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Abstract: Logs used in conformance checking with process models are often the event logs. Conformity between the model and the log
is often measured by counting the traces which could be reconstructed and the tasks which would be evoked but were not in the running
trace through rerunning the model according to the task traces in the log. However the method is not sufficiently comprehensive. While
checking the model consisting of many selections with its Event Log, the conformity will be very low due to the large number of evoked
tasks that are not in the running task trace. Moreover, while checking the model mainly composed by parallel branches with the log only
containing sequential task traces and sharing the same task set with the model, the conformity will be very high due to the fact that only a
few tasks can’t be executed normally while monitoring the real behavior. To overcome the weakness of the original method, a
bidirectional checking method made up of checking the accuracy of the model and checking the completeness of the log, and a new kind
of log named Token Log which can describe the property of its corresponding model, are proposed in this paper. With the Token Log, the
new method for conformance checking is clearer, more concise and more accurate.

Key words: conformance checking; process mining; Petri-net; Token Log; T-invariant; S-invariant; ProM

P4 PERY ¥ (conformance checking)!™2 2 i #2424 (process mining) 25 ARG 97 19 2 525 P 258 A 75 & ViR
R O RS O RS H BT 0 R B R4 H B0 B SR AT A S T i FEAT A
B TSR A VA 7 S BT 5 i (process model repository) V) H B Ty R — A 5] ek AR A 7 2 i VA O
(1 2h B FF A MRS 25 5 2 AN Ry — ANl AR AR — A R 40 H A i R R R R A R B R R
A7 Sk i FERE R 4l ] Petri 9 (Petri-nets) % 7%, R 8¢ H & 44 4 S+ H 25 (Event Log) ™ 41 B 75 S 16 (1) R 4%
R AT A Petri 9 37, U 75 B2 6 064 Petri 9 2 T RE, 22 40 H kAR 75 220 S0 B 40 0k H &40, £E Web
Service AT HEAT 25 & M A INE, B 56 HE &R S 44 (abstract BPEL)#:4L 4 Petri M, ¥4 5L SOAP Message #1t, 4
Event Log, FFfii JH 755 4 A 25 75 390,

A P A ) A AT A B MG 2 IR 7 35 A P 58 000, A9 24 B0 2 KRB B 5 R I (I Overfitting 19145
Fag), B At H B A B ) H At 4 DR by AR BERLAA T 8 22 AT 45 4 ik 4 i 30 AT 1 90 40 1) AT 55 i 35 4
H & 588 R G VAR O T 2k H 3 3047 55 A A 25 W R A7 £ 1R v 380 e ok WL 56 2.3 9 FIEE 5 .

SLF SR G T B R 10 ) LA SCHR T FhIE T Token Log 4% & PE 48 7% 1 75 15 Token Log +&—Ff
TAERA R RS =4 UL RIS 15 SL BT Y H & AN R F 988 H 3, Token Log Joit: & 40 H 45 B gt U5
A= G5 AR O, I LU SR R 45 MM OC R (PR LA 2.1 79) 2555 & AT A i 72 b 8 Token Log
RS H A MR A (P ISR 5 4Y):

(1) AR AR R E A S H AT R 10 e S A A A A T TR A R

(2)  ARBHABAUHRAT o B A 45 4 o0 M7, 1 A A e i

(3) TR VI AL 5 B R T A I A

(4) TR AR B AR R R R R S S s A

T ENFEGN . T A 4548 Token Log 2 5l BT 5 R 48 H G RF & MRS A 58 1 7 v RN i AR S
LA R Y. Petri W LAEVRM . HFA: H ERAF S MRS ST 54058 2 51 W Token Log 11
KI5 5 58 IR 5 B Token 55 45 M IA] R LS OC R 26 3 TR AN N ARG & 5 H R A 0 5 VL5304 5k
) SE R 5 H ST A R IR FE 45 5 1 VRN 2 M7 48 ] Token Log MO #5155 6 1523 74 ] Token Log X i 714 1t
SRAAE L AHOGSEES T R SIS FRAE S 7 1/ 4050 8 1 A 4 A Ui T AR IR H R Ak AR e A8,

1 BHEHIR

11 SEZESHFSHRE

U EEVaE (1K % NE (=B UiB0 N7 W TK =05 Bt DN SN =0 N2 N K 1 iRb R i e K s 7 N W e X R AT U I )
(discovery). 44 1A% 75 (conformance checking) F 45 % 184 3 (enhancement)ix 3 AT 4T 7 i H:

o NFEEIMIRELLHTE R RGN HEE B I EE R A,

o FrGERT A TR IS A v RS B R A5 5 R G H EAT A UL RO R B
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Y F:—H AT Token Log #9444~ tb % 75 ik 511

o MERIMETRIR I IS AT RS H K I R S FRag AT T B AR . RN FIR BN SR O, A X L
15 BT SO PR A £ R A Y 38 5345 o

SRR SR ARG A T A — SE LR RO RIF 5% 7 170, S s AR TR (1 7 T2 s AR 1 T A itk PR e R A
UERIDVER g

FF A T 7 SRR A B A 56 2 0 W7 I R 2 b R G H AR 5 P FE (R i PR i R SCHR 1092 7 o R A
5 2245 H G I VLG R BT 35 3238 i Fitness F1 Appropriateness #5 Rl br i &, 58 X K

(1) Fitness A LAfiT = H &R 10 5% (M R G047 A n] Pl ok R AR 204 P 0L 1) R E

(2) Appropriateness FI LA i P AR 20 7 I H B AT A I AR TR T Rt B 5 A 2R AR B 1 R Vil A

Fitness 5 Appropriateness il i3 43 b7 i B AR BB AT B & I HeIR S AR 1b B A5

o UIH Fitness B, T B G U3 MT S PAT B THFEL T Bir= B4 M, A AT & MR 2 & K 2 H

o TIEL Appropriateness B, i B e VA NMT G- BAT I, 9T A T REE Al A AT 5550 H

FFA A A T R rp R P R AR 1 20 BT 5 G vk AR D T A I R A 2 B A VG PR B [ B Ay 4
AR B R AL T R R IR AR
1.2 BT EPetriM5 TERRN

Petri % e — i i HI T4t I Aol R AR A el 5 490 2, SR [14—- 16182 1 ] Petri 199 24 1k PR A5 R S 5. 1] 1
FEATI] Petri W 7R RIS e 1112 4 BILAR 4 1A B A 1 RS 2R AR SCAE T 22 1) 2 O T U5 WA S (Y 46 8 i
P55 25 Tl R 4 R TR AL

4]

Jﬁéﬂﬂ@&%%:%%m
By 5 Y (o

I Q—»H—»p

AT CizEmtiz

135 3 40 3

Fig.1 Simplified process model of hospital for outpatient
1 BEBET 2R Ay

Petri [ /& 145 T (transition) . [ T (place) fz 2 2 0] 98 2% (arc) 41 i 1) 3 25 A 8 22 45 A SC Petri (9 4if ] 654 38
PN=(P,T,F)&7R,P RIEESL T RZITHES F RINLES LT Petri B /41 W SCHR[17]. & 1 (1 Petri
PR SRR B I 2 )

o AR B RIARE | AR T —AMER G, mANTE I H S R — AN S,

o BT F 2 —AHEA B MER L WIR F BHARIE D filuk, AT G BT 0 R F o K iR, AR T

L B B REAT.

B 1 [ IS A2 B () (sound) T A 3 99 (workflow net, @ B WF-net) W8 T4 7 0 2 45 T A 0 o A 75 g 48
i) Petri B2,

—A Petri BT LAFR A — AN ARG M, 2 20 A2 :

(1) HME—IIFFLRET;

(2) AME—IEE WD,

(3)  BF—NTY RUAR A AIUAE FE— AN I T 4R FE T 1) 45 SRR T I 42 .

T — A TAE G R R — A B B TAE TR, 0 250308 2

(1) A AT 45 8 T AR L6 5 AT (I 6 AT 25 #RAE FE— AN vl LABRAT 19 8% 4% E), BV 3 (live);

(2)  BERMNTFLREEPTHN—N 4 IF LR AT, LU 45 TR BT it B — AN & TR 45 TRAT B, 5 54 (bounded).
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T VR I 2 S s i R AT B 357 9 8 (dead lock) th e 47 i 8 (live lock). 4% St FF 1 47 3 7
BB 45 B0 T A
13 BHAE

RGEH A R R IR AT 0 A, R, AT A 0 R 40 H R S H A (event log). F 4 H & B F
L, I A 3 AMELBE S

(1) FEAFHAE(event) KRIK— M4 (task);

(2) BN — AN B AT 5245 (case) T ID;

(3) AT AT F - SR BAT 1 58 S5 o P 51

R PR AR ST b, 1 2 A H R SRR AN I8 4T S0 4T 45 H: (task trace). 1) G, 36 1 /2 1] 1 B i
H & 1 SEIT 4% 5 (B Jm — % o S0 S B A v 8, B case numbers).

Table 1 An example of event log of the process model in Fig.1

F1 M1 PR R H RS HISIR

Case ID Task trace Case numbers
1 ABCDEFGH N;
2 ABCDFEGH N
3 ABCKFLH N3
4 ABCJJKFLH Ny
5 ABIBCDEFGH N5
6 ABIBCDFEGH Ng
7 ABIBIBCJKFLH N7

F 1A 7 AISAT S AR S I S AN ], HL A H RIS AT S T AN i R R B AT N A T g
(K455 e 4. 35— 41 (case numbers) ¢ Sk vk 55249 7 484 H A AR B A SE 1 # LE AU 2 45 16T H S 1
L PR 75 S 1

2 FEIHE Token Log

AT FA A SCHTE I Token Log 0 AH ¢ Y 28 15 26 18] 3 Token 115 3,428 Token Log 19 P 2%, 3 i3 B
el 7= 4 Token Log; 4R Jio #3844 ] Token Log % #e SH44 H & AZ O 3Lt fa wE 41 B Token Log HI%HFE.

2.1 TokenBIEXEAZR

SCHR[19]45 IR T —Fl Artifact-Centric LAE i FEAR Y, B LU HEFp SE FR A7 7E /¥ (concrete) 45 I (identifiable)
F1 A H5A ¥ (self-describing) {5 B B 4 Ho0y, 4k 45 52 44 (business entity) Ak 45 ic 3% (business record),ixX 46— F 47
ET R (5 BHRR A Artifact. SCHR[20]1H 9T Artifac-Centric T AE I FE A AL 1 s2 451 -5 B FH 6k AE
Artifact-Centric &I FE B8 o KR4 Artifact JR7S 15 P9 78 1 O, AT HESE & AN 55 TR AT 26 R AR 2 B T AR
FEAAFAE 58 A o J5 3 78 L) Artifact 244 M LI I SE AR IRARAS 55 N 25 10 SO HE B H AT 45 TR OG0 &R — M T4
it PR AR 2 v A P AN AE TR OB G 2R 1) A 55 1] 43 A 78 08 U R AAT B R S A 8L AR U 3, 1 2845 R AR 45 BT I
BB 55 B A E KX e B 1 5 4D 3 A28 1L Artifact f 5244, 3 i 0 7% 0 0 Sz A AT $R 45T 4% ) A 4 A
RAE Petri P AR FRARR AT & T E 5 5 B 40 1 1 28 M & A SO A FH 4 T (token) AU AR Ui i A2
AN S5 [ G BN 0 A5 L, I8 Je i SR I 2845 5L 0 A 7 5 5 48 85 SR BIUAE 45 [R] 1 OC 3R . Token 1) 1 48 ik 1

oken fREAT S5 MV ANHI(E R, AR Token AURANFEMEME R . Token tH—AMES A= Ik i 45 o —ME
%% 774 Token BT 45 F5 4 45 7741 4% (produce task, fii #k PT), f:U5 Token [4F 45 FR g 8 9% 4T 45 (consume task, fij #
CT). % — Token #Ic3k T H CHE =T 45 5 AT %

—MESPAT A ey A 2 A Token; [AFE, — MES AT I AT RE TR 22 M Token. 4 I - [X 431X L2 7]
Nt 4 2t 5 [ IS 49t 22 77 1) Token, g 45~ Token Axic £ 77 55 3 24 I [a). Token (1) 42 7= I 8] 5 945 28 1 T) Rk 2277 4T
5518 BAT 25 4R AT I8 18], 4 FH AT 1D(execute 1D, AT FR EIDYAR L, i LA T
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Y F:—H AT Token Log #9444~ tb % 75 ik 513

FE X 1(BFT ID). AT ID(execute ID,fRiFR EID) & AN IS AT S A, A AT 45 AT I 40 B (4 Pk — AT A I

AN 7 SE 5] PP AT 25 AT 7T BE 2347 #H R 1) EID. Token Log #1602 3 R 04T I AN [ SE 441 (case), 1 JT] Case ID
(CIDYhRIE A —MT 55 B A — X SAT H AT LB 1L 40 & (CID,EID)ME— T a2 . 35 2 Je 1 1 il AR 4 A\ DU 2 i)
5[] Token Log 7~ %1 (4% i EID), 45 AN hAT 5261, %5 B 12 1 #1) Case 4,Case 5 A1 Case 6.7¢ F-4F H & w4~ H
T 2R3 R 45 09 (AN [7) 524 (Case 5 AT Case 6)71 Token Log /7 4% 4 [ [ Token N 252 75. 3¢ 1 1 (1) Case 1 55 Case
2 7F Token Log 1 & 3 B 3X Ui W F] Token Log At S H 450 2 5 1 1 949 5 H

Table 2 Example of Token Logs for Case 4, Case 5 and Case 6 shown in Table 1
F2 F1HE 15K Case 4,Case 5 F1 Case 6 (1% Token Log 7~ 4

CID | PT | CT | PEID | CEID | Case number | CID | PT | CT | PEID | CEID | Case number
A B 1 2 A B 1 2
B C 2 3 B | 2 3
C J 3 4 | B 3 4
J J 4 5 B C 4 5
J K 5 6 C D 5 6
A Ik TFE T s 7 e 56) o T E [ & 7 Ns+Ne
K L 6 8 D F 6 8
F L 7 8 E G 7 9
F G 8 9
L H 8 4 G H 9 10

2.2 Token LogHi7=4

FRAE I3k Token 45 X, AMXAE YAWL (yet another workflow language)Y T 4E % 21 % |- sz 4T EN Token Log,
WAL Petri PR T A PIPE L JF R T RHUAAT TARRBA, JF 7 /E Token Log 41}

16 YAWL 5% 1 Yidentifier 15 4 Amic b 25 I FROIR A 1 5247 T A 38 M9 b i 3, 46 FH 2R LT Petri 9 (1) 4
Jii¥22)y Condition 15k 7775 Y Identifier (¥ #%, 11 F AT Petri 15 v i1 3 i P2 AT 45 (Y Task) AT iy o5 2 40 i 4L
i\ YCondition 2 754, 2 2 45 1) Y Identifier; £T: 55 PUAT I 75 2 MM B 6 B 46 A\ Y Condition H 6 M [ Y Identifier;
L4 $AT s e F B 4t Y Condition AR M K] Y Identifier. S5 A7, 14 56 76 AR F1 45 2 Y Identifier & X,
IINAE P2 AT 55 45 00 B AT 55 J8 Pk AT 45 BAT IS, 2 B N Y Identifier 1493 2% 4T 45, Jf-4T BN Yidentifier {5 5 AT 45 047
Jo BEEHTHY Yidentifier (45 7T 45 AH f AT B &5 S DY Identifier 8 T/ M w24 51 4%, Y Condition H 1
FFH Yidentifier 151 .55 285 Yidentifier J& LI, 2560 BT 6 £54 1% Yidentifier 51 YCondition = 4=
AR

& ST PRAE YAWL 7R INEr Token X%

o (ESPATIERIHIE Token I 5@ A2 A1 45 SR n AL i 45 i Y Condition;

o ARSPAT FFUR I A E fir N\ Token [V 24T 55 I 4T BN Token 15 5., bt Bl [=]15 1% Token.

S AE T YAWL 518 2E % Token Log A% Lo 7 B AN 6] 2 T 7~ (Y Engine J& 4 FLBT A 1S AT I B 5L 1 11
X%, Y NetRunner 2 A g0 AT — 4N i S 61 00 42).

Forp, 7% consume(:),print(-) A1 produce(-) A s N R K% 0 7 925

o consume(-) = B T AE K SR PUESS S N\ 22 T 1 Token J 15 52 2 AT 45 4 1H TRAT 55

o print(-) ETE TAENFTEFTA 1 9% 1) Token 1% 5 2E /i Token Log;

o produce(-) = BT AE b B Token -4 A\ 24 i e i .

A SCHEIR AT CAE R R 58 T AE Petri BRI TR PIPE Hh T AOBIUPAT 1A i i RS B I 7= AR
Token Log M, 76 4% 3¢ SE g F2 b Al ] T4 1 25 B Token Log. iZ 4 A I HAT IR B 5 YAWL A2 g
Token Log ) Ji7 3 AH [A].

KT LA PN A 48540 FH Ui i L5 7.1 5.
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‘ YEngine ‘ ‘ YNetRunner ‘ ‘ YTask ‘ ‘ YCondition ‘

startCase() & dinitToken(-)

: : t_fire())
U start() t_enable(-)
«_993?_'9_(_-2_} ‘
consume(-)

2 print(-)

m t_start(:)
i) t_exit(-)

exit ok

i produce(-)u
Llf i i
Fig.2 Process of making Token Log in YAWL
Kl 2 YAWL 5% 13T Token Log J5i B &

2.3 {EFH Token LogByzi#

B G DAL AT A PR 2 b A F g A&, 5T HE LU G il FEASE Y Overfitting 55 Underfitting B ) 6 i 45
R THROOL S R R Overfitting i BEAREL T LLAE B 28 55K 25 (0 0 H s 2 A A A1 22 S Aib I 2 1Ay 7% i R
M Underfitting $5id Fe b R 0 it 0, 3 T AT S5 W AP RIS B S S LR S S o ALK 3 BaR T H % 1
f Event Log %I )% ff] Overfitting 55 543 Underfitting i F #5714,

Fig.3 Overfitting and Underfitting processes of the log shown in Table 1t
B3 % 134k H& M Overfitting 55 Underfitting #5224

A8 F0E H ST 75 O PR 25 4 %2 %)) Overfitting 5 Underfitting 45 40 5% Wi 1) J5L D82 - AT AR 25 H A %)
IR BT R A 7 AR A AAT 16 4 P 7 5 R RS, T B i e T T B i K 22 /D WY AT e 4 A T TR AR T AR T, A S
P T HEG H R N R B R AT AT e AT B 42 (BN, B R S k) I U vk AR 0 R E R A o
PRI FO U A BT AT BE AT 16 450, 00 b DR 28 2 i) R 0 DRIk, A5 S0 3 490 1A 70 R ok 45 g 485 0 PR R I BT A 4T
ST H A N R 56 DU I A A A R Al 7 o el T T R DL R R AR e e R 45 T A
R SCHE AL AT L E A o o R TR Ak 45 #4) 45 1K) Token Log.fii 1] Token Log #4744 ¢ PEAS 25 1) 32 % T4
fLFE:

(1) T HZE P20 ek RS R 48 4 4 10 A 1 (PR L SR 3.1 19);
(2) T RE PR 45 15 W Token Log P9 25 16 58 Bt (R L 56 3.2 7).

FEAEFH Token Log B, AN B 5 22 ) A BRI T I RS 280 iy L B2 AR 8 Token (1] VG fil ¢ 2 5 455 R RR A1F 45 449 (11 6)
NG FR (PR ILER 2.3 717), i A o i 1 - H 7 S 1) 7 45 R B, BIA ) Token Log s 7 A A8 25 b A 97 (R AL 46 7
T T I — T Sk SR T DG A R, LT UM A R s A O s SOAR ST S i RO W R v
1 Token Log HIL A i L5 5 1.

© PERREERSMROT  httpy/ www. jos. org. cn



Y F:—H AT Token Log #9444~ tb % 75 ik 515

2.4 Token5#EHIRyBRET X &

ffi /il Token Log PRALFFA LR £ I FEAl 2, — 4145 58 SC R 1 Token 5 PR ARG AE 45 44 2 [A) IR LA G R
AR E S G R R AR AR 45 440 5 Token [ JCHL G R, 28 J5 45 Hi Token UL SC 5 -5 E 45 4y 1) fR LB 55 .
241 T FEARAY ()RR AL 54

AT AT 5 % B T AR St AR 5 K80 L 7 B 1) Jo 0 g VL . 3o 4% 7 9 £ 2 30 4 ) 9

(1) i g A, B 4(a) R 4(0) TR

(2) I (and-split)F 7 25 (and-join) & 4 AT 556 2 /N th FIAT 55 2 AN an & 4(d)FE 4(e) T,

(3)  JELFE(or-split) Flml [\] 25 (or-join): e i 45 2 AN H AN EE i 5 2 AN N a0 1) 4(F) ANE 4(g) TR,

(4) B OEFR (one loop)l:—ANME 45 RIE — A BT 6 A\t 2 1% %6 T O Bt T 1) 4(h) BT s

(5) HEpkrka sz BT (Implicit place)®: By AT 45 th 2 AN T L4442, 1 P 4(c) .

oK 0 R 2P ) Sy 34 45 A AR ST R PR A 7 o A Dl o AR )R 4 45 ), T T 4 1B Token Log A2 75 7
X BEREAE 45 44 SLVF I BT AT 4.

O—»H—»OH—»O—»HK:Z>H[K )ﬂﬂ»(ﬂébwnﬂiﬂ
@ (b) © (@) ®© ® @ (h)

Fig.4 Substructures in process models
K4 b REAERY rh oy F 4

2.4.2 Token ] P 3% &

TEES 2.1 P4 B 5 4 2 5 1H ) Token Log H BT P 254 [R] 1938 47 S0 #1544 A O O Ge vh et IRk 4k,
JitUA Token H1¥) Case ID {5 B F5 X T —221a47 5561 Token 1562 e LN

TE X 2(Token). Token J2 Token Log " ¥4 H ,f# /] 5 Jt4 token=(CID,PT,CT,PEID,CEID)3 /R, H.H,CID %
7 Token FT£E 526 (1) Case ID,PT 1 CT 43 5l 7~ Token [ 477 4T 45 F13H 24T 45 ,PEID A1 CEID 43 ] 3R 7R £ P AT
% 5 AT 5545 5 9% Token IS EID.

AL Token 22 [A] [ 5% 2§ Bk 4 UGB (match) 2% & i1 Token & W] %41, Token t,=(CID4,PT,,CT,,PEID;,CEID;)
i1 CT, 7E CEID; 04T H i #E, 10 CTq 7EML AT 2 5 R A2 55 —A> Token t,=(CIDy,PT,,CT,,PEID,,CEID,),
/1 PT,=CT, H. PEID,=CEID;.tt it F t, # FR Jhy 5T UG L (sequential match). {5 42,45 — 3845 7k (1) Token, & 417 1 7]
— AT S5 AP T B B AE PO R AT HR X — 2 Token #5524t Token 3E47 5% 2 U EC, BT AE % B UC il
KRN, R BLIX L Bk Token 4 58 2% 5 . 3X — 2 Token #R 4 #8548 A kR 1T (one loop marking):

E X (B SEIRFFIC). Token t=(CID,PT,CT,PEID,CEID) & — A ¥ B E bR 24 HAY Y PT=CT. A &
G ARIC Token 41144 5 OLM={(CID,PT,CT,PEID,CEID)|PT=CT}.

R DC L 56 2R Token )36 47 Hifth 8- UG BE ¢ 2R AE i CUGHEL G R N, B 2 HERR oD 6 3R A7 10 1 Token.
A VG TE OC FR I 8 S R

TE X A(JRFF TELD). Token t;=(CIDy,PT;,CT;,PEID;,CEID,) 5 t,=(CID;,PT,,CT2,PEID,, CEID,)FK Ay i F¢ IE fid
K F Y HAY 24:t, ¢ OLM,t,¢ OLM,CID,=CID,,CT,;=PT,,CEID,;=PEID,.

E X 5(H % [T # and-split match). Token t;=(CID;,PT,,CT;,PEID;,CEID;)5 t,=(CID;,PT,,CT,,PEID,,
CEID,)FR A I R VLI £ 24 HAY 24:t, 2 OLM,t,2 OLM,CID;=CID,,PT,=PT,,PEID;=PEID,.

E X 6([F % & ,and-join match). Token t,=(CID,,PT,,CT,,PEID,,CEID;) 5 t,=(CID,PT,,CT,,PEID,,
CEIDL)Fr 4 7] 25 L B 56 £ 24 H.AX 24:t € OLM,t,2 OLM,CID,=CID,,CT,=CT,,CEID,=CEID,.

E X 7(% B multi-path match). Token t;=(CID;,PT;,CTy,PEID;,CEID;) 5 t,=(CID;,PT,,CT,,PEID,,
CEID)FrA 2 B L L ¢ & 24 HAX Y:
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t,€OLM,t, OLM,CID;=CID,,PT,=PT,,PEID;=PEID,,CT,=CT,,CEID,=CEID,.

WURPIAS Token HZAE Rl — ANz AT S T B A AR5 P0AT 1D A 5], REAH [F] R $0AT AF 45 6 58 75 7] — Mg AT
SEB R PRAT T 22 UK IX AN G546 Hh A7 LEAG R &5 440, IR Ik, Token 8] (#1336 Ff G 20K 49 9 A UC i, L ks S s

E X 8(fEIRMLEL, loop match). Token t;=(CID,,PT;,CT,,PEID,,CEID;)5 t,=(CID;,PT,,CT,,PEID,,CEID,) ¥
S AGFR I 24 HAY 4:CID;=CID,,PEID#PEID,,CEID;=CEID,, H.ifi /& LA T 4F 2 45 1

(1) PT,=PT,CT,=CTy;

(2) PT#PT,CT,=CT;;

(3) PT.=PT,,CT,#CT,.
2.4.3  Token VLML G 28 5 51 £ A4) [H] 1) A S

B Token [H) AT L I 2 & SR AT 3843 WU L 5 2 ] LUAHE — fff 2 JE LU Rp i 25 440, oAb OC & U mT g
52 PRFIE S5 # % B R 3 45 T WU oG R f(Token UUFL G &R —HRAE 45 44)), 2 b R AE 45 40 4 B 4 i 4l 4.

R AIE 25 ) 1) Token [H] UG C G 2R 1 BS54 1 FER AR 2R rhy A B8 dRe iE 485 1) I, 6 %60 B (14 56 % Token Log 44
SE A T T AL VIR UG TC 56 2R 1% Token. 491 2, 24 i 2488 B 45 4 vh A7 B 2B BRI (W 18] 4(h) BT 7iR), Token Log & A
7 Token t i /& t a2 — N HUB RN bR IC AR AR FAE £5 44 1 € Token [ 1 DU T G 2R I, 3 LA 5 e A1E 45 74 2 i o
BN Token [A] VL HC OGR4 4 45 H T 58 BEKTMR S O 2% f(r AL 45 # — Token VGG OG 2R) S 45 411 19 2 5 (3 F 5
S1H).

Table 3 Mapping from matches between Tokens to substructures shown in Fig.4

23 Token VLMLIC R BIRFAE S5 M (K 4) WL OC R

Token VL it ¢ & FRAE 254

HOBAE A AR K 4(h)

IG5 UG i K 4(a)

IR G 4(d)

[ 25 G i K 4(e)

2. K 4(c)
A B A R 4(e)~ K 4(g). E 4(h)
(CEZNUNS A A 7= 3 A ) K a(d). K 4. [ 4(h)
A7 S R AR 1) K 4(b). F 4(c). K 4(h)

Table 4 Mapping from substructures in models to matches between Tokens

F 4 FEHEZ 3] Token VGG 2 I WL

L4 1 KI5 P 7 1 Token DG AC e 22 ) 2 e

4y | T L TR T T 7 A b 0 R AT B UGG 2 5 I 1
AROR I R B JEE J97 1147 {E Token 2

il 4(c) t1 15t i L 2 B D . 3

F 4(d) t0 15t 3 AL JF R TC A fﬁu' ﬁ;ﬁtﬁz 4

4(e) ty 5t il A2 25 DU ’ 5

an | AR G iR IR A 6
AR R k4 CID A i 2 =2 Il JEE 7 T 45 7E 7

wag | TR 65 GG IR AR | P54 Token:tty 8
A 3 a5 CID AN, % # A IR 9

& 4(h) JE T A AE S B IR PR BT Token 10

3 EERE

i/ Token Log AT PRI J7 3250 A I B2 A P 1 A5 P At 2 A 1R 40 A F) Tt 1 o P O R 100 5
Pk A H A AR SE BE R 20 3.1 1Y R B A AR R A R IR R (10 596,58 3.2 TR AN AT R HS N R e B
PERITT .
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3.1 MERBEHMIERE

FBETR 8 g 1) 1A P 0 Tk H AR Token 1EAff S NBEARY 1) F2 5 47 3, b A 3ok FRASE Y 55 Token (1256 & 4 b e 38
NS ARRIEN RS AT Token 78 H & 4G I VCAC G R ABRES IEMIE N I FE ALY AN BEEE 4R Token
A I UTTE G ZR P AFTE S B8 IE A SE NI B35 20 A T I W T AR AR 2R 15 w] LUIE 3N Token, B 56 75 2244 H
HHP T Token [ UL L OC R B, X SO RAHER 3 PRI A TLELOC R W, 2 5 & — N rl ge & Bl 16
Token Log 75143 [¥] Token Z13%.

Table 5 A-running case in the token log of the process in Fig.1
=5 [E 1% R Token Log H [ —Ais 4T S 4

CID | Token PT CT PEID CEID Token PT CT PEID CEID | Case number
t, A B 1 2 t7 Y 6 7
t B C 2 3 tg D E 7 8
ty cC M 3 4 o D F 7 9
3 t c 3 5 L) E G 8 10 100
ts J J 5 6 ty F G 9 10
ts M D 4 7 t1 G H 10 11
6 JE/R T3 5 H Token [T A7 VC AL OC R, HFh AT 2 B VUL OC R A PR ICHE OC &R
Table 6 Matches between tokens in Table 5
F 6 %5t Token [ HVEHL % &
VE i ¢ R 44 ik Token %f ap BUE | MK
HOP R bRl ts 0.1 1
s (t1,t2), (t2.t3), (t2,ta), (ta,te), (tats), (ts,t7), (te.ts),

SRR (ts,to), (tz,t8), (t7,to), (te,t10), (to,t1a), (tro,t12), (taa,t12) 05 14
JER UL (t3,ta), (ts,to) 0.2 2
EEZUN (t6,t7),(t10,t11) 0.2 2

o PRSI E R EE N BAS UL IE 56 28 A AR 1 T 48 i dap(degree of accepting pair) %7, H. dape[0,1],81,dap )
BUEAZAE O B 1.1 Bl 5 o K MG VG B O R (t, te) LA R BNt AN BRI T tg BB LELN, WU W] LLKE % 0C R 1K) dap
fH¥ A 0.5 B H AT T 0,1 2 (] (1) BN H 7R e BN TL L OC FR Y dap (B, 1T DA H5 00 45 SRS i A2 BE 10 Sk dw
T DU E O 2R 4 LE A N IR R SR ARl 4 — /N UL TC O 3R 1K dap {8, 7T LA 58 HEAS S 401 1E A SN 3 FR R 20 P 2 1%
{EFx >k dac(degree of accepting case), 45 7 ¥2: 40 1 :

AR L A2 & PIUEHEOC R TP, my A H & b 3 — S i) v B T E OC &R I3, wi e (0,1) /2 XA IS ¢
RICFT A MR A b (W B B FR A dac 27 1% S5 401 1 Af SN e PR ABE 2R P 5, )

\ I dap;
0

dac =" wx=—— | Hrh,
i-0 m; i

w; =1.

M_

I
o

67 58 G FiC 5C 2R 1F A IEN 1A R 88 I, S [0 E R 5% R 1A s AN [ A8 4, A UG B 9 R Y2 A DU UG i K R A o 3R
N St AN SE 48155 1) LY 558 K (SR DG AN g LN, JU) ] 8 2 $EAN I8 AT 7 51U A7 45 ) ). i LA AR i i dac 1 A
P wy Fon g FRUC AL ¢ &R 10 ERL R, N 7 5,4 wie(0,1). 58— ANMEAT S dac ok T A H G RE
TE AR IE N I R B AR () R B 4 ) dal (degree of accepting log) 7, HovH 58 7 i K.

2K 2. A n e H B SN B o A TEAS SR AE A B G R I R B dacy A2 A S IE A N O R
BRI FE B  dal K R FEA H & RN 1E A N 1L R A (W R 5, )

n

2> (¢ xdac,)

dal = &0

n
2 C
k=0
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dal 7R A7 UL RC % 2R AE IE B SN R R B2 (P S R R A — AN UL LS R UL R 2 5 %
£ dale[0,1],0 KRBT (VL AL 5% 2R HAN RE IE A L R AR, 1 3055 BT 1D DG G 0% 3 40 E 8 LE A SR 81 4, 4
6 PHULH R RN 1B 3 245 RN 5 P,

Lts,te) (1)
:>(t£$6) J ¢>(F7’t8

) ' - O L 9(tay,t12)
205t M) (019) \V/

A BUBEE bR o I VG P X AR
QIR T I P Hetrs
Fig.5 Result of putting tokens in Table 6 into the model in Fig.1

K5 26 ILHRARIINK 1 AR 45 R

WE 6 Jros R TEEL OGR4 Token AIIEA NI dap /& 0.5, dap 2 1, H W wspsime
=0.1,W nprren=0.5W s20n=0.2,W munn=0.2,1] dac=0.8107.dac=0.8107 F£/RIXAIE1T L F Fh &N UEHL O R FIH
81.07%I1 A 2 BB % 1 1E Aff U Ik R AR U AL o 5 10 HU — AN IS AT S, i AN 2 A H S R H S hie & &
2 W CID=4 {1i2 47 521 (dac=1) HLH I 10 ¥k, M) H 2 dal=(0.8107x100+1x10)/(100+10)=0.8279

Fig.6 Example model containing all typical substructures
K6 A0 & iR Ak 45 K4 110 e R A8 Y S 441

32 MEHXANRHTEN

WIEE 2.3 5P, VA H b7 55 L R AR YRR AR 45 F  AE A2 A T 3 %o Overfitting, Underfitting A 2401 45 44
ot T IR S AE L 4R R O 200 i s AR AR IR X 1 AR R4 by R A5 T S R AT A DT .

FI ks A 25 110 58 B 3 1o & v Token DUAC O 2 A2 75 AT A2 o REASE AR v A5 AR AIE 45 b (¥ R 87 k. T FC G R
T AR 45 R R R VEE G R R L T X AR AE 45 R4 AT B8 AR 10 BT AT DT C G 3R AR SC IS (1 do A AR AR rp kR AiE
& K B HOX DU E G &R (1 2R WLk 4.
321 RBIRE FERE AR 4544

SR PR L (R AE 45 4, DG AE SR DI e S 00 o (K B P A AT SR sk S T DR E T 20T
PR UG 5 45 5 AR FR rp A R AP AR 4G . S5 BT LI 6 il Pg 2 BB AR R A TPy A Ps A%
AR AT 45 5 45 R ZE BT, P S G 20 i A2 A 6 B 4% 1 10 37 30 2

FERF A MR A P 75 AL U AU I v H SR O e {5 B AR SCAR $% Petri W H T-ANAR &(T-Invariant),S-
ANAZ B (S-Invariant) VB i ot isk AR R AT 0 8t SRR IE 45 #1013 BT T- AN 0, S- AN 728 Bk 1 5 L I

EX I(KEKIEMR. T-AEE. STLE)X!

(1) JrAq Petri-net PN=(P, TR il L& R —AMES P RS TR TS F IRIBAERE A;
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(2) T-ARARRZTTRE AX=0 (08B, AR 00 A O AL o BT AT AR5 A KR IT 55 H AR 2 BT R 2K R 51,
Ho 3R 0 bR IC AR IE R R LE KRB

(3) SRR TRE ATX=0 FIRE R, SLMRE A AT BT (R FE Token CH BE IR IR 2L K751,
Foh 3R 0 Ar i I EE T R s 1E s T H1

(4)  T-ARABEA R HACY T R 2 A B0 1, S- R4S I AR 2 HLAN Y FE 2 2 4 S 1.

AR SCAEFH 0 FEARE R 34 2 A B WR-Net, (R T- AR & S-ANAR & — o 17 M T- N8 i 45 R4 0 AT 1R ik %
SR S-ANAR B g SRR 4 BT R G5 O 3R o B b B A kR S R 45 ML TR T AR EE BT 5 a5 R EE BT BV AR IT
Q B FAG A 5 #4504 72 T P 6 ANAR S i B SE I INAT 45 Q A5 4B AN IR 1 A — AN KRR R G544, B 7 B,

T-ARAF G, S-ORAR 55 FE MR AR — (H o — 41 1 0,1 20 A B0 B /N 2 16 f%, B SRk [24] 7 #2211 ) LMST-
A5 (legal minimal semi-positive T-invariant).[& 7 BRI AR T-RAEH . S-AB R R/DFEIEMILE 7.
* 8.

HRAE e 7 W] LASRASOE PR L £ 454, BRSO R R (“Ac 4R 3R 4 T 4 1F):

(1) RIS Q MIRANE NG IN, WA {GIRI{B,C,E,F}, il i i B DG IR FE BT P, 75 213 2 414 10;

(2) WAL Q MM E 1 %2{AB,C,D,J K, LMMI{ABJIKLMH YL LIS T BB HAS X

1155 B N C 4 & IR R 45 iR Py AT Pg, 23 5ill 35 /2 4% 11 6 4% At 8. 31 2 IR FR £ BR AR R JIT P, 3l 2 4%
% 1;
(3)  HRAEWIL IR AR T L B4y S {C, DIFILH, N}, 0 W B it P, 1 P, 43 M6 SR 45 11 7 F 44 9.

Fig.7 Circular model of Fig.6 after adding Q
7 K6 SRR IESS Q T ARG PR

Table 7 Legal minimal semi-positive T-invariant of the model in Fig.7
FT 7 BT BE T- AR RN IER

A B C D G J K L M H | E F Q
1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 1
1 1 0 0 0 1 1 ! s 1 1 0 0 1
0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0

Table 8 Legal minimal semi-positive S-invariant of the model in Fig.7

F8 7RI S AR RN IEM

i P, P, Ps Ps P7 Py Pg Py © Ps  Ps Py
1 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 0 1 1 1 0
1 j! 1 1 1 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 1
1 1 15 1 1 0 1 0 1 1 1 1 0
1 1 1 1 1 0 1 0 1 1 0 1 1

FEFR 8 G R Rl O BT FE BT #0524 R4 K 4 R A P (0 AR S-AN AR AT e A2 3
B[R] 25 A T R T, 5 T MR D o R A R A s L AR R R R

(1) HisE BT ARac A O B FE T, e AT W] BB AL T ) — AN A 45 K 1R 2 BT 4 45 K X RE TR A 45 M) J T SR B R A
VELE I R B T 414 4 (set of potential parallel places’ combination, f#i ¢ PC):
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PC={{Pg,P10,P11},{P9,P10,P4}.{P7,Ps,Ps}.{P7,Ps,P1:}}.

EX 10(BEHLXEMASE). 44 WF-net PN= (P,T,F) 144 5 45 0 15 Fi 43 0 01,0455 Q LL o A
A~ BLi % 5 E PC={PCy,PC,,....PC.}Fr N PN IFIHELE I PR BT 41 & % 2 HAX 4:PC;ePC H PC; 4
PN'=(P,TU{Q},FU{(0,Q),(Q.i) N S-AAZ e fie /- IE AR IR B AN BT AT AR ic o O (T AL 45

E X 11(3 % 9 X EE & set of places in parallel branch, &%k PPB). 4 PN=(P,T,F) & —/~& # WF-net,PN
o — AN IR SR ) o SR TR T PR T AL AR SRR PN I — AN R Oy ST PR BT AR 46 Sl PPB.

EIHE 1. % PC={PC,PC,,...,PC }J& PN=(P,T,F)I¥ £ I K i pr Al &5 £, HVpeP'={P1,Py,...,P }ili /& peP.
4 PieP’,PC;ePC,#:(PiePCiAVP(eP(k#i)=PyePC))A(Pig PCiAVPeP(ki)=Pyz PC;), ] P’ fEZ PN 1j—A>
PPB. {1 5 JE A v, 8 — AN B AL & P op i oG 2 I3 45 749, 0 P12 —A™ PPB.

TE A 38 B Pie PCIAYPye P (ki) =Py e PC; Hif I Py £E 5 — ¥ £ I B 4L 4 o J0) P o A 76 35 78
T EAEIEAN G T Pig PCAVPeP(k#i)=P e PC; fi5 t1 AL Py ARG rp, U Prh L AdAT: R 1K) T R AR AR X
ANH A AR T R P I B R AT R Re AR IR — AN IR S 3 B BT AT FE T A T RE B2 AN OF R S5 R R O R
53 ST AR B — AN IE R 5 S BT EE BT AR b — AN AR AR AR AR — DN AR TR IR R EE T L & b
1. A ILE IR LI 2 A IR At AR L2 90 R 03 S A AT IR R 53 3 0 B i 450 an 8 1 b\ pgy
2| pg I A5 18 2 P FL 2 I R 43 SCIFE R 4548, e S-ANAS AL B P AN A {4, Pe, Pa 3 FH{Ps, P73 i 1 {pa.Pe. Pe} = 2
AN IRy SCARIL 53 ST AL A5 RN P ={pa,Pe.pe} 8 AN & PPB, R JEUAS Y b AN A7 7E A 15 HAN AL 75 {pa,Pe,pa} I IR
751, O

EIHE 2. A4 P 5 PUEAHE WF-net PN ({154 PPB, I P 15 P'J& T PN [ il — AN 3 & 45 #4224 HAL 4

VPC;ePC,#73P;ePAP;ePC;{=#PxePCiAPeP".

IE ¥ : 4514 3P;ePAP;ePCi{=>#PePCiAPeP'$5:PPB P 5 P'ANREIR] I H BLAE — AN (E R EE BT AL A b AR
VB A I R PEFT A A (B0 S-ARAEE) 1 SCAT %A PPB L BILAE [|)— N B AL IF A JE i 4 & v ) abA SR AN J2 [ —
AN FE R G5 AL T RS [ 43 3 R Bs an SR P AS PPB AN & T[] — AN R 4 1, il — 52 43 [ I H A0 AN 7 7 9 R P o
2 G v DR b AR IR S 5 T8 TN RIS PPB RN HIILTE (R — NS TR R R FE T AL A, ) R — A
IR G R AN R 7332 O

(2) WPz 1, L3k PC P 3REUK IF & 3 3R T A AT {Pe, P10} {P7,Pe} { P} F{P 1} R4k & B 2, )5 T[] —
AN IR B IE 5y ST B SR 416 i {Po, P10} 5 {P7,Ps} {Ps} 5{Pu}.

(3) ST 7 FF I 43 31 PR BT vy AR 4 Jt Ik AR AR 2R 4K 30 B AT 1) I K (P, Po) F1 [R] 25 (P, Po) i JI X, B AT . 36 2
At 4 FIGAE 5 RS — AN EEFT (0 9 R 53 SCE BT 8638 R Rk BA X FE 2R (P g, Paa), e ATT N6 A2 4% 1 3.

(4) BERI AL A TE B PE BT HAS & TT 06 5 25 R 22 B 00 26 BT 38 O 6 s A b 3 e e, 0k 2 4% A1 2.
322 FEwHEEER)

A5 FH RSP 5 75 SRR 25 K AT D TR e ) 4 G 7 MR R AR A A b I R AR TR ) R B A A dep(degree
of covering place)# /~,dcpe[0,1]. 41 U, H 75 7 2235 42 1 4% #F g A 31— 22, ) 4 dep=0.5.48% #5464~ 2 AT 1) dep (B
B 78 A% SR S5 4 P T AT 2R T A AR TR - S R B R R R A S5 A I R AN R AT w3 oR HBGE we[0,1].
dem & AN R:

238 3(degree of covering model). 4 PN &4 2 WF-net, TL 5 Token Log,PN 5 n Fh4FAE 45 4, m; 5t 5 Fl oy
JIE 25 A6 R T . T2 B B TS R A S Wy R R R AR 45 MR A G MR A A I SRR A dep AR BERD 45 4 vh B b EE BT
B TL ARBLAGRLRE, ) TL AR 31 PN (KRLEE dem 4

) chpj )
dem=>"| w, x% AL w =1,
i=0

i=0 i

b, vH 53 5 S n) B 1 RN B A6 R EE I (R R 5 WAHIR Token Log YA #F), 1 Je 22 i 51 3.2.1 4
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9 75 VAR R A AL 45 6 v 8 i, 45 R LR 9.
Table 9 Places of special substructures of the model shown in Fig.1

RO B LRI AR S5 R R I (R SR R P e

I G 30 T Hm) | W)
FOB G p3 10 1 0.1
FHRA jﬁfﬁﬁgﬁ . : 2 01
2 b fﬁf}g‘jﬁ Pebr : 4 04
o | s e 5w

HHE 9 B0, % TE 5 AR ARG B0 110 3 B 45 0 5 01 R 45 A S a0 7 45 T O T AT dom Wiy, SRR T AT
Token SR 20 N (4 BT o (A B 8 B o), 15 MEAT U5

AR S PE T Hh (1) Token JIWT E 25 2 75 996 A2 28 T (1) 2K O f a2 3L dep:

(1) p3'h ts & HIBAE bR IL, 15 2 4% £F, dep=1;

Q) p2 HA to, AN 4, dep=0;p; T LA ty, [V EEAN I 2 47, dep=0;

(3) ps HALE t,,dcp=0.5;p; R AL ty3,dcp=0.5;ps5 55 po 72 dcp=0.5;

(4)  (Pa,Ps) 5 (pe,p7) 1 EB AL T ULIR ¥ Token,dcp=1;(ps,ps) 5 (p7.Ps) ] P 47 Token, A~ &£ ZE 3K dep=0.

ta te N BRI, HABLI RN
Fig.8 Result of putting tokens in Table 5 into the model in Fig.1
K 8 ¥4 5 Token A 1 B

5 2 FHRFIE SR 1K) F 4 dep Ja 5045 dem=0.5,38 75 H A e 135 2 s A28 v REBRp AR S5 4 11— 2470,
BRATEHE AL 5 B HE DA — A SEF] AN 2 1) CID=4 RS2, W) 1k 72 h e AT AR % A2 K L 161 9 s,

|
—— BT —— > R

Fig.9 Running paths of Fig.1 after adding the case CID=4 of Table 2 into the log in Table 5
Kl9 £5 HEFERME 2 F CID=4 FIsLpl )G,/ 1 RIS 1T # %

BRI B8 T PR S5 (1°F- 2 dep 24 0, AR 4 1,97 LA dem=0.9. 41 R P8 4 2 h CID=5 [y 543, U A v
P B AR AR b il AT R BT o A 5 AL BT 45 AR Token, 36 dem=1.% 45 78 HS 8 1 T A B R g
fig = S H A A2
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WA E Overfitting 2544, W) H &5 78 25 30 A VFAT 0 (AR B S5 AR, DR T DL 5 135 & MG AH dn LAY
A& Underfitting 544, BE i H 406 006 & e 65 3 55 TL47 0 (dem=1), H B8 g6 2E e ir 5 H & N ¥ (dal=1). L i,
AT HERR X Underfitting 25 4 5 4 WR 2 HE R 5 Underfitting 45 #0152 34 B S AE T 11 5 T- A48 i | S- AR AS i i
TR A )& Underfitting 45 F4) Ff) AN £ T 2 55 B s N RS AR i L 25 4472 Undeerfitting 2544, 0l 2> B 5 1R 2 42
MAESS W 3 W) Ny AR FE AR SCIR 73 SN AR 5 BT IR R IRFE B ) AN X 4y B AR5 WU A R
45 30 B 20 B — T 4%, W B 3 AR N SN I 10 ik 4544,

Fig.10 Model the checking method recognized by reading N3 in Fig.3
K110 1B 3t Ng SEFR N R SGIBCR RE 0T B (1) A8 Y, B 26 B B S AT 45 TR 46

T2 B AT 45 B SRR PR T S B S-AN AR S R W AR TR o A IR 22 0 R AR 9 o T 5 4, U B R
A P B A X e R S 2 T R Y Token VGHE G 2 H H & P JF B IX 88 Token VCHE5G &R, B 2K dem &t
B, B s HERR S Underfitting 45 #4) 11152 5410

4 f3& dal 5 dem FIHTFF & 1%

dal R/ FER RE 8 AE il H 2 N 2RI RE 7 dem Ko B & 78 S5 B0 T SR VFAT o RS ) L FE B 5 H &
VRTC I 78 7 B4 AT 20 (1) BEBYEERENS IEHRIE N HAE TP BT N 4 (dal=1);(2) H & ZA S BEAL Rebg A4 i i o
H W% (dem=1).
(1) AN dal(BEBYIER k)& A 10 0 AR AR 2 55 AR 9 R VLIS, 0 mT g HRE DE AN H & iR 2>
A2, B R R DU IE RN E A& BT I N A AR TR IR ) DU ON AR 22 H S s I P A (R
Overfitting 45 #4)). (Al Bt dal {5 KT FrAE(E, FUE B 5 H 32 DURC 1) 2 LA AR T A A& 78 20 41
(2) X dem(HE&sEHME) R H &R SBAURITIE, W mT 68 H & a8 B AL R85 A o) H &N
IR B HEAE T P B B2 28 e ) H A& A (R R I TR 2 B RN RE AR e H &
5. R dem B K T br e, 2R B R VT e AR 2R 0 0 BE4% 11 17T AN A2 78 43 4% A1
F RS AR Y G 68 2 ol A BT P 2%, LGS A8 I B 5 B B e 008 2 J R T A P 2, i R A B 2 Undlerfitting 45
A 43 5 W A P R R T T B ARG Y b A L A 5%, DRk AR SCHE VA5 dem N B A58 280 v P A 1)
HATAT S (AR RRRE LA 3.2.2 1) LLHERR Underfitting &5 £ X6F 340 Wt (¥ 5% M.

Hig b, HAT M dal=1 H dem=1 I A4 ) 2 i R A 5 H 2 58 A VCAC A ST B LA R v, b 1 2R 28 R 22 B
s ILEE, B dal A1 dem ik AN 2 1.8 10 41 T 3X S 5w A 5%

Table 10 Factors of the model and log affecting their match and their impacts
F 10 BERLE & m 54 DU i DN 28 J H AR

FALIESES HaEAzws  HEAdd BRsEs A AES AL

FALES) dem PEAIG dal F£1I% dal F£AI% dem BEAG dem PEAIG
HEARTEES 5 AN B SR LSRR 1) 56 38 B & &G 8 A 1247 S0 50 K 283 4T S i) v
B FER 5 TR R A 2 5%, RS B IE 45 R AT A 14 8 5 A 2 B AT, B dem PRI H A aliid i H S b |
BT HA I AR b (K38 4T SE Y B L AT SEH AL BRI 5 1 R, S BUR AU RE e A IE RN HAE A
75, B0 dal B A% AR v A7 7 B gl AT 45 48 IX L6 4T- 45 75 1 2 vh S 8 id s AR AR A Th i R B X AR5 7 AR 0 AR
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2R OR, D dal BRI AN T AT 55 SR AR AE TR b R B H ARk B S5, IXFE AR S5 2 R BUH G %
7 i BRI B AT R AL 45 A8 AT D T A dem (B AE VTS dem 1,08 1 HEBR Underfitting 45 F4) F) 5% Wi, 3 4503 o
P B AT 55 A [F)— A 55, B LA RS R mp B S A A B AT 55 10 SOAN & Undlerfitting 4544, )0 2 3 80 H
B TEIE e A i MR AE 45 440, B dom 4 A1

AR dom P 52 i DR 25 5 T E 28 220 10 e /M AR A0 dal £ 52 0 DR 350 2 L RE AR A e /ML IR B S e PR 3R
RS MUBE Y 1ty H AR B0 38 DDA 50, AN R 9 1 36 5 B8 52 3 28 PR 3R AR S i 2 B2 AN T, i 241 0 dal 55 dem F5 55 %
HARK) H S S,

5 {#H Token Log B S0 4R

L1 WA T T S H R DR A R T 7R 5 IR A R ) B A o R AT e 2 R A
A I, 5 JERE IR A5 EAT R VRS A I 25 7= AR 0 N A 000 (L) B BAT I IG5 25 7 4103 v 45 TR, B Fitness
RBECR;(2) TR E I I ANAT 55 AT J5 38 L RE AT — ANk 8 43 5, W SR M Wi AT AT 55 )% 51 4k 10 3G
b AT 55 Ak T AT BEA fis AR ZS SO H T 4540 h (R R 45 M A 22, U0 T A A 55 £ v ST 358 AT R AR ik A 1 AR AE 5545
tb % % , Bl Appropriateness % 1%;(3) WM& RN ZEZHE M S5 H S0 & HR& 4G R4S 25
Appropriateness [¥] 5 Wi, 7= A= 7 J1E 0 5l A8 H 25 AN 3 R 4504 21 i A AR 20 5 U, 5 L &5 A 1 A H S (2
T A AT S5 G) AT R A N, 25 W R 5 L) FERHUIAT I — AT 55 7P S B o8 D B IR R 45k
(RIAT 55 ToIE AT (H 2 22 BT 25 R BE W BRI 04T, B Fitness M 223 It KA (2) $hAT A A6 3 0% 45 M AT 55 I 445
NS AGAT 45 7 5 LAAR () FCAAT 45, Bl Appropriateness i 12> 8230 B A (3) MR 3 7 9 2 0 W A 5 H
BB AL NS H BN WA ERKER AT 80 a .

g A ) RS 2.3 A4 AT Token Log BIBNHL, A Bt PG 44 51 5 rp o4 th 7R 135 & A A rp A
F Token Log ) 4 I £
51 2HEMKBERE

FERF PR A b, H AR T B SEBRas AT 94T D, AL BARER T 7 28 H AT i i R 4k B 11 3R 1A H
P H S AT 75 PEA A 1 AN ) I P SE 2R AR AE ] Token Log, 1 2k AR 2 3] 4k H A& A8 T o4 H AR AT RS
P, LA RSAT Ay Bl BT 1 500 b i 110 56 e 0 B F) 430 Jmd BRAE 24T H AT A R 2 S & i
H S AN 22 3 BSR4 AR 2 BTAE 55 1 S AT D TR JCSE A AE H G A 240 (K FE Al AT (B 11 BB ARV 1
At F 25 P98, 0 25 i ) H A 4 e 4 I T8 SR VR IAT A

TN WA H& \

— e tatrpun —
{3 L A Token

AL RVE
N =]
TR i1
Token Event
Logi)J7iZ: = = ® Loglty ik
Fig.11 Differences between conformance checking with Token Log and Event Log

K 11 f#7] Token Log 58 1] Event Log 31T 47 & MR A 1) 7 s B &

i Fi Token Log A, 3% T H & S5 HIRFF & 10 78 43 06 B4 15 15 A VA R 9% 43 S 4 358 43 LS B AT S Sk ARG
T LIR854 PR T A 7 AR 5 Fg S MERG 75 H AT I 52 B R B P RS 2547 8 iR (B 11 - More
Log #47).
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52 WEISERARSSH

A3 F H AR BT R & M A A i B2 A BT 2 5 A A (6 I B A, I S I O H A W — 0 b
TR (R PIAT AR T, 2 10 3l R ABE TR R AT — A 1 AR L DA 2 0 92 o 0 oL B2 AT 45 (R SR AT Pl BLSE 0 2 R Rl &
HERE, L A 2 A T S 5 . S TR 7 b 1 I R AR AL 0 B AT AT R A IR BAE R RE ERATS S
M IR o e, 3 225 ) 5 e ) 4 AR K

SR, A ] Token Log 34T 45 & PEAG 75 I AN £ 388 1) 1 26 P afk AN 1L 2 v BUR S0 M im0 e sh 30T AF
1 Token Log B 75 oy, AT 9 AL ) S0 55 A T 552 Token DG IRE 56 22 A0 43 BT AR RV AE 45 #9341 1t Token LI 5% %
B BT LA B[] — AN SE 451 7 Token (IS AL 5% 2R, 1M HL H & v Token 405 2 5 01T 04T 25 AN $ 5t 2k VA ¢, IR 1t
6 B 1) 2% TR) 5 N ) AR AR AN 2 12 1) 707 0 Jo A R bR 245 4% ) [R1 b £ ) Token Log (¥ 75 &5 4 A6 i ok A 6 {5 B
53 EHIEIE

A e H AR AT R O MR A 1y b AR 5 H R I IS LR B S 5 AN RS EUN AL A R
{EL 2 MR A 3 6 AR (1 2 S, TG Bl AT — MBS A H R H B R 3k 2 & S s HLR AR DT LR A
o e 2 AN [RIAR 2 5 H 3R V3 R O, A e MR LSRR 5 H A S AT R T L. A 22 20 5000 LU e ¥ ) ik, 7 A A
7 S P S R ASC R, AN T TR P b o 6 4 A B R I AR e 2 A B N DT L SRS 5 LR R 5 H R TR
%, 5t 5 AfE A P g H DU TRC (9 2

181 ] Token Log N, 5 24 5 77 4 V042 B HUAT A dal 5 dom. T 56 o 55— AN i i 2 o dy) 20 4 s 0 5
AR UCHC, FF e A5 i ) — A i S 5
5.4 ERIFIERRHE

Z 5 A AL A A H AR 5 R AT RE AR AT AR — 5 RO R, T H RN e 3 | R o AN AT WAL & el AR AT S
A8 E VST B T B IR T BRI S [N BN T R A e RE T AR H A R (R 52 B AR O, I R A5t )
SE R HE AT ] Token Log % H % 55858 AL IF 4 45 Mk, A mT LA A2 300 P 2SR AR AR, 1A mpy AN AN mT DAAR I X6 735 & 1 oK
RIS Fi) 71 A T2 i 2 S /) ) ddap, diep K 9wy A AL, 38 T AR 30 H 76 5 A 7R ) sz o 85 00 ff 52 6 dal 15 dem f)
P AFERE A AR H R VT R S R R B R A S H AR R RS AN R R — A
ARoEH HE S — A58 0 H & RN S — A BRGEAT R AR A0 0 1 A3 2000 45 52 AT 524 H
A 1,111 F Token Log 73 31 1) 45 5 nT i 2 W5 A~ H B #2756 10, S INRF & SEBR 1 ol

6 FTiREIE AR

AE HS SRR TLAT 5 e, T LU H 30 3 AR AT 20 -5 O A 25 m A £ fK [ 730, 0 o R A 78 4
HEAEATTAE AT A PR A 7 i, 20 L R BASE 2 e A BE A7 AE 1 1) 7B 5

(1) HESHEEASE R Token, 5550 A7 4 B BeAT I AE 4 1) Token. JX 2K Token & WA p 47 £ 47
AT UL A 55 (invisible task), $i i 45 K A7 AR IR EEAE 55 (H 2 AT 8 H A& g % 1 ORIl i) 7 AT fE
HBLAE SEBL AT AR G 0 R, DL 8 1E T 6 [ A ) T 48 itk R AT T AR A 1 T A B A i
Y L

(2) HE™T Token AR f A XF AT 55 1 JCVE AN, Ut WA 55 AE 4T 0 AT A0 5% (H 2 AE B v 0T
PLIZ AP B8 U6 T R A S BOA A T AR A AE A A A AR P SR A R B S Y
i RGN I EL RGO FF SR

(3) Harf Token [AHAT R 128 Jf i Jo i SN AR 2 33 WA 55 ] 10051 G 28 e AT AE AR rp 4B H A&
Token [ G PE 5 28 0 i A8 AL Fp 4 0T 17 1K) 45 K, t 150 1 7 [ 9 11 8

(4) MR EATHON Token (1 B R] BER 7N 1% % BT BT AE I RAT B AR B BT Bl A7 57t 1 DL AR 6
SR IR P2 T R 3 AT ARG 170 AN [R] 40 321K Token L A8, 1T A %ot 7 1 AN [ M 45 90 R Al 326 5% 1) AS [ Ak
] LT X L S5 S8 0 AN [RME 55 10 25 P 4118 25, LI B 551 7 5305 H 2RI 55 I AT
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10 A FH AL A 3 5 SEH ) Token Log 5 1] 1 1) 3k FE AR B A7 755 & PE G 5,45 31 dal=0.8107,dcm=0.5,% &
2 H 2 BB AN 58 M RIS T A AN AT WAT 55 A7 AR I RT Re M, ) X R IR 45 S R /R L 3 DU AR G il H &
16 AR TR - H A R T 1) Token (22 €8 5 (R AR TS Fp B A] 75 31 P 12.
'I\M invisiable task

o TR Lap

Fig.12 Putting all tokens in Table 5 into the modified model of Fig.1
Kl 12 #4535 T Token SHAME MU 1B 1 i FEELAL A

N Token ML REH KL t3 5 te TCIESR BN — A AN IR A OGAT: 55 A5 I AT 55 474, 1 25 1) PR IGLF 5% 3% A 1k
SLIXAME S AR AT REMLZ — AT IAR 55 4500 T AL AN T WAE 5 MGt 5 te 3T DU BERY rp ] o JE {52
= AR T 7 PR T v AT 1 3o Token, 3X 26 Token 4 rp 7R 1 #5645 1y (¥ PR i b 2R 7E AT I H B AT
AL 55 BR AR IR BEAT BT HI 0 AT 55 B BIMESS | INIEHE. (155 C BMESS K AL FE MR IX L85 5, T LA
B P AR Sl 5532 A, e AR 2 BEAT R AT ROl 55 4 AT

i/l Token Log HEATFF & PEA 2 A1 R vp I A7 1R 22 JEAb IR S8 v JEORT ALY F) 18 ol A7 4 T 22 1) 4 A .
FCOCHE R BT X Token HUAASIRY I 8 A= (R % b 5 D0 L A4 G A, 5 SIS L et I 6 1) 50, A T 5 Hh gt R s 2%

7 IAES53K

AHTEEN AT HIE LA PIPE 5 ProM FRR M8 T H . kRS d 2, E AT Petri S
43 F T H: PIPE A JF K 119 Token Log A= a4 44 A i R 42 48 5236 T 2 ProM A JT & 1] Token Log 2451 2= H i {4
555 & R A A1
7.1 4 M Token Log
PIPE /& 15 1) Petri W g 455 55 43 A L2 320 P B SUIE A 0 30 UE i AR B AT Hh e 8 ™ AR IR i s P
Token Log # 2\ H &N, 456 PIPE T RIF R T BEUPAT I FERBEEL I 4E 1% Token Log 4 {1
711 BHUPAT R
AT AR ) H AR R A R R AT I R A IR R . B A A A i R B S — AN I R A 2
AN SE A5 [R] BoF $RAT AR B H R 22 IS AT S0 P 2R A8 85 TR il R T SR AR SCHR T RS AT SR AR S
V1 I BV A% 0 N 2 A7 FH B T AH DB &5 0 % g v AT B, 9 A R
(1) 1R AR SE i T (place) 41 % (PlaceList) AT 45 (task) 41l % (TaskList) % 7, 22 BT ic 3% & BT A 1) i A AT:
% (InputTasks) F1 4 H T 45 (OutputTasks), /T 45 ic 3% ‘& T 5 140 41 A J& Jt (InputPlaces) Al i 5 22 it
(OutputPlaces);
(2)  FEAMAESPAT A4 Hofi N ZE BT b YA Token, 1% Token 527 2.1 5@ XAH [
(3) TEAESIAT )G, A E N Token B BT A8 HI 2% P2 T BA 41l (NonEmptyPlaceQueue) ic 5g, 4 Sk A\ JE =¥
JEE BT A B0 ) P T He A0 AT HRAT 100 % H AT 45, U N 22 i 46 455 BA 41 (Place WaitingQuieue);
(4)  FREUZE BT AT 04T AT 45 (0 778 getReadyTask(-), 4 Wi b viE S %A 45 KO BT B My N JEE BT R 3408 Token;
W RZEFTE 2 AN AT B O 4 2 AT 1 BB AL B AN
(5)  BLRIATAE S 11 55 executeTask(-), oAU & MAT 45 BT 3 N e BT vh % B — A Token, 3% 17 BT 5 i
JE BT SN BT Token; 24 H T4 3 4 F (1) Token;
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(6)  FTERHAL 1Y) Token {5 ELI¥1 i printTokens(-), -U 45 75 Token 4 /5 #E I 4T B,
(7) VIR B (% N ZE T initModelinput(-) 7 723, 2L A & A1 A 20 4y N 22 i SN 7 Token, 3K i
NJEFTEINE] NonEmptyPlaceQueue H . 7E S0 AT L R A, BEAL ST 1% 77 3 ) AT SE 30 22 4 s ) [] i as 47
PR B8O SR HCARAT 1 B B 24 5 1R S50 A 50, AN PR AT
(8) AL FEEFTBAFI I removeEmpty(-) I SR ES BN & Token )% Ft,addNewNonEmpty(-) F SR s In AL 45 $h 47
JE W E B Token 145 BT 2 i 2 AR5 A A B A removeEmpty(-) J5 1%, V6 R 5 3B 25 3 B BA S A 7D, e 1
getReady ()77 12 I HI SR 3k B BA A7 v A2 AT AT Ho L AT 55 1) 126
AR L A 55 07 1k S B AT I RS R 1) B LS 1
Bk 1 B AT R R R R A
Input: PlaceList; TaskList; numCase;
Global: NonEmptyPlaceQueue; PlaceWaitingQueue;
Related Methods: getReadyTask(-); executeTask(-); initModellnput(-); printToken(-);
Output:Token Log
Begin:
initModellnput(-);
while ((Place p=NonEmptyPlaceQueue.getHead(-))!=null){
Task t=p.getReadTask(:);
if (t'=null){
UsedTokens tokens=t.executeTask(-);
printToken(tokens);
NonEmptyPlaceQueue.addNewNonEmpty(-);
NonEmptyPlaceQueue.removeEmpty(-);
PlaceWaitingQueue.removeEmpty(-);
if ('PlaceWaitingQueue.isEmpty(-)){
NonEmptyPlaceQueue.add(PlaceWaitingQueue.getReady(-));
}
if (numCase>0){
if initModellnput(-) by random is OK then numCase=numCase-1;
}
Yelse{
PlaceWaitingQueue.add(p);
}
}
End
DA O T R AN A5 i DA 2 P T A% o S 2 e, SRR AT R AT A 55 AU AT, L DG B A e 4 Al = P
BAZ Al P T BA A 1) S0 38 R AR AR AT 55 0 AT I 8 58 A 55 AT 7T BE 5 22 Al 2 i e b e O ob A Ho At Token, JU 22
BT 1) 22 P2 I A B A A A S5 4R T 5 2 1) 28 BT v 5 TR 16 Tokenn, WU S22 3 A 23 5 B Iin N BA S AT 95 0 AT )5
A BE T BURE LGRS P T AT T PAT (R0 %0 H A 5%, T B 42 R 245 2 9T 0 N 81 2 e S5 A5 BA 91 22 T 45 5 A 271 SR £
AR 25 P BT AE A g W] LARAAT S5 7V 00 38 A 4% 2 i BA 470 v 3E 4 T NN S 3 B0 8 B I8 S B AT AT BAB
AT FR 8 H AT 55 DR PR AEAT 55 AT J 30 15 S 2 i A5 A A 81 o A T AT i A 55 1) P2 e s Jm 38 1 2 2 B BA B v
ohy SE IR, 22 A S A [R] I IS AT 1R R FE AT I AR a8 0 T BEAL S 208 S 490 1k 3 R SR A8 31 1 51 45 A £
TR BT A, A5 11 8 Bl S2 8.k SEBLAE AT B Token Log 15 &, BT 4 IIZ AT S5 AR 4 FH [R) — AN A28 2 BT A 41
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i#3d Token #5747 ¥ CaselD 15 &\, A A0S BN W] SE 4 (@ A TR, I B — AN s AT sE il e 0 — AN 45 B
7.1.2  SERAEM

if FH_FR B PRAT S5 A PIPE P& T ALl i AT 1k R4S ) H A 1l Token Log M4 44, B 13 4 fiff FHZ 46 1
BERLPAT 100 A5 N 22 BE [ B 0 103 2T 4T BN Token Log(Ch T 4812 1) Token Log #% 345 78 SN K] 1 4%
R S5 W AT 55 26 B A8 SRl P > 52), HL A 510 35 41 P 8 2R AE i T 0 N R A K.

I 11 mMaTT =T

, B(IS), 2, T(ERED,3 4, F(8#), 6, cUES,7
Lo GES L BESy 2B, B(HS), 2, TGERED,3 11,5(0S),2, c(Ftid),3
l2, ”pa llaJI :A(E-':TJ“, % KUEEE) .5, F ili2,B(04S), 2, cHis), 3
122 &q)”q BEYS)y, 41, F 2) 6, LUE) T4, ciiEsh .7, BE(EER,8
13,0le0,  NoJ laEES L, KOER) .5, LUEm),7]s, chie), 3, JGEE) 4
ol gl s el AT moRE) 5100 5, JOEE) . 4, KUERD,S
1= =11 | 4
14,1120, noj z(2ESN 14, 8(HS),2, cEki), 3 4, 0H(EB),8, PL0,9
:5,”90 ot mazgilils, soMS),2, chiz). 2 6, c3ti),3, T(2E)4
14, B (FEESNL) BEHSN, 216, B(AYS),2, C(FLi2).3 6, J(i&&),4, J(ES),5
ls, “A ﬁ-q)”l' By il 2l 4, c(BEi), 3, DUSER) .4 5, T(Z4&),5, K(EE),6
L 1C (%) B(I-S),2, TGHRE]),3 7, 1(3RED,3, B(IUS),4
Ig,llea, o) 'A(E%J:Lllﬂ, B(AYS),2, TGEEED,3 10,c(3kiz),3, RUEE) .4
boeo, o4 aczey e BUS),2, TGEE),3 8, TGEE),3, B(HE),4
m,ua &mlm 1B (Y-S, 21 10,B(M45), 2, c(BEi%),3 11,c(Btid), 3, RUER) .4
b sl ,liatm{q):l,z 11, B0, 0, (), 1 11, K(EH) 4, FEEE),S
|a [IFD 104 |A(&%)|,1| 11L,2(#HS),1, B(MS),2 12,c(3kie),3, J(EE) .4
lg,n (el 1) 15 g2, 2! 12, po, 0, A(ES),1 11,F(51%),5, LUEIT),6
|1‘ cg,ﬂia;)lad Jgﬁ %1:4 |12,Atﬁ%),1. B(MUS),2 11,K(EK),4, LUET),6
IGERED,3, B(MYS),4 9, T(ERED,3, B, 4
,9,”90 ,,04 |A(E"?]|,l| D(¥&B), 4, E(BEE) .5 2, B(YS),4, I(RE]),S
Ig, 2 (FS)) 1) IB(EH—-:-,):I 214, DN, 4, FEEIR),6 3, B(IS), 4, I(EF),S
:10:,:90 0q GRS, 13, TEER)),3, B(MS),4 10, x(fEE), 4, F(&),5
110V (SN 1) B (FYS ), 2 4, E(EEZS), 5, GUES,7 10,F(#%}®),5, LUET), 6
; * 1 r 1 : CID=1

CID PT PEID CT CEID

Fig.13 Part of the Token Log of the model in Fig.1
Bl 13 & 1 B8 A ) Token Log i 43 P 257 5l

Wk 13 Fros, H s & 1 4> Token 1) 5 AN 5L, A I B 45 1) Token e 422 [ 3L 19 051y HE 471
o EE A NSRBI Token 4% ML A S AR AU HES .51 40, Bl A7 CID 24 1 () Token #4547 i /4= I

Fe LGB G S e bRl ), i WU 1 & e PEID 89 K I

o HFGARLGE AEBNTE R A ALK AAFIA IR T A A R
fﬁ)\%‘ﬁ%\éﬁiﬁc%ﬁﬂ‘:?%ﬁtﬁE‘J%ﬁ)\ﬁ:ﬁkﬂqﬁzfﬁi}'%ﬂqﬁ.ﬂﬂ%ﬁ)\l&ﬁﬂﬂi%ﬁ%%”l%‘,%’%E%
PTAT AL AER B AE BT 2 55 0 5 5 4R 5 K90 AR 5 J5 4 BE FH gy 5

W H SR T 51 1R AT A PR A .

7.2 Token Logf4tE

LJ&?EBZE’JEIMEP@@ 100 s AHAR 22 SIA 5 AH [R] 1K) (s i R A 1R]). DRTG AR 49 G 1k e 2 i, 7 22
X RS HEAT THUAL B A7 A 5] R I8 AT S48 0, T 6 v et B0 0080 AR 5 1 St i H A5 Tl Ad BRG R S R
FETZHEVETE ProM T R B TiAL SR 4T 4T
7.2.1 Token Log TikbH &%k

ZEEH T 4ivt Token Log H & 48 X FILSE A H I A o 0. 2y B 450 v AR [) S 461, v o 3 7 B A ) H s
P2 TR AN SEA 1) A AR I B[R] — ANBRER b i) CATREZR 4SO\ Token (3 B WA 2.

BE 2. 10 SEHI) Token 4 Hhidi A\ Token 572,

Input: Token token; LinkedList(Token) tokenList;

Output: The last token in of tokenList.
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Begin:
lastToken=tokenList.getLast(-);
if (lastToken.caselD==token.caselD){
tokenList.getFirstFromTail (where tmp.CT==token.PT and tmp.CEID==token.PEID);
tokenList.insertAfterTmp(tmp,token);
if (token.isTail(-))
lastToken=token;
}
return lastToken;
End
4 PR TTVEAS N Token I 553 HL A Token £ #4 JRPAT MRS HE 471, a1 58 934> S 451) P 58 A I, DO 0F 17 A 2 P ¢
VSR A Tt SR A S0 A ], D) FL A 5 B J5 — > Token ) PEID FIRE 2 K 52 06 SR AH [ 27 56 K5 T 47 S 491 (1) i
IS B Ja—> PEID 20 FEEIAN R ) AN U A [ — AN /N 1R SE 451 A4 RT 8 P9 A [R]L X RE AN
WD T A5 (8] LA R B RIS W] LA 22 2 R AT b B4 % /)N 20 S 491 P 2 A0 508 2 R ORI 0 3wy BT
2 LA 70 ) Ab BT 22 AN 21 DL AR 3 i v TF SR80 AN TOUAL 2R R 1 3000 3R WA 3.
B % 3. Token Log )T Ab B ALV
Input: Token Log;
Output: Numbers of cases.
Begin:
for (Token t in Token Log){
if (LinkedList for t doesn’t exist){
Create LinkedList for the case of t;
}
tmpToken=Insert t into the LinkedList for the case of t;
if (tmpToken is the last one of the case){
Split the list by tmpToken’s PEID and lengh into different Groups;

}
}

Handle different groups separately with multi-threads, multi-processes, or multi-computers);

End

AR SCHR R TRAL B A G

(1) #EI) h Token HUAT I

(2) ¥ stol 255 20

(3) AT AT A B A MR R 2 4
(A7 105, A B0RE e T L B % S 1A 2 A A T AR 8 s 3 e T S A AL,
7.2.2  ProM Hhyniak B 4 1

K 14 s 7R E LR AR B A ProM o T O THIAL BELAE 11 A BE I 14 H A 45 5R. 45 SRR W S2 i v A
FHI H & SO AT 27 ASANIR ) 92481, B B AT IR T s
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II. r v :
: T —/~Token - K;. T
— e 4 iftHE 5
1 fit Fm &
1 L 1 iz 7
N 1 e -
g ! | CaselDE e ‘
% %—[%EF | |~ =llglo|EsE
B 1 =] Pret [} phantut
2 ] Vibisad Studicn ) Brodrar
g £ szzicy_study [ zzzicy_wtwy2tr ||%
l] I] b [} waper.sie
2 O
ﬂl.“.‘lfl!l ““ ull[ll’lh[lﬁu 'Y
LR EEEH J‘f" Sab| mpmat WARH = [
CaselD ” —
ANEH Case MIGTHE = !Eﬂ’ ﬁﬁiiﬁ?ﬁ@{éﬁi%%& e (x| ma
St b= -

Fig.14 Statistics of merging same cases in the log

Kl 14 HEBSEMNSISER
7.3 it&Edalfidcm

VBT VG e 2 BE 43 P9 A A0 B ST AL I A N H AR (0 FE (dal); 1 57 H A 78 s B2 BT AT nT e AT A 1 R B
(dom) AR 55 3 4T HIA 19 7 7%, 46 ProM H FF & T 6 B B A4 i A% R R BRI TR AR B2 J5 1) Token Log, % H
£04% DAL 45 R (a1 15 Prom)F DCM &5 R (U & 16 Pror).

Bl 15 o T FEBSALLEL BT A Token (A5G R 45 SR A0 M RAK G b T BT A7 S5 400 09 1 Ik 8, AL 35 19
Token [8] ¢ 28 28 FIHUE, BE vl AR TR L 1K) i B B A ¢ DAP 8. 181 16 1A I B R T G A5 45 Tl 11 25 4 1) e
FE(DCP){H 5 U147 ¥ H A5 2 3 AN B2 1) #2 B2 (DCM) 8.

S AR A S B SRR RS ) Token Log BEATFF A& PEKE 2. 0 i 6 H & S 52 & — 3, F 6K Token Log
B 15 B B, 45 S5 DAL=0.995,DCM=0.857. A 3 i% 45 5 7 LK, H & SRR & 1 45 R 5 35 M
FF. 5 gh R W T A SCH H LT Token Log H’Jf%\rimAT&HﬁT b AR AR SR AR UL G R
ol R 7R LB ) R AR 2 TG B 58 1, LS AR AN 5245 DAC 5 11 LU 55 2 4 R HE HH B AR vk B0 A DG S 26 &R
BB LG EE A, DR b 7 4 R T L e R AR AT DG DT e R 5 X b EE e UL A FE 724 DCM [
P BT 10 V5 2 B0 0 T2 1 19, T 4 H A B (R B 4 DXk, A 5 2 I R g E— 2D e 3 s 0 T AL

B2 ProM UlTopia R 1 gt e
T ]

0@ &> W

CaselD M Total Ok Totsl DAP AVG DA Case DAC 15 HERIEE(4DAL

1 E T T D937 -
3 = 3 0 l;J il R e e e I B R I o B O B o e B ]
1 B 1 10 10 | o
2 10 10 100 10 o
Z 10 1 10 10 .8
2 10 1 10 10
2 0 1 10 10 0.7
2 0 1 10 X] - |
k] 15 T 7.0 10 g |
3 18 1 0 10 = os |
3 16 1 10 10
n 2 11 1.0 10 - |
4 z 1 10 10 .
g 2 1 10 10
4 i il 20 10
4 H 20 10

z Z0 0 .1

12 120 10

1 10 10 o

] 10 10 1 231908 7 H 9. cinsssasintssntssssmsnssnsasssmsnsmes

H 20 10

i 55 16 CaselD

20 ] [ DAC #-DAL -+ Cas ]

Fig.15 Statistics of the degree of the model in constructing the token log
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Fig.16 Statistics for the degree of the log covering the model
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