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Statechart2 7]1&H AZEFo] P9 24L& SUTH
g FA 92 S(specification oracle) EL FH 381,
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State
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® Statechart =¥ A 27| Statechart® 71&¥ SUTY
g9 2dg FE AT F, o8 HAE 0#HE A
4717 AgEr] A FHe R 324 2dz o
gt

@ H2E 22F A7) Statechart 2D 7)o A

£8< dgoz Wl Statechart R4 F#|A FolB
gelolA] A Fae ZP2ES o439 Statechart
B9 24 ulg3ts 48 M5 HIE 0dES
AAg PYAE HAE 22 E8 Statechart 84 &
H2 ol AFse FHPrE AAE=E
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22 A WEGAA FEE & =S A¥gsa 9
o}.

FEoe, A4 A3 FA AFEL V|wez 3§
Statechart 52 xjg]7)18} HAE 28F QA7 &

082 AA FEIAG, E =R AU HAE 28
g 8748 /i Uz Aol

aAnE#

[1] Douglas Hoffman, "A Taxonomy of Test Oracles,"
Quality Week 1998, Software Qaulity Methods LLC.

[2] S. T. Chanson and A. F. Loureiro and S. T. Vuong, “On
the Design for Testability of Communication Software,”
Proceedings of IEEE International Test Conference, 1993, pp.
190-199.

[3] D. J. Richardson, S. L. Aha, T. O. OMalley,
Specification-based Test Oracles for Reactive Systems,”
International Conference on Software Engineering, 1992.
1992, pp. 105 -118.

[4] J. McDonald, P. Strooper, "Translating Object-Z
specifications to passive test oracles,” Second International
Conference on Formal Engineering Methods, 1998, pp. 165 —
174.

[5] Luqi, Hongji Yang, Xiaodong Zhang “Constructing an
automated testing oracle: an effort to produce reliable
software,“Computer Software and Applications Conference,
1994. COMPSAC 94. Proceedings., Eighteenth Annual
International , 1994 , pp. 228 -233

[6] J. McDonald, L. Murray, P.Strooper, “Translating Object-
Z specifications to object-oriented test oracles,” Asia Pacific
Software Engineering Conference 1997, and International
Computer Science Conference 1997, pp. 414-423.

[71 J. McDonald, P. Strooper, "Translating Object-Z
specifications to passive test oracles,” Second International
Conference on Formal Engineering Methods, 1998, pp. 165 -
174

[8] D. Hoffman and P Strooper, "ClassBench: a Framework
for Automated Class Testing”, Software Maintenance:
Practice and Experience, Vol. 27, No. 5, May 1997, pp. 573-
597.

[9] D. Harel, Statecharts: A Visnal Formalism for Complex
Systems", Science of Programming, Vol. 8, 1987, pp. 231-
274.

[10] Graeme Smith, "The OBJECT-Z Specification Language.
Advances in Formal Methods", Kluwer Academic Publisher,
2000.

[11]J. M. Spivey, The Z Notation: A Reference Manual, 2nd.
Edition, 1992.

[12] Soon-Kyeong Kim and David Carrington, A Formal
Model of the UML Metamodel: The UML State Machine and
Its Integrity Constraints,” LNCS 2272, 2002, pp. 497-526.

1772



