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Abstract: Model-Checking is a formal verified technique to check on whether a computing model, by searching
the model state spaces, satisfies a given property described by an appropriate temporal logic. The main drawback of
model checking, the explosion problem of state spaces, is mainly caused by concurrence and the interleaving
semantics used to represent any sequences of possible actions. In this paper, the correlative model-checking theory
and techniques based on Petri Nets are investigated in detailed, especially about the following problems, i.e. partial
order reduction and partial order semantics techniques based on the state reachability graph, Buchi automata method,
state cohesion method based on Petri Nets, and symbolic and parametriesed model-checking techniques based on
system symmetries. Moreover, the key idea and our main researching work in the future are listed. With the gradual
improvement of reducing techniques of state space and optimization of model-checking algorithm, model-checking
technique has been successfully applied to verify communication protocols and complex hardware logic circuits,
and also takes on a wide application prospect in other fields.
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B Fk BT Petri MK ARAEUBRE T £ Gat R o R B A S AR MM AR S48 T AR S
BR KT B AT AR TAE AR A MR 812 Wil A B A A G2 89 3oL 5 AR R B AR 2h 5L A 5T LR
F EFR IR 25 5 18] T A R A AR A e ) ok 64 TR AR AL, 3 S B ATRAL T 2 8 R R AT R

KA r R B Petri R A R 19 AR A A

P EES %S TP301 CEKARIRED: A

ORI 56 T 2 G0 1 S0 () STVR AN 7 vk e BRI T — A 5 M 1) 2R 0 e 1 6 AT A3 R DR
25 (A 2R 1A 7 RS — A 405 7 () o SR A 7 3 AL R P I e 3 A 2 s (s S Je P el T B 2R e D )
T3 AR AT BRSO R 5 1) 50 0E A5 D7 TV AR T 0 i VA AR AR 2 T2 R O B B T SELEE £
J3E (R v AN 3 1) AN W D00 A0 A PRSI0 £ 7 3 JR 7 2 0 I T i 5.

L5 BRI 5 DA O ) B AN 5 2 I e 38 A A6 TR sCA IR ORI P 32 2 sl o 3 40 7 20
UE () J8 #E Prueli 1 U £ ME I )7 1B 4 LTL $3d 2 4 (1 91 KPP Clarke )1 0K 43 S )7 22 4 CTL 5IAE
FRGENIF ARG PR oy AT 2 P e B AR TT LA L o b i 3 O R R G 0 T T, 22 A P (safety) RS
(liveness). 2 4= ME /4R R GERUHR ) IEAPE . 1L+ MERIJCAEAEIE, T 350 A SR S 1 K AN 2 R A i P2 i R
G bk TEIE SR L ORAE IR 55 PR o [ A5 BT 0 e S R A R

Petri P& — i 55 22 () 40 T BB R A ROt A5 R GEHEAT Rl RV I 50 RGEIIF Ktk b PR RIAS
i 5 1k B AT AR (1 80 A& 20 M BE J) Petri I TE K AR GE4T D4 o M 1 BRSO nl s vk o 0 B AT P 2R3
WVES WIS E AT IEE C R IR 8] BT Ik A% AT D He: TR Petri W AT LUE b 37 A ¢ 4 7 I R AT
FEKA IR RGEMIAT N Herh AT IL [ Petri WRERY ) R0 M T 12—

RS I ) 2 2 1 S AR T AR R A 2 ) DR/ R G 2R R 2 22 T AR e 1) e T XA 06 U 2R 4 I 1k
JIT T W 1 T S e K R DR O R G A I R RN O s % i R] REAR I R A1 1 51N R AZ G4 SR AE
FUAATR) R P 450, Db A7 2380 e 20 90 F R 28 2 ) A 2R G ) ) R 200 5 At 77 VR R B AR &5 4, AT 28 R 3
R REE . AR AL SN S BR UL R GRS I T AL 4 S AR 5%

1 EXER

1.1 Petril B9 K=

EX 1. —AN=TEH N=(S,T.F) A Petri MM, 24 HAY2Y:

O SUT2B(MAEZ);SNT=D(—J0tE);

@ F(SxDO)NTxS) K RNET S5 THIGEZ ),

® dom(F)yucod(F)y=SU T(X A LT HK),
P S A B AR, T S 2RI 4E, F 2 IEE sdom(F)={x|3y,(x.y) € F} ;cod(F)={x|3y,(v.x) e F} fE LR L,S Fl [ el %
R, T KT TG sl Bk R, 03 Z MR O% 2 B s & Sk 1 IR R,

EX 2. —ANINTCHI=(S,TF, KW, Mo) & — i B /BT (PIT) & 58, A ACY:

© STRHE—NM,S MIHE RN E,T MG HERTIT;

@ K:S> N'U{oo} A7 B AR RE(N R IEEEEES);

® W:F>NIEIBER S

@  My:S> NN H AR5 IEEAE A ) 2 W iR AR IR (marking), Hil &2 Vs € S:My(s)<K(s).

ENX 3. AI=(S,T:F.KW M)z —" PIT R%:.

O BRE M:S>N W bR, 2 HAL 2 Vs e S:Mo(s)<K(s);

@ —/NBIE te T EARIR M T REAT SRR, 2 HAL Y Vs e S: W (s,0)<M(s)<SK(s)-W(t,5);

@ W teT EARIR M 0] SEHE ST ¢ J5 77 AL IHTRR IR M A Vs e S, M (s)=M(s)—W(s,)y+ W(t,s). RGiAR IR M
283t ¢ BT B A HTAR IR MAT AR IR R MM
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EX 4. —A PIT RYEIMAT A bR AR [ M>3R 78 SH) S /AR IREE &, 0 SR [M>T AL -

© Moe[My>;

@ W M, e[My>HA teT 1 M[>My, B4 Mye[My>.

EX 5. HVMe[My> AFHE M e[M>1E45 M'[£>,FR te T /&% I (liveness). 45 Ve T,t #5216 1, W FR % P/IT &
5 RN ATV Me [My> AT te TAE1S M, JUFR PIT REEZ(E M N ASEHE N, P/T R4 20 M HE8 (deadlock).
R, —AN P/T RGE DI (11 05 B4 A e - STEAT AT Al AR IR M S A HEB.

—AN P/T R G820 ] Ik B0 LR A 45 i 00 8L LR ER h T oo 3 b vl 3k & 1R 40 7 7 VE A AR 1) = ZE R A
JE R 257 T B0 0 ) 50, DA 28 PR 2 2 ) i 5 2 o 2R 48 A0 RSS90 K T 2 5 5 K A bR 7 2 T A ) i)
AR 2 2 E 5 T g Petri W HLPN. BEML T2 Petri 9 SHLPN 25 =l 5 47 200 1 397 5 250 141 3 e 00 5% FH )
[ 7 V5N R G BT e 4 o, RE AT R {10 2R Ge (R 2= ).
1.2 B FIZERA

B 7 32 4 2 — o 2 0 R R0 IF I R R SR K A TR AR T A B IR R R P I A A
3R R G 7 T B0 E () 8 kI B A CTL P — R AT B s H B 07 10 328 58, i XA R IR A A8 3T R
2ok Kripke 450 HUIR S 2 10 (AR T 56 2B 3 75 52 Kripke 45 840 035 — WA R S AE g — R BOAR, BATT AT LLKE
Kripke 454 i FF R AT G B 45 040 (6 F SR IR b SR R8T IR IR AT AT 0T fE AT 17 41 1R i, 1) i
B CTL*Ae X VB (19 A ¢ & M 247 T8 24K IR ik R 30 TE

CTL* 2 3 pH B A% 45 1 137 0 i A48 B s 157 2 . 8% A0 PR 2 7 3R T B0 o (9 4 S 450 B4 AT T B R 4%
A ECH: — T 50 8% 12 ) A Bl BR s F . I S AR A E R TR R B B AR B M B X(next time),
F(eventually),G(always),U(until)fll R(release).CTL* " ELA5 P Fh AL 1 2 3R A X A 7 — e e IR A B0 AN
B (ESE 5 2 145 ). CTL*AE AT il #%  Kripke 45 4.

EX 6. W AP NIFE Ty A, 58 UAE AP 4 L) Kripke 42—~ =04 M=(S,R,L), L

© §EAHRREES;

@ RcSxS TR/ MAIT R R M Vses, Ts*eS,(s,s%)eR;

® L:S—Power(AP)&— N REL T RN s NI B R T B L(s)ER.

ff Kripke 4t M F,H00RE s R AR 2L —IEF 0 LR ST I E 7= 51 52..., 5 s=50, A
W i20,(s;,8:41) €R.FT [ IR R, W (M, 0)|=f F£7= f 1 Kripke 58 tF IRPIRAS s W B LB MWM, 2 |=f £ f
#F Kripke &5 8 1 7H5L B 42 1o EL.

N2 8 CTL IS WS> S0 I P8 48 CTL Ak I 738 48 LTL.H: 3598 22 il 7E T 4 4] 2 38 8 JF Kripke
SER PO R VSR 4y AR CTL Hh & H AR T —A 45 PR UG 10 BT A W BB 48 b1/ LTL
oI A AN PR T IR A — 45 58 R TR IR I R 4 B A .
1.3 HRE G B IA

¥ Kripke 58 M=(S,R,L)F /R A BORZ B IF k R G0 8 5828 30 f R OR R 40 5 B0 AIE /Y Js o, i 9 R R 4t
IIRTEEIRA ) S0, {sls e SAMM, )| =1} F 7 T A 2 20 K AR AS B, JUIASE 2R A5 00 11 vl 0 vi] 4838 Sk K 5 SoS o2 A5
J LT R ) 3R 4 T B IE (0 J A B 1 T A

FEAR M CTL A5 LA I ST 02 — PR A bR e S35, I S IS TR B2 24 BE 22 O((ISIHR))- ), 2 12 CTL A
LI SN H A ) LTL BRI 592702 — Fh L F Tableau M3 155 (Tableau M4 LTL 24 :UKg i )
B).LTL A 3 £ H IR 1 2 558 M 2 45 Bz, v] LU I & U 7F Tableau 92 45 17 76 — 4536 A2 A0 R 46 AR (1 VF B 42
RIEAT B0AE, SR IR IR 1) 2% B2k O((ISIHRD)-2/'°). CTL AR R 575 0 55 7 CTL AR R W S025 P IR s b
LA LTL () Tableau 7532, 5L IRHE) &2 2 4 O((|S|+|R])-2/0PhE],

— T Ay S A RS I 7 Ve R 5 A ZR R N A AR IR A 0 A ) S ) s R L AR I O R R s o 2 5
AR FE 2 X PP AL AT AR K 10 R BR R R 51 02 0 K 2R 45 1R A BB JE 9 I i) McMiillan 7 Clarke [R50 784 46 01
SR RS B R A A E B OBDDP R R A AR T B 81 Kripke 45K, il bR 425 M ke b 1070 [ 2
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REATR U B T A5 Fh sk i OBDD VA A HE AL A3 BLAERPIRAS 28 T B0 10" AR AL 30 AT K0 0 1 Ay IR
s U215 b HE T JZ 45 SAT (satisfiability )P 73 (K 5 5 RS TR U A 300 4 2k — AN (R 7 1y 114, i
T3V RENE A R O R S R ARG I £y w24 e, LA AR B R AT S A,

2 1EEIGAY Bichi B3HE %

2.1 EHABBichiB s &%

Biichi 1 ZIHUE ot B E B HLE B 0 5 45 T WU RO A B T B RS A9 46 LA 04 o f . 1 7
¥ LTL 2 X ¥4k Ky Biichi E 3L A2 W SCHR[15].

Petri 1000k 25 1 1 L4 2 RETEL 7 T 627 S (VAR A P 910, 5 25 50 U TR 2 75k S S 4 EJR (T LTL
IR p )R R 75 4 — I B T4 235K 46 R 0 5 5% DR e, 06 TR R, 5 2 e e K
JHE 1 5 Pk SR Biichi [ SHL MR A ATk R Biichi [ 20 ML EAE 2GR T /e 1T P A7 1o I 27
LR AREAN T 2 (ene) B e KEARTS AT B AR o J2: Bichi 1B HLA OIRTS.

S TR T A ) L, DO PED R 1 0 208 A A0 T B e 54— WA B IR A T i I
R 4 i, FLYE T A T 2 T — AN IR A0 T8 T2 4 P00 P R 5 S5 T 9 S
AT 4 BT ST R B 0T 00 TR 5 00 TR A o A e B T
S /L 25 B 1Y A 5 — 0 R BRI B 4 B 45 5 2 Tarjan (69 DS $13:061, 53 — R 47 2010 53 22 50
i DFS Bl 12 BV AEIE 2 S BT D2t R 1.

75 BRI A Y5 A B R B2 2 On-the-Fly £12:019) 1551 75 3456 L 7 S M i e JB 1 1) Bichi 4
HHL BEFEAE T SR A T AT 3700 B B TR O TN RUFE 1 S0 B 22731 S0k A ik 0 30 s Ry e i
A B 50 U R S92 7, A o R AR A T BB — /B0 3R A2 D WA T 0 T S A AR 2 )
Fly 48022 R i AR 745 74 48022 S5 BT BB on-the-fly. F 7, LTL [0 On-the-Fly £ 3% 5 3 35y B0
Ky T H A 75 LSz B, 40 SPINU'S! pPRODI! 1 PEPPY,

22 REREE

IRATE A VE R 2 — B0 LT Biichi 1 7ML BB KN 61 75, BE W1 A T 41 70K 25 7T 06 M 2 5 1
Fy SR A B Ay Y 0 T U R T 28 S5 S U5 T4 T AR AT

FAETED B 25 2 A 0 8- T SR B4 Rt KRR 25T 2 8 0T B 19 Biichi 1190
HUT 2 1 TR 1 1 2 0 52 2 A A 5 e 52 L,V 22 W R 50 W T 0 SRR 104 A 72 ] AR A 2 25 0
0 A 1 5 97 5 50 U 0 6 HR 25 005 0I5, DA T 080 40 4R A T 3 0 0 0
072 ) 52 205 0K A5 VAL 0 A A A J2 6 S A8 A S AT

ST, TR N RIS (0 PE IR e B N o [ — AN ASXERR o T 53T, 4 LA 4 5 1A A4
By B AR IR @ 00 7 (T2 P I S e EH O 5 2 B 55T

PR A T ] o SR A PR A0 R IR 2 3 A T R A A VAT A0 90 1 e -

(L) R0 7 52 80 F S0 M8 o 1625404

Xﬁ/ \/ JE AT RIA AT,

Ny = 5 (2) 6 ST J% 3 AT 0 M e P AT A
:$/Q< :$\x/ AT 1 6 T 90 2 5 e B R MU 1 577
- FR R I T ST 0 4k, BT 9 E Y
AN RTAm

, (3) Eh AT RS0 i 20 6 R T
Fig-1 Reduced rules of subnets (4) AT AR 2 T 2 L7250 0 0
M1 TR R FEY 1 5 L A4 0 R 1 (5 D 52 4 ), S

o ST 1 J5 43 T2 R AT 5 R 0 0 K 44 5
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ARSI TE LS T 38 10 i P 7 340 0 R TRT A A 2R (IR 2 Tk P (E = 3 Ak T R RS 0 o R 0 AN ] B B i &
(34 7 A S IR 2 T 26 Pl A 3 2 T 50 B, i o PR ) A 2 PR A P P 3 I 5 e, R 0 2 75 T BLAER S
RO M 3 T3 5 G oK 25 ISR I 16 2 1) 2 P 2 — A AR AT T S ) L

3 REZEBRFHEAR

TE5 P R, REUIRESALZIT 1 St R AC LT B, T Petri PR 20 ) B X 1y 3 22 it DR A9 7 —
MIFRRG T FAARE TN o AT R BEAT s K TR nt B A VAT INUF A e 75 BT AR ST s KR
J A T 5 N o] 33 A A8 X A8 S AT 8 1 3 71, BT (trace) AR -2 21 BT LAY 64k 33 ke 4, 8 T 2k 30 0] bR 2 243 1)
A1) (1328 A — 21 AT SIZ il P AR S M 44, TR — 32 v 84 335 PR AN S [R] (19 28 300 W) -2 i) T LA 3k A 06 110 T 512 i A%
T2 B PR %6 e T 345

i e Hi R (partial order technique) e — 7 3 25 4R A& Ak 1 i AR 221 w) St AR T 2 [ 160 i 5 28 M Aff M 26
IR T RRGALIT Z (8] 1) AH T N7 BAR O DG FR X T 43 R B A 285 b 93 2 B R A )k A v R A 4 R RS TR 4
T R B WS I 2 e TR b B R (partial order reduction), e M i v Bk 128 A U A AR AT T A R IR
] K AT AR TRT, 3 A AR B R, M A AR PN 76 2D BB PO A R Ak B R B DM
P /N S A W & 2 AR KT 16 il 57 M (independence) LA AT WL 4 (invisibility). 55 — 98 & f )7 7 S 8K (partial order
semantics), 5 3 B2 JEAR R 3l Job A /AR 3T I 1 O R FH i SR L e R s AT St AR AT TP R R O R, R R
FT ¥ Ji IT (nets unfolding) Fl 3k FE (process)ix Py Fh i A 28291,

i 7 152 AR FE 5 36 AIE AR 24 K ) — 2R 2 R k. I 2 RO 3 43 S — AN 1 B A B /AR T 9 R HOAR & T A T\
1) FH A2 A 2R R PR A 28 A P B R

t7
Fig.2 An example of Petri nets Fig.3 State reachability graph
2 Petri %5241 K3 REREE

3.1 REFELRA

3.1.1  F2I# 4E (persistent set)H AR

Fa il 2 2 58 NAEBEASIRAS 10 AT 52t AR A 4R FE R AN IR A % B 08 3 % 5 0 mT Sl A8 3 7 4R AH FL A
SEMARIT F AT LA AUK L 0,35 TO2RAS s IR R, BRIP4 eow MR s WS, X reTow & T
AT St ARSI BB, ¢ R w EHE S B AR IT 5 A R RETEARES s S AT S 1, 9 BT 78483 92t 5 BE RIFE i) H
RS, X BRI b R[] 4 v 11 7T S it A8 3 2 ) 2 AH AT ).

BTN Petri W45 H (1 40 B, BF ST N D4R T 45 Al v S5 w) i il DR 2 i R 1 4 A0 R AR 22T i e
HB(stubborn set) & A& [ 42 S b — Pl by 52 2% B H AR AE AN IR 2 (00T [ 4 2 — 4 55 SL A AR ST M Ak ST B T S e
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ARTT 1) B, W] LA I 43 A A8 3T 2 [ P49 e ST BR] SR 5% 28 2R 43 AT B ATT 2 TR] PR AROSE G 2R it 2] 4 v 114 4T 4] A2 3T 23
T A A A I R T S R U T AR G R AR i PR AR T A I R A 1 AR AT A A St U R i A
IE BRI NAL B R B AL token B 3 — 07 B[R] WS 50 N AL 5 T A N AR I Y A N

S AR TS it AR A R A RS i AR S PR A N A R R LR R A Yk 3 s e ] B (%) RN, e A 2 i O i
g /N ] £ T 23 WL SC R [23], Valmari 76 1% 3C Wi H oo 1] 52 60 2 9% 58 0 5600 v DATE 25 1 1 1) P 56 i, R A L4847
TR B R — AN RN SRR 4 & LTRSS potps AR PASTRE GE: {02} B {14,05,0} TR EN B {82} < {115,
by} PRI ARES potpa D] B I 18 R {2, ), B 38 456 P S48 T 1, T Y 3R 08 86 P S AR 3T ) FH 01 [ AR B AR, 18 3
RS AT IE B AT i 4k o 1 4 Frow.
3.1.2  HEAREE (sleep set)Fi AR

I HE 4 1 A P4 78 40 ) R 17 AT i i 2 3 2 D) f A b S, B o o sk il 2 72 3 512 ) 1 SLAS L A IR A 3
5 A WRHREEAH IR, — AR W HENRAE % 7R — 4 AT S (firing) (5 JF AN 45 S 1) A8 1T 4R 3K 2 IR Dy X 4648 5T
SONSR A HB v /NSRRI D B vl = N (VS S 71 | B il v oo W 13 S5 NI I S 1 3 N S BN R S i
TN,

e IR 2 i 70 4 3 IR & TR 1R R A on-the-fly (17 N A4IE, 5 28 G2 1) 46 R AS AH DG I 1 IR MR A2 2 73 4R s R
A s BIHEARIE N SPTEAREARES s (15 SRIRAS I, 75 00 A B M AR (1) 1] S5 i A8 3T JEAT A id, 1] 220 I IR AR SP
TP AT S AR I A G P S PR HEE R AR (IR S TRT AR 16 BT 1 3 v AR AS Tk L L HOIRES pitps B pytpe R
WA AR {11} ARZS potps Rl potpe 1f VL IR BRI JU) 24 {15} .

ty t7

P1tpa

O pitps P3tpa

©)
P p7
Fig.4 Reduced graph based on stubborn set Fig.5 Reduced graph based on sleep set
B4 ] R A T AL 1 5 HEHRAE R AT 1L

07 [ A A b 2R A B U A B AR T AR — 25 RS 223 TR AT 1 4 Vi B 0 40 v [ RS, n 18 6 s
3.1.3 75 B (covering step graph)F A

b B CSGPOREAT Rt /D A8 3T St 1 T8 X AC 4R 8 78 43 R AR T 2 1) R ST 1k 2 2R A A3 IR A b i
R ASE— 25 K T A AR T ST 1) T 52 Jt A 3 (R ISP 0647 DS 1, CS G 26 73R (1 2 IR 285 Tk TR f A 3 592 e )3 771 e e R
AR FR R RE— 5 g [ I 520 17 TG A2 1T ,CSG 1R 45 s A R 7 R A& mI ik B v (138 43 ik AR TR T 25 7 — 26 i)
AR A AR ARSI 22 8] (1 B 57 1 6 3R,CSG RELL on-the-fly [ A 3 3R W] LLIE— 20 Ak R GE IR 4 45 1)
K3 CSG i A i JAL TR S T Ik [ 1 A e 50, IR 25 A8 T 1 S5 il A0 2506408 Gt - Ji D)

@ S IR St AR 1T R [ I SIS i

@ ARSI AR I T AT A O A T AR T i SR AR I A T B S

@ FEHEAT A I AT LSt AT T A HARTEph RN AT i £ 8 A P IR,

DT st 0] FH 8 3 110 SIZ it 190 00, ) g 3t 5 1) 3 (R R A ml ks JE 56 2 1Y) CSG Akt s B an B 7 o 2L AR 3E o,
F t5 T LG I 5 {215}
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t7

D3tp4
p7 P
Fig.6 Reduced graph combined stubborn and sleep set Fig.7 Reduced graph based on CSG
Bl6  Zr-G i 45 A0 R AR AE 1) faj AR A K7 CSG ARG

CSG BARE HAG— N ld i 1 i, e Al B 2 R 0L Al 5 - 3 448 10 s e, a0 B R P )ty e AR . 5 7 ] 4
FARAA LG, & FHA T BE— 1 {2 4% X P B AR 3 365 6F vl L7 3T 11 Jeg v 3

A48 A S U b LR 7 A 5 R 25 B (G ) 4~ (81 7 T 7)) B AN T B 26 7 AH S8 RE 78 75 T 3 ek A T
IRV TR BT [0 to485], [0 tatsF tatste) 6] o tats ], [ [ ot atste ) 7] 0.
3.1.4 o U RO I 4R 1 255 T A B R

P.O. Ribert EFE 6K CSG A [E LR A I FEAE B3 B T — Pl P 7 AL AR, Bl PSG(persistent steps
graph) B AR PSG HiA fig A7 A FURT e 36 3 -7 55 20 Bl CSG Rt ] 4E (¥R A AL R

T8 55 D CSG R E EF A, 7T LA G H PrinSG,PmaxSG F1 HPSG(hybrid PSG)iX 3 28 PSG . AT LLIFE 1 :
£ PinSG B2 5SSt /N0 1] 4 P&l (Pyin G) K HS 447 287, F LA AT RN Proax SG B FRPR AR 25 1) 35 /N T AN B £
CSG V&P inSG I Prox SG ¥ A BV 1) 32 B2 DX A 0 [ 4 T 5 R B 100 AR 7], 7 2 10 000 ] - 557 b 250 [ g /)N
(R [ 4., i 5 3 [ T i it A A 1) 6 4 2. T HPSG B AR W — i3 T P i SG H P o SG IR Jit e xRS ] 44 5005

1B T I LR LA PO L 5 PR 1 A0 300 Sk 5 (1 Milner i J5 #4850 R 2 L
FARN 8 ALV SO A ) R A 32 K Jenson 42 Hi A0 A 7E 10 A3k 5 (%) 49 A 8 122 5B AN 4 2 10
AN 25 A JAR A U O N e i 8 AT U LB 5 0D B CSGL [ 4R PG A HPSG $ AR g 2 iy 4k
Petri W47 (RRAS 25 18], 110 HPSG 1R ) A 280 SEAR T~ 2l0Rr 197 76 20 8] CSG M £E PG AL HA.

Table 1 Comparison of different partial order reduction techniques

1 ANFPIRZS S A0 ) i A B AR B

No. Petri nets model No reduction PninG CSG HPSG
1 Scheduler: 300 2"xn~6x10°? 1394 301 301
2 Philosopher: 8 103 681 233 31231 227
3 Data base: 10 196 831 191 31 31
4 Token ring: 10 35 840 99 52 51

3.2 RFIEXEAR

Petri I P Bl 3 B0 )7 1 SCBA, B0 30 R 8T 10 i T DOV R ) R 2 — ol i 4 S S AR v 3 e
AR () S R G TAT 9 10 2 1 8] U1 S 7Y 4y 32 ik FE 42 K (branching process technology) M) 2 3 - ¥ & FF 11
SRR 43 SR P T S0 — ol i T SRR Y G 3 o AR Sl e A /AR ST A (1 R R SR B R R
A S AR I TP IR O FR ARG AR R R A v B I R R R, SR T 43 Sk R W] DUIR TR R G ]k bR AR AR (1 ]
e I B, SRR I TG R VAT A5 3 R A 25t 0] g P 10 AT ik A1 56

B —Fh R IR Mazurkievicz ZE (K FR10 K 3 W (labelled causal net), 5% H AN B I 245 — Mg AAS
L, DRk 6 R v A — X AR R AZTE PR A 56 28 DR AR AR 0C 3R (38 3 1) SIS Jll A7 7 56 05 IR 2% 28) R N7 Pk (AR5 T
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IEBARAT), AT AE PTG ZR. 93 SCHERE W SEVE b AT AE, B, — AN SO RE p AP AE IR M B e 2 A
Hy NARIE BT A 2 A AR

3 SCHERE R 45 K (configuration) 2 — 41 5¢ T DR MO & 1) 1 & 1 10 AR T 4 HAEIZ AT R H IR
PIAN AT 2 NB)ANAE A I SR ZR M 43 SCBERE v (¥ 4R (cut) W) — 2 e s IR 67 B 4R RIVZE i B 45 TR AV T 2 1)
ANTEAE AR AT DR SRR 5 28 M o % 5% AR R R 1A 4R R 1), AN 22 4 v P57 AT I e A ) i A ) s
Tt A2 T AR 122 351 4R 1) it AR T 7 AL B AR W PR JRE T — A SRR OF LI AL JUAR 199 1R A W) Tk AR IR
DR AN RGE I FIRR TR TR

PRk, 23 SCRERR B AT 5 SO B:G=(V,E), L mh G 145 i 4R V IR ASGE I 20 SCIEREAE, T G D) ARG I ) 7
BT W P BT ARAC (K2R E AT AR 45 45 10 23 ST RE AR AN G0 48 mTUL AR AT, 0 S A P v AR I 7 I i 14 T W ¢
AT G SCHERE PR E B TR IR R LTL—y 24 20, RIJE X N7 545 1 LTL.

3.3 WEFERARBXRLEIE

B AL b JUA i e B R B 18 20T, AT 0N G598 T D P BRI T R G SR R RO R R
(ELAE PR SR AN IR K 2R, e A 17 A DR 25 2 1] ) [7] IR 38 ORAIE T A8 2R 6 A 24 K — K8 S A 1) B0 7 g, A 3 ) 8 451
B P P2 3 3 W1 LTL—y 22 3C

LRE M P 4R IR R B o 2 [ L i P (7 A B0, BEAT R g b R GRS 23 1] 1 4, P 6 i
SRR A BA 45 15 DL FE T i b 8 CSG MUt [ 45 (¥ PSG P AS [ 2 BoAR mr LA A5 I IR A B A AR A W]
3 P r T AR SE I S E AT e 5 45 i 2 1R U2 A 2 St ) 20 3 P A AR LN () T 5 it 3 T [ I i
17, E 7870 AR A AR IT 2 T8 (9 74 9 285 0 SCHERE SR I 1 78 SCAR ST St P s 7> 5% &, B € LT Petri
W, AT 9 Bk T AR AR s T A )

PA b JUFRP AR B 43 SCHEREB AR LAAM SLAB# FTIZ A on-the-fly S35 SR R IASE 2 1) 4 O Jag 1k i BRI Ay, 99 32
HERE AR B 7 AR T ST 0 i 37 9% 3%, 181, 28 8 i P F) 56 UE o 200 ) 3 5 2 S E R P 2 Jm A e AT ik
iR CAE— 28 R G b S a1 SPINU®) el i 753 ] 42 IR MG 4 £ A PROD! o s L () A8 i1 4 . OBDD AR FREEAR
ifil PEPPO e IS T 43 S HEREREAR 11— U

4 HFSMSHUFE

Petri [ R I &I 1K) 23 B T 1R A7 A5 — A 32 B R 1 T 7 3 J R AR A ) 4 s TR B L R PR SR B b TR
P B bR B 2 S HU R B A B X S B &N AR ] A B AN S8 AR R ) Ik L IOK 5 BON S 4
IR R RIS oy B AR A AR5 TR A, 2 B RN A5 5w s T 1) 525 v e P SR A e 2 B3R A A ) i) R
4.1 fF57]iEE (symbolic reachability graph)

£ W] 5 [ SRG /2 WN(well-formed) 194 FRPR 25 T 32 P (19 17 40 26 7, 2 S SRR R T 3R 4968 A 78 IR 0 R 1ok
BRAF IR IR A 0 TR 45 7 WIN D4 — b (2 o s 5 | N €5 B 5010 T ¥ 12 S WN RRREE T — AN P R
PR AR ZS 7R 1R 52 2% T /0 IR 22 (1) () A R AE 2 WIN I mT DT S At e S R

EX 8. Well-Formed M & 704 2=(P,T,Pre,Post,Inh,pri,C,cd ), -t/

O P RE—NHRMEE,T E—NFRAITLE;

@ Pre,Post M Inh 79Nk 5L

® pri:T—N25781T ¢ RELR g & AR BRI R, V te T pri[f]=0;

@ C={C\,Cy,...,C, REIEAR M BRI AE B RIE T AT C, =C! 0C} u..uClRI| hBiE

SUA:Y h<isn BUEERL C R P10,V 0<i<h, AT C 2 0TI,

®  cd FENe P 1 A7 R AR T WS B 0 48K 11 o S, AR T P 6 38 T DA 5 — A BRI R 4K

5 555 R VR B8 IR 5% () W AN & 2 (0 HE 4 (color permutation) FilAx iR HE 41 (marking permutation). F) £
SRR R IR WN RRRZS 2% 8] (5540 28, 1) DL B 40 1E 455 T 08 8L AR A 5 b i USRI B A7 5 mlak &)
AT 34 75 5 4555 R 7 R P — R 5 b TR AR S I it R R A T 7 .
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N ARUE A 5 R R (R ME— 2, B e R B T I AR BRI BN A T MM LR 77 5 TN FE L8 2 38 LLRIE 55
FEOR I ME—PE, B 25 1 T R R UL AT 5 S 2 R i 3 AR A SR ARAIE 55 AR UL R s /N N A S b
PR AR AT S e 0 ) 75 2 51N B2 T 210 53 B (splity BE &, R 028 7 2810 20 31 R 0, 7T 58 AT SRR =22 15
S Jiti(three-step symbolic firing)#R M. DA b 308 3 5 | AAF -5 FR PR 19 RIS 3R 7 8 SCRIARF 5 AR ST Sl F0 i 4 5 ml ik
P 1) g s B9 o A 5 3 Tl LR 2 Tk ) A o BREVE A ), U SR TS B A 5 A RO R WD e b IR I R A 5
S it AR ) Sh B AR P AR 3 S it R )

AHAFF H 102, 2555 s TR PR o DR A4 T s T 110 7 A 5 20K T A Y 1 5 110 55 R S R ) 2 2 TR PR S5 AN AT N
B2 IAE ] — S5 S b IR A5 A B 22, DA T RT D A DR 7 Tk 1 BRI T 4 268 1
4.2 FRAFSWIEE

FE =) Petri W HLPN HHJ0 i # 2 48 HLPN W (P AR PE 755 AT A ] SRG fig A 20 8 4b R Zotk & 5 ).
WM W HE 1 SRG [93ERE F.S Haddad #2H T ¥ & il % |8 ESRG(extended SRG)[¥IA%&PYESRG X} 75 5
ik SRG K JiE 52 ,ESRG fig I HLPN W ()58 20 X6 Bk 1 K 8 44 28 S iR 2 25 1.

S.Haddad ¥ 5CH WM ¥ AR T &1l 43 4 6 FR 7 M (symmetrical subnet)F1={E X} FR 7 ¥ (asymmetrical subnet),
TPl D 1 32 B 2 ) R A I PR SIS TR AN () A I B A DG ST R I X A5 5 b i AN AR 5 AR 3 S e ) AT e X
P A L 3 PP A AR S it ), R 37 26 0 K AR 3 S5 it B U (generic symmetrical firing). S 451 4k %
AR 3T 51t MU (instantial symmetrical firing) 152 41 £k 31 X R A% 3 St M U (instantial asymmetrical firing). 41 i £
YRS IS & ESRG PA Ky AT 5 n] ik A SR, v 2 WL SCik[36].

ESRG 13 ZLJEARR A28 st B8 285 1 28 b X G A0 PRV W) 4% At 8L I 7 R SR 5 2 0 S M 5, DA 7 58 4 ik R] - 2
XG5 E B AERTFRAT 2 Rk, 78 ESRG H 455 5 FR i T LS 4 J& I 3 LA S48 44 18 T8 2K S i, 17 6o AR 248 3 ) S5 Tt
A] LR g AT 5 22 AT 5 B AH UL ESRG g A AU AL RGOk & 25 0. LL ESRG b 247, S Haddad 1t
SCHR[37]H B R H T — i AR B W 7 ¥, 12 U7 125 R b B 2R 40 o LA 0% Ja M 138 00 R s Ak AR T, T Ao 4%
4 ESRG FIZET X FR B BN HL 4 R 40 B 7 12 B A E— 2P A FE I Il .

4.3 SEULAIEE

55 R o R 1170 JELARUFR 208K 25 25 1R) (W) D7 VAN R, 2 5046 1T 7K Pl (parametrised reachability graph) /i i () 2= 22 /8
AU R R A 4 R AGTAIRAS AT IR [, 3 FUR A 11 32 7% 02 S B0 4, 490 2, 36— A4S 40 A1 5K 09 1 T 8 DR AT
0] PRI ERE B AR AN 53 8, 2 B0 T3 12 7 AR 73 N M T B B 5 A AR R 15 SO

1 P HAR I J8 PR R AIE 7 3. — 2807 1 ML R RS (representative. program)538400 255 i 5 O 25 4 (1 7
Jr TR 1) J8 5 45 40 2 B (1 Jeg 1 A5 A g R P AN AT A S8 S BRI AT I — i 2. R &
e TRy — PR R TR R TR PR BRAT 6 8 0 A 1% D . DR 0kt T SR FE A T 4 RV 5 5 T I 2 3 R A
R B 50 TIF () J8 P e A 7 i e e A B PR ) R AT A Ay B0 I T 1 2 el — AN R e
PE, 24 LAY i i PR ORI R e L B .

53— 2RI ERAT NI FT5 K 7R (symbolic representation of behavior), & I S 8155 KR FE P AT M, I 7E
P55 KR I IERE R R X B, EEAT S.German $& H 1K) R ] 2 B4k 7 vk 25 B 10 2% M I 8 4
LTL™'RI 1. Vernier 42 H 1 1] F T 5030F 43 SC 738 8 CTL 1 4500 ] ik [ 5 712,

I8 R FH e — S TR (AT S SR AE S B RR 3 ROAT by T R T o 10 A 5 i S5 A 0 Rl A SR )
FHE SR S5 R (0 AT O, DR, m DUR FH RS REAS 00 1) ) s LV L 30 E S 80 B 7 1 @ v s 3 0 3
Ak B e — PR B VR, B RO T RGN ISR, I T T SE ORI AT A% 05 R
T Petri B9, LR A FR UL 2 5000 1) R 0k, A5 9 RfomT i I — 47 B 1 token HUR V40110, 38 47 B (¥ token %
AN BT 2 HUE 6T S RS bR e ST AR U 1) 1 P i 17 0% 2 BL 75 K &R (included) FIK T K
Z (superiority). SCHR[43]5E X T S804k v]ak B (1 AR ST S A0 0, o] LAY e 3 25

© 5 MR 3 STt R0 — A AR 4R A5 7 10 N IR R B B A6 8 TR A i

@ U HAARRIFA BE R R AR ] 1) AR T I, 75 20 2 B bR IR AT 73 2,
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@ HBHARIRK T HLFARL, N AZ I 7 AR TR 2> 32

R FE a9 A 3 It R ), T LA AR K b T 4 2R 8 (RDIR 25 2 D) A9 2, SRR [43] 70 1 2 5040 T % 5 ) B R ffR
ATIA LA WG AT 13 A4S SR 21 4000 SR 1) n AR (IR AS PTA B IE AT 3n 4T R4 .

BB HAIRZE T IE R SE A F, 0T DAy (0 M 38 0F 3R 46 (W4T 5% J8 1 4, 385 40 7 ] o R 25 A s TV BB 36 TF
RYGMIER ARSI AR PSS S8 LA 5% CTL 2 3 g PRI AE n] LA 2% SOk [43].
4.4 TEEIMTEESHIL

ZHGAN I 5 VA A R A RS I ) 358 TR AR BT R 51 05 S 2 AE 40 AT — > bV 22 A ABLR 3 ) B bR A R
BRI 2R 458 B, e e A R b 3 A R 8 IR A 23 1) AR T, B3R 19 2 $itb 7 i KA — e 1 R IRk g B R 1 7
IREIZ FR 2 4129, 38 HAEIR 245 00 T #8002 A il AT (9510 4T 24 17575 3o vk MU AR A B AN S 301 15 0, 5
ANE T AL B 22 A 2 U D0, 2 S 10 DR M 2 26 g e 1) B0 I A T 25 S 4 2 TR G R

— BT 1A 4 3 2 Bk T A T W D7 V2R M 3 — B e A S B I R IA BT U 58 A S UK 2 4R R k P Hp AT A
—ANER TP (R AN B bR T B H E AR B S HOR R OR 1) 58 A S EU R IR 20 e S

EX 9. —ANFRMN PIT REI=(S,TF.KWM) BN EES SH n AMLEE S={s1,50,....8,}.S=n,3% T
VMe[My>M={M(s1),M(s>),...,M(s,)} IR 2 M(s)=x,(i=1,2,...,n).x; 7t — DRESEIBATE M={x1x2,....%,} N —
A 5E A S HAARIN.

I Ah 6 58 4 2 Ak R Ik B A 3 B RS R RN I 58 4 M« A R0 IE B DL R e AR RS ) R i L
Petri 1% H1 {13 1 (R G5 Ty /R 0] SR B AR e R A 28 SR ), FRAT 1K A1 S5 B 78 A o 7 LR N IT

5 #%RiE

A TCR A FEN H XS 3L T Petri P RIS R4S I BE A8 FN B0 AE B AR HEAT T 090,48 IV T 35T Petri BUIRATT A
Bl £ i 3 5 A0 A0 O ) 7 B 35T Biichi A B LIS RS IS5 36T Petri M (PRSI LU LIE T R4
SR B 2 B AR RN 5 B TR RT I AR 48 8 T BT TRk 5 S s DA % R ok o 2 kAT ) B SO 5 LA

T8 3556 2 T Petri W RS A I 348 S A DG HE AR 018, AT AT a0 T 851858 T Petri M RS SR Gk Ae A Akcih
FEDR A5 T 325 P 1 ) e 22 iy 5 A A 28 1) 52 2 e O 7 B AR (Ao 6 6 1 4 B IR R 78 1 1)) Al 1 S R Gt e
WY JRTT A A PR AE T —Fh 3 T RGevE S AR LA R RS 72 18] P 1] 1 509255 386 1 X kORI 2 S5 P A R
F R fg b BEAL K SN G ORI RS, AR G A T 2R G 1 A P R B TSR Y A6 R AT 56 I 45
A3 2 SEBL AR, it OBDD A1 on-the-fly WA 7 R4S 00 1) — S HE 28 44 R

TE H i, A 5 FfebR 4% 24 ) FRT A6 AR 1038 20 25038 B ARG I B R A TR 1) I Pl 38 078 A IS, 9 SR 7
e ) V2 I FU R 5 R0 52 s FH ISt 2 b 7 30 A P ORI 2 L B R 480 140 0 T 5 17 P 43k, A 280 ARG i 1 3 i
FIEEA TS T AR KD . 53 A1 1% 5 V2 7E — 2837 () skt 328 0 TR 4R 45 BTSN R )32 9% 45 i Ritchey
Ammann $2 H 9B AG I (10) 190 4% G 55 20 BT (94 75 15044, 55 Ah Ramakrishnan 25 At H 15—l Al ] A 3
00 2% 32EAT 190 4% i 59 P 20 M7 (AR AL D 35191 15 Ritchey Al Ammann B R AR B, %008 B (66 %A% — 2,10 HiX
AN RPIR A A2 TE PRI, BT AN BB A F SMV,SPIN A5 B RUAG I T K, {1 Ramakrishnan %5 A AATIF R T HFIX
TR 10 T FRAR S R ZE B RS D 47 A

AL, AT SR N FF 3T Petri Y FRIASE 2R AGE 00 1160 4 S i itk 38148 T 98 R0 Qo] 0 FH 6T+ Peetri W P A 204G 00 4 K
KA AT EHUE N 2% 2R 40 1) e 55 1k e ) e 0 R g H BT ER A S Sl & AT W EFRATT — 2P IR I s
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