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Fo ik PR 69 F T~ SREEET T 5 3r B SRIGE T F 6
EB o URFHEIFEEFPEFBEEFTHTAE
HAf T ARG BB - AT R R 45
M T A BE L (1) BB T SRR
M EDRE SR FEERGBRH BEG— BN
1B RAIBE S FREERHERGG G LR (2) B
BTG R TR T TERRGF TGS
R B F BB R 69—t LR — B P 89— F
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M5t : B TAERAE - Bk E sk
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B2 40 B 4 % (knowledge-based system) & 3% ik

Bt s ATHEAKOTRENRGY  oBE A

Yt Br3E (verification) #4 H 24 [113] - #&

L BB AANBBETREELALEYHRR

(knowledge level) [4,5,15,20] o 038 /& R 69503 R AR

Hka B PeyE4H (redundancy) ~ F /& (conflict) RAE

2 (circularity) % #9&5HIE 35 - AL 4 9 BRI AT

BBk fo b A ARG T EREE

1 E £ B L L (tequirements sp ecification level)

R EEIOWE RS

AEEARBRIERIOBREALOHRERTNS

e

(1) B35 E RABTREB B RLEE R 0BE RS
B A R4 H 6935 Z 4438 (semantic error) ©

(D) AP RBLALBARFRAE S —FERM
B BRESROSEATEEREMAERA
Wty BN EBRAGMEA -

(3) AR ERABBRL  WEBEHRALE
BBl MAMARG N MARRY
BRGLAESIEERINERMAR LW -

(4) Sasmbo i B A AT RRLTURRMERR
BERESERGTHMEE REGRSEHESE
4 FERBRIMBRY ST LSRR RER
A e

Tsai [19] Bt & Slage [16] S5 & 4 S0 &
HEBRANE JNET—ETRENEERRE > EEH
RHEETERRIBELALH  FERBNERLE-F
# > Chandrasekaran R# % L E @A A LR HEA LT
e & (task structures) 1 & — by MR FoE R a
S B A 4[2,17,18) c TIE&M R B IIE (task) ~ F ik
(method) B F T4k (subtask) &9MHik&SHrma R @ K
S22k IRBHEIR (refinement) & F X R LS BB
RHPATE oo THGR  BEFEAMAFRYE—
1B EH (formal) 855 X REBELBE R AN TR
Fogy BRAT B o
FAM B 4242 & — BRI T RS
AT OANEABAH BT AT THFLHRE
Mibafedgil [10,12] - RAIYF EHTRF B TAFH
— Ao A RIER R AR R AREFE R R
BB Fk - Hitd TS EmEanE RRSRR A
BrHEEAEI T TULE— R PRAERRBZME
IR (refine) o8y - wBE [911) P s
o RAGFERBTHSER TEFRREBRE
BB ERBEARAETAAL
® A T RE— AN e i 5 AR
R BGRR R T BRI -

® #i (soft) Rt (rigid) MH4rei £ R TR
JiiF & (conflict) &3zhacRit -

® TifikAE& T~ (Task State Expressions » TSE)
FRAEF ShH 3 TR A3 Bl R Fo B 4a 2 f] &)
E#1 - BIsF o TUARBMEBETHRBEAR
YGoh e R 2 M ey — B -

© AR (state model) MK BH ML
BITE BB G o LAREEA TR & TS
o TREBMARBERE T/ES A o o
Bapb THEEDY » AHBRFEHE R APAT
Ak Rt b B e R FRAH RTH
é{] °

AEXEBREELERANGRRLE  ERATHE
& (task structures) fifasodiBE 44 REMASG
FE ik R 4885 (high-level Petri nets) FiBa3Esb T IE &5
%o HRRRAEEE ~ERNCHLEFRESHNGH
BITE CEERAGREENTURBER KOLEH
FoB T @ ERMSTET  BEHEASGHR
LmufilisBERaRkRS (D) CHRELAE
BEEFX AN EERANER LB TSR
) CRFEEEN  EUNBBIFSENHET
B 0B (3) THEHEIVAN FONEE RRER
% LB TR -

LIS HA%RET R KRAMNBSERIAN%
SRR AT PR AR
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D &8 HE A BB (model
specifications) : & & FR47% 2 ZE % (constraint
satisfaction algorithm) H 44 & M 4]@% e — 2%
& 34 A R R E 7k (constraint relaxation
method) REERFIZREGEHER -

(D& % = & o 2 F B % (process
specifications) : F) f T4 (reachability) & 4%
Ak (specificity) » RigE F EFER M6 — Bt
UER—EER N —3 -

=~ &R

IAREHA DI - Hik - RAF /RS Ema
AL BRI - LR FHIR (refinement) &9 F X Ra
BEBBRATHE oM - RACRE T—BERY
IASHETHX  TUERER TESHBiBak
W R A RS R G AT A[10,12] - AI/ELBR
Hash kBB 7 AR B ORBEGAER B RS
BRI - AR A KO REE  HEFRS
ABEA AN EEY 240 HEEETURBAREY
ARE AABEA (domain model ) #5 WARAA BT B
o TR Z P9 M 1h o ARABHA (state model) BY
WBLAREARE - 248 HHETHHBLEHH
(D ERAREHLERBE -~ Bzt (2)
AR &R Tk (TSE) R#GHF 46945 04
FoF XM ZE MG > TR % %2478 TSE
BRGEEFITURESLH AR HEE (1) BAE
F 1 64E follow (2% % 57) L immediately follow (4%
RTEETF (2) »%EH © @45 selectional ~ optional
WK condition a EHEF(V'EF)(3) EHEHE
iteration (BA“*” & F)EHF o RSB FREIRR
BTIRSEENT R BAERSH LPB B EEAIR
AR AR RERECMTAET—BRRE—FibEE
BHEHmeyig -

B— -~ TEESEOHETE
B-Brrr&#Bves TSE SEFHRBAR
FeFEMSTFIEBACZMAMALIESZHE®E
B Oy ¥ XEBEREAF H Myt F TR 6B % B 6]
HEHFRLEL H6 UE O RESLEESBER
(4oBDVBE) - EXRAMBEEA  (DEAMELRLE
ETXEWB(F Q) - QEANGGRF R FL
MG (F -+ BG) - M4 F &2 B £ global
interaction (M E R ET) B AIHELEFEFRSE I

Bl o BAGMGTUR followEFEFEFEF;G) -

BT & FRER RIUSOAR [20] ¢4 E4E

B BHR\IELSHHEBELEH

RI/SOAR #F# Rl ## (configuration) Tk
unibus BEHFHE - EHHIF P HEITESEBBEL
1E R # & - configure modules # configure a
module ° configure modules TAEZ 55 » £ Ll 42
TEE3HEAF » BT EEHHNF F 65 modules ] B 3765
backplane _E > Z77 £ldy F2E 4 F i M5 FLHER
£ 8% configure modules 3 T4 (1) configure a
module TAF » F#H 4 B 5769 module # 7/ 8 585
backplane _E - (2) obtain the next module L4F » 4
HBERIEGINESF B I E B module &6 F — 4
module ° & B 37 49 module # ## A 8 B &5
backplane &f & Aodfi T #2677 4% 690 F— 14438 -
— M EFE L IRTIE B TG T B
& obtain the next module T4F +» B A5 #FISAHE
B89 module BN F > FaEEH EBR T —H
module © E]8F » —BESESIH bbb BF5 L » B4
HEHNT — 18 module = 5f + B4 find a
backplane suitable for the current module T AF o F 47/
P LifFo G h R B =~ B = - R A

Task: Configure-Module
© Model Specification:
—Domain Model:
module’s power drawn, room for current
module in the backplane.
— State Model:
* A moduled backplane is a backplane that (1)
has as many as possible been placed in, and
(2) satisfies the constrained of maintainin
the optimal ordering of modules that are
configured into the backplane.
© Process Specification:
—Precondition: There exists a current backplane,
and a sequence of unconfigured modules.
—Protection: The optimal ordering of modules
should be maintained (inherited)
—Postcondition:
#(rigid) The chosen backplane is a module
backplane.

B = ~ L4k Configure-Modules

Method:
® Parent Task: Configure-Modules
@ Guard Condition: TRUE
© Subtasks:

— Ty:Configure-A-Module

— T;:Obtain-The-Next-Module .

& TSE: (T],(ﬁ]/\ﬁz)Tzv—l(ﬁl/\ﬁz)Tex )*

— Bi’The current module is compatible with the
current backplane and is configured into the .
backplane.

— BxThere exists a remaining unconfigured
module.

B = - 4% Configure-Modules &% &

CERAERRERB AR TS

SR AA6,7,141 50 BRGEBAEAGE SR &
M FEH 26 % place Fo transitio 3 dy arc B EIBEIEL -
% token & place (MER £7) RIEAKLGKE * @
transition (LAAEF £ ) &9 (fire) Bl R EM A Y
#4518 place 3T L4454 3118 token » 7 418 token
#R %% & token color & {4 - transition tabl 35 & 4k token

i
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Task: Configure-A-Module
@ Model Specification:
—Domain Medel: module’s unibus load, module’s
pin type.
—State Model:
# A current module is said to be compatible with
the current backplane if
1. The current module’s unibus load is less
or equal to the unibus load left.
2. The current module’s pin type is the same
as the current backplane’s pin type.
3. The current module is akmcll and th
backplane is either 4 slot or 9 slot.
4, There is enough room for the curren
module in the backplane.
@ Process Specification:
—Precondition: There exists a current module, an
a current backplane.
—Protection: The optimal ordering of modules
should be maintained (inherited)
—Postcondition:
* (rigid)

1. Bi:The current module is compatible with
the current backplane and is configured
into the current backplane. Or,

2. —f1:The current module is not compatible
with the current backplane and the curren
backplane is a moduled backplane.

—TSE: (Ty;—p1T3) (T3
Find-A-Backplane-Suitable-For-Current-Module]

B w + 4% Configure-A-Module

color B H 24§ &#¢ transitio & input place %P3 /v
transition #j output place o transitio & % & Zk At &

(enabled) 4% &% transitio #3418 inimt place #i¥HE 2
# token i B .58 &4 token colore —18 4 AE &) transition
T LAk 805 o transition &5 305 & 35 2 AE 49 token color £
input place ¥ #F » 342 output place fu A EFE &) token
colore 72 Fiy 7 place F token #4944 ik R34 %% % marking®
Initial marking (Mp) X &4k & o —1B8 LA transition
B SRR W T token g9 (TRBF » BLER
) — BB gt —i$ e making - wREL
— i B BT 243 Mo 348 A Moo B marking M, #0555
T 3%, 3% &9 (reachable) + o7 i& 4% [ (reachability graph) &8
A B ¥T # 8 T 46.3% marking -

The Transition Table :

P P,
| <z (if y2)| | vz

where (1) n, v, and z are variables, and (2) 4, b, and ¢ ave constants.

Py ||P:

BE - S RRA%

MEL—EEBRARABHHF - LFDOP Py
B P32 place » (2) <b » a>» <b» ¢>» <a » c>5& place Py
#) token color + (3) t; * iy & transition » (4) t; 49 transition
table &5 £ 3353k € #8 Py 5P 4k token color My 5 548

3% & 38 S & token color #| P, » (5) to &Y transition wable
A Pa 7Pk token color + LAR I uFib token
color | Py » (6) t, 5 — 1B B 851 - #745 marking Mo &
[Py(<b »a> <b o> <arc>)] » HiB— B ERMA{blx
aly clzjz %y BB » B A PiH RSy ioken %
B & s token color (Bf<b » a> 1 <b » c>)

% B & 2 8 % R 483 (hierarchical colored Petri
nets)[6,71 42 44 5 £ iy & X £ # © substitution of
transition - substitution of place ~ invocation of transition »
fusion of place £t & fusion of transition » substitution of
transition A ZE BN~ EHBERNE CRRALR
Buit — 18 transition B ¥ arc + do gk » T AR A — B A
imth R L BR4X 49 transition  substitution of place
A% A — BB 3% fe ) T AL FA, place « invocation of
transition f#F4BAX transition &#)-F 45 T A AL 8
transition » fusion of place .24k F & #4 di — B¥ place %
[E] — 18 place © 48 [} 3. » fusion of transiti o A, 345 H 44
H—2E4a ) & transition o 8% 44 &4 ik R 494 (timed Petri
nets) #¢, 3 place #o transitio 7 3£ B 85 R o ZE VB ¥R
F B AR 6k R B P BE transitic  FRTT AR
B -

HRRREB AR SEEAGEE BSRAREL
e Bl M R R W% - RHRR - —EHRE
transition & $cE T AR EL T/ SE T TAERBATH
gk EEE Y —i% $ wansitio &VMEHEMIE TSE ¥4
THeAF| (task sequence) - A + 4B A B R AL
RETIESES NAREEZAMASHHRR

® T4 (task) ~ F ik (method) ~ Fo TVE AR (task

decomposition) £ MBS R T LB HERT
% LAk S HRERRMEBFT - VT EHRE
WA A&k refline Aoy T1F - FLE R E
EABETESHE -
® kA (state model) & Y AR REMR oYL
A o FBRPI B R 0 TIRET UM E -
dREBA 6y B R R R kL AR RS
B @ % s % R (satisfaction) B B
(relaxation) #4935 & -
© THEHPHIERZBTSERBLERAND
BiTh AEMRAEBRET TSE® A&
18 P2 78 B AR i < follo wik B F # immediately
followiE & F &4 £ %) » 4 selectiona $Z conditional
EEFPAALEROEA AR iteratio niEHF
R 1E :
A T R T E SRR R A
ETEHT — BT R A — B ik - 3
B precondition ~ protection ~ v postconditi 0 B
T BTRERERBOES RNTUMN ASRERE
s & transition R IAE (354 task transition) » H
¢ input place B output place 4 Bl E T 4F &
precondition #» postconditione 4§ # protection A& input
place & output place o478 i 3L B % protectio &RAE

##% 24 44 & - task transition (L‘,L@%ﬁ:) TaReIBEEFL
HITAHOFTEAGBER BRAHKEB IR refine

2 .

[
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B~ A0

RAFRA PSR X% &% R8[6,7]F &9 substitution
of transiti 0 RAFLALM T T/ HReBA - —
task iransition &5 540 B <ATF o 2B B 5@ F 84 task
transition 4 »t; % &8 input place (P, #2 P,) & &8 output
place (P3 & P,) - task transition t, 5] gy [ » =b)FFmk
IR RAE 2 A2+ K P R A3 wansition t, E B AL R
124 1 A7 A &9 input place » 42 transition i3 & A R
3 1 P A &) output place » #4-k # refine 37, »
A8 place B 47 802 /A 44548 F) - 1848 balancing #9#%
T ABEAR AR 69 task transiti o Fo ¥ 89 F 485 2 1%
H—Eb o o sk o HEAREY task transitio nTT AR 2 & —
BRET > ®FEL R &5 4o 7 % 5 B #) parent task
HagF -

@ - ()
Oy ~O
Py B8 c Py

()

@

Bt~ 58 (2 Task Transition (b) A &) 45-#2
(C)CQ’J M (D Des AR

m@~¢%iﬁ%ﬁ%ﬂr?%ﬁﬁﬁ~@mﬁ
transition £ ZFL/E A (RBRE@) - SNIHATEHE
9% % M R refine » #f 8 #9 task transition €3k A2
—Bés A HBEFIHE B P C 785 (AB+
(b)) 3% - task transition C € &y M, refine 3 &54- D 4o
E &) F@s MR (RB+()) - &% - task transition
SRR EAEF-GHBYFES (BB W) -
Bigr ek A FR(TSE)H R Z 5 Emn
TSERERATXAGFA  TURBFEERARE B
TREAS TSE BB Sk LM% - #4946 TSE v oy
VEFZ# 5 — % transition #9345 » %18 transition #
HERENR—BIEOBRRT - R — PREDIERS
FEk AL 4T TSE 4938 H F - 44 » follo wig B F
# immediately foll o EHEFH LR ThEBBMHRE
o #— 18K 2 B ek ¢y task transitio % % -+ transition
GV I — B R - AT followiE 5 Fx 44 89
Tk transitio FiEEHER > M immediately follo EE
FRIZA - B BER\BATUdF/E &4 (conflict

structure) REE - ARBBBHF BB P $ L b —
8B AL & transition F443405 8% - token SR 4B A R B Ak
# —18 transition * B ¢k » selectional EH F T Uz
— BT EEHRAETFHEE - £ conditiona EEF
815 MBS BB, T RE Y token color Rk
77 * %o 3R place P % —18 token color B+ B] E, &} transition
table € EAE Ei° % —F & ho R P 44 By E, # transition
table € 248 E; © /& optiona SEHE F&BE AP » F & E 3
A —ME%E (dummy) &) transition €3 3L5 o Iteratio nig
BEF Tty — 1/ self-loop transition @ & &) #4555
%A —18 token color AL E F 454 o 4o place P
% — 18 token color B task transition E & 3t 5 % fo—
18 %7 & token color % place P+ B — # & » 4u £ P E-p
RIACHMERLH - Aok RS R T &R
EHREREEL -

TSE Opcrators Syntax In High-Level Petri Nets
Enmediately
Follow (T, T)
Follow (T Ty
Setectional [CIRVY)
Conditional B1g1 \ Bata)
Optional [s]
hesation | (Be)*

R TSERHFREMRRBERGHE

REA LTS (RER—) B— O TIESBTH
BB -Eh AHFEM G TSERBC) 2
# immediately foll o & Fey¥wk T A B £(b) - &
R C 8% % Myt & (BiIDVSE)) » 4845 conditional
FHF T #%, task transition C &) FRB(BE +(0) - &
# D& F % MsFoF 4 TSE th4a.4 (LR (B(F B,G:
B)") » 4R 3% iteration + conditional ~ #v follo wiEH F &
3% p B () F task transition &9 F 495 o
CHRHNALHRESHRE MY
EIERT  REHD Z AR EOED - ZBR
HEHR  TARET IS - Db SR BRAT
o R EIE RIS - BB — b2 5] 0555 2 4
AR SPTHRB.8]) - G4 L - BAVEB T AT R —
BEYESF— B (predicate) £L5rras L ¥4
BERBLATUABENELRAEBLME Y
predicate 4£ A3 P > K414 B A4 % — 18 transition
B HE# i place » &£ +(1)4548 input place EF—1EY
3% > (2)input place # 4y token color RECERS S
14 + (3) transition table & 3 — B3 » (A output place
A \— 18 token color R FHH SR EE L
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B~ RAERGSPERLMBRTT X

o AT HRAFTT B R & PSR R AR ETR
A e R AL o 2 b F TR A (unary) 7T LR TR
transition t; > H  t ey RERBBRGFE - A
% input place P; % 4k #Y token color » R#]4 €%
R » ¥4 output place P; s/mA. token color o 48 B ¢
transition t, fo t3 & 7 = 7t(binary)Fo = 7T (ternary) & R
#] o transition 4 A~ — AR B F EFZBRH 1t ~
ty Fo t304u & Py~Pgfo Po F 7K & token color(4rn sk & 3R,
ZAARBI B 8% R) oty UK E sm A token color 3
Pio o AR » AT Ak ik B P ib B R R84
R o

# /& RUSOAR &9 F(RB = Z#m)
Configure-Modules T4 A B 7 » £ ¥ ()T 4E
Configure-Modules = 24 % -7 gy, task transitiont; - (2)
precondition ® input place Py o P3 R » (3)
postconditi 0 d output place Py -4l - (4) protectio &
Bl 8% % t, & input place #v output place & P, it o
Configure-Modules & # # & (T1 (BT
VABABYT) » T4 Tyt TSE &(T: Ty » &
T sARAE T, o484 48 TSE A3 72489 TSE ©
(Ty » (BiABYT: v=(BiABITe) 3 —BiTy) = B i
Configure-Modules T tligi§ 69 TSE 4B+ - B
+ # & Configure-A-Module (Bp ts)7T £ i —FRETEH
AR PHRHNBERIBARE T ) EP Tk
BEYPHRE 123 o 4 (RBEE)THRER

transition tyy ~ tiz ~ ti3Fe tyy ©

&

<5,t,u,v>

Current-Backplane

Moduled-Backptane
SWX Y 6T
W XY 22>
T X3 Ya s
Task: Configure-Modules
Module
The Transition Tablz of ty:
Py Py Pa P, Py

| SELUND @ WAy, Y LW X Yo 2 Wa X Ya e | | @ °|

where s, t, 0, v, Wy, Xy, ¥4y Z3 Wy Koo You 220 W, X3 Y3, 80 75 272 variables.

B #. - Configure-Modules T4E &) &Rk L@ T H A

M~ MG EE

EriBolBE AN ERARTURAMARETEL
SR TR RPEASRSTL - FNRM
BB LOBBARGREBOAA - ERAGREREE
BARABRBEIALSHITRER L (1) S8 T/A6SHEIN
#oBARBSRAFEEE 8] MEERMENH—
o EAERRMHAETE B CERFERSFER
RE (2) BRI EEFRE RIESHERREELGT
B [1,14] R EaEs [10] SR BERE
PR —BiE - NTARFRHG R, Mk
SHIEEEHTAMBET  —REE—BIH4 &
Bl H e TR MM R R AL -

FBEEZDEBRLAUBEIHERAET &5
LEET &BAIRE

@ET FrREHRMBILRHLEE -

OREEERAGHRE  — B — BB ILRAHIE -

OEBEORFBEFERILERGERF AL — L
RBAE A REIRE T R G REER G RA -

2.5% T 4B RIS

(A Sk Rt ey T (reachabilit ) - Atk
BTHRARABAGE TOHFTREES T HAF
sE)Fe ik P 8 F T4 25598 T &) precondition
HRILET -

(e R4 (specificity) » tdt TAF T ahRFMR
AR TOF RS THTFH R EHTFL
ez —EiEHE -

DT 9 FFEHAMBREHELAL T &
preconditio 3B ELE HHFE -

(2)T & protectio A F e T FriFER -

OT Y FF B EREHALLAL T &
postconditio EEE L E AT o

The Transiion Tobles:
[ Py | [ P
';:l <atuy> @ WMV\A*W:J?YWKWJ&VJ?U <LV © W FRIP IV 2 U Yol @ |

PP By [ [XE A | IO Po Py [] Py P
e o e [y 0 o] e wner o [ wave n] [k |0 ]

Py P, Pa Py

A LN | N
<gtuv> <wtyrifussedyrlnell snd zgv) | By <s-wiwwz ‘73
iy <ardv> <wrkme N z>(f ves end 2<v) By <ewitdv-r>
<t9v> <l {if wer end v} By swtIv-r> P |l P
< luv> <way{if vot) s F el B || @
<ty WYL ) f  F b
<stuv>{ifu74 und 09} <wrxkmel) > il F [l p,
<aruy> <wry{if £v) B F I
‘ oo ]

where (1) 3,4, u, v, %, 2, v, 20d z &re varizbles, and
(D E.laustt, By, 1 Py ond 1P, arc constznte.

B+ ~ T4k Configure-Modules &4 4% B
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The Trensiinn Tabtet: B Py []Pa P PPt PP Py P *, Ty P
e e I I R Y I =

s wiits>)|| P U afifery)

N o | WA

| ==F

l.e= P,

Py Lo Py, Pu
e [ tysamet| o [epef v itz [| ve | bl 68527 s ofitee B bR || B <stuw>
4 et 4 v iy || F F t v vk F
et 9 s E v E
F
F

9 u ¥ Py
aife ) kel

¥ s ¢ F v
Ve (0 a, v w27, 54 e i, and s Flw
(2)F, kme W, i, esd -8, 2re constants,

B+ — ~ T4k Configure-A-Module &) 5 A2 B

ABFEBRARAS

BB ARG EBARBGBE Co Bl CoRT)RL
{3,12] - BRHNBBEGIEEBRIE—B —BIHEL - T
DR R EAE R Z M6 — B - RIVERIET I =2
AR 3 PR 488K (1) 4% 4518 FR ] 48 4% B — {8 transition
()55 AR B — B REFFE 69 FRH B B ehig
R Fo(3) 4§ R B84 A — 18 transition + & input
place & #f % M4/ transitio 49 output place o % % &4 FE. %]
(M CokTR)E TN AR RS0 o o
REFHE 6 CRBFRBE S 2 A Ca(te G35 R3]
FTHRARBREY » REB— R ERHBEG — 2
Mo REE TR —BGER  CERARBAERFE
MR IRBIBIRE - EPAH S RFI LR MRBE
M A TRH LT o A RGEB HBRERTRT °

ERGPERABBEE TR ERER T
ARA) %R G A e R AR A — 18 transitio R A&
A places £ ¥ (1)4-18 input place %% —18 £ 3¢ (2)input
place 32 4&4 token color X% &% 344 » (3) transition
table # i —18 predicate » (4)4& output place ¥ fuA—1@
token color 4%k % 2 — AR %] & predicate » AL » R4
435 <T Al —18 transitio R &% » 118 transitio i input
place & #7 & F 4| transitio 4y output place » Marking M
BAHBR—EARMEBCNZ BEF MTUHBECNH
BXREhn$B#E0% F £5)8 CN $94=—4{8 output
place o 3k AR » MH) 48 R H JL A7 H & input place £}
Bl 84 JE#E & token color B A €% 2 - M B+ R4
BCNBH—BE R L E P FLA—BTEATERE
RHBRCN-

£ & RISOAR ¢35 F(RB+—) © 8T M B
+ =P o B3 4% Configure-A-Module(ts)#5 ik 48
B BAREXFTELHF B o N ERERIBL
BB s WETEMR PATAE TULE o 8
marking + £ BARTE o $9AT AR T My~ My > My~
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