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2. Overview : Rule Termination Analysis
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3. Our Approach

JIZ2 Termination analysis Off BISIH & HP0A
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3.1 Rule Definition Language

2 ¢392 J|B0l # AIMS(Active Information
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DEFINE RULE RU_org_notify_candidate
EVENT EUB_menber_delete
CONDITION
DEC
Org org = new Org(aot);
Ep
org.getNumberOfMember () < 20;
ACTION
Candidatelist clist = org.getCandidatelist();
ListIterator maillist
= clist.getMaillist() .listIterator(0);

vhile {maillist.hasRext()) {
String maillD = (String)maillist.next();
Runtime.getRuntine().exec("mailto "maillD);
¥
return trus;
MODE IMMEDIATE, IMMEDIATE
AFTER RU_org_add_exmember

2 2l{2] Example rule in AIMS

3.2 Relationship between Rules

= HF0AME UPEOZ [}2 termination analysis
OA FHUE0l TG E 2L REICL E£8H TG OIlA
cycle Ol gMislE AR, 201 MESH termination 8
BEOEE, AG 2 DG 2/ F2E OI80tTE &tCh



2000 BIREE MRS FH SHELH=FH H7H 2S5

QoA AHAIHSZO0l, 2 AMAEUHAMNE rule definition

language & E8 Z202HY AHUHQ Java B AIEEHCH
[=]

olgst 2 YHEOUA JtE 2RI fHl= HE data
modification 0] &5l S2{LtXl %ell= 2A0IC =,
H20 AIEZ2 E8 modification & FL, &8 IH
o FL HOIEHY 2t & £ UXILH LBt static
time OlAE OM8 & AL AUsX L
Sl 2 dI0AME OlEH /A 2E, £&= rule 2
action part Ol B 4=E E8! data modification 0 &4
st= ZSE PG (Potential Graph)2+ 5101 AG © 20|
2 AMBOIDX SCH OlRWE2 mule 2 HBUFHNA
termination & E2&8IJ] Qo A2 FLCl not-
termination 2| A&ES NeistJ /Al PG E AG o &
e 9o pI2 di&sts AOoICH ojes E=2 ¢

=}
Loy
Expressive Language & AIS56IH rule F2E ot &
&
0

Irme g3
1 re g

=

L, static time 0l termination 2 EAEUH UAHAM, i
o TG, AG, DG 9t2 A8sle dRE0 AF A
termination 2 £&& 4 UCH

3.3 Events based Termination Analysis
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4. Architecure of Rule Analysis in AIMS
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1 &l{4] Representation of TG as a Tree
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2 &[5] Architecture of Rule Termination Analysis
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5. Summary
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