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Abstract: Functional analysis of complex mechatronic systems focused on the continuous physical
transformations achieved by physical subsystems, and ignored the complex execution sequences
among the physical processes controlled by software subsystems. In response to this challenge, a soft-
ware-physical integrated formal functional representation and analysis method was proposed. First,
the flow-based functional representation was extended to form a unified formal functional representa-
tion. Then, a rule-based function decomposition method was proposed to support the automatic de-
composition of software-physical hybrid functions. A mobile robot system was used as a case to illus-
trate the proposed software-physical unified functional analysis processes.
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Fig.1 Method overview of the software-physical
integrated functional analysis

HA BN 5 Y BAR & B9 RHIE P LAY 31 4%
B AL GE DI RE O3 i J7 15 0L AR . A SCHEIE
KA RETE L RAL /Y HAh L, 5 SE X D RE 2 AT 20
PO Py B BE AR RE RIIR S e, 2
Ja BT R A DI RE S5 R R I B [ B2 figk SR L 3
FIU) R kAT e D RE 2 i L 7= A2 ELA T it
SR I Z T RESS A

it LU B0 PR AR B EL T S B A £ i )
RETER AP RGP S AR M. Il
FR O 0 T T A 2 A 2 U R A SR B
FCrp ARJZ P 25 T 3 T 2 1) ) B AR L A0 A
IR u T IR 5 v T 4 1 A P R 2 A 3 Sk 7R 1Y
PRAT S B3 42 S 00 T ) 5 v )2 42 o 0
SEI AR G2 R A B AR G T RE . an it R L L2
WiaE . HOATE AP R R AR ] a5 S Y BT R 4
iR D BE 3 M (9 A S BIF 5T T e )2 4 A X R 4
IR & BT A B W A X /N S DRI S AR SO R B
A PR A PP B

2 H—HA AR

BT 0 D) AE R 8 =P XA D BE R A 1Y 23
TIEZ — o %IT RN I RE L O LAY B e (RN %
T3 R B 2 ZE RN 1 R SR T LUR L B
FLEE AT W) B AR G A D RE T 0 % AR AR I RE

S DL R G BRI > S5 Y B > A A
WIRANTF] B D REAF AL . — T7 1, PR Ak B A 2
X G B AN A3 SCHAR B 3 001 BAE 3L 119
SrR s 3 — 07 T BPE R B RE R U 2 A i
Sy P TR A PAT IR L B0 2 BE B A LA



HEN RGN R 5SS — B LTI RE T —

B XIEE B %

e R AE Py B O B 2 E) A s BT OC R
W R SC T 4 28 5 B4R 3 ST S T N T IR
M INRER R I E AT R A H BB 5t — RAE & At
LR R GE 3 5 Y B g i L.
21 RGEBEOMRTRE

MR, TR BT A A B 53 2545 1 e D)
AEFED 2 S, BB R G EL Y T YR e D
F9 PN R TEM =T, F50H
55 H A P AR BN [ 2 A 7E T R B S
5 R BRI BDE 5 B W k) 5l AE iR 2K, R A, A5
SR T BHAAREE LHER . F5 Wk
EARILE S Y BARRAE A5 5 B SR 5 1
HRIBME. 155 0015 B8 18I 7E Y 1 0 45 i
oA B

BT RE T, 2R G0 A Ab B 5258 4 o B
LRI T S H A R OR R G AT SR B9 A
BUHE | J5 35 22 O B R I s A BT 3K T R
WL EE SR B R T EESNEEEME. W
I AR SO Ty BE 2 (functional basis) H Y i 43 28
FE S TR RS KT RE . E S
B ST 1Y i e & B.Z5 7 (information
type) ., {5 B J5H data. control 43 3 %f W 15 B J&
PR B 5
2.2 BRALINEEIE X RAE

SR P R S8 B9 T RE A 7 i 2L ) R 5,
VB ¥ 2 (A AF AR 2 AT 2 5 . W By
PAT 7 G — E BT . 221 3R 4 mT AR A
P il 455 X4 RS TR) B9 WP AT . R A 3 AT T
AR AR X 28 B 2 (0 DI BRIE 5L, AR SO R B 4
AR A o S Tl R B 46 2 ] B P R R AT 38 A Y
TERFML)ZE 8 B A =285/ n 2 R AiE X
AT
2.2.1 #=ZF

B2 T="{t1vty0eot, VBT R E IR
T —RANEAY S RO R SR . REPIT
EEVEXT G0 AN [R) o 2 48 53 ) %% 4 (physical
transformation) 1 31 & # # ( computational
transformation) , 4 B % 4o 3¢ 7R ol A48 # 4E X 4
CHrRLR FRE & 30 MY B E % . THE gk
X G RAR 50 2R X EUHEAF 5 10 A B 2 4R K
Wras . WA IE RGBT R T RGN T
il A BR L B A X 52 AT R (R B B 2, I
WS BRI R  F B AR e 8 A AR S B Y A AR
e (complex transformation) FJHE S, DL R /R XL
i AN A T B 4

A WD RE R 7 1k B X 9 B e e 18 10

Z BN BRI AR v . RN A 3
(7] JELAEUR: 4 0 BRI A AL A o 1 Je PR (L A A2
BN, Dyge SR 1 B I SCRE AR R
PR B T BE AR T e D e Herh SR 2
BEAG BN G R R A R A AR R R
PER B PR, T 7 R B PR 0 B i e, X Fh
BT 0 DR R R —Fh 5 BRSO VA TE R
TR Ty ¥ AR IR B AT 1Y el AR AN B R S
PR — e AR Ay 2y 5 g BN L RO B
S5, DIRERLN AN 1H R S RF W BT AR 1Y H 34 i
M H AR T 3 F R 5 A% 15 5 (systems model-
ing language, SysML) ) & JE 1k 4 & T B,
I o A SO HR) RE RN AR Sy W 3 e ) AR R OR
k.

THE 4t TR g X 0 Bl 2 L (B TR
AR E ARS8 M ARMERR B — A KT 2
ARSI 14 T 2K b A A ok 387 T B 5 4 1 AT O
SCHST B AR SO R AR R T R 4
HiE L,

2.2.2 B®TERE

BAER P =(T,0..C) ik A e 2 [ fit
A RERIBATIF A . BEAPATIF I FR S — Ak
(operation) . #—"NYI R & 2 A~ 4, W 4 20
ST HRAE E R UL e e Z R B PAT IR A . B
VE R 7R by B 45 300 ok 5] 8 B A oA I I 1Y %
rX, HFREFESO. =&, [, U) P E45T
RO U o BIR R I K TG R R
1. AT T LR 23R ¢, DAXT
JF R R AT — 2B U,

Fie FEGES 11 B 8] A AN [R) AR P e 4 ¢ 0 2,
Z M RATI A 3 1 iR 4 oL, <& &
IRt TR 6 BSRZE A G B AT A
FHEES, |7 R 6, 7 KRG R,
B = M PATEBATEE S . o X e, Y45 BT[]

5 ¢y W TF U5 B B] 9 B 22 E AT 2 58, 5 AN, di iR
RO TR IR B IEFE E 2 /a5 22 8] §Y As fa] [a] B
me=5s RRBFEBEFERS s, Xe=00,014
W B P 2

®1 EEAERZENEEF

Tab.1 Orders between any two transformations

AT I 7= 451 i} 3 22 1 s ]
OO t &. s
RN 0 & 1,
S o len
AODOOONN |t

o 247 o



R EALAE TR 45 36 % 45 2] 2025 4E 2 A

2 A EL A B 2 18] AT R A7 FE G P 6 R Y1
B BV 2 A5 4 1 ST 32 0 3 R ) K Bl Al K
PRr RS ok RBL I D) A B 3 A4 R e
Horp ey SRORXE A AT INGE 0, R TR = TR
JE e, FoRgl BRI . X3 A ELEE 4 1 R
Fr 2 vh 25 S A [ ) BEMLAG =22 18] 9 3 3 51 1Y
T A R e 4 i A 5 U o TR UG 1% D) e ) 45
EREL A e U Uiy
2.2.3 MABE

52 2R HLHL 3R G0 T AR A R ) 1) 42 o B R A T AN
6 ) HbRAT R BI4RAE . SRR i s B ik T &
35 H B 1 4 ) SO A5 5 DR L A JBUHE R BT
FEHME S S EZ R R R,

Y % 58 H W O T 53R R &R 4t (reactive
system) N EAE s A FEME SO R L HE
Z oty b, % IR W #
(computational tree logic, CTL) {E N2 Z T X
Pl 3Rl Y RN 2 - OCTL 2 F iR A BRI 2
RGN B AR R R R R R B AT
FHER I N A RRE RS © AR
R T 592 34 CTL, BRI T i B 5k 26 455 4 4G
W T H SRR [ S HERE, BT EaR AR, A
HEET CTL & L YjheiE LML)z .

MAZE S =(P,,Ocr) #iR T RGAMYEA
P A SO AR kbR . AR AR G 1 A
CTL M2 Hi3A , 1A~ 20 i Ji 7 i i CTL 5%
TFiEgMR . & 1 ADTEE A Z A HAE, W2
i CTL B2 38 B 3R S8 78 A Bl 55 10 T 1 B 01 R
fI&A#E, P.=P, UP, UP.ExCTLMY
H R T, P, WIEWNSTATE = p HRAS
BSE A I, AR p IETE AT, MRS Ay
STATE =p HE.HH ,STATE £xRIRE. P,
HIEW EVENT =e W F A a5 G0 5 5T e
R, Wz 8k EH, X F P kB
PROPERTY = v W) % v & & &, JB %
PROPERTY BWUH R v i, i@~ E ., CTL &
T Oen=0, U0, U0, h.HEET O, =(F,
G, X, U} BHRS MBI OC R F 2w AR Rk
B.G FRITAFKRE w0, ={ALE)
& 1 B 0] B 42, A s Xt BT A % 4% L E RR A E—
AR HAREHE T O, S & 8 | IE - 3
> FARL.

A i — AN AR AT g S
WHATUL . B4 A RGBT RE R EN T
XF el B 25 R AT R )2 D ek R ER R T A
S T R T BT R R IR JZ 2

. 248 -

AT B FHORH (24 5 B TRRD B3
. WA AR 0 BT Y PSR
B 1 RoR 2 ARk BT AT AR 2 Fos 2 it
PRI RIAT . T A SCHR I 0y 2 Ak Dy g v A
W7 R R ST AR T R IE AT R AR
W, RS R ¢ e 0 RO R
R B E 2 & M 3E OP, =1, &1.,0P, =
Lol e P ROR R AT R A )Z H 2 &
CTL AU : AG(MODE =1—> EF STATE =
OP,) Fm# 1,AG(MODE = 2—> EF STATE =
OP,) Fmti 2, Hp ,MODE Jy R i A8
HL.STATE AR GRZE.OP, MIOP, NEAEZEE
SCHERAE .

3 WHBAELEWIAEE S

SIABR KA DR RAE G . RETBEA (LA
F YR A BT B S Y B R A 0 AR
fiE s DLy 38725 0 SR A% O 1 T RE A3 i O SO B IS
o i, A 3w e il 48 D) ne ik ORI T fig 41
P ERTIRE AT RE R A DIRE L RS T IR A
T REH T 0 53 il SR ek
3.1 IhEEBRmHE
H % T BE 9 15 SRR 1) J2 Ik S5 A 4 Th e 4

=%

1) Y HI)fE (physical function) 238 A9
P 285 b T 3% 24 ) 4 S5 B0 T R L o OB ALY
A 1A A BA BN CTL AE.
BRI)RE 53 i 5 2 T D RERON T 2

2) BT HE (software function) & F81L /K
P G R I2 AT B LAY D) he , o A
B 1 AR, A RAHREM CTL M2
JZ o AT IR O AN B BT B T S

3) A I BE (hybrid function) 24§ 7] i 7 2
Yy B K A 2H A 52 B D) R L i SO AL [R] i 2
AEAEZEM CTL MAJZE . RS DRE 0 i 5 2 45
B % IEEAENUF A CTL £k,

BT BaR 5 R A DR R SCLATHSRAIL AT B A
LR RAE, HIIEER) A 3 o R4 5Ll . AR 48
R =R TR OB ] g U = A, S
MIRER) A hor2k

M1 f€F AN USIZE(f.OPS) =0 A
(SIZE(f.TRS,,)=1) V (SIZE(f.OPS) =1))
— f € F,

MLM2 fE€F NSIZE(f.SPEC)=0) A
(SIZE(f.OPS)=0) N (SIZE(f.TRS,)=1) —
fer,



HEN RGN R 5SS — B LTI RE T —

B XIEE B %

M3 fE€F A (SIZE(f.SPEC)=0) A\
(SIZE(f.OPS)=0) A\ (SIZE(f.TRS.)=1) —~
S € F,

Hrp,Fy F, F 0 IRA T ae . W B T8 L 4K
TEI eSS £ AT K IIEE:; f.SPEC A
AE /il AR CTL Rk, £.OPS HIUIRE f
T R Ay B AR £.TRS,, . f. TRS, . f.TRS.
Sy B IR TIRE 0 SRR AL I B s e e B
Be SRR SIZE HES T ITE WU .

3.2 BRI MH

SR 1.2 71 iR 1 T BE 4 Ay x4 R T B
HEAT 50 il s B0 T RE 4 43 i T B Tl A B AR
Pl 55 SRR AT A B, IR AR SC R EEHR IR A 2
RE (1 53 51k

TR B Ty i AT AR B Lo SORSE AR 45 4 4 43 R [ 2
JIE 7 B LRI L

(3)

S
spec: {op, ops, ***,
[
| 2.1) I (2.2) I 1) I |
decision/ fi /2 fs S
merge |opri{ty to, o, 1.} UL&}|  [op2iit, to, o, 1} U {&e|c} te | opn
| [

r—r—1 r °r 1 1T 1

fork/  fi; - fi, software fork/ for e fom
join ty **+ 1, functions join ot

B2 RBREDEISBARX

Fig.2 Decomposition of hybrid functions

0pn}

3.2.1
B 35 5t

X FAUH S 4 |2 B4 2 AU 1 AN 5%
Wi Difie, BT 2 2% e e 00 o SO AN BB, DR
TSR X I RE HEAT 1 SO B A B O B A Y 1
SRR PR AT T RE o
3.2.2  BAFTARTER Fnsk B IR 63D AL

W B BRAE 2 RN 40 2 D RE 1Y o RS KR
F— D EAERIR A RIB A W EAEAT i Y
B3 381 B RO e . BRAEBOT 1 A R
AP —ASF DI fg B P3R5 i — 25

D BRI R |7 RoR 2 D
[ A A . TREESF 3 — 2 il 32 58 T O &5
MFER, W, BNIFREFR M 1 DaX
7 (fork) S HAE AT 4 Goin) .

2) Xof T 2 oA I AR 24 T S R R
FEAH R ) F T RE S B, R L X RO T E MY
AR Dy RE R FI W 20 5,

HO s LR A W ERERERN N G |
1) & sty FEFZFB AT T F 6.
O LBt ot W fo o a3 Q KRR, Fle,

MHHFEBRBEALFEHRETRCLE ]| TR A58

IE R AATHY 23 327 5 fork FEE S 15 join; @ FE
WFIIRE fo R [ S PATSEHRIFIERT 5 s )5,
15 FIRAT .
3.2.3 BEAMAR JRFE I IZE D

CTL 2 FE M T AW AL, BRIk FH 51 A 1
A FIWE T 45 (decision) K H A FF 7 55 (merge) 2K
T2 AT N A B AE . R 25 K A4
VEFEARAE J2 53 i 7 1 64T 53 1

FRTIRE S i RV B AR AR ]
M5 3 T BE S A B4, DR Ut 75 6 T A 454 40 i 1
T IIRe G RIFE JERURZE TIREES .
3.3 REZEM T

Re st B IR 2 T I e S G s At 2
FE 45 A8 A5 B XTI 2 1 T BE 1 AT DU B 28 HAF 8.
HATHE— R . W T I RE A i i R R 2 2 AU
Ji& s PR i ek AR 7 A 0 D) B 2 A AR S — A 2 IR
I, XA E AR B TG TR R B IR E i 1)
AE =2 [H) 1 e i 4 OC A% TR M DL B 1 ) T 3%
THEER. Qs 3 s, SIRE £ 50 FUI6E £
Sfosfr #2000 0N fra 1o fo =00 RN
FoanSooo AR R, HENT Y 3 AT RESS Y K
SRR T £ Z R f 0 S, Z 0]
B IEFE o0 BN [0 Z B4, JVBCA RN T
BRIRJZTUEE fia 1o Son F fon ZTH A2
. R )E B T RE 5 A8 02 1 T A W B AR Y
PRI o 30 5 X6 J2 U A 1 B BE 45 A4 &1 AT P i 4k
W HR TT Ay v 5 IS 2 B BE 3 4508 1 ) e 45+ A
B, BB RRR IS = D RE S A BT, 2 Jn SR
P85 Yy 3P R] IE 1) BT R A

B3 IhgesmTERG
Fig.3 Sample functional decomposition subgraphs
S T A BTk ) A TR B < %) D) RE 3 i R LY
P IR S5 K HEA T 58 AL Je i D o ot B I 45 4 v B9 AT
2 AR T T e Z A B A X S T RE Y 2
AE 22 5] 97 R 4 . X G B s e D vk I ] 4 i
AR T IRE £ ZIEA — AT py $E W
e 249 -



R EALAE TR 45 36 % 45 2] 2025 4E 2 A

O po XN R D poap. 43015 TR /1
AT po S WD po AHEE LI, ATRE R I
FUIReZ B i B e FIRE M E2 1 poy B
poy WY P 0B Ty B 4b Bk AR R
TIIRE £ f ZIREA 1 &m0, Kb, ro ok
f1 BRI, £ R f. RGP R ¥ 2
A /1o ZIE A4 o ol B 4 o LT T Rg .
fi Z I .

(b 42 1l YL 5
4 mEBBAEE

Fig.4 Flow replacement method

4 FPI oA

ARSCUAR sh LA A F e Sl 2k 10 B 41
SY S R Hrrik. B Sa HiZ R
SR SEBLE Sb TR K T AR 55, B
PLas N7 B AR B MCE T2 5 R AL E 1 Dk
IR S B N I NSO R A i 121
TR T 0 U R E

() Bl N R G & 1
Bs5 BIHIBIAREHRSMES

Fig.5 Concept and task of the mobile robot
BLe A1 oo ) HG pu J B 358 L L5 i S
ZEATPIANTT ) SR A AT TR S BE UORE T 2R AR
PSSR AL NPT T — 28 B 1 07 1) B A
AR #E T o e ARG AW ZE IR BLas AR

* 250 -

R

RE T MBS — SR T . ZRGE T KR
HI SysML Fq R (F 6) Faw, HWIE LR R, %F
RGEZ R .

«requirement»
Fetch a can

d="1"
Text="Fetch a colored can
in a maze"

«requirement» erequirements «requirement»
Take the next action Detect ine the next action
ld="1.3" ld="1.1" ld="1.2"

Text="Detect obstacles
(either the walls or the can)
around itand ine the
types of obstacles
|according to their colors"

Text="Turn in the correct
direction to move forward or
pick up the can"

Text="Determine its next
action according to the

Bo6 BHUB[ARFZEK
Fig.6 System requirements of mobile robot
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