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Matching Process Model Variants Based on Process Structure Tree

LING Ji-Min, ZHANG Li

(School of Computer Science and Engineering, BeiHang University, Beijing 100191, China)

Abstract: It is common for large enterprises or organizations to maintain repositories of process models. A large number of process
model variants may exist in these repositories due to the differences of modeling objective or scenario, customization or tailoring
reference models, and model updating modification. This paper focuses on the study of identifying commonalities and differences
between process variants, i.e. construction of matching relations between process variants automatically. To support the discovery of
complex correspondences and ensure the effectiveness and efficiency of matching results, we propose a matching technique based on the
traversal of process structure tree and present a process similarity measuring method based on tree-edit distance. The experimental
evaluation based on real-world process model collection shows that an effective precision and recall is achieved.

Key words: process model; process variants management; matching process model; process model similarity; process fragments;

process structure tree
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S TR 5 B ) Sl 1) 0 — 2 A it A 2 el e R AR A ) ) G BEUC 06 R R I — il 7 R B S B,
BEAM, B T AN A T Tk AR TR 11 50 25 38 AT DT L 43 B, 308 T LA S 0 b 8 A TR 2 [V 4 1 G PRC A B, Ry o R A
TR R 7 ) MG, 22 B (3t A 250 10 B AR S R VL IR b A SC T SR 5T e A A A S e R AR A 2 T A 2R e 26 UG R O
R IR IR F gt — D S R e o R AR 2 i) ) U R

I, X T2 AU KT 7 A T8 7 S sl o R AR AR ) F T R TG DG R AR S Tk e O R G R AT
R JRE , AN 2 g Bl 4 U800 0 R e o A R 8 P DL R 2 AT T 9 P R s 32 U PO R 1 4t 73
MG 1 — (¥ 335 B0 i 44, B R 80 44 R 2 100 £ SCAARBL B T 55 R A R AS T A5 2R i) 1) 8 S22 S AR T A AN T
(3 FEASE AL 2 ) B T VS Bl iy 44 1R 22 SRk A, b T AR B A R S AR (R AN [RD, — A A (R R 25 3B 4 AT REBEAS ) 09 £
RN 53 AN [ 25008 PR 5l 25 AN [ [ A5 20 48 Ay R s 3. DALt (S AN {7 P b = P ASE 280 6 22 22 (1) ) iR 7 56 07 0% R i
AN (47, 75 53 W7 I R Ak 2 1) (9 36 1 0 22 S P B 0 7 5 S 5 2 Y i A 2 IR 52 ) I G R B 4 T
Tl 3 N R R G FE LI 5% 2R A K AT T 42 e A5 70 4 4 DG 5 B i SR

AT R AR AR R Akt I G FR I, 2 BTG DA Bk 58, B Ak W G R T BB I AR 58 A ER R B G R
1, A7 T AR AL B IR T SR R AR A A ADURE J3E 2550 8 1) SR A0 I G 3R e b, 1 s 201 (R JE % Wl AR LA 4
K 2 1 I ) 52 2% 18, DR b 5 S B AT A5k 1 20 A SR R AR A% R T 5 O N T AL 1 R Y A B (single-
entry-single-exit process fragment, fiij ¥k SESE i 2 Hit) (f A T2, £ iof AR B A 6 18 R J3E b Mt 3 AT ) 2
SEMV 58 AR A b 45 T T o B 45 KB (process structure tree, Bk PST)P2 8 B 7T 2506 W 06 2 I #4)
T R M S T I R AR TG R MR AT A NG R AR i T A R A R 1 R R R TR £ A
UG T 56 2R, 32t T 35 T 4 4 2 DS gt A TR AR ALk 3 R v B e R AL BPME AL B R A 7R 42 (BPM
academic initiative repository)rh 6 5y (1) 3 R AR fA AR 2 % AL SCH (R T VEREAT T SR IEAL.

AR TTRR AT LAY A PN T I1) 4R T HE T SESE b FEHR i AR R 5T Zu it B K FR Rk T vk R EE TR
A7 30 R i o e ZRI0 1Vl 2 Bt 2 53 ot I8 X 2R V6 5k A S e T BT R % 2 R S £ [ B S ARAE
TEREHE2) S T IT SESE RbFEHX N 56 R S F ik RS R ABLRE (¥ 5 v, BR R T AR S P 3 1D R £ 3
SRR TR 2 ) R UG RS, LS 50 VP A 2 W 1%k B A e b T o R A R A v R A AL S T S e

ASCE 1 A AR R 0 B A ) R EE AT 0T, IR A AR SC AR ROR TS SRS A 2 WA T R
S L AR AR BOGT IV DG R P R A 77 S 3 0 o s B T G B ) R AR TR AR B R R 4 iR
AR5 VS0 VP4l 0 45 BRAEAE .28 5 TR IR LR AR ST RO 58 TAE .28 6 15X 4 S Ik 9t TAE AT B 45,
FEHE L R IATF S5 1h).

1 PEE=s

AT 1 S I 2 R AR A 1) 7 A X AR SR A IR AR AT T AR UL ARG N T AR ST R R
MIUHE & ALFE I PR Y . SESE Job R B LA 7 ik T 45 by g 45
1.1 —HEETRERG)

14 T PANMEH BPMN 3 135 SR Ab B 2. 77 LA H P AR 28 2 08 P b 45 St R A AL AL I 0 42 7 2
B B B — AN 3K AR 5 X 1 SRR AT Ak B R R A 1 R B AL R AT AR AN e R B, B AN B L 2 (R AR A b 22 3 A
A LIS 5 B iy 44 B R[] (G 4578 (a) (35 3 track request status 1K 78 (b) H1 (35 3 tracking state of request), i
HIEAFAE BT @A B B FORLEE [0S [F] 51k (R A5 780 488 4y 1 22 57 (485 284 () P 11935 ) pull requiest 76 458 714 (b) H 4 43
fift Ky PTG B #AE search request F1 load request Sk KK, Ak, ZEABE 28 [i) 4 V7 50 28 6 WY 90 R I, AN AW 7 EL UL fid A
AR ) iy 44 PRI 76 38, 1 T 2 2% TR X 8 FLAT 25 S AH AR B b 7 A 77 o 0 b 8 s A AT PR AL AR RS B, A 2 ) 1
KT LA 4 Bl — AN VL AL Af (match value), P FCAE R T S8R R 10 300 B Sof B DG R sl A 1) OB R AT THE 18] 1 b
TS B BB RRRAC 45 T BT S A B 6 B DG R LR SRS R O R (9 R BY (a) KIS B AR AR (b)
R A), BN 22 5T 0 B S R (140 B AR () T BONE B C X SRR ()t B {C 1, C2Y) LA K £ ) £ 53 2k sh N S B (1)
I A5 (a) v R 3 {B 1, B2 A4S B AR Y (b) H 1 {B3,B4}).
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Fig.1 Two sample BPMN process models marked by matching relations

K1 A BPMN RERERER 7R ] e 22 18] RS 56 A

1.2 FEKREHMAFERIR

HEr Lk O 2Rt #8800 5 T/ 80 55 72, A 45\ 45 i 72 8 5 % 3 (business process
model and notation, i X BPMN). ZF/-IKzhid s (event-driven process chains, &% EPC)LL & UML ¥z
(UML activity diagram)%.1x 265 FR g 55 5 2 /060 56 W S BE A fUdiB 3 0 ORI s0 0 31 AURlR B A
B A AR AT IR A 55 T 42 79 SRR TS S TR AT o I FRATT A BE AR S R Re A N T
[E E A 3, IR G, 5 S0 vh A0 T R A 21 8] PMG(process model graph) iy 3 S s s 1) S RE 5 K 1 ok i P gt
BAPUAC ) I A2 — A PMG A2 H 75 s R (0 85 4 e i) e e A ) ], Hob 5 s nT e B A R 28 L 2R3 WA
GIEFE

EX 13 R EBE PMG). P& PMG 2 A FLIe4l(N,E,T,2 a), Hth,

o N FIRBERI PTG SIES,

o EcNxN E7- 15 mUHA [ 1 54

o TR 4lEPEA S B TYPE,LABEL,RESOURCE,INPUT,OUTPUT 45 & 1f;

o ORINHETAFIFBHAMIIES;

o aN>(To>QXRNT SIS PEMR R O &R, IL b JE P B 1 42 R0 4 55 8 P A (1 B S 44 k.

B2 5 H T L Rl AR (D) AH N K FE AR RL B PMG 3R 1T LA AR [RI R EL 5 55 48 BPMN H
AN B AP HTE PMG 48— 3R 7 o4 (81 R 0715 15 R (R SR B R A4 Bk S 3 A D 71 U A A e AR ik
AR IR (1) 75 2,40 V) LA 0 8 2 09 B o e e, o g A FH L B N R R 4

T PR i) A PR S TR AR SO BT W B R R AR B R B 5 K AL 1) (block-structured). 4 — AN i RE LTS o 11
WP 5 22 4% SRR B0 A2 by LA 1 00 T s T 68 SR 257 0 Bl 7 I, A TR 2% 3o A 20 2 e 5 4 e g 71 G e
Per] DA B AR BHAGE T B AH L T AR P K 4k iR 2 B g Mg A0 (R AR B 5 5 T FH P B, O HL IR &5 R A DR 1)
AT B B /NS R (19 9 A TIT 5 2 W e 8 g A () 3ol R R A R 2 o BT o L 491 o, 9 HL— A B s R4k
()3t P PR SO0 00 0% A 4y e 8 ) A PR 2R T R s A A P 33— I B AR A SO e R B ik
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(K37 2, I HAZ R AN 2200 A ST i 10 3& P ™ AR B

R1 R2 R4
R5 R11
= RI3 R14
INQUNG g >EO>E)-
{(TYPE Activity), R6
O->@ rewesil A @O
R1
{(TYPE,Eyent), R7 R8 RS 216 R17
(LEBEL,Start)}
E—>© (D>
)

Fig.2 Corresponding PMG and fragments dividing result of process (b) in Fig.1
Kl 2 1 i AR A (D) AH Y. PMG [ LA R 60 55 1) SESE I F 4k

1.3 SESEd 2 HR #0572 £ # i

— ANPGE R AR 3 R AR T DL Ui A — TSR A e 2 B A AR SC 5 LN SESE i A B A T ik
TG B HEAT 2 A 23 iR SCBR 18143 4t i RE B ERE 5 B8 483 — N AN Se A A b 4518 45 [X] it SESE. 1
FEYT BLAE S 52 0 B 96 R AR ) 1) B3 BE At

FEX 2(SESE iH#8HR). 4 xy AiI AR G BT s R R IR S B y 1 A X,
TR x #2560y, R ABE S N y B2 E s sl B AR x AR y 3245 T xR 31, 1 2 [A) 4 ) 5 32 45 0 R A T
DAZE U 52 SO R AL G ) SESE i PR — AN IS5 AH 2 (1322 (3, b) i LI i A e

o af#ilb;

o bEET a

o AT amEIE T IEE b LS b W IS a.

AR F 3 T A 19 52 SR ol 2 FR AR 2 ] o g B — N VR AR 9 EL A o — D A5 AT AT X 1] 3
g5 L TN R A R AR R B R el R R S & SR AT TR R P R e U E AR H L BRATT AT LAk - ANE B A
s AN IR I BAEA S AR R A my DA A AN R

Fig.3 Corresponding process structure trees of two processes in Fig.1
Kl 3 1 P AR (a) ML FE R (D) ) B f L RE S5 KB PST
H52 kL & 3 s i AR A R A (9 AR P LE I AR TR R I ZETE £ 440, B R10 AT R1L 45 I 4H B ¥ A
AR BL(AAE R1I0URLL) AL 2 SESE s #eHe (HANAT &l vh g G AE AR L (1)l Re e A 2 JLU 11 (canonical). i 4 2
R RE A PN L FE B FLFD F2 2 IS A A0 2 BACY FL B AL F2 N A AR R — AN FE R F A 2R
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W) 24 A S AR AR R S XY, 2, Horh F=XOY, IF B F R Z 5 A AR 75 ), F AT TRR F oA 3000 i R e 31140 52
TN ST AT R 3 (1 3o R B U (1 3o R

EVAT TSI W, YA et R B 22 ) B A Tk 5 3 0 AN AT A 1021 R gk, A ol R 28 %y okt e T LA e — AN
TE 45 K FR A 1k L 45 Mg PST (process structure tree)t*2, ¢ 55 28 gt (T2 13 45 K 1 (program structure tree) % (i) i &
AL 3 L5 T L A AN I R AR A N (1 e R R A P v [ | SR s R e AR R R AN I AR AR T
N A BRI 25 P BB A 5 v 200k ek R A AR P AT A B, AT LA A I ) A A B P 2 e Y i
AL IX — S SR, TR UE T 3RATT T IE R A SR R

2 ETFPSTHHETIRTTREEA

S ST R A TR MRS R 0 FO0S N G AR e PR S P L ORAIE AR AL — BUME RO EE TR N T SR
RS [) 52 28 05 N7 5 2R () 3 N7 - DRALE J7 325 1A 2803 B 1 e 1) FG T SC TR B AL 1, BT A A8 NS i 7 56 4
b 55 32 4R 10 Rt B 22 ) 3 HOS OR AR I B il R R ] (R DT E R S8 BT TR e R A R e 3RS I 5 2R K ) A 1)
FILAEE A DAy P R R R TRD R e WSS O % (10 7 e e AR ] 10 76 38006 I K A B

o JEUTORE I I AR A IR e ) AR RN DR AR PSR B Y R AR I R T RS G &R

o SR R A AL B AR Y A S B 2 A AR Y R ] AU DG R

o ZXTEXTNIRR PN LA T A AR R R KN G R

AR 58 SCT IR S5 R B 2 18] P A 050 W 5 2R RGN K 4 P I 23 0 B H ok A o 2 ) LRI 7 R
[F G e FEE ) P T v
2.1 PSTHim Z [BIARET K Z RO H 5 1K 1=

PST 7 sl [ WS OC AR I AR Y g T W /N ik R A e i F e 2 AR XS S 0C R FRATTAR Y PST
Y AN R], FE T A I PR AR AR AR B HH I 1 U ) AR AR 71 A T R SRS DG R A S A A

TE X 3(PST Mt F 15 R Z (B BR&F X R B FI BIKRHE). 4 n Flm 531k 1k P2 45 K 4 PST Fl PST, iy -5 1,
4 SRR L R AL PMGy 1 PMG, P 5 £ J0 2 node; il nodey, & 4112 1) 77 76 5 B MR 96 2R 24 HAX M BT
5] T UC BE A Match(n,m)ANIE T3 45 52 B :

Match(n,m)=SimN(node;,node,) = cutoff, 1)

oo 0 A n A m 22 1) UCEC AR AT LAY A nodey F1 nodey 2 1) 7T AUARALLEE SimN(nodey,node,) 7R, A
BOA[0,1], ARV 5 IR AE S 2.3 W 5 X 11 A UL HH. S 30 cutoff, 3R R 14 a5 A e S 56 28 e 3 f 340 i s A1
HUAE e [ A [0, 1], 38 5 5 40 VE Al ¥ 1% 1 % & R 0.55.

5 126 A 5% R 1R ) e L I A 35, R — AN 555 275 R A7 AR WS 90 3R X R 00 A B8 B H v T A
B Bt o FAT R SFF O R (3 A7 A 25 AN AR ) 149 B v 1 AT 78 348 JCHL o oz ), 85 At A 32 e B O 2 M) I, AT e 8643 3815
SRR R SR OC 2R 55 A0 AR TR 0 R 5 A2 T B G &R R RE IS

TE X A(PST dEMF17 S Z B AR ST K R AT H BIKIR). 4 P FIR 43 3 4 i PR &5 # PST A1 PST, i g+
A5 A5 P ORI R B ME— BT AL B AE n R m), ) PRI R 2 (AR AR A SR R 5C R HA S B AR A Al n
Flm Z MAEE MR LS O R, H P 1 R Z A ILECL{E Match(P,R)=Match(n,m); 5 IJ,P F1 R 22 7] 17 £F i 3% Bt 5
KARMASCHEANZ B ICACH Match(P,R) AL T 545 & BIA
.%%%§;§%+ab.amT(ﬁmPLsn(R»+a%.&mNUPfR);SmW(P:Rv;zcmoﬁp @)

iR FRIEA s T PST AErF 1745 45 PRI R 2 W) B DCECAE IR oS5 ¥, A s 25 18 T 3 bl BR 3 0 A AR
MR 3 TR T AN T S T RS Y DG R B 5 R P I T AN SR M I S SO A AL L
PR A Y ) E T SOREY T a5 AR ABLEE L A H

e Num(P,R)FE/R P I R % [ BT PN 715 i 2 [ A7 A IR WS Ok R 3R

o Min(P,R)#7R P FI R HP AL 3 Sy 1745 gD 1) 1 P 71 s O

Match(P,R) = @
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o Str(P)KIR P ot TP T s 0 BV IR ASE 2 50 3 P i kAL B IR B ) A R i e TR 3 Y
PSTy,R4 1 £ BB 11 H Str(R4)="GTW Direct Approval ACT Indirect Approval ACT GTW” (Bl f5 #49% Ji
PEANGFHE ). 53 FRAR T rh 5 A FLA T 22 (1 J M AR v DA ARUH S I 2 7 4 R o

o SImT(Stry,Stry) L7 74 HY Stry A Strp 2 0] (1) SCAAHARLEE, JLAE BN [0,1], BAR T 5 VAR SE 2.3 1
SE ST R PEA

o CPFIP AN AIERIR PO R ek R R R RIS A A0 AR R A

o w0 MR RIR TR POCRB A ORI LK R SO SR BURE FIBCE I H =8 2 F1 2k
L3 3 525643 BT, AR S0 @,=0.2,0,=0.7, 0,=0.1;

o cutoffy R R AR 47 55 ) 14040 530 e L, EAL ¥ 1] Oy [0, 1], 20 ik S 6 VP Ay AT A R B Ok 0.6.

TR FR AL 15 R B A TR T 22 (R0 I OC 3R, B R A S R B [RDAF LR B AR AT B T e DALk 7E N BB SR
LA AN RS ) P AL RR S R T % G FR A B A Y B PR R SOR AL 2 A AR R T I AR
HR BT A B IR YOG R IR 2 5 2 I A R R R AR TR e PR T S A A8 T PR L PR S ek AR B R A
i, DT, FRAT 1K i R (Y DE R R 5 5 YO Bk 3 TR 25 (R B34 4.

22 PSTHmZIEIMRE X RMMEFZE

F T S 7 R ST G 2R 1R S ) 4 A A BT I Y S TR PR R R D R R AT 0 T R A T
AR WSS DG 2R AR T TR R TR I A ) B IR G R 5 SRR B O SR s B — AR R S5 M PST,
HEAT 18 )77 368 [ 20715 s AE 53— AR PST, o 38 7 - FRRF 25 J A B 0 71 0, R0t W 56 R S L DU A
TRAE. A 7 56 8 2 S5, 5 EE AR VG B R 1) v 6K o 2800 HE AN T 28 (9 B 0% 2R B R S IR 1 AU R R
H: U fiE {# A :(Start,Start,1),(g1,91,0.83),(A,A,1),(92,92,0.67),(g3,93,0.67),(C,C2,0.88),(g4,94,0.72),(D,D,1),(g5,95,
0.58),(E2,E3,1),(H,H,0.92),(End,End, 1).

AR5 s 2 TR R 56 ZR A i 5 b — 2B 2R AL AE PST, i g 3 A 75 S 7R 59— PST, i i) -4k
T A B 77 0, FF A% B 26 R B LD AR AR A FRATT LA PSTy i) P11 o1l n ) 4 iz,

Fig.4 Constructing correspondences between nodes of PST,
P 4 e st R G5 AL AR 2 T B3 0SB 9K 2R PST

R HVE G B T PST, K R12,7E W B AL 55 (045 sl b 3 3 E2 A E3 (A 7E — 408 W R 2R, IR Ut
S 5% R 78 58 0.5,P11 (K ARG B ME 5 Str(P11)="GTW Inform Department ACT Log Request ACT GTW”,
R12 ) 5 B¢ 1 H Str(R12)="Log Request ACT Request Inform ACT”, A\ 1fj SimT(Str(P11),Str(R12))~0.75. 1t 4F,P11
FIR12 1) 1 F 3T sSAHAE 2924 0.29, 71545 B VUL {H Match(P11,R12)~0.66>cutoff,, I A 4 P11 F1 R12 2 [i]
AEAE A B MU G AR
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WA AR IR ES R RS, EAr i P 2 (R ) o6 &R K UG R4 4n R :(P1,R1,0.76),(P2,R2,0.77),
(P3,R3,1),(P4,R4,0.71),(P7,R9,0.88),(P8,R10,1),(P9,R11,0.67),(P11,R12,0.66),(P13,R13,1),(P17,R16,0.92).

23 IFREETSHEULES

T PST Z A7 A VG O AR, 75 2 o SO0 REARE R4 502 (] R ARBL 2 P52 2, B0 45 s A Jed AR A 20 T v
PIAN 5 R IR [ AL €A T AHARURE JS2 PR EBC(E Y0 1 Ay [0, 1] 1 5, FRATT A S LA AR [ SR AR PR AR 2 ) W] e A 7
AEABAIG R, 490 1395 20 1 a5 4 1R s ) R AR AL Dy O, BT bt s SCSS R ARABL B 4 R

TEX S(EBRBLE). 4 (NyLEy T, 2, a) RN, Ep To, 2, a0) 54 PMG ST T 1 nyeNy Fil npe Ny, BT 18]
124 R AH AR 2 £
1, a,(n)TYPE = a,(n,) TYPE
0, otherwise

SimY (n,,n,) ={ (3)

FERE P ARG R 2 PR A1 R L P L 1) SO AR AR AL B R B 345
EX 6(BIHEMRPUE). 4 H(NLEy Ty, 20, 00) F1 (N, Ep T2,02, a0) A PMG X T35 £ neNy Al npeNy, B4 12 18]
1) J& PEARARLEE i
SimA(n;,n,) = Zgwn)eal(m

)
tip.liz)eas (Np) 1<i<xtip=ti,
Horp x KRN A EA AL RN ER, o Rm T &N 8 M FBCE A G 78 A4S SE I VPN IR AR R & o,
A P A S AR AT AT A Y R A AE B A 44 kR 28 LABEL IR TYPE W, 1 AR AL 5 % Y5 A B b &5 A Jeg
PRI 0k 1 P ) D P ARLABARE 1 32K mT LR 14K 4 SimA(n,np)=SimT (e (ny).LABEL, ap(n,).LABEL).

e SO ) SImT 78 AN T4 H B SCAARARLEE . 2% 18 B AR ik FRA T 1 45 f A4 Bk vh 48 5 A7 1 3 SR i
B3] IS R 5, 4510 4 Check Invoice AT Invoice Verified, ATT5 TN [R) SCIR] AOME & K -4 2 1) ) SCAS ARABLES 5
SR

EX TCARMELE). BB £ 7 20 02 P55 8 AL T8 il i) i) 2 AR S (VRS S H A T
), T 1y Ry B SCARHABLEE AT LUR P AN = 45 R A R R [ 35 D S S i) (1 i SR Al i, i A
o-| finf,|+o, .z(s’l)eh\fzxfz\ﬁ sym(s,I) )

max(| f || ;1)
Horprsym(s, )RR Buii] s Fl 1 A5 A [R) SO (G T A b ) 2, IR [BE 4 1,45 )3z (9] 0.2 4 o Fl o
53 9l A2 T A [ ) R[] SCAR] AR ASC TR, B AT TR B STk [8]H B HE TR B 8 e oA 1 AN 0.75.7E 7% JE ST AR ARARL B i FRATT &
W R A TR/ R 2 A, A 3R T 3R B ik 4 shin] i s

T4 1 AU % gateway) i 5 AT T 28882 A0 FHEASELAT TLA 1) J8 PF, BR1 b e AR BB A 3 L AT
KA BT SCAHALEE R EATTEAT VEAL, b SCHIMBLRE 2 7= 15 s B AT R ER i 46715 s 4 R B 4R B TA) B AR DR B 3R

@; - SImT (I, 1;,) (4)

SimT (I, 1,) =

SR BT SO LR e A 2kt 5, AT 1 2 5 INAR I 1T IR 1 SUAR A FAR 34 5 41 AR A IS

EX S(ERRIE T RES FERBHTRES). £ PMG(NET,Qa)T,FT 5l nmeN Z A7 7E
22 HAUCKAEAE — R0 5 ng,..oneeN, Homf n=n,m=n,, 3 X TF TG iel,.. k=1 T 5,(ni,niw) €E AL 76
AU — R AR W AT T B n"e{ng, . i P T 20 0E nomuE Xon IR B ETIR 1Y AR BN
{n"eN|n'=n}, 34 n'™n (K145 55 5 4k 5 4R A o8 {0’ eNn=n'}, i 4E n™

3 SORT LA 0 S A - 2 A T R O (S 4R ) T A, B SRR B ) s AT g A U Akl T 4k
TV ST OR (5 ) 1 A5, T B AS S 42 50 o b ) 1 B () g6 ={D}. kT iR, W A A B
SCAHALE

TEX I(ETICHIAE). 45 H(NLEL T, o) FI(N2,Eo, T2,42, ) i PMG, X T35 £ npeNy Fl npeNy, 'BAi12
V) PR b SCARMABLRE 2 A 38 17 O0CRH A% 336 i 4615 s SR A 2 [T DE IE AR B, i A
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Z(ni,nj)em""‘ (n{“,niz")smA(ni )+ Z(np,nq)sMg’ﬁ}‘A(nf“‘,ng"T)S'mA(np'nq)

SimA

SimC(n,,n,) = - - 6
(M) a1 )+ max(| g™ |, g™ ©

Horfr, ML (0, ng") R ng A ng (AL 38 AT KT AR A 2 ISR R T RO Y 96 R AR A JIEE ) BT 2 )& FER
B 1) R CONT, AT AT R AT AL R0 e ey FL TR A 8 AN

EXI0(RETEMMERES). A H(NLELTL, ) (N2 E2 T2,42, a0) A PMG, I H1,S1EN1,S,eN, /2
AN PMG 75 548,715 5 npeSy,npe 5,51 Fl Sy Z IB] R T mORT W OC R AR Bt — A Sy 31 S (R SR Y 4 Sa>S,, 381
M(S1,S2). Mgb (S, S,) A& — AN AL T X R 98 RAEA 2 HACU X TAE 5 107 s 0 o6 RS M(Sy,S0) i 2 45+

Z(nl,nz)emgpm‘A(sl,sz)SimA(nl' n,) = Z(nl’nz)eM(slvsz)SimA(nl, n,) @)

T R E SRR BUARBURE « B PR AHALEE D bR SORIABL RS, 3RATT ] DA 2R & 5 H o RS Y 2 TR R PR A 1Y
SURARALE T

EX 1L mABLE). 45 tH(NLEq, T, an) FI (N, Ep, To, 42, c0) FIAS PMG X 715 £ npeNy Fll npe Ny, &A1 [H]
1 R AR AL T A

SimY (n;,n,) - SimA(n,,n,), «;(n,).TYPE = Gateway

SimN(n,n,) =4 . ] _ 8)
SimY (n,n,)- SimC(n,,n,), otherwise

3 EThmigEBEAMIREEEBNEES

ARG H TP 1L R RG] 7 AR e T 5 R s B G 2 TR PR s B 5% 2R R R e R 23 2 ) ) 4 AR DL il e
JE PSR T SENURE S o i WLAN )2 W S8 IR AL A 22— B TR) FR R T AR ) A 2 4 I8 5 R A SCAS M
P FRIF O T G PR B UL A 25 22 A0 S0 AU A 2 i B T30 J2 — R L0574 (ordlered tree) 2 RIAH (BLYE JEE
SRTT I B A R B TR A g R A5 ) FRA DR AR ST 1A g S 1 AR SR

EX 12(MRIBIEES). PIRRA P Ty A T 2 [ (R 2 B0 B AR Ty B33 T O BT ZEAS A (K B /D T4
AL (T, To). e AS B AR G 355 M) A R0 e DA 00 0 LA LA A 19 55 3 JRATTHE AR AN BR Y 5 v (R 354
THHIIEAE Coa(V), JE 1T vy B 15 050 vy BIERAETTHTICAE Conaten(Va,V2). A SCH A2 SCA N s B3 7 s £ A 0T 41
Cael(V)=1, 19 mi B Het A1 T8 S L 1710 i 2 T AR UL ME RS B, B AR - Crnaren(V1,V2) =2- (1-Match(vy,Vy)).

HIT B Ty P — NI B 5 S A0 T 0 T mP K — N 5040 £ T 5 B B8 0 I, T DA% R A g R 0k
AT DI R 0 15 A RO Ty R T e e P [0 A8 1 T P 8 2 4 1 25 ) 595 1 S 6 A7 1 A% MK (ordlered forest) ) 2
filt b HEAT T A A0 S A AR AR PR A8 A SO SR [22] v 2t 0 28 M 3 D) B0 SR v S0 i 86 0 2 R AT T
IR PR SR S AE D, AR BK BT RS T HACAE OO 179 60 ve R, BT R0 v M AR A0 AE By IR S A0 v 5 A5
FIRARMACAE Fv Rl 2 F O — B R IER F RO RS 2R ARMACAHE F- kb F iR e ia MR A7 7L
(K34 23 ) C A Le A1 Re, EATTAOMR Y A A 1 A0 v, W) F AT G 2 [ (14 20 45 0 25 S(F, G) i - T 1 55 4

XD,2)=0 9
AF, D)=(F—re, D)+Cael(re) (10)
AD,G)=0( &,G—rg)*Cqei(rc) (11)
é‘(F —Ie ,G) + Cgel (rF)
O0(F,G)=min{d(F,G —r1g) +Cyy (1) (12)

O(Re,Rg)+S(F —Rz,G = Ry) + Crpren (1=, 1)
SCHR[22]FE I, 2SR A 5225 2 O(Nheight MieigheN-m), 3t ,n AT m 23551 2B AL G UL, BT 163 1) £
5 neight A Mieignt 70 7B F R G (19 15 82 224 FRATD 2 58 o R 22 ) (R0 AR ALLRE I 5 0 G A e B AT 09— A b
L5 P AR 2 1) AN A7 A AT AT s0F I G 2R PR R i A 0 AL AT -2 ) ) i A 2 0 0 s R L AT b, T BALE X
P 2 4 L 2 A ADURE
TEX 13(HFYRiERE BRI ). 4552 PIARIL RE SRt PSTy M1 PST,, Al AT -2 1] P44 S 06 B 25 ATALLIEE DAy
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S6(PST,,PST,)

TSim(PST,, PST,) =1
| PST, | +| PST, |

(13)

4 3F {4

ARGl 352 (1 T RE AR R ) i R AR AU PEH AR BEAT PP, VRAS 20 A B 2005 1 80 (9 H At VP A
A 2 1) 76 3R VL I 5% Z A4 3 PR A 28k, O S VB IS 5% ZOR 0 i dla b 25 2 R0 A aE BUE 58 2 i AT IAE I
BRI L rh A 5 45 TR A AN ASEZR A AL S 28, 30 o 2 A 22 40 405 SRR PP A0k 2ol R A6 2R A AR UG I P2 e PO A7 25
4.1 FIETRITR CE RYITAE

A5 BPM AL 3o R AR R R4V s 6 VP4 AE 52 (1) S 5. BPML AL & bl TNl SR 2 AR S 4 R Qe 1 T R 2
W R R BT B, A R ALGURAIT SN 53R 22 A A - 6 3R O A FE L B T R G 17 KR A S i R Y
RS T I ¥ i PR A A, FRATT AR 28 P e 23R4 2 183 ANl i BPMIN Process #ifiidk (14 it FEAR Y, o A5 4T A %K
HZT 5 AMHIEIAY 516 AN, FRA UL HUEEA Y (40 465 AR B S5 BT RRCAS R AL 11 DA A e i R AR AR o, A ARAIE RS
PR AR A — BRI 22 O T IR L0 e AR PR B 15 vp 5 02 i A RO A AR MR R B2, O HL3gE i
Bl SCAN WA OS2 300 e R A 2 A R O B R S S I AR A R I L % A 2 A1 1Y) 255 2 R AR 1A
TREHLIEPE T 25 AR LBk 2 4L WL A5 M B D2 AR B f5 49 3] 23 415 PR AR AL i) S B A B 5
et P i AR AR AR A 1 DL 1.

Table 1 Experimental collection of process model variants
F 1 WA RS AR

Ky HRARE  EIE KT B R ERECE N aa BRI & R

Account 16 2 Order 56 3 Recruitment 12 2
Bank 6 2 Patient 5 1 Request 32 2

Invoice 62 4 Purchase 13 2 Travel 10 1
Loan 15 1 Registration 7 1 Vendor 21 2

T 3 A AR S 7% L Sl R UG B 26 R AN T T ST IR 2 2% DU L 5% ZR B AT 56 LU 3 B, R VPA T i M AT Rt
5K 23 4LIRELAY DL ) 45 T 200 R4 LA Py oAt 2 44 LA I AR B IR H 250 I F I AR, R A AT R S A A
b AR ) ) G FR UL O 2R, I 0 3 30 1 45 4% 52 A= UL L 56 R 745 AT (1 (B VS [l R {(1,2,3,4, 53 i 1 g W) 55
VG P PR P55 ) AR SCAE 5 R s BT 23 AR AT = T 40 W7 4 40 B 45 SR L5 (B A 1) 1) o2 4 SR EAT %0 L, TR
M5 GEFHEHRA—HE WG BEETSHILN R 318 4 P AR NIKR 248 4. H0f 22X}
MR 18 4 LA e 2 0 L XN K &R 52 4.

h T FARET TN NG R I VS EC AR VT B0 3 AMBE S 400 4 FREAEL, FeATTLA 0.1 4 (IR 3 AL AE I T
21 k47 I3, B7,(0.1,0.1,0.8),(0.1,0.2,0.7),...,(0.8,0.1,0. 1) S L 11 36 T 13t 45 N #3711 70 25 5 445 W 56 &R
AT 5 AT TR AR SC 5 v vh b 545 S IR DG R 0 AT 2k [B1 VA 2317, &5 R I s e 1) 4 2B (L4045 L 2, ] LA
T H kR BRI, 1 R S 4 T R SCAR AFABLE cop T 3 R B 114 U T B R 1) e o (1) 5 T

PST 15 st ISR G 28 JA1 AR o 118 31 2 e DG 0 OC AR 75 Jl o 1) o IR 3% JRAN L i i % PL IR R
PAK F B S5 Fa b ok At 1) 8 DG C 5% 28 17 2880 2k sy 28 3R /s ) R PR DG DG 3R oy I A0 10 L 481 43 [ 2R 3R s ) s 1)
VERL R RAES H UL G RAE G T 0 15 36, F ()2 256 25 FE A e f0 44 Ml 2R (1 45 31 /) F=2-(P-R)/(P+R). N T
133 {A cutoff, A cutoff, (15 I&BUE, FATTLL 0.05 24 [H] B 7E[0,1] 16 [ P9 it AT T K, 45 21 14 45 0T 4545 11
g R 5 FToR. o] LA H T B A 1 {2 T U R 0 5 i SRR KK R TR e R TR L oG RAE S
rhE S IR UL G OC AR, RIVREAN Y R B R P iR 2 R AR — S5 UL IC G AR (E2 Jo v 10 B 4 2 3 B0 (31 36 (10 3
N EE R IRATLL F A ZRE VRN R ER, B cutoff, A1 cutoff, il LAy 5 i # oy 0.55 Fl 0.6.

A TS T AR AR 5 IR AR AT 43 1ILOG JViews BPMN Modeler 1.0 T H i 07 48 T 23 41t FR R 700 Ak Sz B S R0 4 25 1
HE 2 (G55 BT LU BLR 4 $% 3R BC https://drive.google.com/file/d/0B2rnkzeFwaxCaVpXRUhnM3VXU1U/edit?usp=sharing.
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Table 2 Analysis of weights in criteria of complex matching relations

T2 BN NI P % BB AR 20 B

(2% @2 @3 R’

0.2 0.7 0.1 0.774
0.1 0.7 0.2 0.762
0.1 0.8 0.1 0.717
0.3 0.6 0.1 0.695

- 7”——-—.—»/—
0.9 ¢ 5
08 ‘/"’-J

0T e
06, —= Al
F{H
05 1 T
0 02 04 06 08 1 0 02 04 06 08 1
cutoff, cutoffy

Fig.5 Selecting threshold of elementary and complex matching relations
K5 J5 A5 % DL C O A B A 1% Y

T ¥ e bR S A5 B B AN B S 5 e AR B 3 58 1 AT PR ML RGO R 4 LR 3 a1
TR BB I AEAT 5 WIS Y T 3 SR O A ) 70 SR G v 5 SR B AT I s At SCHiR P AH DR 1) 3 B J i AE A
SCISE B SE R AR BEAT T 23 M 3 8 7 I A 5535 B bR A DU L VRS, S0 PR 4 0 9 DL TP DL B Stk [23]
S RV 25T BERY A 7 05, e AT S 36 45 SR R REAE & 3 Bt T LU 07 vk 1 FTTVE 2 ARSI 106 R R
(IR AR, Tk 3 RENS SRR RN N 50 AR (K3 7 AH AR S5 A st AR 2R UL IIE 5C AR (0 b 3t B S e 8 R B L A
AR A 3 M AN SR PR 1) A T i 1 R AT RIE R SCRIBURE &5 5 FR 3% 8l 44 FRAHBLEE VR SR, 757 2 A1)
P it B2 3 B e k0 1 O R A 1, AT S B 008 — 5 TR T A0 8 o J ™ D1 P 5 28 ) PRV 0 R (EL O e AT i
PR 2 18] UG IC 5% ALY S A SRS A 15 i 0 Ok AR R A A IR A B A1 2) RV 5 B REMS SCHF AT W ok
A (VR (EVE R 25 RS Bl iy 44 (10 2 55, BRIV SR Js 7 0 I O R (19 A4 el LA A T 1) iy 44, O ELAE A ) S22 X 17
IR AR I T O T I 0T 5% AR PR TR 5 SR A A R A Y 1R B2 e R R R R R R 2

Table 3 Construction results of matching relations between model elements
F 3 BIAIURILKC R R IR 45 R

IEFUCRCECR HRICACEGE BRICRCEE EHE (%) A 1H1 2 (%) F i
0. ARSI 274(223;10;41) 36(21;6;9) 44(25;8;11) 88(91;63;82)  86(90;56;79)  0.87(0.90;0.59;0.80)
1. FEBIFRZEULAL 181(181;—-) 9(9;-;-) 137(67;—-) 95(95;—;-) 57(73;—;-) 0.71(0.83;—;-)
2. SO EUCH 167(167;—;-) 6(6;—;-) 151(81;-;-) 97(97;—-) 53(67;—-) 0.69(0.79;—;-)
3. b -IT West 155(125;9;21) 7(0;2;5) 163(123;9;31)  96(100;82;81)  49(50;51;40)  0.65(0.67;0.62;0.54)

L S50 PPAL B AR SCAR Y R 0 3R G E BOAR A B BLAT J7 VAR A 3 52 o0k I 56 AR T R A S AR
S AQATHIRATAE S B o 1 A U5 DAL R 45 M D0 84, DR AN e 0 S e il A B 2 ) F) S 6 1 R AR 1 3 A
T LRIL R OC R A R AR e A, A T A O A R T 5 R B A SO e R AT UG P PR e R AR R Bl &
A PR S5 A 77 425 5 2 00 3 8 [ S 2R A T 4 g e g Ak T, KD A, 2 2% 92 S 97 65 10 5
REREIEL 1) SERFAT R di T
4.2 FEBBGBULE S RYITMHE

AT T o 5 R A 2 S RS 2R A J A ALY B R T VA AT PG 3 M FRATT A P o R A A R
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(K137 SORIEAT L0, B 45 52— N ABIE M R AL & SAESR G S AW S M AL L FEALE,
b A i 45 SR SROTBURE FEHR 7 SR RS2 g0 b AT 1K) 46 MRS LAk, 53 AMEESLA N Y 23 11 R Ae ik
FBEHLLEFE T 14 A o) R AS OS2, 19 1) 60 AN ol RE AR 41l 1 e TR R 4R 45 JRATTIIX 60 MR 4R 5
BEALIEE T 10 AR AR Ay i ANARHL . 18 i RS AR RN A A AR R — 8 10 2 e, AT DR i AR AT T AT
D A DR A A SR R BRI SR N e DA R SO 2 8] R A AN i AR L 60 Al
PR AR CIEAT AR AL 23, B 28 R A i AL IR 05 B0 1 42 RS 8 B 2 AL P o oy AR HE e 10 e ity
BRI 751,

T T AR A R R AR 5 v O R A i ARS8 5 2 AU RS AN DO 6 TR AR £ 5
RN ZAT 2 e 3 A5 Z DG HE R (E S B A7 A 5 20 ARABL RS R 32 DA DA AN () 2B P el R A 2 1) e T i
AFAERBAE FR GBI A TS0, B DS AT 31 RS 2 IR 47 AR ORI G 3R oA AR SC T 9 4540 s DL CAR oL ) )
G 1 2 20 AR P2 IR AT 3 AR 25T e o i Vv A DL 588 J V0 AT 0 LR 4T Ok T 48— VA B,
XL 4 T 7 EEAEREAT BT SOASAR DU S5 et i S AT AR SO SC7 4t IR TS 7505 T 6 IR 4 SRR T A
R A (1] 5 1) A A oy 2, B 42 SRR B o e BUAIR AR DRI A2 AR R A5 e N TR e ARADL, L B4R & T A
T RGeS (R IE AR ). A T (58 T s S 6 6 2R A P 42 SRR SR DL 3 A LE A A A S — D I 3 Kl 1 b 2k
SEILL AT U H AR SR Y 0 T 0 g A P S T VA AE R BRI 8000 1E A AR IR UL R AR DR KRG L R R,
HE 0% B4 13 P T el AR R o O SR 3 st

1.0—a—=

0.8
x 0.6
g It 4 e D
B ogal T o i A

< U AR AR
0.2 —— [ Y I
e YR P g
0.0
1/31  7/31 13/31 19/31 25/31 1

e
Fig.6 Curve between precision and recall

K6 HERGZR-4A B R 2

I AT A SRR H A S P ) R A TR AR DL R ik AR AT e v A R (R B A R I
AN R SR AT AN BLTI g AN 5 1 R 38 5 7 3R (A R R ) B AN () J2= DRI 2K R ) 4 G 45 A B 5T
BERE 38 B A DASR L AR 12) ol T S 2% T0 2R UG B 5% 2R (1 ) sl LA R b o e 0 S i e o AL 2
() S T 88, ) BP9 352 5 v 3T AR 157 7 6 T 308 2 P (O SCAR R AL ), 3 42 B S AN A7 1 SR IER 10 58 78 A1 bl
i, JE G £ T SEABE Y T G 9t UG P 32 8 I 1), A T4 e AR LU S8 2R A A0

5 tH*XI{E

DT A7 R B BRI P o (I R A A, O ORFF AT T 1 — SR Ak, )R RS L H AT
TR VR I BB AR TT LAy Sy W 26:1) S5 e AR AL 5 22T Dy 2 W A DRI 1 Jod P 8 B 5o — A v i e
TR 2035 47 25— A Py BT B, 2) 3 RS B AR A AT AR AR R B AT I (0 S v AP S S Ay A B0 A
SRR R A AP R T B CRAIE o P AR e 2 190 1) — SO B 4. 3 9 28 07 0 — AR T 2 4 it 2 e 1
it VR 2 AR A 2 T R 3 [] R 2 S e A el e R AR A 2 TR PR DG S 5% 2R, 2 e AT T [ ) B R .

SCHR[B]$R X L 1 3 it R AR 6 3% DL I ) vk, A 4 5 23 A48 A1 DL IS« 500 I DU S LA K AX I DL AC.
ST VP Ak S8 R WY T P i L ) B0 SRS (T TR DL AT ) RE 0% 0 I i o PO DG P 4 SR, TAE A 3 A [ 2 23
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Sk F 0.89 A1 0.60.{H EIX 3 Fir Jy ik #R H RS H 5 T X B ¢ &R 1R R

ICOP it 55 714 U P ME 22 MR A 1 — o 201 42 3K 1) 2R by, B0 it R 20 () G 32 U I ik R 9 4 D B N
AR 4 AP R TR 5 BRAR SR AL AN [R] 1) vy 308 28 4, 300 do 30 % 20 A1 ok 61 2ty 75 B (0 A R DT 10 2%, HLAT 3 0
AT 7 1 AF R G e A A F L A S IR SRV T AT L AR R A2 HE B v 2 IR e e S 6 5 TR 11 UG TG 2% 52481 ) o
iff 2 R ] A2 43 Sl 15 5 0.82 F1 0.51, BB SRR I 1T B ¢ FR 50 22 5 20 B ¢ R IR A4 A

SCHR[AS]HR T — Bl A Ak i 35 B AR 2847 v DC 2 /9 U7 25, 2% F 597 2 (bag-of-words) A1 3 45 25 89 44 (label
pruning) ¥ AR 78 57 0 B ¢ FR 10 U0 B BRAK LG~ 455 H G 0 2 2 A SCARHABLISE S5 AR 1) AE A % B v SCIHR[16]
PR T TR SO RN I AR R UCIC Uy 32, JRAE TG B UL HC P 25 18 T3 2l i N\ S D s 10 5 i E a5 vk A A
AAESLHF 20 2 %8 PG R, I B 4 HhE AR IR S8 50 A B

SCHER[23]42 IV 55 SRR B 1T SRS I V4 B SRR 22 00 22 506 8 5C 28 (K RO AHL2& AT %5 S8 5 i 44
R 18] AR AL, B2 SR DG T 45 i LA A R () i 44 5 e A0 78 40 3] 522 2008 B 56 28 02 75 J a7 1N, 3% 5 3255 P A4 18
B — I 0017 (18 5%, BRI 2 1 A IR iR R 8 5% 2R 5 238 R R SC AR AL JEE a0 200 ] it I 4 v B XA A3
0 I DG 2R [ S S a7 i T R O AR R R 5 LT AR SOR F IR 3 0 00 7 DB T TR S
SATABURE R PR 38 IR T7 VR %% I SCRFRIRAPMEAE R 4 Thdb AT T 4.

Table 4 Comparison of related work
R4 KBGO U SR R SR 49 S H
SO EICE  1coP HEEPT AR L™ SGERDT Wg-1T i RSk

I8 KA + + + + _ ¥
% BT G5 1 + + _ ¥ " +
JR PR R O R + + + + +/— +
L OSESTING A - + - + + 4
EQUESTINES Y - - - - + +
3 155 S BRI IE + +/— + _ + +

ARSI I 53— A BFFC 1) R0 ik A28 2 0 Fy MDA 2 i Dijkman 25 AU HOEDEAL T 3 Fd REAEALAN
ACUAE JEE A5 5 34T R VL PEARABURE « A ARHABLBE AN AT D ARABLE . Si 56 45 SR WD, 2 1 ] i 0 B8 12 1) 5 A AT BB PR 3R
IS DIE T H A A of 3 B 5 R SR [241E 2B 0 W RDEAL T 4 bk T P G 0 B AL AR b 1) B0 3 25, 9
SR RE RS A5 21 SODAE A 1) 5 B 25 RO FLACR e e SCRR[7] 9 Hh 17—l pRad it REAR AR fBL Pk # 28 Jik, e e A
G0 K G5 A ARACLAE: J8E et T 0 e i B TRT 7 PR S R AR A o 5 20 0 A AL PS8 AT R I DA 88 S T 22 AN i BE 1 45
F AT A1 AT B8 A 38 4 88 72 17 F 1) 9 36 AR SC 0 T SO 2007 B 1 4 45 i W v e 8 126 AL JE (1 1Sy 425
5 18 TR T0 R A AL 0T I 5 R ARALLJRE PR 5 R0 T A SR 7 S T A0 £ 08 A L 2 PO AR AL 2 7 9, AR
TSR 5 — Fiff B AT T 3R R AR I A — SEE 5T 0 o b ORI F) 47 A S AL, 2% 135 3 2 T 6 DR R SR 2R R
BB 2 AR AT b AL B,

6 ZHRiIE

A ST F) Gl AT 2 0 9 A R A 0T et R A2 A UL B AR BEAT 1 W9 ROUE I Ay 32, B 77 3 i R 45 4
B R TR T 3R DL 0 5K 28 A R EOR, PRAE T 1R AR A U I PR R0 R R s e b 3 WL 4 A FE3E— 2B W9 T 4
A 8 ol R Y 2 () A Py DG P R P2, P A S 0 PR G 3R UL E O 2R, B 17 % T 4 8 0 11 o R Y
AL 2 555 A AN BPM AL T REAR 2R J o 2 (1 T RE AR AR 4R 5 REAT 17 S IR VP Al 5 AR W] AR SR 1y ik
FEARR UL BCTT V2 RENS A R SO ARl 3 AP SRR JC O N S R JIFAE B 4x R A AUl R fi b BRI T RAF 0
RSO, T RS G 2 11 o R AR AP 2 77 2 A R A e 3 Y T e R 2R A ) 2 3 35

FEPPAR L A T A B ATS AR A A /D B PR VG 0 5 28 9 AR Hh el R Ry g 36 1 17— S8 DL HE R 2R It A A K AR
o BATT G FE AT T L R B 3 LA 10 A AR 1 e 2 e A, LR UL e 5 2R R DL 4 [ 3 e b g e 7 9k
A9 JE R SR A5 S 2 4 AR o (A BB A0 22 S 49 55 ) (0 o RE AR AR B i, A SC S 36 A P A i R A2 1R U B 18
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AR 2R kSR R AN ) R AR, AR A A P 20 ol R U5 A L S AR PR e R AR A B £ 0 AR T AT e — 25 PP A 0 5k
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