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A Study on Test Case Generation and Visualization based on Message
Sequence Diagram Using Meta Model and Model Transformation
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Message Sequence Cause Effect Diagram
Diagram Metamodel .

Declsion Table
Metamodel

Test Case
Metamodel

b

=

AZESAE 2d 78 7 2(MDD)ET ol 2
HAEMDDE B2 A7 oA Yk 2de
1 oo AALS 5T wWE g A FES
17] 2ot} A4 duig= Ade wl wEA ARt
RS g7 g} g ZRE L dulel=g B

7]

¢
yd

rir & d% (Bl
ol

g< wolxz k. zEA ok ERF % tulelx
281 AFERIEY s a7 # AdErle gE A
Aol 2HPM ALEAEY o 875 BEI] A
)] Zaslch dga AT ofE IHFH
Ao AZ ALe SJME 22 7wkl §2E 7|8 HE
o] Wgsir}t ay REvjdshgd #e AT Hs 22
Ju glaEd #E AFE $Fh 1A ZEiEe
23 276 fAR] AAx tholojad 7|vke] RARATY
2 =3 XMIFEEle g2EA A 5 AL °1E Dot
A3YEES ARdlS 7HAEE o ARIETE AEAE
A17 2Ll grEF 0|2 F52& RAFHLIRL

*

s

ABEgEEMZE T ADEYOBEHATH

El

Zolryst

St e = v A
L s e - oy Gy z ‘
} (ﬁ o o
=

:E— Tz,» =15

A 1]
o S’le’;-s:r?z‘: /N Cause Effect
Diagram Diagram

Decision Table
. Diagram

211 R Al 7l A HaEAels A AR R

OMGolH Aokst 7128 UML #WAA Alf2 ool
o e ST Sasa Ags) ojze ed
gtk =@ 2¥e =7 HMEMA OMGS UML A
A2 TholojaAE A EHA R W) o] & Al T
QEE WA AA= Teloi1dy Hgrde AARIE
49 1& A AE HaEAclA Ay A% AFAUF

50 -

M we I\

EREE e OR

M > an O ol



20148 BRRIEAYSEAHS SHHE0S =27

(i |

\E
o
sy =
£ o z7=dd retR g dis) e ek Ao 7 verd 4B B c D
i : _ _ 1 [TC_ID__|PRE_CONDITION CONDITION RESULT
I oz3 1= &= pd 2 2dHsay] g o]FP2e ATLAY 2 ¢ input_1=F input_2=F inpui_3=F inpul_4=F AND output_1=F
el = N & g 3 TC2 input_1=F input_2=F input_3=F.input_4=T AND output_1=F
¥ : L = B 2 ! = i =i / - &
_5 = #RA = d =2 Ao 5-]. 4 TC3 input_1=F,input_2=F input_3=T,input_4=F AND output_1=F
i = iy 05]'0% =g 732 ZATHH3N4L 5 TC4 input_1=F,input_2=F input_3=T,input 4=T AND output_1=F
, - 6 TCS input_1=F input_2=T,inpul_3=F input_4=F AND output_1=F
; 7 TCH input_1=F,input_2=T,input_3=F input_4=T AND output_1=F
8 1C7 input_1=F input_2=T input_3=T,input_4=F AND output_1=F
I, Al | s TC8 input_1=F,input_2=T,input_3=T input_4=T AND output_1=F
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