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Abstract :

Designing test case flows for water crossing operation of a wheeled vehicle is a new attempt for

which very limited experiences exist. In this paper, a Function Flow Block Diagram(FFBD) and a

Classification Tree Method(CTM) were combined to see if this method is viable to generate the test case

flows at the functional analysis stage. It was found that this method can be practically used for the very

complicated test case generation.
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[Figure 1] Example of FFBDI[3]
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= a}rjrtﬂ /\] Y= %ﬂ

5)
hal

1m12

_11m
o
o
\1
f
ol
£
o
i)
bl

3. H|2AE FAlo]x Z2<¢ A

w

188 Ay

7 Ef 7I¥E AHESke Eﬂ’\E Aol ~E A
sl flgk B El tolojaslE 45k 9
&4 WA Composition, Classification, Class&
Astolof gt Vs SRR i Ef VW B

Fol Ag5E TEY A AF TEE MG

M

A ZBAXILOIE =X MH10H 1X. 2014. 6

& Aolth, el /)FEEE Jol A Agglame
257 Ee) dolol 1 el RSl £
@ Zolv] A EHE Ao AsleiE 4 5% B
e delol 13 A% e 24 @
Zoltt, oli= Age] = WelA] FH Ash wol
e e web) 5EEEA 25 Ed o
oojRe THE FBE Ausn AF Fre
e

3.2 2% 2l clolojay 74

2R el 453 Z%Tz}au 3%, H
E g A2 A ) ol 1 A
sglo] 983 97 Ta EFET E 2k E 12
o AFY AR dit 7 =9 ool

<Table 2> The item and object of classification tree

diagram in this paper
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[Figure 4] The Conversion from FFBD to Classification tree diagram for river crossing scenario of top-level
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[Figure 5] The Conversion for "entering river”

[Figure 6] The conversion for "river-crossing”
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[Figure 7] The test case flow for “Entering river”
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[Figure 8] The schematized test case flow for "entering river”
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