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Abstract: Software defect is an important indicator for measuring the adequacy of software testing. In order to
improve the reliability and robustness of Web service composition based BPEL, this paper proposes a defect
detecting method which combines the dead path into a path sensitive analysis. Dead path is a special semantic of
BPEL, which has no execution information, but can connect two executed path segments. Using the abstract value
of variable and its interval arithmetic, this method can identify an unreachable path and dead path, and also merge
the conditions of property state at join points. A case study about uninitialized variable detecting which is related to
dead path and executing path is given throughout the analysis, and verification is implemented to illustrate the
effectiveness of this approach.
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0SS YL B A b 0 B I, A1 o T AL R R T SR T K T vk TR 4% L R R, DR e 5
A RITIR J2 JI5 45 41 4 M G HIE 9 A T 28 5 D OG3: () — AN T 45 00 BPEL MM g — Bl &5 4L & v &5 213 31
YZNT] LA 2T 2416 IR 45 T A P D 6 i B AR R A A 0 ) A K P A A B AT T IR NI . il R £
PR M BPEL JRE IO LA B, L IE 040 15 15 2 U0 1 A (0 8 0E 40 1 42 0 495 g LA B B AR — 3
AU AR AE YR A T . F R, 55 BPEL F 1% 2 B IR AIE B AR 32 A HEREAR B Petri 955150 (3 2L, )
KOl 6 56 AIE 3 B rp e R DU R IO B g 2%

PIT JE A0, B e S B s R 3 ) T D AT, S [0 00 5 7 3 A 0 0 0 3 3t A AR [ AN 1R Bk
o 2 SE 0% A DU P ] BEFEAE 0 5 Fh e BPEL R AE SURRME AT FL B T AL LB ba (i sE B LAAN B A
CUBURE (0 B B3, 1 link Rl A3 FHL 9T DA RV L0 B T 4% B J5 20 BPEL A0 R IE B PEEA T 36 30F  (H A2 224 iy 14 )7
VEHRAS 68 56 36 MUk B SRR T AN SR SO B A 00, AN T s g 2. T Bl 5. AR R AT A R SRR L,
SCHR[LATH2 H T — P X BPEL B [ 1 AR 75 35, S PR A WLGT e [ HE AT A, AR i 4 412t 1 et i v
AR S AT BB 3, 1 S B R A WLEE N R DU 25— A I i 452

ARSI F B DTIRE, A O TAERFERE b 32 T — R AU B A0 ST 3% A5 A0 11 e B R 3 e AT B
RSB T RO 40 B B AR 0 E A2 PO 8 SO SCT R PR AR B0 3 8l T i T o, AR K gk /b T AR R A 2 i et
1 B8 e A WU AN T 77 925 R I N B B A1 R, D AE R0 5 A IR A 7 R A 0 4 14 6 M40 B 42 4 11
5 SR P AR A5 G AR X 1) 250 2 R AN T 36 B A I T 3 B A8 PO B I 70 0 e T 4 R A0 20 A7 F) 2 1) R A 1)

1 BPELEZ

Wb 55 PEFE AT 1 5 (BPEL) R i R 56 T Web service [FIMI 25 S FE, T A& — R 56 T 11 45 ¥4 R0 B 5 4 (0 VR &
TAEWE 5 AT 1BM 1 WSFL AR 1) XLANGE 52 BPEL Y e I3 AR 1 1), 1] LA 43 o HE A% 5l Fl 25 14
A3 By T I F AR T B U T A1 35 4K AT i 25 BB T R IR A 45 W T ) T SR B e R AR B I ER AT U A
BPEL JiRE ) LARI )y 4 345 5 41364k £ ¢ 2 (1) 75 B (partnerlinks) i B2 A8 £ 1) 75 Bl (variables) . b BR 2% 75 B (i
Breab PAS . AR AR BEES A ) DL HARURRAT ) I B A

link 45849 SLAE flow 5 84 link 38 H L REE R — MG s F— A H b5 g link o] DL ay — AN B
ERIMI D true (1423 2% £ (transition condition, {8 Bk tc), & — 4~ H #53% 3 1k a7 LL G — AN & 45 £ (join condition,
fRIFR jo), B A FT T LLZIE 300 H ARIE 3 1 link (G2 5 link) AR 25 1132 45 838 20, BOA T LR =2 TG N link Ik
AMIB 4 8 (OR).BPEL FLAT XA MR R 1 SC SRR — 3G 3 TG SN link FRAEZE & te i 558 B (link & —4
BA = JoH MARA AR 5 ture,false A1 unset, ™ link 3% 82 K1 U535 3l 0 R BTN 58 e 2 8T, JL4Hh unset; 15 ) AR 5 tc
VHEDR AR &), A 0T LUAIWT jo B9(E. WA true, WIZIE B 1E 5 BT 45 W35 B A B AT, 7 Bk B BT A LLZE )
HUETESIN link(E 08T link) IFARZS (Y false i1 D0 — EAL IS 5, HBEF] je o4 true MIEB).IXH
BPEL [¥) 5L #1575 [k (DPE), 5 <AL B 12 (1 £ 41 15 2. 7T LA WL SCR[15].

2 RO RBREX

21 —/MRRAYHIF

AT HABFE 1S =, BPEL v g A AS B8 75 0 3 7 HEAT U7 1) AN A V7 ) 28 B ) — AN 58 7
BOLPr ETUCRHAM R R ST EHRRFIORZEM LR PN TCRRELEN— K E W, -
B A 22 7R I S8 A ) R 4 2 1) (A A 5% &R AT BLSE SRS A PR A B VR 455 0 0,00 nOm 2878 n J& m 1A A, 9F L
nofl m #PEAR B R AW T 0 R M i K B AR EBA A B fr /e E LR RS it A B gvar SE A WA 1
7R (1) 52 24254 Horb priceJamount,var Jcar,varJprice %5 R W AEAE 3 AN EH T AT IR ERTE wy,w,,wy
A3 BIRHZ A% & AN [R) 38 4> $var, $var/car,$var/car FEATIRAE, ) w (03 /E4E 78 25wy MO TRRAEL, T wy T wig #Ks 78 25
i wy [ 20(E (Svar/car #5785 0%, iy Svar/price FIME AN 52 52 W), P It f5e 4747 B $var H 1I4E A2 wy FIT wy & 9% 5 I E.
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XA ] R ] AR ) 2 A W ERAE L AP AE R (D) KRR BPEL AR B SCFF 2N 3l [ I X ] — A2 B
B E B AR XA BPEL MRV A A A AN [ T A SERE 16 5, e g TR T A% o 1 4 AR (1 8 2 AL

Fig.1 Complex variable type
K1 R
BPEL 1T IN (R BL % A2 35 B (DPE) ¥ 3, 4 it & 70 At ok 17 SE Kkl 181 2 S — > DPE 52 Wik K &2 11 51 57,
KU 2e A7 PRI 73l 4 Y T AT G Bl if 1A% SE R AR UG &S 20 AT Al DPE 18 SO B AR BRUR 0 M 1 LU P 38 38R
JH T 28 5 (1 il e AR (B X o)) B A AT £ D) e it decl 43 46 2 28 1 (¥ 0 A A 7 1.
7 7 DPE {1 s A2 UK

HEARRUR

jc=OR
{init: dump=true}

Ltk T, decl- 1 {decl: dump=false}

————————————————————————

{init: dump=true} 4----4' """""""""""" ? {init: dump=true}
{decl: —} "

W, 5 A8 R AR

Ry 1EX AR FLE

a RIS IATAT 45 1
te:  link b AT 414

Lii ARIL4M htrue

- ARERAEAMERIE

Fig.2 An example of false positive
K2 ARkl

He G Bk AR RUR A T 2 18 T R B 4% LK 46 PR R (9 S 46 )T BT IR 4 ST () 41 4 5 3R, RE B X 4042 fhl O
B RS IR #1245 8, DR S RS HLAE if 7G4k AT AE RS 4R & A {init—}.{decl:—}, UL W1 &Z & x (1) decl AR
AR A if (1) true 48 % BRIES) RY.ZEH A DPE B L9 B AU b, T 2% B W) 2 (link) - te
FIEAX PR B BUE R B, 2 dump=false W, ANFAT (W, bRl — £ IE A2 HITT 4R, - B B 1 FPIRE(E N false),
IRl bt B 3 {decl:dump=false}{init:dump=true}. th F if 5 ) 1) join condition 24 H4r X link (1245 5% (OR),a, — &
RERE AT (1, RPIRESAE Y true,ap B X AR AT AT AT A, B A {decl:}), 330 if W&z B SWAT 3 if
I, 8 o A AR S 10 e P 4% 115 O 845 decl (1)@ PIRFS 454 4 dump=false. & & x [¥] decl RS Bk if 1) &
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43 3¢ (dump=true) =, 75 Bk T 1% 55 it 72 US4 BT 3 1 1) 3

[FIRE, WA je=AND(FT i\ link IRE R # 5), £ B4 DPE & LI B AR BUR A HT LR B e 4
B2 2 dump=true I, —E R IAT W, ITEL Ry J2 221,124 dump=false B, A\ W, JT4A B as(Wy—if—
Ru(@z)—ay) #RALFEFL B 12 L IR A B AT AT 0T (5 5. LE I {decl:dump=false} & Wi i 72— HAL B T 2.

DU B 45 AT LU A 2 FE P AT B A% L — BRIk 10 B 4% B AR % I 1 B L R R AT AR AT AT A B (i
A Ao PR PR 38R A 08 i TR R ), AH G T DS 42 P S 1T AT 1R AT B B E N B A T I AR P AT (5 B A
FIPEER AR S WG K& B B AN WA B AR R 18 AN [F) 43 S 40 AR I 20 & A 0RO A3 AN BT 8 R TR IR 43 BT
AT B T AR G0 S (AN ] S A2, B0 B A4 Sk A S A R WU B2t 5 AN T BRI R L AR SR BPEL (19
PRSI T —Fp 5 DPE 15 XM % 12 SUBR B AR BB 43 W7 73k, 12005 VA R Ak T 51 BPEL ke B G A 52 1)
PIAN IR B ——JE B AR RN WA 42, 080 1 3 240 AT HP A R AN TR
2.2 BPELHRPAIEIA

A o 2 i R P 7 kT o P O i 8 B B, A L IR R P 0 i 2 DR (9 N g R i) 4 Bl 6 T i
e P A D0 X A R A L Bk — AT, O o S 30 [ P 32 5 3 R AR ke 11 5 D00 R 3 5 00 S B o s P AN

BPEL MUY &t 7 95 Foft it L A AU 0 ik o, DR L A7 a0 0T BPEL 8 7 — ol - SR s ARG 0 77 925 AR
200, L4 T OB S ISR 48R, 5 2 (SR IR 7 SR S Al D 4

Table 1 Description of defects
F 1 ohfERig

[NGES NEEna
o 2y
g;ﬁﬁ) A AT A M504 (A WSDIL A5 10 040 S 25 R
AR R E assign Y% 21 5l R 25 P A8 2 v B 40 (07 28 B 10 S I RS FEAH R 1Y A
SE 7R (VLF) P GER R e R RS e
IR AAT 0I5 B 96 R A5 bR T 50 42 S DR 5 SO0 A T 1 4k 4R T BPEL T link 454
AL (DL) Fig 0 H RIS BN 2 TR A 2 MR, T SR ik 2 )R B B AR I A 26 T AR B SRR
ZEA5 3 A AN AR A R AR B KA S B
JE 163 (DC) PEIRSAEA 2, S BAE AT I35 B To 3% 45 3, BPEL Jli i) while,repeatUntil SZELIE IR,
DU 224 35 6 A0 P 4 1 2R A E B A R S A B 2 S G K 2 5 BUEAE 3R,
4t 3% 4+ (DR) FHRPAT PR A 8L 2 AN G 3 2 [0 2 D A7 AE — AN G B0t R — 28 5 14 [ — 3B 7 AT 5 $ 4
(UH e o Bt 0 S A A AT )4, B A B ) LA A 4.
Foreach #EFF 52 1 Foreach i% 2 /1 /) completionCondition Ja ¥4 {8 K T- 18 3R A B $047 45 15 16 PR
Z A5 (RCC) Bl completionCondition>final CounterValue-startCounterValue+1(F /& ¢ X 2 i, BPEL2.0 ¥{15).
Link v Link 3£z (1 953 30 A bR 30 23 AT R — 23 SCRE B A [R] 43 32 b T 43 3236 3 AN 7T B[R] AT
fHEHI(1IUL) A link B2 10 BRI S IR A3 A BT
%ﬁﬁgﬁ 0 i 25 K 0 true, S else 4 A (A ST
SR TUH e S R TE AT J 1 TSR, R PR AR 2 3 B KR RAT o SR
i,'ﬁ)%(IUA) BL 28 JE R S v BT A S AE B A TR IR IS S SRR R A — AN A WH"H@HK‘
e & B PR, F FLBTA SR RAE & 1) initiate g P& join. 75 WK 25 5 B AR AT Hh .
e 1T B2 U, 5 SRR 4 S BT A 06 20, ST M T4
Py
Kiigﬂm T8 26 J MR 5 30 A R BT
W AEAEP A B AS LLE I 375 3 A5 A SR — 3 B R AN BB A LA IR AR 16 75 3
Y'T;?‘J(MCR) (receive,pick 1 event handler)H A7 48 [ (1) fk £ 5% 42 (partner link)
o 3t 112578 (port type) . $#1F (operation) LA & X I 4E & (correlation set) & k.
BPEL 71845 B2 20 S LR A7 7E — AN JEL B B v, T 380 V7 () A0 5t 502 081 45 oA, A4 R 8097 4 T § 11
PR E% (RL) R H T BPEL KB RIS AT 0k 55 G e, ik 2 i AN B T BN A A A2
(HIASFEAE receive,pick B event handler 55 AH ¥ (#% A  ELULHL).
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Table 1 Description of defects (continue)
F 1 GRBERIA(EE)

RURES B IR 55 B4 1 B0 AS AR 8, ] DUASBILAE LUR 6 A7 Tl
(a) RAFE M S A SRR 2 R
5 B g (b) SRA 1 SR 30 B e B> Bl 5 2 KRR R
kMUC) (c) RAFE I3 2 YCRIL BCE 3 B A B B RS IR 23
(d) $RAEFE — TR IEHCE A BB 2 RO RS A R
(e) iR Ay IR AT 4 15 DU A RE f5 WAL B 22 e B9 22 [ i R AR B (I8 U PR S B 4 AR R AR IR S
(f) RE A LA € 5 N A BRI B IR 0l B SR OE B AT (R0 26 (R BRE.

ES S BPEL 12 /7L P, 1] FE ) N 4 26 25 A S 1, AR 2 P FE K UG L 1 7 Jo S

RIL AL (CMUM) 01359 5 R B T A ARG L ) 5 B0 T T b A o R S B
TRFETR % N

S ALK AE RS

2.3 HRIAEEEBPELITHIRE

I} J7> 22 42 J& 1 (temporal safety properties)fiiih “ 3 Lo 5K F45 A 25 % A2 (1 8 1, T LR RS HLIEAT @ L.

EX 1. BFEIREN EFSM A& —MIREES DY REFMES T MITB A HES Conditions. 3L,
D={$start,$error,$end}others, T:DxConditions—D.$start, $error Mi$end 73 M ARF VI LA £l 15 F1 45 AR A others
AT RER H AR A B 3 J2 BPEL ARG S R ER IR, A T AN XML 5E X.

ZARESHIEA T 6 ARSI AR IR), I H T A NCRE Z 8] 0] REAF A PR e 40 G B R 19 5 k).
TEARTF BIZAE R, W — IR & T A AT 2R [ A9 R IR 25, 10 declaration IR 7. BB A5 T 25 HY T AR S FROPIR 2 S e 6
AT T, T SR R AR e A Al R AP B S A T AL, A7 7 A A0 4 A A e I Y DRI, T 3k AR el e N T B B A
R 7V R I 1 WA RS LAR AR AR SIS AL R AT AR I, A0 vy LA 00 S R v B ) L RS e s

declarated

All parts
- initialized
declaration All initialized
75 ARAH A SRS 1 S 1B
Parts are Al parts 0 start—declaration A g 7
initialized initialized 1 declaration—All initialized AR A TAIIE
2 declaration—Parts initialized AR VB
3 parts initialized— All initialized A B A IR
4 declaration—error of P AR AT 5
5 declaration—end 8 HH A FH 4k
6 parts initialized—end B H A P 4k
7 All initialized —~end 78 HH A 3k
8 parts initialized— Error 5| FH AR AR P A

Fig.3 EFSM of uninitialized variable
K3 RyIaHA A Rk RS

% DPE 5%, 7EXPIRASHLUE MRS HEAT 0 A sl e tH L 3 i o0, Bl (possible, disabled, invalid):possible
.26 21 57 1) bR 2 2 A 0 disabled A8 36 3% 55l link 3\ JE 2% 42 B R A WL JE PR S P8 640 _E DR 25 B
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%} disabled IR & B AT, 2 IE K42 45 0 5 1% disabled AR TTLLAE A possible, 4k 42465 J5 4L 43 Mg 45 1 ;i
invalid A3 ZJE MR ORI IT 2 5 — v IR T X FEEEAE b PR SR BEA7 IR B, A A /R = mbd
X BE AR AT AR UL NI T R — 35 BBl link & 4 T 2042 v Bt B (JLh true RERIEER 1% false AR IEH
PEAR).
RN mbd (1) ICHE PR 252 link AR3E 45 1F 28 5 19 0T 6 B, 1T 28 S0 A0 T4 e N P AH G IR 8L, ER A &
Ui (74 N AR AF R 45 B 3R RT3 S vk T AR Sl A2 T PR ) o Al R, A A 43 T e e o I 38 5 P 11
AT BRI AT AN 1K 2R F T A% 2t 4l G MR v Rl B X 1) S 28 7 AT g 110 4% St A1, 2 0 X (Rl 30t 55 mbd (4L
B 4 JT o IR U ST 0 0 R S0, R 2R AR SR TG Bl 2 ) (09 TR 2D AR I 0% 2R i 9 31 14D true 43 S sum (191X [ 24 [0,999],
M9V HE ) C AT PRI, B 5875 link FARAS BT link R ARE 4514 sum>=10000,5 2471 ()48 & 4
B TALIB S S N2 nulllink [FPIRZS A false, [RIb, 2L mbd MR K true T 580 C R —AMHA link iX FE,
W) C IR LA AR B AT (B A T 3535 3)), S 2024 sum<10000, 7 FE AT 3l D I, 3138 & price A w4 ) 1) 31,

sequence .
d Price=1

fow / : : ; :
> . -~ &
— 8 ¢ @« = @
sequence . 2

/ Reply: Price

O

Fig.4 Segment of process

4 G F B

FAb, 2B B 4y SCIE B I 0 RE 2AN 0r SCA PR AL AR 2 A PF A R T e G A X [R] e L A A A
W AN Tk A (SRS — GBI AN A A AR b U T ). 28 0 [R5 VAT S (AT SN link (1135 3))) i
A DURFEHT link SCIEIR to rh AR 58 1) 4 5 B DX 1) Vi 161240 2 i N linke (RDR 2SR, AN T ) T 224 i 3 32 75 i
PAT 0 FA235 B TC VAT, 0 W23 30 T 4 T B A0 % 4% 45 ROX BERR A% J8 IR 285 A e A8 0} i 590 BT e A AT ]
R, R R ELOR B R N BB AR 0T R AR S (B disabled ££4).

BPEL fE N —Fi 3T XML (WIR)TE S, BB AD AT 70 M1 A 92 B i S0, 75 5 JLIEAT S 5 v —Ffrop
AL, 52 T BER 3Rk IR MR REME BPEL &,

EX 2(BPEL #= i ). A A, BPEL #2it K& — AN DU ol G=(AE,s,f), b A J& 17 S S A0S
Bl,E RS ARFIGB)Z 0 AT, s T F 20 B E T RE T UG 1T 5 R0 45 SR i e o A A FE AT B 56 B — A5 i
TR GRS B R — AT 5% (head tail), 73 i s S TR S k1T A head FREAT A tail XTI RIES)
flow,tL head A tail #H24 T 455 X L/ fork F join. [ I8 2 LT 3 Fidi(ne,ce,se), B 3 ¥ 3 14 ne, 3 & 14
ce FH[rl 201k se. Horr [l 2044 se J&—> = g dd(cn,nn,pry, e F nn 43 SAR R ASIT B 24 159 AURTR —NT 5 pr
S — N EAFFRIE R AR link _F 0425 T H R EAE flow H Y 548 95 % 32 ce 5 flow & BB 4 s %k i B2 ()
2k oR). [8] 5 45 i BPEL 763 3| BPEL 5 il B B 56 R, A& T IR FiE3h . &iEs) if 1Rm s
W5 AT T BRAT B A LR AR 1) BPEL 2 il .
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if-elseif-else

basic aFtivity

sequence

elseif_head

flow

Fig.5 A map from segment to BPEL CFG
5 JUEF| BPEL i i B frg e s

3 JEERIRIE X T I EURER PRI

3.1 HEMESS

AL AR SIS DGR DPE FHAS AT 26 4% 42 6] (I B AS JUDRG 55 1) 52 i) A (5l g S D00 3l 2 ] LA 3R S SR EFSM
AR BPEL HRg AR K SEal Bl g BPEL K247 i iE X (DPE), 3k M W 5 IR S HL IR S AR 3T £ 44 0}

BPEL Y ARHE AT 43 #7 36AE.
6 fifiid T AN H A M HELE, S 42
T DPE i SCRHE SR IR

ik
L AP SR A ET BRI 4 )
TF
e — "
o BEHBURE B Ey eI
- =
YRR ]
e B AU AT DPEH SL4MT :
]
: l
' 1

A UE K S m A5

/_\ \

i XA -5 S
SRR
Al : \
;'E%ﬁ A 2 ek | REh
2 b e
EMFH GBI A2 il
L ( e AR )
CY R ST E
iAr)\ 3 147,

P AFBPEL

©® it
@ i

Fig.6 Framework of defect detecting

K6 e A 28

© PEEEEBAITT

AN 2, D68 A28 4 5 AL 10 A P32 Y O, £ B A BB 20 A 1

http:// www. jos. org. cn



ML F k4295 LT BPEL S A28 R M B P4 57 511

A28 I O3 AT s 2 R B RS ) 3 AT e AR v B 2R ) B v R R R AT TR > R R DPE B XA BT A
BPEL ¢ A5 102 vy A0 A B 10 B AR M 1 Bk ] 08 % 428 b R AT 3% Bl ek 43 7 45 SR 140 532 Wi, 0t ik 2D 5 R TR R 1R
LF (R Tk,

32 MRERE

RN B A3 Wt PR P T 160 5000 0 0 T U R AU 1 B0 7 40 T P 8. D o, 75 B B B B — A
RUEK link 18 PR AR A LR & 45— 17 S8R link J5 K8 HORAS A W R R IR HLIEE N error AR, ) 1 BH
TR P A T AT Y. e B

2 DPE M52 M, BN 6k IR ZS B IR MR ZS X 5 S22 Fr vl g R B4 A [ 1 T8 X, BB T 42 21 1% 7T g
(possible)ik . F A (disabled) Tk 2 F1 TE R (invalid) IR 2.4 T A7 6k 2 00 B i A5 BB MRS R R L,
B R H0E A R L 3R G SR link [4E A fsm ARFERENLIEB, Dyetec R B S .

PRIEL pOSso:(AUL)xDyerect—> 42(fsm) 27 B3 x I (x wT HESE I B Ek link), AR A0 A0 0 ol B 2 11 vl g Jes PR
A PAEL dise:(AUL)xDyetect—> 42 (Fsm) 3K 7~ BIIE x B AR P A5 A U Sl B 7= 25 18 M T IR B8 s PEIR SR A s 2 inv,:
(AUL)xDyeect—> 2 (fsm) 7 ZIIE x IF, AR A5 R0 M Bl B 7= A= 1 2 150 AR 3T 1) MRS SR A 10T IR IR A AR ST v
SN, F EEAIW TG ) B link AL TIERs A2 B AR /R4S i mbd, RoRFIE x I FEEE AR (5 2, i R HAE h
true, 1] RE I8 PR ZS HE LR BIRES; 16 W), HAH O false IRFS DT #, A TERCIRAS 1 T inve T T B A S 52
S B8 A0 T, DR 0k 52 o v B B AN 7 05 B HAH. poss, , dis, ,inv, A1 mbd, 2> 505 B x TF 558 B 5 A N Y e PR S A
KBCHEAERRR.

TE X 3(EF £ fsmy). (AUL)XDefect—>P0SSoxdisox B [FIHE N3 8l 15 s B link i, i A )@ RS o 5 & 0 4
ArREM B HIRES . DR B 1B MRS TR R AR AL T FL B AR bR IR BB AT /R & G {true, false}.

TE X A(EHL fsm, ). (AUL)x Dy — POSS, x dis, x B IR [F MG 3k link 4858 )5, B J& MRk & ool
£E.

33 WMEX

AR T UE B TR AR B i B TR IR 5 s EAT T G SRR I R AT S R T RN B RSB link
fsmg F1 fsm, [REL, Wi Sk fsm, Ho B —4R &4 error, 50 R 77 1T BEAZAE BEFR S TR 1R 5134

B HARAS TC 4L fsm B E B S 22 40 B IR MEL, 25 R B 6 A2 4 AR link SE3EE (B FE RIT 444 tc FIVL &4
4 je), B BNVC AT RUER]D T s, 7 BN I SRS SO A AT S A, A 1S S SR I T S i A R
RSB G SR S 1 43 S [A) - I, TN R TSN I 64 S22 A ) P M RS EAT B (R G SR T A e
()35 7 i BT R 1A JR T e, U S A A 3

BT FEUTAE BE A p PAT N5 2 a, A0 B 8 MRS HLURPIR S W p AT AR 3 AR AT 7F a AL B RE&S ol

EH o g2 p BRI IBR FIRAE R E X 20E a Ab 148 s B Ve B HEAT T BR 8,1 o ) R A RS of i A2 4%
{15 DPE £ Af B 4% bR L% By I BAT S5 A1 TV AL AR AN BIPAT 12 2 2, 00 /30 405 B R AT 4% 1 BR AR 4 1
FIAT SRRl e T 42 0 B BB mUAk 1) PR ZS B B8 A2 45 1 oF SR RN AN T s B 4%, LAUR 2> 12 4%, T
AT 4 A ¢ SRR 8% 42, T BT DA 25 0% B3 18 N 28 B A2 R FDIR SR B X L 2 () B2 — A B HE, e b
FEAE p Or IS B IAT (W) I 05 B)) T IR A AT 1A R R IR A R B a1 4 b C AT S K R OR
[0,999]&&[10000,MaxInt], H: #,Maxint 4 5 42 fie 2 7 [ B KB E (L, C 1Y B A2 2% 1R U A BR

R T AR link 22 se U5 1), 0B x 27, d AR G w0 (0 e B 1 S 1T B BA A — AN R BT
MRS RS fsm, Hdp & x B90F & 4 a0 9% tail(flow) R 7~ flow IR A1 Rox—NE P link;
s,t(s,x,t)elR Lo x & —A link, & RBE—NIEED) s F—N HARTES) t W R x &3 R ESN 237 2 tail(flow),
AN A5 35 TS S8 v A % e link FR BT 3X3E 2 () leaves[x] 36 7)1 JB MR A4 8 dn A 509k 1.

B L AN ZRATIPRES A A

procedure calculatelN(x)
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begin
if X is the root process
fsm,(x,d) = (,, false)
if x is instance of activity
U fsm,(p,d) U joinLinks(a,d), x ¢ tail( flow)

fsm, (x,d) =4 PP
(o d) () fsm,(k,d), X € tail ( flow)

keleaves[x]
if x is instance of link
fsm,(x,d) = fsm,(s,d) 3s,t:(s,x,t) e LR
end
ML joinLinks X i ESN K F A link 15 BT G JF, Lin(Q) XG50 a B link, 21Oy 5594 2.
Bk 2. AIFHEARA link BiOKAE &
procudure joinLinks(a,d)
begin
() fsm,(,d), |L,(a)|=1or jc = AND

lelip (a)
joinLinks(a,d) = (

(J poss,(I,d)udis,(1,d)\ ) dis,(1,d), dis,(l,d),mbdo(a,d)], otherwise
leLip () leLin (2) lelin (2)

end

LA B T XS R ATIRAS B ) T v G B MRS AR R fomo AR 46 1% 8 MR AF B M i X Sk AT i vk
RS ARG PRI, BP A fsm, . L gen AR 1) & Sl RS AR v S08 = AL 1 JE MRS BRI A x S/
Al BE I B IR A poss, (x,d).mbd, %R x & 1545 % DPE 177 L8 T DPE -, fu B H: 4 true, T 58 119 224 3 14 5
Zox AL T AEHAR b A RS, U] 2 B IE Bl AL T 1 8 IR i B A2 bR link ARIE 45 B AR R I HUE X TR
28 (W link BEFE R VRIS S A PUAT), ) link PR AS(E Y false, 75 U4 true. 243530 BT A5 #r N link #SRAEIR ASME
P (8 AT LAHSRE jo IR, AT 0 067 24 505 1R 35 3 2 15 70 LARAT LA 3.

Bi% 3. BRI WAL

procedure calculateOut(x)

begin

if possible state is changed by x

fsm, (x.d) :{(gen(x,d),d?so(x.d)u poss, (x.d),false), mbd, (x,d) = true
(gen(x,d),dis,(x.d),false), mbd_ (x,d) = false
else
fsm, (x,d) = fsm_ (x,d)
end

BT UL EX G A VRS AR AT B0 Sk AT SIS PR RIS T s G T AH R RS (4T 4% 1 (B
X TA]), BE % 18 f 4 4% A2 BBURK 20 B 1) 21 5 4 42 A 1) 88 HL h mergeStateCondition 2 6 A8 7] g M IR 25 1) 4 41 36 4T
% It updateStateCondition J2 MR 4ks 24 i 4 5 b (1 4% AFEAT RS BE 7. B4 (0 B i s AR B0k L AR 4.

BIE 4 BRBAR I B I AL,

for each oe AuUL, do in[0]:=&;

change:=true;

while change do begin

if o=process then
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in[o]={J,J false}
else
in[o]=call calculateln(o);
if oemerge then
in[o]=mergeStateCondition(in[o0]);
oldout=out[o];
out[o]=call calculateOut(0);
updatadateStateCondition(out[o]);
if out[o]=oldout then change=true;
end
end
HE A v SN AR R 10 e A R B R 0 0 A 22 T ) 52 4% B 1) s AR UK 40 T S50 i 9 N 7 DPE 1
SCUESE R RN T SA S R LR TN DPE TS R B HEAT 0 b, B E AR SE B AR AR IR mbd T SN
possible #1 disabled 4 [t §5:mbd A TH 55 55 R th A2 BEAR OC, A8 BN G 08 S AR A1 R 3840 1 52 2% B8 3l o £ 1k
ff1; possible i1 disabled WIAH &2 2% fie A4 40 T flow 405 [ BT A3 3% S #0550 A T, OF HAFAS link HSCHE— 1 t,
XFE X ANE S AT H B BT R T 8 link _BIRPIRAS SRS IR L VLB B Axig sl b R B h 83 n
NGB 24 O(n?).
3.4 xPtboHRr

S R T RN 77 ST IR T AR DPE S ] 5 i) i A SRR IR 45 R K HERA R 2
gy TR 2 R BORAR I 2 Al R, 2 0l R B AR BUBCRI A A DPE I AR BB EEAT T T AR 4 e SEVE o
BT DL, 200 B P REEAT TR S B L T AN R R £ R

Table 2 Result of compare analysis

T2 NEHANTE R

AR a Wy a, if Ry as ay
= {( ecl:[true], | {(decl:[false], {(decl:[false],
fsm, {decl} {decl,--,--} {dec; { j?_CI_’_m't)’ il it:[true]), init:[false]), | init,error:[true]),
) , )
AR i o {(¢ ‘ror:[true], | {(decl:[false], {(decl:[false],
AT fsm, {dec; {lnlt_.!t_rue], {dec; { j?_CI_'_m't)’ il it:[true]), init:[false]), | init,error:[true]),
{( ecl:[false], R X {(decl:[false],
{decl, {decl,--, R { nit:[true] {decl:[false], R
DPE i X | M | farsey | (dechtrue} | Tepi | 'tf[;::g) - - false} -~ false} 'mtf[;sg)
B — {0 sl [false] : {(decl:[faise]
BURGHT | fom {decl, | {init:[true],decl: | {decl,--, i it'[:(rue]) " it[true], {decl:[false], init'[.true]) '
| --false} [false],false} false} -.false} ' - false} --,false} --.false} '
4 i f5 DPE 1 S A U A3 BT B A5 30— 2 oo A1 0 5 18 AR 20T I RS G 3
4 MERXIE

5% BPEL [ 5GAFE AR, T2 L T &b & FE I HOR Petri WA — Rl I 1) B XA vk e 8 T TAE
IR F AT 1 B R S A3 BT 5 5, T K iR Petri B0 TE4T A Web k%5 (¥ 75 125, il ik ¥ BPEL 4246k Petri
W4, SR BT 1 73 B BORBEAT S A I, 2 8 346 T2 WofBPEL K Petri £5 A% BPEL # il il BE47 a7
AT B 0 R A PS5 30 o o R SR BB SR 3 35 0 I (B 7 S8 A A A 0 90 ) POV AL el DR 2 1y B 120
TRARME R T KB PR SRR 56 UE P T L% 75 96T 2% R AR A0 A 0 Rl 45 SR () S .

FEFAFRAR P8 73 PR R P B0 i A5 T2 1 (0 B e 20 A o el as P 0 A s 5 SUME I 23 #r s Bt e 5 2
W45 ARAL 8 1R RO 0 20 T SR T AN BE BN R 7E BPEL S R T LM AR P Bk o8 5 b 33k DR A 1 e 1 4K
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PR 43 AT SR A e B 43 AT U SR e SORVE AN 58 1 500 0 20 1T 2 3 380 00 45 2 vh B 5% DR IR R
TR, 4T BPEL 1 5 WA BRI, 75 250 SLHEAT F SR B il 3 7 36 SCRIHR T — A0 2E T BPEL (¥ Web service 21
B R T 1 WSCTM, A 3 AN A4 W 50006 e, B AR 25 Bl A 55 P 35 R I 25 i LA 1 i) B2 4 e serviice
2B A R AT LATE 3 AN E T A3 20 SE AR % U7V A %5 1 BPEL 1Y) DPE 35 SUR 8 SUAY I 221 1) 5% w1
SRAFIE SO P P A& T R TR I A P I A G 0, 952D TU A% 1) 58 AR 22, Oliver 7EHHs 3 2317 11 )
NZZET DPE X5 i3] (BE M X AL b AT WA (1475 20) IR0 56 i, SR FH 60 U3 HE 3 (1) 7 26 0 BT mT e 1) 2 i A2 AR KRR
JE EU D T 04 S 3 B0, AE A 25 40 4 DR 4 S 1) 2145 % A (0 A T IR R A B I 3 3 P2 28 AR SR Y
Bt i AR T 25 e L IR IN 5 F8 T DPE AR 45 E L TR R &R
# 3 dd A e 7 AL B DPE 15 ST BR AR BRURK 1) B B R I 5 v ) L AR (ASM A AR ZS L FSME A BRARZS
HLPAEREACEGPN:Petri W, v AU SRR, XANSCRE, 3 HA AR AR 70 S HF).
Table 3 The scopes of different models
F 3 ANFEIRALE I
METHE BARSHE 4WkiEsh #4) link(DPE)  BR7aUE KNBE 52 bE iR

-t

Farahbod!?*! ASM v VIX X JIX X
Ferrara®? PA J X X JIX X
Ful® FSM J J X JIX v
C.Ouyang®®” PN v / X JIX J
Our work EFSM N, N, J J J

A TAE S A TAE MR R 2 A A8 TR AR S HLER W BB b 47 B A3 M AN G308, — B =, B b R 2
A 10 AN AR IR AL 8 (K 56 10F 7 72080 20T AR PAAT 1 T BE IR A AT AL, M R K B, 25 7=
AR A RNE S2 86 5 A ERE R (3L T BB BRIt 5248 DTS JF M B . iR, s, rfe Rl
T A% S AU AR A BRI A T A8 1R 5 A SRR Aty b AR SCER H 2T BPEL S5k B 1Al ARSI v
FBRAE RS o BPEL SRR A A BRI 24T 20 . 85k 1 f B AT UG HY L BRATT 0 D 2 AN AR I e fk s B
Dn4eT T TSR FUE AR TR S R T DPE RUR AR 6L, BRI, 5 H A 7 V24 B RS SRS 2 o

Kopp S F 1R 2 2R A 450 11 75 v T 55 6 1 47 b5 U1 Nakajima % FH A il il 42 1 S AR 28 b 4 — A 4% At A5 5|
Nt Bl 18 3 A% & (auxiliary predicate variables)sk iR 71 T GE (M FE # A2 A ST T Hh 5 fif e JAR R FH AR 2 (1 Hh %
IAE, B DX ] 473 B oK A 4 e, I8 ) X T AR B0 3 90 B A% R AS T TR B 42, 8 40 T E B AR FAS T A B 45 T BBtk
AN G 853 B B S, A KB s T S DDA B2 22 5 e B 23 B 1Dt R A AT K e 5 P i, 2 1 B BB

5 HXRiE

ATCEH — P BEH A2 TR SO B AR AURR 1R BPEL S [ R 0 75 325 K5 30k N BE B A2 1l AT R () e B R 2 10 A O P
(1 24 SE 6 A2 45 R, O B R A 4R S 0T I S5 0 W7 A 280, AT RE A7 280 0% Mkt B i A A TN G 2 1) 52 i g e e 1 4
AR AU I M PR R AR AR B R DB A ol B AT DAY A1) B R AT e A2 AR 20 A, R PH 28 8 A iy 5 AL 5031
ANHT IR AR FBE B A% AR T 4519 15 I A ) PR A 10 A 14 6 K B AR AR S S BB R AR 20 %5 25 8 e 0 B A2
BB AT DPE s S AR U S T R HEAT T XS LE, 58 W1 Ks DPE I A BB AR (5 B b i s pe g it — 2D ft mka
DKL

L I (R ER: S N R a1 T B s B Nt 5 3 N A LGP AP TR SR Wt 2 iy oa U & 57 i)
T 2% 8 B AR 2 18] R A BEAT WAURE (8] BT SCRIUBK R 4 23 A
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