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Method for Behavior Conformance Checking Based on Artifact Snapshot Sequences
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!(School of Business Administration, Hebei Normal University of Science & Technology, Qinhuangdao 066004, China)
%(School of Computer Science and Technology, Donghua University, Shanghai 201620, China)

Abstract: Behavior conformance checking is a critical issue after process modeling and process running to ensure the correctness and
stability of artifact-centric business process model. With the popularization of data-centric design, researches on checking data
manipulation of business process becomes more important. This paper proposes a method for checking behavior conformance according to
the lifecycle of artifact. First, the artifact behavior can be defined as the total order artifact snapshot sequences. The total order artifact
snapshot sequences not only reflect the path of services, but also describe the change of attribute assignment states of the artifact. Next,
the problem for behavior conformance checking is proved to be decidable by transforming the problem into the decidability problem of
language. A Turing machine is designed as verification model. The model not only measures conformance of service path in the lifecycle,
but also evaluates the correctness of attribute assignment of artifact. Further, the calculation method of fitness metric utilizing equivalent
conversion of service-snapshot correlation matrix is presented. Lastly, the instantiation analysis and experiments demonstrate the
correctness and validity of this method.

Key words: business process management; Petri net; Artifact lifecycle; Turing machine; Artifact behavioral conformance
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4% U R A R T2 T L o) 475 o 0 00 4T S, o e 10 88 A0 Ak T 0 B b7 S A v e B Y B v ) S 4
I R 2 T AL R Ll Artifact®lh 0 BPM SR — AN Y [ 4R 38 AT AR SR, [ P A 9T 0 D
Artifact Jy i (K1 55 U R i A 481 AR 3 A O TV B T T VR AT, T IS T 38 R 54448 BPM —HE,
Lol 25 Gt B A R OB AT (0 IE A M Artifact AT 9 — SUHEAS I S 4R IR AR AL . BEEL S HT 2 S AR AR R 1) O B i)
z—.

SRR I ARV X A R AR K FLAB AT R TR AT W 3, R A R AR R R A A i
FRARAE 5SS H BT AEAEAR 22— SO I 7 vk 1012 3 e 0 8 S L T Petric 90 J5BE 34T SR 43, B -
Y 5E —ANTURERT Petri IR K ILHAT AR H A b 300 H AR IR 50k Petri W REEL AR I 5 5 A Petri 199 455
REAT — BT FE T Petri BUASE IR (R4S DU AL w6l 47 70 AR 2 18 SCaek T 7™ b5 14D S5k BFA , 5 SOAR A Akt B RS % 14D 20
SCRR (L3145 H b 5 B TG 56 (R 2R 3 BT 5 oK e Petri AR (1) Ja3 PR (E S oy 0 O R R v %
BEE K 2 RE A 75 AT S0 P67 B0 v 52 L 43 4% Guinther 25 A D03 i s S 1 3% ¥ 45 75 (adaptive model)fif vk
TIXA ) L TR R (1 A I 2 i TR b, Adriansyah 25 A ST H -l R B 7 (flexible model )it — 4
AL v T RSB E TR A7 AE (K AR S AEAT g — SO AR I 86 U B (Fitness) ™S 28U 36 47 Oy — B0k kAT B AL I TE B AR AR,
T 5 2 75 K 00, T2 5% W R 0 A 280 1) PP I 45 SR Adriansyah 25 A W81 1 — Fib Bk T 7 A< (cost-based) 43 #7 4 A
R JE Fe A FE AR AR S0 H & 2 1] A D) BE AR T 2% 4 A A S o S R R AT 45 AT IR AR BEAT T 0 . T AR AIE
R0 00 £ S5 PR A ) I B T 55 53 2% 8 Munoz-Gama 25 A TIE th — b 2 R I 7 vk 2% 5 15 41 B3 A B 70 4
il P A T T AL L T AR SR AR G TR T B AT A 9 B Artifact Db it R SRR R Artifact 2 A/ AE 2
%t % (many-to-many) [t 38 H A U8 36 H — A Artifact 267 OV iy 1 50 s Gk =0 2 i ) ST = 195 358 40 41
J8 b TR AR W g v A S WA R AR B rh R AT 2% (IR 45 ) A2 TS — B T 2 Mg T B0 4 A T P — Bt A D Sk
[20]#% tH — %} Data-process Graph(DP-graph) 5 71 4 R4 i SE IR 7 18] 1] M 25 978 F2 110 5 40 455 704 S5 v o ) AL s 12 A 7Y
SURF R A2 i (R 2500 AT T B S B R I, 5 A R SR I8 AT 5 1 2508 3 AT — B A .

LEAT g — S50 05k ot v, 2206 370 P A 7R o 00408 J58 1 7 THT 45 AT ARG 00 4 5% 10 R 78 2 491 T R o ikl 25 0
FEH R H1 35 1 (purchase  request, i #R PR) &ML 45 i FE H 1 it Artifact. i 1 25 HI M2 PR SE3& 4k dn AT
Petri ALY M, [ 2 J& %) PR SEBRIZAT G 19 H BT R R ) Petri PIREAY L.
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DepartmentManager DeputyGeneralManager

P2 \Dﬁiral ‘Manager

ts

Fig.1 Complete lifecycle of PR represented by Petri net
1 PR e/ I Petri P ASIAY

ProjectName

DeputyGeneralManager DepartmentManager

GeneralManager

Fig.2 Petri net model replayed by process logs
2 PR AT HERIE )R Petri PR
FRIE O — SR IE AR 2347, M AL BT AT (04T 45 2 — 80, B
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M.tioL.t ,M.bo Lt M.tzo L.ty M.t L 1, M.t5L.ts, M.tg< L 1.
BRI, 24 2% 8 2] Artifact B 6 %@ MR AE A, M AT L o PR JE PR IRE 3 R 52 4 — S0 B T LUE L AT
%t AT JE AR XS B PE ApplicantDate BEATIAE, A5 t, A1t AT J5 B8 PRI 55 M AN — S0 S 2 W AX
MR AT 55 £ 8 2% 18— S0Pk ) R AT 7 TR PE .
Zi L pTik Ay Artifact 47— ORI R AN S O 25 AR AT I e R 45 AL R A — 3 TR A
B RE Artifact JE PEIRE A B LA 0 0E, 2 R v DU LA S 1) 7
(1) Wl AR Artifact 4T A & Artifact 1704 — S0k in) #i?
(2) el Be vk — Pl 6 TE AL B A5 B 4% W] IE X IR 45 % 2 A0 Artifact & PERAE RS AT R 2
(3) ARG HA LA L2
B DA b ) 8, A SCHR T — BRI T Artifact BT A AT — B I 7 vk % s VR ) R SRR
o H— FIH Artifact tRI)FFIHEIE Artifact 170 LA WRAT AR (W1 fuzzy model. flexible model
SRR TR BRI T (HAERGR Artifact 1704 E I B A 52— Artifact PRI 78 58 28 ay TN —
I 20 £, 4047 5 — M 45 S I Artifact 2040 & 1 I R4S Artifact PR BT SIS SURER T IR 25 (W38 47 2T,
WA T Artifact 20 8 PE AL KR A& AR 1k

o B Artifact 1704 — AN in) BUEL e O VB T T T e UE B T 12 e R — AN AT A8 ) S,
FIH BRI HE 2 1) Artifact $RIBJF S E SOE 585 /18 — & FE G 5 10 - ZPUE ) — Bk giE
BEAY; Bz J S B BAAT S5 9 DR 270 A AR A b AT AL AR R R AR AN AT I T AvrtiFact 2F iy B 1
IR 55 6 A0 11— B0, A I T 2B Ay R T b Artifact J 44 R 1) E

o R Artifact 14T AR xR 8 AR 25 - R R OG IDR R B 3 i I 45 - DA S DG BRI ) S5 e e B 1 U1
BV RE AR 45 - BRI OGRS B e B RS 7RSSR Artifact J& PEIRAY 45 B R 7 VSRR U EE AR b (0 oRS
i 5.

1 MxXIEiL

L Artifact Sy bt (b 45 s R R B 32 35 4, 5 Artifact 2870 L IR 45 R0 P 25 B A o0 3 Artifactl g — /N AT AR
PR A HEIR (B B TS24k — A Artifact 288 1 Artifact B2 (RS0 A5 ) A AE A J 3R 2 20 41 B IR 25 T
et VEME 5 B Artifact, ) FH SR A7 ik Artifact A= i B 014 AN B BEIRDIR A — AN IR 25 4 48 b 25 0 ) f
Artifact FEAT B PEME MR I TE R AR S5 345 A A IR 25 0AT S5 37 A — A Arrtifact S48, I3 JLAE it B AH .
0 B R T4 H AR DR I X

EX 1(KL Artifact g il 89l & 57 3248 8 Artifact-centric busienss process model). LL Artifact 24 /10 )
A5 TR R M 2 S — A2 J641(S,C Ep,Ea,O,R1,R2,Re,R 4R, Re; 1,2, 3, fa, fs; Ho) o,

1) S={sy,....Sns} M ME TR NG TFIE;

2)  C={cy,...Cal N B ETTHRINA T,

3)  Ep={en....enept NI AE M I I3 A

4)  E.={ey,... Lneat MWL A 55 4

5)  0={0y,...,000} B FE TG EE I 55 45

6) RicSxC:EIRR%S o2 Mldi th Artifact Z [A] (1) 5¢ 5, Hh Ry=d;

7)  R,cCxS: Rk IG & M Artifact 2 [ HIRR;

8)  RacE xSRI RMR S5 70 2 A Z R 45 1 S 2 W I G R

9)  Ry,cSxE R RS TC I A A 2 M C &R ;

10) RscSxO:Fn M4 s 3 FAMI Artifact 2 7] 1)K R,

11) Rec=SxEq:n A PE o FMIL = R F A 2 [ IF K &

12) fi:Ri—>Dy, b Dy HHT KRB N ES,
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13)
14)
15)
16)
17)

f2:R,—>D,, ot D, AAE R IL A5
f5:CUO0—G,G A Artifact 58 (K44
fyEpUE>F F A RS,
fs:Ry> KK R BB 5

Ho A WA R .
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Wi hn A4 8 UL Artifact Db O TR SRR B AL N 1) 3 TR AR AR T S5 I AR th & T s SR L (guest
check, i #k GC) & iZ Mk 25 R 1K O Artifact 28, 34N & i R [l 22 G B Artifact 28 GC R JT T4E.

Menu
IWaiter Order Dishes
)
GuestArriva(I},.,f""' L&St - Additem
SE VT CTable
Orders
CreateGc L Table Tabla \;/ —
w 1 GuestChec [ 1GuestCheck / \
Table
P Prepare
ActiveGe [_IGuestCheck Complete|
Order
[ IGuestCheck =
[ 1GuestCheck| Table Orders|
[
CheckOut |~ Delivery
SE —
_1Balance 7 > E3
— GuestCheck
% [ Balance TenderGe = Delivery o
\;/ P Orders
K dh

LR @ 45 76 Q/@rﬁ%—; R e P T Artifact

Fig.3 An Artifact-centric business process model of restaurant

K 3

LA Artifact Ay e R 0B b 55 TR SR S 451

TE X 2(AR %™ service). 45 S 5 XA 8 JL4 (n,Er,Es,Ep,AnAQ,2), 2,

1)
2)
3)
4)
5)
6)
7
8)

n M 45 10 4 B i
Er 12 M S 250
Es U3 HE A S5 4 250

IEEREE
INEEREE

Ep AR AR AL AT 55 5,

A, ARF RS 130 Artifact 45 95 4E;

Ay RTS8 EGHT = A2 16 Artifact 6 954,
Q Mg pEFRIE A I 77 52 S5 3 I Artifact 44000 2 Q IR 45,

S92t LU 8 A 41 B B R B screate (), def(x,P) x.P=y.R.H: T (a) x,y & Artifact 2570 B i B 2K L i)
A (b) PR Z Artifact 881 sH B RS B (c) create(x) R n Al EE—ANHi K Artifact;(d) def(x,P)
For e X Artifact A5 x HI—ANEYE(€) x.P=y.R F/x¥—A Artifact [ PEE IR 55— Artifact

)& k.
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B, 75 280 b 45 3 R R eh Y IR 2547 (1) Create GC, 24 %% 313 I 61 £ — /N 1 A3 88 GC(guest
check);(2) Add Items, 24 i 2 mi S > GC W3 N iy, FE 0 &t J5F )5 i 5 5. KO(Kitchen order);(3) Prepare, X 4 Hi
B KO HEAT HE5(4) Deliver 1 ¥ 45 1 (1) KO 1% £ Jii 2 % 5L, F 152 UM . ) GC % 1 (5) Tender GC, >4 i %5 44
T I TH 5 GC R 4200, TR 45 SOBUS L "5 N 2 CB(cash balance), — ™ GC g 2 58 k.

E X 3(Artifact 228! Artifact class). Artifact 2854 Cp 24 2 JT41(A,L),HH,

1) Ay Artifact B, 52 —A 2 TTAL(U, 7), Ho e
(@) UZBMHIARSEA—MFHKENE 1eU B8 AR RS & M (identifier attribute);
(b) zU—D & —A5E4mest,D 8 (domain) fI4E &,D & /040 & — AN bR IR A

2)  LOAARE A AR L 2 2 SR (PN,f), Hr:

(@ PN=(P,T,F,K,W,Mo) /& Petri M, It ,P={py,ps,....Pm}JE EFT4E 4 B Artifact 258 11 J& 1 48
AiT={tty, o PRI AE T=TyUTaee, Tu X R R B AR (R IR 55 45 A Tasse HEHHBIRITES A
X A P AT AR AT Fe(PxT)U(TxP) 2 A K 2 bR 2 e K(P)=1, R4 12 it B %
RANMAEE N LW EBEE N E W(F)=1, Bl AT & A — W51 AR 56 15 B 46 & S0k 1 48
ok 1;Me:P—>{0, 12 W) 4R bRl

(b) F:U—P 2582 WL, BN A B3N S8 AR Ly Petri 9 (1 — AN BT, P=PyUP 4, Pu={f(u)uc U} 2 AT
R BB ) P T P st A2 510 B P28 BT 45 P "1 40 T 15 ALY Ja8 P 1) 94 A I 56 R

i, G 58 Artifact 28 GC (148 iy JA AR =R B 0 it Ul ] 4 Ji 7 A8 A i AR b Py, Py, Py T Py Ol
BV RT, e A5 GC W8 Pk W R T, To, To A1 T, A HHBYIT, AT GC ¥ )8 1 347 B 45 £

Az A R AR Table

P4 Tender GC
EAETTE W . < -
Items (£ i i 4 Item# Name Price
I —/
~

i ID Table Num Waiter Items Stime Total Etime
3]
Artifact 2% GC GC String Integer String Item Time Float Time

Fig.4 Data schema and lifecycle mode of key Artifact GC
Kl 4 SGHE Artifact 28 GC I £l A5 <X A= iy o S A X

E X 4(Artifact 245, Aritfact instance). ¥A(U,7)JE— Artifact B, AR a, £—A 2 Jo4li,u),
Hrp,

1) AN, U R R u AR u) —ANM IR,

2) i=p(l), H i=NULLFR N AR IRAT.

TRE AT L FE A, Artifact ST 6 I 45 X6 Artifact 28780 55 5ok A8 2 EL A o Tt e 380 48 491 4, 554 Artifact
J5 GC se 3 iy A Wi s (1) — A~ s 5] WLk 1.
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Table 1 An aritfact instance of Gc in its lifecycle
Fz1 S Artifact 25 GC 19—

1D Table
20120402001

STime
11:08

Waiter Items
YangYan 10

Number
Rooms 1 12

2 Aritfact 178 — U 5] # i 1A

Total
210.00

ETime
13:08
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— A Artifact PRI S T AR iy P I I 2 AT R RS S JR ALK Artifact S, t 2 Artifact [
JEPEWR (AR A& Artifact 14 iy A IR T —28 Artifact MG 21 56 5% B E B 2 VAR (10 3 AN 72 DR G 7 5 3

¥ 2 i 59T 9 Artifact BRI B 1 T Artifact 470 1 T4 HE AR 5C5E S

TE X 5(Artifact 5 ,snapshot). HA(U,7)2& 4 Artifact #i:0,6 JC41(i,S, 1, , TS,AOM A AN — MR,

o,
1) RR,
2) 1 REE I AR RSN | SR G
3) S MRAE Artifact B AMIR S5 5 A
4) TS M RSs AT I I TR B AR
5)  A:S— | NS B SE B AR A R WL B K
6)  £iS—TS MRS Ha 5 2 I IF) BRI AR o 2
H A 58 X 5,05 Artifact 28 GC 7E4AT k45 Create GC I = A= — /M|, L3¢ 2.
Table 2 An aritfact snapshot of GC
£ 2 KHE Artifact 28 GC I — MR

Service 1D Table Number Waiter Items STime Total ETime

TimeStamp

Create GC 20120402001  Rooms 1 12 YangYan  Null Null Null Null

2012-04-02

TE X 6(Artifact T4, Artifact behavior). 7F Artifact 152 %4 fiy A N Artifact IOAT b ] DU S — A9
AP RERN Artifact PREEFF 5 ({Ho,Hy,... . Hnoo 3 <) Ho 1 {Ho,Hy, ... . Hooa 34 Artifact A5 iy i 1 3 (1 DR AR 5 Ho
AP =1 Ay AR5 PAAT B A58 b iR 25 1) i < s DI RIS 5 W 2 A3 DG R, ol A i R AT A i 45 B A0 R I )

(5873

B3R 3~3K 7 4 T OB Artifact 28 GC £E 58 38 4 Ay A 3 H 7 A (1) — AR B 51 R BE U 91 {Ho, Hy Hp, Ha,
Ha 3l 227 56 2R B IR SS 0T 6 42 ¢ Initial < “Create GC”<“ADD ltems”<“Inform Kitchen”<“Tender GC” 1 Jii]
#“2012-04-02,08:30:157<*2012-04-02, 08:32:177<*2012-04-02,08:50:50”<“2012-04-02, 09:18:32”<*“2012-04-02,

11:51:30" ¥ .

Table 3 Initial snapshot Hy of GC
# 3 Artifact 25 GC [IHI4HERIE Ho
Service 1D Table Number Waiter Items STime Total ETime TimeStamp
Initial 20120402001  Null Null Null Null Null Null Null 2012-04-02 08:30:15
Table 4 Snapshot H; of GC
F 4 Artifact 25 GC [P H,

Service 1D Table Number  Waiter Items STime Total ETime TimeStamp
Create GC 20120402001  Table#1 10 WangYu  Null Null Null Null 2012-04-02 08:32:17
Table 5 Snapshot H, of GC
%5 Artifact & GC TR H,

Service 1D Table Number  Waiter Items  STime Total ETime TimeStamp
ADD items 20120402001 Table#1 10 WangYu Item#1  Null Null Null 2012-04-02 08:50:50
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Table 6 Snapshot H; of GC
F 6 Artifact 28 GC [P Hs

Service 1D Table  Number  Waiter Items STime Total ETime TimeStamp
Inform kitchen 20120402001 Table#1 10 WangYu Item#1 AM 09:18 Null Null ~ 2012-04-02 09:18:32

Table 7 Snapshot H, of GC
= 7 Artifact 25 GC (R IE H,

Service 1D Table  Number  Waiter Items STime Total ETime TimeStamp
Tender GC 20120402001 Table#1 10 WangYu Item#1 AM 09:18 102.00 AM 11:50 2012-04-02 11:51:30

N TRI A T R, AR SRR Artifact B8 i 1R 2 75 A 08 AT — SRR I, I ASAS 0 L A4 J A1 A0 TE A A A 2
P, R A Artifact PR 52 S

—/MRIEFA R H AT — A TR A e 15 ) AR 46 Artifact PRI HT AR 7022 H @ PR 25 i e
B AR 0,75 I K e B 22 e 1.
B0, 63 2 g5 A HE Artifact 28 GC MR BEAT 4k 5, 753 215 8 [T K.

Table 8 A simplify snapshot of GC
F 8 i Artifact 28 GC ) — AL IR E

Service ID Table Number Waiter Items STime Total ETime TimeStamp
Create GC 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 1

HAE 16 Artifact HRIE K5 X, R T4 HY Artifact 474 — SCPE R I il 251 1) 16 AL

FE X 8(1T A—BUHEMM). Artifact 1724 —BCPERINE XAk & S 6 TT4 (M, L, Hsimpriry, N1, N2, f(N1,N2)), 3L o,

1) MR RE S,

2)  LAWEHEES;

3)  Haimpiity A fili{L Artifact tR 4L &

4)  NpM—oHgimpiity A TFEELEL M 24k Artifact PR T 51 (1 LR

5)  NyL—>Hsimpiry M AR H i L £ 4k Artifact el 551 (et

6)  f(Ny,No) g i 4k Artifact BRI 51 AU B, H. f(Ny,N2) [0,1].

M SCRT LATG HE:Artifact 47 A — SO R sk 2 R A PR AL T 1 Wi Ak Artifact PRIV 8,5 52 BR
IBAT JG PR AR T Ak Artifact B HET 04T IR 23 BT, 308 10 AT DR ST R AR o 2 A A7 AT B AR A — SO S X T
(3B MR E A — B B F B RS AT R L. Artifact 28209 19 J& M 2 15 (.

R 1 8L, F(Ng,NR)=1 B, 5 B 45 i o AT AR S A A AN — B I %5 2 O<SF(N, No)<L B 3R L 2%
TR P A A A A AN — B I G 8 b, FRAT DA AT I 3 45 R R L 1 3 R4

3 Artifact 1T — BN 7 &

MRYEAT g — BT IN )52 AT 45 T Artifact 47— SCHERL I 10 )5 1%, 1205 R I AT RESE & 6 P,

FEAZHESE R 1 2 AR S R B 5 Artifact tRIEUF 81088 )5 K Arrtifact 47— SRR R DI ) U 4 v
T ALAIE ) LA E T B Artifact 780 5E SCHE S 3G B RALVE D) — BUPE R B de Js A S B ia AT s 4 2
bR HE P BTN JEL R ML A BEAT AU A 52 2 1 — B2t — 20 MR Arrtifact PRI 510K 3d e 55 - bR HE S IECREL B, 2
LA AE i Fe i B AR T SR ) L
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147 PR IR S 41 It FR AR A
Dﬂuﬂﬂﬂ PR 5E ﬂ M HE 57
Hyic
< I
P R LS AR Y SR

Fig.5 Execution framework of the method
KI5 Rl v K AT HE S

3.1 NEMIREZRE S ArtifactiREBF 7

Artifact tRIEARBL Artifact 7 i Ja {1 103& AT Bk 28 AN [ R e 5% Artifact (10 4 JBU(EDIR 25t 257 ZE AR Y 1
Al 25 g AN SRR AL M ORI Artifact 6 0 A iy J IR L, mT LHE S 1 a7 4k Artifact B 7 411 T 45

HESRER ) 44 Artifact PR JEUF 21 16 Bl A
B% 1 SR Artifact f7i {1k B T 21 510 GetArtifactSnapshotSquences(M,L,hy).
N RFERIY M, Artifact 2B fr A BT L AL W A6 PR h;
{4k Artifact P F7 Q.
GetArtifactSnapshotSquences(M,L,ho)
Begin
(1) ¥ItHM M,L,Q,h,h' hy;
(2) ¥t Artifact HILA P ho TLZS h;
(3) i h M IEHaTE:
(4) R h R ITCRC IR IR (L), 5 W) B R (5);
(5) ¥ Artifact tR i h BI4EA Q
(6) A B HE S 753 InferArtifactSnapshot(h);
(7) WA h S ASE R A Artifact SR BN heh B8 3R (5);
(8) 7 return Q;
End

A 80k InferArtifactSnapshot J2 3k HU {4k Artifact B e 5 415 B b e i 0 320 B IS BE - A B

K16 Artifact P h #E 5 R — a4k Artifact PR b
B% 2. Artifact PRIB S T H7: InferArtifactSnapshot(h).
i N T 4k Artifact PR h;
gy B A T4k Arrtifact PR by
InferArtifactSnapshot(h)
Begin
(1) BRELfRi {6 Artifact TR h FIPAT 55 Shi
(2) MUTRFERIRS M PR IR AT 1% Artifact Bl 55 % 12 Path;
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(3) M Path H#kEI 5 Sy AHXS MK AR S5 Smapping:

(4)  WIR Spapping & F AU S e 2 R (5); 15 W), % 20 SR (1);

(5)  Snh<Smapping-NeXt;

(6) MiZ Artifact Ay IR L vh 3R 215 Sy WL AR EE T;

(7) AR Sp FT XAV [ JZE BT SR A K 1 — AN TR AL Avrtifact BRIE h;

(8) W WAL Artifact P, WA DB (1),

(9) &0 return h';

End

Wi hn AR 1 3 45 58 I FE AR RN 1] 4 45 5 1 AR iy e AR ) FH 2% S92 T DAAS B DG Arrtifact 28 GC 583
A i JE I T AL Artifact BRI 3, W3R 9.

Table 9 Deduced Artifact snapshot sequence of GC
F9 CHE Artifact 28 GC 4R I 41

Service ID Table Num Waiter Items Stime Total Etime TimeStamp
Initial 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
Create GC 1 1 b il 0 0 0 0 1
ADD items 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 1
Inform kitchen 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 1
Tender GC 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

EIE 1. GetArtifactSnapshotSquences 535 [ 1] ] 52 24 & 4 O(|n|-|m|-p).

E O 0 SR (7) TR HEA 7 ik P Ik 2l S 2 () 70 2E iy J RS 2R L 1) Petri AR oh AR ST T 56 B Tl ERABE 2R v
(IR S5 TR 25 B BT R T Artifact 1R JE P, 26 BT TR 4 (token) 28 71 122 J8 M 2 75 WAL 40 5 e B PP A7 A8 — MR AL,
W2 7% 21 i Ja ik LR A, ) 1 3R SR PR T o AN A i, 2R I 22 e 1 A B LA, Y O R BRI T A
Hh n(HP Artifact A= i JE 9 PR 2% (AN 250, R BT AN 208 m(ED Arrtifact 1) P AN 450).p A2 HISRZESAS TR A IR
AW ECE R 58 B — K Artifact PR IR & JUTR B 45 PR T AR O (R R A BT LA T 0 S SR B ) B R
O(Im|-p). 2 58 e B AL B WA 19 Artifact $R U 50 (#0375 223 7 n AN 2RI 56 R b i R AL R Uk
GetArtifactSnapshotSquences 572 (1 I /] 42 24 £ 43 O(|n|-|m|-p). U

ETE 2. GetArtifactSnapshotSquences 4.3 (14 [8] & 24 & 4 O(Jm?)).

E B A P e S R v A TR A S IR AR Arrtifact B R R EE (RPIR A B R BT AN m,—
AR Artifact B SRR PR B AN 80 T-55 T m i LL GetArtifactSnapshotSquences 51 11 2%
6] 5 4% ik O(|m?)). O
3.2 {TA—EIEWN E MR A IE S W H E 6 R

T SZEIL I A  IR 45 s AR R0 Artifact B3040 J 1 TR ) — S50k Al o 7 A SR B SR AR e Artifact 4T
g —E0VE ) S U Artifact ST b BRI (1 5 X EEEAT Artifact 17 2 — BUE RS0 s, — AN SR D i) 2 8 Arrtifact
AT 29— S5 AR I 1) R A e Ay 5 5 0 1) R TR 4 ) A S ) T 20k X

FE X 9(Artifact TTAH—BUIMEE S FIE @ ). Artifact 174 — B 15 5 & M8 R A R (MH)eB=
{MHYM #EFH Ry,

1) M A—ALL Artifact J #0145 G R A

2)  (MH)YER M SEFFIZ 47l B =4 1 — A Artifact $ 741

3) B —MifEE BZAAEAIAL MR ) HES T A 4L Artifact PRIEF SRS

HE(MHY 28 115 5 B, W (M, H) e B, BT 5E 2o Artifact (470 — 80 W (M, H) ¢ B, BNAN il 4 5 3
7~ Artifact 17 8 A —3L.

R Artifact 174 — SO TE 5 0 1) 8 304k SR Artifact A7 54— S0V ()RR IR R 3 55 1R Rk
B3R DG FR )L TR 8 EUREIE VS B R e S
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EIE 3. BRI HENES.

A AIE W BB R 3 — SR S B I RALPATMA=(H, 2, 7,8, ho,Naccept Nreject) Fe 1,

1) H &% Artifact 275 i) AL R 51 4

2)  SHhTBRER={0,1 AR T A B A A AEAS T B K Artifact B ) EAS 2
3)  chrTRER={SID;

4)  SHEER R GRS RS S

5)  hoeH b i% Artifact 257! () §I 4G LI

6) haccepte H 24 1% Artifact JS 7 (1) 7T £z 52 L B
7) hrejectE H 5% Artifact 584 [ FE 48 Pl 1.

FEAZIGAE R e 1 SE A A (ML HY, B R R — AN R AR A HLPHAT [ Artifact BRI SEB. 24 TM 0B I A
BN AR Artifact PR 1) 5@ SR IINZ S NS T IE A R R G AR M b Artifact R SR T 564 04 46
R4k Artifact R R AN, U HE 4.

R TMa AT AL IB AT I IR IR, TMa IR BT SRR 2542 Artifact #I4A PR IR ho, RS FIAL B 1 3 3 2 F 6 4% 6 4L,
R GFR AR o (1 R 55 SR A AE 52 UK. 2 TM A0 PR 5E 55 5 — A Arrtifact PRI, T2 TM AL T4 52 008, 0 TM 2
AKX, R Artifact 774 —2GWHR TMa &b THE 4R, N TMa A B2 XA, K B Artifact 1748 A —EL
E 5. O
33 HmYEITE

) S8 Al i — SO AL IR 3 L Pk R TR A D) B T SRR I 5 % T R ) — SO A 0 T T & R A
I AR 1 SR TS5 A0 5 Artifact BRI DR BIUR G 3R M 18 R 45 - PR SRR IBC AR B R AR 5 AR 915 o BAE 55 0 26 460
BRI A D)

TE X 10(BR 55 - 1R B8 < Bx 46 %, service-snapshot correlation matrix). % [i& S={S;,S,,....Sm} N 5 ¥ Artifact
A R R 45 42, ) A={ALA,, .. AT R fRTAL Artifact PR R JE Ik Sl & A3t — IR S5 - DR IR DGR AE BE R,
R ASA MU R IR S5 B82S A1 Artifact PRIEH & PESE S A BB HI XK Hh 1<i<m,1<j<n.

WA X Q) IR AR RS- RO FE R b, 24 IR 55 S nd @ 1t A dEAT T KB #84E HEFE T 3 ay IME N 124 1R
5 Si AN B A AT AR R A MR 0 28 @y IMELA O,

AA A LA
S, (ay a, a3 . &,

S a Ay 8y .. &

R= 2 21 22 23 2n 1)
S3
Sm aml amZ amS amn

E X 11(BR & B2 M ] E fitness of service path). ¥ Sy AV FER AL M #E 5 1 IR 55 6 1%,S, A IR AR R A M 5K
BB AT 10 i 25 5 422, 10 DD BE £(S1,S2) 58 A K(2):
Equal(S, |, S, [)
f(s,,S,)=——"-+-"—*=~
) = (5,15,
Horp Equal(1Sal,ISal) A P AN IR 45 16 12 rh ke IV A 45 0 45 1A 0t max (IS, | Sal) 4 5 4 il 25 8 428 v i 45 S K3
E M 12(FR %% - 1R BB S BE B PR 3] B fitness of service-snapshot correlation matrix). i Ry 4 ViR M #E

T PR IR 55 - R ORI [ Ry Sy Y RS 25 M SEZ B AT I 772 A2 R IR 55 - bR B ORI 8 D11 E (R, R) 52 L 24 5K (3):

@)

% mzri Equal (| a; |,/ by )
_i=j=0i=j=0
R = e RITRD ®)
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m,n

50, Equal((ay by [) 103 Ry Al Ry MRS 76 20HI% 1050t aycRy bycRymax(Ry IR 1% Ry A1 R,

i=]=0i=j=0 B
TSN

EX 13(HB 5 B E/Y I E fitness of model and its logs). % f(S1,S,) 0 IR S5 k4% 2 I KO V) )3,
f(R1,R2) A P AN Ik 25 - DR JREOG I o 2 I (R 1) 82 I R AR 28 M 5 SE B ag AT Ja 1 H & L 2 I I B f(ML,L) s X
awnas(4):

(M, L)=w;-f(S1,S2)+W2-f(R1,R2) (4)

Horwy Fws S B, H 0<wi<1,0<wp<d, Wy +w,=1.

TEIR 4. f(M,L) TSI 1) 8 24 O(IR|-|CP)).

U B <R R A5 B A B A A B ) S S R v 2 I AR A S I o R v ARV g T
D3 R B A — AT 8 — AN 91 76 3%, W IR 55 - (R SR DG I I (04T 280 | R, MR 45 - DR HE G K R B2 1) 70 B804 | C | AN T U B o
SR ] 5224 O(IR|-|C)). O

EIHE 5. (ML) K25 0 & 24 O(RI[C).

U VAR T R T T B R B A — AT AE S O A e 1 R IR 45 - DR RGBT (R AT UM R I 45 PR
HE DG IDCAE K 1) 51 B0k |C, B U1) JBE B304 2 ) B2 2% B ol O(IRTH|C). O

4 FEEIERMES R

4.1 LR

EIE 6.5 T Artifact PR IE P51 B9AT 4 — BRI 77 v 2 IE A ).

IE AR Artifact 7 24— B0k i) 8T 204k 8 SCCGE X 8), AIE B AR SCHE H 14T 9 — BRI 75 v 1E
(14, 75 B PIAN J7 THTREAT UE B - — 7 T, 2 0F B ) T DA S 4 ) 3 11 P R L6 TF 4SS 280 2 0 A 11 5 — J T, i A
1) FH 05 55 - e R G 10 B 5 A e At A v SR ) 8 2 E A ).

KF B RHUIGTEAE R ) IE A PE, B 2L 3 L8 T 1R 4N e W ek 72, [

) B N2 f(M,L) e [0,1], e K5 i b S Bl 1 — AN R A 2 SE B RAT 1 &5 SR 5 TR HAT &5 SR 2 M A7 A K 22
SERERE M UE W F(M, L& IE A1, 25 20 SRR F(M, L) — A 88 o 0 AR 0 1 8 o 230 1 s S, AR 1 (ML) 2 i
2% ) PR BE B9 R B, T S W] (M, L)W 2 Sl 47 M (positiveness) . [ M (reflexivity). % FRIEE (symmetry) 1 = £ A
3 (triangle inequality)iX 4 AN AR 2 S 13,f(M,L) A2 th (S1,S2)FH f(Ry,Ro) P #7341 1. 15 4 T £(S1,S,) 2
— AR B AR S1,S2 3 A A TRl — Artifact A= iy i P9 T 4% S TR A IR 25 1 4, I THI 23 IR B £(Sy,So)3 2 JE 47t
Py B RME R RN = A AN R

(@) ARG, BN F(S1,S0) = 0.8 24 S1mS,2S1US,, BT LA[S1MS,| < [S1US, | [T 1

(IS1MS2/[S1S2) < 1,£(S1,52)=1-(|S1MS2|/|S1US,[) = 0.

(b)  H BN (S1,5,)=0.f(S1,5,)=1—(|S1NS|/|S1US,])=1-1=0.

(c)  XEFRAE, H,F(S1,S2)=(S2,51), A 24 £(S1,S2)=1—(1S1MS2l/|S10S2])=1~(1S2MS1]/|S2 084 [)=f(S2,S1).-

(d) AR B F(S1,S0) <F(S1,S3)+(S3,S2). 1 A& A 25 2 11 78 B 4 1 42

(11 S3l/[S1US3[)+(1S2MS3l/|S2uSs) < 1+(|S1MSal/|S1USs).
ERPINER Sy S, #H S1nS,cS1uUS,. Ak
(181 S3l/1S1S3])+(1S2mSsl/|S2wS3) < ([{S1MS3}Sal/|S1 S Ss]) + ([{S2S3}uUS|/|S1US,USs))
< (|S1US,USs|+S1MSMSs)/|S1US,USs)=1+(|S1MSaMSal/|S1uS2US3|)
<1+(|S511S,//|S1US3)).

K Bt (S1,S,) <(S1,53)+f(S3,52).

K20 £(Sy,So)id 2 dEF e BRYE XEFRPERI = A ARSE I 4 ANFEARFRPE BT BL (S, Sp) A8 — A IE A 1 B 2y
R H (R, Ro) IIF I F2 55 (S, S2) AHABL, IR B F(R 1, Ro) th 2 — AN LE Aff 14D P 128 0% 50 Ry £(S1,S2) F f(Ry,R,) # /2 1E A
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) 25 BRI 2, HL F(M, L) =Wy -F(S1, S2) +wao-f(Ry,Ro), Wiy FIT wy A2 AUAE, O<wy<1,0<wp<, Wy +wo=1, T LA (M, L) A& 1Efiff 1) B (2
bR H5 IR S TR 0E 26 T Artifact BRI 1 (9047 0 — BSOS I U v 2 IE A Y.
4.2 IS

DL AR 559 0 1) A % {S1,52,93,54, S5} 0 I 25 #: 45 {Initial,Create GC,ADD Items,Inform Kitchen, Tender
GC}, K H# Artifact 28 GC 52 L 11 A= 1w JA 35 P9 4« AN IR 1P IR 45 6 422, 53 93 K P1={S0,51,5,53,54,S5}F1 P,={S;,S,,53,Ss,
S} ARHEE Y 1 HES A4k Artifact BRIB 41, ULEE 10 F13R 11,3 12 ISR 13 5 & i fE SEBr s 1T )G
Kt Artifact 28 GC 77 A F P I Sz 491,

Table 10 Deduced Artifact snapshot sequence 1 of GC
% 10 Kt Artifact 2% GC #f TR ¥4 1

E-Service ID Table Num Waiter Items Stime Total Etime TimeStamp
Sy 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
Sz 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 1
Ss 1 1 1 1 ¥ 0 0 0 1
S 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 1
Ss 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
Table 11 Deduced Artifact snapshot sequence 2 of GC
F 11 KB Artifact 28 GC )7 41 2
E-Service ID Table Num Waiter Items Stime Total Etime TimeStamp
Sy 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
Sz 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 1
S3 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 1
Ss 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1
S 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
Table 12 Running Artifact snapshot instance 1 of GC
12 CHE Artifact 28 GC SEFriafr i PRISEH] 1
E-Service 1D Table Num Waiter Items Stime Total Etime TimeStamp
Sy 20120402001 NULL NULL NULL NULL NULL NULL NULL 2012-04-02
S; 20120402001  Table#1 10 WangYu  NULL NULL NULL NULL 2012-04-02
S3 20120402001  Table#1 10 WangYu  Item#l NULL NULL NULL 2012-04-02
Sa 20120402001  Table#1 10 WangYu Item#1 AM 09:18 NULL NULL 2012-04-02
Ss 20120402001  Table#1 10 WangYu ltem#l AM09:18 102.00 AM 11:50 2012-04-02
Table 13 Running Artifact snapshot instance 2 of GC
R 13 CHE Artifact 28 GC SEFriaqr i RIS 2
E-Service 1D Table Num Waiter ltems Stime Total Etime TimeStamp
Sy 20120402001 NULL NULL NULL NULL NULL NULL NULL 2012-04-02
S; 20120402001  Table#1 10 WangYu  NULL NULL NULL NULL 2012-04-02
S3 20120402001  Table#1 10 WangYu  Item#l NULL NULL NULL 2012-04-02
Ss 20120402001  Table#1 10 WangYu Item#l AM09:18 102.00 NULL 2012-04-02
Sa 20120402001  Table#1 10 WangYu Item#l AM09:18 102.00 AM 11:50 2012-04-02

K OCHE Artifact 28 GC A7 — Bk Il UL o ¥
B={((51,52:53.54.5s),((1,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,1),(1,1,1,1,0,0,0,0,1),(1,1,1,1,1,0,0,0,1),(1,1,1,1,1,1,0,0,1),
(1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1));(¢S1,52,55,55,54,((1,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,1),(1,1,1,1,0,0,0,0,1),(1,1,1,1,1,0,0,0,1),
(1,1,1,1,1,01,1,1),(1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1))}.
G R R AL Artifact SR ¥ 5E SR SEBRIZAT Y Artifact PR S HEAT R 4L, iR Artifact g  C A7 LAk
I, s A S 1, AR 1% I VAR, 0 SR A% 8 R A D NULL K 2L B 0, 3R 71 2% J Pk 1 R TR L. DA ot AR A
5E KB Artifact 58 GC I PN IS AT SE 1 4333 i 0y

H;={(S51,52,S3,54,5s),((1,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,1),(1,1,1,1,0,0,0,0,1),(1,1,1,1,1,0,0,0,1),

5 ) AR E SIS
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(1,1,1,1,1,1,0,0,1),(1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1))}; ¥
o Hp={(51,525.55,54),((1,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,1),(1,1,1,1,0,0,0,0,1),(1,1,1,1,1,0,0,0,1),
(1,1,1,11,1,1,0,1),(1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1))}.
Bk — B UUINIE S B AVEIRNL Arv 10 Artifact 172 — BSOS UEAR Y AR ) 030 it e B 6 o, B,
ho=(1,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,1),h;=(1,1,1,1,0,0,0,0,1),h,=(1,1,1,1,1,0,0,0,1),h3=(1,1,1,1,1,1,0,0,1),
h,=(1,1,1,1,1,0,1,1,1),haceep=(1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1), hrejec=—Naccept-

Sl Sz—)L

ho

S4*)R OR

h
@ Ss>R OR S;5R

54 OR S5—)L

Fig.6 Verification mode for checkng behavioral conformance of Artifact class Gc
6  Artifact 5¢ GC 170 —EERL N ) Ay B UERRY

23t Ar B 1E, Artifact PRSI Hy B 40T I8 B2 IRAS R Hy AT M HE S 1 i1k Artifact PRI 2 —
BT Hy S 22 B a7 K Hy AR M 4 SR fRi4k Artifact Bl B R — 5.

FRH5 52 X 10, n] LA 3 IR 45 - P HE DG IBEHE BE R BT Ry 43 391 g A7 M 4 3 1 IR 45 - B MR DG IBR L B2, R AT R, 433
JEIEAT IS IR HESEAB] Hy R Hy 73 H 1 IR 55 - PR BE DG IR A

100000001
111100001
R=(111110001 (5)
111111001
111111111
100000001
111100001
R,=/[1 11110001 (6)
111110111
1N TP 1 11
100000001
111100001
Re=[1 11110001 @
111111001
111111111
100000001
111100001
R=/{111110001 (8)
111111101
111111111
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MR B S 11~ 13,7 F SRR R R AT B 2 2 1) () #f 1) R e AU :
5 45 5 44
W, =050, =05, 1 (M, H,) =05x2 +05x 2 =1 f(M,H;) =055 +05x <099,
TG W R A A i S T R BT IR 55 10 A SR 25 8 R M R BE 21 Hy H, 58— 8 E 2
2% 18 3 Artifact 208 g M TR O I SRR AR Y M RITBR B 271 Hy I JE 58 42— 80 S 2 B 38 B AR ST H (g Az )
J7 9% B A Tk IR R A B

5 KWAH

ARSI TR ZE ) 0y T SR A F L S5 AR 7 R R AR I A (R A S5 R, 2 A wICENT
BB 3 — S MW ) Artifact Sheet, B RS A O DG BE Artifact 287 3 /F Artifact Sheet [ 45 (0 F5 0 85 . 4L
VLR ORI B S 5 IR 258 T H N R R R 3 R O A ) s A A OGS B M S IR ST R I BN
Sheet i EL YA 5L FEHE IR 25 (E 1 HL Artifact Sheet i REAT2E 77, il 3k H 35 22 B2 SR W 4% 2, 1 2L 5028 1) g vk 77
WE N Sheet FE, H 28 il H T 00 7 S A28 N PN PR B 5 ORI 25 7 1A 0 SR 2 243 A P Al — g i FL S A=
PR R R AT B U S A R AR IR B I . HELS AL RS EE T 2 T AR BT R S
FENFE 7= i NP G Artifact Sheet th 58 8 T A= A 8 1,44 A8 T 5¢ /i Arrtifact Sheet (1] 22+,

\ )
‘%%H%MLHVMLH%&?&H@%H)\E‘

Fig.7 Artiflow model of business process
B 7 kS5 FE R ArtiFlow 57

Kl 8t il T Artifact Sheet )£ 0 G s ORI iy J TRE SR Petri 93805,

sy Hi P ar B9 S8 RE BE W8 KT #E BF5 B HEs FIE HRE HER
string  date char char string bool float float float char string float string  float float float

Fig.8 Data schema and lifecycle mode of Artifact Sheet
8  Artifact Sheet f) £4is 0f S A5 2RI A diy i SIS X

S W RE LRSS ) CPU:Inter(R) Core(TM) i3-300; A 470 1GB; 3Kk {3455 24 Windows XP; %4 % SQL
Server 2000; 535 92 B ()38 4T A B AITE 5 0 5l A Eclipse 3.4 F1 Java. ArtiFlow 4% B 2% 2 A 5206 28 BPM #F 5T /N4
FER M —3K L Artifact A 50 I & SRR ERAR L S8 AT SR I 0 SR R 4, AT O — A M B8 I R S —
AN ThRei e 9 & Artifact 17 2 —ZUME AL I 25 (K18 4T LT 0 B BT, SRR 25 5 Artifact Ja 1 T (A7 o 3 R 4
A RG24 K DAL (0 R 22 Bl s L A I 25 R Ja A A P i RAYT
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i ArtiFlow STEEE - . 41 ¥ [- o x|
i R EREE sk— sk kT sl skh E8
CeRo@EEaBd ]
Er —iml]
o * | 5% Palette g
] Material — = N
Sl ud® o I Ty R
| i, pms e
= BfE ®
Casting CreateSheet I - Eéﬂ-
1l & .
o —EeE =
DScrap
| | AR
BEEEEEE -
& wiEE =]
;@-‘ EREHENAtifactelEn |, Bt 16 RARE.
DScra
4
21 8
| hot ralling
- = ; | EEEsl |E3 - Freasm
| B &2 2 o
ArtiFlow [SES] BUAFEERFSTRFRAMSRS AFS : 013F055048 ERES

Fig.9 Running interface of behavioral confrmance checker

K 9 Artifact 17 A —ZUPEA I 28 191247 St 10

ARSI TR A AL HE AN 5 T (L) SR 2 R D) BE EAT PRI (2) P ARG U 5 v 1 e RS 3R A
0 2 R A T — SOV T Rl 1) AN G B 2 M0 TR A S I 6 R 4 T 1R R T 81 1 3 M 1 15 s i
FUERAE B LA RS 02 Fig R G0 Bl 5 0 3 45 1 00 D 3 0 108 1) 50 L5 5 o e A 01 L (. AR
i H A PR R I 100 N3 FE SE A A SE I8 43 BT BE AR AE 100 AN GRE SEA9) H B ATLIE 250 10 A9 R S0 4 A i R
FRSAG) ARG R AR SCR W 77 VA FIAL GE T Petri 0 LS J7 v A D) FE A 28 R R A 28 304 T LR,

R G5 - B B SCBR R R G 2 P RS T RS, SR T Arrtifact Ja 1 RS 45 S DR R P R 45 - B S B B
S AR B A T SO B R S T U S B AR AR DRSS 14 R A TR] R S A B e R g s s ) A
g

Table 14  Calculation results of fitness about two kinds of method
Fz 14 WM ITERVIETE R

v E
TR S 4 1E45 Petri WSS 7 vk ARSI 7

f(N1,N») f(S1,5) f(Ri,R)) w1 wp, f(ML)
10 1.00 1.00 0.995 05 05 0.9975
20 1.00 1.00 0.996 05 05 0.998
30 1.00 1.00 0.997 05 05 0.9985
40 1.00 1.00 0.997 05 05 0.9985
50 1.00 1.00 0.997 05 05 0.9985
60 1.00 1.00 0.997 05 05 0.9985
70 1.00 1.00 0.997 05 05 0.9985
80 1.00 1.00 0.997 05 05 0.9985
90 1.00 1.00 0.998 05 05 0.999
100 1.00 1.00 0.998 05 05 0.999

2R R

o TR Petri WML 2> T 7 A B ORI VI BEAE 4200 1 ANAT & — EUPEAS U U1 0 45 2R

o TIAR SCHR HE RIR I 7 v A ) SR it 1 D) BE AL, 5 UM A R v 4 — B

Artifact H I 11K 55 R Hh A ot B 55 (R RAT 1L R 4 45 AE 2 kT Artifact SR 1 K47 00 — Bk
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Ford 7 25 2 8 7 00 R P AR A PR S5 B A AR T A6 60 T Potri T 43 774 HE 80T 54
TR 5, 208 T L R M (AR5 T 15 7 DR, S B R0y VAR s G636 Petri UL 43 B )7
VMRS T R A R A ) 10 F7 7% A SCHE R 7 VP Bl 10.2%, T A G00E T Petri s 43
7 07V 10 SR 4 1 55.7%; 01 1 10 7% S HE ORI 9 T 34035 2y 10.3%, T4 46 36 T Petri 149 i
STV T BRRR y 21.2%,

100 100
—— (L4 Petri B e 5t 7 12 —¥— f£ 45 Petri [ L5 7k
go| —&— AR Tk g0 | —— A SR T ik
€ 60 g 60
ié 40 fg 40
20 20 m
% %
0 0] I
10 30 50 70 90 10 30 50 70 90
RS R LT S B
Fig.10 Comparison of miss rate Fig.11 Comparison of error rate
K10 kI HLAL B BRI

6 BHESRE

Artifact 17— HCME ) R AR A . AT O3 A 22 i HE R 10 DR B 1 L A B AT — B AGL I A 2
YRR 1 5 RS WO (R T 50, A SR T — b RE T Artifact PRI B ATk — SO A I v g gkt oo AR i A
W R Artifact R R S REAT RS 23 AT, AN UG B AR AR R v I 5% A4 1 IE A, (R I B 38 T Artifact 4
Ja PR AR A 1O TE A R T3 17— BBCPRAGL I 45 SR (VD RG A JEE

2B b ASCAERS Artifact B Ja R E AT A6 DI NS, U0 Artifact J 41 17 IR RE AT G I, O A A I R AA
PEAE R E AN AT ROPE R 20 I ST H bR sl R e — I 20 R Artifact FARJ& A8 1 A7 280k s — 7 L )
PS5 - DR B SCIRAR BT S VI B2 I BB Artifact BRI 1A B0 22 i ot 23 AR AR OK 0k T 2 489 DR REL B 4841

AR R FH J X 0 516 W 200 /0N R B 140 290 B0 R AT A R B 8 A D ) 2 52 2 Bt T — D AR 5 ) 5
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