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8ol F7tE R Unh wetd AT Eg) AAE AFHea Ee) BT Aty
H &S d7sld AZEY HAS FH4AE F Sle vIssol EAHIL Qe b, o
FTolA A A2 F 94 E AANoR EAsiR HAAT dadd ot At
¥ Ao UML (Unified Modeling Language)©] t}.

UMLL &2 AF oFedAold Aus A% 3% Zddd= A H(framework
guideline)® AAd AA #elqrofe] AYE EF2 1989d HHE OMG (Object
Management Group)ell Al A=l 24 8 d7 w¥ge BF AL ZXZ X84
t}. UML2 Rumbaugh®] OMT ## 2[1] Booch® Booch ¥ Z[23] 28] Jacobson
¢ OOSE HHE[] 5 vhrel AAXYE YHESS Tt 9 58 248 <Aoo
D:L o}u] wo }\]}\E'ﬂ e =) UMLS A stz 2]
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AES al7] g5t BARY ulo]E ¥o] 2o OTUE“E" A4 Aase He A
bghrh. UMLE FA L84 FollA 7Hg dio] xHe fF°] 28 vholol 13 (Class

Diagram)e]tt. o] 2@l thojojailg #7a}7] —r]‘ﬁﬂ*i A 2L gojojadle 7
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2.1 UML9 74 84
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[ Things | Relationships | | Diagrams |
| ;. Structural ! Dependenc | | Static Structure
i Things : pe ¥ Diagram
| | Behavioral : Association [ Class
Things | | Diagram
_] Grouping ‘ B A ‘_ Object
| Things i - Generalization Diagram
. 1 i
i - . i
- Annot'anonal Realization E _% Us.»e Case
Things i | Diagram
i [ Sequence |

i !
. Diagram !

Collaboration
Diagram

Statechart
Diagram

Activity
Diagram

| | Tmplementation
Diagram
I~
" Component
Diagram

| Deployment
Diagram

a¥ 1. UMLeY +4 82

UMLe ¥ 13 o] ZA  ArE(Things), ¥7 (Relationships), Tho]oia3
(Diagrams)® 37}A FA LA 72 £ gtk 3 HA 742249 AE2 UML =22
o] AxE JeElYE FZ AFE(Structural Things), 39 &S Jehis 335 ALE
(Behavioral Things), 229 &< R 2L yellle 1F AFE(Grouping Things),
agm B e =729 HAWe ZdsE F8 AME(Annotation Things)® W&
2 otk F Wx TAHLAE BAZA 9 E(Dependency), dF(Association), ¥k}
(Generalization), 2 #3}(Realization) &l |¥ FAle I Fud e 42
(Aggregation) A2 UEs F stk wAg FAHLARE HAE AAEsE Holoia
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Aolr}, thole} WS MEFstH AH FZ(Static Structure), A& Ab#ll(Use Case),
ZHSequence), & #(Collaboration), % Bl = ¥(Statechart), 2% (Activity) ZL¥X
(Implementation) thelo}1@o] glv} tjA], AA F=(Static Structure) ©hojo]
Z 2| 2(Class), 2| (Object) t}oloj1# o2 I8 (Implementation) tholo]l1# & 7
E (Component), ¥]%(Deployment) tloloja@ oz MEF 4 At456,10,11,12].
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2.2 UML ¥ to]o] 2 (Class Diagram)

UMLY B2 Tololagls FolA 714 FHol He AL FH T+x dejojadez
A|2dle =g Hel AAoa] RA3) o
of gleon, E#& tholoj 1 2} @

84 7He] BAEZ FAEHYA o, HHA 7= 2ES iﬁs}-‘: =5 ]011%]0]\3}.
A tholoja AL a2 tholojadle] d2wl s (1nstance)°]‘4[5610]

3% 2 F#¥2 vholojayle] ARkl FxE YElla ot sy e 2 tholof
IFEe UFe Fd2e ARz FA4go] Hi, SHY2E YL o)JFhameldt £4 EF
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;o

=
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7FA1E d ‘+'= public, ‘-'E private; ‘¥ protected £4S VFEFATH
; Trﬁnsm,\_w 0I5
E actions +\‘_’, aN 2=
T
i commit() {
i
I rollback() . SN ==
. +

- wasSuccesstul()

a9 3. S22 ®5d

Qe o) 2 Aikoperation)ES EYOE shike] Fehzu AEIETl ATy,
Hulzg w@Asey) A8 A deslelat 1Y 49 ()8 2ol 4 AHgEhel
4R AEMZAE BASE WU 28 49 09 go} FAse Adelenq

o

(stereotype)ol A QEH o] 28 WA S= WHo] o}

(@) Tracker @‘— TargetTracker

Observer
OIEHI Ol A
(b)
[ .lava::Util::ObservabFl
Target
id <<interface>>

currentPosition Observer
- TargetTracker

setPosition()
setVelocity() update()}
expectedPosition()

a4 QEHo] 2o £

HA= Fdae FUx, B9 dedHolxre] A% dRAFE Vel TAC =
9} #(dependency), ¥ Ht3Hgeneralization), 9 #(association), A& A (aggregation) =2
2 A A F(realization) FAIZF ATk oE FAE AHE BAZA T ALEY WHAATL

o]

Gt
vt W o] AlgdlE U8 AR 9ES AAE AE oudn. F, AR 59 Fd
27 vl H A Z# 29 Axboperation)o] A HFL wevh ki AA=
“is=a” EE “kind-of’e TAEZA A FA29 &4 (attribute) @} A 2H operation)©] 3k
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“part-of” 2] A ot} DA = ¥ Hol2y A FE W E(component)$}2 ’Bi‘
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| EAEE #A Al
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g AYx 9Jee vebig

T T - T
| Window .. : Event
AL LA S -

olE
: open() o
close() - . Con soleWmdow__!
move() Ql 8t 3} ol
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. _Di logB b ey 1
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¥ 5 #A9 ¥

UMLS A 9sle g A28 e UMLE Alekst Booch, Rambaugh$t Jacobson©]
Alo] %o} 7 “Rose”9} Eu o] “Plastic”] Ath RosedlA] 2d AHE HAse
e 3d G A2="lg o] gdttt UMLY REE tholoja s A Yshy, thojoj 1
€ C++, Java T Z& AA A dojo] m-FE APAIE & (forward
engineering)® AAE FIs gy ZZoA tholojade AAsE IAF
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3.1 AAY dolguol X AA

ol § el Al g EH] 44
Diagram_ID int P-K Class_ID int P-K
Diagram_Name varchar o} & Class_Name varchar ol &
Diagram_Info varchar 71el AR Class_Info varchar 71k AR
Diagram_Owner char F-K Diagram_ID int F-K
Diagram_FDate datetime g4 Azt Is_Interface bit Qe o] 2
Allow_Others bit TN AR Stereotype varchar A=A

(a) Diagram Start_X int Az X, Y
Start_Y int i
(b) Class

ol & B4 A ol& E}<] A
Attr_ID int P-K Oper_ID int P-K
Attr_Name varchar o) & Oper_Name varchar ol &
Attr_Visibility int 7hAld W Oper_Type varchar ukE g3l
Attr_Type varchar E}<] Oper_Para varchar Al W AE
Attr_Stereotype varchar 2 2] ek}l Oper_Visibility int FHAA MR
Class_ID int F-K Oper_stereotype varchar e ekl
Attr_Info varchar 71el A8 Class_ID int F-K

(¢) Attribute | Oper_Info varchar 7leb AR

(d) Operation

ol & 9l A+
Relationship_ID int P-K
Super_Class int F-K
Sub_Class int F-K
Relationship int A B
Relationship_Info varchar 7iek Ax
Super_multi char b A
Sub_multi char
Super_Rolename varchar aary EA
Sub_Rolename varchar

(e) Relationship

a9 6 e~ tholojadel A3 AL AY dolEHuolx Hol® Tx
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I 29 e FEE AU Fes tolojaR e zzbe] THerSe EXNe 1de}
of 29 63 2e vlolEuelx HlolES HART 1Y 69 (a)s Zayx
= AZs7] % HelERA, g2 dojojade 243 A4 (Diagram_Owner)sh
&7 5 (Allow_Others)& ztE R=7 ot ALEAE thololadle AAME 29 x4
X

of A4 BT ohe Aol HYW T BAL AAT & Y. Y AEA} Ao

O}

2 9493tE H H(Diagram_Info)E F713to 2 M olF e T84S =9 4 5=
sttt 2" 69 (e Zdl2e HRE AFsE gHolZolth A% tolojade Az
7l(foreign key)Z A3t} FR g tlolEe UHG ndo] L) FYPAs A
T 3w ¥ Astd AR HE(StartX, StartY)eh AHEAVF JFsE Zys HAn
(Class_Info)& Aggezs Ee2 olF 99 7 RS ALgsio] UG £ gz
ok 2 69 (@) (dE FAlx R 43 A4S AFEE HolZazy 1Y 69
(b) Class Hol&2 7]E7)(primary key)$) Class_IDE& & Z3se] A= 28 69 (o)
€ Uy dEFelzst e Bd 94 7t BAE AFeE HolBzA, A% o
Ee| AT FAQY
7

¥ Z#29 oA (multiplicity)olvt <& (role name)& Q@3 g
o]

Foll AbgET

deole] Fefa tdolojadlel o]Fo] FolHL uw, dolg w2l SQL(Structured
Query Language)S AH&3te] Z2j tholojaild g zAsich dlo|glulo)Ael zF g o]
ojo] 1 Hol gl A& AT 2

o2 gt 258 Fhoc Qdslelage AT GLe 7 Fas YRy
2

Holx kol BAES 1Y

£487 AUEL BNV, o 7 2As @ o

k. Zehx tolojad 9o Hu Z Fax dolojzel tated ALEA AW 4
A ARy Foay £4 wx el olgoz AAsts A¢E WA Ax¥ Fea
celolaRel AHAE FE% F 9o BUL Heu)
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S gaste FPL 7w Aold A%e AV YRS Ta2 goldade T4
= AA A .47 Ha, AZfEA ztzbe dHolEd dolE st At A e
YHE Feh2 tolojade olEL JlFer d9n, 29L AN FHA thojoj o)
Hr
begin
{
Sdiagram_name = input_diagram_name(); /Bl Thelojifllel o) B2 ALEA 9
if {(diagram_save == TRUE) /FEls thojo] iy A 7‘“’] H
{
while (not class_name_set_empty(}) // $class_name®] NULLY wi7}tx)
{
insert_class_name(3class_name, $diagram_name); // Z2 o)& 2 ##gH Y [JF
while (not attribute_list_empty(}) /8 FeAls WEe 4 EF(attribute list) # 3
insert_attribute_name($attribute_name, $class_name);
while (not operation_list_empty(}) /A FAs R @4 5 F(operation list) A
insert_operation_name(Soperation_name, Sclass_name);
if (relationship_seek()) /@A choloi iy Ul Qi BEE #A HA, A%
insert_relationship{$ret_class_name, $class_name, $diagram_name);
}
}
else if (diagram_search == TRUE) /AL theloligl el
{
$class_name(] = select_all_class($diagram_name); // 4249 ZE ZFd29 <EHx AA
for each $class_name // Zzrel g 2ze uslo
{
select_all_attribute($class_name); Noad & A
select_all_operation($class_name); g AN A
)
select_all_relationship($diagram_name); /g oA A

}

end

Y 72 B =RolAd AN $¥e TEG A2dd A4 £8E(flowchart)ol o
UMLS Ze2 ttololaylg #AF doldulolzg Agsr] Ag Axde 53Es
BAY dole ol 22 RY Fax tolojad YRE P
o Eehz tholoja@el metg fAskel AgA 239 Bl Bas
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WMo HE? B == e |
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1 Yes v : S ou AX 9
- e vevy ' No
. 1 Y Yes i
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: 1 No
— — Y
z i 2 ;
() B2 CHOIOIDY KT 8BS (b) a4 Cloloind 24 58T
a9 7. 292 dojojaW A% 2 AN sET
42 N2 4
2 E=EolA At HHE FHEE Y] Ystd BAFE dolEulolagE Microsoft

3

SQL Server 7.0& AMgslgia, 2

A2 Visual C++ 6.0& AL 839t

ODBC(Open Database Connectivity)E %34 dlo]ejulo]x9l AZAsn ENHA
(transaction)& A 2]3}7] w &l @AY dolgulo]Ar) vAEs 2= ODBCY 4AE

A
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a2 82 & =EolA FEE AN="E AEste] BdEg £ &6k Ak v RA
) e FUEHSE dA SHl2 thojojade|tt Falx “Sensor’9 9 FaAlxz
T AojEE Xt FIYA  “Hurdle_Sensor’$} LHAZE gAe FPgx
“Line_Sensor’7} gt} o] ¥ Fd 2= “Controller” Falat A= FAHE AUm ZFof

A

EN AZE g§A3d Fd = “Controller’2 ©4 W E& BuUlE 988 34 99 o
2l “Controller” 2 2E Z42he] Apee] DAl whebA AX &

Z e~ “Controller” & %Eﬂi “Motor”, “Display”, “Monitoring” %= 4% #AE XYx
2t} “Controller’ ¢} “Monitoring” ZF 229 @AANA zHzH9 Z A (multiplicity )&
“La” f17olth &, dA st ol el £wk 2 T 3ol Alzd"o] &4
Sgote AL U3tk “Controller” S22 WRdE ] 92 HE, 242 9z A8,
UEldl= £A43 Mg Bt ZelE €4, =2

7‘jl-

o
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FRE B 5+, £ 5
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4.3 71E A= 3e vlu

Algbet Alz8le UMLE Abgste] AAld 293 ARE g5 AREAE] 2ARL
02 FHEtY MA FFLE Hold F UAEEFE 7] A 7€ Bd AF A=d
o] obd FAE dlojEHio]2E AMRIEE UG 7IEY Y AY A2dE AR
3 91+ Roset Plastice UMLOIA A gts ZE tholoj1lg APt don, &F
87 43S NAAY At Ed3 JEE THE F ok dFol AT X 1
£ Rose, Plastic 28] #A|¢ts A|28S 7]53Q HoA BlEste Yot

E 1712 Azus AL Azdse ua

“

. Al 2 ]
A Rose PLASTIC A2k Al el
2149 golo oy 9 8 1
=38 A4 O O X
A58 A4 O @) X
dlelEfwo] 2 A Y X X O
AT BR TR X X O

o
i
s
Ne,
"
B
o
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1)
E-)

UMLE 718 ohd Alzd flg $Ue2se sue B2 $38 Aol 59, &
Zegol Alzge HA, A% ¢ AAHez AYsde =LY dojol. og
UMLZ A28 2959 583 48% fdds 29SS ¥t Asn B
g "Badol Yok HaA B =Mt UML 2d2 tololaae Adan 7 4s)
A% BAY doleuolsE AASAT, Fsts WEE ALSATH ALF B
wep Ry HAug dolguolastgozs Waksn gk AFY BAF AL Py

WEA AT & otk 8 05 AT AAG FAT & UEE 2dY Fw

& FPATE dE JAT F U

we AH8AE s

o

E TRz AA e a§
2 IR
ol Alzdlo w2 e £ 3

2l
I
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T3t B =FolA Aohd wiyo] AZEY o £E3Hforward engineering)
(reverse engineering) 78S E=sle] Zdalo] & 2y d48 &
e Holth, Ed B4 830 AZEo] MBS XY = JEE o}
LEZ AAdE 22E9 O0DB(Object Oriented Database)Z9] A& ¥ T 7fakst
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