Azt Zxege] ZHa) 5

ONed O

AAIZE AZES 0] Do’

aHgw  He 2
AFdEa 0jSES
*= il -
LA = 22 mle) g g
2o A AEES ] Zdg ¢l 3.3 Al2E] by
21 = do]d] f¥ 1 A7~z ES 6] maa e o
22 Wiz wa e 11 24 Rl
23 Alzk Zle e 42 a7E4 A
3. A Az Ese] Ry R 13 d7A =
31 maele) 24w hog 2
1. 4 & 5 gd Az A ey dyl Lz e ois)
TEHT g A2 SAET ATy
A E Az Egoqt A ke zE 4 Aals} 2Rk Alagle] AREE of$ oA dr)
BEslof & Folzt A2 Fe dige] Fof (15, 26]

A A7k el S3Fojofrt s A7k A ofol
W2 SmEgejs]c) AAZ A S 7
2EAL 2uE, 3H Ag, 01, A=,
A /34, deldolEel 2L Alglg A
A ol A HE AL, wE %X1],€—7]z41 1,
FEE, 7HRAE Eopel o)2r7kA] 2 &
Holzb w]$ Fd sl g, AA[H) A=
Ed o7} W% (embedded) *]*“%4 o] £]
FERAL A GibslA 3 gl 22T
of W3k e L SpHH e R AlSE T g)
1:} o]:ﬂ] wal 24 B Az AEEe]
2] Z-gdel Ao thEk Fa4e] F2 Zo}
A3 glek 2, AAZE Rz Eqe] ZP o

=S
~7) 5 o

Ie giee Logad(aazl ~xege] 0 .ﬂi% ERag
o =

JIHE A AT D A3 et
F80)9 AR wFobal A S

AAIT Aok A AL A AEe 2B g B
U4 delelr) A7 (event) 52 A= & Fa]7]
A ghd] ol =3 )] oF Fhu),

Reactive system : o522 4]zl A~

¢ i ¥ gFHA ez v gHo g
WA B ZHE A5 E (stimali) o e #A G
o] Whg-skel ksl AbalF54 9 (event driven)
BAHE zheth

M R AR T4 chgo]ua
Pl o2 e Agrt wa L EE
MRS 2 AR el ube) 2h7h e
e Aealghe] vhEER o] Ee Hak Wy

A 2] (concurrent processing) 7} £7= o}

F71 & A e 9= /1]71&]1,}_ A7) 7}
Arkct 371 M2z sqalol sz Aol AFE
of glom] o] & o34 Az} A kE A HE A

+7F
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Lpz} )\]AT:E] »g/\]ﬂ- }\]AE‘_-_]]C’ ol o
# Al2de g a2 WA o
ZRE A7 g 2RE B, & 52 4
AR e AU Z, A4, 25 0)E] &
EHE *‘1¢%J o g HEERA

o b mfn
i 4o e _ﬁn
el r'O{'
rlr

L

e
e
ol
i
>

= A7) HolA] (safety-
critical) ZE0] A T8 £ oFstc}

’é/‘]ﬂ fmedele] e BHES &
B ofe] 7)gst F2F oS SskA 1E
al °l°l A, A g A5E oA sk A
=°] A} olouizl A7 AZES 2] 27
Vg, Ads 3w AA AkE A gaa AR
ZEEA A4, o], AFT 5 9= AR A

2 mdlw el 4ol A4F gl
AaE Rdeold dEae Ay F F
dsfopd Al =R o] TEA, T4 S4EE ¥
A, aldl, A, A &str] flete] Al2g] T4

woo] 5o A EE =5, 54
eulshis el S YukAa Aol
A 2Rl S8 Folel Abad o Eole
olv| e Se] L g3 vigle] Hx
Al A" dag e g s o7
Hhrlejoh HAlE CAD/CAE{Computer-
Aided Design/Computer-Aided Engineer-
ing) 53 & e g 2dge] X3
o] gl.om, A E o] o] Aol glo] & Al
28] wdl gl o] sid =l ublg wq], = &89
- oal7h el AWET ol Alae 2l
7 A H g A 71 9lE= ™A 3 (specification),
w4 (analysis), 27 (design), A1 ¥ (testing),
Z 2 EEebe]d (prototyping), 224 # (simu-
lation) 59| /W@ &E2 w5 Lz Ege]s] st
A gz HEHe g€ oujda] Ala
Edgle] W] £3hE o)

sZede]l Ruwle 53 o5y 32
7\, IC A, 1A %A 59 Adte] CADH 9
g HA GRS AXA FHEE AAY, Az e
dofe] Al CASE (Computer-Aided So-
ftware Engineering)eoll 28] schematic dia-

S
L2
=
A
L
1

¢$¢3ﬁ»

gram &9 HE) 2 AA), £, FFss A4S
#3A palslna) g gloh AT el &
2REE THEY] Ao 2y Dae AR e
A deixl= o moe oy 2ok
BHEze) Pa T edels] Auk 5aSo)
9 H R Ae) AAEe AbahERr £y

T EGastd g B EEe] 2y aEsy
Al

Ralh

olS|E B4 RgEs} ganD Fa
Fo] Ak AEEe] RYE TR
ealofel] g s Abga) el ofs £
A,

E g tr%]oiaﬂ HAe = de
md el 2 wle] dejzl F s
G-

e ode], Ze A2, 27|
AAEPY P 84 ER Py 2ad
dolE mzmdele) 44 AutEe A 5

Y o3 e} g Ao 28 T2 A
£ 79y qlolg Algsie] AzEq o] Ty
&, M, AFshe 1 2ANE ol vlgeh B
dE AYUERE 2Esge] Zdae a3
el A FEHE Aflsts EFeleh A7 a2
Edfele) mlele AFrtA] g Aok 413
Fol mda] qdo], Bl 2R A o] S
& A Y =F-Fol Bel 7R ghoh Al
cZEfol Belgel dldh I Fa oo
dpakal o] pE-& ofd &} Zo

g4 24 (formal models) : #5773 &9
{syntax) =™ 2| 9] (semantics) 7} QYA &2

9 A7 SEEWe] mdw elFe] el
wlsle] glont obaAAE 1 EW gelel
AE7EE 24 Fobl slold B2 A

7bA  siek. A 5HE R Ese] Xee] A



A A A & AYE dgR A =
Eflole] o (scaleup) L7 9z =
F*}3} (abstraction), ZE3F}H{modular structuring},
Al &3H hierarchical & layered structuring)
T Ae Ay T2 syl EEe] W
A shA B stE e]of g} o)) gk B ghell A

A A 7ZF A ekl gl 7o) Balslw w| g gk Abgk

Fo] thepal a3 R LA TaAoE B
FHo BdF F ole TBAQ 54 wde
aleyo]) gk o1 7} = 8. sbc} [ 34].

A5 7155t 249 (machine-executable models )
(Bl A} AEEde] RYL g4
A4, ZEF7] flEl = AZEge] Rdo] 7
FEld 2fs AP rpea o) g o)w i £EE
Nl mdlg e Aegs mda dojg) algo)
Ao}, Aalrlsg hxege] mule 2
= 54 (syntax analysis), HF E4 H4
{static analysis), ¥3 54 A3 {dynamic
execution), =9 W3 {model transformation),
AlEdeld, ZREele]d F& FFE 23
Aggto gy T34 Azedod g7sE
EAELE mlE d5d2 H5E 5 A 3ok
A WAl Al gl alzEE 8 A
8} A E(automated formal specilication &
verification) W o w3 o 77} Zo] A& =
. qlt} [15, 34].

ALz 2odl (visual models) : AZEH o] X
do] 279 Hel= T Bl glag
Lz egels] B4Fe] A2 F5e
ol sl =7} A I o]}l mda) Bala)
ol golalAlch da) Alzbah mal g oAl aha
gt "]7‘”34 ZH 3} (visual formalism)&}

FHE A =7y AL e
C“"_r'“?} ZstA z =5 gl [19, 341

ZHE A4 §4 (automated synthesis &
generalion) 1A 7} A egoe] vlle -
Ao AFE o4 darlsd £ 222
TEl E e}l gl gle)e] AT Ege] nd 2y
B Asme A5E Ago g, AMske
HE AL ErssiAut Agsin Ameo]
REA2NE 2AFeg FEAed AE g4
A7 94 AT el AalEe el [2].

MAFL-74E 2E (reusable models) @ 4 A

/1%
°]
ch

rﬁ'L’ ruln -L

Az T Ege] 20l 7

tazesge] 2dg AAErET Ay
AT Az ege] RS V]2 f4b
T BAFE AAETS pRF 5 oglod v
T EEEY sEEde] vd=l 240 3
T Y. REESo] A alLe] Sy L e
7h w2 N EL golle] o2 AAErbeE
FHE 7FFshE slo)oh 2=d 22 EH S =

A2 stese] Rale] Aok gel A4t
+E7F EE EE AEdEE GA AR E

= Aoz Zle] A gk dA) £ZE
o] AL A ZE Yo ol *é?ﬂljr £

TR A EEe] WA 7 A fo] A5
W el Rl AT S A9 E gl
[2, 281.

HalHql Az Ego] ndw el oo
Andel 2FEE 715 3 Ae 250 4
Aot B3 AA) 2Z e ey e &
31 dasht A AlglAl A Az e e A

ﬁl-cq] A]/RE‘J ea] 7|8 = oT :H.SLE = :‘I:Z,_g
CAD/CAE®] Al-§-o] Rdglse] gl& e} Ro}
o BslE o} ZHM A whAlo)th B ol
T AT 2zegels) A ALrsa
2 29 ololEn nde 2R AEE 4
Shal 7bebgt AN AmEdold 4R S5
A > 7] (cruise control system)s Fda g0
2 A7 89 45 M FTh

_

2. MAIZF A= ELo] e olof

212U olojel 2
AR Ala"g mdaEls] fe) e wlA
Zae] A 8 0E5E FHsr] 9% A2 o3
¢ FEE AFEs 228 de] B 57
(modeling language or notation)”} E.48}
o weHe] E353 £ (syntax)sh 2v]
(semantics) 7} & Ao deoj2] Aele g3
Hal Al2F] wdalg sl o) S8
Sald delt Gois 2 G et 92
E 9o (textual language) £} A7} Aef{vis-
ual language)s] Fr71# #Eg.ez =4 JE
Ttk HAE Ao s Fahl E FoE T
AR Epold 249 WAlE 2 glofelr.
At ddele chele] 2, 2lE, 2= T gk

=
7y
2



B 1995 9. HRIAHEA #1337 A%

23e] Pehg B dojolr) Pan ool
= AZEGH AHE 2t 9

Al2El malglof] gle]A]

o) 54 wWalsle] Agati Zle] £ A

L E 12 AAZE A EY ]y UL‘:]_L—]

Aate] G7hA s EEe 2dFy e

9 FHEE 49 T FYAR RFD A

2.2 HAE Dol AY

HAE Hug ooz 2 g@Ale|y 2o]g]
A4 A= viet ¥3A Y (informal), £4 8
(semi-formal), 8|32 A3 (lormal) =

A 3], Al el o) e A glel= o
sty 4 z@Re] FHRaht v bo] FH=
A BEEH e w3 e] o) o AlFE(pse-
udocode) 2 | EEE £33 glo]s Ajeis]n
o 84 7HEE 2de] At =g e =Y
e U S 2 glevt 1 o9 2HE
oo} ZHe free formatd #HL8wl 2 £
o] H~E lo]H5E& et #u]7) 2 25
A 219 formal notationgelvh o] F HA|zt
zZradeE Ade[47]E E9E o] Tute

E 1A mzEde] 12 dol9] 3

AFEE A 7bwdh A3 e] 9ot uF 74
HeZ 74w w3e] 9loh. Mathematical
equation/inequality, VDM [24], Z [46],
real-time temporal logic{(RTL) [31, 32],
CSR [11], timed CSP{TCSP)} [39] S& =
g}l 7| &9} =2lel oLl 1 e 7
Azl AE et 9l 75 3] A o4
577} o3 v E o] W)t @A 5o qloh
oA A58 AHd delF F RTL, CSR,
TCSP 52 53] © ‘3’]“] 31‘“—4”‘]“] Efg] op%-

a =
2 2gsle Tdsd AFgd dE £4,
CSR-& A} (resources)o|vt Al {events) |
Hele) HAR A A 2AEE HAHLRE
8% - 9l= glofe|ch

HAE glo)E 5 2ldofy YAlans Ae
AR AZEYe Rdald 7 R e
AbgE T glom] AY o5 w3 e Ay
o] 283 LEE ol 5 Hdyd oz 4dayq
gl o A7} AEEg)e]e} e safety-critical
system® R a]E A3 oleje Al&9
Y a4 v Fo] AR FeolA R glrh

HU

EFR-E A s

o
A AR TR ® 24
HAE ode] | Felrt 42 gl ¥ pseudocode
(Textual & real-time programming language
languages} & set theoretic or predicate logic-bagsed
specification languages (4 : VDM, Z)
# mathematical cquation/incquality
4 real-time temporal logic (RTL}
# communicating shared resources {CSR)
& timed CSP (TCSP}
the)e 288, AlE A & data/control flow diagram
T ge age He # eniity-relationship diagram
Az} 9l o] #state transition diagram
(Visual ¥ statechart
languages) # modechart

@ hierarchical mmlti-stale machine (HMS)
@ extended state machine {ESM}

# class/object diagram

& struciure chart

# petri-net




2.3 AlZM 2RE AH

Azt mde QelE b A s Al

o FaG BAE a9
SEEREECERRESE

247 e slels) 35
F 7

E

Data/conlrol fow diagrarm
{DFD/CFD)

® 457 72

2447 R ROl H A
@ 2HA FRA PIES DFDE A7 S50 2 g
@ CFDE dold 588 Aojshe Aol (control) o] BF L A922 F

Tt
rﬂ,

Task structure diagram

# DARTS (Design Approach for Real-Time Systers) A7 Wl &< 4 AL&

& A A S B vag LH%a 2 2%8d 74

®H 3 el qlE e
2] W 2 ey

2~ & message, event signal, information hiding module

MASBCOT diagram [ 1, 45]

¢ 2H L s AaaFER wdEe] T4
& B2 = Aba]9) gl ¢] 2 channelF poolZ vhElY

Structure graph

L ZEL B =1 Eat= packagcs, procedures =
& Ada A4 2 TR} 4 A

=2 —l—.ﬁ

Structure chart

0.}1:(4 A b R A AL
A 2HE 71522 24, calling hierarchy® E9

Entity structure diagram

# Jackson System Development (JSD) WHE] o) 4] A}

& 24 ¢ = {(problem domain)2 entityE, enlity® AFe] 2 #AE ovent® E3

JSD network diagram

#JSD 2442 processEH ] E 4bo] deldo]l 5 A9
# A E o]~ dala slream communication 42 state vector inspection®]
Helx £3

Class diagram

@ AAAFE B/ e EAA A

® A8 E SRS o] FEAY DA SE 54

Object diagram

& A AAE YA g

&2 v AAE 2 A 40s] B E Y

State diagram

®Aaxe A Wse 24
& A 72 g2 Y DARTS B o4 A8

Statechart [16, 17]

& state diagram< F3tsted 32 Wl Q4040 A8 5E 71

& 7= g o} A A 2 8= gy 2ol A state diagram ®4 ARE-8-7] v
Harel®] Statemate 21dst3 o4 ] ko] 1}
Lol AAS THstEd AR

Modechart [23]

#siate diagramel] o] 48 A Zked] WE F3S Fr) FHak
A7 Peld 2 2L realtime logics) E7] 8 A& AR

#SARTORY fronlendZ A AF4-

Hicrarchical multi-state
machine (HMS) [10]

# petri-net, statechart, modechart, temporal logic 521 E7] 3] 4] & ©]

715k ¢l A <A

&3 4

Communicaiing real-lime
state machine (CRSM)

@ AN AU 2F2AE WA 9T el A 4 ®)
® o145 Ao s g B3 HAE AL

Extended state machine

{E3M) [33]

iy

e

# CSPike I/03} real-time temporal logic{RTL) &4 2} A A7} 2loF 24
Z7lale] state diagrams 2739 4417 W45 e

Petrinet [37]

¢33 A 29 E praphe galo2 mow
& =7 (condition) 7 o] (Lransition) 2] 2717 3 2] nodeE

@ e HelE Lokend o] F2=E EFF

IR
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dste] AF7bA] FHSFHA AFEE 2 gl A
Zh adele 2 A ofnlr) A A2 =
= Al 4A AYEE Aa e glen s
Edojt 2z e Flae] At A
=< AFHE ol &3 B, ¥4, AEH e
A Fol shEsteh A% A7) 2w aloE
8 5= 2 29 2o % 244 DFD/CFD
[20, 48], task structure diagram, MASCOT
diagram [1, 45], structure chart, entily
siructure diagram [22], structure graph,
JSD network diagram [22], class/object
diagram [4] 52 F2 A2 EH o9 7|3}
F28 28 3bsto AF4E 1 state diagram,
statechart[16, 17], modechart[23], CRSM
[43], HMS [10], ESM [33], petri-net [29,
36, 37, 38, 40] 52 Abe) o] 2 st 2 5]
DX E S o] E’ﬂ EH4EE R¥Esicd 4}
34tk 8 5, CRSME W4 447 2|2
el A ’“’F—H Hole] 8 T Fr|E A7k

AR g ole 875 AFdoh

A7 Qe tzedely A Fauy
E#a EHES A 35sln A ek 29
sl H- "]l 53] 4y F4kE &
(higher abstraction level}®2| SA1Z-o ofgl
nel=ls 2 el R 9= 9y, Bakak Ala
Az ] s 4w AT

ALEe] B2 T A7) 9l o] ellnet
524 A7t delEe] giaE F7] (textual
notation) &+ 7}3te] Al AL & 44
aglem Axedge] Ndale Az %) (vis-
ual notation) 54 F %4 o2 & 9~
E ¥7|E5L 489 del faHeg apdsie

E 3L ANgdA) 32 2l f3

e ® 7l glvl

3. AAIZt AZE Doz T2 A
A EZEf o Rdi]e me dehng notations

4 gda gl Anlegs B

EIE *Trﬁ@]-‘ﬂ

9 Zeds 5t nd

Ashalel A go] A5,

31 2AEe| HE oA
A 2ZEM Y Bsfae) mdag ¢
A2 A AA AZEg ] g =2
25 HYEIo o) & 7 E B8 sy " Ao
2 xdaE uirte Hde] Fodrh £xzeyg)
o i EEAAE 2A LT (require-
ments analysis), E;q], T, A, 2ela S
#) = (maintenance) ¥ S¢HA & 72 5 3
o AZEde] nedale o] 2= eys] Aut
ZE2A 28] 2E GAe)M 48] Ap5Ehx|qk
53 2724 AdA s 38 as4r)
Zrt 1 o) 27w Aldl A Y] d sl o
7b flm REEE dErt HL Aagle 143
Fhed FRA RS B8-S U P oalv] oS
ok AA T EEYe] 2] 170] A 45
= LZES o] A Ao ol % 33 7o)
environmental modeling, essential modeling,
¥ X implementation modeling?] 3712 §
Heoew FH3 4 o) [48].
HA 23 Al e A0 A Age]
A7HH 545 aF EHES Y, waE

28 fd EREE

574

Environmental modeling

Essential medeling

Implementalion medeling 27 A

 LPES DR
Eqsg nds

A2 hgae] 407 SASE BUY

@ AhgAt o e8] B4 Hale o
Azgd e7HE 245 g ndsy

S2A A BN B A2 gy 2,
TR R, TA 485 75, §4 B4,
4% BA 5L BUY

EEEEEECE




3= 7] ¥ .88l Environmental modeling
7| essential modeling %24 {controlled
plants & human operators) @ AA| 71 Az E
ﬂl‘ﬂ (controllers)?] #AlZ < EAHEEL 2zt

FAFEEle] Relalsle o & 9w gl A
‘:d'?ﬂ o 41 2] implementation modeling2 414
b azegleld 4= 75 AL us
st Al2=Hle) WY 2lE, R, A SAES
&, LdElsks 73l

rIIO

3.2 Ble] TH LHE

AAZ} AZ Egole okl Ay viel zF
of g/} Alg-ge) "%75'01 rhakate]a] ol
£ A frde RdE ZdeE )
5ot olelinjal 2dgl gj4h-s 54 &)
uhel el A gkt 3 mdE desie B
o Rl 58 FAse Ao A 4axE
el TRl wals = g g A e} 7+
zt 3 49} Fo] 7l% 2 (functional model),
T3 Zl (structural model), 28]z % 12
4 (behavioral model) 2] 37}4] fr3.oez FA
o} [18, 417,

715 BE-E Al 2w 3:115]74‘4' de3 7]
T 845 o| 59 AL BAEL V|esle L
d24 Helel wWi{data transformations),
Hle| e} F-2(data flows), ol °]e} A 72 (data
stores), A*] W% (control transformations),
Ale] EE(control flows)5& R¥Fsgc), +
F Bdg Axde] FA 845 o5 Ao
o 72, 7| 5He BASE s ndE
A B £Z(tasks), EE (modules), AEZTE
(data structures), #9 F3(file structures)

At mzede] B 1]

o
et
s}
2
ol
b
=
rio

Aol 27
Z47] Aated 74
okl A, cjuid &

olf l‘ﬂ

o ot
o,
olr‘
By
o
o

B
2
A
e
B rﬂ,

OB DN
o
o 2

P
i g,
rr
s
\
)
1D

&

2 2 fe e o

+=
, Aol A, Ak “a“ﬂ A %—% 2

.
A,

i

o

oL

2
LA =)

N

fn 2= 2

A T

2
)

A2 HeHhc} = environmental, essen-
tial, 28] T implementation modeling F.5<j]

A A58 % 9k

3.3 AAY 23wy
aEeiel my

3 Saa0a AAgE TALLE £0
7]%0]1.} WS ZA e 3k &
& olot [25].
Toem 2t 4
sition)

2y o) el 4] & ubal (Data-driven de-
composition)

3) A A 2] gkA] Eg vbA (Object-oriented
decomposition)

Awd ¥ BAL delns 55

4l {Functiconal decompo-

=i A

¥

2 4 % &
| Mol gt fHA e s dadl Hlelel fd, bl o6l W&
(Functional model) 71 2aE @ o)F Aele] 4EFRAE  Hlelel 25, dolEl Ak

4 Aol 2F
TE EH A Rle) TRy 5L 19 ZEA4], T, BE,
(Structural model) e el2] 41, F&, gl
dF 2l g g olE A, A Ale] Aals,

(Behavioral model) T R g
BErz o
= = =

i A o] Al 2=, Bl R




12 1995 9 AEagsx] A 134 A

(low diagram, structure chart

A ste] A2Ag FAsE AY 7]

=-2] notation

9%

ﬂt

= AlEEted AFH AR EEavisie v 5 23R w9 st AF deE Ex
0. 2.4 Ward/Mellort} Hatleye] 37 :La% #F AA FEEE AFHeE &89 ot
B Seo] oel 320, 48], T3 g & = #2224 Booch®] A7 82 4 /44
H EAE AEHeE x2dd S 4lE sta- BRI 2 (3, 4] % Rumbaugh®] Object Modeling
techart[16] & E3A7l Statemate[18] %= A Technique{ OMT}[41] Se] o]e] Z3glc) 2
2R 7, &, WEE AR FFE o A A A vkl & A A AE e mElE e A
A AFHLR Lgsle ElE Eﬁ-f‘ﬂ 2 F A Hates A7 HES R Real-Time
gkl dlelgl 242 Bg ulalz Al Object-Oriented Modeling(ROOM }[ 42] 7}
275 = deolehs] £33 :rL?r‘% "—5} & RTO. k BA==[27] So] alvh $Jollo AF
A Bgsls aba o 2 Jackson Structured HoebHES T8 dEdg dajz vl

Eudaaal dAzh Zda] gy 2

Modeling method 4
7ét111cl.ured Analysis and & ?724—7“;"—7”":]/‘1 U 25 421k Al Ao A gR e s ] gk 7l o

Design for Real Time
Systems (RTSAD) [20, 44, 48]

& Ward/Mellor %] Hatley2] Wi 2] 7}ab who] A8 [20, 48]

& Ward/Mellor2} Hatley2] W E9) 42 =% SML
{Extended Systemn Modeling Language) 7} 2 &

& data flow diagram®] 4] control flow diagram=} stale diagrame]
F 2 notationo 2 Al-4-5

Statemale [18]

® reactive sysiem el 2] 8817 9 & Harell 2 8 1] o}'d u}by]
# executable specification™ visual formalism® #|4& 232
&5 TE, B e 292 959 activity chart, module

charL slatechart?] 3712 32 £7) t{}&] g =g

Naval Rezearch Lab Software
Cost Reduclion Method (NRL)
[35;

e B4 Programming (JSP)[21]1%} Warnier/Orr 2
SRR W oF Aold AFWAFE data  WELN]el olo] sarch BAADH L¥ %
o dolehs) dolehl] SFHE e sfdela

‘onboard (light program-b} g =akak "%l *] # Al 29 &) A ke
HEsk7] Al Ads ARl E
$otudo|e FRe ohE 3R SR 39 722 24

» module structure, uses struclure, process structure

Object-Oriented Analysis
and Design [4, 8. 9, 417

# abstraction®} information hiding 2] #'del <] W&

.l

& CtT, Smalltalks} & A7 33 22547 gz 7448 3
polymorphism ¥} inheritance} 22 ZF2qh dlo]g) =] & A

# Rumbaugh®] OMTS} Booch®] W] Zo] 714 B e 2 5B =

& A0 A" 2allalE ¢ s Selics] 2] #7449 Real-time
Object-Oriented Modeling (ROOM) 714 [42]3 K. H. Kim#] RTO. k
object model [27] S @&

E o

LH

Jackson System Development
{ISD) [or Real-Time Sysioma
(6,7, 22)

& T4 < enlity=9] behaviors 24
# Jackson Structured Programming (JSP) [2177]g o] 2313 7]

Design Approach for 7
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