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An Approach of Modeling Software Testing Requirements
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Abstract  Getting testers involved in both requirements analysis and testing can play an impor-
tant role in three ways. To begin with, developers can improve the quantity of the software
requirements, apart from that, testers facilitate the requirements of testing easily,and one more
thing, testers can know the requirements timely and accurately after the software requirements
are modified. We introduce the concept of testing requirements by making use of the idea of model-
driven, and then present an approach of testing requirements modeling. We can get test cases
according to the test requirements model which corresponding to the test objectives, We conducted
a case study on sip protocol use this approach. The preliminary results show that our approach is

feasible and effective.

Keywords requirements engineering; software requirements; software testing; testing require-
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TR A S AR SRy 0 3000 3 5 SR A SCAS 3R T8 XL AR T
T SRR a5 SR R A R B T Bl AR G
T 55 3 SR TE 5 B 78 23 s A R R G A% AN
TR SEONXER EA S S 5852
[ 7 O 2% 55 03X SR 4 3 B AS DA 17 25 i JE =4 ik
FEORAT T ORI 3 TG SR A A 3 L 0 T SR R AR & )
38 3 0 3 SR Y B Sl A R 4k SR Al A AR
i SO0 R Il A B3 a) kT Rl AR S 45 Y e i
I 3285 SRR AR A A S D SRR A

3 BTN F RRE RN A 51 £ X

I35 SRR TR I 3 SR AT T EDWLEL G =
PR 34 A S B AT 3 A S A BEXT S 2
A REHEAT A R 16 T 3E A I SRR L e R
G TR A N 3 91 B A ) 3P 9 %6 0
T SRS H AR R A 3K H b 3 e I H s ]
2E— 2538 W BRI F R B R A B B R S
SR TS B 1 M AR 48 50 SR E 0 45X 0 9] #9136 B
5 DA 3P 451 1) 2R G5 SR A 1) L [T 9.

3.1 WANBHHRZER RS
I3 051 30 e 0 AR 0 A TR 0 3 SR AR TR

A3 i AR B R A . O R R R A R
SEBR (2 TR B B &g 2 5
TH)3E AT DA Bl AR DG i A LB AR 3D . B o ARl
B ARG bR iciE % RS2 — P TE TS LA B it
AR A5 2 7z T AR R, LA AR R
GE RS BORC B AR AEAT K A IR 25 B
Z [ 5 7%

AR FRICITE R R G HATIE G WP, DX 5
AT Ry S e AT O RO A ARG TR R
. Bl — T . E XA

M = (Q",AY, —y.q)
Hrp Q"EREWATFTEZEE . " QY ZE W IR
AR TR B WA T AY =
AYUAY. H AY 2 A5 BE R AY J2 fan th o B
. >u S QY XA X QY RIREHE T R BL.

NI AR R L VLA 208 Sk AT O Rs e AT
N VAR VT Sk AT s fan A7 0 i 2a RoR i
AT a Bl aZAY 5 10 FoRfi AT 0. B 6 A
3.2 i A B AE B

Sy T A B0 ) SR IR G R A A
FERL AR iC i 78 R S8

S(Specification) : S=(Q°, A%, —s.q3).

HATHF R A=ATUAS AT S A543l #
I 2 8 1) A5

R R g RS L MR ICIE B R4 S
A AV R LA B0 R A BRIC iR RS R SE . TEARIC
TR ARG S AP, i ConstructFrom
(SpecificationNode node) 77 LA # I 2 45 4k 75 45
U T A RS g ke R IR 285 P A8 3 0 A7 3k I o 3
Z5H MR BIRFEAR IC T RGP R E R bR iC T %
F G [ i A A R R R R R AT o 2L O

HiE 1l WICEBRSE S M.
B A R GRS B Statechart
i G R N Speci ficationNode IR 75 4% SList
BEGIN
183 Statechart B BeginState IR7%
¥y i BeginState W) M b Speci ficationNode %f %
BeginSN I N3 4 #% SList;
P8 7 ConstructFrom(BeginSN) ;
FOR SList F1 A TG R A5 B A5 B (Specifi-
cationNodeAndEdge %t 4)
IF #:85(5 S % B 1Y) Statechart W ¥ Transition [d)
B A o A T S
THEN #5588 (5 8. 70 2 R W5 5 56 7%, 43 5 % B
T A B L R R
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BN message JEYES messageType g1, I
B @B 1) Speci ficationNode
AE D9 33 WA~ 56 7% B R 8] 3 855
ELSE
% B AN message JB IS messageType JBME;
END IF
END FOR
END
BT, P 7 5 T RS IR B i
TR ARG S.

BeginState

EndState
B 7 #RGZREESRICER RS S

3T SRABE TR ) 0 3 A i A A R[] A
Al A N bR ICiE R RS TP(Test Purpose) , LA
A D28 5 1 48 S B0 FRic iE 8% R4 TP
AR

TP — (QTP ,ATP , —7p ’qg'P)

HIIA PR S5 AR

Accept™ S Q™ Re fuse™ Q™. B WIT N F
BESWICTER RS S Wit FERME, B
AT =A% Accept™ Fe R AL H bR T #2524
SRR B PR S I 3 ) s D58 A 5 Re fuse™
FORRELERCINEL B AR T AP A A e L.

Fan . & 8 A2 A B 7 Fir s A T SR AR B
{1 I 30T R A B AR AR P A R T SR A b, H
22 255 1) 05t 2R 0 S 45t 1) 30 U8 O P O 4k LA L 3R
A I AR A 3 B B e sk H AR AN O i )

BT SRR B B8 A i EE O FE M
T A A A bR TP 5 2250 98 19 2 o 78 I H AR
T T B R SR E T e AT e ) O - 9
AESRENIEE LR ARG L PRAT H P ENZ
() ] 77 AR B B B R S et AR B T
FLBS 14 2

M8 H Al DL o 24 00 3 7 5K 4 3k v A9 0 X
G 1) B AR G Ak i AT S, R AT 2 A i
TS H 00 H AR U 2> $E 260 03 B 2R AE — 5E 1Y
R Z B RIS O H L S R ek &
T B AR 48 e ik g A O ISR AE 2 J5 OB B R 5
8 i 1T RO P AR U 2 12 32 T R

‘Test Component ‘ ‘ SUT ‘
I SN
SR R
i :0 j
L :P

K8 WL AR fiA ShR iR AL TP

TE A AR IC IR RS S ST R4S
TP J5 ity R B AT AT R 20 S B i bR ic i % &R 48
DI BIARICiE S RS S bR i E % R G TP 4k
AT L ARICIE R R G TP B4R 48 147 1. AR
WIEB RS S 5 HARK TP iy [F2E SX TP j&—
MR HARICIE R RS SP=(Q7, AY, >4,
") SP AP ML M REE G Accept™ &
Q%" ,Re fuse’” ZQ°T.

PRidiE# 248 SP AR THRic T R4 S
PARICIERE R G TP #5322 47 CAn 2R 8 R 5217
Ry 3% BEAT Sy e A — 2, W i ) 5 bR id e S &R
gt TP AEAs iy A7 y (s MK H AR A5G0 5 R ¢
RIX BEAT Ry ). HE R ORI T I AR ICIE R R G
SP rp gl 32 B bR 3 52 B9 AT Dy ok A5 20 AH R A4 I 3
. — A~ H A5 ] B8 X AR 22> Tl FH 41 15 o i
W FRICIER R GE SP Az AL & 6 R H AR BT A I
B B B bR id i % &R 4 ATC CAll Test
Cases) \ATC=(Q" , A" ,—> 110, q™) ,ATC 1
PG5 JORAS : Pass© QY , Fail = QY . B A1 43 il
AR XS 3 1 A [] )

HIE 7 MiriciEB RS S 5K 8 MinidiE® R
4i TP, nl LIS 21 4R 108 R 48 SP Ml ATC, W&l 9
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PR,
Ko ZeMimbsic i R4 SP i & 7 F iR

TEMARG S 5K 8 PR CIE® RS TP A M. T
W25 AR ICIE R R G0 SP 1A UG .

Accept

K9 FRidit# R4 SP 5 ATC

ik 2. MRCEB RS SP K.
WA AMEERRE S hRidEB RS TP
iy . TEZE R SPNode ()5 )F 75 8% SPList
BEGIN
HARCEB RS S SHhiciEB RS TP BH R A
B8 SPNode 25 ) XF 42 init;
9 SPList ¥ )%t £ init, B init BYHI Y tag {H K O,
TR AP B
FOR SPList & tag 0 TG element
WAL element W S_id 1 BIARiCiERE RS S HAH L
PR A5 Snode;
WL element ) TP _id % 8 k3id i % &4t TP
45 5 TPnode;
FOR Snode (44 J5 k56 7% Sne
At SPNode 5B ) % 4 child;
IF TPnode £ J5 4k % #% TPne , A KM B 5 Sne
By S A R
THEN B TPne Xt 0 )5
XL JE AR ARZS 19 id B AR Ak
SPNode 2RI %F 4 child;
ELSE
i TPne Xt N 09 JG RS W) id 5 element 1Y
TP_id ¥4k SPNode 2 FEIX 4 child . Bl
&) TP_id {5 AR5 ;
ENDIF
1E element f) children 25 %8 HF # il A SPNode %t
% child, child A9 parent %% 2% 7 if A SPNode %

A AR 2

ARSI id 5 Sne

% element;
B child By verdict 5 TP o A0 BAR 25 95 45
verdict {EAA [ ;
IF SPList H1 %A child
THEN ¥ child il A SPList;
& child #H B tag by 15
ENDIF
ENDFOR
ENDFOR
M SPList H1) Accept IRZSHT S IF 4R X710 T &
GEHEAT IR BE LG R R ATARIR ) L 8 AT K AR
7‘.51"?'5 B is_RA {H R true, TN false;
END
B Jo 3t ATC Az U I B 4. 8 Je A
AR IC IR & eI KA Ik 9] TC: TC= (Q",
ATC > e qd ) B R 45 FOIRZS : Pass©Q™,
Fail= Q"™ B 43 5 AR 2 X 3 45 J 1 A 7] 0 2
FIRFRER AT =ATCUAL Hd A S AT, [
T2 ] 1) 06 R B I R SR ) AR RN AT S
A BV FH 48] 7 s A R S B R 4 1 A
K10 Jg7n Tt B 9 By ATC BT A iy il
B DLW IR Y 5 8 A 48 R 0] 338 Pass AR
BRI A AR b B AR S AR TR
BT SRR Sy — S T ] A ) s i
H A % iz i) I 8 1] 4%
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Test Case 2

10 MBI ICIT R R 5%

4 LIS

4.1 EWHRIEZIT

H AT AT 0 2% 32 2 A, — Fh o2 iE
I 2, — iR R I 25 15 X (a0 PSTND i T L
P& A o Tt RN I A ] A R A R 25 R PSTN ]
A DAPR RIS & T i (AN GE A R0HD (5 ] ) 45 B 5, [
Ao AR ™ R B 10l 45 s W () 4N Internet) i
FH O3 2H 58 488 o Jo o R I 4 ) S5 D) A % i 2R 48 h 52
B, PRI B0 R0 S BN 2 3 0 B S B S BB
Al 55 AR Ok T B MR ek gL B T TP
L. TP HL I A W5 & 57 19 BIr i, HL. 323 L) K& STP.
H. 323 PpiSR dr TTU 42 M 49 . [m] B o J2 55 Bl i 2 1)
WL, WA 22 77 5 S HF. SIP il & i TETF 42 1
R o 4t R[] AR G i — 26, SR B T B B A AR A i AT
P REE BARAE M, B A B o o ) B — 28, SIP GE
S AT

SCESPEEL T SIP PR SCHE S 23 i IT R AT B —
AR XA AT

1o H AR A GE A3 AR IR %5 % ) B P AR B B K % A
B STET R INVITE 1 4,

2. TP A BARYE INVITE 4 &, 478 1 22 0 fl iR 45
{5 Bl AR 55 25 1) TP A A [l 3% — 180 R4 E
2 5

3. REL B Ay 2 0, 0 PR R B GR [l
— 4200 OK” B2 5

4. FHPRER A IEI“200 OK” 2 5 & H— 4 ACK iF
R —A KR F R SRR

5. MM P AREE A BT A R
A P AR B &% — iR

6. FI P ACHE B U ®| BYE 3K J5 45
BYE i3k i 7 — > “200 OK” i 2.

i SIP f XA TAE AR  #EAT 00T S2 5

EST RS TEU I DRE v

2 I XA

1. g7 B 3R g0 iy IR SRR

2. FEM A SRAETY e A 4l A 35 SCR R S A58 TR 36 E X
R BEAT B 218 IR IF 4 5 A N RS R 5

3. 38 2o W a5 SR TR A= A I I U 75 SRl AR AR

4. PR BRI DR B il 3 % 7 e 0 3K 491
4.2 EZWHERURSH

ARHE T Eclipse3. 5. GMF2. 2 lRATF & 1
TR RO R G B R A B 5 2 L ] =
LB T PR o 8 A L 18 R0 B T GMF
FE & 0B Y 2 i g 1) G 1 e A0 1R v ) DI S 7 X i
P xml 4 2001 SR AT X AR Y T 3R 1 SRR Y
JCE BB AL 3R B A2 2 R

L. It 75 oK e

SCIG AR SIP Pp 380 S 7 A0 R 4 I 3K 7
SRABETRY 0 35X R AIE 43 oA i FH 3 RF 1E (general char-
acteristics) 5 A 51 Ay % SIP U 32 B 4 Ak 14 I 38
FR1E (SIP specified characteristics). 18 F 32 45 1iF
Sequence HJ 4 consecutive T /R 75 M5 H R
rpOE SO R B R A e A A I A 4]
2L B R AE Load B9 4EBE concurrency
FHT 2 i v 1) 9% % %4 38 FH I L 47 1E Response-
Timery 4t & duration 7w AH N 1 B 8] (1] B o i ] 3
¥Rk SIP_ResponseTime #5347 ResponseTime, £
7032 e R I A B 1) ) B (4 duration) DL 2 BB
(ms) Jy HLA.

R Al b T A AR AT LA B0 g O A AR TR
mE 11 fros.

general characteristics SIP specified characteristics

((TestCharacteristics) )
Sequence
({dimension) ) consecutive

((extendsff))

({TestCharacteristics) ) R L.
Response Time < (ms) ((TestCharacteristics) )
— SIP_ResponseTime

({dimension) ) duration ! : (
((dimension) ) duration

((TestCharacteristics) )
Load
({dimension) ) concurrency

P11 A AT A 2 A A

AP 0 A5 SRR AT A A &R 4 i S AR
O R A R A R P G R LR T 6 i s
FlAs 0 21 55 AR A SC I R 9 D 68 A Rz 0 3K
o3 LA A X T I 23 2 R S 0 H B T
PEAT R DL A I3 29 AR 3 o P R A R 2K BT
3 Load s 2 7 e I 12 24 TR R A9 00 32 4 ik 1) 44
T MK 2 AR 1 X I U 28 B2 ) (R
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SR AR G I R BAE 190 5 200 Z J&] . T2 %)
A R G290 I 29 R 2Ry OFFERED. 1

test the User Agent Client of SIP protocol

({test group))
ID=SIP

[

bR 20 24 LU AR 1 5 o ik 5 i 00 AR
A TP-2 Bl s i3 H PR s B an i 12 P

({test constraint))
Context Load
concurrency: >=190

i

concurrency: <=190

((offered) ) //

[

({test group) )
ID=Func...

!—‘—\

\ g

({test group) ) //

ID=perf...

{{test purpose))
ID=Release

{{test group))
ID=Esta...

{{test purpose) )

ID = TP-3

({test purpose) )
ID=TP-2

({test purpose) )
ID=TP~1

& 12

P13 S H AR 4y s TP-2 %8 iz i i 3 H b
TR AT T T 40 38 78 B 3 H B A BT S
HUREWIERSYA I Y (EVSE Sl B NI R = il R AR 1
vl = = Ra oAl N R R R i R N7 = T R 3 SR
SIP P 80 38 45 45 3 19 B0 7 < IR I R 5
A0 326 3 P P AR 5 2o STP 3 11 1) B4 2% 48 A 3
MPACED K G5 B BYE, 35 9l & 48 il i SIP ¥
R (513 B 200_for_ BYE JUJ3 53l 1 . 723 P 4% 19
SRR LA A H A 1 B R 1 OF AN ZRE AT %

5.
SIP_softPhone

SIP:BYE

({required) ) |

Context SIP_ResponseTime
duration<<500

({test constrain) ) ﬁ_
m

! SIP:200_for_BYE |
T

( (require‘(;)\f‘
K13 TP-2 il B Ar 1 R B B AL

FER 13 HhXt & %6 B BYE 53R [F74 & 200_
for_BYE JF47 1 AH I 14 90 328 249 o 7 o 0 38 24 o %
N7 3 4 AE A5 7R AR 0 5 4R AiE SIP_Response-
Time . 2 FIF R 19 48 )% duration B B 2
117 200 R 3K 1 45 T L 22 ) 17 ek ) i) B 75 /0N
500 s » 3302 56 Bl 28 58 M 7 T [ 159 2 5K o PRI K
Zy ik % REQUIRED.

BEF B B I 3 T R A B A 14 R
S 5530 R & PR (User Agent) 5 1% 3R 45 8

DI E AR o3 4 Kt R A A A (]

(SIP Proxy Server). F#ilE H KXt 3 A~ HAHI#4T T
AL H ) CallAsCaller 275 A< 3 T P A 2L 5d
b AXCHR IR 55 ki 1o 2 i ) P A L A R %o i, 5 HE DG B
(1) FE TR S D 5 2K A 1 2R e A9 8 1oz 1) 3 4
b TP-1; ] RemoteHangUp K7 i 3w J 7 AR
P 3 45 FO6 & % R B AR S TP-25 HI ] User-
HangUp 7R A8 X 3 14 A4 = A0 3 45 3%

Xf L H AR g TP-3.
((test object)
Tested by TP—1
SIP SoftPhone L
({test object)
Tested by TP—2

Server

N (et object) )
Tested by TP—3

P14 ST I SR A 2

Xof STP Hp 180 g 7. 1 0] 30 5 SR ASE 7 v 5 e ) R
S48 1 A I SR A IR A R A 8] 15 s A i
AN ((Component) ) 1 H I8 Jhy 85 W & G844 14 - 1) &
AUk (interface) ) I 56 TE 24 #5000 8 &6 456 E1. 6 4
FGE R 0 B T 2 s M 1 S Bl AR S i EUT
T B R AR XF Main_Control 4 {4 Ci R T % P AR
)5 SIP_Protocol #414 Cif B F SIP P i 1) B {&

User
Agent

SIP Proxy
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L
&

SEPOD AT L 1 IR OC T SIP B s i b #1244
2 WA 25 i B A B 1 S A% B i (RTP) . R Ik
Media_Manager 41} 5 RTP_Protocol 44 7 #%
TE. 0 B 2R G4 1110 b 1 28 7 T 1k 2R 48 38 3 AH
) o F 5 G D8 A L I 8 ST s B VR O A T
AL MBIt GUI 2 0 i i A B 288 H
FUEEE UserOp 288Y, v i 4 th 28 800 BR 14 B
275 SIP $: 10 s 1 1Y A T S,
KAy SIP KA SipMsg.

PromptMsg

({test group) )
port

((interface) )
GUI

in:UsertOp |
out:PromptMsg

((Component) )- ({Component) ) | [{{test object))
Media_Manager >|((interface) ) Main_Control EUT
((interface) )
( f%nlerface) ) ({Component) ) | |((test object))
RTP_Protocol SIP_Protocol EUT
({interface) ) J7 {{test object?)
RTP ({interface) ) port
SIP in:SipMs
out:SipMsg

15 LT 40 2R S8 A 1 1) 00 3 8 S A 38 A 7 40

2. eI R SRS AL o N Wy 4 AT S AR
B R X AL AT A 2l S UE I R A N A R

I3 SRS AL v A R 4 A A AR MR X
Wl DA DU 56 TR RE 5 8 Sl Sy e X BT T
() DN 5 SRAR AL JC R AT T 20 5T A4 AR

L W R 3 H A5 0 4 B H R A R v iy TP-3
DA H AR s A 3t SRR LA 6 2 03K H A o3
H SRR TTHR AN A R ES IR T LR 1
IDESE S

(2) B 5L T WD AR e ) 1 1 000 3 R ks A5 Y
Hri TP-2 33 B A5 59 5 A 03X B Aw 1 R B A
SIP_ResponseTime ZJ R 1Y) duration 4k & 1 Dimen-
sion Name J& 14 5 20 7 “ delaying” ; fiff Il 128 75 5K 45 7Y
ANV 2 AR TR R i Y A A TR AR 8

(3) F M A7 AE A5 7Y o X A7 AE Load 1y name
J& Pk B B N Sequence” s 5 K FF AIE Sequence [
name Ja& P AR [ 5 i 00 320 55 SRR AR A Tt 2 il Ak SR A
MAREGHAR T H5F 1 HHLHES;

C4) DI 2 T 000 2R 98 A A7 ) K 5 SR il 3k A
A rf ) Main_Control 41 4 1) I 575 3K 45 12 5 £ ] 3X
it SRS AL AN 96 J T ) 7 00 X SR Al 3 T AR A 1Y
P 5 R IE SO R B 2 SR EE S 2R 65

(5) I3 ik =T 0k 000 2R 58 A 7 ) ) S il 3k A
R ey GUT 2 0 i 7 SR A 13 5 19 PortOut;
5 SRR A Wl e 35 1 ) 1 00 3 SR A AR ST
R 29 95 AR IE ST R Y R AE A P Z00R 15

(6) B P LT Bl I 2% 0 4 A 1 00 0 SR Al R A
RIrp %) SIP 42 11 name J& P “NetPort”; {fi i 75
SRASERY ANl 2 3K H b 3 45 R TR AL 29 R AR
HHHZIH 65

A bk MR Y SO 22 S A Dt A SRR
RUAT AL 22 G0 % 3 5 SR B AL AT A 2 3Rk R
MEE R BB 16 BT iy, Hoop errorl f 1 A9 B
3 g2 serror2 K 5 9] ;error3 5 error8 iy
4 5]#8 serrord 5 error5 HH BB X 6 5] ; error6
HEM 2 51#2 ;error7 5 errord K 1 5]#.

& model validation
There’ 8 7

16 BERLEE SRR B

3.3 3 I K T SRR Y AR R A R 4t T SR A A
JiE 4.

A, A BCRE R IR B A %o 1 e 48

T8 IR 7 I 7 SR R P A sk E AR TP-2
e Az CHAH 7 ) 3 4 4 B 17 Ayl g g R
R ] WAL 2R G T B SIP R S AR L, KR & P
A RS AL 2ok 7 48 S AR DN 3 P 491 ol 35 114
R GERR B BR T 2 ih d o 5 B o A L iR
F5 BOH (CANCEL) 23 35 (19 1 72, QAR 285 181 vp 1) 3% 7%
T7.T12.T13 L% T14.

B0 72 0 AR A AR 7R v 2 B 1) 4 3R XoF 1 o R g
B 1 ik T B DA BT A e ek R e B R G 1Y i
WA & 17 Frs . SIP M “Init” R 25 2] “ Calling "k
A0 5 A% BT X R H  O < T1 GUI: invite/SIP:
INVITE” , i “T1” /R BB X N P 5 15
“GUI:invite” Jy I 5% # 0 fill & 31 B . B SR GUI
FORPM R E A WOH B MO, B 5 Z )5 1 invite
TR fil I S BRI S s BHELS /7 Z JE N D B
I 2% G0 A 5% B8 ok B v iy SOt L S ATy STP
FRPMAGE R BHEMED, B 550 INVITE
& PR R AT B ) BRI 2.

MR M & P AR B ) H bR aE & 3% INVITE 3
K25 . i Init AR HEA Calling R 25, 3 I 25 % 3
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B R ] 200_for _INVITE(SIP 1 25,k &% 200,
FRLID W% FACHEL A Ready R 215 I 1R
FEXT 0 3 [ 183 _for _INVITE (SIP Jij 28, R 45 i
183, F R MR8 . W% P A A Ringing AR5
T % o 1) [) 0 R L B E) 200 _for _INVITE, I
#EA Ready IREFFIHEIE. MRAFBSIELE R, &1
PG FNAE O — R R A % P AL SR 45 ) 29, )
— R ] i % AR B SR 25 R 2 . i I H bR
TP-2 Jir T B X 2 7 ARSI SR 25 SO 35 1 15 0L

T0 GULinit

T1 GUT:invite

/SIP:INVITE, T2 after(timeoutA)

GUIL:TimeO
Calling / imeQut( )
T3 SIP:183_for _INVITE
T4 SIP:486_for_INVITE

T5 SIFZZOO_fOI‘_INVITE A, /SIP:ACK
/SIB:ACK ( RinF@

T6 SIP:200_for_INVITE /271;?1“‘1\?{‘]1011
/SIPIACK SIP:CANCEL

A 4 v

S

T8 GUI:bye
/SIP:BYE

Canceling

T12 S1P:200_foy CANCEL

T14 affter (timeou{C)
T11 SIP:BYE /GUT: TimeOut ()

/S1P:200_for_BYE

WaitingResponse

T13 SIP:487 |for_INVITE
T9 SIP:200_for_BYE /SIPIACK
T10 after(ftimeoutB )

/GUILTimeOut( )

K 17 SIPARER

TR SR AT AL &R 48 b TP-2 X iz Y il
O AR R BRI IR R 17 R A B AR
R R Ge A AT D H A xR i I A 4]
A B A R 8 A H bR TP-2 A4 By il ik A
B4 AT LA i SR B A a4k R 58 b H AR RO .
mE 18 iR,

W H bR TP-2 3¢ 0 o % 7 A L3 SRR T %
WY R I H RS A TS I A O R
3): TestCasel X} T K 16 H SIP AR 2 B AR & 5%
¥ 7 %1 BeginState E>Init l>Calling j>Ready
E>Er1dS‘[ate;TestCaseZ ot T SIP RS B AR &S
¥ 3% ¥ %) BeginState o, Init LN Calling LN

T6 T11
Ringing——>Ready —>EndState. X % /> il 3 F 1]

Testcasel Testcase2
TC suT TC SUT
GUTLinit GUTLinit
GULinvite GUTLinvite
SIP:INVITE SIP:INVITE
SIP:183_for_INVITE SIP:200_for_INVITE
SIP:200_for_INVITE SIP:ACK
SIP:ACK SIP:BYE
SIP:BYE SIP:200_for_BYE
SIP:200_for_BYE
pass

& 18 AT ALAL sk i

PR F ML TP-2 i & T B9 2 35 B cad 2. i ) K
FIbs TP-2 BBLit3k T 9 2 58 9 75 R MRS DL W] o
AR L R o BT 52 B 17 DA AR 48 i >R 210 4 1 7] 7
(ISR =R )R 2 N7 N G 8 N 1 S T
T B B — 03 1)) S AN 3 2o B T T A 1Y
lia AN B34 HH AR 40 S0 B BRI A — B R
R K.

A B X s A e e L A A A AR
R R AR A AR IC T 2 R G TP gl & G 7
A PRICE RS R 4L S UL KA icE M R4 SPLATC
PR A7 At D ) 45 R 9 AR i iE B8 R 48 TCL EA]
(1 HARAF AR 2R T 2 5 BT B O L 3l i 3 2 £ S
AJ LA SE 43 JEOH L bR iC i B8 R AL

5 MEXI{EFR

5.1 #EBIRFNR

R R S 484 (MDA) & OMG $2 H 19 J5 7k 2
MDA 58 8584~ R G0 & 3 B o % R0 3R G0 0
TR IR 3N, 58 R G0 oK 40 A 2R A BT A
R HR S AT GRS TR, AR K 5 40 A AT LR
HEPE G RGBS R G0 R G AR X
SEA G 2 VR ) ZR G A, 1 EL A AT LR 30 0 A

MDA J:F UML DL R H & Tl AR e, SRR
SRR N I AN 2 Il S 1 R 5
UML R AH L MDA R A% G £ HL 3% AT 32 F e
TG A A A, 5 Fi A A 38 5 3% - (Transformation)
FAR W] A B 45 o A A B e L R A R
V-5 A L RLE T AU AE iR
5 A R —Fh s R S

AT 3K By A — R 5 I B R R R R A
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unambiguously describes the test requirement, and is an
important part of Model-Driven Testing methodology. In the
conversion process from the system design model to the test
design model, the test requirement model can provide the
necessary information, guide the conversion process. At the
same time, generating test cases through the test require-
ments can implement test cases back up to the appropriate
system requirement, which make the testers evaluate the
entire testing process better.

This paper proposes a model driven method for getting
the concept of the test requirements and the content of the
test requirements model describes, and defines the semantic
constraints based on the test requirements meta-model, and
provide the automatic semantic validation for the test require-
ment model, and then presents an approach of testing
requirements modeling. We can get test case according to the
test requirements model which corresponding to the test
objectives. For test objective corresponds to test case, software
requirements can trace down to test cases, and test cases can

trace up to software requirements.



