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Abstract: Multiple parallel transactions in new-type distributed software result in that the events produced by
them are randomly ranked. If the tokens of these events are incomplete or unavailable, they can’t be distinguished to
belong to which transaction. In this paper, the problem of stripping events with incomplete tokens is converted into
maximum-weight perfect matching of bigraph system. If the transition time among these events is independently
and identically distributed, all possible states (events) are separated into multiple cutsets, each of them becomes a
bigraph system. The improved algorithm of maximum-weight perfect matching is adopted to finish respective
matching, and then the matching results are spliced to gain the most possible footprint sequences produced by these
transactions. Simulation experiments confirm that our method can effectively strip transaction footprints with
incomplete tokens. Compared to traditional bigraph matching algorithm, the improved one has higher efficiency.

Key words: new-type distributed software, incomplete token, transaction footprint, bigraph matching,
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B0 2 oA SR AE [ R0 B RS A TR R R 1) 40 P — i 20 A U 2R 8 I MBS BOR B TS K L B ORI R
2% T NAT D68 R I o) 0 P 2 A A T P T T S e B R SR U A Ay A SRS AT 3,
AT 0T M A PR 0T I A A L 7 A ) 55 B TR EAT AT G2 Wiy 23 A AR 0, i 28 Al A 0 ) A A 3

3 1) PR — AN T T 10, A SO R i ) R I R R — B D) S AT T T &

TE8 B o0 A0 SN BATIBAT BRBE N, — o )i 1 =0 45 D0 5 00 A R4S 4 3840 (1) RIMHEATAZ T IT &
it (artifact), W1 55 25 (OB 1) IR 45 38 BN FH AR J75(2) 7E3145 b T SCEREE rp B A0k S48 B SR IRAH 26 & 5(3) %t
XA T SR EAT SR 3R AT 2 55 Ut ) AR S BT B 45 R AR S 5(4) 0 B 3 5% R 11 R {5 1k A A A5 S R A B
155 B AT PR AN [, 13 1) S AR 7] A k. — A 0 1, T LB 3 open-group ARM  instrumentation!?/ % Tl
B UEFRAC T 55 PR 2 TRV 7 A 0 00 S AR (Rl 2 7 29 0 A SN BE T 10 A S84 7 28 FLad fe v, 7= A i 4
Al BEARIL (token) AN SE A A 1] FL A0 B 1 7 B8 TOIRES So, HAMR 28 2 AN 5 b id 1A A O AN ] BE VA G
i5¢ M B T RE AN BR R K ME — SR R R R — %, B A A B R, & R R ) kA, B I AR
FIFO(first-in-first-out) 8¢ LIFO(last-in-first-out) J5l ), i] LAFR 25 5 6 2% A 42 ik ke 2 s — A 5 3 11 3 5% B3 08 A
oA N 2 RFRH B P, 2 A H AT R 3R BURE A 55 10 & SRR BEALHE 7, a0 SR 3% 28 3 b i A 58 A B
ANTT B T 1 DX 73 T 6 3 2 i 8 T WA 155, 3 8 S BURVE X 28 HAT Ay 3047 S I 43 B O T0I . 3l 75 22 - 4%
—PAT 2 A B T R e BE LR 7 1 % TR AT < R0, B B A AT b e, AR S R bR 1) 4 SR P R T
J85E B T 45 B (8 S R 4 R T AT 6 AN 5E A i 1R 1R B OG5 R0 ) 9 4% R, LAy R — P s
THEAF FR) <3 185 B A B Ay AR e i) i ) G e P 7
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Fig.1 The instance of state transition model with incomplete tokens
K1 ANSER TR IR FE i 7L Sl

HH GG PAT A AR IR SO B R ASIRES) DR HE i (2R ik g — AR, AN
145 i 25 A8 HL g S 0PI 1) 0 45 HAT B R AT I AR Sl AR XM AR AR L AR 56 4 55 8 S 7
PR b3 g e ) R0 Y LS < 7 M 00 R A8 45 B8 1) A/ 38 BRI A 50 74 e A S A AT 22 T % 2 G 38 06)
IR A B 22 AN R A S 55 1R 38, 20 BT A AT B0 R S0 A, S e R R o e R o 95 24 41, v DL A B X 4 i 55 )
Y 1) 2o £ e ARALLER) e 90, O A v s A SIEA81) v 2 RS BT A6 B 1RO I ). 24 H R (O — A 5755 3 28 15 A A 1 B A 52
51 v DG P 5 8 8RS S PR 7592 v N A SR AN [RDIR 2 2 R 1) £ 8 T4 R, R P e KAR B )
(Maximum-Likelihood Rule, MLR), A FT 75 i 25 4 15 Ay s DT 2 2] 77 AE e 1) 2545 b 36 TR 28 &R 40, 76 oy 2%
[F] 7> 4fi (Independent and Identically Distributed, I.L.D.) )% # s [1] R HE 46 1) MLR 4 {51k g i [l (Bipartite Graph
% Bigraph) s KA 58 42 UL C il 30K 51 A —A> 75 ERNIRZR I 1) A A1 131 DL P 50925 e 1 A5 BRI 52 A% K
WG AR IAZ I A Ge AL HER IR B AN S8 b ic 2 55 R, A e BEAT J5 22 1 43 1 55 Tl

A Pl fe R AR TG AC fr) 8L AR 22 2738 DR HEAT T IR AN IIAIE ST, JF A B 3 IR SR00k de PR AREVER R 3B AT I ) 52
4% 5 O(n(m + nlogn)) BYI O(VnmlognC) 3% B C AN 9451 H ft di AT i — ANk 38 22 05 B0, T ) —
AN I 59 22 TR B TRT P N FH 7 B2 R A7) de R DG 10 50, AN I8 7 B (1) 52 4% B AN % ) 5 2 B2 B AN (e 45 2
ARG R8CR ) RBUAE T34 BB B KT BE D '™ B0 AN K/ AR D 22 0K I P A S0 B E B ) 10 v S 48 A
(I ) B2 2% 149 2y O(C) ) 4% ¢ I [) R AT, T 3K TF AT 15 SE B i 00, 26 O(n") hox T H7 vh ST AE 2R I ) O () . K]
1B AT I ) 52 2% 1 43 3 24 O(rn(m + nlogn)) 1 O(r2v/nmlogn) 77 i 25 [ #6 k O(rn) 76 SCHR[S]H, S B0 T £ AL
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TR A ) 45 592, LR T 0 AT AR Bl 0L T 38 47 I 1) &2 2% 41 1 O(rnmilogn) £ 3Lk (6,71, 1
FH T A IR B AR v T HES 5 KAk DU TR il B8E, LIS ) 52 4% B 29 O(min(n + r,r/n)m) 4% 1) 52 2% B o 4 4 %
SEAEASRERR PR Foe KT R B 10 B DG I 1380 O 1 A7 RS DR 81 i A DL P, AR SR I T — A RERS M kR 51
KA VEIC T 85 £ B35, PN T R0 2 [) 52 % B 4% 6 SCHR T8I 2K BATTIA Oy 2 B335~ U L P 3 9k, FL B8 T 5]
FARIEL L AE BE A P DL AR v 28R B AR SCEAT T I AR S R R

1 EHERTRIPRICEE

11 BXRBRIFIEX

B £, (X) A IELEBEPLAS B X 8% % 1 55 5 (Probability Density Function, PDF), Fy () = P[X > x] & & {1 1L
MR 243 A1 26 $ (complementary cumulative distribution function, fij# CCDF). %} T4 1% A, % A, j) A& i" 47 j"
SR e R W 2 ACRHESI R & (1.0}, logx & x KR HL, Al 2 A AN TS A I B ®
A\B={i,icAigB}.

IR E GNV,E), B @, j) s i R j R, deg(i) A5 i BB X T8I G =(v, OV,,E) il 0-1 —1
FEBE A=[AG, D] A2, IXH AG, j) =1 RRIELE DN, (1) BV, () FIL T4 MBS FE 4N 0 2 Kk,
M2 0 R EE G461 2 | BT T A BG4S N() £oR,j M EETIKES M P(j) £ A
o [E (directed acyclic graph,ffi#% DAG)Z D> — A~ B A 1E A IR 5 GE ORI D> — AN A B TT LI A
(% 5.

T4 H 2 5 7R 1 B (semi-Markov  process, i #8 SMP) ) 5€ X : S;,i =0,..., N, fC R F & B )F F 1) it ok
&, T AERMRE S BPIRES S i 5% i o) SR V7 ) 1 KPR P 81102 — 4 Markov 8,48 55 R PRI 2
Markov, ¥ B 1 P =[P, J)] &s, B — DN EHN ] T, 2 — M TIRZS S M S| I BEALAR i IX B
N BN F G DIREAT & e SMPAEANEEHN 8] T, A—ANE %1 PDF fTiyj (I 21 1T 1] [R] B8 ) Al Bt ok aX
L RS B e VR TR B 1D 17 S O, I A DR T B R A BRI S L R A MRS N2 T
ARV RIS W A 300 S SR 8 IS R A ST T FR 8 67 8, AR SCAN T SR A I (] 5 A7 B30RH DG TR 1 L.

1.2 MLR

PRI IR Y — A5 AR b — AIRZS I, b S A8 & 6 00 I TRD RN 1L BE R8 FH B [ R PR B 3 5%,
i 0] AN TR e 45 i b i I TR) 2 AT R AL H AT A AR 22 P i i) R 7 58, 480 40 9 2% I 1] 3 3 (network  time
protocol, i FK NTP). 5% T B 1] 8 il B, ¥ 2 a6, 2 SR Jg 5 W — /N8 45 19 A — 8 AR R A (identifier) B4R i
h T VR I ME R RSUIRES S, HEREE R 43 B — AN Al X B T B E R A s R R R & A
S U R R — 1R T, B S 4% S0 47 T H 0 B TR AR G I AN [RDIR S DR I 3K 6 5 4% (1) T A7 S 80 e s 7 A A
KRGO B R T 555 52 B H & b &l s S8 5 1R 52 X BLBOE B ERAE BeE B DR AR IR H R 3R AR 1Y
L3 R 22 R LE A o T G 210 0K M ) 5|

55 () AR ART A7 2880 1) DG TS0 A R 4% e 2 (] — 0 DS DAy g — A B 5% 77 A — N — T — [0 B3 8 IR ok ) T A 2 v
FEAIRTS S, AR AR LR o] L HES R i S, ARG RN m RORTEARES Y, P B35 I () 1) 2% 4.4 M )
5 | B4 A I T R 22 S B < 45 R I, S, 3 T HE A dee b R AR I AR HE A A S TR HE S R = Y, H 1 R
INY R HES A T 7 B L TR AR A Y, A B AR IC g BRI S, IR, T AR AS I HE B % b e N A A
(mo =) HAJTEUL M Sy TFAR KIMHARER L 5 S, CBROC R Y FH 54N (7] £ (WEES PDF CUAII 5t Ge -0
SE B 08 43 AT I A A A SRIUIT A 5 4% SE A i 1 At b DT FE AT T ) 5 45 B Rl MLR e KA T VR R 2R 1)
LR KT NG + 1 ASIRES, S5 45 1) MLR ERZE 50 BT 46 0 &30 N AN FES R = AR &

(2", ... A ]=argmax P(Y,™, L, Y™ [Y,) (1)

fifp g 22 (1) 72 NP fi) 7, A SR Pl it e FLARE R 175 D PR 2 2R 8, AT A g8 e 2 3 (1) [ T A 73 7.
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2 MIRTRG

IX L 2 R IR A AR LAk B A AR [ SE Ak AR AL, N TR AR A MLR A HLAE LD B fa)
AT 4 A7 18 1 (¥ 56 A DU ) 850
2.1 IR
2 R T PIRE R, X BIRPIRA S, M S, IMERZEY, FY, W — N RANWHES R 7 AHIBER.
Yo(D =Y (z()N-T(j), 1[I 2
KL T()) R Y, ()) RSt ), 2R 2s S, 35 1 AR RIE 7, Y, (2 () A Y, (5 " J6 2 B2 Y, ()
AY, (r(§)) A& R — G 5 7= L LK LA | Y, 2Y, [LE S S0 45 i R OAR B R AEIRAS S, AR S, L& 3 1y 58
BilE A
Cnt(Sy) = Yo [ 1Y, | 3)

(TP
'u transition u #
footprint at S footprint at S;
Fig.2 Finding permutation vector 7 given Y, andY,

2 GEY, MY, LN RIS

XFTIRES S, I —HEEEIE, 2 Cnt(S,) =0 Ji7 Sy 7 IF U, 2 — A58 ik, W T A 55 45 208 R 48, 15 WAt 2 3
I3 1045 Ty PR A 280 VG B R A 7 TR — 4t U 1R B8 T A e 0% b O BRI, (YY) AR — /N T B — LR b 1 B
R4
N RS AR S B A ) 1 B0, RIEE 35 1 [7] PDF SR 0, b (828 ¥ PDF SCRERE (09 F 540 & B AT o] g i
PDF HFEM ERAB OST < A Sk, 50 77 BR v] A2 D0 PR Y. ol T B )8R (0 7 78, — S8 VLG 7 ] REid
RIS TERI SRR A R T s R BLVC i E it e LT — M G =V, OV,,E) XLV, () BARIRE S, 19
55" BRI E R IR R S, RS, TR (RIS R DR ik, 4 v A i 228 ) 1 B T 82K 1) 2 536 A2 PDF 10 i,k E 480
— 4510 BESREEH B M 52 R PDF 2 AR S0 19, 1000 2 JCA T 1) 45 28 3B AR AT Al — ANtk o ik — (19
BRUCECECE ) N (1Y, LY, |, A) R, X R AL T BRERAEAS S0 (R BORS i 7 v 5 T — AN 2 IR 1Y, =Y, [=n ),
T T ERARHEAEE A, Ng(n,n, A) (R4 304
Ng(n,n,A) = perm(A):= > [ [ AG, z(i)) 4)

7 i=l

XML Z R SARITAT {1,y HEZUSEB) 7o (R DR 0 2 £ I ) g 2 17 A 288 DT P 10 At onl S 4 4
R, BE AR X B A D A7 AE — A S8 A TURE AT 1S perm(A) < n! AN 58 Al B, F R mT LAk 210 1), B0 7 [l — ik
UHTH BN S, BT 5 BIERAS S,

X T ER LR, —SEAE S, MRER IR IE B AT 7 A, DRIk, 5 4 £ P G RC A2 AN T AT 1R 6 T 3B 4 T B I 3 11

M TR SR 2 | Y, =k <Y, [=n,Y,(K) IR IX A n—k AN S B8 e 40 85, K 22 B0 1) i 228 1) i

IFRRAE S, B FR NG A s ) n—k AN RS2 $E DLV, (0) R AR Y, (K) = Y, (k) < A BIAT 8 3 L B, DU 7

V(&) FIATAT Y 25V (i) 5 a2 B8R A7 W1 0 e S5 ] 110, 70 12 A1 P 228 5 4 DG Pt 4 258, 35 4 ik ok g ik —

Fi

perm(A)

(n—k)!

BE SRS TN £V, (8) 14 DLA5 B IR HE 1 AR ZE 11,24 n=k I, LR A A 2(4).
THE ARG perm(A) & —A> NP i ) 81, 1% B sk b 30 A0l aff 5 7 B A1 okt 41 17 0 2 30 4 7 938 0 A 7 22

Ng(n,k,A)= %)
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FAJ 20, DN T 220 P 6 6 A 3 R DG 5 R 8% 55 AN (W) 4t i Al sz 3047
2.2 RALRER
TEPPIRER AT, U S RNT T = [T ()] S PDF f; 2, AR (D) H 1 ML IERC #4624
7%M"(Y0,Yl; f):=argmax P(Y," |Y,) = argmax f,[Y,” -Y,] (6)
T n ANERER — N SEERG Y, =Y, =0 FEREPITE n AN ERZERE E 6 Hi VT S 2R @ MLR #5417 %
N &
fT [YlerL =Yl
Z fT[YI” _Yo]
XHEML HeF) 2N AL F TG A RS 7 (AR DL 2 RO G A BE R &5 DA — AN HE B AT 1E (K AR B
B (LA, A K (7) 2 Pk A IEAE .
TR E) T = [T (j)] B — MBI Bc S PDF f, ,F ZEX T A HE 51 R & 7 04T A i), B AL T Re =2 4a 40,
X HLHEAT Ak T S4B R e 35 ) TRD 2 IR AN PDF £, B9 LLD.5F—AN (Y,,Y,) #ik, ML B {46
APy =argmax [ Y,z -Y,@O] [] RV @K -Y,@0)] (8)

z 1=<z(i)=<k k<z(i)=<n
XHL F(t)=P[T >t] & CCDF.XHF K G = (v, OV,,E) A HHN T £V, (8) (R fRIFR 9 CCDF 1 5), %4 14, ),
AL —MLEW, ) :

P (Y, f) = (7

Wi D:{—log Y (z(H) =Y, @], j<k (92)
Pl R (0 -Y, (0], =0 (9b)
T B AR M e I Ik B M TR AT 4 E AU A B K AN N CCDF, 1 IR AN (9a) ¥ 08 . 5 KA

SEA VLA
ﬁ*(n,k,W)::argmaxzn:W(i,ﬂ(i)) (10)

z i=1

e RBCE LR 41 7 W 3 B, I8 3(a) R m — AN e a4l I8 3(b)&R m—ANEB 23 #HE. A n R0 m A 4k 4 7 U8,
48 ) ) S A A1 P DC T, v) DA 5% SE B A T 2 B 45 T MLR 2™ FIPE LA P T n i m, SCHR[9]45
T KB SE A VL L R s 1) 42 2% 2 o O(n(m + nlog ) X & — MR R 75,24 n A m (4R K B KA
VE A B (4 B I A8 55, 3k AR i D - B 8 T B SRR v B AN 58 A A 5 45 B (0 < 8 28 4 T2 T L
Bt KT UG P 599, % SV 4 P 5 1) S 2 1 0 LA # 240H O(miin(n + 1, r/nym) I 1) 52 2% J3g B 76—
VEFE A4 10 000 NT5 4,10 000 434,10 28 43 %1 r 24 200,28 F SCHR[9] M I TR 4645 29 0 1.02 x 10° , 1 5K I AR SC 2
[ B I TR AR 29 47 1.02 x 10° IR [ 464X Ry SCRR[91507: 1 ) 1/10.

Trans]  Trans2

— W(L,6)=R[Y,2)-Y,(1)]
> W(2,6)=R[Y,2)-Y,(2]

Y,
]footpn'nt node CCDnode

(a) Complete batch matching (b) Partial batch matching including CCDF events
Fig.3 Simplifying MLR to weight matching
3 fijf6 MLR 4B LR
EI 1(1.1L.D.3BFK). £ MPRRERGE TN T LLD. 55 B it (7] th45 7€ ) PDF f fff i 8552 42 1E WU
F3E,MLR 12 30(10) 1 S R AT SE A DT AL S HY 78— (n,k W)RE P AR MLR, T A 528 4% 1 A D T (¥ AE %k
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pML(nyk)W):M (11)
perm[exp(W )]
X, expW) = expW (i, ) ,W HH A2 (9) 24 H, W™y $5 KBCEE UE e A4 T B 128 5 42 16 B U 18 21 B 175 4.
A I T4 3(9a) SR IAA FE 3 L] LLE )24+ 5 LID. 345 MLR (& 2R 4k K k.

3 HESIEALECRY SR X

3.1 &R

WV > Zog A G T8 LMD RE 0 TR 4510 e = (v,w) € E R HAUT N c(e) A& X T 5
7 FRHIE AL A T(e) = 2(V) + 2 (W) —c(e) JEAM, U1 T(e) = 0, A FRIX Pl L o W 1 B 46 6 T ¢ ki, Witk
fifiil eeE i/ Te)= 0, AUl 7 & — AT AL ThAE. W AT G h A —AILE M X TR 4l ecE il
TE) =0, HX TP A veV 7 z(v)=0 (AT M v & 0 5, AT AT AT W e Th Bk 7 2L

WA FALMILR M A cM)= Y c@)< Y zW+aw) <Y zv)=IT.WEX=3  =(v).l

e=(v,w)eM e=(v,w)eM veV
AN BESRATAT B B TS IR T RE N 0, U T IR AL KA I T g 7 AAHAZIEIE M A c(M) =1T.

AR SR H R HE £1) 5e  DG I 0 e kS0 ) Kao 25 A4 HE (0 43 i FRAE UL 3 4880 h e [1,C] GX HL,C 231
TR K G 2 B s A SE N i B 1 B G, A G (1) Gy, HI (u,v) € G 41k, LA c(e) e [C —h+1,C].— 4L
eeG, A ME ¢, (e)=c(e)—(C-h);2) ¥ =, NEF WAL G, W ETHRE. W R 7, (u) + 7, (V) —c(e) <0, — 5 1
e=(v,w)eG J& T G, XM HHL T, Gy Wik e HHUE ¢, (e) =c(e) — 7, (U) — 7, (V) .

TE 2(BEBS ). Lk G G, MG, % mvmG) X %E G & KA UL’ 1 E, I 4
mwm(G) = mwm(G, ) + mwm(Gy) .

Wz, Mz AL G, B Gy LA A2 T BE U 7, + 7, 72 G I — AN EDL AL Zh B
32 KSR

2 SR HI 4 Je R AR T TE ) 758 1) — A S 481 RV R DC 0 9 4 SE 91,6 PR A T2 4 ,n,n?,.on™ (RRCER, A 2
5 AR 51 FH 3 U 7 2 A e e 3o U 110 02 et e R S A DE .

EFEh=n"-104 G, &% G 1, LR ELE K [2,n"], G, HELALENE ¢, (e) =c(e)- 1 IXFE,E G,
A HEP R S =1 4 G (BT i, X S ARy n—1,n? —1,..,n"" =1 .[& G| T hnfaj e, (B 2 =, 2 G, (lifk
WAETRE, Gy (B & MEAE WG G AL, XL BRI 2E:(1) We=(v,w)eE, XH ce)=1H.
7, (U) + 7, (W) = 0 XA FIILAE G A A 1;2) i e=(v,w)eE,XH ce)>1H 7, (u)+7,(w)—ce) <0, T G,
W o, BT, 7, (U) + 7, (W) — ¢, (8) = 0 X LA ¢, (e) =c(e) -1, AT LI T 7, (u) + 7, (W) —c(e) = -1, HJIT & G,
AR N 1L & G, I B4, 14,

IY R BN AT (B 4 BTR) BEAR T A A 2 1, Gy P ) AR B K RV A 5 — T
G, AW n—1,n* —1,..,n"" — VB (¥ 300 )5 245 JiE 7~ 33X Se R (¥ 0 A 98 7 Th g vl &1 X AU 1,n,n?,...,n" 7 JEAT.
XFEAE G, P B r—1 HEZIE 545 2 19 55 K S, ] LA T (r — 1) B 170 Py i g 3 VA 7 2 i e 3 L
T(r) &M r ANASTFHEZ AR P —AS S 1 i 1)
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0'“—'1.n-1 0.—1.1

2
n n*-n-1 n"-1 n [ S
o
: 1
0@l nl 00— @1
1
0@ o0 00— @I
G(V,E) G, (\V.E) Gn(V.Ey)

Fig.4 The edge decomposition instance of Bigraph
B4 5 ) 4 i se )

AN 5 25 A ) AL B30 AT I R T L ST SR A P AR 9 AR R ARV AE 1) D RE 7, AE PR X
O(n") AEIX 7 T 2% I AR AR Th Rk 7 10 R FoR:(1) WAV SEREE A iveV Ha(v)=032) L E°
LG EL e=(v,w) e E XEHERT 7 MESU,RTE) =)+ 7(W)—c(e)=0.

DLE AR A DS 4 S UTHL M LL O/nm) I IF) Sk g, LI A A G 1 Fry i 2 5 45 1 FLAEAS B T 0
AL DAL B T 34— A e B XK AN TG C 55 A0 A v 7 T B A AH R A o, B G 2 B AR 1) 7R 12 5
A X I IR LB T AT TC LN B 1) S LA AR D R AN
3.3 HEF Bl R

W G NIBGER 1,n,n?,..,n 2 BV R E b AN RN A 7E Th RE I A X 0K R B I BCE
n-1,n* =1,..,n"" =1 R — A SEA DI UF A7 A P40 0 ¥ 6 D) B LM IX B ANME A R L3R,

M e vk 7 LT (r =1) I8 T S48 0 Ln,n?,.on™2 107 1) 88, Ak 3 2 ThBE = (VO Fl E° %
7R) AT AFEVE IR n—L,n* = L..,n™ — LRI FE T RE 0 1 2D AR B — AN LA non?,on™ R
PRI AE D RE. T B R T 12 )

EE 3GBEREMN). HxFaRM A Ln,n’,.. 7 E G MK G IH— MR AMEILE, H 7:V > Z=
SEUF I T AR A 98 A0 T B8 IS A ¥ AE Th 8 nr UERH T EEXH AR 4 non?,.on™ & G MITTHEC M A4k 1.

W' I E B 3 P na AFBIVETE DI RE N o I RTAT VR T 27 1R SCFHVES 70 D) Be 1) 48 OREA5 21 5 2R 4.

EE AGEEDNGEMER). M TAEM T HAvey ,B#H 2Z/v)=0,8F 7/(V)=n ;5 TEMiLecE B #H
Te)=7')+7(W)—-c(e)=0,H&ce)=n.

W] —4EA VO EY 2 & XA B AL AR ThBE 7 MERR. R — 2l R Th e 27 MR, 27 24
KR n—1,n* —1,...,n"" — 1 K004k A AL T 7E B fiE (optimal potential function, & FKX OPF)5y2: K 8 T X A K 1T

ftk.
®3% 1. OPF 51k
BN SR A non?, ™ AR D BE 2
AR A n—1,0° = 1,..,n" =1 AR EDhRE 2
1. Begin
2 While G_17 7'(v) =0 [FTi &1
3 B A, B, 41 G o M v A 8 M7 B
4. For we A, ,Set z"(w)=7'(w);
5. For weB,,Set z"(w)=7x'(w)—1;
6 Delete A, #1 B, ;
7 End While
8. If G.AN=
9 B AT B 4 G_ ¥ {7 f 45,
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10. For B ~we A, Set z"(W)=7'(W);
11. For &/~ weB,, Set z"(W)=x'(W)—1;
12.  EndIf

13. End.

EX LZERFE). S TURM ¢ hE Zo ME GV,E) HBHELETNEEN 7 :V 1 Z=o, R 7B G_(V,E.)
MIEE_={e=(u,v)eE: T(e)=x(u)+z(v)—c(e) =0} FIH.

34 &¥HiEE

T AR R ) (D) B G A AN AR D e 2 i R IR R UE T SR () K G, - R
VORI E® £ — MU TEDIRE 7,

E WA J7 ST BN N A VELE I RE 7y Ny, S IR AR S I SO - A ThRE 2 OV O R B B A M b
PAT. EH VO FEM ARG S veV BFH 7,(V) =2, (V) =0, z,(v) =z, (v) =0 T LUE T4 2 7 (v)=0 F1
VeV KSR EC R R AL,

() XF GHeE)=1ME—%ile=u),Meeck, ,HERMELRE z, (V) + 7 (V) + 7, U)+ 7, (U)=1.7E 2 4.3
TR R W R AT veV 1 7,(v) >0 B4 7,(v)>n—2 BB B A 1) 71 (V) + 71 (u) =1 Ch & K1)
FIBRAE, IR Ny 7y 32 22 TR BRK); 2) 7, (V) = 72, (U) = O AT LB R A 7 {v,u} eV SZL.

Q) AT HAb L, FERA 2, (v) + 71 (V) + 7, (U) + 71 (U) = o(e) JBIE , TTATPE, 7T 40 7, (v) + 70, (U) = c(e) -1 .
AR T —AN e, (V) + 7, (U) = c(e) — 1, 1T 41 2, (V) — 1+ 77, (U) — 1= (c(e) = 1) = n—1 (W} T I BLE W 1 10,24 %%
e AN (05 A Th RE IR, LR U 0, T A 28 R ks> 1 SR A A AT IR A Th ). R b, IR PR AN BE e AR

XEAR W TSR &UH 7, + 7, ) =ce) -1, HET B E 7l (v) + 2, (u) = 1,4 R AR R
4 SVE I B i R A A E T Re I A A VO R ES.

FEIX AR A v, —ANHESI B K UC IC W] DI I AT — AN B KRS T I 3R b . 1% G (VL E®) b feJ % [l 7
LA AN BT G LA G AN DL G (V,E) M GP(V,E) St F Tl A veV B v Rl v/ g B op i 5 A
5 ULIB2 R v e VO R (v v R E G R I — AN B KSR HILC MUTHAE M E* A2 J5 P& (¥ d5 KA
JCRC.

Bk 2. Heplim KICRL A L.

N AR ELE,,.LE, .

A VORIES.

1. Begin

2 Ifr=1

3 WE G L M AL 7 ;

4 BT 7 UHE VO E JRIR IEIMIJ

5. Else

6 £t G(V,E\E,) Ml E,E,,....E,_, 3 I 3th b S 451
7 WV RE g,

8 WE ={fe=(v,u)eE, :(v,u)eV’};

9. JER LR E M G, (V,EY UE®) FI7E G K I AE AL Bh g 7]
10. Set E°={e=(v,u)e E* UE": 7/ (V) + 7 () =1} ;
11. Set VP={veV’:z (V)=0};

12. Return VO FIE®;

13. End If

14. End.
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4 SMP &5

IR PRIRES R GRS A HE MR R0 e R Y I 2 5 2 i R GUIRA, i 1 R AR AT K
IR AT RHLER TS50 LN SRS, PRIRES R AR Y 78 0 2 IR R G BUE B4 455 1 e e i
)2 B> Z2 AR (1) SMP, AN [ < 55 FROAR A 4 A LA 37,3 L5 R0 355 (0 T A nl 2 1) ML DL AC.

WG AR 38— B (485 415 1 N — AR (K0 I T 38K, L 23 = 55U i) 3ol PRPR S SR AN RE R 1 D) R % IR b, 7 2 A B T
P B 2 14 () S AR ALLDS e, P HE S SR ML 3 811 7R

(A" 2t = argmax PO, Y™ (1Y) (12)

W4, 7, = | TFUARZS S, BIFTH S5 AR A T D6 HE51) 5 1 1 ML P40 3047 5 48 2% $R.2 ] fE 1) 15
5 FH 2= I SR T R 1 (45 N TR A AR T2 PRSI T —ANIRES), B Lk i FE fRifk Ky
P(Y™,..., YN”SNS 1Y,) = ]‘]P(Y;m BURD (13)
m=1

j<P(m)

SR, 5 P AE AT AR 9 A I 300 ) < FT RE AR e AN 2, IK O S, ML S, (1 B A P(k) A1 P(L) (R4 45 T BEANAH

AT X TR AN RE ] 2 SX(13) FLAR VR BC 32 . I8 b, o ) 2 v 2R 2 46 22 A Jm) B A B R 38 Bl R AR IR 2, T

A B 1 28 iy S DR A PP AT T A UL S 55 ) 3 SCIRE (B =g 120 1, LA 73 B (AT ] P AR S A SE 22 A
ELAE TR

P(S)NP(S)=D, VS, €B,, S B, mj%0 (14)
BOITURIRES By = S, ,BEAR U RS He A B )t DAG, 22 2 (13) A 10 20 AT LA R SC DR, R UER 5 22 5((13) 4
P(Y,™, WYy Yo):HP[ Ui U Y.”'J (15)
m>0 Sy €Byy S €P(By)

TEREA B BN T B R 4 (P(B,,),B,) M FFURIRES A P(B,) .4 HORES N B, X 2ol - R4 2 A A A 1), —
AR AN BETE P AN FR G0 rh 4 38 R A €8, B a8 ST B, A AR AR AS IR & (03 8, 78 A N (15) T BER AR
A P(B,,) & AAHAL K. BRIk 3 1L B 7 16 64 1) 2R 45 v S I AR A2 v (19 DG P X R0 AR B AN 1 T8 R G R o
A5 S FIBE Y 2 B (% 46 1f 6] PDF)AX Jm) 30 7 2276 B A 0048 B b 56 1 7 TG TR, 3 ok 422 488 ] DG TC &85 SR A5 31 2
RO HETI R & M g 55 77 A A 30 (¥ 5 mT R 5 A g HH k. T TR H 4031 (B, ) )28 k.

EIE 55 (B, FIBE M) X T LMK SMP AR5 E] (B,)nso » R A (13 HOT, 7EH B %
VAIRELA, T 51 )& M R

N(P...(N(P(B,)))<B,, m>0 (16)
P..(N(P(B,)) c P(B,), m>0 (17)

AR H SCHR[ 1014 H A8 DR ZS Rl 2 B0k LR R R

% 3 MERERI FE

NP4 DAG G ¥ SMP FR# S 4EA.

R B, .

1. Begin

2 P. N2l G v B 4T 90 G 4k

3 Set B, < S, OT4IRZ), m«1;

4 While U7)B;#S do m-1

5. FFARLE S, e S\UM, B, , Tnit B, «S;;

6 Repeat

7 Prev_B, <« B,;

8 Bn < N(P(B,)) ;

9 Until B, =Prev_B,

10. m«m+1;
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11.  End While
12. Return (B)n=0 5
13. End.
MEFE 5 A HAE P(B,,) T IAE(TIRAS 10 BB 5 448 B, P, H. B, "FAEMIRA M B BT IRAE P(B,) .Mk,
7E (P(B,,),B,) T HIERES A L R 58 A 0 — 2 M AT Al 5 T s VAT H e 21 5 B IR 2k, A 2 (16)Fi A X (17)7
A — K 43 (B,,) 3 HL S 05 A5 AT BRI 1] P 28 10, TR R AR A B 48 B TEAA PR 1, 3 45 46 i A AV RS — K.
AR N B E B RS (P(B,), By, 48 & 75 mUFI4 BB AR A X (3), 7 X Cnt(P(B,,)) 1E A Ml i) 35 B2 7
P(B,,) L% &
Cnt(P(B,)) =l Yo, | —1Ys, | (18)
A 24 KO TAEFPIRES S, €B,,, S, € P(B,,) , LA PDF f;  $2HUIK LLD AN 7 75 7] — bk 4 S, [958
i" BRI ALE S, [RER ™ B 328 1) 3 (B Ay
W(i, j;S,.S;) = log[ ka_J MDD =Y @)L VS eP(S), IS Y L I sy | (19)
B o HEU, A Cnt(P(B,,)) > 0, — 2 S 47 1H BE BY 78 P(B,,) . 244 B 78 4% 15 A L 208 B, o8 45 R3S
S € P(By,) /& L CCDF i, 44k S, B AR LU BN L% 4RO 26, H Cnt(S,) =1 Vi [ =22, | Yo 1> 0 FF 553

RS 1" BRI IHBE B 2E S, IR
Paar (1,503= 2 B (1, )= Yy ) 20)

l1eN (k)
KHY,(Y, ) AR S, B = A BRI AR %5 UL R 5N FARZS S, B CCDF U E Hy
W (i,8,:S,) = Py (i,S,), VI<i<|Y,| 1)
CCDF 7 111 8, 1 Cnt(S,) A% [l DU I 2 45 1 v
EIE 6(SMP ) MLR). %45 — M EEHFRAEH B A LLD. F 451 SMP,MLR 1% K& &4 (P(B,,),B,) [t
JE4E p R KA DU RC 45 X B 5 (B,,) BIVE 3 4 A B (KA BCE (A sR(19) R D4 L HEBIT Bk
AT AT DCC R B30k 2 4t BT 4 I A R 1 5 25 TR AR % 2 P A 1 ) R 48 MIL MR 45 L
R IR R B AR A MLR 885 35 KA oK 2 45 5328 -5 7= AR A AT F) SE 9 38R AT DE TR, 1 SR HH o500t s 1 e 21 e K
A PR ASL R UG i 57 TT AT 2B e DL P 2 .
W 5 4% Bl G A A ATT K S MLR UG E 8 5, SRR (107 169 S50 9 ot G R AT 4 1 R o 13
#: B, ={A}, B, ={B,C,D}, B, ={E} fl B, = {F,G,H} U/~ %I]4},({A,C,D},{B,C,D}),({B},{E}) M ({E,G,H},{F,G,
H) AL 3 M R 20 P 6 A2 18 1] DT P /s e P, DG e il ok A5 11 Pl 2R 0 o BT A IR S BB 58 1) (EL AT b %5 3R 4
FIHE A FC 14 1, UC e 45 F 0l e 5 .

O Tourism Service G B

g|En

0O@En

Fig.5 The MLR matching example of transaction footprint and instances that produce them
5 HEEREL P AEABAT ST HT MLR LRSI T
PRk, AR B 6 o ) 200, A 161 2R 8 FR KD MILR R LA 2 i Rl AR 8 m DG I, FG R 2 P i A P 110 e A 4 A A T 1)
TS e 5 3 o SR B AR K AE AN FDIR S 19 2 95 A RENS A7 RO AT AR 1T, 76 e A5 00 R T RE VA — A4S 2 &)
B, =S\S, B Ex S, M T AIRAS, B U FT IR A S, B AR S 4K 55— 7 1L 0 T N + 1 ANIRES, B I 1 00 2 46
PEFE A BIAT N A P e Pl S A PR 01 4 o 4 P AR e IO MO 35 T R R S ORI R et s —

© HEBEERAET hipd/ www, jos. org. cn



234 Journal of Software k2 4% Vol.21, Supplement, December 2010

A ARLERE N E B B G Gk (119 80).

({A CD}, {BCD}) ({B}, {E}) ({E G H}, {F G H})

Fig.6 The diagram of bigraph matching
Ko Al ILAC A

5 AEXRR

5.1 BHERTRERERENIR
h B UE AR SCHR D TR AN 58 A bR 0 AT kg B 2 3 18 075 3k 18 AR 1, P SI2 o A 00 380 1) 5 s 1 2 4% B s AR
DR EE X HURHI B 5 (S B 2o, LB B 7 VR vF 545 2 75 5 SUSEAS BUAR AT A 18 3 ok 5 X L
2 RS AR 1) g 0 P I 1], 220065 £ 25 DR 2 A5 B AR I T Dy 77 A58 3 0 0, 3 LS 2 R 28 7 AR IR R BEAT T4 5 () 1),
H1 55 BRI AL ARSI I )RR L3 1.
Table 1 The footprints and correspondence timestamps
F 1 FOSEREAE AR B I )3

o5 1 2 3 4 9 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
fffa#k  0.000 0.105 0.396 0.210 3.485 1.192 0.899 5.116 2.095 5.898 1.608 4.096 2.066 6.586 3.215 6.118

R 2 ZIE({A,C,D},{B,C.D}) K BT AT Wl e 55 B2 MU Z ML NFR 2 ) LA HY A0 I (1 T AT n] e i
Fe A 18 i, 0 A 4 il 3 81 S AU, DRk JH At i 28 e 47 6 B ) k2 2 DAy S S R 17 A S B A
FREAR R AL 4 FiERE R 41 rh,2 5 R A EE MR KX 5 B 5 RSB 30 P 41 5 A AR, 1 SR AR S H 10
T ] LA RO IUAS 58 S bl 3 55 B2 IR <3 B 3R 3 2 AR B (B, {E ) I T A7 W RE 3 55 15308 MU 22 TR 3
I LLE Az B B T W] REERL P AU 6 i, HUA 2 i e 41 S AU R, L o 15 iR 3 AR R B KT
5 5 1 SEbr L E SR AT

Table 2 All footprints and weight sum in Bigraph 1 Table 3  All footprints and weight sum in Bigraph 2
F2 BRI L AR 3 K 2 KT L KA E R
T izudpll Pl [ 55 5 4] BCE A
! 1—4-6,2=7,3—-5-8 | 108677 1 69,711,810 3.9788
2 1—4—7,2—6,3—5—8 11.5921 2 6—11,7—9,810 3.8297
3 2—4—6,1—7,3—5—8 10.7532 > A —
4 2—4—6,3—7,1—5—8 11.4001

T T AT 8 43 B 0 0 A 7 A 00 (R 3 2 ) 1) B 4% Bt << ) ) R A P TR AT IR X BRI 5 R I 6
9.12 Al 16 M A=A (4 L5 T £ 7= A B RS 1 CCDF A ACE A X (9b) 11 515 3. 3% 4 2 ({A,C,D},
{B,C.D)IFTA n] REAT M il R EE 2 1,36 5 S M B ((BY,{B )W BT v BEAT M B30 Je BUEE 22 K0 AT g g b <)
B RSB S 1 SERR R VIR AR A AT
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Table 4  All footprints and weight sum in Bigraph 1 Table 5 All footprints and weight sum in Bigraph 2
x4 EE 1P ERL RN ) x5 WK 2 MPTA ED RN )
F5 RNl &R 5 3% B AN

1 1—4—6,2—7,3—5—8 10.9853 1 6—9, 7—11, 8—10 3.3656
2 1—4—7,2—6,3—5—8 11.2876 e —
3 2—4—6,1—7,3—5—8 11.1052
4 2—4—6,3—7,1—5—8 10.8574

T A 2 S 0 IE S A S G i ek s A RN R A0 4 AN 52 A FR A0 T 45 R 5 HR AT LA Ak S B
B R TR HL 500 20 B A% SR O vE R MR NI 7 R AR RS T 0 AT, A SR HY T VA A% e B
ik 89%, RAIRLN 11%. K 8 JeH 4 RILH RS s A, Bl iZ 25 v LEW . A 3 Hh 5 VL ic
TAE.

0.5
04 The rate The rate The
9 that the that the general
2 normal is abnormal misdiagnosis
03 recognized is recongnized rate
u as the as the normal
bl abnormal
c 0.2 \ 7
@ 3 \
3 \ \
[}
o 01 L \\ /7 N

0
1 2 3

Fig.7 The misdiagnosis rate of stripping algorithm
7 FG BRI B IR A

£ Rank-Maximal wB a3l

ol S ] oo |

nawe: matching nodes: 16 edges: 30 wndo: 0/0 100,71 25.92

Fig.8 The running interface of rank-maximal matching system
K8 A KILAC R Geis 4T F i
5.2 EiEMRExs iR
B 17 P 3T RO A IR M IE 25 23 A1, 1T L A% 8 1) i KA T DL W S50 L A SO ) o5t S0k i P e A
SRS A A 5 R OAS BT 384 00 ) 100, 458 v W3 el UG P58 50725 41 2 I ) (V&1 9). A P19 W a1/ A 7] 1) S B0 PR 3G 1 Bt A
AP T 5 R 084 0, AR S8 H A e AT DG I A ek S0 P e A T 0 ) B KA T IR C 5735 10 5 DAL REW
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Eﬁi%ﬁﬂ##ﬂaTﬁTméﬁmm%?hﬂtﬁﬁﬂﬁﬂ”ME*

¢ improved maximum-weight matching algcmhm
—e=maximum-weight matching algorithm

.................... ]
Oboooriisiins | | V
0 L R RN N R R R T

Fig.9 The contrast test of algorithm performance

K9 HE R EL ik
6 LHRIE

ARSCUHE T DMEDFFEN AR SR AN 58 QR0 (1 22 AN JFAT 2855 B30 (10 ) 129 I 7L Ak e 1) 0 ) AL Bt 2 -
U R 55 [ B AN TR 2L — A 2 IRAS 10 SMIPLAS [ 2 G5 R A8 M0 e 4R L 3 28 55 R 2 20 315 T 1A 1
A Vel 5 8 25 11 Pl P AT e RO 18 58 4 DG T 5 224 B A 44 P 5 e 17 DG TG, 0 3o 22 4 D DG P 45 R A5 310 ) 1 i
(K1 SR T ARAC K 2 55 3308 D 1 38 BT R ) A ST IR X AN 58 Ao b i 3 55 00 R 180 AR (1) R A SO
83 P41 5 KR 56 4 DG IE SR EAT 17 oSeodt 0 e 7 B0 S 6 U 552 <> FH A P e KA T 5 4 DI G 59 T A A0 38 B A
SEAHRAC K 2 55 00 B KU TR 5 4 WG I PR o5t S0k A e 2 i) A2 0% B i i LA SEAIR P g i) 2 2% F8E
E A G R AT Y IR B, SIS A R 0 A S R R O I 2 SRR R K AN 58 A bR A 5 55 B )
“HE.

ASCRABHE T 5 IT IR A b i M0 AR A TE bR I AU PR B0, 100 2 55 P 38 70 A B A0 10 <) 1207 i) A4
A S TRAT T 452 (R T HHE 26 R HY 4 296 P PR die KU ST A ok 1% )
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