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ZJ10Il Rt Harel® statechart® JH&SID| I8t LHO=2 (Y8t statechart2

HEE0] MHLID, Al

AR NAHE A AMABI U= HES £ A A0 USEH T7PE dddt= 20 £25H0 =Y
Ch CHA AIABION = HA SIOE S50, OUYS IS3 T(CASE tool)d JIsE HEG)| ol
statechart® A5 #HI#S E3 2 X® TI9 A0 BQSICH XD, statechart &5 HE BEMA
2t statechartd 2012 X (semantics) XI0l= AST5HX U2 LEE OIE & UL MA 2 =20A
= 0|E9 SUIES HIW BB 948 ¥ JIA 2ACHE WHE AI2H0&Q 3 231, statechartt &5

HE Woto] JIES Oi@stth

.M B

Statecharts= &E{ Jl¢H(state-based)2 2 AlAES HAE 2
221510 {8 XAMol BN ANHOC [1]. 01248t statechart
Harelol Slaf MetEl0f &< X &(function-oriented)® 2
= =4 2O (structured-analysis paradigm}E 210 X
N AUk [2, 3). OlF, 2TEYN |20 LA8D M
WMeiCtyol HESIHA M X Z(Object-Oriented) Mg
20| SHIYD, statecharte 20|12 MG e #H3
o BN UHEE HESHH CLB statechart MBS0l MHL
H OSAUTH TSN ATEYN HUKSO! LMo Bt AZ
EQ0io MAN U= MES TZHU HHE HHOF 6t

mﬂ

0% N 0i0 B Tir

it

= AHE, MAE JHEX A A AAE0 = HEst o
H YA HHE HS8Gl= N0 ELSHH ZUCH S £F
statechart® 0l XI2st= XNSs TS 4, g 9
Jb 22 Oi22] B2, 2 XY =30 02 Jsde 222
Ao 2t statechartZtel &% &0 EROICH SHAIQH 2
statechartOf 2 2D UE E43 IS/A0NER X0I1JF &
T35t 20 statechart2t HEHS 0{HS0 ULD, @ =

Of DX R8F 201 2ME = ACH 2 =20AH= 0/EY
EMHE AHEI ol 2A0EH X018 =HSEHI| A8 € XN
2 OlHIE AlSdold off 21, 2 statechart2t 210122
XO0IE Hu EHE St 45 HE 2ot Jigs Otestch,
=22 IHEE 2F0A statecharte] gerdol S5 2
statechart®lf 1 SELE HMAISHL, 3ZUMA 2 X C4s
ANBdoie ZWUE S 2 statecharte 2ADIERQ!
HiR 2430 4Z0A 220 8F 332 UME MASHCH

= 2
:’ga

2. @ . 2 statechartOff CH8t overview
2.1 Statechart

HarelOh 218 MS RMAUTUUS statecharts A2 NAESY
HAE YAHS= HIFTY AO0ICH [4]. 0le48t statechartd S
A HelstE ot 2Ct [5].

statechart = state transition diagram + depth(hierarchy) +
orthogoaniity(concurrency) + broadcast-communication

statecharte 28 QENEIZ 20 MBI OIS AHE =&
AJl= HOIZ2 IS AR M0l CHOIo{ J#(state transition
diagram)Oll J1BHECE 010101 HE A (hierarchy) S T &IGH0 2
ABIES 619 AEIQ WS HOl(internal transition)S JtE £
D, Ol &Ei=E 22 SAl4(concurrency)} SEH
(orthogonality)2 XIR8tJl I8 AND-state®t =XHO0I0 i
Et & (exclusiveness)2 KR &= OR-stateS HEE 21D UCH
[6]. E£8 « Affli(source state)2t SX atEl(target state) 2t
of #AE BAISHE TOl= trigger [guard] / action2% HE
Sl=0l, Ol 2E statecharttf 22X BZEHAE HE UR
eventOll 28l SAE £ UCH ECiH O|HEE= HOIE ZHAM
3|7, OI0l MIE action@& EUE LR eventdt LMEIT

2.2 Statechart 21012

X2 Harel®l 28H statechart?t HotE 01F, AZE0 I
o IH24CHUe 3ot &M statechartel RED SOIEE HA
310 st w2 LY AP ZM0 SIoH statecharts BEIE
OIS0 OI10l M2t statecharts 0d2 JtXl BEO0| ML,
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OlE8 XNddte st XsSa TR0 2o ta AlA-OILE
Mg 99, o0 g 1) U2 S42 2 "yl

& =IJIW Hareloh S8 MO HESls 2o
statechart H&ES2 Jig0] D Us 22NE HEY
statechart® classical statechartel &tlt. FXH EME Jiet
QZ FOE classical HEQ statechart= Of2iet 22 E4
£ 20, 0/= i-LogixQ STATEMATEO Clof R AT [7].

(1) W=/2=2 OIHEN 248t gH3(static reaction)d AE0M

Slet Hals A0 2RFE O LHSC

(2) OIHEE= 2F 3t Ao A0IUTH

(3) AEE2 HIIStE guard=s AES XTI A DigHSHC
E8 A2 classical statechart® 2 X& Jigtez HO
2 O|

8t MHXIE HEQ statechart= Ot 22 E4g 2D

£ i-Logix2 Rhapsody0if Siaf P HIALH [8].

(1) 0i2f OIHIEDL 8 AEIM SAIN LMHE HY A0
2ASE MK OIHE RO LOA =XIXCZ XHai=l.

(2) HHEE ARSI I 20 actionOl CHE 2Dt
2x2(side effect)8 LAMAIR % QUCH

2 =20 M= 2 statechart® +234tJ| {4 STATEMATE

Ol 2ok *&E Harel® =} statechart HEE Statemate
statechart, Rhapsody0Olf <2ldf P& AHRE HEY
statechart® Rhapsody statechart, UML &2 M0 E& &

state machine2 UML statechartOlatil 22t T3 SH(CE,

3. YOiEH xol
3.1 Choice

Ot S& J0IZ2 P48 O™ AYS USHNAM E2IH0 O
& action?) ZIF SHiY XM0i2 guardlll EEE OlXle B2,
0|2 dynamic choice2tl ot1, XX HIIM Wt 22
HOIDt K0iLl= BSRE static choice2tld st

UML statechartOl 4 =& HO0l= junction vertex@ choice
vertex® 0/ &80 & £ QULL F5| ¢e HOIE Mz U
g guard XAHCZE UsE SIEOR ARE AR, junction
vertex= static conditional branchdt € Ch 8, choice
vertex= EclAHC guard& SEHL=Z EIISI0 H0IE 223!
82 dynamic conditional branch2t STt [9].

1) Static Choice

1% 12 Rhapsody®2 STATEMATESl static choice® AlE
3t2) #ok junction vertex® 0|88t MiKMOITH xS 2t0l 09!
State A10lA eventtl 28t 2Mdt= action0l 0| UH A
YO, 22 20 +BU=X2 W20 Ot A2 L= A3
2 HoE 4 Ul [2].

r ChoiceTest1 \

Event/

ri=4;

[x<1]

1@ 1. Choice Test 1 (UML Statechart)

Rhapsody®  STATEMATES!  statechartOiAl  condition
connector= UML state machinediAd junction vertex@ 20|
2% static choice® 20| gHE &L Event®fl T2 actionO]
EeiNe guardll S &S 0I& £ UK, ELIHY ZTAH2 &
H AB0] 23D X0 OIS action? £8S MOt

T o
ot 0 OIEXIZ2Z condition connector® 0|8t

4N e n

361

statechart 25 static choice@ 201 0|0t FH{HLH

ChoiceTestt

*-—. /x=0;

Event/x=t1,

18 2. Condition connectorE 0l&8 Choice Test |

1% 3. Condition connector® 0188 Choice Test |

8 29 1% 38 22 condition connector® 01&3H04
static choice® FAMIGID AEdi01& 8 2WMOICH =I| AEN
2 x9 20 00! AEK ATOA Eventdt ZMsIHH, x2f g2 =
0I5t04 guard [x<1]0i QdH ZHOIDF wa4sCH 1% 2, 08 3
DE AB A2Z FOIJF 2OouLD, Ao OINY SHUAM
action2 £85t0 x0 12 BHESCH. static choice 8 It
FE 0eZ LEHAS otaier 20 [7].

O—>¢—>e—>0
exiting event 1] " "‘:_:';“/

& 4. static choice =% H& (UML, Rhapsody, STATEMATE)

2) Dynamic Choice
UML statechartdt 28 51 20| ALY ACHH, 0l 2

2 11t= 22| dynamic choiceE 2/0I8tCt x& =0l 0¢l &
Bl ATOILA eventDt 2HMEIM, guardE® EOlob)IOl 2 A action
2 B0 x0l 18 BIESICH HEE x2 20l 28 guardE
EIIGH)) W20 ZsE A3LZ HO0|ohA SCh 0l9F 20f &
AHZS 235l BFWA actiontf 2ol ELINIt FES &
Of SX2oz wgdE atol 2ol X0olE ZFoHH ZM, 018
dynamic choicectl
r ChoiceTest2 \
J& 5. Choice Test 2 (UML Statechart)

Rhapsody 2 STATEMATE statechart= QA SF 8 Hit 2

0 JImXNOR static choicel 2i0/2g [EECH JHXAIG

Rhapsodys microstep2 0l88t0 dynamic choiceE & &
% QICH. CI22 Rhapsodyll microstep= O0l&38t0 dynamic
choice® A&3IJ] ®8 MMOICH [10].
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ChoiceTest3 \

@ 6. Choice Test 3 (UML Statechart)

8 62 RhapsodyOllA FASIH AlRd0IE 8 2= 2
g 73 20 Ol= microstep® OIZ3I0! dynamic choice®
@8 2M0ICH

ChoiceTestd

Al Event/x=1,

1@ 7. Choice Test3 - Microstep (Rhapsody Statechart)

M AIOA x2 A2 00IAUXNM, eventdt LABIO A2
HOIJt FOLEL, A28 EJ| MO| BFOUA x9 U2 12 HA
EICH AEH A29) condition connectorf Al guards=[{x>=1]10|
Jl W20 AEH 822 transition ®Ch. 13 72 Rhapsody
statechart, ChoiceTest3Jt A&} A10IA B22 HMOIEE WA
2 oteie 03 8, 18 99 20

O—--—ro———b
initial

state
microstep mtn:h
> = o]
a1 A2 2
stato state o

& 8. Choice Test 32 microstep M%® UE (Rhaposdy) [8]

SUBLAL ocroptep s SWRIAZ  picocsey-, Stte: B2
O—-—>'———>0-—>0——?~O

N i
eniting nult er-muonl fw>=11

event entoring

1% 9. Choice Test 32 microstep AlIE & (Rhaposdy)

M, STATEMATE statechart®l AE 0= microstepOl 8174
20l SIANEIE AIBOHS 25 static choiceZ SEEHCH
[11]. MOIJF LOILIDl TOfl i AROM 02840t 8l= 2 E
E2HE OIE £, D0 mar MO =T TatM 1% 10
2 18 3 20l AEl A0l EVENTS guard [x<110f 234
B12 XOIE %=, x0f 18 BHESI0, HES & 1130 20t

8 10. STATEMATE statechart :

static choice
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Q> 8 —3 @ ——> 0 —-0
[x<1}) Eh:’:l‘l‘.ﬂ/

exiting cvent  entering and
sition

null tran

@ 11. STATEMATE statechart : static choice

32 R AT
ADDE= MO LAEE  AHY SX MUE DF I8
Bt U A IS AE FAR AMisn 2],

38 12, Scope

8 1200A A6 C10f C22 H0l8 [, Ol®2 A3TE=
Cilt C28 RF ZE&oh= JI1Z =2 &, 8101 SCH *8t Y
B C23t ed0ii 2B C4AZ MOIE W, OIFE 2F E#di= K
B X2 MEiEs AI0I2Z2 0f B0iY *in" &t A10f =CH

Statechart@'llkl OIS SEO THBES O, LUE2R HO|
Jt 2oiLlE ABY W MBS [E M AIDH HHEN
€It Rhapsody® STATEMATES 2j0j2g 0i&2 A0
el Mole UEHE R0i6tE YA0 "’* 221 B2,
01 ZoiAE 30N AIS’EIIOI@% E8 Olg2 028 Ul
o =0

1) A2 = AT 49 HO| RE=H Hu

[ ScopePriorityTest1 \

Al

I o 1
L J

28l 13. Scope Priority Test 1 (UML)

38 138 2 M09 ¥ AEHS 88X Aot S ﬁi
O ZxstKgr, 01€ OS2 A2 23T YO O
SL0ICh &EH 810! B22 HOIZE AZFTE A0, A10] A2
2 MO|HE ATDE= o9 HEOIT SLE eventt CHAM
N2 U8 A3T9 MOl 200 e 2 statehcart @ ADZ
O QUTE MEHE & UCH (4],

ltl

PriorityScopeTest!

Event

81 Event_ B2 Event)

Nonane —— p———————

1% 14, Priority Scope Test 1 (Rhapsody)

Rhapsody statechart®] &%, PriorityScopeTest10l A& E
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S ORI MO0 Qs 1 Bl A1 B10| 22 &A% S=
G, Ol Eventdt 2ol B10l B22 HOIEC. 108 149
ASd0I& 20 2dH Rhapsody statechart 2022 we
level2l AR prioritydt FORICHE 48 &g £ QUL

2@ 15. Priority Scope Test 1 (STATEMATE)

StXIEH & 158 8ol STATEMATEES OIE2 UE 24
2 Hclgtlt= 28 8 = UCH PRIOIRITY_SCOPE10! AlZ
Of AT B10F 22t 43 SIAXICH EVENTOH 2AsH A%
I AUz EHH H2EAH A2Z BOIFE 28 & #
Ch.
2 Ol PriorityScopeTest1 2 EdH RhapsodyS 20|20 A
Bt

3 > 110

SLUE eventOll (st ATHS| QMERE WS ADTO £2|
HO Ue BtHOl STATEMATE Q0IES &2 A3Z0 2A
2L FOIACE 22 2ol 2+ ACH
2) ¥ MENZ BH Aefo ywor AA OE Fo| IR
/ ScopePriorityTest2 \
*—,
AL (a2
[
Bt Y [ e )
vel
: _/
& 16. Scope Priority Test 2
8 162 2 TOIQ R’ MEHY SH MG AL OE HY
Of EXHGIH, AZZE 22 02 Z201CH 24 OREIGIA

% N
J
J

Rhapsody= & g AIIZ0, STATEMATEE =2 Y&
o ADTY A2 =2 RANEE FOSLE AHS =D
TH20, OIHMiE 22 & MBI SH MUY Heg 22 ¢
elotol 28 HHEL R4 ScopePriorityTest22t AR &S H
1 W= A A1, BY, C10] 22 #53% T3, eventdt ¢
MIE M B10l B2Z FHOIE % U1 C10l A2 HNOIE £
UE PH=RIY ES0| YMsi= HEOICH
PriorityScopeTest2 3
L4
Sy
Al A2
‘s,-~i
Bt vent B2 1
-- 1 > l
Event ———————-J
0 17. Scope Priority Test 2 (Rhapsody)
Rhapsody= C10] A22 O[S 2T Rhapsodylt & g
Of ADIM RGP E HUEUHT 78D A% 22 2D

b WM NS HODE PMEE W MEGH 22 RS2
)l WEOICH 1 148 1 1701 A8 Anhapsody

statechartOii Al ® MBI M2 OIS WO HXIE G, 02
BES we Yo R} NEHE NE MO 22 P
SOECHs 28 BUE & ULL

218 18. Scope Priority Test 2

3) U2 ey ® AHNAH 22 dee SH et 0l Hl

o S IR OiHIY ZDE BESDI AN MR UE g
o RFAMEHUAN S5 UBY J4HZ M0idE BRE =HAUH
& A101 A2Z2 MOIdE Z22 B10l A3Z X0l
2F 0/E9 AZT= HHY YEOL SH HEIH
0l EMotD UAJ HEN M2 UE g 3 o
MOl ZME oot = + UCH

32
0

2mr i
1o o
ne

a

m 40

ScopePriorityTest3

— 1/

I

at T Event [ A2
i B1 ‘
C_____J

& 19. Scope Priority Test 3 (UML)

Event 3

il

PriorityScopeTest3

Al Event

Event

& 20. Scope Priority Test 3 (Rhapsody)

Rhapsodys= @& GRS 22 201 K2 AL & o
O g2 R0t 2OHED G20 248 & ZoHe &
B10l A32 HMO|ECH ©HHOl STATEMATEE E2IH2 A3E
Ol 2o MOIDF ZEED 20 3 2 S5 JHE 2%
LZEole 1% w2 MEHE OO &0 0] ZR0i= & Ec

2 2o 01284

HL2F AZIO 49 diE SHE
£

e (Non—determinism)0ll K USS &E & ULH
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1@ 21, Scope Priority Test 3 (STATEMATE)

3.3 Bf HE AYM =A

e & EciH WUlA 02 actiong S&dts &0 0)
=0l 8t =AM OIE action0l &322 HEH HEHE 02
< ASK2 G20 Hel KOt=EI| <18 GXMOICH [6, 10)

=X
( CompoundActionsTest1 w

Iwi=1; yi=1;
E
Al x:::/l;y#n‘ 10; ‘ A2 l

C_____

22! 22. Compound Actions Test! (UML)

Rhapsody 2/0I22 E2119 actionE8 «UH2Z 43}
O, O UM HIHE A6t D &AM Y Ha20 2
2 AF JIEGI B0 H¥ action0l ¥# actionOll F &S
OI# £ UCH O 232 2 HME RhapsodyUid AlSa0tE
B 2010 EI1 HOIZ B4 x2 yol 22 10] 2ELE A
AVOIA Event10] 23, xOl 18 BIAIID, H3E xo
2UE 0180 yE ASGH LI HE0 Otehe 22 ZUE 22

£ ACH

{ CompoundActionsStatet ]

* fr=1; y=1,

. | Event1/

Al ¥=x+1; y=x"10; A2

Attributes:

Name " Value .. .i.Tvpe

X 2 int

Yy 20 int

8! 23. Compound Actions Test! (Rhapsody)

OtXiBt STATEMATE 2I0I2E E2|HY actionEE HEXE2
E +HOIH, O VUM LHSH22 FAES HH =420 2
2t YAl M| S0 HF action0l F& actionlil S&S

OIXIX &=Ct

*\ INli¥ =2

1@ 24, Compound Actions Test! (STATEMATE)

HIHE 2ARE M0UAM cgSingleBuffer_AcitivityName 0Olct
= FXTHU Y SHSE2 Moist, AN BBUHME &M
B0 I8 Mo HIH 320 22 AMESZ HABI
20 =8 action0] SHOZ M¥ action2 ZH0 Fakgt
A =0

3.4 EAl 0|2 A¥ =A

Oteel & 22 AND-states= =442 OR-state S
o2 IFAEON UCH OR-statedl = 2A0I= Y FEOUAM
o HOJ |Ldt] HERSE FOHACE 2011, 2249 =
HE S0 MODE 25 otLb ZsH0r sttt 200 G
S& AND-stateOlA eventtl 218t SAIEO0|0 CHEH GHRIOICH

AndstateTransitionsTestl ‘

Iri=t;

Al Eventl/ x=x+1; l Az I

& 25. And State Transitions Test1

Rhapsody(ls O[WE RIt UJ GEW ME GUE & o
EJl ZMHiE 0S8 22 =XUH2Z HMelstlh 9 ik
B AND-stateOlA &EH A1D B10] 22t 43 = US
0, Eventl Event2Jt OIHE ROl E0{0I8 Ol OlHES
Y M0 Wt 242 =XNHeZ Ml

; AndStateTransitionsTest1 i

Event/x=x+1; ! A2 i

VIS

Bvent2/x=x*10; *

=1, Al

L 4

tate T rans ons | L0T-5 Eventee)

;’\(EvenE Queue f

& 26. And State Transitions Testt (1)
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Metd 18 2610 20, otLte OIHIED HE MO &
Ef ATOIM A2 22 ANE} B1UWAM B2Z2 E2IH & & dtUDL
HAN MOIED, UHAE OME JUH Z0tA= OHEN 2AdH
LIS 0 Mal=Ch Z, Rhapsody2 AND-stateOilAl SAIEOl=
=XHHCZ MW, 0l= OIHE JU S0 OHESY &AN
ol eloh ZHECL

E Andotatel ransiions el §
=1, Al ‘1 Eventi/x=y+1; A2
&t -
fx=1
Fu— » Bt Event2/x=x™0; a2
Atributes:
Name i, Yalue i, Tope ...
R 20 int

T8 27. And State Transitions Testi (2)

0% 272 9 GIMOAM Event1 Event2)t & MUZ OIHE
AN S0UB FRE 2HED. x9 A2 (1+1)x10 2=

2001 1, event =AJF 20O 22 x AU (1%10)+1 O
22 1100 &t

l AND_STRIE_IRANSITIONS? !

p Y
| EVENTHX<X 15 | :: I

& 28. And State Transitions Test! (2)

STATEMATEE HOIJt 22 & F0 AN B0 & I8
St04, O] actionE2 HWEXOZ XMH2EI HEH & 5 & It
e QAR 2 4 ULH 0lE 2o IFZ 22 202
Aol N2 BDE HESHD ol STATEMATE M A= Model
Checker?t Model Certifier® A R8t=0, 92 18 280 &

0] SYst HEH SAN AUE IO dl= EL, Ols
Model Checker® SE8f write/write race condition2 ZZE0H
g 2 ACH
4. 2B R %5 3

Statecharte AIAEBIS] HAE LEZSH)| IS M HOH=Z
A, REH 2L JHoZ HE MALAC SHXL AZE
SOt N WG] BalotE A statechart FAl CHeke &
e SHES0l MU ZUCH StatechartZ M AIAEO
HRotJ| ol AIA82 S0l %= HHEEH statechartE
MEGlE X2 S ZR5HA2, 2+ statechar?t 0/E X &8t
= NES TR AIRNE 2D CH2 MISHAIE0] UJ1 20

Ol E 2} statechart® && WHE0| EQRBICH &5 statechartdfl
met CHat AlAYEZ TAISHD, statechartll &5 HE UIBE
HY CUE Ng T32E 2o 018 280t 20 28T =
2 82AE8 g = UL

2 =20 ME statechartOl THE 2I012XQ XU0IEE &

38 4
21 fiaf MAE WHE ASU0ESHH 0152 SFE 4

Ik
w

SMEIYCH. #ESI= statechart?t OlU THet 2 XK E320H
2= HLAE S statechart D2 &5 HEE S 220
Jhs6iC 99 Qo =4 WES DBt (s #HE 24
SIE JheStD O S 9E R3S MG, 45 B2
QI8 2t ¢eo] BEZ & C0E FAUSD oK HE 28
BE CRE HUE 4 UJ 20 0l e H2It RSt
C

5 028
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