2156

20184E6 H Z_F)L\'H:I*%

SOFTWARE ENGINEERING

Vol.21 No.6
Jun. 2018

NERS: 2096-1472(2018)-06-08-03

DOI:10.19644/j.cnki.issn2096-1472.2018.06.003

ETWEF StateMachinef UMLARZS B 752 Sk
LA

(BRI FRAZE RSP, T &R 224051)

B E. RAUMLOHrSEOTELSFEE RS, s adRZNmeaER, sz —MERHR b5 Rt L.
WERHE TR ADIL o5 SRR AR A, (T B S5 AR A i, X HTWE State Machinef UMLARZS P 1) &
fifi b, AP UMLRESEBIWE  State Machinedr 55 et k&, HHUMLH ML BDIRES T, K —E 19 fir 4 40
M, ST MUMLRZS B i ot Bl WIRRSH L 5 AR i A A2, SEnl T shaS i,

¥4 . WF; State Machine; UML; R
FESES: TP311.51 XHEERIRE: A

Dynamic Construction and Testing of UML State Diagrams
Based on WF State Machine
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Abstract:There is a lack of transparent implementation for the business process systems analyzed and designed

on the basis of UML when the business process is iterated one after another. WF provides a visualized business process

programming model so as to automatize business process.By comparing and studying WF State Machine and UML state

diagram,selecting typical state diagrams in UML and based on certain denominating principles,the visualized construction of

business process between WF State Machine and UML state diagram is realized and the dynamic testing is completed.
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Fig.2 Top mapping model of state diagram of automatic
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4 FHZSMEK(Dynamic test)
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Fig.5 Dynamic test of state diagram of automatic

transmission for a robot based on WF
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