUCM SRR 2 A R,
WAL B — A RUCM AR B — A BAR ) RUCM B 5325 5 RUCM 2 R 511 5
B RAL A N A F(Equivalent Mutants) ), BIABEE/EZE Ry 5 i RUCM AR —
FEE AR B e TR 55 R B2 F o 32 KDY RUCM RS (R 70 B A L 40) 5 R AR
PANIEL,  To i8S F 10 I 2 ) FH AR 2 BB 5 — 78 2% 51 D AH I FA) &5 4y B S b 38

Guideline 3: 28 RUCM ki HBEREAT F LA M HAEH RUCM 2253 574 1k
RUCM SREE ARG /1 A RTREAF] . Biltn, A 42 7 557 ADD-AF-COF 1" 2 LL A2 7 51
‘DEL-SAR-C2H2’ %% /1, Kyl +# 5 BAE B ZT Haf A — 58 ) RUCM ik it in g
H A N OUZT IR — N4 B 2 5 % (Secondary Actor). Kl #R#E RUCM 425+
BT 58 SO AR - R B N s AR S . 485 — > RUCM A5 8Y, Jrb
A (Cost) st & 1 AR 55142 i RUCM SRR 3% 7, %03 (effectiveness) it /& R BB
AR ST RE /7o A (Cost) T LI st A FH AN [R] 1) 28 S5 Al 98B AR (o Selective Mutation) it
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TR

Guideline4: —/4~ RUCM #k[f, AIRESH Z ARSI, BRI RUCM 48 551
TR HTAE R RUCM AT A RE 2 [ —Fh RUCM g, 140, CLF3(A IEHf
[¥) RUCM Step HEF) AT DLl i A8 7 577 SWAP-SenBF-C1F3(3C 4t RUCM A7t A 1
I~ RUCM Step [ 7) S8, 7] BLdE AR 7 5§ SWAP-SenAF-C1F3(32 #:— 1~ RUCM
IR A B RUCM Step [T ) SEHL. DRIk, 75 BT — Rl e Az e s s LAY Bk
FREETLA ) RUCM A8Fh . JTUAAE A2 (Redundant Mutants): Wi e A4 H 45 R 5
b AR R —FE, B BT H 4 S RT DLId I F A AR b g 5 AT B 2 020, )
C1F3, —Fhif i Az i s mss T L2 AN A SWAP-SenBF-C1F3 5t SWAP-SenAF-C1F3 H—.

Guideline 5: RUCM & 53 57 F B MLl (Section 4.2.3.2), & 9 FpEkfE2E7], WL
f#iBh RUCM 28 5 5 ki . T (1 RUCM 28 5 551 1] LLE AR IR 40 A 9 AR AN 2
A, B RHR N RUCM BRIE S S i) — e A8 24 i 2201 o (1 [ B AN R, B A
A DUEEEAH RFF K RUCM B S H 1. b4k, 380] DUKHE RUCM B8 0 R A Al £
FIRI [ RUCM ZE 251, RONEEA RUCM Jo R #8G liE AR R 7. fltn, fRik—
ANVEEE 795 R A R LR BEAT BT A, I8 IR o L B AL T 1) AR 5 BT A N 1%
Wik o

4.3 Z=HIH5

P NHRRIEE Y RUCM A5 58 T BB U S 00E (00 . 4.3.1 5 i T 2L
R, 432 AT ST B bR, 4.3.3 WERA T SR EORF S, 4.3.4
SEF SR I HE (075, 4.3.5 i 18 SCIR AR AR 6 007, 4.3.6 F9HEAT T HISEH0T 6.

4.3.1 ZHlFiR

T X MURUCM i AT R0 E, ARZIERCT 2 AN TS BIRT 9 A SCHR BT 58
B 3R 20 WA T IX L LB EEAGF M, A AT DR B S 56 s et 59 AN Bk AT AR
T (AN A B A H —A A7 (Basic Flow)).

43.1.1 T 25

S e FH R 58— Tk S R 2 U AT HE ] RGE(NAS)IOT, 1% 5491 (3
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AR AT LAS R AR 2 3 2.3.2 1. fEZSLIR R DU 11 AN GL: JH3) &4t Start System
(UCL), FlFoemiagt)a st BwIaa A o< i A Power-up Built-in Test (UC2),
FEMTTRGE LG — RYA SR E TE; &% Handle Faults (UC3) %
BT R TR RSB AT P B & AP R AN 7 HE R Sample Data (UC4) 7 51 &
AME KRR RSP AT HE: R 4i[H2 Synchronize with SystemB (UC5) 1 57 SEHL 5 5
—NIUR RGN ED TAE. NAS BT ESR B TUAR K S mE UORAIE H 22 A n] 5 Rk
i NEHE Vote InputData (UCE) X Sg 21 )£ Jak 35 R A R A7 SO E AN AL 3] s 3R v Hh 203
Vote OutputData (UCT)XF 115 J& 7= AL 1 RAT i 28R AT AR S A AL B s A& ki Transmit
Data (UC8)¥ % Fh 38 Wit 5 IR AL S 2 X 77 TUR R 48 1HE %4 Calculate Control Law
(UC9), etz il vt 5 o 20fd H AR P AL B85 1) AT Bdf kA7 01 52 % 64748 4 (UC10),
KRG 1 AT SHORR G MNUESN 8 KPR S Shut Down (UCLL), R HLEMK—
EYIE- e HEREE ST

AT R G R Af s T, &2 — N XEEZRGOS)2, 0S £
NFBELE A5 XA AR S IR BE TR 2 X N BT X R R GRS - 5
P AN 12 AN BLREAT A AR S 2 H . UC001: f@fit LAZRFE o AR I JE IPC(Inter-
process Communication) B K 1XThfE. UC002: LLZFE A FAEMISE IPC W S BEURThfE .
UC003: DAL N EAMRIIRE IPC i B AR JE I E S TR, UC004: LLLRE N EIRH)
564 IPC {H B K IEThAE. UC005: DALFE N TARM5E4 IPC VH B4 Thfit. UC006: LA
RN TRRIY R IPC 4 2 K% ThAE.UC007: LT N AT & IPC 4 B U sh k.
UC008: fRHtLFRBIEE M R ThRE, FHBR MDA X A8 PR A . UC009: 24t
LB RGETIRE, FFRRH1ZTh e R AE R Z AR . UC010: 4R MEZFR A 3 i &
GiohRe, HPREZD e R R A . UCO1L: fRELEFH= LR REiThRe, JFIR
HZ TR A BE AL AR A . UC012: R SHEM R TR, JH IR D6e X Be
IR A 2R P H o

4.3.1.2 SHERES

ZSEEe Tk T 9 AN SCERZEF]:. ATM (Banking System)!*22, CMS (Crisis Management
System)[*?%l, CPD (Car Part Dealer System). VS (Video Store systm). CDS (Cab Dispatching
system) . PAY (Payroll System). OPS (Order Processing System)?. SH (SafeHome
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Project)*?4, ARENAI®I, ATM J& H BLAE SCHR[126] 4 19— AMRAT 5248, Capozuccal*?’145
NGE T A RIREREAE K SENUE B R G i 46— R BIFE K, B bCMS-SPL, Ask
B i B T Hod i — AN (Communicate with other coordinator) s sl RUCM i#4T
iR . CPD. VS. CDS. PAY 7£3CHR[8,23]+ H T X} RUCM J5i% & s A RUCM H
HUERL B UML 73 B B B R 4 AT PPAl Bl . OPS ik [ #okHi[28], fE1%SEE
A T HASHBL: Fill and Ship Order. Give Product Information. Place Order. Update
Account. Update Product Quantities. SH i% B # {4 TFE15£E[124], sLIGHIEH T =1H
. Verify Account. Start Monitoring Window and Door. Review CCTV Data. ARENA >k
T P SRR RE[125], 1Z8Li0iE A 7 — 2N Announce Tournament.

R 20 KRR R

Model Case Study Total
NAS (ON] ATM CMS CPD CDS PAY VS OPS SH ARENA

#Actor 7 13 2 2 4 8 3 4 5 5 4 57
#Include 4 1 3 0 2 5 0 4 4 2 25
#Extend 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2
#Generalization 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2
#Association 7 13 4 2 4 8 3 6 7 6 4 64
#Basic Flow 11 12 4 1 6 7 1 8 5 3 1 59
#Alternative 28 30 7 7 12 12 3 12 6 8 6 131
#RFS 28 33 7 7 12 12 3 12 6 10 9 139
#RESUME 20 2 1 7 5 7 4 8 1 1 5 61
#ABORT 8 28 7 1 8 5 0 9 5 5 1 77
#IF-ELSE- 23 10 3 12 8 2 6 12 1 4 0 81
#DO-UNTIL 2 0 0 3 6 3 1 0 4 1 0 20
#VALIDATES 36 30 10 1 5 11 3 14 5 12 9 136
#MEANWHILE 8 0 1 1 1 2 2 0 1 0 2 18
#Precondition 11 12 4 1 6 7 1 8 5 3 1 59
#Post-condition 39 42 11 8 18 19 4 20 11 11 7 190
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4.3.2 235 B ¥R

AT I B bR — 2 SRR RUCM R R VP& o O 7 SeBilth B AR, A
$EH 7 MURUCM 7732, AT AT B R GEAK ) o FH DU N % Bl AN [R) SR AL 1) 75 SR R s
N R VP R HE VPR, % A TE AR S M PF B R (AL R v % o AR5 R A G-
Q-M(Goal-Question-Metric) 28175 v 56 S8 H bridh AT an R 7 04k [

Goal 1. N\ AR P (AT 718 5 At i ARG ) AL A B, UL
HbR, S0 Ko, £ ERLRENINET, X RUCM G575 17 704t

Goal 2. M XHEFRIFH LGN FEE S RUCM FR M) Ak, ULEFeg
NEFR, HXEFHME EERERENAET, X RUCM ZBRE F1T 5517

Goal 3. N\ XHEFRIFH AHHEIEZAFREFTRUCM FRGE) I A A, LA
PPN By, X EBRE, AR ZRLR BTN, X RUCM BB/ W 19 5550
FIEAT 7317 o

Goal 1 3t 5 SCERIF 73R4T 5 L TR 52 RUCM BREE /3 282 15 52 38, BI'E RSk o5
SCHR AR LR I T SR BB . Goal 2 A1 Goal 3 43 5l 7 RUCM 48 57 517 il RUCM i
A SRS B RN A Rt N T RGO DL B SRES B bR, A F BT LU RIRE

T 1) 751(4.3.3 7).
4.3.3 W3 [a)jR

N T X MURUCM AT RGEAGH) 0 #T, AR T 4.3.2 TP 858 H AR vt BUR BB

5 7] 7L
RQL: 5 CHRBFEAIRT L, RUCM I 2 2828 75 58 8 2 Mt 70 vl 7 E 22 1] % RUCM

SR RE BE 7 I0R i SCRRBIT 78 mh i L FH DL SR B 2R Y, B R 9T H br Goal 1 #J4H1L

AT T HAR Goal 2 #HAT AT HT, Wit T HFFL i  RQ2-RQ4 .

RQ2: A RUCM AR FRESEH ? %078 [0 L B AL 75 RUCM 28 7 51 (1)
AT

RQ3: ZRHETAHK RUCM M2 MAMH? N T &z #, A% HA BT
RUCM ZEFi kTG 3 FOARF A RUCM Fl 37 5t AR Bkng, I LAAE 3 (Mutation Score)
VR Sy I
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RQ4: RUCM ZZ 3B -1 1404 & BFERT 2 RS H e 181 @A MY ) RUCM R
B3 S5 B4 49 A

RQ5: RUCM k[ AE i 5% e P e B U 2 5 FH 2 1200 90 1 B 3ok E 9 H A
Goal 3.

4.3.4 KWHIT

NT R 433 THBHTT AR, %S5 H LIS BARTE S A A48 A R
(4.3.4.177). AT R HT(4.3.4.2 719).

4.3.4.1 813 RUCM T#h

NT RZGAHIGIE RUCM Z8H, A S HE 9 ) R i) MURUCM R, 3E4T 40 R 1
PRt . 1), 125256308 1 i AR RUCM 28 350 T-BI 8 BT (1) RUCM i 28784 (C1-
C9)(Ell Guideline 5). 2), HI T ANKHIE &N BRI Y AE SER AR H o A E 2R B2 (R T
W BT R RId kAR A, ZERIFAX 5 AR RUCM kB 28 8 1) #H 2%
(Guideline 1). #ilt1, % E—1 RUCM HI#L L), 40k solA PRI 3 /> C1 S8 ALy
S5, T solB ARG 1 A4S C1 SRAYBRER S AT 2 4~ C6 AU BREE S, A4 solA Al solB
HIRLRERE —KER, PUONEANTEUE —FER MS. 3), AR ARLE AT LIS A AR RUCM 28 5
HFA R RUCM BRFG2ER, 4Kk HE Guideline 3 A1 Guideline, 1% 5256 126 35 IR &b 8 465 i A
/NP RUCM ZE 1. 4), H¥E Guideline 2, 45— RUCM 28 55 15 B — MR 52 1)
RUCM SREEIEAY, %5250 AN 75 258 18 S5 AU Al R 52 o

EEXE LB, 34T 40T [ RUCM AZFh A B 10— AN 22 535 (Actor): (2B 144 7
W ERL T BN —A Actor %7, SEHSHANZHERESR: MM
RLRORIEG &, BOE RO 2 5 ¥ (B N A — 2 53 EH ). B35
HZIRNZ R R MR ZZ R R, BB RR TG (B EEERS 55 57
KB H5HZ MMM, HHLZ I # «include» B «extend» % & : M K4 1% «include» (&%
«extend») K &, BE AR He«include» (B «extendy i i (1) FH i 16 1 €

EEXTFBLINZ, FEEMBLR JUAJ5 T B AH R RUCM A8 A . %4 —> RUCM
Bk BN K4y S21E4), B RFS-FlowName-Step. %1% < 7 ‘RESUME STEP’:
& U LRI [F15 1) step. &% RUCM 25415 4] (40, ‘TF-THEN-ELSE-ELSEIF-ENDIF’
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‘DO-UNTIL), fEE50AH 1) 5% 434 1 1) (Condition Step). #1%) RUCM HAH H 31
ifA](Action Step): BEATMIER — N MEAR]L AN B ANEA] L R R LANES]
BEAT HLH I BRAE . B P OLHT B BUR B2 B BU B RIE A flid . AEREAT 40 1
AR ERAEIY, RGULHEH RUCM 22751

4342 AT SN

EARBIF R FT SR VPE A R, B, el oF e N SN NZR06 . BEJT R 22 %
PEE AR BRI A, A B AR R R E NI A EE BB R O B R S T L
KA R X MURUCM #EAT P-4l . a2, Bk RGN T318)8 RUCM A2f,
NG IRYEA A RUCM 7 di b i AR B RZ ) RUCM FH L 5, B — AR
FUHREATS B AR E(MS), e MS E T

MS = (the number of killed mutants) /(total number of seeded mutants).

BARYE, 452 — D HOA AR, 12525 RK ] =M F K RUCM 78 dibrifE: the All
Condition coverage. All FlowOfEvents coverage 1 All Sentence coveragel®E il FH i3 5t -

*H&E"J%}E?? Eéﬂ}zﬁ‘/ﬂ.iﬁ% SAll—Condition‘ SAll—FlowOvaents‘ SAll—Sentence° ﬁ‘Xﬂ'*éﬂ
A5, WREME RS B, MSs,, .. ... %R All Condition coverage. i
E’ /fEHqMSSAll—Condition\ MSSAll—FlowOvaents\ MSSAll—Sentence/ﬂzy\jﬂzﬁl\ E*/]?Xﬂ‘mlgqu RUCM
74 o SRS AT VPAL B IR AR v T DA I BE 2 1) 7 SR B
4.35 RS

AN S AT FL 0] 4R 75 A L ) S50 25 R AT 0 Hr
4.35.1RQ1 WERS 1R

RQ1 1% RUCM SR 43S 5e B AT PRl o N 7 IR IXN [)  RUCM 75 3K i
M 25 55 SR [6,117,115,116] H 42 1Y DU i e 0 R T XS L. 85 R E78 RUCM Bt 43
& EE 1[6,117,115,116] 1 #2 H IS FE 325 . RUCM BB 43 2838 N T AN F AR R A 5
FHULE R R Z . AN, 5 Ciik[6,117,115,116]/H L, RUCM BREA AV & L T
Z IR HAA T VA BRI B e L. R Anda I SjeberglPIZ5 H ik
R @ TN U, HJ2 RUCM SRR 43255 T B8 22 A s B 28 8 (4
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Intestability), ifi FLA&F Rl feE 2R ALEA — AN RUCM B840 5K 1 W #f e Lo BB E— 25,
RUCM B 50252 KRGS Tl bruE IEEE Std. 830-19981725%¢ Ui, R4 CHk[116]H
FEARIEARAEBEAT 1 7€ 3, 1H2 RUCM G I 73 B A — PR 4 T SE I 10 € X,
"B B IIE 0] AN R R R SR P E BOR AT PEA

4352 RQ2 RS

AR S R T ) 11 AN S R G G EAR S LR, % 21 IR T RTA )
BAER, MWHATLUR LSS T 6508 AN HIHLAF . W15k 21 fizn, —LedhfgAl ]
DA AN [R] AR S B 7 SR B, — LBk R 2 20 ] DA RS S 1 — AR S B 7S, — LBk
BRI BT 2 AN e T A RE LB, BN, Wik 21 FiR, A RH T REP-ARN-
C1ARL FIBRFERM C1ARL Z[H BB R Rl — X — 1, fEIZER 2 RH T REP-
ARN-C1ARL {1 36 {RAIEE 1 36 NAH, AN T 36 C1ARL SRIGSEH. FHxt
BRI C1F3 5, B AT LME AR 5 5T SWAP-SenBF-C1F3 B SWAP-SenAF-C1F3
BEAT B, HAPAE R T SWAP-SenBF-C1F3 il T 148 /X, SWAP-SenAF-C1F3 f#i
M1 268 ik, Wi#k 21 P

XFTRIRII SRR, I c7ucMl, TREMH AR RE T A R fEiZLR T,
Nk 21 iR, ARHF ADD-SenBF-C9F2 Ml DEL-SenAF-C2F2 AIRAIE c7ucs1
RS

St T HAR ) S BRIESS AR, c2ucsl. Cc3UCS1. C3UCS2. C3UCS3. C3UCS4.
c3ucMl), BJ LM AN F AR R T s . ldn, seieH R DEL-PAR-C2HI 4
# c3ucM1 L.

B AAEZSEE I 219 Fh RUCM 8 = 57410 104 Fhik a8 BG4 T 6508
AN B , AEASRE M R B S Y S 28 /D78 76 B — IR SEBR B A SR 450 7R RUCM
PR S 10 o T FH )
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R 21 SKIRr AR B RO B R F AR AR R BT (RQ2)

Mutation Operator | #Mutant Mutation Operator #Mutants Mutation Operator #Mu | Mutation Operator | #Muta
S tants nts
REP-ARN-C1AR1 36 DEL-AR-C2AR1 32 REP-ARN-C3H1 38 ADD-SenPreC-C6H1 26
REP-UCN-C1UC1 47 DEL-UC-C2UC1 41 REP-BD-C3H2 45 DEL-SenPreC-C6H1 31
SWAP-GAR-CIRI1 4 DEL-AR-C2R1 4 REP-PreC-C3H3 45 REP-PreC-C6H1 6
REP-GAR-C1R1 11 DEL-UC-C2R2 34 DEL-SenBF-C3F1 18 DEL-SenBF-C6F1 47
SWAP-GUC-C1R2 13 DEL-INC-C2R3 21 SWAP-SenBF-C3F1 6 SWAP-SenBF-C6F1 12
REP-GUC-C1R2 12 DEL-EXD-C2R4 4 REP-BF-C3F1 4 DEL-SenAF-C6F1 23
SWAP-INC-CI1R3 16 DEL-ASSO-C2R5 37 DEL-IFELSEas-C3F1 4 SWAP-SenAF-C6F1 9
REP-INC-C1R3 24 DEL-PAR-C2H1 16 SWAP-IFELSE-C3F1 2 REP-AS-C6F1 3
SWAP-EXD-C1R4 11 DEL-SAR-C2H2 23 REP-IFELSE-C3F1 2 DEL-RFS-C6F1 12
REP-EXD-C1R4 14 DEL-BD-C2H3 42 DEL-DOas-C3F1 7 DEC-RFSsi-C6F1 13
REP-ASSO-C1R5 16 DEL-PreC-C2H4 44 REP-DO-C3F1 5 ADD-IFELSEcs- 3
C6F1
SWAP-AR-C1H1 7 DEL-TimC-C2H12 21 SWAP-MW-C3F1 4 DEL-IFELSEas-— 22
C6F1
REP-AR-CI1H1 13 DEL-EXD-C2H6 5 REP-MW-C3F1 2 SWAP-IFELSE-C6F1 3
SWAP-AR-C1H2 9 DEL-GUC-C2H7 5 DEL-MW- C3F1 4 REP-IFELSE-C6F1 3
REP-AR-C1H2 16 DEL-AF-C2F1 130 SWAP-AF-C3F2 4 ADD-DOcs-C6F1 3
REP-SenBD-C1H3 22 DEL-AS-C2F2 91 DEL-SenAF-C3F1 29 DEL-DOas-C6F1 14
DEL-SenBD-C1H3 18 DEL-SenBF-C2F2 39 SWAP-SenAF-C3F2 7 REP-DO-C6F1 3
REP-BD-C1H3 14 DEL-SenAF-C2F2 89 REP-AF-C3F2 4 REP-VLD-C6F1 3
DEL-SenPreC-C1H4 32 DEL-IFELSEas-C2F2 37 ADD-RFSflow-C3F2 4 SWAP-MW-C6F1 3
REP-PreC-ClH4 18 DEL-DOas-C2F2 12 DEL-RFSflow-C3F2 16 REP-MW-C6F1 3
REP-INC-C1HS5 20 DEL-RFS-C2F3 86 REP-toRES-C3F2 3 ADD-SenPostC- 101
C6F2
REP-EXD-C1H6 6 DEL-PostC-C2F4 127 DEL-IFELSEas-C3F2 19 REP-SenPostC- 27
C6F2
REP-GUC-C1H7 6 DEL-RES-C2F5 57 DEL-DOas-C3F2 16 REP-PostC-C6F2 12
DEL-SenBF-ClF1 21 DEL-ABT-C2F6 41 SWAP-MW-C3F2 DEL-SenBF-C6F3 26
SWAP-SenBF-ClF1 6 DEL-IFELSE-C2F7 69 REP-MW-C3F2 1 SWAP-SenBF-C6F3 7
REP-BF-C1F1 4 DEL-DO-C2F7 17 DEL-MW-C3F2 3 DEL-SenAF-C6F3 11
DEL-IFELSEas-Cl1F1l 4 C2UC1: DEL-UC 42 ICR-RFSsi-C3F3 27 SWAP-SenAF-C6F3 6
SWAP-IFELSE-C1F1 3 Total in C2 1166 ADD-RFSflow-C3F3 14 REP-AS-C6F3 4
REP-IFELSE-CI1F1 3 REP-UCN-C4UC1 51 REP-RFS-C3F3 5 REP-toABT-C6F3 7
DEL-RCE-C1H8 7 REP-BD-C4H1 130 REP-PostC-C3F4 130 DEL-IFELSEas-— 12
C6F3
REP-DO-C1F1 3 REP-PreC-C4H2 130 DEL-SenBF-C3F5 8 DEL-DOas-C6F3 12
SWAP-MW-C1F1 3 REP-AS-C4F1 84 DEL-SenAF-C3F5 8 Total in C6 467
REP-MW-C1F1 4 REP-AS-C4F2 169 DEL-IFELSEas-C3F5 8 DEL-SenBF-C8F1 29
DEL-SenAF-ClF2 96 REP-PostC-C4F3 125 DEL-DOas-C3F5 26 SWAP-SenBF-C8F1 6
SWAP-SenAF-ClF2 89 REP-AS-C4UCS1 125 C3UCS1: REP-UCN- 42 DEL-SenAF-C8F1 11
ClUCl
DEL-IFELSEas-Cl1F2 73 REP-AS-C4UCS2 124 C3UCS2: REP-AS-CA4F1 131 SWAP-SenAF-C8F1 11
SWAP-MW-C1F2 6 Total in C4 938 C3UCS4: REP-AS-C4F1 29 ADD-IFELSEcs- 21
C8F1
DEC-TCvalue- 9 REP-ARN-C5AR1 38 C3UCM1 : DEL-PAR- 42 DEL-IFELSEcs— 14
ClH10 C2H1 C8F1
SWAP-SenBF-C1F3 148 REP-UCN-C5UC1 51 Total in C3 765 ADD-DOcs-C8F1 9
SWAP-SenAF-ClF3 268 REP-BD-C5H1 51 C7UCS1: ADD-SenBF- 101 DEL-DOcs-C8F1 9
DEL-SenPostC-ClF4 29 REP-PreC-C5H2 51 C9F2, DEL-SenAF- REP-VLD-C8F1 12
C2F2
REP-PostC-ClF4 15 REP-AS-C5F1 247 C7UCM1: ADD-SenBF- 31 SWAP-MW-C8F1 2
DEC-TimCvalue- 24 REP-PostC-C5F2 131 C9Fr2, DEL-SenAF- REP-MW-C8F1 4
ClH12 C2F2, DEL-SenBF-
C9F2
ICR-RFSsi-CI1F5 51 Total in C5 569 Total in C7 132 Total in C8 128
DEC-RFSsi-ClF5 34 DEL-IFELSEcs-ClF7 38 ADD-AR-C9AR1 41 ADD-INC-C9H4 16
SWAP-RFS-C1F5 12 ADD-DOcs-C1F7 17 ADD-UC-C9UC1 9 ADD-EXD-C9H5 9
DEL-VLD-C1F5 21 DEL-DOcs-C1F7 17 ADD-AR-C9R1 11 ADD-GUC-C9H6 14
ICR-RESsi-ClF6 28 ADD-IFELSEcs-ClF7 62 ADD-UC-C9R2 14 ADD-AF-CI9F1 77
DEC-RESsi-C1F6 22 ADD-SenBD-C9H2 42 ADD-INC-C9R3 8 ADD-SenBF-C9F2 58
SWAP-RES-C1F6 6 ADD-SenPreC-C9H3 131 ADD-EXD-C9R4 8 ADD-SenAF-C9F2 111
REP-RES-C1F6 7 ADD-SenPostC-C9F3 131 ADD-ASSO-C9R5 35 ADD-IFELSEas- 71
C9F2
Total in Cl 1515 ADD-DOas-C9F2 21 ADD-SAR-COH1 21 Total in C9 828
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4353 RQ3 MRS N

N7 % RQ3, ] RQ2 HHERXT 11 A4 B i 1) 6508 AZFIXSANF] ) RUCM 7
5 RS B AR RE AT SIS VAL . W 4.3.4 NIRRT, 1% SIS R FH AR 43 1 Mutation Score
(MS) 1E NP FEbR .

A5 RAE ] 29 HAT IR o MHRTLUR I, T PPN TRIR A R0 B(MS), B H
WLASRR AT LRI IO X 20 H = FOR [ RUCM 78 35 560 . &%t C1d B2 [BkiG, Al
Condition 78 75 br i B 15 5% = 1028 5 43 %0(0.96), 4R J5 /& All FlowsOfEvents 7 i b 1
(MS=0.82), 1M All Sentences 7 i 5 {H AT B IR PR A2 57t 73 £1(0.66) o of HoAth P Sk g 28 34 (C2-
C8), P LURILFEIFEMZE AL . X I i SRR & 5 Fo At Py M 78 5 B EAH EL S, Al
Condition 7 56 br ik GV 51 ke L AR 7= A2 4 SO B — AN 5 1R, RIS 2R 38 2 ()
Wi . UL RIS o, S RUCM A8 5 B0 2 (1 SR R se g 1
R X 3 AN [F] ) RUCM 78 76 BnfHE B AT VBT o B 2 0% (R MS) I R
ool 082 003 093

0.9
0.83

0.81

0.8

0.7

R LTyt

SR

0.6

B
e

0.52
0.5

Mutation score

0.4

0.3

o
e

ittty

0.2

e

i
£

i
e

0.1

defect category

m All Condition # All FlowOfEvents All Sentence

& 29 =FAFE RUCM B S HrvERIAE R 2R 70 % (RQ3)

Eit—0, 14342 gAY, 4% —1 RUCM HIMZ), £XF4— RUCM

74 i b fE (All Condition coverage criterion. All FlowsOfEvents coverage criterion. All

T NIAN > ZE
Sentences coverage criterion), W LAyl it HAGBIMSs, o MSs, s

o BEARZSLI AL 59 UL, At B AT MK 59 4

MSSAll—Condition
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MSs qu-conaition™ MSsauconaition™ MSsau-conaition’ PR AT ARE T EATEAT STt o0 T e A5

367K Vargha-Delaney 481U, Wilcoxon FkA1S L6 7oA i #4Fic Bonferroni™UE I,
Sop X 85I (28 S B AT G i 0 i . b, Vargha-Delaney 14811 H 5B 2 As,
AR AP T FEZERER R, A FERILEIFIAAR [ RUCM 7 o S A= R i)
DL AR B, ENTREMSIUS AR R MU . 2R Ae=05, I A Fl B AA AR
vkRe: Wk Aw>05, M AGEEINLSKINE L FE KRG, R B A E =L
23 R 22 B 75 SRR FE - Willcoxon A 56 #51C Bonferroni 12 1E 77 1 H K1t Hop-values,
MIMHE A fl B Z B GRS ER, Zmk e BEKT2 0.05, HigiE—/1p-
value /N T 0.05 IR A AFAE R FEVER Z R . AN GE i Bl i fER 22 .

& 22 Vargha-Delaney %iit, Wilcoxon #RRIR K AL Bonferroni f&1E, 23E/KFA 0.05 (RQ3)

Pair of the RUCM coverage criteria (A vs. B) Ap p-value
All-Condition vs. All-FlowOfEvents 0.97 <0.05
All-Condition vs. All-Sentence 1 <0.05
All-FlowOfEvents vs. All-Sentence 0.96 <0.05

B35 22 R G145 3] LA HE 458 All Condition 78 5 Fr v b All FlowsOfEvents
7 E bRV D E 1517 (A12=0.97 H.p-value<0.05), ifj All FlowsOfEvents 78 5 AriEZELL All
Sentences 75 i br i i 2 1547 (A12=0.96 H.p-value<0.05).

4354 RQ4 MRS

P30 Jig s 1 S5 mb A S FH ARl ) A1 5 ACFF AT LR3I 6508 A FH DL AR il o A 5+
1515 /™ Incorrectness (C1)ZE M fr 52451, 1166 > Incompleteness (C2) SR HsL45], 765 4
Inconsistency (C3) 2% [y 52 1, 938 A~ Ambiguity (C4) 28 B! (f) sz ], 569 4
Incomprehensibility (C5) 2 [)52{5], 467 A Intestability (C6) M [Ksf], 132 A4
Unmodifiability (C7 257 f#)sz45], 128 4 Infeasibility (C8 57 ff)szf5], 828 4~ Over-
Specification (C9) &% )5,

& 30 rH % S C1 (Incorrectness)fil C2 (Incompleteness)FH v f Sk [ 52451 J& 6508
AR R 2 B . X NI PSRRI R N A R AR S . B, @i
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B RUCM LA [ —A RUCM iB84A). — /N (Flow) B3 /& — /N B 7l v]
PLENZE— C1 (Incorrectness)SEfl . Xt C2 (Incompleteness), @it il RUCM F 5t it
A AR TR B AT LA — A C2 sl FEFRA Y RUCM SR 5r2Kd, C7
(Unmodifiability) 1 C8 (Infeasibility) 75 £ 1€ 2% 55 2 [P iR A50RE V7, PRONIX R SRR 28 2 1 A
REERIN T FOREEA ARG & @, Bl —AN ALY C7 (Unmodifiability)
ST R s S it e Y A FH 38 ) dncludessal <Extend>stf F 34T 4L 2V 2, 55 —Fh
TEIE 2 fE RUCM HBLRLZ) s A 8 H G (1)1 S 4-im (Bounded Alternative Flow) &
RREZANTT LA 3T 145 2 F44:37 (Specific Alternative Flow). 4 T 814 C7 (Unmodifiability)
KR, 75N dnclude>si «Extend > Y (1) FH LA A\ F10] B R DG B o FH 5L A o %1
C8 (Infeasibility) S B4 F)SLAFI G 2, B A [F) L 9008, 75 5 SR N R 2341 1) HL & A
LRSI AR i, FEBHATIE R R G T ROT R A2, 50—l A BEAT
i RGN, 58 A i P e R A B RS P 5 AT I B I, T X A5 B A v A 1k
B A EARYE T I I\ ZR Gt SEIL I A P AT B AN BRI

1600

1400
8
& 1200 1166
>
=
=]
@ 1000
g 938
<]
S 828
> 800 765
—
o
3 569
£ 600
S 467
=
£ 400
—

200 132 128

: B
c1 2 c3 c4 s C6 c7 cs8 9

RUCM defect category

B 30 SEHG A A ) F DLAE R I 20 A (RQ4)
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4355 RQ5 MRS 91

PRI R 0 8 5 A [R5 A A P SR A S SR PRV B 75 A 8. T 2 S
Hf AT — e 50

FEASEES 1, Guideline 1 F1 Guideline 2 #5 Blyie SU I 728 s 3 Bk B A = BRI,
FEAZ ST IR X 43 AN 8] (R R B S B 1) =2 2 (Guideline 1), PRI SIS o f A 3R X
TV AT RIT AR P 520 5%, PIAN T By — A i S 2 8 5 AH S AL BR A . 55
HMEHE Guideline 2, RUCM 28 5 5 A 51 NSERCR R, PRk A HI 25 8 45 AR A7
Wt S HTE AR BT P EFsL, 2SR a DU AR R 0 E A
S o oo oSG o ety (e W) = 1 Gl F #9351
AR:  S= (#of killed mutants) /(# of seeded mutants).

Guideline 3 1 Guideline 4 =227 [EAN[R] i3 it 5 - AE AT R AR O A TR &, 5K
By b Ay DLUABLZ B INAE R SEF . BN BT 2 AT 5E 135 Bhpkoide 1S Lo @5 T &)
AT, H, B RE T DEL-SenBF-C1F1 fl SWAP-SenBF-C1F3 # ] LAAE K
C1( Incorrectness)ZE AL (1) Sfg], SRIHT A P TAERE/N, BINE R T EZMH ML)
Hit % — A RUCM B4, 1A 75 B48 B RUCM i 5] (SWAP-SenBF-C1F 3 52t

WA TG 5 SCRIBRIEZE T, RIVAS [F) S 7R f i o SI2 451w DAE o sk AR 2 ) AR S 372
A AESERS R R BRI E M A AR R S T AT FHRIET . 40 Guideline 5 Frs, RUCM
R TIRMRYE 9 PRSI BEAT 70 ALK Bt , 25 EAIE R siER,
Guideline 5 A Bl T HhIEAHM AR R 5 7. Biltn, r RS2 seith i 7 Z AU Incorrectness
AR IE L], A4 R TS Incorrectness(CL) % B AR 7 5 F (A 5 Fan 4
TCI R,

4.3.6 LI TTie

DeMillol™ 0155 1 St t T AR e A T B, AATTR IR IE ) 2 — 20 58 BE 1 A e S5
T R AR S A R E IO AR SRR F PR I U R G I G AR LI AR S
B F R SE AT AT AR S A0 AT B R D B, T T X FH A 0P 6 e A F 32 T ey N X
(RI P4 7V B o A 2

RUCM &R 5H 2 556 RUCM GBS B i1, H2 B AT mT o A T Atk g FH
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AR, A3 RUCM FH it P (1745 S B 7 W) DA B4 P B LAt ) UMIL FH 0 BRI o s 5t
RUCM LRI 78 S 7, AT DA A HEAT 2 3 e ot e e i A T Ho At iy FR R
K RUCM RIS AE BE T I S0 224 A 6 B U L0 BEAR (14 SCRBF ST 384T T R Gidk
FIVR A HEr IR T IS fp i FH M T R

IeAh, ARSCHEH A1 RUCM A8 5 571 5 4EHLH]Z ™ K846 Tzt HAZOPL™!
A IEEE Std. 830-1998121(¥y, ix Pyl il i ] LAFS B HARG 78 2% 2 £ X R 58 (A 78 1] e
SCHAHRAR R o SEERAE R R AR 8 ) RUCM A8 55 B ] DAJSE FH 31 A (] 485 )
ANTE) 53 AR FE I PR RS, T A 2 1 R o A S SR e At B (e P 22 3 AR AR A
ARSI A T 6508 AN AR R IR o5 T — Al BRI 25 (C1-C9).

4.4 HHME X
4.4.1.1 WX S H7

— NI SSIERT TC A R B AR A - SR A RUCM 22 5 3R BEAT T LAy
I Al e SIS OB TSR EREE o A2 BARSEgR i Rerp, A3 T = GIaT e, —
Aok B AT 15 ST S S i TRE DT B B 56 At R i S . e HARIIESI, %
TAREIREIE 7 TAV B RHIARE RUCM BERY, SR 54134 AR RUCM BRAREI B £ 2
A, XHEIEK RUCM BRI 1L, JF HARRIZ AR 2 Tk TREIM AN . I,
AN BIE ) RUCM A I AR BN AR R R SRR o R AR R STk B, 1
FARFE AN HR A RUCM BEAT A, TR B3 FLEUR I8 3o I BT B - 2
FIE RUCMBZIPRAE %l th4h, FEBEAT R NRS, /E# ™A% 184 RUCM & 545 5
TR (4.2.4 757) AT B KRR PO 8E S B0 A1 7 SR BRI B ARSI

4.4.1.2 REBXE 5347

SR R TR B AR 59 S HDL, EATRI R R B R A SZ IR, T
RSN SER T BB ML R IR M SR R SR AP Sk, ks
TCIERE NI 5 SR B BEAT R 421 o

4.4.1.3 FIL XS 7

N TPl RUCM 2 57 i Rt RIRES A 201 X 70 =R AN Al ) RUCM 78 5 5K
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i%: All Condition Coverage. All FlowOfEvents Coverage. All Sentence Coverage. =236
KT A2 5 B (Mutation Score(MS)) 1A R tkF 11 b5 . BAAUF, & 56 BT 59 4
FHC B FH AR o 58 RN, R JE 0 g — S AR A 29 70l K = AR ) RUCM
7 i NS AE AR N 3 5%, et R A SRR MSAE . iS50 ik
T 59 AL, RIS A4 RUCM B fi Sl =47 59 > MS {H, IXAFmtn] LA
EATHEATGT AT o % SIS AE ™ B ST o B R S o R AR #E AT gt A
Vargha-Delaney 4tit77i%. Wilcoxon #&F14s 4 [F] I #5 FC Bonferroni 12 177 548 FH R 70 A
¥4k, Hrh Bonferroni & 1E F vk A T34 £ FE L H Wilcoxon AN 563 [91 ) p-value #E
ITAEIECABI RS | R G0t 4k, MRYESCHR[131]1946 5, Vargha-Delaney Ziit 1A,
RN T 5 Wilcoxon RIS 56— A2 KX Ge v 45 SR IEAT BE 47 HO R RE 1t B

4.4.1.4 SNERIXURE 53 #iT

A RPA LRSI 1 — MBS B2 SeIeaf e iEAI . Zsede R
TS Tk FGMA, TR e 2 50 Ui IR 85 AN IE ) T A R 548 . 8T, IXFER
SRR A BEAT SUE T FUAR B I . BeAh, B 1 MBI, iZSERE R 1 9 N AH
I SCHR S 61 Y LAY RUCM A2 57 57 BEAT AR i o AESRES T, TEie /e SCHR = )ik
re Tk sfl, ef# SR — SN Lie.

4.5 xR TIERIITEE
4.5.1 TZ 5 H/ZF MR

AR S5 43 b S i S5 R A R TSR I FH 81 P A 5 P A T PP 1 — P AR 1431
AR S Ay Az R T R AR S ROVRAR S P (RUAR 7 AR Rt CRLL Javal*el,
Adal*™, A5 S5 43 Btk N 2IFE PP 20 U B, RIREZ) 50 B AR 5 (Specification Mutation) 4],
#iltn, 7ESCHR[48]H, VR 1AL = o A BRI AT FRARSHLBEAT S0 AIE . STHR[44] 2 510 32
S AT B R SCRRZRIAR ,  SCRR[441 B 98 W B F0 85 0 T2 7 22 S PR B 96 282 B ) A 24
AR R 2 . R BT C 5] NEE T B RS AR TR S0, SR, H Hi
FESCHIR P IR VA B0 LR (38 S A T BOR

B A RE AR BE A8 S B RO FE AN [44) ik s 48 8 — MR Fp, —4LHI R i)
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ARERF ' (AR 2 5 T 0 SCRAZ A S AR i o 28 1 A e ip $hAT — A~k
BT, Hh BT ISR P p i 2 1B . BEIPAT I . AR KB T AT 1
R SPATp A RA—EL NI L ARIE . A5 B (G iR AU AR R 5 Bl
) 4 A A ) L AL ) SR SRR PR T AR T 1A R

SAEG AR T BRIIE A, ASCREAR 23 B B DU R R, AT R G4
QUEA F I OLEREE, SA SRR ANFEIRSE T RUCM . R GL VP 81 BORBEAT 21 2
PPt FEARSCIESE N, — AR — N SR € 7 SRR A DU o T A [R] ) 2
T RUCM [ I VP 8 B i 47758 0 A7 ol 172 S 0k b (1 Il =

4.5.2 FUEBIR T KRR 7T 3¢

Anda F1 Sjebergt i H — TG A5 51 2 1 (] 132 R B TS A FH VOB RY o PSR
AT BT T T AR Y 25— Fh R B 2r R 7 2 B/ (Omission). AN IEFf(Incorrect Fact).
A—% (Inconsistency). it (Ambiguity). %145 . (Extraneous Information). i@ s K ix L&
R AR FEAR S 2 FH BT AN [ 76 3R AT B A 2 ) FH L sk P 2R 2 SCHiR[B] %0 HY 1
—PhERBA NS, R 428 3 A P B R B SRR, BE S PhalptttTIsE A KR 5L
ARBRAR A R B T IX PR B A HEAT T 484k, a0 A SCRREITIR, 18R 4328 R 3o
BURLLI TR AN B oA 5 AN FH AL . 7ESCR[116], fE & k4 IEEE Std. 830-1998725E X
T MR RE R R BT HORVEE, et T AW B E A R AR — Bk
(consistency). ¢ %14 (completeness). 1EAfi 4 (correctness). AR (unambiguity). 7T 5 iE
(verifiability). TJ &k (changeability). Ii&#z(traceability). fL5t4(prioritization).

2i L PTiAR, Denger01% \GBAEFRUE IEEE Std. 830-19981245 H T Bk 432K, (HAMH
W 2R SCHUBH RS, BF 703 &R 2 Fe A T4l A T AT, NS5 BN T
TSz . Bk, W RAER R 285 12 58 L RUCM R 73 2K B — Al R 5% . Anda
A Sjeberg £ESCHR[115] H 2 R BLBREA 73 S5 7] LLE 2 % Dengert™ 145 A2 H i8R i
G IEERT UL ) — PR . Cox[O5E N DL K PhalpM %At A1 & B (BB 43 S50 =T
FH LA ) A SCAS S P 0 SCAR R o SCHR[116]FH [115] AR A gt 43 B A [ 2 284 [ 3 ot FH 6
J5T B ) S A T AT BRI B 4028, T SRR [6 A SCRR[117] 52 M iR IR ) A B2 5 X T — 2R3
B PR FE bR o

AT R RUCM F LR FE 7 2R N4 i R 404k, 2 "™ kg fE Lok rdt 1IEEE
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Std. 830-1998["2%f RUCM A BUIEL AL BEAT (¥ R Gufb & S, RIS A4 T R STk iy 7t
BORREAT RN 2] RUCM BRI, [Rlitk, RUCM BREE 7RG RS 1 SCRRBT
FE IRk 23 ST AT LAIE T MR FH A EY, 1y HLAT X RUCM B e 4s i T
TN E AR BRI SR AL o

453 {#FH HAZOP 6| T 2E T

HAZOP & —Fh RGMINTE, CA T E KX ML N BIRE AL 5 g A7 28
BFHAE R Kim S ASEABA BRI R 25 [132] h VELT  1)3R TA AT X Java ZmFEiE =
S E ] HAZOP R GuAb 015 Java 28 55 5 71 . 7ERF AR 25 [132]9, 1E& %1% Java
FEF a7 10 4~ HAZOP X4#=%: NO. MORE. LESS. AS WELL AS. PART
OF. REVERSE. OTHER THAN. NARROWING. WIDENING. EQUIVALENT. HHait
KRBT RAE[T3] P E L FE AR T, )5 =R TR Java g i 15 5 Hrikit
1. KBt NARROWING 1 WIDENING HIsRALHE Java 2 Fp At B0 T2 MR, BT 7]
PGy B RN AE B R, B Java O B8 ‘private’ . ‘public’ i H o ¢
EQUIVALENT - TP 5F A8 A

A# RUCM ZERHEFHIGIEZEE T4 RUCM BRI TR K™ 0 Mg i, %
HAZARDUSI TV A v o i 3 A4 56 88 7 (NO+ MORE. LESS. AS WELL AS. PART OF.
REVERSE. OTHER THAN)R ] |4 —A4> RUCM HE R ST BEAT 00T, SR 5 HHE AH N 1 7
S AT ) RUCM AR 5551 F

4.6 KE I

BAF TR MR T8 RGO BREE . 7 R VPE BORE S
BIF FEUE Y AR — Tl ff O 7 SR B AT SR, FRAE ML SEEk i) 2 A o Bt DL AR
JoN T SEER R 2 A A — R 3R iR RGU R K AGINE, B HOUSE R P E R
FRIBTE T RBIE T 27238 (S R o SR, 5 B AT ER) 2 AT ST P A 7 A P S 1 )«
1) kDR R G R I SR R BRI 1705, T JE ik 2= 1 R A AN [R] A 75 SR VP e
BRI RN 2) F 2 Fher X OO B [ 2 il O wREE 7328, JF BEDRHRE— AN aRFEIe R
B A DI 5E o XAEA AT DLHER € SR RE 5 I 48 ATTTXH AN [R] A PP 8 SR AT A 2K
Pl o
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ARE R T —MEHRT7E MURUCM FH AR EaR ) R, di i TolkdRifE IEEE
Std. 830-1998 HHAT KRG T, & LT —ANEE LB () 4T ) 75 SR BR B 0 2K .
o AR EAE Tk AR i#E HAZOP X RUCM MU R #EAT 708, B 7 — &5 RUCM 22
SET UG F R TR . 5, 25 T — A5 A DG g SR AR R
o ANEE MANIE I ATUEIE ] T A RS RRE Y 2 A TR B 9 ANSTHR ST B H 1
MURUCM J5 i AT 0 IE , SE50 25 5 TR - 32 tH A 7% SR BRIE 4 25E F T RUCM A i AsE 2,
A R RUCM 8 e 54 0 X 73 = FAS [F] 1) RUCM FH 037 55 A6 USRS
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SILE R TAMCUE B BN R R DU Sk 05k

#58 ETHUERYMRRZFANAAGREZEGE

A B I TT H bp R RN AE 75 SR PP H A (AT I TA) L AT 4 N N 0) A IR A 1
SN, WRER G S bk £ I i — 5 E P, WIS R A& R AT RE2 1)
BT RIE, PSR SRUPE I8 o N T RGX AN Tk sk vl 1, A 75 385 R FH 4
T ZRE M T (Search-based Softwre Engineering) /7 1555 e #5 4k, Jy— M ALk £ )
R R T R I 3 D7 VR EAT 7843 AT RE AR RO, A BR F SIS T2 (Empirical
Softeware Engineering) i) /5 1A B TSZUERF 7T (Empirical Study). ARFEHNFHLAUT: 5.1
XA B AL I AT VAN A s 5.2 FTVELIIRIR T BT AR AE e RN I8 R S )
RUCM H#ty 51757 SSRUCM: 5.3 TR i 4k J5 LAk 4% )RR AT T Xdb g S8
TN R AR 5.4 71 R OR FH SR AT 5 ik ik T S 450 N SOk S5 K 4 H
) SSRUCM BEAT 2T IPFAL ;s 5.5 FIXMAHICHIBT L TAEEAT X ELAp s 5.6 RS T A
B EEALR,

R ESEH I S B 715 SSRUCM AMUE A THRER RUCM RSB, R
3% T RUCMART LRI (55 2 &)1 rtAspectRUCM FHILRE T (5 3 25), {EAE K]
73RN EATTHEAT PR X ), TS EATEPR N RUCM H B

5.1 fft 5 inE A R

A T SRAE S A S ARG (R i by 3 B 1) € 1000, V00 A — P U A
IR SRR o 38 F BIAL TR R s URS A I SO RliR AT A7 Rt &, FH U
RO T RANL PR 1 —Fh BT AL A ) AR T 300 — DN OU AR T RGeS € %A
TH—RIEHEAT R, BiE T RGNS 2 58T BTN RFE TG X
TS, HaEENERERTREH 5. B FRE T — e %41
RGAT BN 7 5110,

FES RS R Dok sk, — AL BLS KB L S 4, Rl 2
RYRI USR] 7 KBRS «Includer . 3 E«ExtendIny 5. X FHELRE % 4
KEEAE (Safety-Critical Sytem) I A IR A It i, KN 2% 4 R B B 7 >R A &
ALEERT 7% B FR Ge D) BEHEAT 1l AR IR [F) I BE I SV % B M e W AR T BO AL B, X 28 5
W T 1) A L 2 A AR LI A i IR (alternative flow-of-events) Bl i =
437 (exceptional flow-of-events)!*31, 78 Fl it BREN R 4547 A A, R 3% Sl i e
P75 SRV o B e g N, FEN TR SR IKB It (requirements-driven testing) Fl Ji5 452 1
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BAFTF R G B B S RERR AR D0, St 2 A S (il S U M = T sRVF o @
WA R ORAIE B 287 R B () — A D6 IR AR Y 4 vz B 7 SR VP
[13513619.12) | = 7 55 SR VT o LR AT 50T i v) B A R SR IR EAT B 152, AT He i f7
TEM 7 RER AT IR AME Z U, FERT 5 USh T & (Market-driven Development) (17 5%
T S8 TCVEAEA BRI AR (B R1RD N 77) A %o BT 1) 7 SR 0k 52 7 SRV |, T
AT Bl 2 B0 43 T SR I AT VP 6 (80, 17 a8 ) o v B R A 40U & R I 2 00 3
e ACHU AL SR o X T ] a2k A 2 F) 5 SR (FH V0 3 550) AT i 5 SR PP o XA [ R AT
70 H AR AR

AT R FIRBRAR, AR SCHE S —Fh B B4k AR AL R ORI D i ik
B —H 7oK, N F LR RVPa T RIS B R . FEAFAIEET, FHoRE
RUCM s 5, Bk, AFFEWIR SSRUCM B 75 R R H i3 50X 3 A ARAE A) LS
B

5.2 SSRUCM BRIgE&IFAE

AT — P T AR AR R BORN R 2R SR E I F 3% 563 #5077 SPBRUCM . (simiilarity-
based and search-based use case scenarios selection approach). S*RUCM ) 3% H #x & 7E
DL 5% 0k B R S FH 0 37 s B R ARV BLURE BEAT e /M DU B8 % IR W] BE 22 1) 5 SR
Bao 435E—4> RUCM HHZL, HI ™ A AN [A] FH 0 35 PT e B8 — Lo AH [R) 1Y) 75 SR i
1EF)(RUCM step). BKlitt, 787 5k FE I 18 b b I8 L6 75 o 41 7T BE 22 10 75 K 3
REF R oA B T R IVE 2 M5 KRR A TR R SSRUCM 5%, AR5
KL S IR AR R 1 BPMNEY (Business Process Model and Notation (BPMN)) Ff-7£
5T RUCM 5 KPFH FIEAEE T, X RUCM FHGLEEAR . FH 37 sl 430 A 100 V1 A 2 1)
2R R AT A

w31 faws, EEARAET LI B = AN R . S — N R RUCMIBIR i st
B H H 7R A S AR £ E AN, 20l iR B R R A R SR RN RUCM
LT RUCM 7 SRABEMREEAT HE4N R . RUCM 5 T — AN E5 10 I A DL R IR AR
A—Z2 5N FEH RN RUCM BT RIE R H 2R TE 5 75 SKILL) e LUgE G BRSO 1 5 3255
ML T SRARA F] UML 23 Hr A2 (an UML 25 BRI A 491 1 B 342 . RUCM 7E 3
IR o R R SR 20, S E P A B B A UML A3 A 2] S p AR
H 24 sl A 5 T A R CE 36 E . RUCM SCRE = FiAS A (1 FH 10 3% 55 A= SR

105



SILE R TAMCUE B BN R R DU Sk 05k

i%”@?%%(AII_Steps coverage criterion). {477 35 (All_Flows coverage criterion). 2%{4
5 (All_Conditions coverage criteria). W& 31 fr~, iZd F2 =B 16 2 RUCM A
MR L5t 2k BE AT DR 56 — 3 M08 = 55 7 VA REAT 4

Create RUCM Use Case Diagram J Generate RUCM Use Case Scenarios ]( ------- |
O—»[ Create RUCM Use Case Models 0
Specify RUCM Use Case Specifications ] é @

RUCM coverage criterion

Requirements Analysts

RUCM use case scenarios
RUCM use case specifications :

@ Select RUCM Use Case Scenarios

the RUCM use case scenarios are ready

ﬁ Q—b{ Configure Similarity Function H Configure Search Algorithm H Perform Selection]
RUCM use case scenarios

e N A
.......................................... > the scenarios are generated

S3RUCM

the number of how many scenarios to be selected (e.g.,

0/ 0/ 0/ 0/ i
10%,20%;30%; .. 90%erofitotaligenierated scenanios), similarity fucntions search algorithms the scenarios are selected

selected RUCM use case scenarios

8—-{ : :
thE selectet Sasnatos are Feaay Conduct RUCM-based Requirements Inspection

Requirements Inspectors|

& 31 SSRUCM ¥ (6EF BPMN #Rici%)
Eﬁﬁﬁﬁ‘]ﬁz?ﬁﬁiz’i(ﬁﬂ“I‘Eﬂ%ﬂj\ﬁ)ﬁﬁﬁ?UT, M E B AR RUCM 5 5t i £ H I
ZR R KIS FHAA S AR, ZdEd SSRUCM B35, SSRUCM K H
FRACLE R HONHT T S F DL 3 55 Z TR A ARBA PR AT THERL, R A8 F A R SR He ~ T 24 A
A NI — 2T 5 o N T RRDRIX AR IEFE ) R, A SVt IR S 1A L o
FH i R 5 (fitness function) LAFE S R BEIE A 04T . N 7 XTHRIIE R0 T
ROEAS, AR BAR JLRHE R AL Genetic Algorithms (GAs).  (1+1) Evolutionary
Algorithm ((1+1)EA). Alternating Variable Method (AVM). Random Search (RS). 4[]
G BAE 5.2.3 WWHHATIIA . Forh RS 3@ #4¢ HAE“PPAh B4 FH LASGIE TR AL 1) ] A
e MR ER B 00, RS A R R A b BRI, Dy T R g s R AR AR, A
SR PR J\FhAHALARE BR %4: Counting function (CNT)), Jaccard Index (JAC)™9, Gower-
Legendre (GOW)*9, Sokal-Sneath (SOK)!14%, Normalized Longest Common Subsequence
(NLCS). Levenshtein Distance (LEV)™. Needleman-Wunsch (NW)2421, Smith-Waterman
(SW)IHA . DL E AN FEALRE SR BORTE 5.2.2 T RHMT IR « R EVEBEAT U M 2 &
AR FH R A e D A1) 4 10 A e 43 e 434490, R, AR H PR SCRR IR BT 08 1
F 38 ZR VI AR AL E BRI BN T FH 3 S A A a6 9 1) AL

N 31 s, e — R FR R VFE, I8 PP N SIRAT . AEA ST T
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K SEIEHF 78 (Empirical Study) (#7524 SSRUCM (A 8 MEBEIT WAL, AR AE T4 H
— PP EAR PR R AR . AR SPRUCM  SEEIL I F 5 3% e 387 2 T ASE 21 AS [ 11
SRV U732 b (4 ad-hoct371461 checklistl47 L4481y, 4 SR 55 5 5 B3R 47 B 2 (O F S B8 AIE
DU 78 FL AR -2 24 (cost-effectiveness). A T X S’RUCM #EATH R00FAS, SRS H R FH 2
F.Z FEAR 1) MURUCM 572 R e A0 ) 61 2 &b 75 SRR

5.2.1 Bai4E K RUCM RRin=

TEARSCH, —/> RUCM H L3 5l 2 — L2 57 3047 11 RUCM ##ii& i 71 (RUCM steps),
MiXLE RUCM $iiR 15 H) R BB il RUCM AL — AN AT . —4> RUCM H L5t
HEeM RUCM [BEARIRIFIG, & 7] B 22 25O [F] [ RUCM &3kt (5B RFS Je8),
B AGR [ EA 45 (5 B RESUME STEP J¢), A TE &k A 45 ( ABORT
KB AR ). I 32 FE 33 JEon T —AMEH RUCM J5 vE3EA T H5 1A 1 FH 5 “Validate Pin” o

[58] Model Explorer 52 BHE T = 0 | [OvalidatePIN g =0
> Validate PIN - Zen-FUCH Use Case Specification

< extensionPoint (0)
¢ stereotypes (0)

Use Case Hame Validate PIN
Brief Description The system validates ATH customer PIN number.

Precondition The system is idle. The system is displaying a Welcome message.

Primary Actor ATH Customer

secondary Actors | Card Reader

Dependency Hone
Generalization Hone
Basic Flow Steps

(Untitled) ¥ Card Reader sends the ATHM card information of ATM Customer to the Systenm.

iveFlows
4 = SpecificAlternative (altl) -
IF The systew recognizes the ATHM card THEW
b ¢ rfsSentence

b o postCondition The system reads ATH card number.

1
2
3
P ¢ steps (3) 4 ERDIF
5
6
il
8

I i= BoundedAlternative (alt2)
b i= SpecificAlternative (alt3)

The systen proupts ATH Customer for PIN mumber.

ATH customer enters PIN mmber to the system.

% include (0)

\II@Y

The systen VALIDATES THAT the expiration date of the ATH card is valid.
The system VALIDATES THAT the ATH card is mot lost or stolen.
Bl Properties 33 El Conzole = 8 o The system VALIDATES THAT the PIN number entered by ATM customer matches the ATM card PIN number maintained by the

= - system.
EE :

Property Value 10 | The system obtains the ATHM customer accounts accessible with the ATH card.

description 11 The system displays ATH customer accounts.
name Validate PIN 12 The systen prompts ATHM customer for transaction type: Withdrawal, Query, or Transfer.
Postcondition | ATH customer PIN mumber has been validated.
Ol —— '

& 32 A Validate Pin B RUCM B3KR#iiR (RUCM FEA )
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[ug] Model Explorer 53 5% Y= 0 | O ValidatePIN 3 =8
CModel (ATM System) e f—
modelElements (10} .
— 1 ELSE
(& Withdraw Fund Flow
& Transfer Fund . 2 The system displays a warning messgae.
& Query Account 1 3 The system sjects the ATH card.
| validate PIN| T " ABORT.
4 Apply Stereotype 3 5| moIT
' Update Element - -
... ATM customer PIN number has not been validated. The system is idle. The system is displaying a Welcome
3¢ Delets Element Postcondition | oo
Move Up
Move Down Bounded RES 7-8
) Alternative 1 The system displays a warning messgae.
E  Open Property View Flow
[ | Open with Specification Editor o 2 The system confiscates the ATH card.
RBORT.
4 Calculate Scenarios Diversity »|[xy  ALL CONDITIONS
... ATM customer FIN mumber has not been validated. The system is idle. The system is displaying a Welcoms
7 @ BriefDescription 1 ALLFLOWS featconnienl
4 ¢ alternativeFlows (3) = ALLSTEPS
i= Speci rative (altl)
Specifi RES 9
b+ rfsSentence = ;:iﬂ 1‘;,
| —— = e 1 IF ATM customer enters the incorrect PIN number three tines THEH
ow
. 2 The system confiscates the ATH card.
= alts' v
] Properties 23 I =] 9 AmORT
@emm ~ =
Property Value 5 RESUME STEP 5
description
— 6 EDIF
name Validate PIN
Posteondition ATM custonsr FIN muber has not been validated. The system is ldle. The system is displaying a Welcoms

& 33 FIL Validate Pin ff RUCM F&R#iR (RUCM £i%¥)

A RUCM H it #B 24 % Uik —A4~ UCMeta 52451, RUCM 5B H & X1 RUCM
H{FL KRBT (1, DO-UNTIL, INCLUDE USE CASE)R FH —Fh &5 ¥ 4k [ 7 12550 75 R 4
R R RS BT SR R . JE T RUCM AR rh oy 8% (5 113745 /2, RUCM
SCRFUL T = M7 i H B 42 RUCM FH L3755 : 42 %% 1478 55 (All Condition Coverage).
S AE 7S 7% (All FlowOfEvents Coverage). 4 i 1) 78 75 (All Sentence Coverage).

4251478 7 (All Condition Coverage) i & Fr 7 51273 3L ) RUCM S5 A4k 5 ) #i 4
B BT 20—k X+ OUE T AL/ 4 (i DO-UNTIL), RUCM f£4
F L) 5 2 ORUEIE AR GE K R AT DABIAT — IR Bl x ¢k, Hordr x J&—Nal e B i) IR R4
TEARSCIISEIGH, x #ikE N 1, RIPAT—Ik. A FHF 7 ii (All FlowOfEvents Coverage)
itk RUCM FARFAMPTA B & ki 2 8 s — K. X T — M5 Uit (specific flow)ak
F 4 5k (oounded flow), BT 7 87818 F](RFS flow step), fF{E<r=4— PN E A4
RUCM 4} 3. X T4 & (global flow), RUCM £x4t%f RUCM EA, ik — MG
BB AR R PRI 20 32 o 45T )78 75 (All Sentence Coverage) B {4 AT () RUCM #3181 #5 i
Ban /b — ke LU A5 SR Ok A T A il A 48123

5.2.2 HHILEITE R

FEARSCT L H, SPRUCM RH 1 8 MASE R ARLEE T S e B, R I e A 1T 1E
YA . N TR RAER I AR RS AR B TR, AR E B RUCM L
Validate Pin (& 32 A1/ 33)F L B~ w4~ 3% 5

® Scenario 1: Basic flow step 1 (b;)—>Basic flow step 2 (b,)->Basic flow step 3
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(b3)—>Basic flow step 5 (bs)—>Basic flow step 6 (bg)—>Basic flow step 7 (b,)—> alt2
step 1 (alt2,)—> alt2 step 2 (alt2,)—>alt2 step 3 (alt2;)

® Scenario 2: Basic flow step 1 (b;)—>Basic flow step 2 (b,)—>Basic flow step 3
(b3)—>Basic flow step 5 (bs)->Basic flow step 6 (bg)—> Basic flow step 7 (b,)-> Basic
flow step 8 (bg)-> alt2 step 1 (alt2,)—> alt2 step 2 (alt2,)>alt2 step 3 (alt2;)

BE—2, KA BRSO  S AT A0 B R G

® S, = {by, by, b3, bs, b, by, alt2,, alt2,, alt2s}

® S, ={by, by, bs, bs, bg, by, bg, alt2,, alt2,, alt2;}

5221 ET&EERIMEIERE

BT 84 B AEALLEE 85 3 (Set-based similarity functions)) 32 i N T HdE 23 4, H
AT B AN 2 JEAFAE A 2 I EEE N R R 3 FE MY, FEARSC R, S RUCM L
Byl LB — A g, mE PRI RS — RIIBFHATE RUCM 7 KR 754
(RUCM steps).  H: T4 HUARABLRE R B5CFE T SRR ALLRE I I A5 i 1) B vh %A o R
HIR, iR — Ao B 2 DO BB S — . T RUCM AL 5035 (5K
R EA KN AR, 2 RUCM HI S @Ry E )G, MR TR .
FEFE TR IR T, ASCH 5.2.2 F5h 4ty RUCM HIGLZ5% Sy A1 S, 1AL i
BN AT EE WAL KRBT R, S S, AHRENTRES
{b1, by, bs, bs, be, by, alt2,, alt2,, alt2;}, S; MKEZL M S, FIKER 10.

A SCHIWFE Tk EL T Counting function (CNT)I39L. Jaccard Index (JAC)M. Gower-
Legendre (GOW)*01, Sokal-Sneath (SOK)M401 [0 b A [a] ) AR ABLE 57 68 ﬁDI@K[MO]
TR, JAC. GOW. SOK & i H 9 F T LB X R A AHBUE R 5. CNT J2&
FEWEFE AR [139]Hh B F i 1), BBt R BEAT M B ik £ . AT CNT Btk
—NE IR . BT AT IR LI TR S AR R AL EATIAAE BT 3R B B A
HUHL, XA S T B ARABAE eR B ] R R RN R o AR SC R A B2 T8 5
FEACLESE bR 5 A FH R e e FH 491 P e A1 A ) R 1451490

» Counting Function (CNT)

CNT 2 M SCHR[139] i %K 1K), 76 SCHR[139]7 CNT # it ke Hhric T R4
(Labeled Transition Systems) TR HEAT BT ELEE . AR R ) CNT & XHE4T T HE
e AR EPAHE R TR S R ERFAKERHE. 424 RUCM HiLY,

S Al B, CNT iHE AR
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|AN B "
(1Al +1B|)/2

KA j|AnB| 2 A fl B ZEMITRNE, P RUCM H B 5% A L5 (1 AH 7] 1)
RUCM steps; |A|fT-iH4E A FERITCER A4, Bl RUCM AL 5P S BAS [ B RUCM
steps [F18 8. 12 LS, FIS,/ENHIN, CNT(Sy,S,) = 9/ ((9+10)/2) = 0.9474,

> Jaccard Index (JAC) [**°]

JAC S 24 A0 T

CNT(A,B) =

|JAnB| _ |A N B|
JAUB| |AnB|+ (JAUB|—|ANB|)

> Gower-Legendre (GOW) [240]
GOW mJ LLEAERE JAC [—FAsfk, Hab& AW F:
|A N B

JAC(A,B) =

(2)

GOW(A,B) = 3)

|AnB|+%*(|AUBI—|AnB|)
> Sokal-Sneath (SOK) [240]
SOK & JAC {75 —FpAetk, HitB A

|A N B| A
|JAnNB|+ 2+ (|JAUB|—|ANB|) )

JAC. GOW HI SOK Z[AJfIX HITE T B AT B X T AN A P AR T (R
|AUB| — |AnB)KIBUERIARE. Hd JAC /& 1, GOW &£1/2, SOK & 2. XIF Akt
[N, GOW [ARMLE BB KT JAC IIAHBLEZRUE, 1M JAC MIAIALEEEE KT SOK
(IR BB BUE LS RIS, N3N, | S US, | =10, |S;NS,| = 9, JAC(S, S,) =
9/10 = 0.9, GOW(S,, S,) = 18/19 = 0.9474, SOK(S;, S,) = 9/11 = 0.8182.

SOK(A,B) =

5.2.2.2 & T FHIRBILE R

Xof 35T 2 AR AL B i (sequence-based similarity functions), AN AT 214 241
G o6 B AT AR BRI R B B A e SO — AN R AR ) — AN P S T R R b
e, HrhgmfEa oA, Wik, S5, 5ITEE WAL REAR, B
Fe 3 P 0 3R R 0 R B 52 IRHOHS 2 5 i AR AULBE BB 1R 55 . IO R B Hamming Distance
(HD)MoOLZ —Fit 25 44 B2 T~ 7 SR AR AL BE v S ek B, R, & BRE SN R 1 ) 20
SR, Bk, EIEASH RUCM ity st # @t AN G, AR ER RUCM
MRS RS A FEEH K RUCM #5RIEA) . 2T 4meE g, Al s mi s
Fe 5 e R VEEC AT 22 ), R 45 51 0 3 ANUURC AT 2t 1T AH L PR AR LA FEE iR 00t 7 4
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NP AN BEAT RRALBE T B . ASSORF T DUANAS [F] F0 25 T 2 51 AR BAEE )i .- Noormalized
Longest Common Subsequence (NLCS). Levenshtein Distance (LEV)[*Y . Needleman-
Wunsch (NW)[42 | Smith-Waterman (SW)[*2, LEV. NW. SW 7EA Y15 B aadil )iz ff
F, BATTILAE AR A R 00 4 (e B D49l K A 4L 75 %1 Longest Common
Subsequence (LCS) & —Ff F T 1 2 P54~ 7 512 5 A SR I BRI, JEF K A dk 7
J¥ 5 LCS, AICE X T Fr itk 0 i K 2 3% 7 /7 %1 (Normalized Longest Common
Subsequence (NLCS)) FH LATFE AT A RIAAEEEE . X 5 T2 T4 & AR AL BE eRi 4,
fig | AN AR TR 7 —> RUCM ALY 55 BTl & T A = Kt
AL E [ —MEA I 2 IR I

» Normalized Longest Common Subsequence (NLCS)

REKALTFFH LCS & —RA MBI Z F@, et Z AT AYE R
o LCS FFAERTFPH A AURAE A S B K. O 18 LCS Al LLdH T
THEA IR EE, A0 LCS #E4T 197 8, RIFR#EAL ) LCS (Normalized Longest Common
Subsequence (NLCS)). NLCS ## 7€ X A: LCS HIKE 5N FE 5 F 5K BRI ELE . NLCS
HITHRE AR T

LCS, 5
qar+18n7z ©

Horf| A8 Bl Tt RUCM FII7 st K, BIRE T RUCM /R itik 15

NLCS(A,B) =

f), LCS,, 183 LCS HIKE, Hilsastin T
0 if i=0o0rj=0
LCSyp (L)) = { LCSup(i—1,j—1)+1, if A;=B; (6)
0<i<|Al0<j=|B| max(LCSyp(i — 1,)),LCS,5(i,j — 1)), if A; # B,

HorbAZ NS A B AT RIIRES, By R B j A F R TE
A, 0 F§ AEGIE AT B IR . (BE LAS AN, AT F1, TILCS (Sy,S,) =9
HEKAILTHH LCS: "by, by, by, bs, bg, by, alt2,, alt2,, alt2;", Ft, NLCS(S,,S,) =
9/((9 + 10)/2) = 0.9474.

> Levenshtein Distance (LEV) 41

LEV BB B8 58 XOATE T 51 % o 72 B Al — 08 6 (R o 3 AN DL IRE) B0 HE AT — 1K
T3 e NV E AT 2 4 BE B 38 i — AN e 4, FEAR SO, 458 A RUCM A i 5
A B, LEVyp(a ey MIHHHEAXMT:
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LEV,
0<i<|A|,0<j<|B|

1+ LEV, G j—1) D
1Ai¢B]' + LEVA,B (l - 1!] - 1)

max(i,j),  if min(i,j) =0
.. 1+ LEV,p(i—1,j)
@)) = min{

\

€ LAS, S AERHIN, S, E—AS A NITE bg’s Bk, MK LEV
FEE A 1, BRES, AR RS, B 1 S, e A8 S, 2 /D BT — IR dm R

> A RFHI T 1 Needleman-Wunsch (NW)[X42

FE 3 L F T AN B P 2 1R 0 3R AT VD RE LR 921, 5 31 Ll ko 3002 14 H A
& R I — ki N 51 i) T 3R B AT 22 B E AL K 77 T A 45 E o B0l W] bk B KAk .
LU BB PR RAE TR IT RS TR LS JosR 8, & Skbr B2 F 51 1A
UEBUE . 45 75 it E2:(Global alignment) 2 5t i N S HEAT B& AR LL X, bl i
2 A8 FH B B2 Needleman-Wunsch (NW)R42, 2 Sedst NW i R b A ERVE R B ¥ B
Wr: JTERILE +1, JTHEALER -1, TR -1 NW BIREERE F E LT

Firjjo) =7 *dwhere1 <r <i; Fojq = c*dwherel <c <j;i=|A|j=|B]|

Frr_1j1c-11 + sim(4,, B.)
F[r][c] = max F[r—l][c] +d wherel <r < i, 1<c Sj;i = |A|,] = |B| (8)
Fijfe-11 +d

H A f1B NS, Esim(4,, B.) Xt A T HIHr MUTTEM B B if%c
AN TCEIR FIX AN 0 R VSR EUE BCE A VLR EUE, d RoESEHMETHE. AFB
I AR BUE R R Fryyyy » BUAERE F oG — IR, T2 AKE, j2BIK
FEo DAL, NW A URE s e ST
NW, g = Fjjj) where i =|A|,j = |B| (9)
HKAU, MLl S, A1 s, YENEIANFS, NW(S.,S,) =8. HikiF, ZidNw £F
LU 5 73 2000 7 AU R AR

(bl,bz,b3,b5,b6, b,, —, alt2,, alt2,, alt23>
by, by, bs, bs, be, by, bg, alt2,, alt2,, alt2s)’

HoA & WAUCEL (BT, by, by, bs, bs, bg, by, alt2,, alt2,, alt2;), —A>25&k(HI,
‘—’ bg) » ENAILH, HFINW(S,S,) =((H1)*9+(-1)*1 =8,
> JREF A LT 7% Smith-Waterman (SW) (142
JRi B P 51 EE T B H AR AN N PP 51 B A 1 e 7000 5 300 e A% A5 8 K B X B R
—H T JRERFE A ECR SR R 8] 4 R R ) 8T R 510 R S ) e K R HUE
Smith-Waterman (SW) M2V 2 87 F B )32 IR 3 L BvA D42, SW IR E AR R F s X
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I
F[r][O] = 0 where 1 <r< i; F[O][c] = Q0 where 1 <c S],l = |A|,] = IBl;
Flr_1)c-1] + sim(4;, B,)
Fyj[e] = max Fr_qeq +d wherel <r <i,1<c<j;i=|A|,j=|B|(10)
Fiyjie-11 +d

£ SW AL FE F of, AR TR M BUEAGE AR TR, & R BUE 2
B e OB, BLIE, SW ROAR U B RO B A 2 ST
SWyp = max (Fy) where i = |Al,j =|B| (11)

1<r<i,1<cs<j
i 2 ARKE, jR2BIKE, FEANX (10) & X,
1B E BAS; FIS AE AT T H, SW ELXS JE 433 1) 5 5 AR T -

(bli bz, b3, b5, b6' b7, - altzl, altzZ, alt23)
by, by, bs, b, b, by, bg, alt2,, alt2,, alt2s)’

HrAp & IUNICE(RI, by, by, bs, bs, bg, by, alt2,, alt2,, alt2;), —PEE(EN, =,
bg) » A AILH, HFHSW(S,S,) =(+1)*9+(-1)*1=8,

523 BRARRFEL

FEASCHIWE T, Wi 31 Frow, 25 — AN AR A AL RE s B8ORU EE () T 75 SR VP
ft) RUCM HIUL s i m GRS BT A s s i — A a4 b, IR B il 5%
TsedE), MREEE WA bk HEE R m —HA R, JFE
TRUEIX — 2 103 5P B AEABL BB BT AT REA B mo AN T3 S g i 20 & v
ANEIIB—2H . TEHE TR A TRREISU ST, 18344 5095 Genetic Algorithms (GAS),
J€ 11 53 Hill Climbing ATiE4L 325 Evolutionary Algorithms (EAs) 2 & i FH T fi v A4k
W] BRI, SPRUCM 8 F X S5 B3R A o P 00 e e 36 1 e o 45 78 — A BRI AR B
JERAL, SPRUCM SCHEDUFRIAS [F) (48 22 b AT -7 e i, 3% 23 LphAg ik
JEIR T ASCHTR U R R0k, eI BRI R T

> T EARE J7i% Alternating Variable Method (AVM)

AVM  1ESCHER[152] H e 5 AR B 2 — i T AR AN [8] B 3004 TR ) gt ) Jmg
RACBARES, AVM 1N H LR — A 1 B, AVM IS 2225 8] AL P i — A
RLUA SR B RIS (R 23). fER R R T, AVM S B
MR ERITIREEE R . B — Mo TR R R g d, 2o
TG R IBERFEAE . R RMRRERE T, AVM BT F—A o=
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B AR A TG RHR 7E B — R R 5, & N2 B 0K [ U8 I 15 21 B0, AVM

K B — MR ST R R.  &a, B3RS T s OURE R

{H B BA A ZRAF IEARHE(BI AN, S R I8 R B B KA R I [H]), AVM i 45 S8~
> FasE 5%k Steady-State Genetic Algorithms (SSGA)

AL 59 Genetic Algorithms (GAs)MS4 & 52 iK1 8 & T P2 A 1« B M SCHR[155] % it
5 AR R, AR SR 2 B — R A R B o AR SRR T =4
BT 18R ATCHAR S . BT AR R G @M R A ENg , AR SR AT DL AR 2R
[156],  Generational Genetic Algorithm (GGA), %53 AR A3 1K) A B AN R 1
S i [FN Fr s, Steady State Genetic Algorithm (SSGA), ZH Rt ES, A,
TGS R R ik 85— N B ASHAE U T & ARER A B e 2 AN, AR
SCHFFEH R T SSGA TiANE GGA #EATSHIERT 7. FUUAHELEL GGA TF, SSGA
B /D ()T B (R AR — VSR 0 22 AR [R50 47 ) R IS8, A S [y SSGA i
K H simulated binary crossover (SBX)'% #%f ¥ B 7ML W48 5% polynomial mutation
operation™Sfe ) 7 (1 7% 1 a2« R AR LU A RHL 7 7% F S AR B FOoRAIE T —A
FAR(F 23). TEIEBESCBENT, SRAHEF L85 T rank selectiont 0] i i FH] — b ¥ &
AR (RO BRI h e 22 TR 1) . 3% 23 18 7 SSGA I & 2.

> (1+1)#Hb 5% (1+1) Evolutionary Algorithm ((1+1) EA)

(1+1) EADSH 2 —Fh BAAMAI LR . (1+1) EA 2R A 5 A S il —Fh AR
&, BRI S MR, T HEARHASEXE . (1+1) EA MR (RIS
R B P AN A R, Gl R FEA LR E )T IR A R d R, AR EE AR eE iR
Hh I A SR REAT AR S R AR ME— I — N T, BE T AR R B
IFE R FARIIME—AMA . 3R 23 #i3R T (1+1) EA M R 2.

> [E#HL#%Z Random Search (RS)

RS 2 M S R EIE . BRI H) A8 2 () Bk i ik U7 58 0T 3R [ml B A8 2l
2 BRAS B 08 N P SR BUE I 7 % - RS AR HASF A OL M RL TR
5 ERIE ST — IR . RS W B I AE R4 M DAL B 5 R 098 R S0 M R
5 3 [162.163]

* 23 WUMARBREZNHERR

‘ AVM ‘ SSGA
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Repeat until the stopping criterion is met | Sample a population G of use case scenarios

Randomly select a set of use case | Repeat until the stopping criterion is met

scenarios: A(Ai1, Az, .., An), m=|A|; Choose Offx and Offy from G
Let itr:= 0, i:=1 (Off,,0ff,) = Crossover (Off,, Offy, Pc)
While (itr < m) do Mutate (Off,, Off,, Pm)

let A':= exploratory search (A, Ai) Off = Min (Off.,0ff))
X y

if fitNess(A') < fitNess(A) Wr = Worst (G)

let A := A%y ditr :=0 if (fitNess(Off) < fitNess (Wr))
else Wr = Off
let itr:= itr + 1
let i:= (i4+1) mod m
(1+1) EA RS
let Pn := 1/n; mutation probability candidates= { }, list of use case scenarios
Generate randomly an individual E. best = Double.MAX, the smallest fitness value

Repeat until the stopping criterion is met | Repeat until the stopping criterion is met

E;:Mutate(Ex, Pm) Select randomly a subset of use case
if (fitNess (E,) <= fitness (Ey)) scenarios: randSet
Ey = E if (best < fitNess (randSet))
X

best = fitNess (randSet)

candidates = randSet

FEASCHIBEFL, IR SCER[L63] T #R M8 1, RS 4t I AE R 2 FH DL B A 48 R 4
%o AVM BN R BOR AR UL, 10 SSGA A (1+1) EA MIAARE 2Rttt
IR XA AR R AL, RS 19 b A dE, Bl 25000 (R ITRAL LA

5.3 IRERMALIBIRRRIFL N E X A& R B iR 2

FEEE TR TR, A TR A R 8 R BoR D 2 BAA ) T
R i) AT 347, W FA AR — MR R AL R @, SR 5 PR XA 2R AR e @ T A B
FRIIE RLRE BR A AR TR X B J7 TN 5.2 542 H ) SSRUCM 7 V2347 AH B2 (1 [ i« 5.3.1
X SSRUCM BT B R (148 2= Ak 1] BB AT VEGH I IR RO 2008 s 5.3.2 TR T AH M.
P38 L JEE BRI T

5.3.1 # R R EX
Z/ANTRIR T WK RUCM H I3 e e B 1l @ Atk e SO — AN 2R 0] @
5.3.1.1 EAXA#ZENX

L BH#R . W 5.2.1 THTEER, RUCM FBLEM 52424t T — AL i
iR . RUCM K H UCMeta JeB B 1T Ak 7730, #—A RUCM B R AL il — R 471
UCMeta ) CHLRS S, AT S = Fh AN [ 4 26 77 20 RUCM Fl i3 5 B sl A e B
fRHih, 45— RUCM WM Zucs,  ucsw] LI 4E— AR RUCM L 54
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&, HAmE— RUCM Rt sl T — RKFFHATH RUCM 75 R4 IR 54
ANTE ) RUCM I3 5crT el & — e AH IR 1) RUCM T3 KRR 1EA) . BE IE B Hm AR
T I BT FRIFEH 1) RUCM HBL % E, SPRUCM ¥ H #5/2 W BTA 1) RUCM H
s EA HHE EmAS, I HARIEXmAS B0 50 T3 AR BE B =2 /M. 1
S*RUCM 1, H#¥r RUCM Mt st sEmRA T RCE 1. Bl 45 @ —MucsFAH
L s S s bsiE, HAE R RUCM H LS i S U il e 1Y), BUE fEn. W3R H
bx RUCM Rt 5 8 s fem, BIFEZ Mn > RUCM FH LI 5t ol £ tHm /N EAT 75 SR 3P
i Hm < n, 4 SPRUCM #454: hn RUCM FI L3 5t 3k 356 Hm AN T AR DL 501 A
/N RUCM M5t EARSCIISIERF AT, Fm Sl A s de it it — A B A
F°NUCS’(5.4.3.3 1), B©RRFTAR RUCM Hi Y 5o s 8o E 43 L, B 10%. 20%-
30%-. 40%. 50%. 60%. 70%. 80%-. 90%. AT XIWRH, 4 R LA
AR

X 5.1, SNycs = {51, Sz, ., 8} RE—N RUCM HL 554 4E—1 RUCM
B AJucs, SNy KBS WIEAE RUCM 78 5 bndE (BRI, 4261478 55 (All Condition
Coverage). 4= 514971 7 75 (All FlowOfEvents Coverage). 4= 1% )74 5 (All Sentence Coverage))
HaIAR, Hn R RUCM FI s R EcE, s — M EEH RUCM HLY
o — RUCM Hi 5ts il 2 — RVIIFHATH RUCM # KR iEa) . B TANFE )
FABLY 5T RE AL 5 AR ] RUCM 75 SRR 154, Bl[s; ns;| = 0, BRIk, X —41 RUCM
FUL 7 S AT AE — 52 AU K7, 76 SBRUCM AR FARALLEE BR 3 (n, LEV. SW. NW)
KT

BN 5.2. SimFun(s;, s;) X MHLERE, EHRITEAAZEH D ARFK RUCM
F 3 s Fils; AR BB . ZEARSCIIEFE T, S*RUCM SRA T \BICA 18] (R RE AL EE iRy
¥, Hl, SimFun € {CNT,JAC,GOW,SOK,NLCS,LEV,NW,SW}.

SEX 5.3.1. 45—/ RUCM FHILI S48 & SNyes,  B—MIEFE T AT LU b E X
Hsol; = {s1, Sz, ., Sm}> BlsoliZHM DK E SNy HH RUCM H g s b B

SEX 5.32. SOLy, = {soly, soly, sols, ..., soljsor, JFNFA RS TR. BARDE,
25— RUCM H#L L ucs, KAEANF RUCM 7 i AriE =42 1) RUCM 37 5
SNy es R 1, SOL kA2 BT A A LE ] LLIS N, o HIEFE Him A RUCM L3755 1 1%

BRI G4 . Hoh|SOLy | FOR AT AT RV, B11SOLy| = (WNuesl). i 35
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A AR R 75 R AR R T7 AAE R UISE AT 07 BN, AEASCI SEIERT
g, R — A REIE RS EE N 310 A~ RUCM Sty & bkt 31 4>, B

me=3wmn=m,(?Dz¢wmwuw,ﬁ%—&#ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%%@,%ﬁﬁ

RIS ZRTT RSO Ly, PR J7 R BAT IR R A P47

5E X 5.4. Similarity(sol;) T iHHIERETT Esol W FIMEEIE. & extsol;+
% RUCM MO s d AT AU T 5, 985 73X BT 1 Dl 550 B AR AL BE BqE v
FFYME . AN AR A SUAE 5.3.1.2 BEAT HEATIRIIE

53.1.2 BREFEAFERIMEX

BT ULERE X 5.1-5.4, XA HH RUCM H LY sk 8 i @i T an s e Ak
MR 25%E —2H RUCM HBLY 5 SN s M H brEEm, (AIFHEmANHY
52 5TRPH), MSOLy, FHERE—AMEEIE 75 B soly, LB 2S5 AR B0 BUE ) e /M-

V sol; € SOLy,: Similartiy(sol,) < Similartiy(solj)
5.3.2 &N R

NTHEMBR SR EEEFE RN S, T5ERE A 1% 3 ) R T A L AR
FERREL. AFTVEAN R R WAy SSRUCM il RRE B B A s X 5.4 Tk
Similarity (sol)) VI B LT Fsol, W FRIMLEBUE . HVEgrE AR T
YIS YR v SimFun(s;, sk)

T
SimFun € {CNT,JAC,GOW,SOK,NLCS,LEV,NW,SW} (12)

Hrhmig BirgiE, Bim = |sol;|, RAFEEFEMD RUCM Hl 55575 RiTE
B SimFunfUR T A RARLETHE R ELG s s, RNk 7 Esol, TE R AR
RUCM H ¥ 5¢.

AN ARABLRE o1 B R B0 % B AN R EUE YE L, o CNTL JAC. GOW. SOK. NLCS
IR Y [ 2 [0.0, 1.0], NW AJ LR [BHAFAT ) 4 £, 1 LEV A1 SW AT LAIR [ AAT ) T2
B AT AR F(L4), FH AIEAS [FARBLEE ek IR [EME BT AR A S —
FLZ13[0.0, 1.0] &1L X FhbREAL S5 » stdSimilarity(sol;) iR [B]E{E ek o< I35 B 75 Rsol;
(RSP SRR ALL R e o 3 E BR ) B 1 e SO FE TR

EFXF CNT. JAC. GOW. SOK Fil NLCS X SEAHMLE iK%, EERH 15 1P
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PR R SR, PRI e R A HUE Y FE#R 2 [0.0, 1.0]. &% SWARMLLEE i 8, SEfs ]
AR Nor(x) = 1T [ i P43 AR LA 2 B0 (B AT AL o

£ %t LEV, ﬁi)ﬂl 0 — Nor(Similarity(sol;))%} LEV 1R [FME AT AL, N LEV
3R [BHE R AR — 4> RUCM HIBL% SR e 5 1 — A RUCM L7y 57 B A FH ) /N B
YRS R LEV 3R (a8 88 K U P A 450 37 S5 RO AR UL B )N o

EEXT NW AHALER 2, SR 2 2 (14) % NW R BHME RIZ) 2[00, 1.0].  NW ) Jiidhikx
[Al{EL AT DASRAT A B0, 055 708, 22 IR, JF B NW 3% (B R8RS U 15 B P 1~ RUCM
FH0 3 SRR ANHRACL . D 1 A4 L8 3 R H0{E AT AR A PR AR ABLRE B B0 [ 48 HEAT EL L,
RT3 232 B KK BBV L2 [0.0, 1.015F FLAE L/ INBRET 22 S(14) BB vt R0 NW i
95 1R [l B HE BEAT R L, IR T AR HEL B EINor (x) = i[lﬁ"']o Hpk#hik, 0.5-0.5x*
Nor(—=Similairty(sol;) ) NW R[5l ) B E £ $(0.0, 0.5); NW 3 [H] {1 IE %440
fE2140.5 + 0.5 » Nor(Similairty(sol;)) #H£1%(0.5, 1.0); /5, % NW [5G IR
[FIME 2 0.0, JUPREAH N R L bR B0 BB R 0.5 B & X (A3) A1 A 20(14), 7T LA

DR BT B ARABLRE BR HS 3R [ F) {0 B 95 L2 [0.0, 1.0] 5 . A8 AR Bk R i B A AL 8 vy
stdSimilarity(sol;)

Similairty(sol,), (CNT,JAC, GOW,SOK, NLCS)
{Nor(Similarity(soli)), Sw) (13)
1.0 — Nor(Similarity(soll-)), (LEV)
stdSimilarity(sol;)
0.5 + 0.5 x Nor(Similairty(soly)),  Similairty(sol;) > 0
=140.5, Similairty(sol;) = 0 (NW) (14)
0.5 — 0.5 * Nor(—=Similairty(sol;)), Similairty(sol;) <0

B 3 L RO SO AR(15). A5, &R BRI TR SR EER
W—4H RUCM 5 P A U BB 2 /N, TR E 48 2 R v o FH 2 R
AR [ R /)N 5 B 224 T PSR % 7 ST

Fitness(sol;)
_ {0.5 405+ (% +stdSimilarity(sol)), (1 <DN <mi2<m < |SNus) g5
0.5 * stdSimilarity(sol;), (DN =0)

HF SSRUCM FHEE R Em MR RUCM Hisza, ARA5)H it T —FiE

S 8 4 [F)— A sol, PP AEAE B [ RUCM F L7 5% o 45 %€ — > RUCN HILLZIS Ny »
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mie Hip8E H2 < m < |SNy|» HFHmZRERSE, Blitmie 7xE)s Fsol; F
A RUCM ML 5ts; %R, B|sol;| = m. DN 41175 Zsol, P HTH I E
S 1 RUCM HIIZ5tR B/, DN = m — Different(sol;)) HH Different(sol;) s&sol;
FHTH AR BT RUCM L7 s 1A B 10, — ol 154 23 4> RUCM Jl 275t
Hrp 4 15 4 RUCM HIGL 52 AN FI D, IRADN = 23 — 15 = 8. @31 5| ADN,
H—uﬁﬁ — MRS A B FR AL S B AR R R Y, X Esol, PRSI E R
) RUCM 37 5l 22 4 25 5 B0 Ja HOGE LS s BB . te4h, SR 5 R
) RUCM JHSLS 50355 T Resol IR N 55— FRIG T3, B 0.5 FRANEN0.5 « (= +
stdSimilarity(sol;)))# . WAXAS)FR, Wiksol BEFHEEN RUCM Hits s, NIAH
N7 ()38 FH B PR BUE 22 0:00.5 + 0.5 + (— + stdSimilarity(soly)) VH AL EE, HUEE 2 (0.5,
1.0]; ilRsol; A EAE K RUCM Uiy 5, WIAH N & ] o6 S0 225 0.5
stdSimilarity(sol))THHEACEE, HUE VLRI AZ[0.0,0.5]. @ik X AT DA 48 25 2 DA
FHEmAAFR RUCM H 3 501 B P BUE /b o AR S0 SR T ) 2515 36
72 I SCHR[165] i 45 11 o

PLik
S

5.4 SCEAF 5T (Empirical Study)

N XA SPRUCM J7vEEAT 42 10 AT S8 IO VP4l A1 3R AT SEUE R4 A2
(Empirical Software Engineering) # ) SLUE 7T (Empirical Study). A< 32 BLBLAE £ i f 52
UECAR TR SCHR [7 414 H 1A SEE BT T3 R (75, 76140 Hh AR S50 0 7T A L) SR AT 7.
5.4.1 TR | AR FEHISLIRHT 7T H AR, 5.4.2 W VEAHIEE 1A 3 ¥ iH I SEIR AT 78 1)@, 5.4.3
TR SRV HEAT TR, 5.4.4 T ULE] T SRIG ) BAASEE, 5.4.5 LR SER:
SR IFHATHR T, 5.4.6 TR LIS HEATAHICTNE, 5.4.7 50 R K #EAT 18 .

5.4.1 HizxBEr

AT H bR — R/ O 5t SCRRE T RUCM A BLITH . T
THUX AN H bR, ATIRH T SRUCM 7%, LUK ER] RUCM H i) s ik £

H—& o HEEIIRE SRR EZ M HmRRE. 27 RH G-Q-M(Goal-Question-
Metric)(*281 7525t S5t H ARk AT R AT AL IR

Goal 1. MXHETRIFE #IMA7HA, LISPAE Y HEr, #10/H A R 3 RERI 2R,
PR LR Z 1957 T, X SPBRUCM A 77774
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Goal 2. MXHEEFTRILE #7247 K, LISAE 9 H bR, HXAR L AR B AR
W, AEREWE 0L, AEREEEFEHK RUCM RRERE SR FMEUE
X H P L = W SR R IR A 777777

Goal 3. MSCHEFTRVRE /905 1K, LIVRAE 9 H iR, #00 RIRE, AERER
B HIHBE T, N R R R E AT I B A 77

S*RUCM i >R FARALLRE bR BOFT 48 2 BE R 16— 4 RUCM A5, IFHEEX
2H FH L5 T LA S R T e 22 (R 75 SR ke o FLrhr 8 FRH ADLRE v 55 ek R 4 R R B
PR, PIEAESE T R Seit o 75 B 32 A& kAT il . A T Wit IF AT 4T 1
ARHATAE, ASCK IR 3 ASSZIHE AT H AR Goal 1-Goal 3 44k & — F 51 (11 SLIR A 7T 17 5,
FEAE T AT TEG ) iR

5.4.2 #ff33[a)RR

AT X SPRUCM JEAT AT ZIVEAl, A5 56 T SE0 i 78 HAx Goal 1-Goal 3 #tit
U0 S IR AT 7T )

RQL: #Xi—FARBIE %, M — YR E %S RS AR, ERBEILFE—
AFHALL) RUCM FH 1547 55 R 75 SRR i B 5% (DDR) P U T SE AN A5 4 2

R BRI & DL (DDR) 1 B AR+ 5 A 2UFE 5.4.3.3 ANYTHEAT IR« IXANBIF 7T Il 758 1 4
TEPEAE T AR AN 0 LR S, BEALAS R B RW o R I EEBaF (R R, DRI,
FLE SRR R A R AL S REN IR R RS AT LG, T T W4 2R SR T B AR (K ]
A — MR

RQ2: &I X4 — R K%, SPRUCM HR A 8 R IR AR e 35— AR A BL Y
RUCM H #4755 5 SR Bk S I 2% (DDR) 9 77 T FR) 28 e ] 2

XA T 0] R BT H Ao A 48 2 s v gk %t R R A I — A, X
AT AHERE © AN 75 SR VP o U7 S v 1 — AN GRS 49

RQ3: H 8 MAHALRE R AT 4 Pl R VLA R 32 M A, WP G AEIE R —
SHASHRALNT RUCM R 1537 550 75 SR Bk b 7 B 2% (DDIR) 15 5 TH 1) 28 e e -2

RQ4: 4t aE—FAHALEE B3, RUCM F3% 50 3 ARAULRE ALK 240 FH 37 S i 75 3R
e & L (DDR)Z 8] ) 6 R & B FEIN 2

£ RUCM BB ) 5 K, 8 — 4 RUCM HIL g st # 42 7 — R AT HUAT I RUCM
TR AR IER), AFM RUCM A st Re & AHE K RUCM & KRk ik,
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A MR, B, 45%E RUCM AL s S HEE R, —H PR IRE RUCM
FUL S Re s A N2 R 2 1 75 BB o 3X NI 9T Il R 4 0Tk i e L . 48
& RUCM FH 3% S s, S A 7008 7 FE R BUE (RIAR R 1 P R ALLEE ) AR 7 ) 75
SRR K B2 (DDR)Z [H AR DG, % DA AR B AT [ %

RQ5: A —FiARALLEE s AN R VAL, BT BOREREN ? L Thackt
5T ORI —A RUCM At 5T & 10 7 SR B 450)

FE Db, Z5T RUCM (10 FH 0 VY o 3 6 75 B2 AE VP o oA (R 75 22 EAT P H 1
RUCM 375 i) A 2) A1 AL A (D IX 2% RUCM 4537 55 i 78 =6 e 1) 75 SR i B 1) A &) it
ITHEE. BRI IE L R R R R R LE 56 7SR 1 RUCM i 5t 2 51T i
3o B, ZHTIT IR BT R VE A B — FRARARE eR B R FE A S DR Hrh o)

5l . <L 5 SRR P X N b & SR
Rt sy e D, T ST S'RUCM MBIk fE, A SCHEH T I F

#(RUCM Hts S &

I 7 1] 7 RQ6

RQ6: 5t i — Bl LBE o BRI R EE A A, B T TE I H 32 (R 1R) 9 K B0
RUCM FH iz Stk 05 %

PR BVE IS AT I (8] B T B B e (Ao A4 1) 38 P RUASE MR e 20T 9 I B R
B SSRUCM 7E Tl SE i A B[] P A

5.4.3 SEIIRIT
AN T2 TR S0 W T IR AN Y
5.4.3.1 EfH5E

AREREI T, T — AN TR EIFN A SR RGN SSRUCM 347 5256 404 %
24 SXLL BRI EAT T R . 7RSI, SO T 21 AMAHBLHRH RUCM i3
7 DU BN UL, 3X 20 ANFBUER B T 21 AN sk BRI nl /. 7E5% 24
i, [RIE25 H T PR AR B RUCM G S A B 182596 R H 1 4 2% 1478 55 Al Condition
Coverage”(5.2.1 F9)AR#EEAT RUCM H st AR, RONIX PR &5 bR E v CLORIE&E
A5 RUCM 43 2R 2k Rl 28 /D38 i — I SR AWM 78 26 5EmE 77 42 RUCM H L
RSG5 5, ONYESEI R e SN 8, BT 148 R SRR 2 R A
[FIFE) RUCM H 3 S S TE N RN . 153K 24, £ RBI, [FRHE
51T RUCM HLIASF 34K B (BT RUCM JEARR BT AL 25 1) RUCM 75 SR AR5 & (17
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BIE )R RUCM 37 5 (1)~ 35 K B2 (B RUCM #5037 5 b B 25 1) RUCM 75 SRl
BRI B EE)

SIS H 1 Tl =B — A CAT IR R G(NAS), B B RAE SR IR Bl ) 5 Fh ¥ AT S
Aoz R ml e B A AT B T 5, R AR ATIE R 48 &, B ITIEHTE K
LA TRAT BN R B RAT 2R I L4 KAT o 1% RATHE I KRG (NAS) B A PRl CATERAERE
I BESRWTHE, A TATE WUT G WTHES: AN LER T8, %
BT E AT RE WUTHE L. — A AT R DI Al R AT, ZEBE T IX AR G
HAb i 24t Integrated Modular Avionics (IMA) systems [T & i fedr, ATH TIL&
VEAKBE ™ M S IEAH 52 1 TolbbrviE i DO-178CH, R ALK AN A . XFEI RSB H
H— RV ES, AR RE . RESIITHE . R RGEBSMERGZ 0 E
AT . FERX R RGN T RIT RS, BT RGIRe T KA, A KEH %
A T RN S A P R A UE AR R E A TS VR IR o Ak, Tk ARHE DO-3321 56t i fi]
1 I T 1) %5 52 4% K (Object-Oriented Technology (OOT)) Az HAH S+ R AT 45 R GE T
R T VEANEIHR AU o BRI, FHOCE R RS B FAT TS AR A AE B 75 DRI R B
THIERIH . HAh—FIET RUCM HIZRARFOR[166] 8% M A T304 Tk Ak - B A5 47
LRI TERER o

LB TV 2R B ) RUCM BB @ £E TSR AR I P B T 22 BT R S8 B«
ARG, KRB TSR — A A & TENTT REGTTRERN LTRSS 1z, e
Fe RGALIHEAT T RUCM HORBIEH, SR 512 TR T B SRS R Tk s
BFFR T AN RUCM FHULEB R4 RUCM FasRIMIZ). N T ilk—2b1546 RUCM fIH
OUREIR, AEF O™ A& EAE RUCM i HY B 5 SR R At 00 DU T D o 4 1 150 43k A
G RUCM BRI A P R AT 568 . VB FERA 1B 2UR 4 RUCM F LA 115
S, i AN RUCM L iR BB e A B 20 i AR AT o T~ FoAth 1 SCHR S 491
YE# R RUCM J™ i AT 40 546 B 7 K 3E1T RUCM BLZ), AR EAT R 46 1
KiE Y. RUCM fRe B RUCM T A (http://zen-tools.com/rucm/Editors.html) 5¢ /i .

R 24 REIKFHHERR

Category Case Studies # of Use |#of Scenarios |Average Length of |Average Length of
Cases Scenarios Use Cases

Real-world Case Study | Aircraft Navigation System (NAS) |8 736 26 23

Case Studies from | Bank System (ATM) 4 221 20 17
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Literature Crisis Management System (CMS) |1 282 32 60
Car Part Dealer (CPD) 3 102 27 18
Video System (VS) 1 36 24 20
Cab Dispatching System (CDS) 1 34 18 14
Elevator System (ES) 3 124 29 23
Total: 21 Total: 1535 Average: 26 Average: 25

N T X SSRUCM JEAT PG, %550 N NAS REGUEEL T LAF 8 AN LT RUCM
TR . JB8h R4 Start System (UCL); - H & Power-up Built-in Test (UC2), FZE i
TR EHEN— RANR& e TR #fmEi2 Handle Faults (UC3) &4 it
KR RS AT P B & AR R AN 2 HdE R A Sample Data (UC4) 1 57 &M% K
WREZ M KATHIE: RS Synchronize with SystemB (UC5) 157528l 5 5 — A%t
LERGHIFZD TAE, NAS fEBCTT ER AU U A B S50 DLORIE L 24 AT 5 RO A2
# Vote InputData (UCE)XTUS 21 (1) & A8 R AR EAR AT I uE ANAL 3 R ohfan HE £ Vote
OutputData (UCT) Wi H5 5 772 £ B RAT H8 2 B0 AT B3 AN AR B s A& 4k ds Transmit Data
(UC8)Hs 25 il e J B Ml A 2 X0 7 W55 R ¢ o

BT CHRIE T, A AN B EL 1SS HAR I SCERZE B . ATM (Automated Teller
Machine)*?®l.CMS (Crisis Management System)31, CPD (Car Part Dealer system). VS (Video
Store system). CDS (Cab Dispatching System)#1 ES (Elevator System). EAKANAuTF,
ATM 2 HIRAEZE[126]H ) —MRAT RS, AR RUCM $ifiik 140 T PUAS -
Withdraw Fund (UC9). Transfer Fund (UC10). Query Account (UC11) #1 Validate PIN
(UC12). Withdraw Fund $iR | — N2 P 4] VERAT K P b 3R B 5 Hos i ok ik 5%
JiRE: Transfer Fund 3 22 41 5 an el 75 Bh 2 ;7 SELAE PG 12 R ERAT TR 7 TR 2R 4T Bk 0 e
MK: Query Account B 2 IR o< H CARITIK Y RBIHIAH S E.; Validate PIN 7
TN ATM % 7 i PIN A HE4T64IF . Capozuccal™4 5 ST 5 VR ZEmliAs () fE WL 3 &
GBI — R BT K, B bCMS-SPL, A SCREEL T H A (i — A L #E1T RUCM H
HAEIR, Bl Communicate with other coordinator (UC13). CPD. VS. CDS 7£ C#R[8,23]
% RUCM J7i% e L SE LI A RUCM R BURERL 1) UML 73 W B Y A58 7R 46 04T T
fili  fEA 2 (5256, M CPD Ak B T =AM FH i : Create Customer Order (UC14). Complete
Pending Order (UC15). Order Parts (UC16); M VS HFik#% 7 —/H#: Check Database
(UC17); M CDS HikHL 7 —AN#: Handle Immediate Job (UC18). ES f&—ANHLEAE
WG, ZRGIK E ISR R KA R 5 3K TR IR “SE463 Software Requirements

123



SILE R TAMCUE B BN R R DU Sk 05k

Specification and Analysis™®, ASCHEEL T =A% : Turn On (UC19). Transport Passenger
(UC20) . Change Elevator Work Mode (UC21). i FH St d#id ok B AN [ () AU R AN
AR AL, AR B s2ie o EATT R AR B DU iR Kkl RUCM #5471 B IR JF R B e
ARG o

5.4.3.2 RUCM EREfEE N

PRURE R BT R T SRV R A, B, 4 er N RN NG e im %
SERTVT R S5 R AR S, AR B 1) S0 R MO NI 7 B R AR G ) T LR SR VPR 1
AR SSRUCM JEAT VAl . Bk, ErotetxbEEcr RUCM AL, AR4EEE 4 FHE i
RUCM 25 S M B AR B SR AR 1) RUCM 75 SR B, X BEZERE 7725 (1 RUCM L
Y S A AT R EE; SR5, (4 SSRUCM F 1537 S 30k 438 7 12k BOURH 7 F R
YymG: Bn, X SSRUCM ARE—ANSEBI(RE,  — AN AR TRARBLRE o 0 548 = 2
20 E)R B —4 RUCM FdL s, it A& RUCM 77 R EREE 10 20 R AT
X S’ RUCM BEATAE LA VEAl o H TR A vz N 7720, BRI 1) RUCM 75 SR BRI
R FC R R T LAE I, X FEEVEIN AR E 1 SBRUCM IS8l Bt mT Ld s T S

e T 2 _ BORIMTROESED om0 b e b - :
BRI K I DDR T %WEZ/AE)QJM KX, #5 T NLRES

TR VP SRR, R ASE I8 R TR AT N TR R PP e .

AICE 4 T —F RUCM 2B R HTHI 76, AR S bR X AN 77561 RUCM
TR . H AR, — A RUCM A8 At /2 A8 RUCM 748 53 5151 J5U4A 1) RUCM #5
RUBEAT B — U AS A, AT AT LB — MR 2 ) RUCM J5 Rk filan, 18] 33 i,
RUCM £ i3t “alt]” F A N3 S R0 1E A RFS 2°F T35 B “altl” & MIE AR A 58 M A
SR . GG RES 28U RFS 37, 0K 4 SN SREHR, MR B EUE I
RUCM #Z1 2 JR 561 RUCM AR ) — /M8 Hh . RUCM AR 57t B81 0 i ™ kg 1870 Tl
bt HAZOPL®IXf RUCM AL A (¥ % AN il B 3R AT RR AT 53 . 74k, b
RUCM 78 53 B (R & A8 FH #0227 A — AN HE B (1 RUCM 75 SREBRBE (91 G, SR 1
Ambiguity. ANIE#ATE Incorrectness), A RUCM 75 SR BRI i U432 ik i Tk A
#E 1EEE Std. 830-1998L7 2R L At (1 AF 7 Fc R 1l 7 117

NT ZGALIAIE RUCM 28 544, BIVEN RUCM 7R EkEE, RUCM 28550 #T 7 ik

3 https://www.student.cs.uwaterloo.ca/~se463/
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MUuRUCM %5t 1 — Z A B3 -5 00 P 3 1) A L ) R By N SR o I T o) ik AR S 3 v
HAR B PR S«

1) ¥ RUCM [ 75 KRBk [ 8 ORI 4 28, i 56 A4H M ) RUCM 722 7 5 1-(Guideline 5).
FEIZSER T, I AR RUCM 2R 51, X T ) RUCM /3 SR ERFE 7 A1 1
FH L5241 - Incorrectness (C1)+ Incompleteness (C2). Inconsistency (C3). Ambiguity (C4)+
Incomprehensibility (C5). Intestability (C6). Unmodifiability (C7). Infeasibility (C8). Over-
Specification (C9).

2) HTIZSEE R FFANENIE 5 MEANR RUCM 75 KR ERFAFE TR Hh i E 2%, Rl
TVESRE TP S0 1 75 SRR ISR P st il sk, RS i IR %A X 7 A FH) RUCM
i R R P 1) 2 ZEE (Guideline 1) #iltn, 457 —> RUCM HWALZ), RA177 HEsol, B
T 34 CL ARGk paS, 7 Fsolg B T 1A CL 7R KGRFESLFIAN 2 A C6 7R Kk
S:, AB44KHHE DDR, sol, Msolg IRRE R —FEH) .

3) MAFEFMREE B RUCM R[5, & r] LU TS 2 A RUCM A2 5 5101 i AH B Y
SE], %SG A e AR AN EEAE R L RUCM A8 3 51347 S2 491 61) 2 (Guideline 3 and
Guideline 4).

4) &SN Guideline 2 fii7n, 5 —4> RUCM 28 A& # 6 M iX — M 2 i RUCM 75
RRFEEA . AL, £EEH RUCM 2257 551 I AN 25 FE T BR 55 24K RUCM 22 74

# 25 o g T RUCM A8 57 55 R HABIEE ) RUCM S g S 431 )
o L, B RUCM SkEgHS 2 H —MEN ) RUCM 22 7 55— IR a1 1. %
LR IR 4R RUCM AL i A 1, T RA S e R A S R B E R . A
i, TOZEEIH RUCM BEALJE 25 TS ) TARIaf AL i SCER S AE B
RUCM TR i 40 I, HEA s HR A R S BRI AT LR FIE 2 A7
FE T SRERFE BRI . F1oh, %S5 RGAGHI G T AR SR ) 7 KRBk, 140,
Incorrectness (C1). Inconsistency (C3). Ambiguity (CA)#<xis K iE A% .

N3z 25 P, iz SEge s A 1 30 MAF ) RUCM A8 e 1 ML G 1 541 4
RUCM 7 3Rk b S5 o 451 4, RUCM 48 53 5 DEL-SenBF-C2F2’ 15 7R, 45 5E 547 RUCM
HHZ, AT PGE R R RUCM FEAST 31— RUCM 7 SRk 75 7 AT g1 — > A
TERENE(‘C2F2) I R SR BRFA S o izt , SSLEIE 7 541 ARG IFE o T
9 FAFEIH) RUCM 75 K okEE 7 2E: 80 A “AIERAE” T KukBESEH]. 76 e Rtk
i SRR P S 53 AN — T T SR GRS 48 A BORI I 75 KRk S . 39 Ak
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DLER R 75 SR G B S . 83 N AN 75 SR ERFE L] . 21 ANt PAME o0 75 SR B 22
71 N ATAT TR BRFESL] . 70 i B 3 IR 75 SR S Fe S2 4] o
% 25 XAHK RUCM 275 T (30)FIEI 2 RUCM BB sep (541)*

Mutation Operator #Defects | Mutation Operator #Defects | Mutation Operator | #Defects | Mutation Operator | #Defects

DEL-SenBF-C1F1 21 DEL-SenBF-C2F2 41 ADD-RFSflow-C3F2 | 18 REP-AS-C4UCS1 13

(MO1) (MO6) (MO10) (MO14)

SWAP-SenBF-C1F3 6 DEL-AF-C2F1 19 DEL-SenBF-C3F1 11 REP-AS-C4F1 16

(M02) (M07) (MO11) (MO15)

ICR-RFSsi-C1F5 24 DEL-RFS-C2F3 7 REP-AF-C3F2 12 REP-AS-C4F2 19

(MO3) (MO8) (MO12) (MO16)

ICR-RESsi-ClF6 16 DEL-RES-C2F5 9 ICR-RFSsi-C3F3 12 Ambiguity: 48

(MO4) (MO9) (MO13)

DEC-RESsi-C1F6 13 Incompleteness: 76 Inconsistency: 53 REP-AS-C5F1 18

(MO5) (MO17)

Incorrectness: 80 SWAP-SenBF-C8F1 12 ADD-SenBF-C9F2 21 REP-PostC-C5F2 21
(M023) (MO24) (MO18)

SWAP-SenBF-C6F3 21 ADD-IFELSECs-C8F1 46 a}jg—zgfnm—c%z 9 Incomprehensibility: 39

(MO19) (MO24)

DEL-RFS-C6F1 12 DEL-IFELSEas-C8F1 13 ADD-DOas-C9F2 9

(M020) (MO25) (MO29)

DEC-RFSsi-C6F1 32 Infeasibility: 71 ADD-INC-C9H4 19

(MO21) (MO30)

REP-toABT-C6F3 18 ADD-SenBF-C9F2 21 ADD-AF-C9F1 12

(MO22) (M026) (MO31)

Intestability: 83 Unmodifiability: 21 Over-Specification: 70

* AR ADD-SenBF-COF2’ G T /M IBREESEH] . Unmodifiability and Over-Specification.

5433 &IHT=E

AT RGN SSRUCM BYRUAR-Ra8, A€ T — RS0 548 & (s AR

B KB E), £ 26 JER T HTE LI AR R X s B E A R [ I R 5.4.2 7
BT BIE I RREAT T A PR AR

MSLAS . WK 26 fn, TEIZSER P SOE 4 AN BRI A &
NUCS. NMTS. SIM 3 1 8 FitHLEE i+ 5K %: CNT. JAC. GOW. SOK.
LEV. NW. SW (Il 5.2.2 7). ALGO & 7 KH K 4 P ZRExL: SSGA. (1+1) EA.
AVM. RS (). 5.2.3 ). %% —1 RUCM HHMZ), NUCS £ E N4 RUCM
s ik Bt 204, FEZSEI R, NUCS RSB IE 4, B NUCS
FIEUE A M 10%F] 90% 418 10%3# 1 . NUCS W& 7 #E4T TR VPe i T/E &, B
S’RUCM A . NMTS 527E AR RUCM 75 SKREREE SR S & . 55T SIM F1 ALGO,
SRR T — AN AL AR B CSA, BRI 8 FRH (LR bR HORT 4 Pt RENER BT 32 Pl 4
Fh, BICRHCSAsi—arcorn—MREER) CSA SEH. B, CSAnw-a+1) paers NW
FAAURE BR BORT(1+1) EA  REVE AL

R 26 EHRFITRBWEIRE, KEEER)

SIM. ALGO.
NLCS.

BERA BEZW BEE 515 iR BER Qs I B 5
ST A SIM CNT, JAC, GOW, SOK, NLCS, LEV, NW, SW RQL, RQ2, RQ3
ALGO SSGA, (1+1) EA, AVM, RS
NUCS 10%, 20%, 30%, 40%, 50%, 60%, 70%, 80%, 90% RQL, RQ2, RQ3, RQ4, RQ5, RQ6
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NMTS 25—/ MRUCMAILILZ), A MRUCMERRERFR 1 | RQL, RQ2, RQ3, RQ4, RQ5
#
CSA SIMFIALGOM i ff132F 241 & RQ4, RQ5, RQ6
AL FV SEH RQ1, RQ2, RQ3, RQ4
DDR ¥ RQL, RQ2, RQ3, RQ4, RQ5
EFF B RQ5
RT SEH RQ6

KA B, B — M AR B2 & N B AR fitness value (FV). TEZSEIGH, 4E—
MR R AR, B — N8 2R B2 1E 5 B 25000 4% 2 HURUG IR Bl — AN R 1 T %R
SRJE X IEATT EATE N L R BT FR | T PV, 455 — 4 RUCM FHLEE A ucs, B
HWRRAEE, FV RS R T

FVinucs, csa) = 1<k11121?00 (Fitness(sol;)) (16)

HrFitness(sol) & 2~ 3\ (15) 3R 7~ & M R AL 5.3.2 1), B FZAKHE 1477 CSA
Hh SR FH (AL EE bR B8R 5577 Sesol IR BRI AR ZH. RUCM #5375 (K1 ~F S5 A B JEE 10 AT
R R I P BRSO . FV 24T CSA HER FH IR M R EATES 1T 25,000 LA G
REEAME.  EZE AT DUE R FV R8P AR (A R (12) 347 115 % CSA
R RLRE AT VTAL -

I MRBAZ R R KL Z DDR. 43 7E — PucsMICSASL], DDR RKIx2H[CSA
S S TP I AT G5 S5 P B30 R N 1) 2 3 5 o 497 50 B P LA

The number of detected RUCM defects of a particular CSA
DDR(CSA, NMTS) = NMTS 17)

Y —A T Rsol;, WA & EFF FRit5sol,F4&4 RUCM LIz 50 P68 & B1
%2 /b4 RUCM 75 3R i e 52 491) «

The number of detected RUCM defects of a particular CSA -
NUCS * the total number of generated scenarios (18)

)5, 4TI AAr E RT H R EAEAS CSA S FH DASR R BT A AL o) J5 K 7 24038 4T
B I8] -

EF F(CSA, NUCS) =

ZNRproblem

RT. 4= Tlme(CSA, problem;)
CSA —

NRpropiem * 100

£— RUCM ML #8224 —4 RUCM R 5t, Tk —2H i iz 55 A
RIS TTREZ 1) RUCM 7 SRBRBE A L T — MMRAL TR . NRyroprem SUARE T FTA 1)
RUCM FI#L#IZ), Tiproblem MBI T 55 i M. TEZTLIHNRyropiem = 21,
KNI 21 4 RUCM L2 (5.4.3.1 FTH13% 24). Timecsa, probiem;) A — IMRFE
[¥) CSA SEHIIZAT 100 K5 (L THFERT [A] . oS i D R EVE I BEN LR, EAR L5

(19)
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NS R VLA 2 AT 100 7k, FFAEIX 100 KPR [ 45 B E NGt i ERIREA, o8
BREEN M B E S 5.4.3.6 11,

5.4.3.4 it 5%

N TR SR ARG B G R B AT RL 2 0, ASCRHE STHR[131] %8 H 8948 S0, A
F Vargha-Delaney 4 it 77 ¥ . Kruskal-Wallist® & & 3 . Wilcoxonl™ % 1 k5 5
Bonferroni®?M& iE Jj7%. Kendall’s-Tau-test™ e 56 147 S0 -2 #7306 45 L4704 . 4
[ SCHR[168] H BITAE 5 1, S50 & S5 F Shapiro-Wil kIS8 36 sk sk 56 22 4040 1) IE A 1
BEATRLI ] L B & G it 71k . SEBe o 2 K- B N 0.05, BI—/MEEA IR IE
A0A5 24 HAY 24 Shapiro-Wilk #:56 ip-value KT 0.05. SZ46 145 ] Shapiro-Wilk 656 %}
FT A s i 8 AR REAT A, 495 Shapiro-Wilk K656 i 45 5 & R 12 S2 56 ) BT A 45 SR
P A R AEZS AT, PR AR S A AR A SCBR[A31] i SR H UL _EARS Seit o
Wriik. A A BB ES i Wilcoxon FEAIHS 36 3% 9] i p-value #B 4% ] Bonferroni &
IETHERAT T IE.

FEIZSES Y, B Kruskal-Wallis #E AT 560} 22 ZHAE AR K HEAT Ge ik 20 M, AT
WEEIX 2 A4 R AR R B AAEREES . i, A THF SSRUCM HERFH 3 R A
I ARE(R) RQ2), FESEEG 1 Je R Kruskal-Wallis BRI %F T S92 [B] (50
HATRES . WA Kruskal-Wallis FEFIAS 36 1 45 S B n AR — A 2 3% 22 53 (Rl p-values /N T
0.05), #RJ5 PG — X 48 Z BT BN LI LA AT LAk 22 5

FLUR, 7E 52589 >R B Vargha-Delaney 205 [F1-F . Wilcoxon kA1 46 F1 Bonferronitt®lp-
value 1& IF 5 51T £ E LI . Hidr, Vargha-Delaney Ziit 5% T it A, At —A
FESHRNE T EZEWMEE T, 48— MEBE R, AT S mANE R E
A B EEEA AT RER ] — /N G R BE B B PV WERA, /2 0.5, IR AN
A ARG, WAL KT 05, 4 A BAEREKLFRE NI, RZ
W B Lk A SRR H—MFRI 5. Wilcoxon FRAIFE IS4 Bonferroni 12 1F 77
R T it Ep-value JHikE AN B HYIR [E) 45 R 2 )02 RAFAER B35 72 7« AEIXSER ISt
Tt KR KT E N 0.05, B, dnip-value /T 0.05 JU i IAA R B 25 22 57

45—/ MHALBE BREL, B0 T A MR FRIR B AR T Esol;, N T W5t RUCM H
DL AN B~ A AEE PV ML AR SR SR P A 28 DDR Z [A]HRIAH G, 2520 ok
F Kendall’s Tau (7) test. Kendall 55 1o B i BB YE BB & [-1, 1], WiRo{E & T 1
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SRR 2 (A7 AE IEAR DM s Wi ofE ) -1 ML Eds 2 (R AP e i etk iR ofii
AT 0 JUI P A A A 2 M ANAEAE AR G . b4, 122 S50 Hh ]It A DG PR A 36 11 2 35 7K
p-value #4751 E p-value /NT- 0.05 NI 2470 ) Kendall #5596 45 B2 5.2 1.

R 27 AL I BB B A B G v A B

RQ Refined Research Question Dependent Statistical Test
Variable

TLL A HEREE RS, RS- MEREES RS 7RV Fv Kruskal-Wallis rank test

ROt T2 &PXHE - MHDUE R R, B —M# % 505 5 RS /7 DDR DDR Vargha and Delaney
T2.0: BIXTRE AR R S, B (% SOER FV =Y statistics

RQ2 Wilcoxon rank sum test in
T2.2: X ADHBER S, A — RN DDR DDR conjunction with

RQ3 | T3: HL#hf—xT CSA ) DDR DDR Bonferroni correction
T4: EFXE—ARE R AL, EHPTE FE R FY A1 DDR, JRil%% | FV, DDR Kendall Tau test

et FV #I DDR Z[AIHIAH

RQ5 | T5: xf4f—4 CSA SefiliTiliH EFF EFF N/A

RQ6 | T6: %> CSA LMl S HAF I IE 47 I [H) RT (in seconds) | N/A

*NIA: AT AT G R

N T B 5.4.2 Fh B EIRF AT RQs, W13 27 FoR, AT — R
I TAE. WSS TAE T A1 T1.2 kit kB2 RQL. ARI% RQ2, T2.1 M1 T2.2 4
B FV F1 DDR P 5 THI%T CSA #E4TVFfl . T3 #istitKafise FV A1 DDR IS LA
% RQ3. T4 HB T RIFAE A A CSA SEHI5¢T DDR KRk HE LAIRIZ RQ4. 4 [H1 % RQ5,
T5 FIRPEAl CSA IZhAL. AE% RQ6, T6 HIKAIEEA CSA S i 4T #4447 it 8] f)
T
5.4.3.5 Geit %

* 28 45 T EHN RQ1I-RQ4 Wit gt stk 56 . a3k 28 s, £HXF RQL A%
T TN Hop: 450 — MU RESIM, KT ENEREE FV, EFE
A HEEREEEEIEREE RS ZEAFEREEESR, G, FVgu(SSGA) =
FVsi(RS); Hyp: 4552 —ANHIMUBERALSIM, 5T FRE RBLZK DDR, fEEm—/ME
RELE SN REE RS ZMAFAE R 257, #14, DDRgy (AVM) = DDRg; (RS)-

EESE RQ2, ALVt T FWRIEAR . Hop: 45— DNHIMUERBSIM, ST iE M
JEREUE FV, BREENLIEZR RS 4, TR —XHEREEZMAFAEREEER, W,
FVsiiu(SSGA) = FVg; (AVM); Hop: %5 5E — MHIAEE BELSIM , 55T Kk b K BL% DDR,
PRBENIEZR RS Ab, B A REEZ AR EEZR, W, DDRgy(SSGA) =
DDRgy (1 + 1)EA).

129



SILE R TAMCUE B BN R R DU Sk 05k

BEX RQ3, HGTHERB U o Hop: WU RERKE AR DDR MM &, (£ X CSA
S 2 MIANAF R #E 225, RIDDR(CSA;) = DDR(CSA;), i CSAMCS AR AL 8 3
FHE RS ) 32 M AHIEE X .

X RQ4, HAUHEMBUI T Hop: € —MABUERESIM, &L REE FV

i KL% DDR 2 [ AAFAE 22 A oM, BT aug )y (FV, DDR) = 0.
% 28 RQ1-RQ4 HIRBAN

RQ Null Hypothesis Alternative Hypothesis
RQ1 Hoyy1q: FVsu (SSGA) = FVg, (RS) Hyq1: FVs (SSGA) # FVgy (RS)
Hy1p: FVs (1 + 1EA) = FVg(RS) Hy12: FVg (1 + 1)EA) # FVg (RS)
Hgq3: FVs (AVM) = FVg, (RS) Hy15: FVg (AVM) # FVg, (RS)
Hoz1: DDRg;y (SSGA) = DDRgy, (RS) Hyy1: DDRg;y (SSGA) # DDRg;p (RS)
Hyz2: DDRg;y (1 + 1)EA) = DDRg; (RS) Hi2: DDRg;y (1 4+ 1)EA) # DDRg;,(RS)
Hyys: DDRg;y (AVM) = DDRg;y, (RS) Hy25: DDRg;y (AVM) # DDRg;, (RS)
RQ2 Hop1: FVg (AVM) = FVg,,(SSGA) Hy1q: FVg (AVM) # FVg, (SSGA)
Hoyz: FVs1 (AVM) = FVg, (1 + 1)EA) Hy1p: FVs1 (AVM) # FV (1 + 1)EA)
Hyi3: FVs (SSGA) = FV, (1 + 1)EA) Hyq3: FVg (SSGA) # FVg, (1 4+ 1)EA)
Hyz1: DDRg;p (AVM) = DDRg,(SSGA) Hyy1: DDRg;y (AVM) # DDRg;,(SSGA)
Hyz2: DDRg (AVM) = DDRg;,,((1 + 1)EA) H,;,: DDRg; (AVM) # DDRg;,, ((1 + 1)EA)
Hoy3: DDRg;3, (SSGA) = DDRgy, (1 + 1DEA) Hyp3: DDRg;y (SSGA) # DDRgyyy (1 + 1)EA)
RQ3 Hyy1: DDR(CSA,) = DDR(CSA4;) Hy,,:DDR(CSA,) # DDR(CS4;)
RQ4 Hoq1: Taug (FV,DDR) = 0 Hyqq: Taug (FV,DDR) # 0

5436 SHELE

FERE T4 R I AL SBSE St 3R B4 AR AR v & R 4 10 /IS, Horp
FFIFHELE jMetal®®92 SBSE 5t i FH 55 V2 10 T B Ak BUAR SO AT SE 8GRI
jMetal CAWGRIFLIN T 13 Fh % HAR I8 R EVE M Tk 2 ARG AR, 3 FHAIH]
sk F T PR R IR . E T AR SO ) RUCM 3 s 48 ) 2 — AN H
PREIGUEAL IR, S8 kR T AR AR R M R . SSGA 1R itk Fk AR R
A, (1+1) EA B LEVEMRE, SSGA Fi(1+1) EA #E e/ bHE AR, AVM NI
RIREATEE  1ZS25 ik H] SSGA TIAH GGA 2Ry SSGA i I B/ iyt SR pleAs
(R — VOB AR BT B AN 20E 4 iR D8l © HIBi 72 [149,153]5F B _F iR 438 FH 11
R FAEMR R F AR TR0 o) R AR U R . K I 8 R B S A4S
# RS #ATXTELAE SBSE M 7T it 2 dE W B, DRI R A R Rk B B i e ) T
AL A R — AR, 75 R A A R BRI T R Y. BRI, K RS
VERBELE B SL U0 AT 6 3T A2 SBSE HF 78 Hh B — b i Fi i e,
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R EANERFIEIS LG R . 5% SSGA, FEM K /NEEE M 100, [
SR FHERF 1 25 5 POOL A AT R B o A — X SCBESR Y A A 1 5 158 SR W 1) g A 2
%777 5 Hoh 32 UM 1 8 2 0.9, BAN G R D= IR R H S — R, B/,
Hong S M T c 2T BN B CFRF7T[164,170]4 (1+1) EA RILHIZELL
GAs 4F, BRI A SIS ik A T (1+1) EA. 55 (1+1) EA, SR [FIFE AR 2, BI1/n.
RS TEARSC 1 SE 50 gl A AR SRR IO DL Ll HA )48 R EE . MY REVEAR S H 8
eSS R REIEAF MR, (LRIELEP T RAVEN S BB, ik, &
S BT R SR AT 25000 YR ELES, RIAEANIR BT Rsol # R RIS R L
BEAT T 25000 R LG40 3 I P 1 P R BUAE. FV s /NI — A

FEACLIE o B e W) R 4 )2 N T AR 045 B A B R 7 v AL P e AT 5N
SBSE 1 LAfi# Pk F 4513 R AR AL ) el o Forh, AR\ B ALLEE B %5 HD CNIT,
JAC. GOW. SOK. LEV. NW. SW & SBSE iz ) vz fi 140, A Sgidk F AR A
FERREH, NW RI SW & ZHHTHI N S50 S, RICRITRMIRUR . Jo R A ITHEL AL
R, TCERTEEIBR . EA SRS & v R A Needleman F1 Wunsch 7 22 78 T A
[172] RS HICE, RICRICR AR B oN+1. JTCERAILACBOR B8 -1, TGRS
A PR 12 B N-1.

5.4.4 SEIGIAT

ARYE SCHR[13LIFR AL FE SR, BN R EEIAT 100 AT IR EE A & 1 BE L
i, 255 —4 RUCM HHMIAHESN,s(FH RUCM UL Ziucs HEhA L), HRELL
SNy NHIN, EBANERTFEF SSRUCM &4 5F 44 NUCS {5 (B 10%, 20%, 30%,
40%, 50%, 60%, 70%, 80%, 90%)XJ%F—1> CSA Lfl( 3t 32 M) AT 100 KAhALIY)
R, SR, BREDEEL 25000 U AR 0158 B BR 0 /M )
AN T7 % sol; o BTG [ BARPAT R AETHENLEERE Abel® ST, Abel AREANTHEH
FURAE 8 AR AL AN A 16 MERT S A% AT 64GB (¥ I AE R AR o

EERESZIG P 4 — > RUCM I Zoucs, 75 EAIEE 9 AN RS2t 45 R 30 48
BID; ... Dy, HH DXt B F—A EAK) NUCS B (RI 10%, 20%, 30%, 40%, 50%, 60%,
70%, 80%, 90%)I¥I T 32 > CSA SLflik o] (1 sk 45 A . FAkHiF, T S’RUCM

4 The Abel cluster: http://www.uio.no/english/services/it/research/hpc/abel/
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JrEEHR I T 32 R FIROLL 4 (0 8 FRR DL BB 4 Rt 2 ) AT 40 R, 15
Db Rt 32 REMEERSEMR, B D; = (Dem, - Domy, }3ErH Doy, R HA BLAE
CSA SR ISR . BHE—25, Doy 5 T 452 100 YRMSLIEAT IR 1) 100 AMJisr
AR AL 77 2 sol, A S AREAMI A J7 S T LI 23 25000 Vi HL B I 5k /IS R0 2 B 4
FV. JLAR, 45/ CSA S 7 1] tublic i«

5.45 ZER 5

ARFTER RN AT R RQ B St 2 Wt AT o0 tr, RGN RY S48 25 SR A vl LA hn it
Ko N T HAEARSLIGEIN, MR SLLE B BRI SEIG A R ] A2 AT 3 http://zen-
tools.com/rucm/S3RUCM.html .

5.4.5.1 RQ1 HYSCIG4E R R #r

RQ1 T ZHF L HARE 2 HIM FV Al DDR W5 T 5 8% 8 R S S BEN L &R
RS #BEATXF L AT . 38 29 Jreon 1 sk it —MILAL IR A s : A RUCM HI R4 Query
Account’ 4= F L3 S h i £ 10%. 58 1) RQ1 45 SRAE AE P 3% 1 b AT 14t

2 —/MHRLEE R AL SIM, BP0 R ERIR I FV ORI DDR, H4effiA Kruskal-
Wallis #5678 0. WS AH N ) p-value /N T 0.05, 4R )5 FR4F ot — MR Bk
5 RS @47 RO beds . EHEAT Bt ELEE,  Vargha-Delaney 4iit 73 T EF & —
MWREEY RS Z AR BAAAEZ SR, Wilcoxon BEATK IG5 Bonferroni 14 IF J5 5 5k 4
SERNZE SRR RE. BN, £3R29 9, FXAHILUZ K% CNT, SSGA RIMLMZELL RS
B, ARRENT FV I ELESE 4T X DDR I ECE: . NS FV, A= 1 Hp-value
<0.05; 4%t DDR, A;,=0.643 Hp-value < 0.05.

TR 1 RQL B S0 B AT VELH 2 BT, ARSI SRR 1 B 1)
T 1 34 R 35 BEAT AT B AR MAHBUE R, 2RI FV AT DDR A,
B MERFLESHIIE R RS 47800 L, Gi e E MR B BT AT A4k il j 7 2
FMERI AR TR EIRALGO;, OptimumPercentage & X N i% 48 R H %
ALGOERTA WAL MR, b RS W35 PRI AR pe 1 B AK. In) ) 6 250 5 A AR A )
MEHIEAE . 34 s T 4% FV ) OptimumPercentage ft— ™ SZ41, 35 &N TEF
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AEFM IR KA R AR S

%} DDR f{] OptimumPercentage f)—>S24 .

F 29 RQL HIFRS> LI F
SIM _ SSGAVvs. RS _ AVM vs. RS _ (1+1) EAvs. RS
A pvalue A pvalue A p-value

CNT EV 1 <0.05 0.9979 <0.05 1 <0.05
DDR 0.643 <0.05 0.70955 <0.05 0.6391 <0.05

JAC FV 1 <0.05 1 <0.05 1 <0.05
DDR 0.7438 <0.05 0.6957 <0.05 0.75585 <0.05

GOW FV 1 <0.05 0.9958" <0.05 1 <0.05
DDR 0.63885 <0.05 0.71035 <0.05 0.65875 <0.05

SOK FV 1 <0.05 0.9997 <0.05 1 <0.05
DDR 0.8192 <0.05 0.69205 <0.05 0.74175 <0.05

NLCS FV 1 <0.05 0.9978 <0.05 1 <0.05
DDR 0.64495 <0.05 0.6929 <0.05 0.67585 <0.05

LEV FV 1 <0.05 0.99735 <0.05 1 <0.05
DDR 0.50255 0.8186 0.62185 <0.05 0.5538 0.1087

NW FV 1 <0.05 1 <0.05 1 <0.05
DDR 0.9206 <0.05 0.72905 <0.05 0.88615 <0.05

SW FV 1 <0.05 0.999 <0.05 1 <0.05
DDR 0.9464 <0.05 0.743 <0.05 0.90245 <0.05

*1i i Vargha-Delaney Ziit, Wilcoxon #AiIH6 46 A1 Bonferroni £ 1577, &3 /KF9 0.05 (RUCM FHBLIIZIK H ATM %
%1 i <Query Account”, R NUCS = 10%)

results for RQ1 in terms of FV

100% 20%> _<-30%->  <-A0%-> %> S TQ%>  8Q%> 90>
Y- - P T e e - -
22 90% . B g = g = z = = =
EZ2 80% i : H & 4 ¥ = i & = =
22 70% i ¥ = % = B -
£2 0 b ¥ P s S ¥
2 E 60% b =
SE S0% $ % 3
S 40% P I i
k] 3 30% : ¥ ]
gs 20% 3 3 S
S 10%
5 g 0% 3 ¥ %
EL SO0 SEF £90 98¢ ¢ € EEE SO ¥
Ew &R LA LR \“‘F LR \\‘ SN PR LR S o L
ES XS IS IS S T ¥ P S @
E> & Ty & SRS S R I il S N I U Sy

pairwise comparison between the search algorithms (combined with CNT) and RS in terms of FV
#A>B  A<B =A=B

B 34 4% FV, BMEBRHARERAES RS AT BT (E T HFRE 1 KEEAIR) "
“EA: (1+1) EA

Xt RV, #AMEERFELS RS MR EE . SSGA vs. RS, £ RUCM H L7 ik #
A I R i U h, SSGA BELL RS S AF4F, JCie 8 FH WP AR LU bR B4 /& NUCS HX
B . DAARBURE B3 CNT D48, 4nf&l 34 s, 25 NUCS=10%, SSGA 5 RS #HEL, #E
{3 355, 35 PR U LA R 76.19% PR BTG AR A il (R 16 AP AK 1) 3L, 76 508 3R ASB TR 5
1M RS 35 PEUF (¥ EL SSGA fil ik T 14%I1 T A A Ak o] (B 3 /MR AL 1), 72 4 6
‘A<B’FI7R): TERIRIIFEAS @, SSGA 5 RS IR H AT W35 M1 2 7 (fE Al &
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HHA=B’F7R). AHALHI 25 B A 7R A Y NUCS BUE (20%. 30%- 40%...90%) H 7] LA
MEEF]. (1+1)EA vs. RS, £ RUCM HILIg st B UL a B g ok b, (L+1)EA #LE
RS EFLF, Joiefst R AEALRE BR HGL 2 NUCS HUA i . 4n¥ 34 Firzx, 4 NUCS =
30%, (1+1)EA 5 RS Mk, Aes 52 i g v 90.19% 1 FrE A AL i) (R 19 M4k
], ERARR T ASB R), 1 RS R B ir e T Horb iy 2 MR Ak 1) (12
HHR R HA<BBTR) o AL 45 S 35 A8 HoAth 1) NUCS BUH (20% . 30%- 40%...90%)
AT DAL EEE]. AVMys. RS, AVM ZEEE RS &34 /347, LA NUCS=20% HMfil, AVYM 55 RS
FHEL, BEWS BB VEar s ok 80.95% ) Fr A DAL IR (BN 17 AMCAL TR R, /e ds =& b i
‘A>B’Hi7R): RS REVEIFHIER T 2 MR ERIRM 2 AL AVM 5 RS
A W ZE R AL 25 R S B 7E HAm Y NUCS HU{E (20%. 30%. 40%...90%)
AT DAL E]

£ %I DDR, #/MMEZRHILES RS T L. SSGA vs. RS, £ RUCM #3753
B RAL R R i b, SSGA #LLK RS W5 4547, Joil {8t FH WAk AHBLEE R HGE /2 NUCS
BT . DAAHBLRE B % CNT Af5l, fnf&l 35 frzs, 24 NUCS = 30%, SSGA 5 RS AL,
REME 2 2 PRI AR e 90.199% I BTG AR A ml /(P 19 AMRAK I, 75454 % i A>B B
R): TERIRIIPA @, SSGA 5 RS Z MIF A W& M 2 F (TEH R+ i A=B°
FIi7R) o AHBLRG 25 Bk 5t 78 HoAh 1Y) NUCS HRE (20%-. 30%. 40%...90%)H A LA 22 )
(1+1)EAvs. RS, 7£ RUCM Rty sk £ 040 Inl @R ) i e b, (1+1)EA ELE RS W15
F, Je 1R A58 W bR AL BR 2808 72 NUCS BURTE . 1] 35 Fros, 24 NUCS = 10%, (1+1)EA
5 RS ML, AEf8 2 M g e 80.95% I BT LAk inl (R 17 AMLAG In) R, 7R 4G R
FIHA>B R); RS AU R EVEAF AR R T 1 AR IR ZERIRIG 3 /M4 i) R
Y, (1+1)EA 5 RS Z A BEMEZE R AVM Vs, RS, LT, FoATH AT DLW 222
B R Z B B AVM EIEE L RS W ES4F, 118 NUCS BUAE (10%. 20%.
30%. 40%...90%).

134



B PR P N [ = 2 AT

results for RQ1 in terms of DDR

100% <0%> 2062 <30%> <A0%> <20%>  SQ0%> S 10%> <-80%> <90%2
55 o0 =25 S0 saa a-: 3:: §R: 3:° = =
éé 80% E = . o = E E
L= 70% =

>
S £ 6%
L= 0,
8E 50%
=@ 40%
S 30%
SZ 20%
S5 1%
o
88 0%
I3 SEF 9P S0P SO SOC OOC OO¢ $E¢ $¥F
5= L L RO & &
ES T > B2 F <F @V@ ey @ﬁ\ ey @ﬁ\ < @m\ <5 @@ <F @Vﬁ\ <5 @Vs\
gas Y s & 5 & =3
e pairwise comparison betvveen the search algorithms (combined with NW) and RS in terms of DDR
RA>B = A<B = A=B

&l 35 &+%t DDR, #EFHERFIES RS #THRN WERKZRETHFER 1 KEEETIR)"

"EA: (1+1) EA

BTGRP T a REGE, TS BU R 458 X TR — P AR LR B (CNT
JAC. GOW. SOK. NLCS. LEV. NW. SW), Eits&LL FV A 84882 L DDR A
PR FEAR, R 5% SSGA. (1+1)EA. AVM #EE RS & #5347, T6i NUCS HUA[{E (10%-
20%. 30%. 40%...90%). B SSGA. (1+1)EA. AVM 5 RS #tt, mLL%EF—4 RUCM
s, FoPARE FV 20N R] I B % 3R BEE w5y 1 75 SR Sk ff A I 22 DDR.

5.4.5.2 RQ2 HISLILEE R K 74

T BT S RQ2, 43 LA DDR Al FV NI TR, XF SSGA. (1+1)EA. AVM
W R RS R AT LB i . BRI, 455 — MUK E(RT RUCM FHZLRRZ)
ucs) X —MALRE s E, e A R BRI 45 R E T Kruskal-Wallis 4t

T HT, R Kruskal-Wallis St iH#60IR [B] fp-value /T 0.05, FEf#iH Vargha-Delaney
4iit. Wilcoxon FLAKLLE HF4HC Bonferroni f&1E 7%t SSGA. (1+1)EA. AVM H )4
— W R EE AT BN AT . o Bonferroni 5 1F J5 ¥ H TAE £ B ELEG TRt p-value 3E4T
BIE, SEREMGeih o BT al RAEP SRR 2 AP SR 3 AT, AT RBEX b4 Rk AT
ST

£t %} DDR, % 30. [l 36- 43 M4 M 53R 2 (Gvh oM s AT G g %t BT A 1)
W R A i R 45 AT gt . sk 30 B, R B RIUKHE NUCS 1)
AFEBAETIASA, AT A AR
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# 30 RQ2 =T DDR W4t B SR B4~

SIM NUCS
10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90%

CNT M/G/E M/E>G E>G>M E>G>M E>G>M E>G>M E>G>M E>G>M E>G>M
JAC G/M/E G>E/M E>G>M E>G>M E>G>M E>G>M E>G>M E>G>M E>G>M
GOwW M>G>E M/G/E E>G>M E>G>M E/G>M E>G>M E>G>M E>G>M E>G>M
SOK M/G/E G>M>E G>E>M E/G>M E>G>M E>G>M E>G>M E>G>M E>G>M
NLCS M/G/E M/G/E M/E>G E>G>M E/IG>M E>G>M E>G>M E>G>M E>G>M
LEV G>M/E G>M>E M>G>E E>G>M E>G>M E>G>M G>E>M E>G>M E>G>M
NW G>E>M G>E>M E>G>M E>G>M E>G>M E>G>M E>G>M E>G>M E/G>M
SW G>M/E G>E>M E>G>M E>G>M E>G>M E>G>M E>G>M E>G>M E/G>M

*G: SSGA, E: (1+1) EA, M: AVM; > BEVERET, 1 ERMAREE

NUCS = 10%. % AH1LLEE &% CNT (& 36). JAC (B 37). SOK (& 39). NLCS (/¥ 40),
HEREIEL SSGA. (1+1)EA. AVM "EATHERAIT — R A o] ) fff ke o A B35 1 1Y
Z5t. LLIAC A, Wil 37 iR, SSGA 5 AVM AL, SSGA fe i 32 M i Hhfig vt 29%
RIFTA PRAL I, T AVM RERS 5228 M I A e 24%IKI BT A R A Im) R, /TR 4% 1) 48%1K)
AL A SSGA 5 AVM IR FFAAFAE B Z M 2 5 . AL ki GOW,  4nf&] 38 fir
R, AVM BUR T BRI GETTH AT R, SR )5 72 SSGA,  (L+1)EA WG4 i %= .
STARBLRE 5 % LEV(/E 41). SW(K 43), SSGA Ui MG it ras 5, i (1+1)EA Al
AVM Z [ geit ot 2 e R A R . P ARUEE B NW(IA] 42), SSGA BXfS & if )4t it
TG R, RIGRQ+1)EA, AVM G i s B 2.

NUCS = 20%. X HHALLE % %t GOW(&] 38). NLCS([&l 40), 48K 5% SSGA. (1+1)EA.
AVM EATTZ A GE Tt o3 B 22 52 FE AN 2 o P AR ALLE R i NW (&1 42)F1 SW (18] 43), SSGA
WA BRI G s B, ARG (L+1)EA, AVM IIGETH T 46 S i 22 o WP AL B 8
CNT (& 36), AVM FI(1+1)EA #ZE L SSGA B E151T, AVM FI(1+1)EA Z [81 48143 #T
ZERHREE . KBS R % JAC (K 37), SSGA B EUF MG/ Hr4s B, 1 AVM Al
(1+1)EA Z A1 Geit o 22 7 A B35 o RHARABURE ek 28 SOK (1] 39). LEV(K] 41), SSGA
WA B IF IS T B, ARG AVM, (1+1)EA I TH4r i 46 B 22 .

NUCS = 30%. *AH1LLEE &% CNT (& 36). JAC (& 37). GOW (/X1 38). NW (& 42)
M SW (14 43), (1+1)EA BUSEIFIGEit i 4k, RJ5 /2 SSGA, AVM Ky Gttt 7 b4
RfgzE . XTARALEE B KL SOK (K 39), SSGA BXfR U Mgtit s, SRJE2&(1+1)EA,
AVM G B 45 B f 22 o o AL BR 5 NLCS (1K 40), AVM Fil(1+1)EA L SSGA &
FHHLF, M (A+1)EA 1 AVM Z A1 Geit o0 i 22 53 0 AN B2 RHAHALEE B4 LEV (K] 41),
AVM BUS ST a5 B, S8 )5 & SSGA, (L+1)EA MGt ir sl i %=

NUCS = 40%, 50%, 60%, 70%, 80%, 90%. Xi#i K ZHfufbin @i, (1+1)EA BUf5 it
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FUR K 1 2 i e

Mgt Aras B, M AVM STt br s R =

%, EARHE, % SOK H. NUCS = 40% (&

39). GOW H. NUCS =50%( /&l 38). NLCS H. NUCS =50% (/& 40). NW H. NUCS = 90%( /%]
42). SW H NUCS = 90% (& 43), (1+1)EA Fll SSGA H Btk AVM #F, (1+1)EA Fl
SSGA Z Al Gt i Z R IEA R, % LEV H NUCS = 70% (/%] 41), SSGA Hlf3fx 1T
MIgiit gt 51, SRJE R (L+1)EA, AVM RIZETH i st ez s fhis i, (1+1)EA

SIS prai R,

SRJG & SSGA, T AVM M4t 4 i 2% .

<10%>

AVM \/5_ EA s ———

<
ul
%3
1>
<
Q
@
@

SSGA vs. AVM

<20%>

AVM vs. EA “

SSGA VS, EA  eeee—

SSGA VS, AVN  sresresresresresresresre.

<30%> <40%>

AVM vs. EA reeseseee——-.

IR ————
SSGA vs. AVM

SSGA VS, AVM  eemcesrmerer e s

AVM vs. EA moesresrs. ..

SSGA vs. EA s .
SSGA vs. AVM

<50%> <60%>

AVM vs. EA - .- .00

SSGA VS, EA e ..
SSGA vs. AVM

algorithms

HA>B

- A<B

AVMvs. EA ma. ..

SSGA Vs, EA  remememm.-.
SSGA vs. AVM

=A=B

<70%> <80%>

AVM vs. EA o

SSGA vs. EA  mommcwr .-
SSGA vs. AVM

pairwise comparison between selected search

AVM VS, EA +rereenns

SSGA VS, EA .-
SSGA vs. AVM

<90%>

SSGA VS, EA mememe
AVM vs. EA ey

<10%> <20%>

100%
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40%
30%
20%
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0%

OptimumPercentage of all cases in terms of DDR

AVIM VS, EA el . -
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SSGA vS. AVM s
SSGAVvs. EA e
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w
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SSGAvs. EA
AVM vs. EA e

SSGAVvs. EA wemm
AVMvs. EA -+

SSGA vs. AVM

SSGA VS, EA e
AVM vs. EA s

SSGA vs. AVM

pairwise comparison between selected search algorithms

mA>B

- A<B

=A=B

36 FHALE R CNT X B2 K OptimumPercentage

38 FHLE RS GOW X B K OptimumPercentage
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pairwise comparison between selected search
algorithms
BA>B A<B =A=B

pairwise comparison between selected search algorithms

EA>B - A<B =A=B

& 37 FHUE K% JAC XF B OptimumPercentage

& 39 FHMLBEERRH SOK X RLAY OptimumPercentage
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BEA>B <A<B =A=B aA>B -A<B =A=B

42 FHALE RE NW Xt R OptimumPercentage 43 FHALE RE SW XF R OptimumPercentage
EFAE PV, RQ2 HUVEAISEH A HF 4 EAEM e 3 b7 TR, RO B %

RIVHEAT B4

NUCS =10%. XML K%L CNT. GOW. SOK. NLCS. NW. SW, ##ZH %L SSGA
ARG T4 R, AVM FI(L+1)EA Z HSRIF T 2R AR . LLCNT
B, nPHRFE 3 AR, SSGA vs. AVM: SSGA BEWS & 25 1t dr i@ vl 15 AMfb il i, 1
AVM e 3 MR i ok 2 MU, FEFRIAR ) 4 MU, SSGA 5 AVM Z i
HATEAE R E V2 5. SSGAVs. (1+1)EA: SSGA REMNS i35 M7 H il vk 16 MEAL 1] 4,
1M (1+1)EA R g R PRIl v 1 ML I8, ZERIAR 1K 4 MR, SSGA 5 (1+1)EA
2V HAEAE BV Z R . AVM s, (1+1)EA:  AVM REMS 35 P 17 M e 8 AMILAL ]
A, (L+1)EA BE & VELF g o 8 MILAL IR, ZEFRIR 1K 5 ML H &, (1+1)EA 5 AVM
IR HAFIEREMMZESR . XTALE R £ JAC 1 LEV, SSGA HUfF i I Geit /b 4
B, RIFRA+1EA, AVM [IGETTH M4 R
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NUCS =20%, 30%. JGitfi MR SAHLLEE s, SSGA HUR s IF I giit i 4k, 2
Jas&(1+1)EA, AVM WGt ot R #=. lin, JAC A1 NUCS=20%, SSGAVvs. AVM:
SSGA fefif 3 b thfif ok 20 ML IR, TEFRIARI 1 AMRALI]E SSGA 5 AVM Z JH]
FAAEAE B EVE 2 5 . SSGAvs. (1+1)EA: SSGA AENS i 3 VEIF s v 17 AMLAk il 3,
MA+1)EA R e R E i g ok 4 ML . AVM vs. (1+1)EA:  AVM H g8 R & 1
LFHfg e 5 MR, (1+1)EA B85 E MEIF A 13 MR, TERIAH 3 AME
W@ (1+1)EA 5 AVM Z IR HEAAELE S PRI 22 5 o B0 AL (R AR ALLRE o 250 10 00 5 38
FAARIEE R

NUCS = 40%. JCitfd FIME /N AU B %, SSGA Fl(1+1)EA Lk AVM LB 1547, 1M
SSGA F1(1+1)EA Z [AIGE i T Z 7 AR E . DL SW A, SSGA REMS 3 14 i Hh

e 20 MRAL R, TERIA) 1AM R SSGA 5 AVM Z RN/ BB M E 5.
FETF )45 FABAE(L+1)EA 1 AVM I LEECH %3] . SSGA vs. (1+1)EA: SSGA REff i 2%
PEGF R O MM IR, (L+1)EA g & MEIF @ v 9 MRAL I, 7EFRIAR 3 ME
IR SSGA 5 (1+1)EA Z[AIHAFFALE R EVERIZE 5 o B0 AL AR ALLRE o 250 10 0 5 ]
FAA 5

NUCS =50%. X#H{LLEE &% CNT. JAC. GOW. SOK, HJLLA I SSGA Fl(1+1) EA
FIH AVM 2R 4T, 1f] SSGA FI(1+1)EA Z RIS o0 i 22 - A B3 o X ARABLEE oR 2L
NLCS. LEV. NW. SW, (1+1)EA R &RIF G iHathdi R, )52 SSGA, AVM K%
BRIEE S 0

NUCS =60%, 70%, 80%, 90%. JCi&{& MR AL &%, (1+1)EA BUAS R IFHIGEiT
IIHTEER, SRJE L SSGA, AVM HIGLit 4 irst i £ . filln, CNT H NUCS=60%, (1+1)
EA vs. AVM:  (1+1)EA fefip B PELF gk 20 AMRALIRE, ZERIRE 1 MR
(1+1)EA 5 AVM Z[RIFEAAEAE B B VER) 22 57 . AH R4 SR 7E SSGA AT AVM (1 LA
MELH|, (1+1) EA vs. SSGA: (1+1)EA Reff i 2 i Hhff v 13 MLAL IR, SSGA Ref
REEVEIF AR R 6 AMRALI R, FERIRI 2 MRALI B (1+1)EA 5 SSGA Z 8] A
REEVERZE R X FAR R AR LR BR Bt IR BRI 45 R

5.4.5.3 RQ3 BYSLIGLE R R #
RQ3 B 5% H bR e 0t BT A CSA S (i3t 32 4, BV 8 FhAE{LEE s E0fn 4 Fhas 22 50
LA IR AT 08T, AR B ST 1 I8 — N N T 18125 RQ3, AL LA DDR AV 15
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bR, XFATA I CSA SEBIHEAT et orbr, B, SHE—ANCSA;, ¥ 5 H AR 31 A~CSA; LA
DDR A FRBEAT EEX 0 0. & 2e i Kruskal-Wallis 4511757506 T f5 CSA SE5iAH
J%7 (¥) DDR #EAT A, W12R Kruskal-Wallis 4t v 2 78 7775 45 2 3% 22 7 (B p-value /N T 0.05),
MI{E ] Vargha-Delaney it Wilcoxon A4 [A] B #4 it Bonferroni & 1E 77 V25 & —%f
CSAMCSA;BAT SR LS. Horf Bonferroni 12 1E77: H 77X £ LU+ Wilcoxon FiAT
RraeR [ 1) p-value BEATAEIE, PARTIESE | RGHRTRIA A . AT, £ —ANCSA4;,
o H LA CSA; B AU UG ATAR S o B, 3% 31 P8 =478 = FURISUE 208
WA CSAcnr—sseatE 5 HAMICSA; Giih iR, CSAcnr—ssca B 208 R R EGUF . XA
CSA;, 'ERILEIAT 31%21 = 651 X Guil L, Horb 31 2 HARMICSA; A%, 21 &Ar
A RRAL R B S N Geih o i 5 R AT S A

NUCS = 10%. CSAgy_sscaBAFBEF RIS s . BARif, 7€ 651 IRBI4it
i, CSAsw—sseaf 538 IREELLILAMMIICSA; B EAHUT s 26 IRCSAgy—ssca B HEILAR
KICSA; EAFAEF s FERIRH) 87 IRELELT, CSAsy_ssea T HAMIKICSA; 2 [R) 18 AT 351k
MER. —MHEBAIRI, CSAsw_ssca~ CSAsw_a+ea~ CSAsw_avm~ CSAnw_ssca~
CSAnw-a+1)Ea~ CSAnw—avm B LW HAMICSA; BB, AT Z M E A B & %=
o

NUCS =20%. i] A EERICS Asy—ssca AT T B UFEIGETT 3T 45 2R I CSAgy—ss6a~
CSAsw-a+1)Ea~ CSAnw-ssca~ CSANw-—(1+1)Ea e EEIANKICSA; BEG I . BARME, 1E
651 KIS LB, CSAsw—ssca B 543 KB AR CSA REMR L H 57 &K
CSAsw-ssca BWHAMKICSA; B E R AL AERIARE) SLIRILELT . CSAsw—ssea 5 HALM
CSA; 2 IAJBA BV 22 572

NUCS = 30%, 40%, 50%, 60%, 70%, 80%. CSAnw_(1+1)ea 0153 T BUAFIIGETT /3 4h
R, [FCSAsw-ssca~ CSAsw—14nEa~ CSAnw-ssca~ CSAnw—(1+1)ea e LHABIKICSA; 2
FH0F. LLNUCS=40% M1, 7t 651 IRIIGiTHELEH, CSAnw-+1)Eaf 558 IREELL
MIICSA; R H 26 IRCSAnw-(141)pa B LLHARIICSA; BEE R AL fERIRT 67
R, CSAnw-+1)5a T FARIICSA; Z 1015 A B EVER 22 5

NUCS = 90% . W% 31 iR, CSAsw-ssca~ CSAsw—-a+1Ea~ CSAnw—ssca ~
CSAnw-a+1)ea EEIAMIR CSA; B 1R
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% 31 RQ3 Giit 44 B (Vargha-Delaney 4iit, Wilcoxon #RAIKEG A Bonferroni BIEG %, BF

7K 0.05)
NUCS | SIM SSGA (1+1) EA AVM RS
A>B A<B =B A>B A<B A=B A>B A<B =B A>B A<B =B
10% CNT 208 254 189 192 298 161 236 233 182 122 344 185
JAC 242 231 178 212 241 198 235 223 193 144 321 186
GOw 208 251 192 181 283 187 234 236 181 133 330 188
SOK 227 241 183 209 242 200 234 221 196 166 306 179
NLCS 174 294 183 181 309 161 191 263 197 135 347 169
LEV 90 454 107 48 510 93 41 512 98 38 519 94
NW 535 31 85 524 53 74 530 64 57 394 159 98
SW 538 26 87 524 53 74 528 60 63 407 151 93
20% CNT 260 258 133 272 246 133 292 247 112 137 375 139
JAC 278 273 100 280 276 95 284 226 141 122 371 158
GOW 259 258 134 264 250 137 290 231 130 133 374 144
SOK 306 245 100 272 277 102 297 223 131 140 355 156
NLCS 229 275 147 230 277 144 257 268 126 108 395 148
LEV 53 533 65 35 558 58 52 520 79 20 566 65
NW 539 59 53 534 56 61 499 88 64 339 231 81
SW 543 57 51 537 51 63 496 92 63 343 218 90
30% CNT 261 266 124 273 260 118 236 264 151 98 393 160
JAC 333 201 117 337 199 115 268 213 170 94 378 179
GOwW 255 264 132 251 261 139 242 255 154 91 396 164
SOK 387 158 106 374 171 106 271 219 161 111 367 173
NLCS 218 321 112 224 297 130 216 273 162 75 422 154
LEV 74 518 59 86 489 76 71 497 83 18 575 58
NW 554 49 48 570 19 62 483 118 50 266 280 105
SW 558 46 47 564 23 64 467 116 68 265 283 103
40% CNT 271 250 130 297 216 138 220 235 196 67 397 187
JAC 369 186 96 376 176 99 209 239 203 70 423 158
GOwW 266 264 121 302 207 142 213 248 190 72 399 180
SOK 446 140 65 437 153 61 211 250 190 65 403 183
NLCS 278 259 114 325 206 120 194 273 184 61 420 170
LEV 193 396 62 171 423 57 113 420 118 12 535 104
NW 538 49 64 558 26 67 346 190 115 137 370 144
SW 537 48 66 551 26 74 348 192 111 141 375 135
50% CNT 352 212 87 372 188 91 194 288 169 51 441 159
JAC 391 179 81 440 149 62 183 284 184 44 438 169
GOW 350 201 100 355 199 97 175 297 179 44 439 168
SOK 411 151 89 431 149 71 189 285 177 53 425 173
NLCS 352 219 80 361 209 81 193 301 157 39 464 148
LEV 268 332 51 266 342 43 144 392 115 19 515 117
NW 531 46 74 586 0 65 272 239 140 97 402 152
SW 521 57 73 536 40 75 276 237 138 102 391 158
60% CNT 372 154 125 416 141 94 160 301 190 44 441 166
JAC 419 140 92 464 124 63 169 287 195 35 450 166
GOwW 369 162 120 412 128 111 168 306 177 36 447 168
SOK 450 138 63 463 132 56 165 297 189 41 440 170
NLCS 362 178 111 394 172 85 165 322 164 35 451 165
LEV 285 336 30 304 319 28 136 378 137 8 517 126
NW 515 76 60 592 0 59 192 291 168 53 429 169
SW 514 73 64 559 0 92 196 299 156 46 432 173
70% CNT 391 133 127 406 141 104 197 293 161 35 434 182
JAC 418 122 111 433 133 85 164 298 189 33 443 175
GOwW 375 153 123 409 139 103 184 300 167 34 442 175
SOK 426 134 91 421 167 63 185 295 171 36 431 184
NLCS 357 175 119 377 198 76 173 302 176 33 445 173
LEV 295 277 79 305 305 41 172 301 178 29 448 174
NW 494 78 79 573 0 78 186 299 166 29 444 178
SW 490 78 83 568 0 83 194 294 163 32 445 174
80% CNT 400 109 142 452 68 131 151 332 168 3 471 177
JAC 412 98 141 477 56 118 134 339 178 10 475 166
GOW 403 108 140 453 64 134 139 337 175 3 479 169
SOK 420 93 138 481 45 125 157 332 162 2 480 169
NLCS 397 121 133 445 83 123 145 331 175 1 489 161
LEV 323 266 62 350 244 57 167 331 153 2 490 159
NW 443 76 132 532 0 119 138 335 178 6 477 168
SW 443 86 122 519 0 132 141 334 176 10 477 164
90% CNT 381 107 163 447 34 170 151 340 160 1 488 162
JAC 381 102 168 456 41 154 151 340 160 4 497 150
GOw 378 100 173 452 38 161 147 336 168 1 486 164
SOK 374 95 182 460 21 170 158 336 157 6 476 169
NLCS 382 103 166 450 44 157 152 342 157 5 491 155
LEV 353 170 128 405 148 98 156 339 156 2 490 159
NW 493 0 158 495 0 156 149 342 160 5 476 170
478 173 489 0 162 140 336 175 3 485 163

SW 0
BT EGH I a R, W LURILCSAsw_ssga~ CSAsw-(1+1EA~ CSANw-ssca:~
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CSANw-a+1)ea Z LA CSA; BFEGLF . HARMPE, 2 NUCS=10%, CSAsw—_(1+1)ea X
BRIFII G453 24 NUCS=20%, CSAgy —ssoa BSR4 1145 5. 24 NUCS = 30%,
40%; 50% 80%’ CSANw_(1+1)EAE:X’/f{IE‘E%ZZ}E@éﬁi+é%%; %l NUCSZQO%, CSASW—SSGA‘

CSASW—(1+1)EA‘ CSANW—SSGA‘ CSANW_(1+1)EAER'?%{‘EE—X‘ZZ}Egéﬁi+éél: °
5.4.5.4 RQ4 HISEINEER R 747

97 1% RQ4, KH Kendall’s Tau Gt itAsdaxf FV A1 DDR Z [8] R AH R BEAT K 5 o
R 32 MG T VRIS AR, R IHEAT A

BEXTAHALRE BB CNT, £E FV HIl DDR Z [A]4736 & & I R 5kt . BL NUCS = 10%H
%1, T =—0.85Hp-value < 0.05, XULHH7E FV il DDR 2 [8]47% W& W GAH S, [FI
WU T, AEfE m N, —4 RUCM 3% 55t SR AR AL (e DU L B A )
FIR5R . SRS BAE NUCS ) HoAth U (B 20%, 30%, 40%...90%)38 FH 7] LA ZZ 5], %if
oAt (R A ACLRE B B (BP JAC. GOW. SOK. NLCS. LEV. NW. SW), "] LA %35 CNT
AL R

HTR 32 PG g R, AL H LI TS5 : 18 FV 1 DDR Z A7 2% 1
AR I, TE VRN FE B B8 Bl £ A B 2 NUCS BT (10%, 20%, 30%, 40%...90%),
RN BT A5 I o #R /N T-0.5 [A] ISt AH B2 [ p-values #B/NF 0.05.

# 32 FV f1 DDR #3545 (Kendall’s Tau #4%, 37K 0.05)

SIM NILICS

10% | 20% | 30% | 40% [50% [ 60% | 70% | 80% | 90%

CNT T -0.85 | -0.86 | -0.71 | -0.93 | -0.93 | -0.69 | -0.79 | -0.502 | -0.54
pvalue | <0.05 | <0.05 | <0.05 | <0.05 | <0.05 | <0.05 | <0.05 | <0.05 | <0.05

JAC T -1 -0.86 | -0.79 | -0.93 | -0.86 | -0.85 | -0.79 | -0.53 | -0.55
pvalue | <0.05 | <0.05 | <0.05 | <0.05 | <0.05 | <0.05 | <0.05 | <0.05 | <0.05

GOW T -086 | -0.79 | -064 |-093 |-093 |-0.70 | -0.79 | -051 | -0.55
pvalue | <0.05 | <0.05 | <0.05 | <0.05 | <0.05 | <0.05 | <0.05 | <0.05 | <0.05

SOK T -091 | -1 -0.71 1-093 |-093 |-0.82 | -093 | -052 |-0.55
p-value | <0.05 | <0.05 | <0.05 | <0.05 | <0.05 | <0.05 | <0.05 | <0.05 | <0.05

NLCS T -0.71 1-071 | -057 |-1 -0.79 | -0.79 | -0.86 | -051 |-058
pvalue | <0.05 | <0.05 | <0.05 | <0.05 | <0.05 | <0.05 | <0.05 | <0.05 | <0.05

LEV T -0.57 | -067 | -058 |-05 |-064 |-064 |-058 |-046 |-0.56
pvalue | <0.05 | <0.05 | <0.05 | <0.05 | <0.05 | <0.05 | <0.05 | <0.05 | <0.05

NW T -0.64 | -0.57 | -0.57 | -0.86 | -0.79 | -0.79 | -0.79 | -0.57 | -0.62
pvalue | <0.05 | <0.05 | <0.05 | <0.05 | <0.05 | <0.05 | <0.05 | <0.05 | <0.05

SW T -0.64 | -057 | -05 |-0.86 |-0.79 | -0.76 | -0.86 | -0.56 | -0.61
pvalue | <0.05 | <0.05 | <0.05 | <0.05 | <0.05 | <0.05 | <0.05 | <0.05 | <0.05

5.4.5.5 RQ5 BYSLIGLE R R 2 #T
A ) A 15 TE SR 6 SSRUCMY Y S b i F R A7 VR 4%, BRI AT LA SRR £ DA
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RUCM M8t 5t AIK B B K 0 R sRERFE A IR o N 1 REAT A K 0 A E 7T, A SRR 4F
—NCSA;, KM EFF(IL 5.4.3.3 ) NP Rbs 0 Lt AT 204, RIS BT X NUCS 9RE4
WUE S 1 CSA NI DDRo VEAHRSEIR S5 RAESR 33 FREATIR G, N iix BT 70 Hr
4t

“H o

% 33 CSAIThB &R

CSA EFF DDR

10% | 20% | 30% | 40% | 50% | 60% | 70% | 80% | 90% | 10% | 20% | 30% | 40% | 50% | 60% | 70% | 80% | 90%
SSGA | 053 | 051 | 046 | 0.42 04 1] 039 | 035| 034 | 025 | 018 | 035 | 047 | 057 | 0.68 0.8 | 085 | 093 | 0.94
EA 051 | 052 | 057 | 043 | 041 04 ] 036 | 035 | 031 | 018 | 035 | 058 | 058 | 0.69 | 0.81 | 0.86 | 0.95 | 0.96
ONT AVM 054 | 051 | 044 | 039 | 034 | 032 | 029 | 027 | 026 | 0.18 | 0.35 | 045 | 053 | 058 | 0.66 | 0.68 | 0.75 | 0.79
RS 0.49 | 0.46 04 | 035 | 031 03| 026 | 025 | 024 | 017 | 031 | 041 | 048 | 053 | 061 | 0.63 | 0.69 | 0.74
SSGA | 055 | 051 | 047 | 044 | 041 04| 036 | 034 | 031 | 019 | 035 | 0.48 06| 069 | 082 | 086 | 0.94 | 0.94
EA 053 | 051 | 047 | 044 | 042 04| 036 | 035 | 031 | 018 | 035 | 0.48 06 | 071 | 083 | 0.86 | 096 | 0.96
IAC AVM 055 | 051 | 045 | 039 | 034 | 032 | 028 | 027 | 026 | 019 | 035 | 046 | 053 | 058 | 0.66 | 0.68 | 0.74 | 0.79
RS 05 | 046 04 | 035 | 031 03| 026 | 025 | 024 | 017 | 031 | 041 | 048 | 053 | 061 | 0.63 | 0.69 | 0.74
SSGA | 053 | 051 | 045 | 042 04 039 | 035 | 034 | 031 | 018 | 035 | 046 | 057 | 0.68 08| 084 | 094 | 094
EA 051 | 052 | 046 | 043 0.4 04 1] 036 | 035 | 031 | 018 | 035 | 047 | 059 | 069 | 081 | 0.85 | 0.95 | 0.96
cow AVM 054 | 051 | 044 | 039 | 034 | 032 | 029 | 027 | 026 | 018 | 035 | 045 | 053 | 058 | 066 | 0.68 | 0.75 | 0.79
RS 0.49 | 0.46 04| 035 | 031 03] 026 | 025 | 024 | 017 | 031 | 041 | 048 | 053 | 061 | 0.62 | 0.69 | 0.74
SSGA | 054 | 052 | 048 | 045 | 041 04| 036 | 035 031 | 018 | 035 | 049 | 061 | 071 | 083 | 085 | 0.94 | 094
EA 052 | 051 | 048 | 045 | 042 | 041 | 036 | 035 | 031 | 018 | 035 | 049 | 062 | 0.72 | 0.83 | 0.86 | 096 | 0.96
SOK AVM 054 | 052 | 045 | 039 | 034 | 032| 029 | 027 | 026 | 018 | 035 | 046 | 053 | 058 | 066 | 0.68 | 0.75 | 0.79
RS 05 | 046 04 | 035 | 032 03| 026 | 025 | 024 | 017 | 031 | 041 | 048 | 054 | 061 | 062 | 0.69 | 0.74
SSGA | 051 05| 043 | 038 | 039 | 038 | 035| 034 | 031 | 017 | 034 | 044 | 051 | 067 | 0.79 | 0.84 | 093 | 0.94
EA 0.5 05| 045 | 042 04 039| 035 | 035 | 031 | 017 | 034 | 046 | 057 | 068 | 0.79 | 0.84 | 094 | 0.96
NLES AVM 052 | 049 | 044 | 041 | 034 | 032 | 028 | 028 | 0.26 | 0.18 | 0.34 | 045 | 055 | 057 | 0.65 | 068 | 0.75 | 0.79
RS 049 | 044 | 039 | 034 | 031 03| 026 | 025 | 024 | 017 0.3 04 | 047 | 053 | 061 | 062 | 0.69 | 0.73
SSGA | 041 04 ] 036 | 036 | 034 | 034 | 032 | 032 03] 014 | 027 | 037 | 048 | 0.59 0.7 | 0.76 | 0.87 | 0.93
EA 039 | 038 | 036 | 036 | 035 | 035 | 032 | 032 | 031 | 013 | 026 | 037 | 048 | 059 | 0.71 | 0.76 | 0.89 | 0.94
LEV AVM 04| 039 037 | 034 | 032 | 031 | 028 | 028 | 0.26 | 0.14 | 0.27 | 037 | 046 | 054 | 062 | 068 | 0.75 | 0.79
RS 038 | 037 | 034 | 031 | 029 | 028 | 026 | 025 | 024 | 013 | 0.25 | 0.34 | 0.42 05| 058 | 063 | 069 | 0.74
SSGA | 0.85 | 0.82 0.8 07| 057 | 048 | 041 | 037 | 033 | 029 | 056 | 081 | 096 | 096 | 0.98 | 0.99 1 1
EA 084 | 081 | 083 | 072 | 059 | 049 | 042 | 037 | 033 | 029 | 055 | 0.85 | 0.99 1 1 1 1 1
W AVM 083 | 071 | 056 | 043 | 036 | 032 | 029 | 027 | 026 | 0.28 | 048 | 057 | 059 | 0.61 | 0.66 | 0.68 | 0.74 | 0.78
RS 068 | 058 | 0.46 | 0.38 | 0.32 03| 026 | 025 | 024 | 023 | 039 | 047 | 052 | 055 | 062 | 063 | 0.69 | 0.74
SSGA | 086 | 0.82 | 0.77 | 069 | 057 | 048 | 041 | 037 | 033 | 029 | 056 | 0.78 | 094 | 096 | 0.98 | 0.99 1 1
EA 084 | 081 | 081 | 071 | 058 | 049 | 042 | 037 | 033 | 029 | 055 | 0.83 | 097 | 0.99 1 1 1 1
W AVM 084 | 071 | 056 | 043 | 036 | 032 | 029 | 027 | 026 | 029 | 048 | 057 | 059 | 061 | 0.66 | 0.68 | 0.75 | 0.79
RS 069 | 058 | 0.46 | 0.38 | 0.32 03| 026 | 025 | 024 | 023 04| 047 | 052 | 055 | 062 | 063 | 069 | 0.74

"EA: (1+1) EA

NUCS = 10%. EFF ({145 515 7E 0.38 F| 0.86 2 [6]7% %, 1fi DDR [r45 A5 7E 0.13 3] 0.29
AR E) . EFTA ) 32 4 CSA SEBIH, CSAgy —_ssea B T BtUF1) EFF {E (B 0.86),
FUH T, CSAgy—_sscal2 Bl RUCM Hn%E &, B4 RUCM At s D
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MIH; 0.86 AT K ERFE . BT BOAHURE B, NW AL SW ORI B 47, 413k 33 i, &
i1 EFF {6 M 0.68 £ 0.86, 171 HeAtl 1 AHAURE B 25 1¥) EFF {E A 0.41 5 0.55.

NUCS = 20%. EFF {14557 0.37 3 0.82 Z [H]485h, ifi DDR {45 RAELE 0.25 F
0.56 Z [0/ . CSAsw—ss6a ™ CSANw—ssca IR T AL KA LEV HTERER LA
7, ' EFF fE M 0.37 ] 0.4, DDR HUE M 0.25 £ 0.27. A BIAHLLEE %, NW AT
SW R4, ‘B4R EFF {5 0.58 £ 0.82, DDR HUE M 0.39 F] 0.56, iy HAt K4
LLFE R 21 EFF {E M\ 0.44 3] 0.52, DDR HU{E M 0.3 1 0.35.

NUCS = 30%, 40%, 50%. CSAyw-_(1+1)eaFIRINELEF, FoiksE L EFF BEAT PRI 2
L DDR BTV - 24 NUCS BUE A F 50%, CSANW_(HDEAEM%T DDR ) # KAH 100%,
Rl 3 EFF {64 059, XIS UL CSAnw - 1+1)p4 B I I HL 50%[1)42#8 RUCM H#1%
S ] LUK H BT A VN RUCM R85 SR BRIF, TR~ RUCM A Bt storAh vT UK B 0.59
AN SR B

NUCS = 60%, 70%. CSAyw—(1+1)ea T CSAsw—141yea R ILIIIRAEF, DDR BUE 7K
{E 100%.

NUCS = 80%, 90%. CSAyw-¢1+1)5a~ CSAnw-ssca~ CSAsw—ci+1pa~ CSAsw_sscate
LB, DDR HUE T f K {H 100%.

T LGt g R T U LU R 4518 452 — 4> NUCS, SW AT NW Z2 Lt At g A 6L
JEE R B 1Y) 2 A5 U o 1E P A IR S RE %5 XA DDR=100%) CSA SEHI 1, CSAnw—(141)E4
SRR, BRUNE N EEPE 50%0) 45 RUCM %508 e U ic iT 1 EFF i i
0.59.

5.4.5.6 RQ6 HYSCIELE R KX 74

AR NATRHEEAN CSA 3 HRAT I [RIBEAT 2307, e A ) B AE PR SR 3R 4 EAT RS
BT IR 4 QI IE 44-18] 47, o 1] 44 552 7 IH(A+1)EA 55 AR EZ R £ (BT CNT.
JAC. GOW. SOK. NLCS. LEV. NW. SW)IJEHIEACSA; PP AT R [a] . P 45 4
2277 i1 RS 5 % ANHIALLEE B % (B0 CNT. JAC. GOW. SOK. NLCS. LEV. NW. SW)#Js¥
1A CSAMIFIRATI (] . 18] 46 % T H AVM 5 &AL R #(BD CNT. JAC.
GOW. SOK. NLCS. LEV. NW. SW)HJ R &> CSA KT (). &l 47 fi%s 1 il
SSGA 5 &-ANAHALEE B E(HP CNT. JAC. GOW. SOK. NLCS. LEV. NW. SW)#J )%
ANCSA I3 RAT B (8] o
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ST RE—NCSA;, HAHR RT(RD, P38 () UEBEE NUCS HUE 13 KT
H0I. LACSAcnr—1e1yea 901, W 44 FF7R, 4 NUCS=10%, CSAcyr—(1s1ypa T-HIFER
3, 1M NUCS=90%, CSAcnr—(1+1yea FIIFERTIEE] 271 Fbo [RIFE MR 45 SR AMIE N
FHAIICSA; -

SHFRE— AL AL, 45— NUCS, &MU SR I AR (i e 1k R
PL CNT H. NUCS = 20% 9%, ¥ 44 Fi[El 45 iR, (1+1)EA BIPIIFERE 13 7, 1
RS [ FS5FERT & 14 B[R (000 5 25 BEAME I T Ah i A D02 iR 4

PR MEREE, 48— NUCS, 2 T84 WAL THE s £ (RT, CNT.JAC,
GOW. SOK) I [A] VA #E 22 bt 2 T 2 1 AL BE vH B pR (B, NLCS. LEV. NW. SW)i
T YE#E /N flan, & 44 B, 4(1+1)EA H NUCS = 30%(), CNT [F-PIFER 2 27

PRI SW PS5 FE IS 72 65 FD . [RIFF B M 82 46 SR AR B T HAR I R 5%
750 750
700 700
650 650
600 600
550 5550
=500 8 500
§450 450
8400 S 400
‘£350 ~ 350
=] o
=300 300
& 250 250
200 200
150 150
100
100 - o
0 7 47
o 8 0
10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90%
NUCS NUCS
(1+1)EA CNT e (1+1)EA JAC (1+1)EA GOW s (1+1)EA SO AVM CNT AVM JAC e AVM GOW e AV/M SOK
@ (1+1)EA NLCS (1+1)EA LEV el (1+1)EA NW il (1+1)EA SV AVM NLCS AVM LEV AVM NW ol AVM SW
] 44 CSA LB HIF33AT I TR (1+1)EA) & 46 CSA LB HISF 3 PAT I [A] (AVM)
650 750
600 700
550 650
600
500 .
450 500
5400 §45o
3350 2400
(2] ..
=300 .§350
o
3250 =800
E 00 250
200
150 150
100 100
50 50
0 & 0
10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 10% 20% 30% 40% P0% 60% 70% 80% 90%
NUCS SSGA CNT —o—%é%gt JAC e SSGA GOW
RS CNT g RS JAC RS GOW RS SOK @ SSGA SOK SSGA NLCS ey SSGA LEV
emm@umm RS NLCS RSLEV  comfiems RS N\W RS SW e SSGA NW el SSGA SW
B 45 CSA S5 B FIIBAT T [R (RS) & 47 CSA S iR F3$RAT A [R] (SSGA)
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SILE R TAMCUE B BN R R DU Sk 05k

5.4.6 SLIE TR
5.4.6.1 RQ1 1 RQ2 AY#E %11

T RQL MSEIedids, ASCHTE MR RUCM LI Sk B 10 A & — M &
), DR SRR R . R AT DLER S, 4 — AU T R A
SPRUCM K B R 5% SSGA. (1+1)EA. AVM # LY RS B #1514, LibAELLFV
BEAT VPA I 2 LA DDR BEAT P4l o Rl AT AAS HH 2518, SR A 36 T R 17 2 2 ff ¥ RUCM
FHL 3 55308 R 1) — o R0 1

K F DDR VFH 48 b B — A8 2 Bk AT ST (B0, RQ2), AT LAWLEE BIAHBLRE &
KON NUCS (W HUE # 22 sema Ak Re . a0, AR R %R CNT. JAC. SOK. NLCS
ifi NUCS = 10%, 7EZ48 R ZHIfbirding, S M EREENRGE G i IFes B
ZE5t . I A TSRS . 24 NUCS=10%, MJRURETT R RUCM R StH L
BATHAR A RUCM 37 5 3B 5 /N 15 10%), PR Js 44 2% AVM 5 42 548 % SSGA.
(1+1)EA Z RSt LB AR 2 . SR1 24 NUCS >30%, 518 SSGA if & (1+1)EA ‘E17]
5 AVM G i LU ECRR 22 . 45 47 . B —2%, NUCS = 40%. 50%. 60%. 70%. 80%-
90%It}, (1+1)EA BUSERAFHIGETH 7T 4R, SRJG & SSGA, AVM HIGiit b 4 R fe %= .
KAEEN, 5 AVM AL, (L+1)EA & —4 R R 7 ER n] DR S S 4 i ik 7
% JRAE SSGA 2 — /M R R 75V, B A 2R 0 P2 [R] IR T 22 SR AR A AR SR 4 e
K24 NUCS = 40%. 50%. 60%. 70%-. 80%. 90%f, SSGA Tl fit s BBz Y fE
PR I TACR IR — ML T % T (1+1)EA (X 75 B AT A e, ULl hE &
PRI R — MR T &

ML RV VN RRR AT & A AHALRE B ECHEAT AT, FTRASRAS R R . Bk
P, 24 NUCS = 10%. 20%- 30%H, SSGA B3 &iFrIgeit iR NUCS = 40%,
SSGA MI(1+1)EA Z Al 4Tt 2 R HFA R 9 NUCS=550%. 60%. 70%. 80%. 90%
I, FELRZEIAG R, (1+1)EA IS BEFIIGETE i 45508, 1T AVM AR IS S
BTG T s B, X BER T A R R VA ZE L R A R L & B TRk RUCM
FH L 5 R 36 )

5.4.6.2 RQ3 Bt XT1iL
K 48 1k 4 CSA; I DDR %k Ay A ad A M1 58 2k B . 25 %€ — 1N CSA;» £ %F NUCS

146



Bl ¥l | AN S L B e 2 VA0S

(8 —ANBUE, K CSA N RE— A 19 Y DDR i AT IscsE, &0 G B 48 A2k
0 AT 70 M o AE LR B oh 1 B2 3RO U ) B s DDR A, < 4037~ BUfS 5% ik DDR
B, “hZ ELxif DDR BUEMH A%, KEOFERIE T 50%(% DDR HUE K 4347 .
W 48 FiR, B LLRILCSAnw-e1yea (FRICNTE ) U B AP R B, A5 2
CSAsw—_1+1ypa(FRIEASE") e HAKHIPF, CSAnw_141)pa BUAS B 1 (¥) DDR 1, EF 100%,
[F]f 50%ff] DDR JR[F{H 4 AG7E 85%-100%. A WA m(ric . °), Bz
NUCS = 10% ¥ DDR fE AT NUCS =20% &) DDR fE . Z4XFCSAnw—(1+1)pa T FAMCSA;
BATXF LU, R CSAsw—(141)pa BHUS 1 5 1) DDR {6, R CSAsw—(1+1)eaf) DDR
1% [EE 17 50%HR 73 Afi 7 81%-100%, X E HCSAnw—(141)paZ8 - TIRIRIABIKICSA;, &
f111¢) DDR 3% [B1{# ) 50%{XAX 734 7E 34%-86%. K 48 Hn (4518 5 5.4.5.3 F+ RQ3 [
IR T UL BRI, ARSI CSAnw—141)pa BEAT TV SEER

o

1oL LT ED DD
HH_HH“ g

AR S R R S |

08

|
1
i
- —
\
1

0.2

F
}‘._____.“HA‘A...HAA_
F

b

b

F

T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T
1G 1E 1M 1R 2G 2E 2M 2R 3G 3E 3M 3R 4G 4E 4M 4R 5G 5E 5M 5R 6G 6E 6M 6R 7G 7E 7M 7R 8G 8E 8M B8R
1: CNT, 2: JAC, 3: GOW, 4: SOK, 5: NLCS, 6: LEV, 7: NW, 8: SW; G: SSGA, E: (1+1) EA, M\: AVM, R: RS

& 48 32 1> CSA SEHIHIFHLE (UL DDR AT 1E1R)

5.4.6.3 RQ4 #1 RQ5 BYFE XL

RQ4 F-ZX) FV H1 DDR Z [i] A AT H)E o« SRIGHHE FI Gt 70 M s (e BV AT
DDR Z [AIfF1E 3 B Ao, 45—~ NUCS HUHE, “FHIFALLE /N —24 RUCM
FHL37 55 RE A% R BB 2 1) 76 SR B

&k # 5.4.5.5 T LI K, >4 NUCS =50%H, CSAyw-—+1yeaIH T HIEENK
oK okRE . Kl 49-18 52, FRXHETARGHAHBUE K%, 451 7 DDR fE% NUCS ANAHR
AMmshAA ;& 53-8 56, #xf3T 7 A AR %k, 45t T DDR FE%& NUCS A
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[l B B Bh A 84K

X ARABURE B 0 CNT, Gni&l 49 Frars, 2 RZHRIEAb nl ik, SSGA HMI(1+1)EA K%K
PUE R R0, RS BRI AZE. 24 NUCS #8id 20%H, AVM. SSGA. (1+1)EA Z [d]
MIgeit 3 i 2 R i3 . BE# NUCS HUE 3K, DDR MEUEH7ERS I, {H2 DDR
MAREE] 1 M2 AE 0.95 450 . XA REZ RN CNT & —Fh I T4 4 AU TH 5 R 4L
EIEAEE RUCM Rt 5cd RUCM 7 SRR 1E A IR H I AR 52 RIS T o %
T H AR BT A A AR LLRE R 2 (] 50-18] 52), W] LA BIARALII 2518

K 53 4 AHALLE B % NLCS, #iik 7 DDR BE#5 NUCS A [FHUE I 3h A 381k, T LA
79 H 5 B0 T AR T A AR U eR BT AL 18 . X AR LR ek 4 LEV, Wnl&] 54 ffR, DDR
HUE AR A 55 5 5 T2 G IR AR U pR B0 AR A AL . 18] 55 BT X ARBLRE BR 28 NW, fiiid
7 DDR Ffi#F NUCS ANRIHUA MBI . oL, Fia g 0% 22 % (SSGA.
(1+1)EA. AVM)ERILHIHRE L RS B 454F, Joie NUCS HUA{H: (1+1)EA RILHIflf
SRJE /2 SSGA, AVM 7. Fk#E, (1+1)EA iEId k% 50%[ 43 RUCM H itz 5% 31
FIT A ENI 75 SRR (B DDR=1), 1M SSGA 75 2Lk 4% 80%H) 4> RUCM H#ti% &4 ]
LAERF DDR=1, AVM Fll RS M\ A ik %|id DDR=1. [FJFFHI 3R] LALEARBURE % 5 SW(E
56) M R B, o (1+1)EA itk 60%I 4 RUCM HL 5t R BLFTA EARI
&SRB (RN DDR=1).

1 1
0.95 c 095
0.9 S 09
0.85 S 0.85
S 08 S 08
5 0.75 2075
S 07 £ 07
= 0.65 3 0.65
0.6 = 06
& 055 £ o055
< 05 o 05
=045  0.45
= 04 > 04
@ 0.35 =035
8 03 s 03
0.25 @ 0.25
0.2 Q 02
0.15 00.15
0.1 0.1

10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90%

NUCS NUCS
——SSGA (1+1) EA AVM —e—RS ——SSGA (1+1) EA AVM —=—RS

& 49 ML EEL CNT XM DDR & 50 FE{LE RS JAC Xt DDR
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DDR with GOW function
o o o o o o o o o

COPNCWPRLnCHCNC w0
ROV R CTUICIO C1N U1 GO T

10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90%

—A—SSGA (1+1) eAVCS  AUM —e—rs

©O_oOo o o o o o o o
OLOPNCWOPRCPCUCPHOPNCP P
PONCIWaRTIOITIO GI~NUI00 J1©O Tl

DDR with LEV similarity function

10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90%
——SSGA 1+1) BCS  AvM —e—Rs

51 LB ¥ GOW Xt A DDR

54 FEMLEE R LEV XS DDR

DDR with SOK similarity function

o o o o o o o o o
O L ONOCWOR OO OO m i
RPOINCIWOTIRACIOIOIO0INUTI0 01O T

10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90%

NUCS
—4&— SSGA (1+1) EA AVM —e—RS

1 —

0.95
209
.85
208
.75
07

10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90%

—4&— SSGA (1+1 ACS AVM —e—RS

ST

] 52 FEBLRE K # SOK XfR.AJ DDR

&

55 FEALEE % NW X Rif DDR

o

nction

)éfu

NLCS similarit
o o
OCULPoHOPUCP P
1O O0O1~NU100 010 01 =

<
©n
a1

10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90%

NUCS
—A—SSGA (1+1) EA AVM —#=—RS

1 —
0.95
09
'9.85
§ 0.8
0.75
§ 0.7
=0.65
=06
55

»n 05
£0.45
=04
go.ss
0 0.3
0.25
0.2

10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90%

—a—5sGa  NUGCS (1+1) EA
AVM —— RS

& 53 FH{CLEE K # NLCS X} M. H] DDR

& 56 HEALE K E SW TR DDR
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ST T RHCLEE B BRI R S (0 ) DL S #6071

TEPTAI) 32 /> CSA sEfilmh, tilsl 49 -1 56 iz, ATLAKILCS Anw— 14 1ypa IS B
T ThR, BB AT LLIE SR 5001943 RUCM FL 3% 5 % B 45 6 N 10 75 SR e b (D
DDR=1). (1+1)EA B2—NERMRFEE, Bl DERHE 2R 25 A4 A R i r i
% NW R —MNET P FI AL T E R, & AMUE R IC R M M IR [F 25 18 6
RIEIL, FbEETAEA AU R EOHE L (A1, CNT. JAC), NW B &4 T RUCM
ORISR . N TP 5 AR BLEE BR HOHEAT 73 BTNt NW R SW AN ZE %[BT R 1)
ULHEC. JCRIIAILES, RIS EITR MG EEME, B EATHE B NLCS 1 LEV 1M
B EEIOR . AN, NW 2 — D2 /P FE, 11 SW 2 —AN R e 81 L 7732,
PRI NW BB S BB (R . BESR (1+1)EA 2 BRI 10 4 R 48 R S0 11 NW 2 B i 1 4

J B0 He X B0 T A CSAnw—cuenza T DU 73 95 T B0 Th R TR bk A S 2

CSAnw-@+1)eaH NUCS =50% HEAT Tl sk

5.4.6.4 RQ6 FIFE X1t

S8 —ANCSA;, WP PATE ] RT BEAT0EAL . an i 44-K] 47 Fros, w] BLR
BT A A UE K £ (CNT . JAC. GOW. SOK)ZE Lt 3L T 2 41) (i AH AL BR B (NLCS LEV.
NW. SW)FEI b o JET 5 41 (KRR ADURE B B0 2 B A RISk, e A 75 22 50 2 OIS Tl X —
X RUCM FH L s AR AL RS HEAT VT B, BRI BE T 17 B AR ABLRE R 2 75 B2 2% R T 41 e 3
MRy FE S . AR, T 55 A U R BOR [F1 1) RUCM L7 s R 4 et
RINTE Z 1 SRR . 8 2R BRI I (R R AT T, e T psR 4 s,
ATUASH DL R 4518 : AVM MI(1+1)EA BB [ VERE S 4T, R85 /& SSGA, RS I [A]VE §E
ZE o P BB R P RAT IN B) RT 230408 14— X% RUCM R B3 55 R ARALLRE T B
HF RUCM Rl ILZI77 42 1) RUCM B3z 54 R RIBCR ) RUCM & sk likiE4],
2058 — MU R, (T+1)EA FEBEATHIALL R TH SR T B3 RUCM /5 5Kt 1 A Y
LSRG A e AVM IR BEE R i H 2 —FE . SSGA [RII I 75 EAT 28 SUHRAE
FHT- BB AN, R IS4 9 58 22 (I 1A] o RS A AL A0 3k 4730 B 350A R FAT AT £
PPN, KU (IR AR A ifh, fEiZeieh RS HILMI REZAESR T HEEZH
1), S’RUCM 753 I [ RE B i B S nl 8252 1), 140, CSAnw—-a+1yea I 177 #iR
[5]1t) RUCM A st A8 T BB N M A 75 SR BRI
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5.4.7 B RIS
5.4.7.1 X 54

FEAZSEAERT T, Bt IR A R VRO 4E8R: FV. DDR. EFF, XLETEM4EIRA]
PATEANIRIIY) CSA Sl (M HEAT LU, Ak, BT #8 R SA AR F AR [R] 10 45 R Sk g, R
25000 IRIFTELEL . ESRIGHEFU A — N2 AT bR: NUCS. X EE—/> RUCM H7L
MZucs, EFxHEE— NUCS BUHE (BRI 10%, 20%, 30%...90%)3E 17 157 R SE56, U EEH]
IS [ SE B HR AT et 4 b7, AT 8 NUCS b R R R 1521

— AN SRR ST A O B AR 2« K RUCM 28 S 43 R BEAT - LA B A
I AT RE 2 5T NS A 7 SR ER G . E R SEge i fRrh, BExE Tl R BIs 7T, —
>k kA VR D7 1 87 SR OGS40 ) AR B ) 5 O G (1 S . 28 HUARI I, 1%
TRHAIEE T T RGIYILE T RUCM RERL, SR 5 1R MG RUCM IR IlHE I () £ 52
M, HHOIEEE RUCM BRGATAE IE, I A DB ARG 2 Tl AW RN . R,
DAV RUCM A I AN AEAE B A AN I R5 SR BRI o B0 AR ) SRR 2481, 1
FAETAF AR HOR A RUCM TR, T A O AR I L. XSS R 7 2
FIE RUCMBZIPRAE S0 . b4k, TEMEAT R NES, fE# %1875 RUCM & 5348 5
HEI (565 4 555) AT S5 KRR FEE (R S A9 5 SRR B 1 AR 5N

5.4.7.2 REBXUE 5347

% R B ALRE bR B 48 R EVEEZSE R T A, BT S0 B R R R
S*RUCM R AR-R i o S50 HPARHE AR Q[ SCHR AT AR S B0 B (W, 5.4.3.6 11). 1%
KIS RIEATSHE M, By CA SCERBT ST [70] AN [14515E B H #iR A A9 2 s B 7T LA
FPAS A A 000 TR )RR AT AR -3 R AT o T340, X RS bR SR 48 2R SR S S 4
FE VNS 2 KRG K SHIERF FC A SR 00 S, T BT K M SHE /T, X AR SO — TR
KT AR

ZRE TR TR B AN RSURE 20 S, BT E R R A Z SN, TG
RN SRR R BN UERE . BT I SRE T AR R SR IF R s il sk, Btk
TEAESFE N M 75 SR FEdE AT S50 1k (42 ) o 2% S8 T 10 AIE S 6 e v Hh 1) 1 e A8 B AR
TR B2 R DGR
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5.4.7.3 L5 XU BE 7347

LI IEAE RS (ST o M i RS S 45 AR 1T Gt 40 . Vargha-Delaney 4t
779, Wilcoxon A5 [F] I 4 BC Bonferroni 14 1E 7772 Kendall’s Tau 6 56 78 S2 56
A . Hor Bonferroni 42 I G H T4 2 # LL B H Wilcoxon FEAIER 58 [ p-value
BATAEIE ARG IEEE | RGeiT A iR . sEma 210G AU M B R s SEI FR AR E BT 02
MIBENLYE. N T RIS S, B REANCSA;, A HST 4T 100 YIE#3RE 100 A
25 RBAAE RS TR AR SR, SRFHATSR 0T IkAh, Wilcoxon REFIAS LG AN
Bonferroni & 1E 54 B8, %R A1) 100 ¥k FV 52451 A1 100 ¥k DDR S2BI3#EAT S8t 5
B, AAER G 2 5. S34h, MRIESCHR[L31]1148 S, Vargha-Delaney 4tit (14, , 34
JS [R5 Wilcoxon BkAI: 3 — ik Ge -5 Rk 47 50 o I AR U 1

5.4.7.4 JNERIXUBE 53 #i7

A R LR S (1 — AN AR S 2 SREe a5 im A . 12 sese R A
T AN, AATA] e 2 G0 1 HSe i 45 RAE 5 HAR R 6. SR, XFER
AR A A2 AT SSUE R AL AR B . oAb, BR T TORA, ZSERERH T 6 N
(SR 25 F LUK S’RUCM . BEAT BOAR-2 3 0 #r . S238 >R A FV. DDR. EFF iXitfgy
REVE Fa bR, EATRT AZEAS A CSA SEI [RIEAT P BT F48 2R S0 20 R FH A ] 69
f ik pRitE, RP 25000 REGE . TESRIGH, TEIRESCRREBIL 2 THLZH], EfTE R —
L8

5.5 tHx R T1ERYRTEE

5.5.1 ARITEERAR

[H 1976 4 Dr. Fagan™®! g X IR T A FE 7 VF # E AR, B PR o — B A
BAORIR AT o B 1) — AT R RS, ST T3 KRV B (K SCRRERIR B 0 2 B AR AR R o #E
SCHREEIR[146]H, 1EF TR RIF AT EOAR . TRV TR H AR . TRV a i
B LVE R 7 SRIPH SR T H PUANILAA X B 120 A —FRF LRk EAT 0. SC
WRZEIR [L37] AR 70 55 . Fagan PFHF 7 1%, PF AR M0 Mo (G NS PP a4y PP S0
BOR (InvP e SRR . PR TR SCERZEIA BT 7T[175], ZEHX J° 1980-2008 4[] A& 3
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153 A R R VP BB RS REATRE AT, JRFR 1993 4FERT AR I T ZAE tp R VR e 1
FERIBEFE, AR S E o B R 7L

FERRAF TRESEE A, R F5 R SORY rh R d5R o 2 A o2 s ORAIE 1) — b b S v R e R
(1351, i o FH W00 A AR AE L S (¥ V2 A Y, R IO PP o B 75 SRPF S AP 9 o 1 — A
WP ST BT, TR R EE G R Tk, BT &R H A
(Checklist-based Reading (CBR)M71M148hn  J& F- 3 £ 1) [ 2 7 AR (Perspective-based
Reading (PBR)1™) 2 5 & F i FH Lo a8 P BB R

FESCHR[L76] 7, AR EERT FH OB AL AR H — Bl BRI 23 S I F BTt S (e 2 1 0t F 700
BRALHAT RN EE AN RGH P LA, BIHEEENMA. KRETHENMA. &
SR AR FH DL BRIE R Y HEAT 58 S, FE BRI ER G | BB IERf . A —3, ORI
WM E5AN R T DU A BT 3R BEAT 70 HT o AF 4 52 I CBR+ R 5 Ad-hoc B 132
BORPAT Z A0, LI R Won B TR A SR M SRR, W TIRA 5+ 5 4K E
BN SRR AR B AR O VE 5L A B A K

Cox[®1%5 N $&H — Pt % U2 FICBRYPEE HAR . AR FH L2 A H B A R 1)
SEMA T, AR BB DU AR A 53R o N = AN o (1) B TR A
fEH T AIERBIESAIN S . (2) FFRAMLZ MBI : TR A — B 2T 0 @
ARG AT ). (3) M ELFRMFM: M E T 22510 P %R
k. #itn, MR ERRE, SRR IE AT o VR RAbA T4 H )
CBREIA 5 Ad-hocH RFEAT XL, L6 25 5 R S 2 tH I CBREE AR EE LU Ad-hoc i A fi
FERUF, EReE R B VR R N ORI 2 S SRR . [EERE, CoxEEILE X T6
it JE R KR AT DA it FH LR 20 R 47 B0 AIE ¥ P B e bs,  AE AT AL LAE[177] P 4] X6
Pl BB HAT T VEHE . BEJE, SCHR[117] FE T SO AR S KX 60 i kS et —
AR, FEH T <7 CsM N F A2 Fha] B HE BRI R SRR EEAT 425, T DL R B A
PRI FH LR 2R

Bernadez MG HE Y T — LT R 17 54 R (Metric-based Reading (MBR)), i Ai]
BEXT DU (¥ R L e T A L BE R FE AR : NOAS (— ML 2 535 Actor i) it i1
L), NOSS (— MM ITA M RGESMETE D). MBRE GHIMERBOE: IR
EARPR I BUEARAREOR &, AT RE 2 U HAH R R B o 1F 5 # MBRFICBREEAT X LL L5,
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IR IR R (G RILE) J T, MBREELLCBREZF S Uf; e EE 71,
P W& ST .

FESCHRR[L16]H, AR IR 1 — PR ORI B A LV o IO 255 070, IR IR b
|EEE STDVAE T HBLERI 7 2. AR TR T —FPBREIA, HHAPBRATZS LA B
MAE A WIFERA . REHNNMA. RGP MA . ST FNA . DHEHH
WA M T — A2 S xR H IPBRAICBRIZEAT X LL /0 My, S it &b 5 ot wof
HIRGE, SRR PBRECAR B HLCBR I & 54 .

SCER[A791H, R $E T —FhCBRECAR I LI LA BEAT VR e, 27V C 4 IEEE
std. 830-199872 5& S #k B 4> 35 ( Bl Ambiguousness, Incorrectness, Inconsistency,
Incompleteness). 1% ¥ % 11 ICBRSPBRE A7 XF LL S, SZI6 H R H P fh A 7= A H
TR N GLdAT, BJEMSRma RN : ERIERMEIEET . PBREIM LLCBRE
EFLF, RMAERCEMRRE T : CBREIHIZE LLPDB R EFLF.

A LR 7T A 2 O R L ER A IR 1) B B A BRI TT . Sinhalt8%5 A4 H —Fh 7 A TE
FH LT AT BRI S5 B HEAT P LR A 1R (k2> 2 5 3) . Fantechil*8H%5 45
Bl 2RTE 5 BOAE SO AT BOR B SR DU L) A RO RSOR i3 A1 8 i

RIARGE [ AR R HBLPFE HOR, A ar BUKIL: (1) CBRAIPBRZ #E4T F L v
B PR AR EOR, (2) PGP o AR AT DU ) Sk 23 25 78 S

R 34 NFERGLEHEBAR KR

Reading Technique Artifact under inspection Defect Type Evaluation

[176] | CBR with a predefined defect | Use case models (and use case specification | Syntactic and | Controlled
taxonomy of use case models with a simple format (i.e., flow of events, | semantic experiment

trigger, pre-/post-condition, alternatives))

[6] CBR with a predefined defect | Use case specifications with structured | Semantic Controlled
taxonomy of use case | template [182] experiment
specifications

[178] | MBR Use case specification with structured | Semantic Controlled

template [183] experiment

[116] | PBR based on a defect | Use case models (use case diagram and | Syntacticand | Controlled
taxonomy conforming to the | structured use case template) semantic experiment
IEEE 830-1998 standard

[179] | CBR, PBR Use case specifications in Use-Case 2.0 | Syntactic and | Quasi-

format [184] semantic experiment
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AL AR K A 22 R S

5 FIRTFEA ], A SCHE I S sl B 07 VAR T AR AL RS v B R BRI R R
ARSLIFAS AR B VP B B B BT A FEEAT 75 SR VP H A AR S, T AT a2 B o V5
e ARSI 1) M BE AT TR SR IPH IS . R RIPH AR KRB CE R |
A0SR I s, H BT HVERAE I R CORAE T BB AR, Gl el RIT R BRI R IR 5 4
AR G I 7 MM B BT R S5 M TT R ©ORAE BERAR A o A RIUASE 50 e oK FH A2
A%, AR R G (software-intensive system). 5 Gt 5 il & i (system of systems)7E H
AT RN B RS R A, IR Tk . BhAt, TR RIS T,
SRV B 6 T Jr i 0 SR ) — P e AR - 28 ok (1 07 FEAT S DR AP AR S D o R 36 1) )
WHFU TR SR VP BSCHE R R . 5. 2.0 i iR (1), RUCMER LS5 M40 I 75 SRRl R ASEAR %t
DL S ATHZVE B, R X RUCM R L 24 1) D1 B i 24 IS 2 e Ak D et FH D0 7 55 FR) o
B o AN, SCHR[176,6,179,117] 7 42 th ) P B v o sk bt R X F 037 5 (X PP
BB AR SCHR H I DL e i £ 07 VE AT LS AN R # HR (CBRY PBR)AS &l H o

5.5.2 BT REREMFRIEE

Harman®e15 i 1 T4 2% (1 0 A2 AOBF ST T 42 TH R G i SCHRERR , R4 A
P4 22 SRV P T A R R A T e R P i R, 91 R SR AN ) R, 7 SR 4y
Bic il 58T, TR SR A S Ak 1) #0591, NRP W) #i(The Next Release Problem (NRP)B7) & —A
ST A P A R AR AR DL R SRR 1 R, R e 5 — 0 4 75 SR SR SR L ORI
5 R A P4 o SCBR[S7E FH 1 AN [R) RS B4 1) RN = 2 AN [] F) 98 R S (O A 12
ARy FOLEE REERCLEE ., BLR K ER) X NRPIEAT IR, H i NI )
[ 100> %8 F1 AN 140 ME 55, e R HIAR (14 1) AT 50012 7 3250 ME 55« sk & 2R
TR FEIREARRS T e sme /N KRS %) 1] v e 2 2 0, R T R OR 4 i 8, ASLABLIR K
SR RE B I 4 . Bakert™OVSE SR FH B2 0 SR VA R HUUIR K S50V AR R S ) R SR 3 11
NRP ] @, 525645 B0 7R 1K P AN B0 ) M R 28 LU AU 4 K 0 I 2 B A9 47

NRP 7] & 3 #% & & N £ H #r B NRP(Multi-Objective Next Release Problem
(MONRP)!®), MONRP 3= ZEH BT R i —Le 2/ /oK, AT 2 5] F i e R AL R HE
SEIIR BB P 75 SR A S /M o ZhangCOSR: PO AN [R] 1) 48 2% S E A 5EMONRP: B L
MR, PHBEREE, MBEFREEEE, HRAHTEEEE. St R JE R

AT AL T2 L BOE & TR RMONRP . SaliuFIRuhel®42 t—Fh P S SRR
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ST T RHCLEE B BRI R S (0 ) DL S #6071

NRP jii] /8 5E SCA— B8 H AR AL ) 7, R F e 24 SRSV 1020500 X0 H AR AR AL 10 ik A7 5K
fifto FESCHR[63], 1E# KA VLA & 7 SEMONRPIR . SCER[64]H, 1F&
K WO SVE (ACO) R IRNRP, AT ACO Sr AR B M LIS B 1% 2R SR IS (GRASP) . JEfL 4
B 545 L (NSGA) AT X L o SEIR 25 SR IR : GRASPIIMERER: 2, NSGAMELLEH,
ACOH] LA R ENRP .

Greer fIRuhe®S H —Fh i {1 K A H RI(RP) IR . RP & 78 3 B AN 43 it — L8357 i R 1
FX) T SRIEATAS LTI SCRE— FRBELE (7 b R AT TR o RP A2 LR 7075 5 THI 1) A 25 R
G 55 5 A7 (what) R H- 4 IR & A (when)[B, - LilsS128 48 b — Fofi g rf 75 SR S8 B A1 23 L 1) 7
PRRRPIH R, AbATTR 0L (A B0} F SR G B AT i v . SCRR[68]H, 1R IGHEET
F RPN — W H BRI R, JER 2 H AR AL HVENSGA- NI AT g
o

Lil"9%5 4] %+ CPS £ 4i (Cyber-Physical Systems)$& H —Fh 7 SR/ EC 1K) v, 1% 5146 %
TR OO LA N [F) R 25 A G B S T 2 56 75 R SRR 1) R T P 48 AR 2 1) T
TE& . A5 BT B AR A 2 B ARG SRS, I — A Tk %61 F11204 N L1
RRHAT L0 . SERGAE RN T B HARRAL I e, (1+1) EARITERE IR AT,  THIAE
% H AR 0 R e NS GA- N P R B 4

5 AT SA LG, AS B AR T VR R T AT R I R A ) R R R I
KRN, ARFEHRH BORAL B FRA R BRI P 103 S5 (R P S AR ARLRE (1 Sse /M, AT T BASE
RS- R85 1) 75 SR VP

5.5.3 HHINERBARGE TIETHNH

FEACLEE T S50 R K0 A I FH SRR A, AR ) 1 P 91 5308 il . A SCRR[144]
VR 52 tH— Fh T AR AL B Il AR e A i J7 v o AE 207 30 I A (BRI AS [ g
KB B R F 7R, SR 5 A8 B AH AL RS ek 2 (Hamming . Levenshtein. Cartesian .
Manhattan) F1 5% O S0 IR R EAT R, AT SE B0l F B A AR S A HE Y

Hemmatit 155 A FH — 28 51 AR LA FE T 550 R ORI 48 R SV E S B 17 W] 7 g 0 A 2R K 50 1)
e 17 A P ARACLRE eR ORI AT 1 8 (1) RHICH BEAT i Rt , (2)
58 FHACLFEE FEE B A FH T X A — X it G G A 5 10000k P 497 o SR 2 (R AR LS 30 f, (B) SR
PR R SR A A BE BB 34T B/ Mb o FESR H IR G £ 07 i, AEF AR T3 T
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44 AL 5 % (Hamming, Jaccard, Dice, Gower-Legendre, Counting) 13T 541 )41
UL 2% %5 (Levenshtein, Needleman-Wunsch, Smith-Waterman) . £ 2% 7 P> Tl 22451 i3k
TSN, SLIRHEE IR Gower-LegendrefHARE BRI (1+1) EAZL & & B 7 & UAR-2L
it AR X P 8 328 33 07 7

5 ERBE T [144, 145100 bE - AR SR I AR ALLRE B8 BORE O T 0 3 S5 R 26 ) e, RIDARE P
FEBUEE BR %(CNT. JAC. GOW. SOK. NLCS. LEV. NW. SW)sitdE—%} i 37 5 it 47
ML T, AR5 A M R HIE(AVM, SSGA. (1+1)EA. RS)X L% ST 1L
FERE AT fe MU %

5.6 KRE/\eh

TORTE RIS IR SEi KRG TF R 9o A . T KRB R G R R,
XRRGMTF RS R R ENRE S BNBI T R TR, R 755K 0 & B 5 fi5 4t
T RGN o B LR ARAVE 3R 518 75 R 00— PR FE Tk s e sl iz A
F, - R F B 45 SR 70 25 3R Tk S (0 i . TE R A SEm KRG 5L R,
RER B FEREN NS, TR L G0 508 40 7 R PE iR f£F
BRI PP o ROAS T, A it 35— 3 43 FH 10037 55 SCRF AR - R (0 - LoP o 2 — AN B R
I B 1]

% B A YRR AL RE T B R ORI 48 2R SR i b g Sk B AL D7 7E SPRUCM.
SPRUCM H1 DY Ff 8 22 5035 (1+1) EA, SSGA, AVM and the R\ FhAHALLEE i+ 5 %k:  CNT,
JAC, GOW, SOK, NLCS, LEV, NW, SWHJR. Jy J 48 FAEREILINA B0k £, AR
FE L 37 3308 9% [ A 17 A L PR3 RS BRI AR 25 R B — A Tl 81 0 7S A STk 22 51 %
R HMSSRUCMBH T SSER . N T IR TEAR A R BRI ae, RG4S — 4P AR AL
FEARMRER B R I m s A, AT T — RAIMSEIGHETH T, S04 )
Gt b B AT R E R (1+1) EA, SSGA, AVM  #IE LL ALY RRSE &35 15
0 (ERTA 8 R B (1+1) EARIPERER LT

H1 T~ S*RUCM H DU Ah4848 B30 ) \RARALLBE T SRR B B, AR 55 A7 B0 X 3270 AN [
(20 & BT EAE REK S B0 REAT PR 2047 o SEIR R I GE T2 BT i : NWARI(1+1) EAALA 1
YeRe ST, BV DUE R H — RIS SR A IE N & RE G . T #E—0 0t
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FEAEBARE HE R BR A R I 2 DG R, SR80 R Kendall”sM 7 Tau e 1146 56 % 3 .
BREUE FVANSREA K 2 DDRIAT /34T, Geit i s : ZERUCMATUE AR EREE T, FV
(FREARLLEE ) FIDDR (BRI R ILER) Z [BIAATES BB I FUE . BT DL R, AR
HEFF (1+1) EAFINWE A 34T Tl Sk .
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&
WXL

BAF TR SRR I KIS BTGB (3B Bevt D) AR HE FIe o Bxd AR Sk R4t
HIRE RIT R AT RV, ASC YA T HOT AT I TAF: F T RUCM HISERF 52 48 it
AR, TR 7 TR SERT RS BUERAR, T TObRAER A AR o0 br, BT R EIED
R e de 45 o 3 Ik a0k FH LR P Tl 2400 AR SR 2 A R i ST HE ) T VAT B UE A3 A
A SCH - E TR -

1) REH—FET RUCM IISER RGBT

A% MARTEMU 4R EE (UML profile for Modeling and Analysis of Real-Time and
Embedded Systems) s i) R 4t @ Mg S MU T KRG FE, LY B RUCMIZE2
(Restriced Use Case Modling) #7772, #2 HH SCiT R 48 FH Ol 7% RUCMART,
AT B 75 RN O SE R R SR EEAT IR ATEZ) . RUCMART 487K 7 RUCM 75 (1)
FIBLIRZIBE ST, 9 RIT A B Be b (S 22 il ot P AL E4h RUCMART ib 2 H 3
% UML € It} [ (Timing Diagram), A4 Bl @ SR S sEAT A BRI 73 B 183073 AR FH
25 SR AT TR A AN Tl =B % RUCMART AT IAIE 40, IR &5 SR B UR .
RUCMART 1] LA R Gu A0 Bl 7 SR U & PAS [R] e S B L EAT IR AN

2) R —FE A SERH R TR SR R LA T v

BEX R IR SEIN R GE I DU, AR T RUCM (937 &€, Bl rtAspectRUCM,
EAE DU R Z IR S TR U)SRUE B, AT LU B RUCMART X K7 & 2R Y
SEIN RGEHEAT TR . rtAspectRUCM KA 17—~ UML ARERRH U] 50 sl @ sy H
PR LR L) R DI TE AR L . rtAspectRUCM 37 JE Xt - 52 4% S 28 48 14D FH 1, R A o
B, AR RGN O 7 A AR T e SR BEAT IR ALy . Dy T
rtAspectRUCM [ R (R 15 48 B ASE AR &) AT Ak, ASCIE A 7 = Tl Sl A7 5
WM. SEIGSE BN, EFRRETISCHE A rtAspectRUCM “F-XJ ] L5 4 80% ) EAE 1.1k

g

3) R —FhE T TAVARAER F B3R R o 4 5 ik
BEXT AN [F 0 7 SRV IR A ROPAG A AT AZE AR S0 A AL P A B A )
1) G —Fh R G G DU AR R R B (74, AT JE 32k 4 ) PP A7 AN /) 10 75 SR VP
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&

BRME R 2) 2 —FPEbnt UL A R BR I 402, I HAE S — AN B 284
LA VIR E o IXRE A AT LAMERS K R SR e B2 T o AN ) 0 9 B e AR EAT A 3L
IPPA . A SCHE I —FhAE 537 U579 MURUCM. F DLR e b3 1) 8, 368 3o 55k b s v
IEEE Std. 830-1998 #EAT RGULHITIIT, & X 1 — A EHRE R AL ) 75 SRR 0 2 . it
RS EAE Tk AR#E HAZOP % RUCM F SR R BEAT 70, B T — &R FIH RUCM 22 5
P LA 2R AR TSR BRI SE0 . B im, 45 T — A R U] DA G A e b A ik
WG o AT AR AL F T AN [ B AR RE R 2 ATl S50 9 AN SCHR 2450 0 2t 1)
MuRUCM J7 3T 90 1IE  SEA6 45 B o - 32 U ) e SRR P 70 2858 T RUCM LAY,

A2 L) RUCM A2 RERS AT 240 [X 73 =Fh AR i) RUCM FH 837 55 A2 Sk

3) R —FET RN REER RS RE %

RGN RAMHE =T, KRENHNSSBERERHANT R, XS
SO R TR VPR PP U . EA BRIVE R AR (B R. AR, AR e —i o
DUy 5 SO AR -2 ) T PP o — AN S IR AR A e 336 ) AL

AR S S ARSI T S bR ORI R B0, Wi — R B OE R Ak 777:SPRUCML.
SPRUCMHI VU Fh 8 2R 83 (1+1) EA. SSGA. AVM . RSHI/\FhAHALEE 4 sk %k: CNT.
JAC. GOW. SOK. NLCS. LEV. NW. SWik. AT WIEAFEMREERERE, RIE
P — R LB ARAE SR B R IR = ) Dl e, AT 17— RV SEIR HEAT
SAERT T, SER ARG TR A SCRFERHE R EIL(1+1) EAL SSGA. AVM #f
TELLRHALAE RRS W EFUT: TEATA 48 R AL (1+1) EARITERE B UT o A STEFSTHIX 32F
ANTE] (R 2H A B vt A R SE AT VA 04, SRESER I Ze i /0 A s . NWAT(1+1) EAZH
E TR R L, BT R BAEFRH — R A s R A NI R SR kI . D T i —
AT TEARALL BEBUE AR R IR Z R OC &R, S8 K H Kendall* s 1 Tau s HR 56 4 &
&7 £ B K FV AN R B % LR DDRBEAT 434, BEit o0 M7 i : ZERUCMFH BB 7R (R 3R 85
FV (FREARLEE K1) FIDDR (8RB R ) < (847 (28 R I UG . FET L BAE R, R
AEFF (14+1) EAFINWAH A 4T Tk Sk .

HE—ET1E

S B T A AR = AT
1) LERBITRFITT, H AASCHE 7R R T R SRR 3 AT VR
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2)

3)

FEJREE AR, CREUSCER B 22 SIS SR ) AT 0 IE I 5 3 A SCHR K B3R Ty
%o

BEXTSRIS RGERI DL, 27 3 TR Y RUCMART J5 ik RERS AT AR U SR H
st HAA R UML g i B AT Bh =5 SR N REEAT A BRI 0 Ao A2 RS20 1
PErFR SN PAT 535, R 5 1 FH DURE R B Zh e sk UML i 3h 1,
IR I ALV B 1 ) PAT SE BN SN 2 R I B S SR E

BEXTFHOLVP B (R SCHE, 5F 4 NS 5 T2 705 Sk Bl 1 R DLBRIE 1 R SEALiE AT
DSOS . AR R SR FC LAEH, Redt 3 RUCM RIGUE T ST LA (1
FHGLVRE 7735, T 763 RUCM R PEd AN V2R &R
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M 3%
EAEMXIIFMER

RQ1 WGt 4 R
N T HZE RQL, @R — MHUZ RS, Mk 1 705 BLUyPFa4s DDR (5.4.3.3
) MRV (5.4.3.3 W)X PMEREZESENERAET R . ASB RoRETA L
IR R R EE A LR A B BB, A<B: REEL B LI REEL A
BEWFREE, A=B: WFE I ALF R E M 7 (p-value > 0.05) 1) 4L .
3% 1 RQL SEIZE R, {#H T Vargha-Delaney 4iit, Wilcoxon #RIKI&FT Bonferroni f&1E
Tk, BEKFEH0.05

Similarity | Pair of Statistical Test Result
Function | Algorithms FV DDR FV DDR
(Avs. B) A>B A<B | A=B | A>B |A<B |A=B | A>B [ A<B | A=B | A>B | A<B | A=B
NUCS = 10% NUCS = 20%

CNT SSGA vs.RS | 16 2 3 13 3 5 21 0 0 13 4 4
EAvs. RS 12 5 4 10 4 7 17 4 0 13 4 4
AVM vs. RS 16 2 3 14 2 5 16 2 3 15 1 5

JAC SSGA vs.RS | 16 2 3 12 4 5 21 0 0 13 6 2
EAVvs. RS 12 5 4 10 4 7 16 4 2 12 5 4
AVM vs. RS 16 2 3 14 1 6 14 4 2 15 1 5

GOW SSGA vs.RS | 16 1 4 13 4 4 21 0 0 13 3 5
EAvs. RS 13 6 2 10 4 7 17 4 0 12 4 5
AVM vs. RS 16 1 4 14 2 5 17 3 1 15 1 5

SOK SSGA vs.RS | 16 2 3 8 5 8 21 0 0 1 4 6
EAVvs. RS 12 6 4 10 5 6 14 2 5 12 5 4
AVM vs. RS 16 2 3 12 2 7 15 2 4 14 1 6

NLCS SSGA vs.RS | 16 3 2 10 5 6 21 0 0 12 2 7
EAvs. RS 12 6 3 12 3 6 16 4 1 10 4 7
AVM vs. RS 16 3 2 13 4 7 18 1 2 15 1 5

LEV SSGA vs.RS | 14 0 7 12 1 8 21 0 0 12 4 5
EAVvs. RS 13 5 3 12 4 5 17 2 2 10 6 5
AVM vs. RS 14 0 7 10 4 7 15 2 4 14 1 6

NW SSGA vs.RS | 14 0 7 15 0 6 21 0 0 18 1 2
EAVvs. RS 12 5 4 17 0 4 16 3 2 17 1 3
AVM vs. RS 14 0 7 17 1 3 19 0 2 20 0 1
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MRFR 1-22 1
Similarity | Pair of Statistical Test Result
Function | Algorithms FV DDR FV DDR
(Avs. B) A>B A<B | A=B |A>B |A<B |A=B |A>B | A<B | A=B | A>B | A<B | A=B
NUCS = 10% NUCS = 20%
sw SSGA Vs.RS | 14 0 7 13 0 8 21 0 0 18 2 1
EAvs. RS 11 5 5 17 1 3 16 2 3 17 1 3
AVM vs. RS 14 0 7 19 1 1 19 0 2 20 0 1
NUCS = 30% NUCS = 40%
CNT SSGA Vvs.RS | 20 1 15 4 2 21 |o 0 15 4 2
EAvs. RS 19 0 14 3 4 20 |0 1 15 2 4
AVM vs. RS 15 3 14 2 5 14 |1 6 15 0 6
JAC SSGA Vvs.RS | 21 0 15 1 5 21 |o 0 17 2 2
EAvs. RS 18 2 13 2 6 20 |0 1 16 2 3
AVM vs. RS 16 4 14 1 6 14 |2 5 15 0 6
GOW SSGA Vs.RS | 20 1 15 2 4 21 |0 0 19 1 1
EAvs. RS 19 0 13 3 5 21 |0 0 18 1 2
AVM vs. RS 15 4 15 2 4 13 |2 6 17 0 4
SOK SSGA Vvs.RS | 21 1 15 1 5 21 |0 0 16 3 2
EAvs. RS 19 2 16 2 3 21 |0 0 17 1 3
AVM vs. RS 15 4 14 2 5 16 1 4 16 0 5
NLCS SSGA Vs.RS | 20 1 16 4 1 21 |0 0 13 2 6
EAvs. RS 18 2 1 14 4 3 20 |0 1 17 1 3
AVM vs. RS 15 1 5 15 2 4 15 1 5 16 0 5
LEV SSGA Vvs.RS | 20 0 1 11 6 4 21 |0 0 13 2 6
EAvs. RS 18 2 1 11 5 5 21 |o 0 14 3 4
AVM vs. RS 15 1 5 15 0 6 15 |2 4 17 0 4
NW SSGA vs.RS | 21 0 0 19 2 0 21 |0 0 19 2 0
EAvs. RS 20 0 1 19 1 1 20 |0 1 18 1 2
AVM vs. RS 20 1 0 19 1 1 19 |0 2 19 0 2
SW SSGA vs.RS | 21 0 0 19 2 0 21 |0 0 19 2 0
EAvs. RS 20 0 1 20 1 0 20 |0 1 19 1 1
AVM vs. RS 20 1 0 19 0 2 19 |0 2 19 0 2
NUCS = 50% NUCS = 60%
CNT SSGA vs.RS | 21 0 0 17 3 1 21 |0 0 20 0 1
EAvs. RS 21 0 0 17 3 1 21 |0 0 20 0 1
AVM vs. RS 17 3 1 16 1 4 14 |4 3 16 0 5
JAC SSGA vs.RS | 21 0 0 17 1 3 21 |0 0 20 1 0
EAvs. RS 21 0 0 18 2 1 21 |0 0 20 1 0
AVM vs. RS 15 1 5 14 1 6 14 |3 4 16 0 5
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MRR 142 2
Similarity Pair of Statistical Test Result
Function Algorithms EFV DDR FV DDR
(Avs. B) A>B A<B | A=B |A>B |A<B |A=B | A>B |A<B | A=B | A>B | A<B | A=B
NUCS = 50% NUCS = 60%

GOW SSGA vs.RS | 21 0 0 17 2 2 21 |0 0 20 0 1
EAvs. RS 21 0 0 17 3 1 21 |0 0 20 0 1
AVM vs. RS 15 3 3 13 1 7 14 |3 4 17 0 4

SOK SSGA vs.RS | 21 0 0 17 1 3 21 |0 0 20 1 0
EAvs. RS 21 0 0 17 2 2 21 |0 0 20 1 0
AVM vs. RS 16 1 4 15 1 5 15 |3 3 16 0 5

NLCS SSGA vs.RS | 21 0 0 16 3 2 21 |0 0 18 0 3
EAvs. RS 21 0 0 16 3 2 210 |0 0 19 1 1
AVM vs. RS 15 3 3 15 1 5 13 |3 5 14 0 7

LEV SSGA Vvs.RS | 21 0 0 17 4 0 20 |0 0 16 4 1
EAvs. RS 21 0 0 16 5 0 21 |0 0 16 5 0
AVM vs. RS 16 2 3 14 2 5 14 |3 4 16 0 5

NW SSGA vs.RS | 21 0 0 19 0 2 21 |0 0 20 0 1
EAvs. RS 21 0 0 18 1 2 210 |0 0 20 0 1
AVM vs. RS 19 1 1 18 0 3 15 1 5 17 0 4

sw SSGA vs.RS | 21 0 0 17 1 3 21 |0 0 20 1 0
EAvs. RS 21 0 0 18 0 3 21 |0 0 20 1 0
AVM vs. RS 18 1 2 18 0 3 13 |2 6 18 1 2

NUCS = 70% NUCS = 80%

CNT SSGA vs.RS | 21 0 0 19 0 2 21 |0 0 21 0 0
EAvs. RS 21 0 0 19 0 2 21 |0 0 21 0 0
AVM vs. RS 12 6 3 16 2 3 14 |2 5 16 0 5

JAC SSGA vs.RS | 21 0 0 20 0 1 21 |0 0 21 0 0
EAvs. RS 21 0 0 20 0 1 21 |0 0 21 0 0
AVM vs. RS 13 5 3 14 2 5 15 1 5 17 0 4

GOW SSGA vs.RS | 21 0 0 19 0 2 21 |0 0 21 0 0
EAvs. RS 21 0 0 19 0 2 21 |0 0 21 0 0
AVM vs. RS 13 5 3 17 2 2 14 1 6 17 0 4

SOK SSGA vs.RS | 21 0 0 18 1 2 21 |0 0 21 0 0
EAvs. RS 21 0 0 18 1 2 21 21 0
AVM vs. RS 13 5 3 16 2 3 15 1 5 17 0 4

NLCS SSGA Vvs.RS | 21 0 0 18 2 1 20 |0 0 21 0 0
EAvs. RS 21 0 0 18 2 1 20 |0 0 21 0 0
AVM vs. RS 14 6 1 14 2 5 14 1 6 19 0 2
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MR 1-28 3
Similarity Pair of Statistical Test Result
Function Algorithms FV DDR FV DDR
(Avs. B) A>B A<B | A=B |A>B |A<B |A=B | A>B |A<B | A=B | A>B | A<B | A=B
NUCS = 70% NUCS = 80%
LEV SSGA Vs.RS | 21 0 0 16 3 1 21 |0 0 21 0 0
EAvs. RS 21 0 0 16 4 1 21 |0 0 21 0 0
AVM vs. RS 11 6 4 14 2 5 15 1 5 19 0 2
NW SSGA Vs.RS | 21 0 0 19 0 2 21 |0 0 21 0 0
EAvs. RS 21 0 0 19 0 2 21 |0 0 21 0 0
AVM vs. RS 13 6 2 14 2 5 14 |2 5 18 0 3
sw SSGA Vs.RS | 21 0 0 19 0 2 21 |0 0 21 0 0
EAvs. RS 21 0 0 19 0 2 21 |0 0 21 0 0
AVM vs. RS 11 5 5 18 2 1 13 |3 5 18 0 3
NUCS = 90%
CNT SSGA Vs.RS | 21 0 0 21 0 0
EAvs. RS 21 0 0 21 0
AVM vs. RS 15 1 5 18 0 3
JAC SSGA Vs.RS | 21 0 0 21 0 0
EAvs. RS 21 0 0 21 0 0
AVM vs. RS 15 1 5 18 0 3
GOW SSGA Vs.RS | 21 0 0 21 0 0
EAVs. RS 21 0 0 21 0 0
AVM vs. RS 15 1 5 17 0 4
SOK SSGA vs.RS | 21 0 0 21 0 0
EAvs. RS 21 0 0 21 0 0
AVM vs. RS 15 0 6 17 0 4
NLCS SSGA Vs.RS | 21 0 0 21 0 0
EAVs. RS 21 0 0 21 0 0
AVM vs. RS 15 0 6 18 0 3
LEV SSGA Vs.RS | 21 0 0 21 0 0
EAvs. RS 21 0 0 21 0 0
AVM vs. RS 15 2 4 19 0 2
NW SSGA vs.RS | 21 0 0 21 0 0
EAVs. RS 21 0 0 21 0 0
AVM vs. RS 15 0 6 17 0 6
sw SSGA Vs.RS | 21 0 0 21 0 0
EAvs. RS 21 0 0 21 0 0
AVM vs. RS 15 2 4 16 0 5
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RQ2 HMIZTHH A& R

NTHE RQ2, #Ehk—MHEUZRAL, Mtk 2 MR 3 73 LONPFI HE bx

DDR (5.4.3.3 7%) # FV (5.4.3.3 )% & — %8 R H (A vs. B)BHT G0

A>B FI~

FEFTE A A SR8 R A A LI R S0E B B M a s, A<B: REE B L
REE A REMHGFRRE, A=B: W ZIAAF 3 1% 2 7 (p-value > 0.05) (]84

MR 2 RQ2 MGt 45 B (DDR), T Vargha-Delaney it
Bonferroni {E1IE 5, EE/KFHN 0.05

Wilcoxon BEAIH I 1

SIM Pair of search NUCS
algorithms (A 10% 20% 30% 40% 50%
vs. B) A> A< A= A> A< A= A> A< A= A> A< A= A> | A< A=
B B B B B B B B B B B B B B B
CNT SSGAVvs. AVM 3 8 10 8 7 6 9 6 6 1 5 5 16 3 2
SSGAVvs. EA 6 5 10 5 7 9 6 8 7 4 9 8 4 7 10
AVM vs. EA 9 5 7 9 8 4 6 9 6 3 1 7 2 16 3
JAC SSGA vs. AVYM 6 5 10 10 7 4 10 4 7 12 3 6 15 2 4
SSGAVvs. EA 6 4 1 6 6 9 3 6 12 2 8 11 6 9 6
AVM vs. EA 7 3 11 9 8 4 3 8 10 2 13 6 1 17 3
GOwW SSGA vs. AVM 4 8 9 8 7 6 9 7 5 10 5 6 17 2 2
SSGAvs. EA 7 3 1 6 7 8 6 7 8 4 8 9 6 6 9
AVM vs. EA 10 4 7 9 6 6 7 8 6 1 13 7 2 15 4
SOK SSGA vs. AVM 6 6 9 9 6 6 11 3 7 15 1 5 16 1 4
SSGAVvs. EA 5 3 13 6 4 1 7 4 10 7 8 6 5 8 8
AVM vs. EA 5 1 15 9 7 5 3 10 8 1 16 4 0 15 6
NLCS SSGA vs. AVYM 3 7 11 7 7 7 6 8 7 11 4 6 16 2 3
SSGAVvs. EA 5 5 1 5 6 10 4 7 10 3 12 6 7 8 6
AVMvs. EA 9 3 9 9 8 4 6 6 9 2 13 6 3 15 3
LEV SSGAVvs. AVM 10 2 9 7 5 9 7 9 5 10 5 6 15 5 1
SSGAvs. EA 10 2 9 8 3 10 5 5 1 3 7 1 3 8 10
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AVMvs. EA 7 5 9 9 5 7 6 5 10 4 12 5 4 13

PRz 2-4E 1

SIM Pair of search NUCS
algorithms (A 10% 20% 30% 40% 50%
vs. B) A> | A< | A= A> | A< | A= A> A< | A= A> | A< | A= | A> | A<

NW SSGAvs. AVM 12 5 4 14 3 4 17 2 2 16 3 2 16 1
SSGAvs. EA 9 5 7 6 5 10 3 8 10 4 10 7 0 11
AVM vs. EA 6 8 6 3 14 4 1 17 3 3 16 2 0 18

SW SSGAvs. AVM 12 6 3 14 3 4 17 2 2 16 2 3 16 2

SSGAvs. EA 8 5 8 8 4 9 5 8 8 3 7 11 2 8

AVMvs. EA 7 8 6 3 14 4 1 17 3 2 16 3 2 16

60% 70% 80% 90%

CNT SSGAvs. AVM 17 0 4 19 0 2 20 0 1 20 0 1
SSGAvs. EA 3 7 11 2 16 3 3 8 10 3 12 6
AVM vs. EA 1 17 3 0 20 1 0 20 1 0 20 1
JAC SSGAvs. AVM 17 1 3 19 0 2 20 0 1 20 0 1
SSGAVvs. EA 2 6 13 3 8 10 2 8 11 3 11 7
AVM vs. EA 1 18 2 0 19 2 0 20 1 0 20 1
GOwW SSGAvs. AVM 17 0 4 19 0 2 20 0 1 20 0 1

SSGAvs. EA 3 7 11 2 9 10 2 9 10 3 11 7

AVM vs. EA 0 17 4 0 20 1 0 20 1 0 20 1
SOK SSGAvs. AVM 19 1 1 19 1 1 20 0 1 20 0 1
SSGAVvs. EA 5 7 9 2 7 12 3 9 9 1 11 9
AVM vs. EA 1 18 2 1 19 1 0 20 1 0 20 1
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PR 2-8 2
SIM Pair of search NUCS
algorithms (A 10% 20% 30% 40% 50%
vs. B) A> A< A= A> A< A= A> A< A= A> A< A= A> | A< A=
B B B B B B B B B B B B B B B
60% 70% 80% 90%
A> A< A= A> A< A= A> A< A= A> A< A=
B B B B B B B B B B B B
NLCS SSGAVvs. AVM 16 0 5 17 1 3 19 0 2 20 0 1
SSGAVvs. EA 5 5 1 5 9 7 3 8 10 3 10 8
AVM vs. EA 1 17 3 1 17 3 0 19 2 0 20 1
LEV SSGA vs. AVYM 16 3 2 14 2 5 17 1 3 20 0 1
SSGAvs. EA 4 8 9 6 5 10 2 8 1 3 9 9
AVMvs. EA 5 15 1 3 14 4 0 17 4 0 20 1
NW SSGA vs. AVYM 18 1 2 19 0 2 20 0 1 20 0 1
SSGAvs. EA 0 9 12 0 9 12 0 10 11 0 0 21
AVMvs. EA 0 19 2 0 20 1 0 20 1 0 20 1
SW SSGA vs. AVYM 18 0 3 19 0 2 20 0 1 20 0 1
SSGAvs. EA 0 18 3 0 8 13 0 12 9 0 0 21
AVMvs. EA 0 19 2 0 20 1 0 20 1 0 20 1
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MRE 3 RQ2 MG th & R(FV), /7T Vargha-Delaney 4iit, Wilcoxon BFIAs LAl
Bonferroni BIE ¥, BFEKFN 0.05

SIM Pair of search NUCS
algorithms (A vs. 10% 20% 30% 40% 50%
B) A> A< A= A> A< A= A> A< A= A> A< A= A> | A<

CNT SSGAvs. AVM 15 2 4 20 0 1 20 0 1 20 0 1 20 0
SSGAVvs. EA 16 1 4 17 3 1 12 8 1 9 9 3 9 1
AVM vs. EA 8 9 4 5 15 1 1 16 4 0 20 1 0 20

JAC SSGAvs. AVM 15 1 5 20 0 1 20 0 1 20 0 1 20 0
SSGAVvs. EA 16 1 4 17 4 0 13 7 1 9 10 2 9 1
AVM vs. EA 6 9 6 5 13 3 0 17 4 0 20 1 0 20

GOW SSGAvs. AVM 13 2 6 20 0 1 20 0 1 20 0 1 20 0

SSGAvs. EA 15 1 5 15 4 2 12 8 1 9 11 1 9 11

AVM vs. EA 8 9 4 6 13 2 2 16 3 0 20 1 0 20
SOK SSGAvs. AVM 15 0 6 20 0 1 20 0 1 20 0 1 20 0

SSGAvs. EA 15 0 6 17 4 0 12 5 4 9 12 0 9 10

AVM vs. EA 7 8 6 2 15 4 0 17 4 1 20 0 0 20

NLCS SSGAvs. AVM 16 0 5 20 0 1 20 0 1 20 0 1 20 0

SSGAVvs. EA 19 0 2 17 2 2 12 6 3 9 10 2 8 1

AVMvs. EA 11 8 2 7 12 2 1 17 3 0 20 1 0 20

LEV SSGAvs. AVM 12 0 9 20 0 1 20 0 1 20 0 1 20 0

SSGAvs. EA 17 0 4 15 2 4 1 8 2 10 11 0 8 1

AVMvs. EA 7 11 3 3 16 2 0 19 2 0 20 1 0 20

NwW SSGAvs. AVM 1 0 10 20 0 1 20 0 1 20 0 1 20 0

SSGAvs. EA 15 0 6 17 4 0 10 6 5 9 9 3 5 13
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AVMvs. EA 9 8 4 7 12 2 1 16 4 0 19 2 0 20
R 3-8 1
SIM Pair of search NUCS
algorithms (A vs. 10% 20% 30% 40% 50%
B) A> | A< A= | A> | A< A= | A> | A< | A= [ A | A< | A= | A | A<
B B B B B B B B B B B B B B
SW SSGA vs. AVM 11 0 10 20 0 1 20 0 1 20 0 1 20 0
SSGAvs. EA 15 0 6 17 4 0 12 7 2 9 9 3 5 13
AVMvs. EA 9 8 4 7 12 2 3 16 2 0 20 1 0 20
60% 70% 80% 90%
A> A< A= A> A< A= A> A< A= A> A< A=
B B B B B B B B B B B B
CNT SSGA vs. AVM 20 0 1 20 0 1 20 0 1 20 0 1
SSGAVvs. EA 6 13 2 5 12 4 5 12 4 6 11 4
AVM vs. EA 0 20 1 0 20 1 0 20 1 0 20 1
JAC SSGA vs. AVYM 20 0 1 20 0 1 20 0 1 20 0 1
SSGAVvs. EA 5 12 4 4 12 5 6 12 3 6 12 3
AVM vs. EA 0 20 1 0 20 1 0 20 1 0 20 1
GOW SSGA vs. AVYM 20 0 1 20 0 1 20 0 1 20 0 1
SSGAvs. EA 6 13 2 4 12 5 6 12 3 6 11 4
AVM vs. EA 0 20 1 0 20 1 0 20 1 0 20 1
SOK SSGA vs. AVYM 20 0 1 20 0 1 20 0 1 20 0 1
SSGAVvs. EA 7 13 1 5 11 5 6 12 3 6 11 4
AVM vs. EA 0 20 1 0 20 1 0 20 1 0 20 1
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NLCS SSGAVvs. AVM 20 0 1 20 0 1 20 0 1 20 0 1
SSGAvs. EA 5 13 3 6 1 4 5 13 3 6 1 4
AVMvs. EA 0 20 1 0 20 1 0 20 1 0 20 1
PisR 3-4E 2
SIM Pair of search NUCS
algorithms (A vs. 10% 20% 30% 40% 50%
B) A> A< A= A> A< A= A> A< A= A> A< A= A> A< | A=
B B B B B B B B B B B B B B B
60% 70% 80% 90%
A> A< A= A> A< A= A> A< A= A> A< A=
B B B B B B B B B B B B
LEV SSGAVvs. AVM 20 0 1 20 0 1 20 0 1 20 0 1
SSGAVvs. EA 4 13 4 5 13 3 6 12 3 5 12 4
AVM vs. EA 0 20 1 0 20 1 0 20 1 0 20 1
NW SSGA vs. AVM 20 0 1 20 0 1 20 0 1 20 0 1
SSGAvs. EA 6 14 1 4 1 6 4 13 4 6 13 3
AVMvs. EA 0 20 1 0 20 1 0 20 1 0 20 1
SW SSGAVvs. AVM 20 0 1 20 0 1 20 0 1 20 0 1
SSGAvs. EA 4 13 4 0 12 9 5 13 3 6 1 4
AVMvs. EA 0 20 1 0 20 1 0 20 1 0 20 1
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RQ6 HIZEHH 2 Hr&s R

Bif sk 4 41X R NUCS 24, f&or 14— CSA SEBIHF- 23R AT I 8] o
PR 4 F—4> CSA Sl B-FE30AT I 1R) (R TR) LAz D)

CSA NUCS

Search Similarity 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90%

Algorithm Function

(1+1) EA CNT 2.9638 | 12.3338 | 26.8323 | 46.4225 86.3774 114.4412 | 151.1758 | 217.9833 | 270.6795
JAC 3.4378 | 14.4303 | 32.5498 | 54.1199 | 99.722 132.7128 | 178.8165 | 250.6386 | 300.6769
GOW 3.4406 | 14.2663 | 32.1866 | 53.7792 | 99.4069 | 131.9904 | 183.9755 | 248.3777 | 300.0031
SOK 3.5055 | 13.8671 | 31.4575 | 53.9228 | 99.1807 | 130.3091 | 175.1098 | 242.6777 | 301.7805
NLCS 5.8833 | 25.2622 | 59.5904 | 100.1396 | 183.2946 | 254.2974 | 352.3153 | 479.6237 | 638.9036
LEV 6.7654 | 26.5397 | 61.7045 | 104.6837 | 183.1819 | 250.0322 | 346.2966 | 468.3714 | 640.6613
NW 5.5026 | 24.1807 | 56.6726 | 98.864 176.5596 | 235.9053 | 345.738 | 460.6211 | 628.0258
SW 6.3649 | 27.6047 | 64.5336 | 112.158 | 205.0673 | 276.6232 | 383.8888 | 496.1493 | 687.4767

AVM CNT 2.6668 | 11.3628 | 24.9684 | 49.3178 86.2911 116.7713 | 161.2557 | 221.1263 | 284.6687
JAC 2.9734 | 13.8219 | 29.5663 | 57.9545 | 104.5442 | 133.834 | 189.0433 | 260.7807 | 325.377
GOW 2.9365 | 13.6593 | 29.687 | 57.4548 | 98.849 133.101 | 186.0246 | 260.0776 | 322.4497
SOK 2.9942 | 13.2582 | 29.7549 | 57.1215 | 97.1635 | 132.2748 | 185.6814 | 252.7304 | 319.8351
NLCS 5.2578 | 22.5369 | 53.5463 | 1055656 | 177.2594 | 257.59 355.2665 | 490.4371 | 615.2067
LEV 6.7978 | 28.4647 | 62.7236 | 117.1496 | 198.5072 | 276.5994 | 360.3481 | 472.5779 | 617.2895
NW 6.3701 | 16.0269 | 39.3719 | 79.4527 148.3375 | 224.5424 | 315.1169 | 453.8543 | 654.0191
SW 6.9442 | 18.712 46.2433 | 93.6564 172.1031 | 254.7122 | 344.4808 | 498.4007 | 693.2603

SSGA CNT 4.4106 | 11.3303 | 27.4308 | 51.231 88.6984 125.5644 | 163.5495 | 222.7366 | 295.1453
JAC 29454 | 13.567 | 33.8169 | 58.8643 | 97.841 147.5644 | 202.3953 | 259.0705 | 332.9095
GOwW 2.9269 | 13.5336 | 34.0714 | 58.5213 | 98.9484 | 152.1767 | 190.1226 | 262.7954 | 333.9306
SOK 3.0316 | 13.5033 | 32.4117 | 58.2222 99.5744 153.5518 | 191.6952 | 260.2008 | 332.153
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NLCS 5.044 24.0559 | 57.3629 | 112.2229 | 192.4885 | 282.085 370.822 511.8083 | 652.8444
LEV 6.6624 | 28.7974 | 63.7158 | 117.5972 | 201.6532 | 282.7564 | 381.2036 | 518.3455 | 640.6613
NW 6.5499 | 18.9662 | 50.1943 | 99.7192 181.1931 | 263.872 348.972 504.2265 | 662.3502
MR 4-82 1
CSA NUCS
Search Similarity 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90%
Algorithm Function
SSGA SW 6.003 | 22.3397 | 58.4595 | 114.549 | 202.1211 | 303.4799 | 389.775 | 532.7292 | 703.6118
RS CNT 3.3798 | 13.8404 | 30.1692 | 56.8514 | 89.7823 | 131.0717 | 164.9947 | 213.916 | 299.1908
JAC 3.8874 | 16.5271 | 36.753 | 66.7817 | 97.841 157.3546 | 200.1271 | 263.2746 | 336.8397
GOW 3.8799 | 16.251 | 36.5485 | 66.681 103.9347 | 158.4033 | 199.9966 | 260.9527 | 338.5316
SOK 3.9636 | 15.9329 | 35.7707 | 66.618 103.5387 | 157.3312 | 200.3379 | 259.7939 | 337.0229
NLCS 6.8339 | 29.0003 | 64.9661 | 118.2967 | 181.7524 | 288.6232 | 372.5912 | 491.5114 | 582.0771
LEV 7.3519 | 29.6209 | 65.4578 | 114.5871 | 179.5598 | 288.8658 | 378.2914 | 474.1072 | 587.4842
NW 6.6767 | 27.7367 | 61.3369 | 114.3602 | 179.1779 | 272.6461 | 349.4743 | 471.85 573.0358
SW 7.6562 | 31.9655 | 71.5579 | 129.8981 | 208.2383 | 313.6446 | 386.2711 | 538.1317 | 614.0757
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