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Slicing UML Statecharts for Model Checking

DONG Wei, WANG Ji, QI Zhi-chang
( School of Computer Science , Nasional University of Defense Technology , Changsha , Hunan 410073, China )

Abstract:  Unified Modeling Language (UML) has been widely used in software development. Verifying whether a UML model
meets the required properties has become a challenge . Model checking is an important technology of automatic verification to ensure the

correctness of designed models. Because of space explosion and complicated semantics, model checking Statecharts are restricted by the

software scale and the refinement degree of design. In this paper, UML Statecharts are structurally expressed by Extended Hierarchical

Automaton (EHA) . A set of dependence relations is specified after analyzing the characteristics such as hierarchy, concurrency and

synchronization in EHA . The algorithm of slicing EHA based on the slicing criterion which is composed by states and transitions is pre-

sented. The sliced EHA and the original Statecharts are equivalent to the property. The algorithm removes the hierarchies and concur-

rent states which are irrelevant with the property, and reduce the state space efficiently.
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ASCHEY] B B85 UML Statecharts IR I HHES & . 7E
FAY B R R B 519 (Extended Hierarchical Automaton, EHA) %5 4
ey 327R UML Statecharts J& , iR#% EHA 7 EERYR R I+ A
TR 85 SRS L T —RE R RIS RR AR L 13
RAS RSB B F M 48 o T U B i — R AL
AT 9 28 4 B 7538 %8 (Linear Temporal Logic, LTL) ¥ 5
JRECY A RS, Y RS 0 BHA X TERIEA R EM
B YR BRI T SHIIEE R R ZE KA AR
&R T RS BRI BAE R LTS(Labeled Transition
System) BIFF4Y BT 204 B T BRI 1 A A A T MR L
YIK-F ek e LR S 2 RS B 28T, B e ARy Esh
TRRFEAR K. T B E S TR RS R B . Al LUAT on-the-fly
Y, partial-order % HA BRI ARLE G EH .

AR3CEE 2 A5 R 40T FH EHA 254 HL R UML State-
charts; 55 3 WA T EHA FFF7E 9 — 4 BI85 XF EHA 3
TR BEAESE A WA XERGH ML,

2 Fi EHA =°R UML Statecharts

UML Statecharts F 15 &= F18 SC7E Rk [ 1] P ER DI
HERESHIR. 5, 288 TERX e X B 1 2—1
TV #5538, Eorh 7V _ SYS F1 ON & AND-RZS, TV, US-
ER . OFF ., IMAGE F1 SOUND 2 OR-1R75, A& N BASIC-R#A.
11 il 02 RZE TR

YR E LFRBER
T UML Statecharts B
WE-IEEET,
UML ##E v A 3 o
TEL. BIMNEXT
—A AW B4R R
E VBE X  RY A A
AR TRMEME
REE, TUEL =
= <. > <>%x /,J
HRERX, FaEHT
&iﬁ@ﬁ, LT B 1 TV #H28H UML Statecharts
obj.e EIRSE obj RiEF M e(e FRRXELBTMTLIER e B
SHE).

K TEF T UML Statechans 3} LTS =[] i e 5, SCiik
[13]3F EHA fE2% UML Statecharts B9 EIRY . Xk [619" £ T
EHA #95E LI035 UML Statecharts R — &6 3 B4 S FI A 1)
BE , FEATIRAETE LT T AER R BGH . J5 T R LAE B F 4
ML ETEIE S BRI R A Bk e GEEE
8 45 EHA B A L (0T B ShHLA B, B 25 3 o 0 1k R 8K
B B — 2R R E AT B G RO IR B 3L

EX1 EFEEW T BN A B—1 484 (o4,
59,04, 64) 040 BEFNREESR, S BWHRE, , RES
HIEBIRICHES  SaCoyx y x oy BIFBRER.
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FIE— P E—BAR BB A € FLEBAEFEE s € U,e 0,
A€ p(5); QB NMER BSIRA —~ MRS X FyvACF
\Videh, 3is€Uwer [AIUA,vAGP(S);(s)KﬁE%E—%: VS
c U e, I5€ 58N (U e ptnon) = 0.

&8 UML Statecharts #£#  EHA 95t #2 b, )2 BB 42 7+
B w IR AR R A Z 8], 2R AR R (aEFS .
T ARMEE L FEMTBARCHTY R, NI RIPRE o
0 E BIARE o XBMES . sr H T AR AR R I E IR
ETH—IET, o 2T EBHEREHABRREN A
L RIS R AT A

8 2 BPE 1 ARXT N A9 EHA, HH F=1TV_ SYS, TV, US-
ER, POWER, IMAGE , SOUND} , p(S) = { TV, USER| , o{ OFF) =
{POWER}, o (ON) = | IMAGE, SOUND}. XL% 11 19 od 2y
{STBY, 12 iy sr 2y | STBY . T BUE RS o OB B 3l
RIFEIRTS .

USER ol
LN

TV
OFF

v
POWIR,,, TGE |, 0UAD,
|&=n|a=p)
B2 TVIHI# Statecharts X RLAT EHA

BER B RREH#RERR, &0
B Sl R RERR AR

EX3 #&E:HB—MERR—TERE ConfC S(4)
B:1)3s€ o‘AD‘ﬁE s€ Conf;2)Vs. A% s€ Conf HAE
(s), M 315" € A,s"E \ Conf.

EHA BOBEE LA A —A LTS & X B M E B Al
KRB —HURES 7 Statecharts 77, B 1E 35 3L AR ASBEFR A
AR (status) , BRI EI 4G S 7 24 BT A9 RIS 4 Al

EX 4 EHA MR{EIEX FHA H MBEELE— 1
LTS Ts= (8,50, L,—>), Frh S BRIES . 5o BVIRRA,
L: S22 RGN R E—HEFHE, ~c Sx S EiTH
XE.

Ts "PIN—P LB Statecharts i W R F KL oh 31T
BEFTSE A —A RTC £ % Rl —MRE R G AT
TN, T = RIRVEE N5 5 Al HE R0 ( Progress Rule),
204 M ( Composition Rule) F3E 5 #.0] ( Stutiering Rule) . %15
MET IR (FE T A 4, N AT 5 L3
BRL6]. 7E%F EHA #EAT U] o, AT BR fe 3 i # B b % 18,
PURERIR AT D IR 6 3R B R TR Y .
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WS XR MEX BN ERE %, B A IR 8
EHH, BB RGN IR RS RIEER S LB R
BEM—ZIENERE SR, I HPITIR LT ERER T
FEEBEEE FLFEFEUFNMER G ST B HIT
BN T Y ARG R H EXE, T BT Re 1 LU0 i R
R RRIB S TP . AT IR LIRS R 2 B 70 8 AR
KR, LAY APl AT B, MBR EHA R S5 ELK
TR R TR AU B L.

WG CHFEEGE XD T —~HEHNL S RE H=
(F,E,p,Ag, V)E—> EHA. Src, Tar: U g 780> U ae poy, B
Fi=(s,1,5")ESMAEF), Sre(t) =5, Tar(1) = s . FMHR
BHHERR UGN =2 5| AR EHTEMANER.
RE s WBI AR UV ER, EAEREE s T (HEF
s WET BBV P RS TR ) WS VE B | el LifE
TREFRENTRER AN E LG HREE. s #
FHARM . DV ERVERTE s Z T M shE P EIRIE T
TR FEH TR H L ANT LUE LR | F R B4
.5 UV Rls. DV 43 BITT LU (ERE SR s A0 A28 BRI R
FAs B, A s RBE RS RTR NREEBRRE s ZTE
SRR BT R, AR s ZA TR HE AR s 1
F S RSN S A E TR KU, . OV ER
FE5TH ¢« WBIEF S AR, . DV FRETEH  W3lED
BRI A B AN, 1. oV BREEBMER A PEIA
fr R FEEENE, —ERA AR MRS G R
B, UREHEHEE.

BARSFHEGRA 2N =2 5. TE BFBIAERS
s TR BBIER s ZTRATIBHMRBGHEN. 5. GE
BFEFTBTE s FTEFEASEE A BPAER s LT H
WEBENEGES. WHNEE s WATES, Bl s ZTH
e 30 RERR s 2 T IS M ANRAAT L. 28 0B0H
(. TE RFma# e WA EHFARMBEFER. ¢ GER
o RPN B

YL AR 18] AT B 7] LAB A A~ A 3L PR
A5 B A ASYA DRERNIER. RITERE— IR
Ho B i R B SR ATEIIUT B R R 8 B Shtlt
By SRR A SR OL , R O (R AR R A el Y

EX 5 HE(Path) T B3Pl A€ F F—REER
—ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬂﬁfgﬁﬂ(ﬁ, t1,52),(32’ . 83), s (Si-1s Bh-ts
1) 5:€ 04, ;€ 04, B Sre( ) = 5, Tar () = s 1< i< ke

N 6 JWFiFF 4R 4k#i ( Sequence Data-dependence,>sgq) : 11
ACF Bu,v€o4,7,t€ 84»

(l)u’_’sddv MHAREAEA FELEBEP: (51=v, 8, Sz) .
(s52,12253) s (spmys tho1s S = w), R (v. DV w. V) -
((Ul<i<k3r DV)U(Ulskktz' DV))#0.

(2)r> v HHMNEFEA PIREREP: (si=v,1;,5),
(52,89, 53)7”'9(sk>], t_1=r1, Sk).‘?ﬁj/@(v. DV r.UV) -
((Uiciawi- DU Gicpor . DV)) 2 0.

(B u> gt BRMUHTEA PRI P (51,1 =1, 5),
(82582083025 CSpmts Lho1s Sk = W, R (. DV u. UV) -
((Uycicnse- DNVUU cichoit- DV)) 2 0.

(4) r—> it WEACYA A PRERRE P, (sy, b =t,5,),
(sartzas3)s s (spya iy = ros), R (e DV r UV) -
((Uiciew DU cienoiti- DY) ) = 8.

R, F—DTE «(XEILET U RREET
%, PR P EERINENTEREMNETE Yy PHE
MR RER REA HERW, EEINHER —MiF B 3htl
TRy IR . 8] 3 B—4 EHA ), HPRZS
s3 WUF BB 51, 0 d MBUEEHZ b BIRW. A s, 3
51 BUTERBITT BURACH 5, B 4 78 53 PITHBEL

ENT 3% YK (Parallel Data-dependence,~ qq) : 40
A,BEF Hu€o,.r€8,.v€ 03, 1€ 8, HHTE CEF M sE
a¢ ﬁ/@A,Bep(s),u-"pddv(ﬁ u—*Pddt,‘EfC r*’lddv,E}Z =
)M EANY w. VN o DV O(F u. UV 1. DV 3,5 r. UV
Nv.DV2 @, 8 r. UV t. DV£ @).

ERRAHIVL, MEETE « PIHTEBRKENERE
MAETLE y PHEM A RIEH EEPW, H « My 25
£ TR B4 K8 B ShPLA MR R AORES, B4y 3 2 5dE
K FEE 3 7, 57 IR RBERIRH 8, R o W EHH 8
FIHEN dBE.

SYS  loutpui(d)

/

B3 —4 FHABIT

N 8 [F% i ( Synchronization-dependent, ) : 1R
A BEF B u€oy,r€8,,vE05.1€ 8, B CCFMsE
oe MR A, BE p(s) U u>yo(B u—>gt, W r>yv, B r>y
)% HALY u. TENv. GE = O(B u. TEN . CE= @, 8 r. TE
Nv.GEx=@,BX r. TENt. GE D).

e RALRIE, IBETTR » PRAEBHEFHFHTE
vy HEEREAE, B« Fly S BIAL TR R K B S HLA
FIESORES B4 « RSBy 2 2 W, AP TV SF M off
B on BT [R5 k¥ A ZIHL USER R e B on WIIERS . R
5 OFF AR R B out Rl in BIPI R

=y 9 FEES 4 Transition Control-dependence, > oq) : 41
RACFHr€ 6,

(D)E v€ o U r> v Y EIUSTE A PHERTR P: (s
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P A S IL YR 7 7% ') RIS (USSR ryse) (s DV
1 CV) = (U ciepme- DVUU icpr . DV)) = 0.

(D 1€ 8, W r—> gt YEPUESAE A PR P: (),
b= t,50), (5202553) 5 (seois tyoy = Tas) TR (2. DV 7
cv)y -~ ((U1<L<k3i-DV)U(U1<i<k—1ti-DV))#@-

3R BEF HIF CEF MsCoc WRA, BEp(s) v C
o5t € 8, M r— v (B g DS HENE . Vv DV @
(B r.CVN . DV @).

SRR, R TE « PITEERRE R RE
RS r BRI ERE R W, B4 r THERIRE
o FEE 3 M 56 B 57 MIERS TR AR R 8.

X 10 4L %Rtk ( Refinement Data-dependence, > gq) : 10
B AEF BuCo,, BEp(u),vE ap,t€ g,

(D u—>ggv ZECSFEEN 0 BB PRIFE N OGS E e
Egﬁg"/fépi(sl:”7t1’52)»(52at2s33)5"',(5k-1»lk—l»5k: e) il
By DVN w. DV) ~ (U} icpsi. DY U Ulcicst- DV)) #
0,8 u. GENv. GEx= 0;

() u—> gt ZEAUGFFTEM 51 = Sre(£)F] B HHIFEA
DS e FIBERE P: (51, = t,5) . (sast2053) s (Sp_ 1t
sp= )R (. DVN w. DV) = (U ciqusi- DU (Uit
DV)) =@, 8% u. GENt. GE= 0.

JERRALHU, MR TR » RS u WEET BT,
IFEIE » PITBERMENERENRIZE B H AR v R
W, 2%« PP R RN u R M ERSESE B4 o
AL BRI . 728 3 P, 3 AL BRI T 8.8 3 1)
W E 475 s8 PITHEER.

M 11 #5135 %4k % (Refinement Control-dependence, > q) :
M A, BEF Hu€ay,vE 0 Ho & BHIWBRE N4 o
i BENMBE p(u).

R, WERE » BRE u M—DEEFNUF
AFHL IR, B4 o R R u. £ 2, A 30
BL TV SRR OFF KB K EURTS S, POWER H RS
DIS RS R BUR S OFF . R AW i R3S BB 7 17— i
F AL EARE IR RES AHRESEER.

WL HEX—PRE—~d, BRERILMKIHERN
FFE > g it et~ > g FOFFER ) . AR K
R XA ED, E— RS EBIENIIUT A $1HL7E
EHA M5 n 2, A EKBWILE L T HIRF A 7T
EHA B985 (n - DB (n + 1) RZRRAB/N REEE .

4 ¥t EHA #1781A

Weiser 4 i 7 78 5 45 th — M E AR AR A B RE
U ORISR R R R OC R B A B0y e
MAERERAREF YR TEEKRER T EHA #471)
R, U0 B HE N RS TR AR B

vk iR (BRI D) B v TR 0 A R 56 AR AU
BRG] b v R R S S B R IR A T A B
JE IR RVANGF B shpl o s 69, SRS B Sl —

2002

AR AR WS A W) B P B U B SR AR
7S FIET RS EON A & R L L i MRS B A R
WA AR T AR L PR S T B SRS AT LA A B
G P T SR AN T A R A WS BE R TR
R, 2 Eh AL AT LA IR .

4.1 EHAYIRWIVE

H T EERIFER PR L MRS R AR
FEHERATR AR 2 RS ME B E 0 N B2 H=
(F.E,p Ay, V)Z—" EHA.

TN 12 YR AN H R A EN] C R Ia sy
e bt ) s € S(A), 1, € T(A) - s 50 in )
shko#j hEGlsijsn,i#]).

B FRIE EHA 9IRS R R4 BOE T DR N
C BN £4 RS A RT M RIRERAREIEED 7 aeiRA
FIAFRS ; IS A IT 4y BIRHEA T — KGR KB R
IRASFIFERS 5 NS FINT 43 B RBRR R R IR IS F 17 B ik
HEPIRAS F3EAS 5 ES A1 ET W53 52 NS F NT b 48 8 5o
ERAE R B S H AR A R MRS TR . Bk
ot B 3 5 47 R BB B : Refiney B A8 B4 E V) P AR BR T R BY
FATTREREREIRENGEE, LE - REH D AN
VERIF BBl 85 B B ah 1F s 75 /R BB AL Refiney £ —
OGIEETIES ¢

FE Stepl HIFIHRIL AT, RS A1 RT HE S0 HE RS
TR, I EL Refinep RO N BRI B 1T TR IL A9 1B K
SERE A ES #ET RAYICE RIS RS 1 RT HoU
A A S AR ARG FE ) o I R S R
B T B AR EERS L. Step2 KE IS A0 IT FroCE FTKEINY
REMITR. R —RE s BT« FRERHL, AT
s AIEERFIHRAS KT F 485 B 7 i Aos i 1k
AL %F ¢ RFRE SRR R RS TR
Step3 H1, 3B NS FI NT H TG E 1 Refiney B 4 True; HFN 5 RS
FRT T E A M R B sl BR B A kR AR
TR, HIEHE Refiney FRBUEE N False. B A ENTEEIA
TEGANE. IS FUIT 1E Stepd HHHEAT M, (T FLAD & AR S 4k
FARIETF RS FIRT W7o E JB T RS A RT {HIAE T EHF 1L
M2 B AT BRI TE U A FER LR ERE &
Step5 FHHRYE Refiney X Refineg #EATRIFT, RS 1 RT 7E Step6 1
T ORI IS R IT ER R AT TR AL, 45 G 2 5
Step?2.

BIREHG , RS T RT R PR TR B 2 WL £ 30
PURSER T H XF C W H . 3t F s € RS, % Refineg (s) =
False, W PARFEEEE s LA SIHL. HME s f9H
P ALEME; 3 F 1€ RT, % Refineg(t) = False, WAMER + 1Y
EhiE.

FHEANF B S PH— MRS ST BT R WA
YT B SR BT A RS T A Fof, A L
RAFERRIEY AR BIF B 3h B i M sk . 3% R 43 7] DA
B 8 Sl St AT A W AE B TR ©, 1 9 D)
Fih HFREOR A BER R ¢ PR TNT BT RN B BTl
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B ZE BRI A AR —RE R B/ EHA Y1 5. AT L

SMKLFRIH EHA 58 0 BIUT B SRS ST BTk

BRY-PITRFEPRICH Tue FRASHRERETK  BHOTRUTEG-DE(+ DE BT BERBERL

HRICR BT LA IE M IT 8 EHA FPRESHE R B Z FR

LT

%1 EHAWYIRES

RS, IS, ES, NS :set of states; RT, IT, ET, NT : set of transitions;
stepl : FIERAL . SEFUIRMERICL s, 0 dy Lo,
(t€RT);

step2 ARIE T EARASH] IS T thTE KBRS TR -
T Refineg ()|

step3: 2> Refiney(s) = True(s€ NS), Refinen(t) = True(+€ NT);

% Refiney(s) = False(s€ ES), Refiney(t) = False(t€ ET).
stepd: ELET S IS 7R IT:

stepS:E%? Refineg :
K454 s€ (NSU ES) , Refinex(s) = Refinen(s);
YA 1€ (NTU ET), Refineg(t) = Refinen(t).
step6: EHTHIE RS 1 RT:
RS=RSUNSUES; RT=RTUNTUET.
step?: 5 IS = 00 BLIT = ¢, MG EEEHR ; 75 MR [ step2.

stn!) % RS= sy, sl RT= {0y, 6,1, X Refineg(s) = True(s€ RS), Refineg (¢) = True
ES=1{s| JAC F,s€0sAsg RSA((JuERS, u€oy) V(J1ERT, 1€ 84))]}
ET={r1JAEF,r€3Arg RFTA((JuERS,u€ o)V (FtERT, t €5}
4 Refineg(s) = False(s€ ES), Refinex(t) = False(t€ ET); RS = RSUES,RT = RTU ET; IS = RS, IT = RT.
NS={sluys,u€ ISA Refineg(u) U {51 e g5, u€ ISN\ " Refineg(u)t U I sl t>4s, t € [T\ Refineg (1)} U lslt—>pes V t—> 5, € ITA

NT=lrlu—>uz,u€ IS A Refineg(u) VU {rlt—d", t € IT \ Refinex ()} U I rls—>d'V 1—>sd", 1 € IT A\ VRefineg ()t

ES={stJAEF,s€ o, Nsg (RSUNSIA((FuENS,u€oy)V(JLENT, €N
ET={r13AEF,rE8,Arg (RTUNT)A((Fu€NS,u€os)V(FLENT, €8N

IS=(NS-RS)U {s1s€ NSA sE€ RS A 'Refineg(s) A Refineys) U {s| JAE F,s€ ESAs =5
IT=(NT = RT)U{t1t€ NT A tE RT A "Refineg (1) N\ Refiney ()| U ET

St 2 BB EHA ) B S 9 EHA G0 4 B . AT AE SR
Fr B 214l IMAGE 70 SOUND BEMIBR T, X BB A Refiner(ON)
= False. Y1 1 J5 FHA §RULECH 24, LUAR I RTHY 48 /MR
LT —2%.

TERIETE LA Y B B EHA Bt 5784 LTS i fF e —
ATl - LR R PR TR S AN B B AR RS BT EE BT B 3D
HLET Bl 4 2 A BB AT DA It DA T O iR R BT od
PREENREWE, EZE d= 0, MEBE R o B,
HEE AR ERORERME o B0 s AR
HRAbH.

TV
OFF

B4 0/ JER TV EHA

TEE 4 AT AE B, USER 7= I3 M et . snd i mee #B
REEE & B R B TR, 5 R R AR B
T SBASRESEE KIS . B8 RE TRER
SRES S BB, s BIRE U AR ERIK
Wi R, L Te B (A 6 R DU A BRI 2 S SR R
fea S AT, AT LIRS RS S L BaR B TR, B US-
ER WYl K AR HER ARG R T LR X TV HRILR
I FORRE R S OB BT B ) RS B R A TR
AR B AN T E— ML

RALHEHE - 297E Step2 P FHRAKHI S RS, R IEB A —
ANPFIRES HBORE b5 s R, T A B AT A 0 & DA R R AR
Wi, R A BHAREAE IS FHT T —REARRAFE T 3%
BRI KN OTER .

T BT DA A5 A 1 e snd R mee B9 =075
() Refineg, {4 False, AT BT AT A TAY B A 254 f5 28 BUSE A
FBU RE 5B ERIEEIFR—AIH. LERE
PeHEHERT , TV R GORIE B 154, REIRRN =02
4.2 M LTL 223X 4R B Bl

A FEXTLR PER 2508 18 (LTL) A U R 8 & &
i Ve BT IAE . 3678 UML Statecharts #4:/8 f9 LTL A0 & =
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IR MBEF A (1) x rop o, HF rop BERFF(BIM > |
< L) AR HEE R rop EATENE; (2) @ K
s, BRAA, Y UML Statecharts B LTS RE BETE s i
AHE; (3) %, TEMFDROAKBFAS P RSB o B
HORE. T TV BT, LILAR ¢: 6(of ~X(@OFF) )%
RAATE Y off B LR, RELE T — S FHMATRE
OFF . LTL /A 2 40 S #UU FiE AT S 30k 16 ]
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