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Abstract Tabular notations are both readable and convenient. They allow representing the specifications of systems in a
very compact and precise manner. They also make checking such important properties as consistency and completeness
natural and relatively easy. In the past 30 years, tabular notations have been successfully applied in several safety-critical
software systems. This paper presented a fairly comprehensive survey comprising three variants of tabular notations.
The paper analyzed and compared all these three variants of tabular notation in details. Moreover, the paper discussed
the challenges behind using tabular notations to derive an implementation of a working real-time system and presented
some solutions. Finally it also attempted to help the reader navigate the vast literature in the field, to highlight differ-

ences and similarities between variants,and to reveal research trends and promising avenues for future exploration.
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