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Abstract: As a number of software evolution process models increased, as modeled by EPMM (software
evolution process meta model), verifying the correctness of these models becomes the important. This paper extends
EPMM with ACP (algebra of communicating processes) and proposes EPMM-A (software evolution meta model-
algebra). In order to discuss behavior verification in the unified framework of EPMM-A, a process term is used to
define an algebraic semantics of a software evolution process model. Based on equational reasoning of EPMM-A,
behavior verification of a software evolution process model emphasizes algebraic reasoning as opposed to model-
based reasoning. This method combines the advantages of both Petri nets and ACP, which can effectively support
software evolution process formal verification.

Key words:  software evolution process; process verification; algebraic semantics; Petri net; ACP (algebra of

communicating processes)

 E: A XEORARATAEEA R IR AR AR A A e TR AR AR 4 JE At R B AEA
ATE AT 49 — AN FBAE S AT R AL EAZ UAR AR I A 42X 8 ACP(algebra of communicating processes)*t 247
J A AR IR AR i A2 AR R AR B AE B AR AR F SR IR AL AR AR A a9 R BGE S E R AR A —ER T AT
F XA TR IR ATARAR R 4947 4 A2AT 4 BiE 7 KAARR HE 5 T o) RAKHEF X AP 7 ik A 4547 Petri WA
ACP 89K AL, T AR #b L F M i it A2 6998 XG0 E.

KBRS A A2 B X405 3 ;Petri W ;ACP(algebra of communicating processes)

FEES XS TP31I ERFRIRES: A

“AR AT DL SR R AE AN AR 1R F2 R IR AT <A, ) A RE 17 T A FR A 0 B St B v i e )
) LA 3R 2 2 O A0 0 — Tl s e A S e £ A 7 4 U B 9 R St 5 AR BT A e R J £, 8 2 2
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WA 25 B 2 T A W AR A A A SR BRI A R R A AR A I T R TR RS L — O A R A AR
GO B R A QAo A R S e R A 2R 8 TR A, A R TR T I 1) — 00 Pk — 5 T, SR R A 1 AR
Tk R TR R A A T R ) T DA 2 S 40P 35 A 10 R A A 55 A B8 AR D S 8 v A A B e R R 1) — e B
AR, 52 BN 2 ARG D AN 53— I T R AR A T A v A T R A 20 e 0 I S AR (1 T P R $R A
FATHIHT ) — A FEEAE S
TR T R U3, Ja B 0 3960 0 2 P K % V% . 3 o R A B X Bk A T AR AT S R R SR IR I35 3, 7 5T
L AETE b 218 A EIE 204k (19,38 B A2 s v 3 R AR i g 0 3o AR ASE 28 (1) I VRURH 4 T 348 i v ok R A £
) SR A 38 T B 46 M SRR A T R A e R A A e R A Y e R R SRR T — B 3, 7 2l e A
AR PR AGEUE b 1), 3 H S I R B 0 I 1 . B v R AR ) T S 0k T A v A
Ji . 5 A Ak 1 BN 6 TE A L, T XA 1 AR R B8 T B e A, A R T LSRR, 2R T R A B al ik A
B AR T R A 6T T 3R I R B, SR [214E T AR 4 1 S8R FH R &5 5 i A% AU L, A7 DG R it 2
B UE (WA TR R 520>
SCHR[3]EE H T A Ak i B e B EPMM(software evolution process meta model), ) DL E#E A 4% 2 4k i
TR RFRAF AL EPMM. 1 3E H AT 50k A ke 7 20 A 3 A Tl R 19 T 2 A A8 I (A o v A o A Y
EPMM ™= A 5 A3 A4 Tk RS 22 1 T 3G IE il i 500 (v AR A5 21 i o
o T A A T AR B () 560, AR SCIA A B AR () J@ P T LA 3 R G5 KGRI « R JBUIRE FIAT A B AiE . 5 44
060 TF A2 HE AT 50 e R A 7R P 5 ) e 5 6 AL RE SO VR TSR T A 0 AF M T 0 I A i A 0 ok AR A T AR AT L R
PR AR T T B T Al AR I AR AT O B8 R FE R I R AR T AT R R A S AR L (W S 13) M E AT R —
BRI R AR B0 E 19 B v 2 IR AR SO ARG U AR B S 4 T I A e R AR TR AT S B IF
N T SRR AT AT B AL AT O TE U E, A LY R T EPMM, 5| N ACP(algebra of communicating
processes) ! KA (1) 3k R AQ K, 32 B AL U R AL EPMM-A(software evolution process meta model-
algebra, UWLE6 3 717, BB A S A ¥ e ol 455 284 PR AR B0 SC3a, S R s SR A i A el R 20 () a2 2 T
EPMM-A fif R I (. 5 S 11)F6 8 AR A0 PR A IR A B UG 56 T Petrd I 1R3443 A T R Y T X
B EFR I ETT R EPMM-A 48— HE S8 N B 50 B0 I8 Ao R ASE B FR AT O 360k, 4T 2 Be ik 7 AN B Y 4 5
(58 S 20)86 728 g AREE S (O X 21) L EZ LR R
B IWICTE 5 I LY EPMML ST ACP )UK (K EREACE, 2 Y T EPMM-ABEAE BRI A0 i R A R
FR AR TR SOk, S ok s SO FR RS (1) FE L2
B NHEFRBROR (0) A B A TN T R AR R RN 3k R S A A A A FRAT I R R AT A
2[R ANAT R
55 = AT O AN I A B, SCRERE [ () FLASEAEL DG 38 A AT 300 1) — AN Bt
09, AT E W 5T EPMM-A,L A 3EFE T4 8 303 Aok R A 2L () AR B0 S, 9 A LB G &
) 1 FEE IR W 3R A e R A 2 5 LA BB 7 B A A R AT S 2 8], 1 B A B30T SR IE A
IR TAEH Petri PRI ACP A5 WLH &5 & 78—k, 48 F B R % X A% 5 15 43 5ol 200 1) AP 3k A e 8 1) AR ) J T
—J7 108 Petri 9 B R R AL I FE I G549, 55 T Petri 9 (R AH SCBEAR, AT LIOGT R0 356 A i R AE 1Y 1) 45 4
HATIRAE; 75— 7 LA EPMM-A 8 SCH AL I 2 0 0 R 24, 2 T 4 XA 3, ] DA 2004 Ak i R A TR 1y
AT R HEAT R o B AT 0 IE Ty MR 2R 3 A S R .
ASCES 1 5 [ BURH I ST R A 058 2 WA A A R O BB 3 T R R A R SRR T
B 471 8 SR AL IS FR AT N 23 (B3R 5 715 8 SCRRA I Ao PR B2 ) AR S5 6 T M 4 AL

1 #HxIE

B R A A0 B R R R S R T L VAR L SR B AN SR A AR AR BLA AR R
UEAIFFT P R ASE Rl 0 0 Je = EmT LUy S P (1) SR IRAIE(2) PR FTRIE.
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1.1 Z5#58E

TE &5 R B0 AIF 75 T, AH 56 SCHR K 22 SG s R A 2RY [ B 1 L A e, DA 285 ) R T 1o A 2 A il o A 3 T
JHEE I 5 R RV PR

Hsueh %6 A$2H T —ANETF UML W73k 5 S, B0 R FHAf A B0 ik 72 70 L @ AR A B8 T A1 M s — Nk
i FEREROKE 1A 6 AN D R FRAR T g S i FR AR TR G AIE | 4B L AR R A L 1 FE 20 (process education).
I FE AT AE I FE AT 56 UF W, Hsueh 1 il OCL(object constraint language)>k x& Xk FEAR Y A 20036 A2 1 FR 51 A0
) N 5 Ay 9 oo R A 25 F DU RT CMIMIT AH 5 Ff) 0 61,

LB S NEET CARR P I A B4 th T — AN B e SO B XRG4 T s B B Al
L 3R B f SR RA I R 10 58 S 0 A i R AE 23 S PR b v 00 65 44 & B IR AIE A R G G B VR IR E 5 M
THPE SRR A A £ B 2 i T P e ST 7 A5 5 W) 50 A 45 ) o 5 900 MBS I RSk s 52 e S 1) 47 il 3t 8 A7 40 T B T
NG KR a1 4L 4 g,

BAAE NS T — R LGS A oL BRI FE OB IR L XML % AT R R ABATTIA T 7 IE A I
Teb FRAR IR AN A B PR AUE S P2 S 2R 98V 1) L A 30 9 % B ol RS 28 o SR LA 2 5 A4 Sl 30 R 080 A ) A 5 L
T G5 K T S RORVHOE T S RO B ok FEAR TR 347 56 T .

MIZEREE NI T — P T I8P 8 R 8 A R TS 5 XY Z/PME, 11 5 2 )P 315 5 XYZ/E 1
TS, SCRE LA A0 Tl ()32 55 SRORS (13 FR @485 5 v, AT e 48— (W T 3CAE 28 Py 7R AN R4 52 2 1) Ik R AR 78,
IAE G — 1018 HEHE S Py 5631 ok P A 70 (1 — S

Yoon %5 N FET1E 3™ i Bl (activity artifact graph)$& T —Ff 28 45 1) J5 ¥R T8 SR Y b v 0 1 e 72 AR AT
T E TSRO FR HE A B REAT B8 5, AT LA I 56 A o i R R A AL B DL R B R AR A B AR B R R i R
REAE T, Yoon M AR KR (1 £ 42 TVEVA IE T PEAS A5 . 00— SOPE A 7 AR v A A B R DA 2 T B 0L

Lee 58 AT UML WG RUER I T —F 5@ R A ik B2 P AT 55 43 TE SRS 1) 5 ¥k G A 8 43 Dy 3 28 o il
M AR RN SE BB 4R 4 T — Rl ik nf U & UML R B9 #2094 — B (inconsistency), I 1] LAFE 4
BRI S BRI RS — B

HoAth i 38 =, 41 IDEFO!! ProcessWeaver! /1 Statemate! ™ 2 144 FH #5254 561F
12 MERREE

TE T JTCAIE 75 1T, AH 58 SCHR K 22 5610 i P2 88 B 7 AT 3 1 ) S 200 5, DA 300 785 A7 86 T o AR ASE B 2 15 i
S A T B 1 B A Pk R

Cobleigh %% A\ A I Little-JIL & 28 SCER LRI A2 AN I A2 J P 5 3 2 4630+ {# F| FLAVERS (flow analysis for
verification of systems) & izt A5 B R 10 17 A A2 75 3 AL 3o AT 56 (s s 1k R U SLAS R b SR IG AT 5 R ST
FRARZS B B AL 22 A P U IE AR 2 Little-JIL 5 5 STRF 38 U3 R0 S o A BEATL 1) <= 45 i FR AR 2R 30 11 7 SR AR 2
i1 e

Min % N2 T R 2% Petri PUERH T — /N U FE b0 3K A FEERBE SoftPM.SoftPM L HF 3 Rl A Rl 4 )2
WA RE A, 20 S A A . MAN [T Pr/T B9 .SoftPM [ 7 il i} Petri 9 AH 5% [ BAR S 2 3 FEAR A k47
St (deadlocks) Bk (trap) Rl 1 (liveness) &5 P 5 ) 56 10 LA A, 38 SR FH LAt AN 0 i RE S 28 1) ) 2 4k it de
i I I L AT

Yang %5 ANFET Pi E L T PR VKA M AR AR i AR A () AN — 350 ME (inconsistencies), 3 75 Bh i 7
BT A 08 AL AR R A — B0 0 T > P E R S 20,18 Bert T — P G A I @ EE 5 R H R o AR A
B AN — 8 5 A AU A — B (domain-level inconsistencies) Fil 2R 5% 2% A~ — ¥ (environmental

. . . 1
inconsistencies)!'").

Wallace 18 1] Alloy H 41213 FE. Alloy Jik FHBR A B K 27 TF A B — i SCARTE 35 A6 B R B B0 4IE 1
b, Wallace {3 1 SAT Bk i LA AL S 105 il AL 05 5 P, 45 ANl A2, I 45t e Ao,
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SCHR[ 1918 FH AR P o Rt A1 5 FUNSOFT AR AF I 2, R4t 7 — R 38 1 VS H U4 Bh 56 0F 1) 77 10k 56
U T PR A Y ) J k. 5 35 T SORN 19 20 B 7 A E 0L 3220 1 AR S A R ) 4 SR T 6 A R AR TR LA 11
JE AT 43 BT R IE.

Lerner il LTST(HE LA I #8065 b 0 1 i P AR AR 5 Little-JIL 534 (19 5 i P 284 b AT 1 o Uk, 2 A
S T AN Little-JIL Ffid (1 40 ok A5 A5 780 v by 3t P A 2R A0 ey A 760 PSP ABE TR A 11 2 J5 L PR 268
T B FITL R S5 AN il 560 IF ok R A G 1 1 Jo.
13 B %

JE PR ORBE 08 T B oL R B0, A O SC IR 2 AR A R AR 5 T, vk DAV YA 0 A TR A Iy = R
J, G KL U0 U L 1 T 2 A RO A dek R AE 2R 110 45 g AR VR A T A 6, TG V2 £ 3 25 e B il A 1R i R %2
R AT B — 07 W HVRE R O VR DR I RE ALY (4T o R R4 — B A ST AR KT SCAR A B, SR A Ak
SRR AT R B, H AT s A SOk

2 BHEHIETRE

KAEH 22— THEA Petri M, JETH 7] 6 % #% Al Hoare B4 1 T EPMMCHK PR 16 1 2 7o i #20) 51,
S RS I R IR B0 F R B R LB A b EPMM S — AN B AL B TR, B TS R 40 4 )2 AR 2 G R
B EAUT 45 2 & 2 IR LR
EX 1(ES)E. A5 MU TEd] =({01}.{05} .M, M), L,
(1) Q1 Oy Wi i 24 5k { Q) IR K BT 067 35, T AT ¢ AT BT KPR {0 R JE 7 25 1 158 X
145 ¢ TG HER S,
Q) AFE)=LO O A 2- W15 FI 158 AT % ¢ [ IRE;
() M, B B, A E S ¢ 364 M, Th I — AN B AR S ¢ BT
(4) My % B IS Y me Mom=(r,b), 3275 AT 55 ¢ B ATIN ¢ 523%— A m B rb B EAE,
WEVE SR
ENX 2GEE . 3532 AL a=(1,0,L,8), i,
(1) LO R L 53 5K 355 50 (% N 500 2« b K 8 M 0 3 00 8
() B RN IEBN AL AT LU — DN FE p AT LURAESS bginstislas- oty (VST 3K SEAT 45 B4 32 PR AE
HARGH L0 RN L FARAT AT5 by SEAETE B B SE AT . execution IEMARAT HIRE R AT 55
() EBNIE SR AN SR I B 2 B BRAT I B0t % i G2
EX SRR EAEL). KRGV T ALO=(C.A:F M), Hr,
(1) (CAFYE—BAFILTEE M, AUC£D;
() CHRANEMHEREYceC Bl — D5
() A R—MEIIEIRE Yacd TR — NGB H a MRERA a FHATHH a KK,
(4)  MS2°FR N S 28, Horh 2° KRR C HIR4R,
(5) VaedAmeM,LLE a 7£ m W] LAKRE.
EX AR, 4 Q=(CAFMYRE— KA R G, ¥ Mye M(MycC) 2 Qi1 — A 524, H. p=(C.A43F,
M) Mo F3 A p IR 25,705 deMy R —AEH.p Foh— AN pE 2.
EX S(EBHEENE, LRI E AT g=(P,E), Hh,
(1) PRSI S,
(2) ECPxP &M It R RN P IR R E={(p.p")p.p' ePAP'HNE] p 1} p' B K p BT
AR _F, i EPMM B A2 3 i PR AR — AN R (KRR Petri I, 14 C IR 5 U “H 1T
ERITEFE 1 P ORI 5 ), B s A R AR5 AT LA T
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3 BHEHIETRENRY

3.1 HHEA SR TERRE

M2 U A R TR, A T A8 FH R Tk Fie s K P Al R AR AR (0 AR B0 S AT B 588 8 EPMML BT
ACP RS HIHEFE ARSI T EPMM-A R Ab b R e AR A 80, B 4 Sy 23 1 o R ABE 2R AR 4 80 S,
P s SO R AR R FE L) AT L EPMM-A 2 BEFEAC L ACP [ .

B3 SO 0 R R P 1 VR U 5 B 6 B S 0 LA R sl W R P R S R S R TSI S
FEHL, A SCH EPMM RS 405 5,30 H LU L T R AT () EPMM-A B 1EJGiE 5 EPMM-A f75 3 &
SRR 1 S R TFRIE R 2 S R ERAER AR 3 S e A B How UL 1.

Table 1 EPMM-A

%1 EPMM-A

Sorts
T,A,P;AcC P
Constants :
oeP inaction(deadlock); t,., € T the main task

Functions :

+ :PxP—>P alternative composition or sum

_+:PxP—>P sequential composition or product

J:PxP—>P parallel composition or merge

L :PxP>P left merge

|TxT —> A4 synchronisation merge

_*:P>P resursion merge

A(O):MxP—>4 causualstate operator

Axioms :

X, y,z:P; a,b,c: 4; t,t,,t;:T;
X+y=y+x Al Ll =64 81
x+y)+z=x+(@+z2) A2 @) =615 11) S2
X+x=x A3 x*¥y=xe(x*y)+y BKSI
(X+y)z=doz+ ez A4 x*(y-z)=(x*y)z BKS2
(xey)ez = xo(yez) A5 x*¥(y((x+y)*¥2)+z2)=(x+y)*z BKS3
xX+0=x A6
Oex=0 A7 x|y =xty+tx Ml
x|ly=ylx Cl dx=a-x M2
I z=x(1=2) C2 (asx)by =as(x|| y) M3
Entz=xt@lz) C3 (x+ )z =xbz + bz M4
A (6)=6 Csol1 A (X +3) = Ay (X) + Ay, (1) CSO4
‘acMaa "M== A,(aq)=a CSO2 Ay (asx)= 4, (a)-/i(Mi,a)un, (x) CSO5

‘alcMva AM#@=4,(@)=5 CSO3

XfF EPMM-A [3EFE A0 0 @~ Bros:

1 %6,/ 28 EPMM-A T R F A & AR R T RNMESE AR 4 RRWEENEZE P RpREFRE, 75 7%
T EPMM TS )2 WG shZ AR 2, HiGsh&E 4 G ERE P W3 — D R E P I RIFR EPMM
TR A R A BB A FIR R EPMM. H (R3E B AT 5548 T H SRR EPMM H WAT 45, B PA,T B3 FEF
EPMM (W848 .x,y Fl ze P RN BEFEAR 5sa,b Rl ced RIRIGEBNH 1,0 Fl tye TRINT S5 & 0 i SRR TEIEFE,
SRR T PATATATIES) L FE B 10, R T5 30 PO B PAT AT 5

LKA EPMM-A AR RF (TR0 B SE N BRSBTS AERT) . +OERFRE A BRI
|OFREAEAERD.B x Ay R N:(1) WP E AR x RRBRINPAT x J5THHAT 3,85 xep fidh xy;
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(2) EFEE G xty RREAPAT x ZAHAT y;3) IFRE G x|ly Kom x Fy I RPAT X T+ EHFE
A HERE x+y (AT, 75 B 5 A S IR B A0 L, T A 3 5% A+ AL AT e N 8 S e LA TR AL A FE A2 N EE
A3 ULHA IR x ERE R AR x SN TR x AR5 T R AR A S, WA T A4 AT AS U ER
FEGWH LG AT A6 YL R x IS G SE TR x B A8 A7 Y, 07 E 53R x F T 0

7E EPMM-A 175 3)) (AT 4538 5 (R0 52 G B VR ) 82 46 1T R 2 SCR[22] H B & R VR RF I T A e 2, A
TH ST FIATE S2 73 BN N T SCHR[22]F A TE C1 AT C2, 8 4 R IKAE T EPMM-A AR 2% 18 i Il A5
BRI P 58 a BH WM T IER 466, |t.n>0,ieN,te T, N R ARBUE, T #ort 444,

1EFE R I T, F K 2 (concurrent) & Hf — A RGN I F A 2 M1 A IR G R F R R AL F T F 4%
JERE A AR KRR DA )G KRR, R WA FE T30 I R P I A [R) BRI 5 b 3 9 R v SCRI AT 4
B RTE GNP R M TR R G B G (R B P R A R AN SR 2 TR AN AR IR e R AT AL
SCPHY A I S F R 5 P AR T I 2 I PR AN A A D, A R R G AT N A A R AT N 1
A T RE IR B A, B4 X S R v A A A R AR A — 8 W] DU 0T I IR 1R 58 5 e — AN 4 )3 e FR AR K
oA RS U8 T AR E — DB A T gl |b=asb+bea, 55 B N F M S RS EE R EE T,
H2 AT IFREETES) a T b AT APATBOEREM T 54T o THAT 6,308 56T b BT a BIAT AT
R AT EPMM-A SR8 SV SCIRE A 4T Ab 2 7 20 AT S 8 S P 0 R 3R R A0 AT ZUE S B ab
PO AR ] B LG SR 2R 26 T B A PR AR R AR B 1) LI P, TRV AR I AN A 2 P 3 4 1 B RN L RS B )
0 DX AE SRR RS ZRE SCIR RT3 N, A SO r] DA & (e 91 R 52 6 B VR ) B 00 R 1) (9 9 R 0% R HEAT 81 44, WL A 21
ML R, AN x ||y =xby + ylo I BAHEIRE x 5 y Z 0 198 W5, 7R S, 4 Petri M, — H x Fl y &
FLIE R, 0P 2 ) s AT 2O A S 5 || R B0 (), M — (¥ 22 e T b R Se AT A0 1A HERR (K S B0, 88 IS
IR E A 200 I BERE AN AT 34 A R, L 28 B M2 B M3 I W5 3l @ 2 30 R 3ERE x BT RO S0 T oe T
TEEN a BPHATIERR x 3+ 5, b B A IR, AT M4 AT CL AT C2 35T, || 25 51k 258 e 6 F0 45 45 42
AFEC3 UL, - RS A

B AR 7 S R B o 2 A B [ R0 43 BT R (0] 402 AT 410 10 ) 2 — . — 5 T AP e ek ] (9 A ATTIA
1,553 as(brc)=asbrasc JEH RN LI AR AILEE WA RE,C B B a T9E B b BUE ¢ AT W PATRUR SN T
HER a HED b,HHLER a HER ¢ FATARATER:; 53— 77 1,057 73 51 18] AT R, 25 5K ae(b+e)=
asbrasc TR, T (a+b)sc=asc+bec FH M HLFL 2 A0 IE R RGP JEAL. P WAL 45 o o 15 1 R ) Ak
H R 1R B 1) D6 AR SO EPMM-A SRR 43 B B 1), 1T, 55 2K (atb)sc=asctbec 150 A FE A4 F741 . A SR A4
VERPE % T SCHR[25107 & SUMPIRES R VR RF, 2R e SR B FR B AR NS S M Ab R AR R R I BT AT 1)
B E B WA SH T AR R R PO A I R BB 15 A, 2 B IR 1 A T AL T R A 2R (0 0 R I B
CSO1 U W, SEREFE SEEATAT G & N TVE R A i KA 2515 5h a B S MR, Ay(a)=a, 1A B CSO2;
D) a A M AR RAERER, Ay (a)=8, .4 FL CSO3. A B CSO4 i W, BEFE x+y ZEIS 2 M I = s BS54
THERR x EAE A M sUR S SR y EAE A M BRI DL A B CSOS Ui AR aex 7ETG A M IR SR IE Bl
M TED) a TEIEA M RSB FIRY 82432 x TR (M-"a)ua 1 RUKAE L.

XF*OB A A, IR SRR B A R SCHR[26]88 tH T+ A3 BKS1,BKS2 Fl BKS3, A& SCK 4151
A F| EPMM-A 1,
3.2 EAHEE

£ EPMM-A [ bR 30rp e SCT 3V JFI. PITR HEFRI0URT AR A 35 A0 o A TR A QR S SE A M

ENX 6(EiF). EPMM-A b3 S 2K 7ol Fidk PL WEEhEE A. (54 THI— RAERIER +. L 5,20
PRGN RAERT £ IIRIEROC R ar(f), Hoh +RRIE B G A HRAERT AR 5 R AE 1 R R I R A A
75, L REBL IR EEIER MR ML 2 & #RERIE PR AR, A OIRERR FARSEAER.

WA, EH 0 MEER BT AT &, 50 1 MR BAIERT R — O AER, & 2 MEIER
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PR AERF AR O Z JCERAEAT.

EX T(FFWME). 222 EPMM-A LR B 2 1 1 T 504 (open terms) J/(2) /2 Wi A2 A 4 A7 (1 de /)y
L4

(1) BAEREEREIFIEE T

2) Vell2);

(3) WR feZ H viva,....von LU IBA fvi,va,.. . Varp) €L ).

EX 8(FI). 420 EPMM-A _ERF, [ Z) 2 30 2 b i IF 4L 5 ue [1(2),WFR u 9 7T I (open term).

TEI I 58 SR TSR 4500 0 a4 e S8R AR TR A

wz=c|xuytuluyes|uy||uglur = ol *un| Apg(uy),
o =RIR A E e RN H 10 RN i uy Fl uy RIRTT I

EX I(FE). 42 EPMM-A LR, TAD)&E WM E BRI, & Vue II2), B u A5 AR & FK
T2 /2 154 (closed terms), it A T(2).

TE X 10(FIR). 4 2k EPMM-A L[5, T( D) R 2 LI HAIIUER 4 we T(2), MFK w 4 i (closed term).

T TR P TP X300 7 T P A A 1% A% 8 1) T T

EX UNEREE N D TEREFHIZEI). £ EPMM-A T R A0 FE o i B g R I 2 4 th & 34 4 H oo
FI 4,0, & %A OF A I P I, 8 BR A 3R FE I (process term).

EX 12 RN T EERED. A A A I 2 o5 T 3 R 500 21 s 1 B 6 R A S A i FE DA Y
R
33 HHEUTHEEAEAREE

TER TG AR 5 IR BB e, R AT To 8 & H A 7™ % IR 50 B BE Gl A R A 8 U BB F W
T S IR A B T, T EPMM-A A R 3E R 100 SO (38 Ak ik R TR PR AR S i, 00 40 1 S
W RIE X,

EPMM-A [ JE 305 SUE$8 N AE— AN 4k 45 H EPMM-A 1035 SRR, I BLAEIS & 10 A BLAE X PP R T
SR (valid). 7R EFRACE b AR ST ) 5 ST R 0T PR 45 4 v S, b g R O 1 4 A TR SO R R AT O TR (K
SC15), a2 BERRARE — ANV SR REAR IR [R5 3, 6 T EPMM-A, HH A8 88 D) J3T 5 SC I 30 7 100 1 8 A v S, B AR 3T
(52 X 1) T4 B AT b 25 8], 12 EPMM-P [ — N8 SRR TR, 8 SO 75 AR R A 8L 119 S48 i) 81 225t
EPMM-A (¥4 M), I 16 B EPMM-A IR 3R iR OC R O 515 5 FIUGTE 5 Z (R BR OC ).

EPMM-A [HASIT RN LR 2.8 000 LT P S G 8 AR, WHEEGHRMEN+. HREGHRIERN A
HREAGEAETTL BB E R RUR S EAE R QM ARSI FUN A AT RN, T /AT 55 0,4 G ah 4, P 23
TR LA N (1) a RVEEE & pp q.q REFEEE;2) p— o p' BAL, KR p PATIES) a JGTHL
HHERE p's(3) WEBIEE A GBI RS & T IS IR 22 B AT .

WL i RE EPMM-A [R5 5 I TE V500 G2 () 8044 R 0% Z 8 — R LSS 56 38 K 0 18 5 v B4 5 R 0]
G R R 1) J0 2 TEAT O A ) AR EPMIM-A (R4 5 FTE V0 S e 38 T,4 AT 25 ), b TR OR
55,4 RRiE ) HE N EPMM-A T 5, R 5 P G R MRRNAT 0 S B0 30 4R A fRREATG BN A A 5
S T B NAT S5 T A RIESN T 55 82 A AR A PR G HE T H 19 25 OG22 () 11 B ASE 40
KE&.

e BV R A TR AR R T IR T E AT R R IS 8 R DL T PRSI O R, DR
TG AR U X 4y AR TE D BB O R 6 BB T R GTE T 0] DAL R i R ) TR Gl )
F-H 4% B R DUE, R A ARRE N S 8 TN B F IV g T H DU RE 4 B 1 SO BUE R T ol M
YR, T U 4% B 1 LA R EPMM-A FIAT A (A SL 20 T F1 43X P0G & 7 A — 10 3OR0 i B b,
—FPE T B R .

© PEBEBSAITT  hip:/ www. jos. org. cn



RE G AR R AT AR AR 0 R BE S 853

Table 2 Transition rules of EPMM-A
% 2 EPMM-A ({45 3F 30

Tia:4; p,p.q.q P

o P
pg—>p'q pg—q
p——p' 9—>q p—— g——\
Pra——p p+a—q p+qg—— p+q—
p—>p 9—>q p——\ i
rllg——>7r'llq rllg——rl4d rllg——>q rllg—>rp
p——p p—N
pra——>p'llq pra—>q
p—op —l p— g——>N
p*q——=p(p*q) p*q——4q p*q—op*q  p*q—
p—op p—o
Ao @—4, (D) ﬂ‘MuAH(P);"/

4 BRI ERITAZIE

MR B8 1) AR BE N B A AR AT D EAT IR S0 38t T I R . AT s AT L IR T — A
AT LR W FR e TR 0GR BAA R

T 58, O RE 5 SR 1) A0 B B A 4 R L, DA 0 SR v A i 2 (AT D R AL

FR, R T A R e DT 1 R AT R S T, 5 K R A R O el 1) 0 B PR Al Ay g AR . SR
[2713A 0 B R4 6 &4 (graph domain). I (net domain). F {45 #) 1 (event structure domain). F 7~
(explicit domain). PR Hilik(projective limit domain)FNIiw (term domain). 75 A SCH BERE 0 H50 27 3 A5 79 -
BRI LU BT 5,78 EPMM 1 E R SC b JE RS 2 B0 A o R AR A, LA Sl R 88k 7 EPMM-A 1) B S0,
R R g R 0, L B B TR, AN W 1 R A A A T T 1 AT DA Petri (99 DU A A SR I A O R 1) 46
¥ 55— 75 11, AT LA EPMM-A [ 55 3 HE 5096 3 3R A3 A FE AT b

SR A5 Plotkin 2 A0 45 P A3 1 7 VR P81 03 5ol s SCCPS3 A 3ol R ABE PR A 3 R 3 A 4T 4 i)

IS5 WERRVE SO AR B4 B B ASEHDL O 38, 20 e b 2 () ()47 28 S50 1k 08 0 AT R B8 UE R — AN bR A

EPMM | B i ik AT

) 42, \A
U
A i {ETE™ 17 0% b

T Pl

EPMM-A HEFLTH

Fig.1 Two mathematical domains of a process

BT RERR A P R

41 TEMY

TERRAETT RO T2 o 75 SR A I8 T 1) Rl M 2R 56 B 3B 06 3z gk 7 L At DT 3% 11 556 T () e, 7 2 2 ok 7R
AR I R R SR i AR AR R I R 56 AR R A DG Y SR A SR AL HI e R b R R e AR O U S S
T AN I FR A6 A 25 32 B 50 w2 (1) AT R A (1 S o A R R0 2 7 T e o R R 1 A o B 1 g A
i v, BT LA 9 B AR N G AR T e R (2) AN R I UE 1 Ay 5 A dok R4 A A A 3 AR R
SRR IR A S R (AT A R A, 1 Dk B I R i, 2 B I R A Y 0 B4 A NI A R S B U TR B O
BOAIE i = AT oAy 300 UF 1A — > T 22 D DR - DI R 0 SR P o R A IR et i R R &Y.
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BRI, oA T BRIE T 5 75 SR 0 7 3 2 R — S0k, S e b S R AR R (AT A BT, | AT 2 AR I R A,
Dz X137 T LU AR Rk . 2L A AL .

EX 13T RERLY). Ik RN L A EAT A R T 2 ARG ao % SR 1T I A i R O AT R SRR AE, T LU 58
L U IS R SR SRR W A R T SR I I FR AT O LA SRS 1 Uy 2 B A b E R R

TE 2B AIF 1) F J5 F, W00 R 35 A e PR A Y (R AT A T E a0 AR B T 3 1 3 AR A AN TR =X (0 i PR 4. — 5 T,
H EPMM AR =25 1) AR I8 A o R AR 2R AR B 5 T 304 (00, AR SCA T 25 185 5 — 7 T 1 AR T =X S A
29 30 0] DAL FH B 38 e g R AR B 0 P N T 38 B A A T AR 4 I AT A 36 P A 1) S R B ST
Petri 1o (A% RS I i) R AFL 2 2T Petri W9 BRASE BRI 5 £H T A= R AR A IR A, L 4 ik DA ) s TR bk, AR SO0k
1 H EPMM-A & it FE 2.

Bl TR AL S R R TR PATIES) o WS AT IES) bR G FERIIT ¢ A dARE ISR KT
EPMM-A, i F RERE I, 1 FE L1 7T LU N asbe(c||d), Horb o B m P B 4| R R IE R E 4.
42 fTAZEE

FE RS 2R G 4R A A S L (K R (RS LA R R 5 ) e i Bl X5 PR B AT A B, LS
WAERG . WA RS RGN EEAE B — Pl 5, 2 R G 14T A 8L 4T S 28 3T (4R A ) M) 1, 28 5T
FEAE)PPAT R R — AR 7 —RE e X 14.

EX 14(FT). BT AN=784 b=(p,a,p), B p—2s p' Hirp,

(1) p Flp'RRFE pp eP,P EHEFREE;

(2) a BRI ,aed,A RTENE.

AT p—2o p' FoRBERE p HATIER B a R R py283T p—So RORHERE p ATIE B a J5,BEWE e 2h
KIEAT p—2o s FRoRHERE p PATIHB) a J528 H FEHEFE.

TERGIXH P2 — A IS A& A EPMM (¥ T SO 1R [ 4527 3ol 2 199 35, P i 1D e A v A R A (1 4
A3 4F EPMM-A H E R I B 2 3802 008 P 4R 1R R IR 4R

N T UAGE ¥ 75 AR B AR IR (AT 0, T TR AT A 23 IRVRIAT 4 1, D s S 15 Rt X 16.

EX 15T AZEE). 17 h 2 g —/> 704l PBS=(P,B), L,

(1) P RERFEEE;

(2) BRI

EX 16(1TAE). 178 EE—A=Jt4l BG=(P,E,R), LT,

(1) PR

(2)  E={(pip)lpipicPIacA:(pyap)eB} o 4 2 )45,B 2 AZITLE;

(3) R:E—AR(pup)=a 5 BALH(puap)eB;

(4)  1& pieP fENTIA.

ME S 16 R LAF H AR BT b 4T oA IR TR (R AT 2 23 ). S5 4T 2 25 TR) A Bl AT Sy T8 S8 o 0 (68 T LAk R
8] R4 h.

Bl T ARG PA AT 23 8] LR

o P={pi.p2p3paV};

® B={(p1,a,pz),(pz,b,p3),(p3,c,p4),(p4,d,“/)}.

A% py AR AL PA AT A I SR

® P:{plaPZap3ap47\/};

o E={(p1.p2).(02:03),(p3.28): (s}

o R={a,b,c,d}.
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FEAT T s v [ Bl s Prp K638, AT [ 9IRS E I JGER, S50 R R FPINIGER, M PA 94T

K 2 pros.
N b Ps ¢ da A
a P, Ps
s haog

Fig.2 A behavior graph of PA
K2 PARITHE

43 REFERMIEBERMITAZE

76 EPMM 1 bR SO BRI A I R 54T D 725 18] p A3 Aol PR AR 28 A T s A A P S ) A8 3T R A4 B,
BT

4 p=(N,M,)7& tH EPMM S48 A (R A3 A R ASE Y, vh N=(C LA F) A2 SR I A o R ASE 2R 11 2540 M1 A2
TE A MG Petri W) £UKEUIN WG S) aed ATfE R 2 BAL 2 acMona' nMe=3. W1 35 5)) a 2 AT R, o AT LUK
A B KA. — BB a TR Mo A UGS = A0 G 3 My, B My =(My-"a)od” AL B IE 3 a KA K
BRI G, — MRS R BT p=(N,Mo) i AL 0 ) — N AR A R B p'=(N, M ).

BT B 43 A R T A A R T, AU KR s ST I AR AR [R) 1 K B A E R R K A
JEE T SR A I A PR AR R 11 R R R U gl A2 38 R 1) 72 S R )

EX 17TRHERSBRB AT IE). AT p=(N,Mo), 755l a TETEZS Mo A2 AT GBI, M AR T

—AZ=JCH b=(p.ap) L,

(1) p M p R BAE IR, H p,p’ e PTN;PTN 2 A7 BAF A FRBE T 1 4R 55

Q) aBAREH acd A RTHAESNES.

BE (p,a,p )RR KA AT TR p=(NV, M) TETE S Mo AR Az p K ERAE AT I3 a J5 A0 A A A ik
TR pr=(N, M), o, M{=(My-"a)ua’.

Bl T3 py A1 py ST P AR A TR ] 3 .

A AL I AR, ARG PR 1 p,
Fig.3 Software evolution process models p; and p,

K3 AR py A p,

R Petri PR £ KR, 7T LLAG 2R A AL RE R TY py A1 py (AT 2 25 10).

pi H0 PBS|={ (N}, M) —"—(N,,M,)), (N, My))—2—>(N,, M,,), (N}, M, ))—"—(N,, M 3) } JEHHL N, S8
WL RERERY py 1S540 58 (AR

o C={c1,62,¢3,C4,C5,C65C7} 5

o A={aj,azas};

o F={(c1,a1),(c2,a1),(a1,3),(€3,02),(C4,02),(€3,03),(€5,03),(@2,C6),(a3,¢7) };

o Mo, M ,M; F1 Mys fé'%7§,M10=(01,02,C4,05),M11=(C3,04,05),M12=(05,06),M13=(C4’C7)-
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P2 ) PBS,={ (N;, My,)—"—>(Ny, M), (N, My )—"—(Ny,Ms), (Nyy M) —2>(N,, M), (Ny, M) ——>,
(N2, Maa) } Foh Ny AT AL I FR BT p, IR 45 44, s LA
o C={C1,62,C3,C4,C5,C6,C7:C3 5
o A={a;,a,,a3,a4};
o F={(c1,a1),(€1,02),(€2,a1),(€2,02),(a1,€3),(€3,03),(€5,a3),(@3,7),(A2,€4) (C4,04),(C6,04)(A45C8) } 5
o Moo, My, Mo, Moz A1 Moy JENG 25, Mag=(C1,2:¢5,¢6),Ma1=(¢3,¢5,C6),Mnr=(4,C5,C6),Maz=(Co,C7),May=(cs,C5).
M pr BIAT g 25 TR R IR B Ny AR 55 AN o BT D9 25 TR HR IR B N, AR s B A i RE AR B py 1 py TRAT
K 4 Fros.

piAT A p AT A

Fig.4 Behavior graphs of software evolution process models p; and p,
K4 HAHEACIERERY py M py BIAT A 1B

4.4 HRRBIHITATE

7 EPMM-A 1R SCrp SR A AR AT 2 2 ) BE R T4 A1 EPMM-A. i A2 A2 5 00U 11 48 5T 6 440 k.
1M EPMM-A _E T4 1138 2 FP 45 i 1223 BRI P e .

W aye(aye StazeO)Rl(ayeas)+H(aras) & EPMM-A FIREFEIN, W a),a5,a5,a4€ 4,52 FEHEFE.

R4 EPMM-A 48T M), @, o(aye SrazO) AT J3 2510 Ky

{@,5(ay40 + a;28)—L(a,20 + a;25),(a,*8 + a;28) —2—5,(a,+8 + a;+0) —2— 5}

(areas)Hazea) AT AR {(ay0a,) + (ay0a,)—2—> a5, a,—2V, (a,0a,)H(ay0a,) —2—> a,,a, —2—>} .

[ I aye(are Stased),(areas)Harea)E R TR BERE aye(are Sraze )M (areaz)+(azeas) AT A E K 5 s,

MIEL 4 A& 5 7T LU HY AR A A RE R py AT 2 B R 1) 55 5 BERE I @y o(age Staze 6)4T O I FH 1 55 i AH 7).
AT 23 6] AR B py RIAT A aye(aze Stass O)RIAT A /2 S5 1) P 4 22 0 5 T ik BE R i 8805 07 AN py 1)
HEFE SRS W IR, T aye(age 6tase6) (A 15 FE 02 T3 ) DL I RE BE A - AR B PR B AL e RE B Y py 1 30E R 0
aye(aye StazeO) KB At E 7 FUAN [A) (HLFf 38 1) 2 [A) — AN B S T R (AT D 3 A R BN AT B T 5 SR 1)
R AU G R (LB 4.5 749), 3047 B T4 HTE R IR i PRI A R A 20 (AR B SC(LER 5.1 77%).

ay+(azet+azeo)

‘ (areas)+(azeas) ‘

ars(axe Staz AT Ay &l (areas)+H(azeas) AT Ay &

Fig.5 Behavior graphs of a +(ayetazeo) and (ajsas)+(asreay)
lg] 5 a1-(a2-&a;-é)ﬂ](al-a;)ﬂaz-m)El"Jﬁ‘}J lg]
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45 BIE#XFR

JITIRBAT Sy S A P2 18 A AS 0 11 28 B8 L AT A TR0 PR AT S 3 Il JAS S — A B i 850, %o T S5 B th 48 G o
% Milner I\ K, AT M IRATE R T A2 RAT A A NECA (7, BATA B PS5 AR BATT T AT I 10 3 S AR 2 i,
FRATH A8 T T M I FRATT ) R A AT B PO A MR e T AN B el A 1 B A ek R B AT AT
IR I, A REER BT by O AR AR v AR A0 A2 U0, 1 Jek R AR AR (AT 4 5 Tk R R 240 B 5 AT Dk i A R TR B 3R A
TR IR, ok P A R A A A 2 I ).

RYEHIAT N BV B 22 A4 J7 T W BAT RS < BE AL A0 i o) J A 25 B I MR 30 7 ) R 358 00 S 1T, 2
ANTA) R 3 e SR S T (AN [, 3 8 SCRT LASY g 4 FfB7 (1) vk st i) R 43 s s 1) £ 0 B (2) A2 03
VG v SCIRIRT B (3) AR P 3% B0 (R A [ il 5 A B (4) 03 U1 P9 AN [) 5 7 vk SCIR [ 3018 I i SUAHE 17
PRGN IR S5 R0 L by 1 20 i 35 A 2 1) PR AT O 2 A5 5 A ST % T Pk 2 HE (0 0URBE S0 R AR 52 ST 30
TR AT G 3R, A IR TR] . A8 2005 Sy 6P A AN R R 7R X 3 AN D7 TR X 43 I & 18 S SCHR[31,32]30 0,
HRRLE REAT AN K AP B0 — R R RTE T(1) R b R R — T B R H T & Fh & 4 1k
A ANAS SR 3 R PIAT AR IR () 38 B 30 0 250 EL AT AR TR 1) 90 SC 45 405(2) AF sz itk b i R 2R (AT S B F e it 1
—ANAT N LA R b v

BT IR A AR SR I BB G AR AT 4 LL B B — AN k.

EX 18(EERIER). HHRI R RREEM PxP T HEYM BN FALEM pp'.q.q9'eP il acd H:

(1) pRegAap——>p'=@3q":q'e P:q——>q A pRq);

(2) pPRgng——>q¢'=Gp :p'eP:p——>p'ApRq);

3) pRg=> p—”)\/ o q—”)\/ )

Horh P TR 4 TR,

PIANRE R 2 FRLL, 104 prg.

[l 3 L A R AR PR — AN A6 EPMM () b1 SO 3R 10 B 2 dal 2 190 85k, P 5 1) S A d Ak
FEMIY 5L 45 4 EPMM-A A HERE (W) 5022 3002 TR, P 38 10 A2 B RE T M 46 4

B S 18 FIA:(1) A MR & FOBEARLIK 4 FLA S 3 m] LA FASSADUE 7 AT 2A5(2) 45 P ANIEFE S A
LI, 9 8 R LA A R (K0T g, S LA M TRD 1) 43 S 45 4.

BAFEAC SRR py MBEREI aye(ageStaze )T 1 1B, 1A 6 BT,

T S I, P 6 HR R A7 ELASERL G AR 1A 3 R P R 4 3 2 SR AN HE I W 3K S HE R . [ A7 ELBERLSC R

(Ni,Mig)R(as(areStazed)), (N, M, )R(a,+6 + a;+0),(N,, M, )RS, (N,, M3)RO.

(B R RS, 25 AR S A R AT ) 2R S My B M3 b B AT AT AT 35 B ] AR 2B s K B A, U (N, M)

(N1, My3) /2 JEIERE.

ay*(azetazed)

\ (V1.M1) \\ (Ni.Mis) H 5 \\ s \

PUAT I ajs(ayStazMAT N

Fig.6 Behavior graphs of a software evolution process model p; and a process term a;s(a,+dt+aze9d)

Ko BB py FERRI a)e(aye Staz0) AT H
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5 BHENUIERENNRINE

ST T SR A B, SRR A AN RS2 (94T Sy 3601, A 300 i 2K MRS R 5 4 7 Ol AR B 5 A
T TS A A I AR L (AR EOE SRS

T FE T8 58 SRR A FR A B AR B SR S A S AT FR IO (¥ AR B, AR S P A R g R ) R A
A FR AT R i LA Z L R B EPMM A7 AR [ 80P T A R A R R T EPMM-A 5 S 33 2 003 1 o i3 2
TEAE A [R] AR 3R 1) 2 W] — N S A T AR R AT D BAT g o SCRE R BR T, mr DA — gk 72 19 47 0 25 R 53
— R ERE AT N, W 7 TR,

J EPMM };{ PR AR
MR o * *
LA R }i—ﬁ{ i K WA BRI, | 478 SRR
- e A B X
T, + |
1 EPMM-A H HERR I

Fig.7 A basic idea
K7 R

LR T 0 B B A Tk AR R A 0 S E P, AN LB DL O R 1 g B, 7 SBEIF WA R v Ak R AR T
HAHEE R R R AT b 2],

B Ja, N T AR A I R BB AT b B E 5 B B T I A S A 5 B, SRR RO A R R T U
R T AR
51 KREGEX

M7 T LR B R A FE BT py R FE I a)e(aye Srase ) M EL 2 TE AN [R) AE M ARG R 1V A 5, 0T
DUIF B P 35 2 FRSEARL I, RIAT DA 25 () AH [R]85, o] LASE R SR FR I aye(age Stase é)?l%fﬁﬁﬁw%ﬁiﬁc SRR py AT
hy AE DA TR Bl b AR S0 38 SOk (3310 JBARL 8 T BRI A R AR () AR

EX 19(REHEX). W=V, M) & —> B EPMM ZA™ 4 1 A AL I FR LAY SE b N =(C.4;F). .2 IAR
HOWE SCIE T S[21), E LR S[2 = Ay, (lazaie A:V a]), Fo H a=t|6lts]. . |6,,n>0,0<i<n,i,ne N,t;:e T,V]a;]=(t |t

ta...|t)* =a*6)||aza;e A:V]al=(V[a\]|V]as)||. .|| V]a:]ieN),A SETEENEE, T AT 55 46,N & H AR B,

ME X 19 W EUE L7 EPMM-A 1B F S0H,— AN S B B AR T S MR RIAT A BT A A R TG 3)
F) I R ARAT BT i3 Y — AN B 3% 20 84T 9 SCER [R] 28 G 1 R A 5% () Te B0 IR AREAT ik .

0T UL TE SC 19 [ IE A I A FASEAEL DG R I A B, TR I B R A Ao PR AR A B JLA R s B AH R AT
Shy s a), g L

EIE 1. L4 —AH EPMM S A 3 A A FE B 5 =(N |, M) R 3 =(N1,M>), 2271 N =(C,4,F) &R
BRI A T FRABL I 1) 548 AFAEERR I p FIVEB)) ay e 4,39 2 LT S5

(1) 2 =(N,M)——>23/=(N,, M,)= S[2]]——>S[2]];

2) SN, M)]—">p=3M,:M, € PowC: p=S[(N,,M,)|~(N,,M,)—2—>(N,,M,)).
LA PowC R 44 C k.

pIRE

(1) B 2 =(N,,M)—2>2 = (N,,M,) 48 KA SRR R IT 5w L AFE— N8 ajed, H
ar=t|t|t]...|t,,n>0,6e T A a) TETEA My SEEREI, B a . cM Aa "M\ =D .a, KHE S KEAEE AT M, &N
Mo, H. Mo=(M-"ay)va, A2 B0 R AR S A RS, AT RS a) Jo, 388 S 3R A G AR ALY . TR, 16 )

p—

ar I AT A LA 3 28 1k, AT @ —2—~ MR AR 6 2 i1 28 5T B0

prq——p*q
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a,*5—"—>a *5 .

G X 19,158) a) FARENE XAE A Via =(4 6|t |t)* 6=a* 8,1 ;e T,0<i<n,neN.I N a e A BIEFK 2
Ik A AR R (M AR ST R % 2 p=ai*Sa=ay,q=(||aza;eAnaza:Va)]), X a,*S—1—>a, *5 &
pla——0p'llq

SE (| g, a; €AV a])—">(| q; : a, €A:V][a,]) AL ARYER 1 BEERESEAERF AN & L&A a .M na "N
M=B W 4, (a;: a; e 4:T[a,)—"— Ay, (| @ : a; € A4:T[,]) AL ILH, ML =(M,-"a))va,’.

% S[(N,,M/)]= /IM] (a,:a, €A:V[a,]) F S[(N\,My)]= ﬂMZ(H a;:a, ed:V[a]), WA S[Z]1—>S[Z]].

25 EPTIR, S A (DA

(2) 1% SI[(N,,M)]—2— p. 134 & L 1947753 D) a e d,ai=t |6\t . . |t,,n>0,t:e T,

A (@, @ €4V [a,])—"— p.

RIER 1 R AOREERAER AN E SIS a) D32 a,cMi~a) "M =D, 15 W, AR To K A R T 3R AL
EFRBAL(N, M) S H TS0 ap WAL s @) W52 a M ~ay M=, T LU A A I RS (N, M)
A RURAE SRR AE AT IES) @y AR A A R R I AT S L3 (N, M) —2—>(N,M,).

M 20 op DA RUIR 3 B AR AT AR 22T M E S 4, (e, a, €4V a)—"—p AT 3 p=2, (9)
(la :a ed:V[a)—2—>q, HH,q RFEMo=(M,-"a))va;".

WY 2 hIFREGRERFNZTRNE X, H (|a,:a, edV][a])——>q AT LHEL ¢=b||(|a;:a;edna=
ay VgD Via | ——b. B AWEE) a) BABEE XN Via =164 16)* 6=a* SR EPMM-A 1A 14

p—s
prqg——p*q
I,b=V]a,1=a,*S,a,* 5.4k 1 ,q=b||(||a;:a;e Anaa,: V]a))=(||a;:a;e A:V]a]).

¥ g=bl(laraie Anazar:Via)=(laiaie A:Va DA p = A, (@) "t p= A, (laia;ed:Viai]).

T LA p=S[(Ny,M,) T

g5 LIRS A ()R IE.

2 E&MR(D & MRQ)FTIR, E B 1 A5, O

SEI 1 UL, N AU OC R AR BER R, — AR A I R 5 FARKER 7R HAT AR R (AT 4 2 1) A gk 2
B, AN A R R 4T A ] L AR R 7R P, S 2 B —FE.

9 7 S (RS UL, A e Ak W i R v A EPMM-A ) 22 B C2 IR i C2.

Petri P F1RE FEACKCHT nf LA I K R G Bh AT 99 (1 DI AE T :Petri 9 $ifi ik B9 5 78 SCRERRAC L
RE AT S5 S TR, 70 A FH 0 R T4 S P v A o A 20 ) A B8 SO AR Hh A L il B T2 Petrd 0 43R 1) 39
R vE X A EPMM-A BT SCRF RS 205 SO e HE 2.

T 2. MHERM xox1,...x,€Pn>0, 0 ([10<i<n:x)=(+H:0<i<n:x“(|j:0< j<nnj#ix)).

i A ;

n=0 I}, %5 2 AT xo=x,;

n=1 B, A EE M1 ATA, x, || x, = x5, + Lo 260807

Bon=k>1 I, (|i:0<i<k:x)=(+:0<i<k:x"(j:0< j<knj=i:x) FRRL;

M n=k+1 IF:

D) (i0<isn=k+1:x)=(:0<i<k:x)| %, C2

@ (i:0<i<k:x)|x, =li:0<i<k:x)x, +x, D(i:0<i<k:x) M1

Q) (li0si<k:x)|x, :(+i:0§i§k:x,.L(Hj:OgjﬁkAjvti:xj)LxM)+

X b(i:0<i<k:x)

A p=ay,qg=6,IE ¥ S[(N,,M,)]—4— p FTE1E 5 a, —2N J&L T a, ¥ §—4—>a, * 5 7.

IRELYE47d
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() FHO<i<k:x (| j:0<j<knj=i:x)x,)=
+H:0<i<k:x“(|j:0<j<knj=i:x)|x.)

() +H:0<i<k:x(|j:0<j<knj=i:x)|x,)=
(+i:0§i§k:xiL((Hj:0§j§k/\j;ti:x/)\|xk+l))

6) ([i:0<i<k:x)|x,=F0<i<k:x"(j:0<j<knj#i:x)|x,)+x, (i:0<i<k:x)
BRI @G (+i:0<i<k:x5(j:0< j<knj=iix)x.,)

@) (+1':0§igk:x[L((||j:O<j<k/\j;ti:x/.)||x,\,+1))+x,\,+1L(Hi:0§i§k:x[)=

M4 #i1 C3

C2

(+HO<i<hk:x (0 j<k+Injziix)+x, S(li:0<i<k:x)= G
+H:0<i<n=k+l:x“(|j:0<j<nnj#i:x))
g b TR, e B 2 £RE. O
i 1 AMERMWAET R FIEEh4E Ecd A (|a:acE:a* d)=(+a:acE:as(|la:acE:a*J)).

IEA:

FERGH NILER a, A BKSL 1 4l,a* 5=as(a* )2 B L.
HESHEANILE:

(1) (la:acE:a*8)=(+a:acE:(a*d)~(|e:ec Ene#a:e*s)) EH 2
(2) (+a:acE:(a*S)(|le;ec Eneza:e*s))=

BKS!1 f1 A6
(+a:acE:as(a*5)-(|e:ec Enexa:e*?))
(3) (+a:acE:as(a*Ss)-(|e:ec Eneza:e*5)) = M3
(+a:aeE:a((a*0)||(|le:ec Ene#a:e*?)))
(4) (+a:acE:as((a*0)||(|le:ec Ene#a:e*d))=(+a:acE: a(|e:ecE:e*3)) C2
L LIRS 1 AHIE O

g’d %I/?\p1:(N1,Ml)%ﬁ{tf:iﬁ{'tﬁ%?jiﬂ,ﬁéEF',Ml:(C1,62,04,05),/1:(611,42,03),11[] lg] 3 EF‘ EI’(J Pi F)T%*E%ﬁ)‘( 19,
p1 FAREGE SN Spy].

(1) Sipd=4y, (g :a € A4:Tla)) X 19
2 Ay (la:a el Tlag])=a,*Sla,*5 a;*6 X 19
(B) @ *S|a,*S | a;*5=ae X +aye X +ayo X, o, X =a,* 5| a, *5 || a, *5 #ig 1
@) Ay (la;a,€ A:Tla]) = Ay (@2 X +aye X +aze X) L M =(c1,62,€4,¢5) FBRAQR)
(5) Ay (@ X +a,oX +ayoX) = Ay (a2 X) + Ay (@30 X) + 2y, (050 X) CS04
(0) Ay, (@2 X) + Ay (a2 X) + Ay (430X = @22y, (X) + 8oy (X) + 5o, (X) CS02 Al CSO3
o My=(c3,c4,05)
(7)) Sy (X)=0 A7
(8) oAy, (X)+ 52y, (X)+ 824y (X)=ayedy, (X)+5+68 F(HHRN(6)
9)  aydy, (X)+ 35+ =ad,, (X) A6
(10) ayedy, (X)+ 82y, (X)+ 54y, (X) =24, (X) FORNE®)
(1) Ay, (@2 X)+ Ay (aye X) + Ay (a0 X) = a0y, (X) F(10)FRA(6)
(12) Ay, (X) =24y (@ * 5 || ay * 5 || ay * 8) = Ay, (@)X +aye X +aye X) R 1
(13) Ay, (@ X +aye X +ay0 X) = 5oy (X) +ayedy, (X) +ayedy, (X) CS02 F1 CSO3
Herb Ma=(cs,¢6),Ma=(ca,¢7)
(14) 622y, (X)=6 A7
(15) A, (X)=6 LB b A g
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(16) A, (X)=6 Eiis i Sy
(17) Ay, (@ x X +a,x X +a;x X) =S5 +a,x5+a, x5 FHAH~(16)fLA(13)
(18) Otayedtazed=aysStaszed A6
(19) Ay, (@2X +ayeX + a2 X) = a,5 +a;+5 FR)FA(17)
(20) Ay, (@2X)+ Ay (aye X)+ Ay (a52X) = ayo(a 25 + ay+5) F8)FUA(17)
(1) Ay, (@2 X +a,oX +az2X) = a,%(a,20 + a;+0) F0)RA(S)
(22) Ay, (la;:a, € A:T[q,]) = a;+(a,*6 + a;*5) FETPARYAWNE))
(23) Slpil=ais(ar*Stased) SETPMAWNGY)

P U, B AL R ) (AR ETE R aye(ageStazed).
52 REHES

TR R A O PR A R AR B AT N AR 4R B T — AT LR B AR S U, 2 4 — AN i
EPMM A 17 A= A4 3 A it B AR TR R — AN L T EPMM-A 52 S et R0 240, ) ik AR F 47k B i FE R &4
SE SCIAT by S A5 S5 I, W A2 5ol #6026 1 PO AT O TR RS 0 EC AR 0% R 1) s AT AT by BL R AR SCAR X o 77 3R
AR HE G L X 20.

EX 20(HEBHS). AW — N EPMM &H= 4 1 R AL T A 4T 5 — AN T EPMM-A
¥ ek R4 TR PRI AT Ay A A5 AN IR, 75 B S R e 5 B AT O TR 3 B O R AT AT O LA IX R AT A
B0 7 AR A A

ME SC 20 AT LA H AL HE T S AT O B, B BRI OC R, TAE K AR F R 3 AR F IR
DR B BEE T AR X AN AT g B0 7 2ol = 7 4 1) T 2 Ak i At LA A 4 1 B

AT HERT A3 A T R AL (A Sk BE Ty 2R AR S 5 L A SRR T AR B L BN E EPMM-A [ ETF
SC b A A R A B PR AN R R I AT A R A AN X R PR A AR B S, e X 21,

EX 2L (REHES). £ EPMM-A 1T 32 48 45 556 2 058 AN EERE 0RO AT 4 2 15 254, 3% 7 a0
AAREHE S,

ME SC 21 1T LU AR B 3 AN 5 B R AT O B AR R 4k R OC R, LT EPMM-A (1)
AP RGEAT S U . SRR A L AR 5 R T SRR 0, B i 50 .

6 HRIE

N T SCRESCHR[3]7H BT 3 A A A R R R ) HE B AIE, A Y e T EPMML I ACP WUt (1 1EFEAK
B AR T EPMM-A,BEAE Ay s A R A5 20 1) A B SISO ok 8 SR BE R (R 1 R L2 34 T EPMME-A,
A5 R R I A I A e R AR 2R 10 AR KT S, O A FLRREAUL 5% A% 1) Sy JREE W i A 3 R 0y AR o
FUAT AR R (K47 DA 2 1, B ] 1 ARG, SCIR) TE A 1 2 T AR SR T Petri W PR 130 Ak 1 R A T S U 4
BRI, HETTAE EPMM-A 48— HEZE T 0 F00d FE AL 1R 4T 2 B, A5 60k 77 5 MR 4 20 O AR B 3
AT AR R ) A SO ROt SRR T B A R ) TR SR

TR IR AT R AR 18 T B A A (AR HGE SR RSy I RE BRI kg« PR SN AT 2 B e
(AR SR B I, AT 4 1 EPMM-A [ ] SEPEAIE B, BATTREAE 5 82 T A 28— 20 U] 38 3K 4% [ .
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