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Abstract

This paper considers a verification problem on
EJB(Enterprise JavaBeans). We select SPIN as a
automatic verification tool and consider an
instance management specification of
CMP(Container Managed-Persistence) entity bean.
By showing the verification procedure, we can
conclude that SPIN can be used to verify EJB
systems.
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7} 1998140l Release 1.0& WX & o]#} Release 1.1
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2, #HAdozRE PROMELA((PROcess MEta
LAnguage)& o833, WA HAL 7|¢AHA
LTL(Linear Temporal Logic)& o]&3gth({1], [2],
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(rendez vous) BE %L%‘i’i—r(shared variables)&
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& 5% QSErEE olf3dld Rdg Jledinz
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(hashmg technique) 5¢] & &3t %}*71‘%1% A
£ F enz 100919 et e FAd
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simulation) 715 & 7R 1 A=,
PLTL(Propositional LTL)® Z& LTLE 7|¢& =
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AY gGAol dafires 2dAAHY dyd SPINE
o] &3l WA ElgA(validation) FEE +3E
gt £ ZriHez FTEE [ 9@ 235
olg3% 7|2 s, HFA AF(verification)S F

P 4 glo
PROMELAE o9 A&7 Ao A
template £ proctype A% s} o9

process instantiation®. 2 T4 = o}qlt}. template:
kgl §3 9 process ol Wd FFA4E A=,
process T3 Ao A2dE templateE ©]§3t
§7] Z2A2E Aste FEE Ho glow, o
2 93] message channel, process, variable® ©]&
3l o3 e e 7ed,
proctype process_name(arguments)
( variable 4915
behavior 7] &%,

}
proctype2.® AlZ® EFAE  process_name?)
processE Aot Qulelm, oE  H3%
argument® process L 4% /&Y

parameterE %o}

ool 3o+ byte, bit, , proctype, chan,
short, int o] glch bite ¢ ®¥EY HHRE 7}
A BFLE ®HASR, byte= Co unsigned char®}
Z2e 439 W4 gd 2 short ¥ int® Co W
F 783 2L gyo|h

TR AQ BE BEE ‘do T od’d 319 loopE
g3 Zo] TAEY.

do
:: option_11 -> option_I12
;> option_21 -> option_22
.: option_nl --> option_n2
od

4714, 712 e 7 AY B39 AFAE 9v)d
3,z AgEoxe A WA FFE ‘guard’#
o &g, A8 5 AHAANY process_name
o] 222 APrsd guardel MFHe AHEo]
F3 g, PROMELAYIA Y &3 EAe ->4y
& AMEEEE “option_1l -> option_12"%¥
"option_11; option_12" ¢} & &L . Z
option ¥l &= fromA?data(c,d), toB!data(f,g,h) 53}

o] 729} 18 Al43ld 22 QY € 2¥€E BAY
+ 9dd. Z, fromA?datalcd)= fromAd]A
data(c )& LY SE 2vldlx, toB!data(f,gh)

t toBel data(fgh)d 2H¥E L on gty =3 A
olE g 4% J&xE /e, if & U 3
< F2E My
if
:: option_kl
;! option_k2

;. option_km
fi
AZUAU H4de BEHE A A4RE U494
PROMELACI A= F3-F(assert statement), E} 34
#} o] E(validation label), 173 T (temporal claim)
o} Ze 371A S AHEE 5

3. EJB(Enterprise JavaBeans)

31 EJB 718

EB]J& AW AFEHAA Haxs a2 78
AXJE REE JV|YE AEANAE MEE o
wefopdles Z2 e I F(specification) e th. A
W& AXJYE »d9 EJB(Enterprise JavaBeans)
£ SUN A7 Alergt ez, 20029 8¥ FA
Release 218 2 HERU6]. EJB 2#Ho)| 239,
EJB o1 dHE AAXE 2 defZao]z o F
Aol A P B wlAE AT HEXIE o}
79Xz FoHo] gt A Zgoj= zulwl= o}
G o] &d WEAN JQEANAE FFA
o] AU ENANRE A, v AHEA 7
M= ¢rAE. o]5 EJB ofETEA AL T W
FAYHA deZetol2 AupER A#HG A dde
oW M EHEZAE wA=HIT +492 5 U4
AR AolQl JavaE 7oz 1 gled, o
BZglol2 FR UYTFE AIVE e 2 Ay
£ 9% = AM(specification)2 Aute] AXVE 7 dd
! JavaBeanso] M®oA dHE AXJEY ¥
28 el 5& 233 it EJB AXUE
ol ofEelA)A AMEa) wXe o] LA}
olZo] glojA ¥l AlFA(bean provider), Z1E o]y

A3 At container provider), A8  AFAH(server
provider), o Ea Aol A Z Y A} (application
assembler), ¥iX)AHdeployer), A" #g=z

(system administrator)9] 67019 FEHIHE 9SS
Ao3ld, Zt E]JB g&E 9o AiEo] ¢t EIB
ol7|dlx AEEEAY AUER IF NFIHES
vAsE AYS AA1n93, EJB 28L& dEHZ
goj= Wl g vxE XA Agd 24
& o33 9.

EJB AE A o)L EojdES Az FAH
o] 313, ¥ BJB AXIE, EJB Ao, EIB
A el A2A A FHLxZ2 Ho gk o)A,
EJB MH ¢} EJB HHolY: EJB HEXJIEE 4A
£ ge 874 988 @ A=eldd EJB A
JEZ AXEYdd o8 7Hx] Alxd gl 7
52 ZAH oA dolr A Fo. EJB &
Hol\d:= EJB Component®] Az A AFHE
Deployment Descriptor2 Z A}l dxl5& EJB
AIJES FAFUAE AAPY. =F SZodE
9] 844 ulel EJB AXUEE o|&3le zFale
71%€ 7HA 3 stk

Zo|dEE MHAIIESE 3&38l9 AIA
LRAEGA HoAFe m=F TAHY 91, EJB
AXJEES 353 o2 47 g 38 F 9.
EJB AXUEES 328 i EJB AdevE AH
of dit} dgt AgH EJB AXUEE EJB Ao
gf} el st A, d38), Ade] #HAo] 43

EJB AW ZHoOUdA o2 7% o8 AN
2E5S AFTAFE EAAA Adold. dolgw
o2y EWRNME Fo MU2EE oWt 84
g m AT Fe 98 E3d¢ AA2 SUN
A 2R3 EJB AN E AHoY Ay g
e HAHoz B¥sn A &) ol EJB A
W A A 78 KIS AT AEol
AAZ EJB AW FHLYA, EJB Zelold FHLA
oz w2 dE BSE gon YRrEe EJB 2
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gloly FaGAANA AW 7tA] o] A F gt
gdude gz EJB  ojEFHAA MM E
J2EE(Java 2 Enterprise Edition : ¢1E] Zglo] 2
Aol a3 TRy APIITS A dsin] T2
Hoz gy L /|5 E FEIHoE AT
EJB FAXJE uwix] 2@ 43, JDBC, RMI, INDI
EJB ZAXJE ’\}%% 3 7129 APl XY =B
ol A3, ALY (fail over), EAMA 2 72
A 2 ‘-’QEIL’*ERE QA E’_ZJ; HTTP ®¢; A
E8, JSP 5 9 873 x4
EJB 0}715’"74 AXJE 7] gk B AFEE ¥
g ol7|E Ho|t}, dEZelo]= Wl Ea EdM
71t dE|Zelolz o FEAoldy AXAER
g Ak olg} Fo] AW HEJIEQ ddgTelo]x
‘i’l(Enterprise Bean)2 A#A ¥=zyx 238§ @2
HAZEZ FAYY i, Java o2 FAAH)
Ao Fete 458 F83y #Y dHogHE
s LZEde RERZ ZZte dE Ttz
HE 2R E ¥ # o]~ (Remote Interface), & <lE]
# o] ~(Home Interface) @ ¥l Z @ 2(Bean Class)
2 (X DT Zo] FAH] kWl Sejae vl
A&l oz AAN(Session Bean)#, <IEIEIW
(Entity Bean)2.2 3ot}
(E 1) EJB X JES 34

mﬂéﬂm

EENEE ST
WMAEE H

EJB AAS 44, 49, AA d
A5 R

W FHEE 9@ Mu= AA,
EJB H¥JE 7z 2 29 H

G EE
QIE o) &
& Agsiol2

Deployment
Description

AYgH A3e Z2Edd WEHY “dudq
Sexld] HE TIEE A

Aoz, HAF A FHEY HAAN +
23, 7193 F 54& 139 3 Aoz b
Far}, gutzeoz AHYP 7:3-6"“/‘1 qgez s
AL A (correctness), ¢HA A (safeness), Y A4
(consistency), ¥ d A (liveness)8] A Ao|t}. L}
EJB 34 34 84 oig Mool HAA ut
o é"ﬁ"i 7l SlojM dEadEA AHgHA
% FEol 9, 4IF AYE X Fe& A=
7]5% F&ol glojx Hlel RAQIANE A3 u
o}3l7] olgl e ¥¥°) X, EJB 74 &2 ABS
A8 Zlede sle AHEEA Y m= REo| Y
e 7L AYsie A BokeE 39X shite Ae)
E AY3ls Aol ax1 gloj Hyg AE 49
dutsist ojgdE REo] gl

EJBol oi$t 7|& IFZF Sousa®t Garlan[9]
©] ADL(Architecture Description Language)¢] <
%2 Wrightg o|£3le EJB HEUES Z&lo|Qd
Eo Auzt #Ale g FA(Ver. 1.00E 71&3t4
2, HXJE(component)?} 7 Y€l (connector)7t
9 (behavior)s CSP(Communicating  Sequential
Processes)& o] &3l Ao F mdfed x7
(model  checker)2%  FDR(Failure/Divergence
Refinement) & ©}-&3l8 ).

Nakajima®} Tamail5]¥ E29E¢ =42 SPINE
93 BMP ElE] ®o] dig EJB F4(Ver. 1.1)E
PROMELAE o833, BA9 A A(property)&
A%87] 918l = LTL(Linear Temporal Logic)&
o] g3t

3.3 SPINg °|§% EIB d%
SPINE Qe RR2 GE wob e

+ de=dH, 4 UNIX &, LINUXE % PC&(Win
95/98/Me/2000/NT/XP)o}]  glct{4]. SPIN% L ld
EJB¢] Asugez CMP(Container

Managed-Persistence) NEJE] Hlo] AARA 4o
Z7](EJB  Spec.q Figure 23)& A"3}d,
PROMELAZ E#3® e o

#define NBUF 1

chan cTe = [NBUF] of short:

chan eTc = [NBUF] of short:
chan excp = [NBUF] of short:

#define newlnstance 110
#define setEntityContext 111
#define EntityContext 112
#define ejbActivate 110
#define ejbPassivate 110
#define ejbHome 113
#define ejbCreate 114
#define ejbPostCreat 115
#define BM 112

#define Void 3

#3efine None 10

#define Pool 20

#define Ready 30

byte state=None:
proctype EJB()
end:do
1t (state==None &%
cTe?[newInstancel) ->
cTe?setEntityContext; state=Pool
11 (state==Pool 8&
cTe?[ejbHome])->eTc!Void
:: (state==Pool 8&
cTe?{ejbCreate]) >
cTe?ejbPostCreat; state=Ready
od
init run EJB()

99 & PROMELA E & dis] SPINS 2438
A%& v 2o,
root@localhost Projectl# ./pan
hint: this search is more efficient if pan.c is
compiled -DSAFETY
(Spin Version 4,0,6 — 29 May 2003)
+ Partial Order Reduction
Full statespace search for:
never-claim - (none specified)
assertion violations +
acceptance cycles - {not selected)
invalid endstates +
State-vector 32 byte, depth reached 1, errors: 0
2 states, stored
0O states, matched
Z transitions (= stored+matched)
0 atomic steps
hash conflicts: 0 (resolved)
(max size 2°18 states)
1,573 nmemory usage (Mbyte)
unreached in proctype EJB
line 27, state 2, “cTe?111”
line 27, state 3, “state = 20
line 28, state 5, “eTc!3”
line 29, state 7, “cTe?115”
line 29, state 8, “state = 30
line 31, state 12, "—end-"
(6 of 12 states)
unreached in proctype :init:
(0 of 2 states)
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HAA HAFE ol FHE
HAPEA 8E ANF FF5 Ao AE AN 4

Fsto, BN A AT FHE) #H EE
3 B3 A3z 44 EAJ glol 58 £
gtks 2AE AT@o

& d3e EJB°I] s HEA 7&1-5"“ ol & 7;‘1-9-
2, SPINg 5% 749 HA3 2 H¥ 3AFL &
7—‘1°§ 3}9&‘4 EJBE @A Ver 217/}7‘1 dEE A
B2, 24 87 Ny Ay F FXJE Rdd
N A&HA F4/2¢ FAL 711]"’ . 19
Y, zdoj(dohz A&y 94 7‘]”*]7} TH =9
A uby o R o gz 'T‘*‘% F 9. 9
M, N2 dAFA ¥e TFHE E Z}°ﬂ" “4%
73 &N 43 844 ’dz}"& A7 &
Ui, AXHE A ALgAo] ‘5¥°P7‘l7ﬂ E]E'.E,
EJBY ARH HAFL ¢ Foddn & 4 U
2 dFdAE EJBY A®AH HAEE 98 ASE
AT AE3 =79 FFuUA SPING #L3E 48
294, SPINS 92 B9 CMP dEE ¥l 9i=
EJB9 € FHZo A #F ® ol {4 &AZE
ol A Adx SPINS #4354 &4€ 5 ¢
& Aelg 7igigd. a8y, SPINS 7EHo=
reachability analysis& %% A3 #3yst2g, 4
B] Zu3 FA(state explosion problem)7} 2%
E ks EA7 g wEA, 3% HeEy
(theorem proofing) W4-& #E3E= HF U9
3 77 9asi.
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