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1. A &
SysML
Diagram
m——
Behavior I Requirement Structure
Diagram : Diagram Diagram
Activity Sequence State Machine Use Case Block Definition Internal Block :
g . 3 ) i . Package Diagram
Diagram Diagram Diagram Diagram Diagram Diagram
|:| Same as UML 2 ! .
I Parametric
1 Diagram
[ odiied from um 2 .

1 I New diagram type

<Figure 1> Types and classes of SysML diagrams.

Ao ol A48 DAL B sk ASE dobbdA gBH=d doM Fod
383 Azdel ST FaF qAL sl Mgl Fu

A2 ST PdEA
il

]
olgh, Alagl oz Y LAk Aozt EAA Q-
=

Atk ol F, St TA] AJAH 2
s FEE dEE TR AadES b T4 Alageleta dnl) ol #E %,
e FHIrlee] AR Qe WA S5 TV As hdd ddn
& AT A AIEEHS HT ol AR Ao FFA v 4 Abal, T 1
Hda @A a5 Qe w solg 2 AGS FEste] =AA Eiie 2dEdd
thoolel wel, Sllel e Ay A uSdE FU)AA S0 HEES T
Alagl o2 5E wle] b S BEshy] g, e =S 7]&olal glvh AR, o]
g A" b RE 99 b il el 7= AAGAdA 2 U
o &8 W FAERS WAdE Bt B2 =85 VedteE de e dojrh
A RE, o2 gk gol oA o]F3t el AT fFrIAS dso] olHA A Kt
MEAQ FEelA wF=a ok =3, S EBe oy, sl = AAGA A
of Alxdl tHE Faoks &so] AAAAGANAM Yt TAdA "o

216



20131 HAAHB G2 EAG=d I

Conceptual Design P e

s: Analysis & Contrél
ystem nalysis o: ‘;z'b \
Fu "’tlona’l Syntheslis
A ocatlon
e Arch. Design
) 7 =t === g
= v * Profiminacy Safety Dec.
- = - Conceptual Safety Validation Doc. & Validetyon Doc
D Nimsion Need || 7 S Pereim e T Bemes,
Statement - Initial Product Baseline
Hazard Analysis Tech.
PHL PHA SHA FHA Control flow
N
Data flow
Sub-System SSHA SHA FHA HAZOP
Component FMEA HAZOP

<Figure 2> The integrated process model quoted from the previous study
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<Figure 3> A representation of the interface data model in terms of data model classes
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<Figure 6> Verification of the resultant UAV design by computer simulation
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