BRARETSE 974K KESHAGRLE pp.864~867
Formal Model 282 2|5t Event Graph 222 of 32
A Study on Event Graph Modeling for Formal Model Description
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ABSTRACT

Presented in the paper is a structured approach to modeling automated manufacturing system (AMS)
in the form of an event graph. The proposed two-phase procedure for formal modeling is 1) reference
modeling by schematic supervisory control modeling and 2) event graph transformation from Supervisory

control model. Also described is a formal model for a small-sized FMS in the form of an event graph.
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