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Development of Verification and Conformance Testing
Tools for Communication Protocol

Mi-Seon Seo', Jong-Gyu Hwang'", Jae-Ho Lee'™, Sung-Un Kim'™""

ABSTRACT

As a very important part in development of the protocol, verification and conformance test for protocol
specification are complementary techniques that are used to increase the level of confidence in the system
functions as prescribed by their specifications. In this paper, we verify the safety and liveness properties
of rail signal control protocol type 1 specified in LTS with model checking method, and experimentally
prove that it is possible to check for the deadlock, livelock and rechability of the states and actions on
LTS. The implemented formal checker is able to verify whether properties expressed in modal logic are
true in specifications using modal mu-calculus. We also propose a formal method on generation of
conformance test cases using the concept of UlO sequences from verified protocol specification. The
suggested tools are implemented by C++ language under Windows NT.
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Bl EEAE WX Ak wekA gl 28 5=
H-E 2 A2 FHobsla A48 L F/FE F4F Y
of g3 A&3te 7led Y 718 (formal method)
9] Hgo] FrtstE FAo)H, 53] FF 7HS
A, 78 LAY Ao WFH Ao A 22
EF e vt o AAHA & AFEE
Qo] o1l

AREANLS 3 ZREZEC] 45 HAEG 7
52 37 M e ZAH AA st glojok 8
o, ARE-2} QAT YAJElal ThE TR A A 99
Salo] YE3HA o] FojH ot gk wretr], 3t
NEE ARFA A 26E FHEE7] Y= 21¥
19} o] AbgR} 8 ALY B4, ZREZY 723
A7 2 FAs, AA, 74, AREANE 9 2AE
ARl 33, 1 F HAA L AFHAELE R 44
o] H& HEol7] fj&d o FEsIL AFA 3
F8jo] WgFHojr.

ALR-AL 8 AN BAlgle] XS 7 Al
golste A GAE B ZEEZJ 54U A
24 (correctness) 53& WEFserlel i T2
EZ A5 E4se APtk 2¥ A AMmodel
checking)x °lEi$t #A-& 254, FAH 2 A
e 71&oln, dury oz {3 Abe #ojB Ho)
A 2="(LTS)e2 2d¥YH concurrent Al&=F A
9] gulES A3 A% =2 A AA=gel
7)k& ¥ CTL(Computation Tree Logic)©] &o] At
£5o oy g #AY 2udEY 7FE L HE

AR Al 2F R Y T2 A2 G5

AeA AT

(user requirement)

Fz2AF

72y 49

(architecture design)

Houla Ao

Aou 2 oA

(service specification)

z2EE $4 458y

%}’d’
AgANY

O 1. Z2EE JHg oA

rzEE 94
(protocol specification)

4% T3

7 g

(target implem ¢ntation)

o2 3 AJ2EE 249 Frtel wel Adejrt 718
FHo g Frlete A Fd A A 7)=o] gt
23y modal mu-calculus =8]8 AlAE gtAA 2
A 54 B AR, A 9T ¢&F
A7t shsstnz Al Ed ZA7 48 = ok
ZZ2EE HFo2NH ¥ AF 7 AU HR
HANHLe 28 AT T2EZE KF g 7d9
SulES AAs = NFLE, ZEEZ PAH REE
Ag AEE A9t T A LFoEZN AFPA
22 wosis d¥y fAovh23]

=FAAME LTSE HAsld Z25F9 <A
42 g9 BEA4E 28 HAF 71 A HAst
7] 918} modal mu-calculusZ AH&-she 44719 A
AHN Z2EZ WAZREH UIO Ald2 71y
o3 AFAAH AEE AF5o2 YAse =1 E
Fag 78" =79 58 A% A S
g8 A=A AL Ix JsAH Z2EF
typel& AH&-3hc.

28 AR 2 AE R X AsAe T
ZEES Ve, 2 AR S LTSS VO FSM
(Input/Output Finite State Machine)2.2 24 &3t
. 3 ME Y TRZEZY EX UE4RE B
@3}7] 98l modal mu-calculus$} B ¥ 7AAF <]
%4l solve ¢8| E S H Lt A3t Y &
AA FEE Z2EZ HA7]Y] ZRAAE 71eT
th AR ME FFAAAE B £ 448 10
FSM 7t 2d& tlgoz2 UIO A8z A4 2 A
B AG AE N, adn FER AFEIY Z2A
AE 7|&dtm, viRjgte g 5 B =8 A&
9 FF FAHge] g Zjsgh

X

2. 3z Z2EFE Fo| Y AAH HA ZE

B FodMe A AsAd ZREF type 12 7]
3t dd Z2EF FXAHAHEL FHEdY
LTS$} I/O FSMeo 2 md g3}

2.1 39

=5 A 2 A U Ax J3AHe] =2
EZ type 128, §H B84 ZA(LDTS Local Data
Transmission  System)® AR AFZAX(EIS:
Electronic Interlocking System) 7+2] X A4 3}
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HIHE

BEAESHE
(LDTS)

2 g

a8l 2. HE ME A Z2EZ Type 1

Aotk LDTSE FAFTAAZACTC © Cen-
tralized Traffic Control) 2 K-8 2] Ao} W& & EIS
oA A4, EISE 44T A0E Ao & 724
3te] AEIAR WAIAE LDTSOA AEFo2H
A5t AT

2.2 Type 19 LTS 22
1) LTSS A

LTSE Z2EE&S AR A3 2252 A
PGS 93 ou] w2 A @wol Algsn e
2ol A4l

<39 1> #ol& Mol A2Y(LTS : Labeled
Transition System)

LTSE ok 419 848 FAE dolEst d A
o]Al2® LTS = <S, L, T, s>2 & Hogr}

- S AeE9 A3 a set of states)

-L: 8% 7153 PAYP(a set of observable
actions)

- T < Sx(L+1)xS : o} | (transition relation)

- so € S : 7] ~H o]E(initial state)

ol BN H¥ ‘v’ MEAY Edmon-

determinant model)2 8} o] EHE Alad Ui
2o FHo] /H5EA @2 P (nternal T2 in-
observable action)Z YERITH

2) LTS =43

HdAx ZTEEZ Type 1.8 LTSE U3} AL
19 3% 23 ¥ 19 25 2z 39 39 LTS 249
el ot ol g Aol
2.3 Type 12| I/O FSM zE2in} S%}
1) /O FSM9 A4

A

Ao

gutx o2 J/O FSME Z2EZ9 $£4547 4
ol EAL wWA 3 3led Zo| ALEEA o

B 1. LTS 2o Mef MY

2l “dej v
So | LDTSS} EISAtel 9] F4lo] AlZs7] A AH
S1 | Master Clocke] e} ©]& AH
S: | $9E 7Y e A
Sz | EA7} ©15 % A
S4 | Polling timer7} eI o] Ae)
Ss | *HE ZItEe A
a, : operate_mc_timer a, : sync_mc_timer
a, : control_msg a, 1 ack
as : train_observation ag ! transmit_train_no

: operate_polling_timer  ag:
: update_msg(ack)

transmit_polling

So @ idle S, : Timer=Pc¢
S, : ack_await S; : train_movement
S, : Timer=Pp S : resp_await

% 3. LDTSoll et LTS =293
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2. LTS 2HEe g9 oY
B9 Rk

ay |Master Clock Timer &%

Master Clock& H43t ARINEANZTS
® |2E
a3 (Ao HAA AE

as |Ack F4l

as  [FA olFE #F

a (A WME HE

a7 [Polling Timer 2%

ag {Polling @Az A%

ag  {Ack ¥ update HAA

P
12

o Aole 9 2oH56]

<H9 2> A& A EIIA
(I/0 FSM : Input/Output Finite State Machine)
I/0 FSM& ot59 o 714 8458 7480
M = <8, so, I, O, t> 9714
-S: Y 2dcEE I (a set of finite
states)
- 5o ¢ &7) 2o E(initial state)
-1:3A""E 9d=x < gl (finite input alphabet)
- O A Y 29 Layl(finite output alpha-
bet)
t. © ¥ o}3+4 (transition function),
trS{s-i/o — §'| 5;-s’ESAIEINEQ)

{

t}&-9] 478 &2 (p, a, b, )& /O FSM M¢9| Ho|
(transition)2 2 A =4 ol#iel ol Fojdch

¥ 3. 1/0 FSM o] Hef MY

(p,a, b,g) € SxIxOxt;

o)i3e) Folol A 2 Aol shtel Y shhe)
290 o3 ojva,

g

A=W 8
RUsEs |

2) VO FSM =9 2 F

2

Type 19] Eigg‘ i%‘ =
49% e 2¥ 49 23, &
3 Yot

EXNS I/OFSMoE &2
3& 29 49 AE

@- /ControlMsg.Send, £8=0, Times=0
@Timer=P,/Polling.Send, A8=0, Times=0
@Error Deteced or AR>M, /NAK

@No Ervor Detected/ACK or State

AS : Timer of LDTS M, : Max. of &S
AR : Timer of EIS M, : Max. of &R
Times : Transmitted times of Control Msg

P, : Polling transmitting time by periods

P, : Master Clock transmitiing time by periods

a3 4. Type 12 I/O FSM z2gl
3. DEAAIYHO st ZREE HAY

B FollMde A HAVH F ZZEFY 49
EA-¢ 71 ZHEEHA ¥ 3= modal mu-calculus

4 = A -
IDLE LDTSS} EISZE & A23)7] A el
ACK_AWAIT LDTSY A pollingS A48t €S 710de 2

_POLLING_DETECT

Polling® 4% EIS7F diA A9 oelE Azste g8

SYSTEM_INITIALIZED

LDTS7} 88 ¥3 02 S48 Alado] 27181 44

RESP_AWAIT LDTS7F Ao} MAlx H4 F, S 7idede 2

RETRANSMIT LDTS7 NAK A, & Elo]l™ 7t expire® ¥ WAl AAE

MSG_DETECT Aol MARE ¢=2& EIS7 wjAAY oeE Azdte AH

ABNORMAL A4 38 o]F X NAK Exe ojd $9& ¥ 2¢ A HAste T4 o4
el

RESTORE T o4 dHIoA FAAHE HrEs A




2 253 2% AAS LTSE wAslE dx
Az 22EF(2Y 3)9) R4 (deadlock ©]ut
livelocke] €1-8)3 A (A Z3 2 gF 9 EA
&, e e Y97t A3 TEEHR) EAS =Y
AP & AL A AASE gAd 28 AL
g2 7igdtt gl dAdes THE X2 E
F #3379 T2E B

3.1 Modal mu-calculus

Al2E B4 HA) Aol modal mu-calculus®
Al=®] AAEe] R E AFe] F5HoE UEIE =
249 1A AL 712 modal =glolt} ditAle Y
A} A (atomic proposition), A(=8&: conjunc-
tion), V(=8%: disjunction), [ J(Z<HA: neces-
sity), < >(7H5 A possibility), V(A 1A A grea-
test fixed point), n(F 214 4: least fixed point)Z
TAF o] 3o, YutalE modal mu-calculus =
g4 e 2o

D=t | ZI D1 A DDV DATKI RIS DIVZ. PIZ P (1)

DA tte BE Aejol sl 7 g YE}
ffe AAYG S dele] Ze 244 {4 ke
Ao 94, o TEAA EAE Yehd 1
o vZe Al&=d 9] dE AfEe] gutdeg
e 542 AdnAYdLolH, u1ZE A&
Bel AFEC] THHLE NEete HALNAR
Fzto] tH7].

1) kA A (Safety)

QAN EHL T2 EF B3 A £ dead-
lockelW livelock® 28 Z%E JHE wjAsle &
Aojtt,

Deadlock-2 3t AJe]olA] TF& o]H Ae29] Ho]
7F EA8A &7 WEd OS AHE & F Qe
A5 B, livelockS 53 AHE9 BEAY
el A o JeE0e —5’—715}5] HBF o 7 Holdle
AS-2M 2 BERAY olel tE Zuize) dojrt
EXQ &= 9%‘_ ASE T3

ek 33k el Jetdls 2le] ot A el
o by —3— zZon[-1zz2 £8H2 971 [-]=

R T o

rB.L.IPﬂ_O,_Ctl:I

to

m{m

€ B9IE tetdch o 49 BA gho] ol Wb
£ AL &% LTS7 Aol i Had S4e 7
A e EHe EF Age) U AWA E

B0 D22 JF)| A JEdAE =7 o1 1123

e vZIIEAL-IZO ™, 49 A gho] Fol At
A€ 99 kb Ao A B3 LTS7H 99
e FHY YL HPe e,

2 rlr ret

2) ¥ A4 (Liveness)

Deadlock ¥ livelocke] &#13}A] g+=vle 24
oA TREZo] 7] HJHEREH HE Hol9
&AM o) Aol =gE ook s A9} ut
= A s ol &= 39 2, reachability$} liveness

nEdte FAoloh
LTS 2dg THE T2 M40 Aejo) oid gd
AL WZOV(K->ttA[-12)2 E8E 3, o] 2o] F
o] e AL nZ.09 (K->ttA[-12)0] Al A
Aol " 4 g3 e HFHe e Y 22
o} Aol &g veldich 3 LTS 292 ¥¥d =
ZA 2 A el thg AP L nZ.o<->ttAK]Z
2 Zgsthed, of 4o] Fo] 57 93 [k]Ze Hi=

mlm l

Al o] Bt &, A= 9 ke FAT FHol S
S Ut a3l i 2lo] Fo] Hrde AL
A4 A LTS7F 94 E4L 7IAE de AL

o] gt

A2de] B Hd83les U438 ga dode
modal mu-calculus®] ol = Process calculi, Hennessy-
Milner logic# -2 97} 91Tt Process calculi®
T2 EZ Jdyg EA4S EEE & Qo Aol
2132, Hennessy— Milner logice @A & ¥ w33}
T EZZEZY A ¢ HIAE BEE e e
U A&ZR BEAAE BEE & gloke gFol £A4%
THBIL metA & =EM = A& o wtE A<l
gz AN BAAE BE 715 modal
mu-calculusS AHg-3tct,

3.2 2¥dA 2|50 HYHE o

Modal mu-calculus =&]2} 2. 28 E deadlock,
livelock, 28] il reachability 54 <& &3 &
AAL8L7) 918l R. cleaveland$} B. steffeno] 712§t
Solve ¥ E|ES A E31H AFHo|T EEAHY B
PAA} 7453110l Solve €328 Z&2 modal
mu-calculus®] A 73 59& o)L} Aeg AF
de Az HAA del Ad =gEHojo 3o
deadlock®} livelocke] §122 Yell= modal mu-
calculus®] =42 (2)¢} ) o] A& LTS 3
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9 W% ol 23 olma Fol7t BASHE 1
LTSS B&3< Uepd,

Wl d M2 bit-vector?] #to] WA2 wjvlo} ¥l g
<S, X>E AHrbste] Jekdin 2718 7318 19
7% 2a ¢ngZdA AlgHE g e

VZ.WY. AV (K->teAFIYDAL-]Z, A={Se}  (2)

2o}

A HruHPdoz THEHE F =4 ny.od - Ry : Max, min blockoll A ¥4 X9 <= ¢datz}
3 HE XS AR T He g X9 X2 Ve - Re @ Bit-vector Wl A ¥ X9} $& 949] g
Yol Xio $uld £ min{Xi=X2VvX3}?l 7] min
block® €7, ol2ld HPL W g3 min | B=minXi =X X |BEmax(Xic X X
blockell & A S4& @A Feh PR A RV R
HogPez TEHE § =84 vZ0E 4B T Xy = [-1Xa
max{X7=X;AXg}?l 548 A5t max blockel % z t<t}_>X6

H71gch 19 5 919 AAE 53 dold 29
min block® max block& Yell i, A 7oA gt
H dF XE9 Hol #AE UENE edge-labeled
directed graph G= 218 63 #t},

Solve &x2]&9 273t ¢nE]lES o, Fx
NFAo] TEEZ type | LTSS 7t Aefs} H
Xi9) BAE YN E bit-vector, counter, Hi ¥ M&
%27)8}8c}. o 7)ol A bit-vectort min, max block
ol A HAE wig AF LTSY HJuHse #AE
09} 124 ®¥3 Aolt). Counters min, max block
o] AitAre] Wik LTS Hol+& verd Aolal

Il Bit-vector$} W} Mo oijé 27/3 gmald TEAA
procedure bit-vector(L, B)
for X; € min block (X1, X2, X3, X4, X5, X¢) dO

S.X[i] =1
<§, X>E WE Mo F71
else SX[]=0
end if
end for

for X; € max block (X+, Xg) do

S.X[ij=0
<8, X>& HE Mol F7t
else S.X[]:=1
end if
end for
end bit-vector

// Countero] dj ¢t 279 Yueld ZEAlA
procedure counter(L, B)
for X; ¢ min block (X4, Xz, X3, X4, X35, X;5) dO
if R 9] A4RI} ‘A'then SCAI R, ©l 021 M-8 dF
elseif R 7t [a]Xithen S.Clilol & Soll oj&t adol9] A+ 94H
end for
for X; € max block (X7, Xg) do
if R 9 A4A7E v then S.COOI R, o 1) & ¥
elseif R 71 <a>X;then S.Clilol & Sl 2§ adole] A YF
end for
end counter

HL : LTS, B : max-min block

if (R, 7} 0012 S7F a8 TF) || (R, 7} []XC1 2 ST} aHolE A o4 &)then

if (R.7F a0l 2 S7t oB TEFEA SR 7} <a>X0l3L 871 adolE ZA ¥F)then

g 7. =705 ¢elE

18| 5. Max block. min block

18| 6. Edge-labeled directed graph G
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- S.X[i] : Bit-vector WollA #& Aeje} W7} Modal mu-calculus 4225 dx AlzAo T
Fasle A" a4 7t ZEE type 1 LTSY 9424*3% AAQg does 213
- SCli] : Counter Woll A} #& e} A5/t & 99} e,
ste A a4 @
a5 A x{x %! x x| x]x]x c | x| x
.57 el 5157 = 39 [a]o] Q3] SE Holg Sslo|ltjofoflo|t]1]n Sol 2|3
= A ssjojojololo|rtr|n sz
g/ L@.g:5 = 8o <a>o o35 S2 Hol ssjofoflofjolol|1]1]r s: |21
- sfoflofjofoloal |1 ss |2 |
Ae 4 ss{ojofofolol1 ]| se 2|
- X622 ©]5-°1z min block 02, X7} Xs& ssfolojo]olo| 1|11 S i 2 |1

o] 2 0] 2 max block-& 13 bit-vectore] Zto] AlE <y

- - - . - = M[1]=<<8,,X:>, <85, Xs>, <81, X6>, <85, X5>, <83, X>, <S4,X6>, <85, Xe>>
Holx a1, &718 F&d o) gho] HF 84HF9 M[2]=< >
"‘EHS’Jr W wld Mol fej i) olgA 2713

i} 1@l 8. Bit-vector. counter, B M<e| x7|5t Za}
18] &S 2 &3 bit-vector, counter, | € M2

= )
éi}"‘ a3 8% 2ol dojzith X | X | Xe | % | xe P Xs [ x| X0} X c | x| xa
27187F HolHutd 18 109 34 ¢auEg st oo ||| S AP
Hgsel id Mo} <5, Xo7h BRI FAAn ) ee T
bit-vector, counter, ¥18 M-S wHEFHo g2 7§43 : : Z : : : : : i : : z
‘:"~ 73)\‘.1% bit‘V€CtOl‘9*]' Countergl "H‘g“\%‘ LTS-O’] ’\o]' . |1 0 t 1 1 1 1 1 s, ¢ Q
B 2 ®H4 X9 ddd FARE Jehged, ssfvfof o v o fr ] s, o }o
bit-vector®] W4 Xs9 Aol g3jA = deadlock M{1]=<>
. - = M[2]=<>
2, counter® Ao ol#l M= livelocke] A3 ==
LTSS Al meg 4 gioh 28 9. Bit-vector, counter, i M2| ZAIZAT}
//Maxblod(-hl min blockoll gt A Yl Fe TR
#L:LTS, B: max-minblock X: 2731 bitvedor, C: 2731 counter, M: 4 M, G edge-iabeled directed graph
procedure jmaxbiock(X, C, M, G) procedure jminblock(X, C, M, G)
procedure updateL, B X C, M, G) if GAkal7} A then if 47} ‘A then
whiloM = NULLdo iS¢l @tol 1then soel @e 1 B
Mol <5, X>E 32 SXjie 0= @74 ifSCH12) 3ol 0then
for X, & min block (X, X, Xg, X, %1 Xe) dO Mol <8, %> 37 SXjE 1= 44
#GA X — X B4 end if Mol <8, X>& %7}
if X € max block then else if #141x7} v/ then end if
jmaxblock(X; C, M G) SClle #®& 1 T else if J41x}17} 'V then
//X,E max blockell % # S.Cj} 4tol Othen IS4 4ol 0then
SXj}E 02 4% SXjE 12 44
jminblock(X; C, M G) Mell <8, X>& F7t M‘;i} <8, %>& 37t
%= min b 2% end if end
end for S minblockel %% else if V4x}7} fa] then else if A4Fzl7} ‘[a] then
for -6 do for s 45 do
for X & max block (X7, Xs) do S X9 @kol 1then SO wE 1 Ex
i X, max block then S X8 05 44 itS.Cll9} ko] Othen
jmaxblock(X, C, M, G} Mell <8, X>& 37} SXjE 12 44
N4 max blockell 4% end if Mol <5, X>& &7
else B end for - end if
. else if 14217} ‘<a>'then end for
minblock (X Gm ‘2 . for S—-8 do alse if W47} ‘<a>’ then
o 5= min blockel) &% sope ge 1 2 for S5 do
W"""w[e it S.Cljel 7ol Othen iS58 @el 0then
S & 0= 47 SXIE 12 44
end ypdate Mol <8, X>& F7F Mol <8, X>& %7}
end if end if
end for end for
ond if end if
end jmaxblock end jminblock

g 10. A g1elE
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919} Ao A bit-vectord] Xso g L4711
2, counter?] Xs9+ X498 BE 8471 02 BAIHA
L& & 4 UX, ol EE 847} max block® min
block-2 WEEE vt wepr 19 39 Hx
A5 Aol TREZ type 19 LTS Ed L& deadlock
3 livelocke] FASHA] 3 =284 vVZ.(RY.AV
(K-SUAFIYNAL-)Z, A={Se}E TEste g3l
ZR2EE 2dYE wdd

3.3 ¢aelg 7+

D 23719 %

7Z1ed A HHE Jvte g Jitd Z2EFE 4
A 71+ deadlock, livelock, reachability, liveness 1
2 I determinists} & LEEF EAL B 7
AHoz HAH ot THY TREE FAVA T
4L 29 1% 2ok

EZZEEZ ZAA7|e LTS 2de I AJH28
A AE(S), 39 (Action), TH FEI(S) 2 T4 §
LTS Y& dyoz 3ot A5 F AHgA7t
‘Deadlock & Livelock’, ‘Reachability State’,
‘Reachability Action’ FollA & #5258 Hesa
‘InitDeadlock & Livelock’, ‘InitReachability State’,
‘InitReachability Action’ ¥ 2 &S %3}, Fojd
modal mu-calculus &=&] 4| W&} 2}7} max block
3} min blocke A AI3}11, max block® min blockdll
A AR A5 43 LTSY stateE o} &3 bit-
vector$} counterE THE TthH(Initialize). Initialize B &
L bit-vector® #*7]|3}3}= Xinitialize, counter®
%7)88)= Ciinitialize, 28] edged-labeled di-
rected graph® A 438l= Bgraph ¥ EE& 33}

InitDeadlock & | | tnitReachability | | InitReachability

Evelock State Action

Deadlock & Reachability

Reachability
Action check

Livelock check State check

a8 11, Z2EE VI SAEA

Al Haz, 3222 Xinitialize®} C.initialize, B.graph
o ujd Me] T (empty)°] € wW7tA] Solves
AN $a8ZS FHEAA Deadlock & Livelock,
Reachability State, 22} Reachability Action2]
A4 24 g

a3y ek ALE-A7) ‘Liveness’ =¥ ‘Deter-
minist & VYT F9, 2 AA dudERE 4B
glo] ‘Liveness check'® Z7|AEjol A @753
ZE e dYE £¥ 3}, ‘Determinist check's
olH 543 defoll A TYF Bl 3 o3 Ae

5 A o) EASeAE FART

2) 437 A% B4
B 2ddAE 2 2392 A4 ARE B
t Aol gs s sledn

(7}) Deadlock & Livelock Check

Solve ¢8| &E Tl md Meo] 3%l &
o) 7} 2] BitArray X} CounterArray CE 78418+ 2
HoiA #AA 2da3E #Dsted, deadlock 4
procedure= 29 129} 11, BitArrayd] 33 #o]
Hojoksle 8.4 X[il[Xsl7F 0%] A2 deE HE
3% deadlock LA ARE AGH + Uk £
Livelock Check® A& =g dlA ¢tA A (safety)
€ 2ES B =2 dE8d He Xso Xt
CounterAmrayol M 12 set 5ol A= B¢ AZPd

S

return set

return set

a8l 13. Livelock check #2&2| procedure




(t}) Reachability State Check

Reachability State= WA At Aejl so} ##d
H BitArray 8] 84 X[llXal7F 190 A58 o] Aelol
A act®} act®t ZtZ B/HE BitAmayd 84
XX XOXs)7F 25 190A & HArstx, £33
CounterArray C9 8.4 Chl(3]19] 847} 1o] H&
B 2P Po HYARE A, o
g Z2AAE 29 149 vepd fdch

— R
BitArray(X}

X [i][2]==1 &%
X[i)4]==1& &

% 14. Reachability state check $5&2| procedure

(t}) Reachability Action Check

Reachability Action® $4 actr—~acts7} &4 8}
= Ae 9} 399 BitArrayd &4 XG)IXs7F 19
el ‘s S AEBHY set20] ARAE3, o] d 21AE
nEstE AEl7E 2A8E acth—act7t 2AIE A
B9 BB 8 CounterArray® 24 ClL17F 1012
ack® AX ‘s 8 TASE FH s’ FESHY
setld] A &3t} Action reachability® 9+&3}E o)
AHE returndtA € W, main ML setlH
set2¢tdl] ol JeA Y=AE B8y, ¥ F st
2tz ghol gAY & o glohd = 3709 Aol

—_— CaA >
BitArray(X)

return set

T j==1 &Z No Jt+
4 sZ->bel(

T2} 15. Reachability action check 22&2] procedure

St I8 AT X HSMAE =7 g 1127

W8} reachability actiond &3 Ao Z Hadic)

(2}) Liveness Check

Liveness Checks= %7] Felel A7l A oA =
' 99E 2ged. agx ek v At 27
FEist 22 EE B, A AHE o8 ez A2
Asle] o] RAHE A4 wrEtirt Aot 2]
Aeps) Zotd wf, REES TR o)) i A

e 19 169 24,
SLTS(L) :V C;oice

User

Display allaction(begin=s, end=s')
s—allaction>s’

713 16. Liveness check £259 procedure

(v}) Determinist Check

Determinist Check® 2 Aejoli A F L3 3ol
g8 A2 9E oS At g A9dEe 02 88
8la, 13X ge Ao 18 i, ojo) Ui

Azle 18 178 2o

e v

OK := true, i, j :=0

OK = false
Action:=Trans[j]
State:=j

8 17. Determinist check $£2&2| procedure
3.4 78 &£7e| S5t Fol
1Ed YR ES ALY FEY Z2EE 4
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Pritor:
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a2 18, =2E& #A™7| Deadlock M3 Zzt

A7)el Aygsde 18 189 (b)e} 2ol

9 28 19 39 LTS 24 43l 1 43
g 9% d 2 A, () o] FAR) ItsQ] g
LTS 2dg ¢go= 31, ‘Deadlock Livelock
Check'E A8 Wie] 23 PA SagEE
33t ZHEZMN deadlock™ livelocko] A 8}A] o
%Se 28 2y 19 AE) Sy AM deadlock
ol A Xdg AHS g, FEH Ygez <l
gt deadlock®] T HAZ FAE £Hsn
‘Modification’ HEE AME-IA 2SS 4% 4 3
=E 3.

4. EHEMAIE
B Ao AE ARAAR] Holg sedn 1

49] /O FSM 22 B & WA Z5E FTHE 3
HAGAHAAE ALS Al WYL A 28

Frotacal, Venticaliol

i

: e

ms(a BEL) kl’“(Q.) b
LEBUHD. o
(s0,a1,s1)
(s1,a2,s0)
{50,33,52)
(s2,au,s8)
(s0,a5,s3)
(s3,36,50)
Jeraen,

Teaaniagy”

I FEE AP 471 T2 Fate B
4.1 HetgAlgel Feol

AP EHL ojd Z2EF9 729 [(Im-
plementation)7} Y98 BWHEFELE EF) S(Specifi-
cation)ol 3 FHEJYERE A Fse Ao
2 3N EZ2EZ AF 7 AA M FaTd 4TS
ot Avra o2 ZGPA R Fow FoH BA
SE 722 s AAE AE AlY(test cases)EA
T8 7} WA Soll tis) L2 EZF 3 9)(behaviour) %
¥ (capacity)°] LAFEAE AlPse Ao
[11-14].

A AE A4S A3 IRk HHEL HA
S7t €€ FAZEN7IAT/O FSM) ez 288
Z2EZEREY Slsled, Z2EF ] PAE
Bl /O FSM Edo] 18 203 o] Fojd o
HAFPAHAE L ol 3PdAR o]F AL

27 19. Deadlock &4 Rellof CiE HAEI| &



QY
Si > Sj

a2l 20. WAl I/O FSM

@® WA VO FSMY 4 Sioll sl 33t de=
T8 /O FSME 9AA17th

@ %A /O FSMelA dold A1g A4E “dg"E
T8 /0 FSMell JEA171 & AA3sE &8
< Bag

@ 78 I/O FSMellA #4€E £9o] B4 /O
FSMelA 7|&d ‘&30 2&X & st
= &3 Aej7l B /O FSMe) a3d e
AE ARF

o]lg]d I/O FSMEHE XY TZEZEZY
HY AgALE 44E A8 ¢ur3 L2 UIO(Unique
Input/Output) A8, DS(Distinguish Sequence)
A8 2, CS (Characterizing Set) Al 2 58 Al&
FH15). o 7)oM) DS AR 2u CS AjRE 52 &
AE $13% 718 2ol 2d /O FSM A7 &3
w4 Al (complete specification) Sloie} 3h, UIO A€
2 o]#E 87 20| glon E, gt F
A Z2EFS EIdYP e /O FSM2 FEAHOR
@A ok T3 DS AlH AU CS AJEAE HAY
A 2717 o Ha EA) JRE INrFHoE B}y
7} 1§$- o]t} UIO Al 2 /O FSM9] BE A
o ] A5t do|x DS AR CS Ald e
Hl3) 7] Qo AnHoz FL AH AQ YN
BAgT geby B =RaAe Ul AlE&E AL
o] AJFdAG S AAste HEE AR

4.2 UIOWHHOl o8t AlE Al AA ol MAXK off

a

UIO(Unique Input Output) Al¥ &= Algde A

SN DIZE2 AW % HBLAE =7 MY 1129

o] o] AT Fuje) KU3 UH/EYH ANB2E
ANE A TFAA L F, 7+ /O FSM9
A7 2 E FAste Yot VO FSMeg ¥3
 IZES BA2RE APIANYE AF A4S B
Ao Vel Sle 2 Aojoll 3 e o] UIo Ald2
£ concatenationdt] A=Y 23 & Ao

2 Jed 4 gith
Ri - shortest-path(S¢-Si) - T;@UIO(S;) (3)

9 YoM Rie AEWAAS 2718 FJE= RUs
A& o8 shortest-path(Se-Si)v 2717l Sooll Al
g Algdole] g AlF AJEizbAlel shortest
path, Ty Al@Holop &, B4 VO FSMe] A8 S
oA § Bule Hol& U, UIO(S)E =&
Aelel UI0 AE2E Jeldth & @E conca-
tenation A&olt} 71 UIO Ald2E AlEse
Holo| o3} =atgl Aej7t HA A A3te GutE
Si917HE Algste=d Alg

Aol AAlE VIO NE2 44 €nEe o
o o}

ARE 93 B T2 EZ type 19] /O FSM
2d 2 49 2} HolF X 49 2L ofolz A}
I a3 49 H9o ¢uEES HEsle 7 Al
UIO A28 73 R ® 58 #Zr}.

A9 ¥ 58 AHESte (39S H43d # 64 22
AE Z2EF type 1o gk AJRPAIE Adol 4
A Odlel 289 dele 3hvd o] Aol
g FEEA 24 A4 E YEdth

27202 o Yeld HPAHAYE AL dF
REE type 1] td F@0] welEol1 38 HE
2 A3l BAe] 28 22X E BDEHE type
19] 7&o] type 1] HAd s F&stA FEEHA
© APAHAE ARE 9F 5 ATk
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kvl

4 - 22 EF FH) VOFSM
&9 1 ZE FH9} UloAd=

(1) ol 9] BE Hop} o= By soll Tt F2 EAsheA] AL (@711 =1).
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# 4. HMoloj] cizt 2tof

o] oF o Z o] ofo]
Request of CTC/InitPolling.send, AS5=0 A {Control Msg or Polling Receive/Error Check K
NAK or AS>Mg/ - B | Timer=Pc/Master Clock L
Error deteced or AR>Mgr/NAK C |Train Move/Train NumberMsg M
InitPolling.Receive / ErrorCheck D |NAK or AS>Ms/Times+1 N
AllStateData / Timer=0 E [NAKreceive or 0<Times<3/Retransmit, AS=0 0
No error detected/AllStateData F |Times>=3/ALARM P
-/ControlMsgSend, AS=0, Times=0 G | PollingReceive/- Q
Timer=Pp/Polling.Send, AS=0, Times=0 H |- /PollingSend R
ACK Receive/ - I |- /AllState of EIS S
No error detected/Ack or State J .
H 5. Type 1 &Eig UIO AIRA
e el UI0 Al@x
IDLE(So) Request of CTC / Initpolling.Send, AS=0 (A)
ACK_AWAIT(S) NAK or AS>Ms/ - (B)
POLLING_DETECT(S2) No error detected / AliStateData (F)
SYSTEM_INITIALIZED(S3) ~/ControlMsgSend, AS=0, Times=0 (G)
RESP_AWAIT(Sy) ACK Receive/ - (D)
RETRANSMIT(Ss) NAKReceive or 0<Times<3/Retransmit, AS=0 (Q)
MSG_DETECT(Ss) No error detected/Ack or State (J)
ABNORMAL(S?) - /PollingSend (R)
RESTORE(Ss) - /AllState of EIS (S)
H 6. Type 10 thEt HESAIH AlY 44
~ Ho] : HIAAY A Z o] AEP8AH AE
A Ri A B J IR A EK]JG
B RR AB A K Ri A E K ]
c (S250) RR D C A L RRAEL G
(S6S3) R AEKCG M RRAEMG
D Ri D F N RR A EHNO
E Ri A EG O RRAEHNOII
F Ri D F G P RRAEHNUPR
G RR AE G Q RR A E Q S
H RR AE HI R RR A EHNZPRA
1 RR AEHIG S R AE QS A
4.3 12|5 78 ”A /O FSM 2dg 9822 34 I/0 FSM
/O FSM-& 7|Hto. 8 HFAAAY ALE B35 Z AedE a9 239 HAE AA UIO A28
© =79 JAAFHI s 29 229 o AT g, 27 el Zhzhel Al AEd o]

28 22, LAY ALY 4N X



return uiose e

viose = Aol 19 o}

a3 23, UIO A[EA MM B2 E9| procedure

i

< 7 &L FRE T ATEAE AlE A4
o wel 2} HMolo thdt AlF Ad-e Az A
TN AES A3 e REEL 1Y 49 Aat
o} Zo) AY AT XEgS 273 98 RE A&
3t BE Al guliel 718 e A Al
gk 28y HD A2 APAAY Hold Ty, =%
/el 9] UIO Al ¥ 2% concatenationT L 2H &
Holo] tfgk HFAHAE ALES A%

1>

e ——

Route[i}fj],
WY =718

fength(i] = length[vnear] + Wlwnear][i]; |
routefi][count] = route[vnear][count++]; |~

1 Yes
ength[vnear] + Wvnear][i] < length{i]?

No

Concatenate Ri, shortest-path,
Tij, and UIO sequence

O3 24, HEeAE AlY UM 2259 procedure

4.4 798 T7o| A&l

Zled ¢ ES AMEsl TEE AYE AE
Ad 43718 Azt e a9 259 o)

327} fsmel FUS ANst gPoz
‘Conformance Test Start’ HEE F29, Z+ A o
st UIO Al@ 29} 2} Holof tist A3td Al Al
o] &

SN IZeE D) X JAENNE =37 g 1131
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(s3,m,53) el Iy & (s163) Riscg g
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(55,0,514) 6 i t(s2-783) Ridig H
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o Efery Ripeme S

% ‘Tv’;me'mwimwindmt\{'

a7 25, HEA MY Al Y47 dusie
5. 28 4 g% o3 FTAME

£ =72 LTSE BAsd 54 22 5F-&
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