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Support of FRAM model understanding using a probabilistic model

checker

Abstract: FRAM is a method to model and analyze the configuration of functions and the interaction
between functions of complex systems. In FRAM, an accident results from a combination of unexpected fluc-
tuations in performance between functions. It can be prevented by monitoring and attenuating this change
in performance. However, the analysis of FRAM model is a qualitative evaluation that relies on the analyst’s
domain knowledge, and there is no established method for quantitative evaluation. So, in this research, in
order to support the understanding of the behavior of FRAM model, we propose a method to represent the
behavior of the model with the model inspection tool PRISM that can handle the probability. In this paper,
we apply the proposed method to the case study of FRAM analysis and show that it is easy to understand
the behavior by quantification. By comparing the numerical values of the verification results obtained by

changing the model, it was possible to catch the fluctuation of the performance.
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Fig. 2 FRAM Sample Model
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const double pi;
module StateTran
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Fig. 8 Synchronization relationship of action labels in module
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Fig. 9 PRISM Code
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D reward DEHIIE 10 12725, HE B E & NIXMSE
1 reward 12 1 DSME SN 5. Loop2 DH/E—HT B L
reward 1% 3 &7 5. reward &, J— 7153 31.95 (6.39
J&), V—"7"27»19.37 (6.46 &), L—7"3 »12.18 (6.09
J&) &iro7-.

rewards "Loop2"
[SyncFun03InpFunOi]true:1;
[SyncFun01InpFun02] true:1;
[SyncFun02InpFun03]true:1;
endrewards

10 Loop2 @ reward &2
Fig. 10 Loop2 reward definition

Func3 O AJ) (1) ~NDZZAZHMi - 7250 T Fune3 135K
5. Func2 171 (O)=Func3 AJ7 (I) DEH D reward
136.59 TH Y, Funch 17 (O)=Func3 AS (I) DEB D
reward 1% 6.19 TH 5. > T Func3 DFEKIL, reward6.19
DEBIZIDPEZINS.

Z DERIE Funch D)1 (O) TH Y, Funch DF K
1& Funcd #177 (O)=Funch HFHi5MF (P) & Funcd H77
(O)=Funch AJ1 (1) Bfiio 7= & EFET 5. Funcd
(O)=Funch FHHi5M (P) DERED reward 13 6.39 TH D,
Func3 {171 (O)=Funcs AJs (I) DEMH D reward 1& 5.99
TH%5. Funch DFEKIF rewrd5.99 DEMIZ L HPREST N
5. ZOEBIINV—T3IZELTVS. fEoTh—T1¢L
V=T 2DH/RIE, V=T 3ICEVREINDE L VR D.
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ARETIEIZ L B FRAM 7V O TR S, BA
5 8] L UAMAEREZES Z N TE L.

5.3.2 WE%RHV 3R

€ DIFHNIZ B BDIRBIZEETE 20 DERE2 KD 5
ZEIZEDETILVDRL BRSO TES. FRAM €5
WNHBIEZ M A 2G5 EICBIEOMRE2HATE 5.
JEATHRSE [9) 1%, SRERIRTIAEL KT 2EHE
XIS IZ D WT WAL & WAD (B 11) @ FRAM €75 )V
%W&b,$%%%&éﬁﬁbt.:@?ﬁﬁi,%%@
IERZ VCEHIIMZIE U 2D, EER IS EAE DK
B oL BRTHB ZLIZEINT, HB=ZHH» S5 DHER
TBEZ2iT->TW5b. WAD TIIE=Z#» S5 DFRCEH
OEITRBEVARER L DIZEFE U7z, 50 HALRFEDAAIZ,
BEAEILRZ VPRI NTHS, HEBENETTE 5#
RERD., HHRAETE DMHERIZ, WAL D 53%H 5 WAD
RY9% Ly, D LHEHFHOMFINLE (K
ERFEAICEFRE T E iR OERVERTE

B 11 SERAE FRAM €70 WAD
Fig. 11 Railroad Fire FRAM Model WAD

6. EAEH

NI EBER S A5 L (Air Traffic Manage-
ment System LAKE ATM) O F T, RVSM (Reduced vertica
separation minimum : it 28] 0 T 1 /5 [/ O BEEEAY 1000
7 4 — b DEER) DRIETRIT U7 fiEin’, FEEkEZ
U7 fB2e itz FRAM TOM U 2FBlZH LT, I=RETF
EaHWTERT 5 (7).

6.1 FHROHME

Mizekk GLO1907 [ (R—1 > 2 737) & fizef% N600XL
(¥ 74 7Yy b)) D%, 20094E9 H 29 HIZ
VO EETHRERRERLI L. %&i77/ﬂ%ﬁ
ZBEE I (Area Control Centers B ACC) &7 <Y
¥ ACC DEMNZ X T B2 THRAE L=, BmEOHE,
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GLO1907 1XE8% L, N60OXL XA —V & 3ZI75EEU -,

N60OXL 1, ¥y - Va¥ - RA - bR ALk bk
U, YT TADITRTI)LKN - TAAEBZEENRD - 7Z.
N60OXL D754 M 75 VU TIR=2DR L KMEELRDH
D, 794 L)L 370 (37,0007 1 —h) = 7541
LAUL360= 751 b L)L 380 DIETHIHRI N Tz,
GLO1907 ffii%, 77V 7EEEEBAMITITIFTAD
I RTIR - TRAAFEBREHEZ#ELZ. 7710 LR
12370 T, HEFTOIOEEN I N,

A7 51E1000 7+ — FOFEEETTIVEZ B1XT -
7273, N6OOXL D b5 VARV XAMEILLTH D, 1Ty
FIFENEEIMTE D722 2%, ACC H N600XL D
BENRTIIANT IV EESTWS I 2RHETERI-
72 ENER Y, FHREFERIEE .

6.2 ATM DY T LR

ATM DER VAT LESIZATDOEED TH 5.

e ATC (Air Traffic Control)
finzziEHo Z k.

o AT w K

o HilH

o HiilE &1 1y b OMDEEKER

. I/——ﬁf“/Z?L\

L —& (PSR) & ZREML —X (SSR) b

6.%RimW%®b7/Z$/ﬁ®ﬁ¢#wh

e TCAS (Traffic alert and collision avoidance systems)
DMIZEED b T > AR Y ZAG 515D < HZE[E
AT LTHS. /S48y MIERERETS.

6.3 EMODOEHA

HPHPEEZFERFERRIILTO LB TH 5.

e NATY I, 7514 FMLRILI0TYFTAIZH
MolDT, BEERVLVED SE2MRETLIRE
ThHHLEBLTEY, TOBBEOALTNZIDEE
BHEOIERVZIT SN o7z

e NG6OOXL @ kT VARV ZDIEIIZE D, TCAS AE)
ELRD o7, -1 0ay bR ZENEFRMTER
Motz (VATLDOELRL)

e NG6OOXL D b I VARV X DEIIZE Y, “IREHR
LV — R DEENRNIEMET > 12 7- DEHIE DGR % 28535
T%T,mm%ﬁﬁﬁﬁof(/ZTA®@iﬁb)

EROERIZE D, Sq1oy bHEHES, bTVARY

ﬁ%%tb@ﬁﬁ%mﬁf%?®ﬁ$ﬁﬁ%$bf

6.4 FRAM 94

iRk, TATM OHEARBERE, THEPERERE), (4T HIEES
BEl TR L THrb vz, FRAM OFHiRHMEZ 212, DA O
DHFERDPDRZINTWBD, ThsDkE% FRAM €
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TS ED K DIZHA - 72 5 O ERFRILEE L .
6.41 Ny I7RE

XA By MIRATRIEELAE, HIEL— TS IEThTs
0, BHIEDSDIERERE> TV, EHIE TR HATRER
MR S FEIECRWE T T B Z R TEeh o7z,
6.42 ¥—TV

Z DEMEZE T, BHIOEE R EN — VR R G
INTVWBENRT A= VAL FBLEFRNDNNT +—~
VABENZ X 5T =Y UK HIZEfLTWS,
=Y VIEBAT A EAE R L 72,
6.4.3 FEME

ATMY AT MTIEFITNS 2T MHEE2 R L7Z. RVSM
BTl BT, ¥ ACC 25 bEHE T, Hi
WX N ITHEEIRITTE 2.
6.4.4 MWAN

COEBITFHEDOEHRICH ZHB BN ZBMEL, S
TA—RVADEE UK BRWEAHZ2BEIEL720ITT A
T LHERE DRI 287 + —< V ABEHOBER D 5.
6.4.5 JORRT—IAVEZIay

RA4By bR 7 540 b7 T RISz F ¥ — &2
SRWE, S IHIEL—Throsn, YATFLIEI7a R
AT —=NDA VRS a Dz ikd. N60OXL Dk
I RELEERHZ, N —T2EACE702F v 7 OB
SREbiz.

6.5 REFEDERAWR

[RATHIEEERE] © FRAM €5V (K 12) IZIREFE
ZMMT 5. RVSM F% TCAS X L =XV ATFLIZL D
iRl XD, ZRIIRITT 5720 OREREDEHE % fdid
LEZETIVTHD. mfgOZIE 810y b 2 EHIE LT
5 @EDHIEN—TTHB.

G,
TCAS in
operatio
® O

12 RATHIEKRE FRAM €7V
Fig. 12 Flight control function FRAM Model

space
onitoring

cation

X 12 1IZRR SN TV BIEREIIL T DB TH 5.

e TCAS in operation
i DfZERE ™ T > AR Y X550 BEpkR I 5D <
RS AT L THD.
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e Fly in RVSM
RVSM F Tz mRITE 5.
e ATC air-space monitoring
RATRIE & L — XY AT MR W TEIRER T 5.
EEEEICEHHT 2 R ERHL — RN T VAR Y
KIMAFT 5.
e ATC comunication
BHIE - St oy MEOABPLDY AT L, NS
0y bADO@mARFIZE Y, RVSM %2 RIT9 2 iz
ZHET 5. @Y RZEEERICKES 5.
¥ 72 FRAM € 7V, ABEREDMIE 125 U THER
DWEHBINT W, UM ERBDEK 412507, B,
FIE, H SIXEICREE FAET AR & b
UTHRENIEIRT 5.

xR 4 RATHIEEERE FRAM [IEOER
Table 4 AFlight control function FRAM side annotation

HiAE I Mg
TCAS in
operation

Ah bFv AR HESOER]

BHEM | b7 A ahEED
Fly in RVSM  |&@ A By bAEFIED OIEE
HHEH | F 5 REL A DTS
ATC air-space

A AH FERL—HES0RE
monitoring

Ah ThRESL-HEE0RE
ATC

L (B EFE~NM Ay b OEE
communication

FRAM E 7)VIZ B} 2 BREERE S L OBEREMIT ~ DR

ZXY, BEEDIZOVWTUTORAENH LI LNEXS.

o H&HE [TCAS in operation] 1ZiX, FPTF VARV XD
FEOZEBIUMEFTHE I LHBETHD.

o H&BE TATC air-space monitoring| 121%, EB LU=
WEGLV —XDEERBETH .

o HBE TATC comunication| (2%, X1 EY DA LD
HEfEH L <IE, HBE TATC air-space monitoring| #*
SDOHNPBRETH 5.

o F&HE [Fly in RVSMJ (2, HHIE» 5 0@fE, b
FUARYZXDEERTH S Z L, KEE TTCAS in
operation] B & HEBE TATC comunication] 75 D
WHDBRETH .

LRHRONEEZE LT, PRISM EFIVOELEITS.

6.6 PRISM EFI/ILDERK

M 12 O FRAM 50V 2EIZ, 5.2 T LAZETFVE
Y =V ERAWTERLZ. K12 O FRAM €7V, —
AKDAT (1) DER, =AKOHHE (C) DER, —AKOuTk
%M (P) DEBTHERINLTWS., ETIVAERY -V Lk
TINoDERZEHRT S, Hilfl (C) DEHRINE 13 &7
D, AJ1(I) DEHEHNE 14 L7220, HHREME (P) OE#H
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HE 15 &5, K13 Hh 6K 15 FT2EE L CTHREKE
WESHA A A—=U%, B 16 L5, ZMEANOREK
PEHEIZ 2 0, MOMEIZE DX S IZHETZ 00D H
5. INSDEFHERIZ PRISM €5 V% HE AR L 72,

<<component>>
FlyinRVSM

<<f-control>>

;WK

<<component>>
ATCAirspaceMonit

<<component>>

TCASinOper <<component>>

ATCCommnu

<<f-coqtrol>>

13 T5 X EOEE HHE (C)
Fig. 13 Editor definition control

<<component>>

FlyinRVSM

<<component>>
TCASinOper

<<component>>
ATCCommnu

<<component>>
ATCAirspaceMonit

14 =F+xEOEH AS (D)
Fig. 14 Editor definition input

<<component>>
FlyinRVSM

<<f-precopeffion>>
<<component>>

ATCCommnu

<<component>>

TCASinOper

<<component>>
ATCAirspaceMonit

15 7+« X LEDOEH HifsM (P)
Fig. 15 Editor definition precondition

HEIAERBESZDOET TV T, BREICEROZELH 5
Gk, ETOZEDRI - 2R CTHEEDRTEKT B X D IZE
EINTWB., TD7o, 6.5 HITRLUZEBEEED FEITH
FRiZDWTIE, FET PRISM € FIVIZEES2 AN E
o7z, F7z, R AZHDEREMN TG I BHERIE
FEPEUEICRE L5012, SEEEZ 21 ctme 12X 5
rate BB L CTH&E U7z, SHEREILE 2~ OIEIREAM D72
IV EFEINRWL., FEVa2—-ILNOTI7Varys
OV ORI OBERIE, B 1712725, BEfIFEhTHwS
FHDT 73 ayIRuid, S0 - 72 R RIRZ FEAT
N, BHRAEDEY a -V AREZET. K17 00QQDH
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SS

/ FlyinRVSM \
TCASinOper \

HilEE(C)

ATCCommnu
ATACAirspace
Monit
NI
J( ) FlyinRVSM
TCASinOper
/ ATCCommnu
ATACAirspace
Monit

AITTESR1E(P)

/ FlyinRVSM
TCASinOper
ATCCommnu

ATACAirspace
Monit

16 TORTE Bfg1 A —v
Fig. 16 TORTE hierarchical image

FlyinRVSM
[SyncAtccommnuConFlyinRVSM] g
[SyncTcasinoperC ] j)

[SyncTcasinoperPreFlyinRVSM]
[FireFlyinRVSM]
[ExecFlyinRVSM] (2) | ATccommnu
[SyncFlyinrvsmConATCCommnu] a—te[SyncFlyinrvsmConATCCommnu]
fo[SyncAtcairspacemonitinpATCCothmnu]
[FireATCCommnu]
[ExecATCCommnu]
[SyncAtccommnuConFlyinRVSM]

TCASinOper
[FireTCASinPer]
[ExecTCASinPer]
[SyncTcasinoperConFlyinRVSM]
[SyncTcasinoperPreFlyinRVSM]

ATCAirspaceMonit
FireATCAirspaceMonit]
[ExecATCAirspaceMonit]
[SyncAtcairspacemonitinpATCCommnu] of

17 EVa—IHADT 73 v I ~)LoEOMG

Fig. 17 Synchronization relationship of action labels
MERSTT77vary I L0a—FEE 18 IR, Wik

TOZAFNHE, RENHIFECT 7Y 3y 7N UBRFT 5
NTHY, M- 7 TRRICERMTDONS.

module FlyinRVSM
[SyncAtccommnuConFlyinRVSM]
flyinrvsm_f_control_passive_atccommnu=1
& atccommnu_f_control_active_flyinrvsm=0
-> (flyinrvsm_f_control_passive_atccommnu’=0);//@D3%(F
[SyncFlyinrvsmConATCCommnu]
flyinrvsm_f_control_active_atccommnu=0
-> (flyinrvsm_f_control_active_atccommnu’=1);//@ik(5

module ATCCommnu
[SyncFlyinrvsmConATCCommnu]
atccommnu_f_control_passive_flyinrvsm=1
& flyinrvsm_f_control_active_atccommnu=0
-> (atccommnu_f_control_passive_flyinrvsm’=0);//@3%(5
[SyncAtccommnuConFlyinRVSM]
atccommnu_f_control_active_flyinrvsm=0
-> (atccommnu_f_control_active_flyinrvsm’=1);//@i%(F

18 PRISM a—F
Fig. 18 PRISM Code

6.7 PRISM EFILIC & BHRGE

6.4 HiD A TR S N T, TRATHITERE] (<P
HTLDEUTOEHEDTH 5.

o Ay ML — T S5NANTHRRFEL, BHE
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LEpERBTEITREREHER Y
GRAZ DRI — 7 H3E S 72\)
o HMERIIIIRN T F —< V AEGDRETH B
LEHOFEIZOWT, FRAM 57V OHf#ER L35 H
HIT PRSIM (2 & 2R O OBE L Z1T .
6.7.1 HEIL—TDIRZEVOEEL
12 OFHIL— 71T reward GRIM) % 5ET 5 (K 19).

rewards "State"
[SyncFlyinrvsmConATCCommnu] true:1;
[SyncAtccommnuConFlyinRV] true:1;

endrewards

19 reward 3— K
Fig. 19 reward Code

SyncFlyinrvsmConATCCommnu (& 12 D @) & Syn-
cAtccommnuConFlyinRV (B 12 ® @) XE T IVERY —
VREBER LT 27 ary /0 THS. V—T D
T3 & reward GRE) X 2R2B I 5. BUFD 1000 HAL
i E CIZBE I NS reward 2 KD HBERNEFEITT 5.

R{"State”} =7 [C' <= 1000] (1)

ETOFREMD rate & [ D] &1, TRKD 7z
N & 001 & U7z (JREDHE 100:1) #EHRIK, reward
(GEREM) 1% 4909 (245 J8) TH o7z, IRIZ N T VARV
RDIEFT DRI & B2 LEB 2 WMGES 5720, HEE [TCAS
in operation| DVEFRSEMDY [HL D L7272\ ] D rate 2 R4
230 £TEWS L reward GREN) (& 775 (38 &) &
TETLZ (B 20 DFER). b7 VARV ZDESOHHE
A, HHIE L1 0y N OFOHIEN — 7O RFEHD R
EPELTWD I LW ERMICHERTE 2

600.0
—_— RS L — —ERRELY

500.0 4909

4000 s8s _ — 3858

300.0 Lo S

reward

2000 158.4

101.2
100.0
77.5

0.0
o 10 20 30

rate
20 reward 777
Fig. 20 reward Graph

6.7.2 /N7 F—< 2 AEREREEEBMOMROBIEL
BIERE LT, MR 5 —< v AP BE L O
DD 5. I TFly in RVSMJ D AT (I) ~Nv—7
2RI $HI (0) 21X 2 BdiBkRE 28N U 7z, BifibEesE
fiD rate & b 7 VAR Y XOALFHRAT S rate D 1/100
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WZARFE L T reward & 6.7.1 L EBRIZKMEEL 722 Z A, il
BV — T DEEH DK TN 2B SR %2 EBMIZHERTE /2
(X 20 D sHR).

6.8 EX

6.7.1 TlX, rate D 7 ~IAFIHT & B 54 & R0 72 HIBR
EFAHWDZ2IZ&b, HHIE L SM 0y hOMIZH 5 HE
V— T DEPER IR R BT E 2. £z, 6.7.2 T,
NI F =XV ADEHZ2EHT 5 MAZENML 255D
SIREWRTE ., EH oL ERMNRGHEIIC L D IRSEW
PHIRELT, X7 =<V ADEFHIPEZ Sz, REE
FiLlX FRAM OO AT v 73, 4 TEEEbNS,

7. FED

ARTIX, EFIVREY —)L PRISM #H\T, FRAM
ETNVOMRD N EBMERNCRT FIEERE L. HHS
HlD FRAM €70V, ¥ v TV OREKIIPHETE
5EDTH 720, ZOFHRIIBEZOMED T L
W, o b EMARETVTEHERRICERATSZ R TE S,
Sl €T VAERY —VEHAELZZ 225D, PRISM €
TIVIER D F AR S 1 & 0 IRKNMEE D SN b
koo, SHOFEE LT, AHLZ2EEROIRS
#|NERT FRAM ETVDOER[EOHABILLH S, %
7o, RIMITIE U CTFETEIEZTOBELND 5. MG %M
AHENT, BELRNRX—VEZERLTY —ZFEREL T
2. FDHIZH 5%, EERNLEEIZE A TY
KFETHD.
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