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Incremental Verification of Aspectual Feature Module Based on
Hierarchical State Machine
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(School o f Computer Science, National University of Defense Technology . Changsha 410073)

Abstract  Aspectual Feature Module (AFM) is a newly-proposed Software Product Line (SPL)
programming paradigm, which solves the problems of existing SPL paradigms. But its inherent
hybrid of parallel composition and sequential composition of modules prohibits the application of
conventional verification technology, e. g. compositional verification and modular model chec-
king. There is no verification method for AFM paradigm now, which restricts its application.
This paper firstly establishes a formal model for AFM paradigm, and proposes an incremental
verification method based on this model. This method starts from the verification of a small-scale
AFM program and increases with the verification of just the recently-composed AFM module. It
can avoid the state space exploration problem caused by a direct verification of a large-scale AFM

program.
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(2) =4~ AFM #)5 5 AFM B2 515 2] 1Y
58k & —1 AFM £ 7.

VRS —Ff o i £ 0 1) 4 B2 3 5, AFM 78 310
TR IR H #4552 2] FH A I 52 R i F — 2 R A
i H & (B in FAME-DBMS®) , {0 H i if % A
WEE AFM 6 T8 AL 50 UEAH G H9 TAE. i F
AFM 35 2 [F] B A7 78 852 5 19 07 & 41 RUBUT 2405
P B A 1 2 50 I R R B Ak A TR RS 55 B
AREIIERGE T AFM 2 5 (0 5 5E. 55— 7 i
AFM {E:0aE A T FOP fil AOP i X 9 A8 L B 4%
Krishnamurthi X FOP f1 AOP ) AL 6 #&
FE Y AE A TAE R T AFM J5 200 82 1 . B e
WA X HLES % B AR E %N T AFM; H

b LUIRZSHLAE S 2 R 59 98 XA A Y 5 i 715 46 Y A
0 R H504A8 A G Y Ja 7 I 2 R A2 2 A R L AR T BE
H TR 25 4 ) 43 K T B0 HIE 2R D

BERS B ), A SO R AR PLZ ROR S AL
(Hierarchical State Machines, HSM™2) 4E 2 AFM
FEIFHl AFM B8 AL B8, I DL A B Oy
filf, 2 ) —Ff AFM B85 (9 3 5 X505k 07 2. B il 2
UOIR N B 18 S — Bl R A A B (B 315 50
] DU A LA IR S AL HSM 75 & AT A
BB AR R YR T Iz 0 T R g
B iE 5 ., # 40 StateChart, ObjectTime LI K
UML,{H HSM 7& 8 A4 73 #r v i B2 T 38 R W 3. A
SCHR DL HSM ARy B2 1 i AR AR, DL T2
REVRREETF I main BBEL K2 REVFRRBRT
5 RR R TR Y R AR A R B R RO DR
TR AU R 77 A2 1 22 1 5 RS HL R B O iz
Bl A2 B R B0  HSM A A7 78 3% A 1a) 181, [A] 1t
AT LA R0 AT R B (1 R B — 25 AR SO R Y
AFM F 15 1 15 5 2055 3 J7 25 7] DL sk A %o R #L A
AFM T By B #3501 , 100 4 3 3 A2 b 2 AFM
B b BRI, e 50 E e R 7 (R P Sl &
G dp A P I RE L R I BB /N L AR S B IR
H A B AFM UL 2 G805 8T 1 2 R D I
ASCI TR 3 A BT R . 2 i 30 A R G 3 114 B [k 2 %
R (g B ABE G IE B 5 T AF M AR B (1 B i /N T
A AFM R 7 9 RLEL, Rk b 2 B mIEH 5 )5
AR PP - AR SCHR H i) 3 S 200 TR vk AT ORI 3
UE B I [ 52 e k.

AT 2 WS AFM E e BB R 56 3
T AE PR RS B SRR e AFM R FF 0 48 X 50 I
T o 4 WA IO RS T 4 E R TE.

2 AFM HETLEAE | ER

AFM T AR TR % B A U0 R A

(D BERE S AFM B Fp i, I H A HH W 1) 2 2L
{19 56 TE Jy 5 AT AR 0 ST A R AT BRI 5

(2) BB AFM BBttt 5

(3) AFM T2 Fp iR 5 AFM B i R 21
R B IR 2 AFM )7

O HATHEEF S5 AFM 88 (1 24 4 2% DL T4 36 09 7 28 s 8
BBy R T C++15 5 PACE: AFM [ FeatureC++-.

@  XRERMNBEARRGIF KM —A w8 A ECE 0 i A 2R R
EMAG L, I http://fame-dbms. org/



91 M RAE IR TR YCIR S LR 5 TR A B Y 39 4 X i 1775

AT LL HSM {2y AFM R Fp i 5 L [
X HSM R 9 e AE 5 AFM B i K 8. HSM
H e A s s s n) CTL R RG 56 B3k, o9 —
TIHASCHE ) AFM 7 5 AFM B8R 4H 5 5
] LR IR A 3 B 195 58 & AFM 7. A
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(3) —WIRTT L in € N

(4) —AH 9 5 out; € N,

(5) —AMHRiC (labeling) B X, N, —2". | X,
N K AT AR P — A TR,
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1. foreach KF€ H, do

2. if (J,=¢) then

3. LLKFMU(N B i sout, s XY, ED B EE— AR
SHLK,, BHIMA H,

4. else

5. foreach K, € H, do

6. if 1€ J; then

7. M H, i ER K s

8. VLK, B(N, B, vin; sout, , X, , Y, E) B @R &
HL Ky

9. L KF (N, B, sing »out; s X;» Y, [ proceed/!' ],
EDRIHAREN K, 5

10. ¥ KoMK A H,

11. fi

12.  od

13. fi

14. od

15. 4% H, R KM K $#ILH H, 5

16. HBR H, P3A o K o A He sl ] 08 A R 2 4L,
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SEBUE R ¢ SN S Y SRR A DL 2 R
BT L b Sk AR B R BT 2 () S — > AFM 2
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K2 —4 AFM B (K7}, H KO/ T, =
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K, exit,
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IE. ESE.E X5 B () KMRIE K, A
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3.1 AFM #ZF /) CTL A2 K1

Alur 7E3CHRC12 ] 45 1 T/ HSM 1y CTL £
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HOESEERR L B AW HT B HSM /&4~
ARAHL KA hy 544548 58 42 40 8] B AR S HL K AN
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SCWX AN 2250 5 (2) 55 3.2 719 45 i 1 5 xU I e 5
FAKE T AFM B2 7 50 UF o F b i — 25 8, B
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Hik 2. AFM Ry CTL BRI 56 5 2.

WA AFM &JF 1 HSM H={(K, |i€ FN}(H 2—4
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(3) sub(p)
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sub(@) := @ BT AR R L i A K AR T T HE)
IV:=¢
foreach ¢ € sub(p) do
case ¢
¢€ P skip;
p=—1.
foreach u€ N do if X & X(u) then
X : =X U{¢}) fi od
d=¢ Ny .
foreach u€ N do
if ¢ € X(w) and ¢, € X(u) then
Xw =X U{¢} fi
od
¢=EXX: H:=CheckNext(H,X);
J=E(h U): H:=CheckUntil(H,d s ) ;
¢=EGX: H :=CheckAlways(H,X);
od

if ¢€ X(n, ) then return ‘yes’; else return ‘no’; fi.
Hrp CheckNext AP FWZIREN H={K,|i€
ENG A28 00V i A dan s — > 8 19 J2 R
BHLH. & ¢=EXX, CheckNext 8% ¢ WA
FToaAME L@y EMmMBARICTE H /W3S BT,
CheckNext (1) H br il 2 29 BT A W 2 ¢ B9 bR b

XM SE R B 1 R FN R A T4
YES NO, I D A PR BT TV Lh g 3 5 X
k. FN BJCR i €YES F£mRx € inisi€ NO M.
YA BUNE 3 2R, Hodp last (list) FTos
list B )G —DICE, first (List) W FEoR list By 5 —
ATER N LD, o8 K s A3 br g B
YES 8 NO CRJV 15 50060 7 R 2 BIL A 38 A B T 1Y

B FENRERBFXRERTAHAEG;
UEEREAFHE G.HRTHBTIR list;
for i=last(list) downto first(list) do

if X € in; then YES 7YESU{ Vs IV:=IVU{(,YES)};

else NO :=NOU {i}; IV:=IVU{{i.NO)};

fi
od
foreach i€ FN do

B KBRS K K,
K;o=<{N;.B;,in; sout; s X;, Y. E;)
K,;1=<(Ni;,B;.inisout; X, .Y, Ei),

Hop Yyl X X AR

(DM KHBEEb. MR Y (W)=j Hbl— EX(XVYES),
BAYi(DH)=j1.FN Y (b)=j0;

(2) 3 K;o B9 =2 u, 1R ul=; EX(X VYES),

WA veEX,)w . FM yd&Xiow;

()X K B &S u, 0 R ul— EX(X VYES) S & u=out;,
Mo veX,w, ,EFEM v X, (w;
od
return {K;|[i€ FN +{0,1}}.

3 H:=CheckNext(H,X) [ A" ¢=EXX

AN ED B @ S . 1 RTE KN 5 A
WRER. G Vue N, UB; »u =, EX(X VYES)
EFRIR w 7E K NAETEJG 4RI 2 - Q2R 25 sl ilidsid
AL WE R S AR IC A YES. CheckNext 5 2
B ) R SR A DR ED SN iy Tl i (S BT N 115

CheckUntil AP FWEUTOIREH H={K,|i€
ENYFF 22 ¢s oo FE R A B s — A8 9 2 K
IREHL H'. A =E() U, ,CheckUntil [alFE4y ¥
MG AN 1 PR FN X3k 3 14 YES,
NO.MAYBE. FN % i € YES /R in, 7] UL 1E
K, N/t ¢5i € MAYBE %75 in, Al REW & ¢, 7E K,
WIREHE ;1€ NO WRIR in 78 K, WA 2 ¢. X
SYEILBRE 4 b, = 0 LS CheckNext #[H].
Bt w =, E[ (¢ V MAYBE) U (¢, VYES) |, 5t 5
K NAFAE— 55 Db w Rl S BE AR woyvg oo 0 0 2 2 on
TR I Y 5 W BR AT s T 2R 2 9T A AR il A
YES ; %} v, (1<Xi<<k) s Q2R o & 1 s AR A ¢,
Rl A AR I A MAYBE. & 55348 H iy 2 .
BAH (D A out) Feon out; EFRA . CheckUntil
e 2 H i G ¢ M5 sibric B¢,
Kl 4 . CheckAlways 5 CheckUntil ¢ & 251, 7F
AN FEBEAR L T LI 5.

YES :=J; MAYBE :=J; NO:=J;
B INKEFXRRTAEG;
BB AR SE 0 F R B G 18 B BB & I list:
for i=last(list) downto first(list) do
if in; =, E[ (¢ VMAYBE)U(¢)VYES)] then
YES :=YESU/{i}; IV:=IVU{(i,YES)};
else
if in; =, E[(¢1 V MAYBE) U (1 A out;)] then
MAYBE :=MAYBEU{i}; IV:=1IVU {{i,MAYBE) } ;
else NO:=NOU {i}; IV:=IVU {{,NO)}; fi
fi
od
foreach i€ FN do
¥ KB A REN Ko f K, -
K;o=<(N;:B;,in; sout; s X;o,Y;0-Ei)
K, 1 ={(N;,B;in;sout; s X;1,Y;1 - E;)
Ho Yo Y X0 X BUE N
(DX} Ko BB S b IR Y. (b) =5 H.
b= EX{E[ (¢ VMAYBE) U (¢» VYES) ]},
B2, Y,o(b):jl»E‘ﬁlU Y0 (b)=j0;
)X K 3 s 0. ik Y. (=5 H
b= EX{E[(¢y VMAYBE) U (¢ VYESV (¢ Aouz;)) ]},
MWAY (D=1, E5NY,, (b)=;0;
(3) MK, B9 5w AR wb=; EL(01 VMAYBE)U(&VYES) T,
%Iﬁ/é\ ‘/’eX,o(u)leEI}UJ X,«J(“)Z:'E;
(4) Xj K”E"]iﬁ)ﬁ uaﬂﬂ%
ul=; E[ (¢ VMAYBE) U (¢» VYESV (¢ Aout;)) ],
M2 € X, (W, HM X, (w) R
od
return {K;|[i€ FN «{0,1}}.

B 4 H:=CheckUntil(H.y ) JJAH ¢=E( Ug)
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YES := & ; MAYBE := & ; NO:=; ANCZI");

BENRHFEXRRTHEG: (2) AFM 2% p ffs HSM H, = (K, |i€ FN} (}
FE PR G BB E R IR list: S ’ 7

for i=last(list) downto first(list) do FENCZ");

if in; =, E[(XV MAYBE)U(YES)] or
in; =, EG(X V MAYBE)
then
YES :=YES U {i};IV:=IVU{{,YES)};
else
if in;l=,E[(XxVMAYBE) U (X A out;)] then
MAYBE :=MAYBEU {i}; IV:=I1IVU{(i,MAYBE) } ;
else NO:=NOU {i};1V:=IVU{{,NO)}; fi
fi
od
foreach i€ FN do
B KB PRSI K 1 K
K;,={(N;.B;in;sout; s X;, . Y;0Ei)»
K;1=<(N;.B;,in;sout; s X;1,Y;1 - E;),
Yo Yo X0 X BUE T
(DX} Ko BB S b IR Y. (b =5 H
b=, EX{E[ (X VMAYBE) U(YES)]V EG(xV MAYBE)} .
WA Yo (D) =51, M Y, (b)=;0;
(2) %t K;1E@Eiﬁ‘ﬁ /J’Qr]i Y,(l)>:jE_
b= EXUE[ (X V MAYBE) U (YES V (X A out:) ]V
EG(XVMAYBE)},
MY (D=1, 5NY, (b)=;0;
(3) RF Ko 799 s 2R
ub= EX{E[(X V MAYBE) U(YES) ]V EG(XV MAYBE)} .
R4 e X0 (w EN X, () R
O X Ky B35 5w 2R
ub=; EX{E[ (X V MAYBE) U(YESV (X Nout;)) ]V
EG(XVMAYBE)},
WA ¢e X FM Xy ) RAE
od
return {(K;|i€ FN «{0,1}}.

B 5 H :=CheckAlways(H,X) EH ¢=EGX

WARVEE 2 IREIM ZIC KRR IV &2 —1 k4L
FN «{e,0,1}'" ={YES.MAYBE, NO}. % name&
FN «{e,0,1}' , A FRATH IV(name) FE N name
eIV T I{AE.

I 2. WZUCRENL H F1 CTL A5 ¢, 53k 2
SRR H R G 22 e OC H | 27, Kk
|H [ J2 JZUCIREHLI RN [ ol & CTL A K.

. B AEWE 3 CheckNext H k5
Alur [ FH 53075 2 55 i AR SO 18 w0y B 19 7
TR 2 3R Bl —A>—F IV). R 2 2 & IE
WA 55— 7 T X B R AT 0 08 R A e i R R &
M) B0 92 1) IS ) 42 2% B8 DRI L B9 2 B (Rl A2 2R S
Alur S MR AR E OCTH| =29, HEEE.
3.2 AFMEFHEEXKRIEEE

BT 2 WENGER BB L EHS
AFM &7 F1 AFM B8 (1 ] i E 17 3 ik 435035 3.

B3 AFM BT 5 AFM fH A& 8,
2 1 [) B0 T e A AT 3 e =X A R R 1

A (1) AFM ey HSM H, ={KF|i€ AN} (H

(3) R FHAA: 2 B0 UE H, B R B4 TV F sub (@)
il (D AFIERRT p 1 HSM Hy
(2) MR ¢ T REE

1. preserved := true;

2. foreach KF€ H, do

3. if (J;=g) then

4. L KFEICNG S By singsout; s Xo o Y, s ED B — A4~

REH KK HmA Hy s

S, else

6. foreach K, € H, do

7. if /&€ J; then

8. W H, HER K5

9. LK W (N, B, ing sout, s X, Y, E ) B g —
REHL K, 5

10. LL KEW (N:, B;yin; s out; s X;, Y; [ proceed/
UTED QI — A REL K5

11. ¥ Ko MK JMA Hy s

12. if (preserved) preserved 1=

Preservation(1V,sub(¢) . K,) ;

13. od

14. fi

15. od

16. ¥ H, " FA0 K #ILE H, #;

17. V&R H, A ol K | B 3 50 452 00 HT R S L.

POBOAE 1 a0, B 3 8N 1A 12 17 LA 4
A~ aspect BY, refinement [ &F YR N FH 3 47 B Bsf fgy 1
AR FEE, o Preservation (IV, sub(¢) . K,)
WAL 4 REFROER 45 R HRR AFM )7 5
AFM 8 45 R OB R 5 I A B BT ¢, A i )
ANBETAE. T8, A 10 47, AR H, 1 K,
EAGHEBE T H, MK &k T

Preservation F 3k i MU B2 0 H, 5k
SHLK TE AFM 7 5 AFM B8R & I o 18 o 1
i K. i KE H, (B3 E 7)) 3 ir g 1946
& (Bl YES.MAYBE (% NO) % 2 K, 7 H,
(W35 UE o 2 g iy & & W K, /9 8 1 &
Callers={K,|i€ FN,i<l} ¥ “J&%" A5 K, C#
B K. N eAN7E H, o B bric 4 R ke 2 AE
H, HHFRiC, % B3] main€ Callers, i04 H, W /&
PERT o U H, 35 2 .

Hik 4.

WA IV sub(o) Fl K,

it s o M PRER I IE 2 5 Tl

Preservation.
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Bkt i
Let Q:={K,}
foreach ¢ € sub(¢) do
let N,:= U N,
K, €Q

case ¢
¢ € P skip;
p==1x:
foreach u€ N, do if X & X(u) then
X(w:=Xw U{¢} fi od
d=d Ny
foreach u& N, do
if ¢ € X(uw) and ¢ € X(u) then
X=X Uy} fi
od
¢=EXX: Q:=CheckNextP(Q,X);
¢=E(H U : Q:=CheckUntilP(Q,¢y +¢);
¢=EGX: Q:= CheckAlwaysP(Q,X) ;
od

return true.

Preservation B.3E T LAELLL sub (@) M A &N
TR 4 PRSP B el B 5 8k H, B —
2. B 4 CheckNextP,CheckUntilP,CheckAl-
waysP 43 5 WL 1K 6 ~ K 8, H# {YES, MAYBE,
NO}MF s 81 m bR, REpRicEk A V.
W oOE B b ERIPRICRE IV Y (0).

foreach K; €Q do
if X€ in; and IV(i) =NO then
return false
fi
if Y& in; and 1V(i)=YES then
return false
fi
KB R W AIRE N K F1 K
K,,={(N;.B; . in; sout; + X, JYLED
K;,=(N;:,Bi,in;sout;  X;, Y/ Ei)
Hep Y7L X0 X B 3 T (D) ~(3)5
od

return true.

B 6 CheckNextP(Q,X)

foreach K; €Q do
if in; =, E[(¢y V MAYBE) U (¢» V YES) ] then
if IV(i)5~YES then return false fi
else
if iniI=, EL(H VMAYBE) U (1 A out;)] then
if IV(i)MAYBE then return false fi
else
if IV(i)# NO then return false fi
fi
fi
W KB A RSN K o fl K
K,o={(N;.B;.in;sout; + X0, Y;0 - Ei)
K;;={(N;,B;in;sout;  X;; ,Y;1 s E;)
HA Y, Y X0 X0 FE 4 R .(2),(3),(4);
od

return true.

7 Chei‘kUﬂtl‘[P(Qq(ﬁl qi/)z)

foreach K; € Q do
if in;l=, EL(XV MAYBE)U(YES)] or
in; =, EG(X V MAYBE)
then
if IV(i)~YES then return false fi
else
il in;l =, E[(XVMAYBE) U (X A out;)] then
if IV(i)AMAYBE then return false fi
else if IV(i)# NO then return false fi
fi
fi
B KB AP REL K F K
K;o={(N;,Bjin;sout; s X;o Y0 sE:)
K;1=<(N;.B;,in;sout; s X;1 ,Y;1 - E;)
Ho Y, .Y, X . X0 FE 5 TH,(2),03),(4);
od

return true.

Kl 8 CheckAlwaysP(Q,X)

EE 3. % AFM FJ¥ p 19 HSM H, = (K, |
iEFN}(FNC3",AFM #i iy HSM H, = {KF |
iEAN}(ANCS"), % JP=1{i|3JkEAN s. 1. i €
FNNJ.},Caller={K,|i€ FN,3k € JP,i<k}.
N= U N WReesk s 8 HoS H 45 18
F| H, B UESS R 2L WX Vs € NS s 48 H,
iR A e W s 75 H, s i A .

. W seN.H s7E H, Pt AR ¢, 5t
AR e MK EMATER A . (D o NFE T,
EH TR (2)F oo Ae, W] s 7 H , H [
ARG @ Fl @, BIA R BE  s 76 H vt 5] i Fi A
o il @, s £ H AR ¢ (DA oW ¢ V
@ W s 75 H, WAR A @ 8% @ BIHAR B, s 12
H, Tt o 83 ¢ 8 s 78 Hy P lARA ¢
(D #FHo BN EXey U s FELEHE IS dR 6 L @0 i 5
AR — A1 5 W A G B i1 RE H e PR
A @ AL R — AT A B 3 PRI AR
LB YES . MAYBE, NO){£ H, "7 R A8, i s
1 H, PRFEARA ¢ (5) % ¢ B ECo Ug) Ml
H, WA E— R0 T s MR E E(o U X%
FEAR T R R PR UE AR IS AN AR X A
A3 RIE AR IE AN A 8 s 7E H, W AR A ¢
(6) #re JE W EGe, , [f] ¥R AT E s £ H , o [6] #£ 45
Ao HEEE.

it 1. & AFM Y p i HSM H, = (K, |
i€EFN}(FNCX",AFM Ky HSM H, = {KF |
i€EANVANCE ) H Y 34 H 5 H A G .15
) H, s H, il 2R .0 H 3 2 M .

. H R EIR @ B in fE H, Pl @
WA in, € N B 3.in 75 H, TP 2 ¢, 1
H, W /2 ¢. UEEE.
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TEIE 4. X MK, B4 WEE)E IR R ZUCIRPLE M B 45 B T —Fh 28 09 fg e, 9F H o2
O(|K, |2, X AFM 0.
EH. emZA ol ~FK.CTL AW HE

ST R i <13 N N T = A 115 5t e = 21 S e =
(V< By N N 7 O v o = A7 O =i 1 = A
O( K, |27, UEEE.

Fe e 2 FER 4. T K, | <| H| , B g
S P IE Y I 1) 42 2% J32 0 a7 /s T L $ S0

JhhE 3 LA 3 A R I E AFM
FEIF p" B MR @ WY F04r 25 . (H 76 B SRRk 1 10
T L 3 A R T DR B T e X
FRIRAE L.

EX 6 RFEEM.  WHRIEE ¢ (L XT
AFM 8 Jp b A5 5 U 19 AL B, JF I EX
o820 AR H O Al R 455 J 1k

E X 7(Observer Bl AFM #iH). #&%F AFM
B (KF i€ AN} (Hf ANCSY), WX Vi e
ANERA W T PR BT S W FR % AFM B3
Observer # AFM #f .

(1) in, Fl out, [A] AT S B A 220 H R & 4d —
A~ proceed T A 5

(2) N B U Ny 145 5000 B AFM R
A AE BORE e o AR Y HRUA.

EES. BAFM B p W2 ol R EM ¢,
N p 5 Observer K AFM # He i) 2 & 15 2] 1) 2 ¢
P — R R .

EH. AU p K B p
i K,. RFFEB R EULEG FAR LK, MK, —&
HA MRS 3 EGpUo . K, J§F YES £
BB K, NAATE— 45 D) in R S BE AR 01 0, -0
VeIl (1) oy =iny 5 (2) o WNFE A 5 W36 g0 10
AR L WARICAH YES; (3) X v, (1==i<<k),
HovE A W p AR 2 R WIAR I A
MAYBE. K,J& T Observer # AFM, [H it in,
out , 7] 1 AF B8 B AR AL & vy vp oo X BRI AR O —
i LSEGpUe &l R EYE . B p Fl g #BRE LT
AFM 2 Jy 728 1 (R B9 i i K, J& T Observer Y
AFM, K in, F1 in 22 [8) (4795 550KF R 14 78 7 18 A1) A
By AR B BUE BT A i Flin, QE R ing =
v) Z I AR AR LA p (R i, A AT REARICH
P EEARIC A MAYBE, it K, Al B ARic N
YES. [F] 3 ] jiF H A 1 50 HEHE.

KT aspect Xf J&PE I PR35 SCHRL 14 140 A 1 44
ISR, I B W T 52 B 5 MR A 2518 . B A ST

4 BRERSEIE

BEERICATE M BENG T AFM 4
L AREFAZ VRSN N AFM X T4
AT, IF 32 T AN AFM 2 B 7 A
AFM BEHAE R 24 5 530 1k CRLE D) A i Uik
AL 3O ZBEET U S AFM B F S
AFM 58 e (4 [7] i 56 5F AFM 2 /5 (9 J5 A 1 2 75
PREE. AIX T H S UE RV IR 5 )5 15 2 19 AFM
T PP B (] A2 2% 2 OCI H |+ 2190) 3% 7 ¥ i i [] 52
R OCIK, | =2 o [ H I # K, | 4350 2 5 A
AFM 785 1 LB Al AFM B B g BB, 28R | K, |
w/NF L H [ P 5 3 1] LA 20k S R R AR Y i
TR R R G35 Bk 1 7] 7L

SR TAEH: (D ACHBE TR RRE
PUBES T R FfE AL & AFM B i Pk AR 457 )
WL AR S AFM B3 15 7 e 4L 5 ) 1 o £
R 7 TR L Ji5 — I AL R R R A IR AT ST s (2) ASCH
B FUZREE B4R TR T HSM 9 AFM #2711
3 IR A AT AT 1 - 4 J5 b A5UTT 8 A L 1Y 56 56 5F
TR KR T H.
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king. Krishnamurthi studied the formal verification of both
AOP and FOP, but his works are not quit fit for AFM since
it’s prior to its proposal. Especially, he uses State Machine
as the formal model of program., which will bring a large-
scale model when verifying a data flow related property and
may cause the failure of the verification.

In this paper, the authors firstly establish a formal mod-
el for AFM paradigm. They use Hierarchical State Machines
(HSM for short) to be the model of both base program and
AFM module. It will bring a model with smaller scale than
the State Machine model. Based on this model, the authors
propose an incremental verification method. This method

starts from the verifications of a small-scale base program
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and continues with the verifications of merely the AFM mod-
ule at exactly the same time when it is composed by a base
program. This method can avoid the state space exploration
problem caused by the direct verification of a large-scale
AFM program.
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