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Projection Approach for Keeping the Behavior Consistency Between Choreography and Peers
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Abstract: That peers are generated by projection from choreographies is known as the first step in checking choreographies’
realizability. However, the projection approaches proposed by the existing literature have not considered the behavioral influence of
invisible action z. This leads to behavior inconsistency between choreography and the generated peers. This paper proposes a projection
approach based on Petri nets, which allows us to 1) generate the peers defined by interaction Petri nets with z through action projection
from a choreography defined by an interaction Petri net, 2) develop four types of tau deletion rules to selectively delete z of interaction
Petri nets, and 3) specify the behavior consistency between choreography and the generated peers to check whether two Petri nets meet the
weak simulation. Moreover, the correctness of these four types of tau deletion rules is proved. Experimental results show that the
projection approach can ensure the behavior consistency between choreography and peers.
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Xob b 45 SRR ) (R A8 LI AT 52 SURAR AT 2 52 B0 1 i o 2 R 25 D S 0 5 B M0 e F 7 1 K [ .
— 51,0 T SEIA R 4L 230l 5% i A 1) 1R A 280 () A 0 BE PR A A JRy M ) 32 240, DU Y b 55 i A2 1) R A8 L
T4 R ) 32 29, 82 AR B T B R O 4 1k (choreography) ™. T 52 Ui HIE, g Hl AR VS T AR Ok,
141 BPMN 2.0 3 /£ €] (collaboration diagram, {&# CD)®. Web I 45 % HE £ 241 3 (Web services choreography
description language, fij /% WS-CDL) . Let’s Dance®. %53 Petri [y IPN(interaction Petri nets, & #x IPN)C!
431 ¥pi¥ (conservation protocol, fij#x CP)["), BPELA4Chor®!, BPELYEIfIY K351 [ MSCs(message sequence
charts)™MO 4 18 g 5558 T 14 7 o, 3 4 g AR 5 T LA 43 L 3 A G R A AT S AT T G e T
o5 3 X P g HE A 5 0 A8 T Petri . BPELAChor HI MSCs, JLAF A2 K5 38 5 W7 (A 3045 375 3h 3k A7 ¢
F8 L3, PR R 2 7 L 45 U R I R A . 10 A4 T s i HE AR S5 4 B E ). BPMING 2.0, WS-CDLL.
Let’s Dance. £xiff 3UR1 BPELYM I iF A2 o4 30 45 XUJ7 10 30845 3% B A0 4 S A0 T, 3 3 ik J 728 T B JR 158
B )RR 6 2R Sk ik 22 AN 2% A ) 1 9 L A8 M) 5 e = R RS S A L S B R I e RS
R L JRE S L% X G HE ARV 5 A7 E AR 2 )
Yy — 7L 2R A R g HE S T LI g, B 5 (peer) A 4 i B IE A 52 B0 g HERL g — 20 ok 4, 44
SE— AN HE, N Z dw HE U 15 B A5 5 8 HIX B 2 5 38 8] A8 B R 0 8 B8 AL 12 4 HE X B S TSR I M
(realizability) 7 H7 ¢ R 4 1 20 g B0 SR 74200 3 9 DL [ Bl L st R AR Bk T XAk il e 4 1
PEAT AT SV 23 Hr 0 G HE O RT SEIR A M G 3 AN IR B gmHEEMST S5 #%:(2) B 5 H &R DI
5B D A AL G HE 2B (3) A0 S HE S I #5306 L A HE JE R 58 1 D AEAR KRR Byl T nl s Bk oy
I ESE
(HE, 3R SRS 20 e ofl g HE e S g 2 55 3 I, R 2 R et 3o R P AR T LB 4 ot AT A FR) S, T T
gk S 2 53 1) (AT R — B0tk 3 — 0 b, 25 k5 5 5 o 1) GV £ — S0, DR 52 i S HE T sz B4 23 47 11
AL,
AR G RS 5 54 L R E ST W .
(1) HRHT MR ARRES S5 H AT 8 — BN D7k AW VR Petri AR A T AL A,
ST BN AR WS B A8 TS Petri B9 58 S G HE SR A 45 7848 T Petri BY; T4 HY oA B B8 ), 5% 58
2 Petri W H 1) 3B AT AT SR PR VR (O Bk 15 20 22 55 3 o, AN RSO IF) £ B, UE W3 AR S BT 8 1) o o3
JHIU) Fy TE A B g 5 2 4 Tl AT O S A SRR T AT O — 3
(2) W TR T SE B A T IR IE e S 50 3R W A ST R R WS U VA R
ASCHS 1 AT 28 2D o W B e (0 AL 2 A OGRS 3 TR IR VA A 4 iRt o
B BRFLI.Z6 5 15 UE B MR AL E A PE. 26 6 e T RS 7 W A TAE I LLEE . 5 5 XA SCREAT

ISER
1 BlF5EEsH

1 &k B SCHR[L6] B4 7. 8 1(a) 2 S il Bl & g4k, 28 & 3 AN A £ C(customer), V(vendor) F
w(warehouse). =15 B IR JE 2 B St e F L AE R 1), 158 B A IR 7 A 1 i b bR 54 QIR 25 1) 1)
¥ ) 1E,C—V:order &7 Customer [1] Vendor 1% T —~> order. [ & 1 /5 FFURIRE, [FLO R P 6 2885 OIS,
Kl 1 ()t 2 54 Customer, A B 1(a) Bt 7 1) 4 Hl 8 ik 2 VE Wi it ok AE B L(b) P, 2 5 3% JAT 3 AN WLBh1E
TRA 2 FORES 3 I o RE& 3 FLRES 4 T o SRS 3 FRA 5 i o 18 1(c) @&t I 1(0) (i A o %5 B4k
(removal of tau transitions)* 145 3. 5 & 1(b)AH Lt & 1(c)h % .

BUAT SCRRES 7420058 g i Sy o o A5 I L(2) s R G WS T 1(c) TR I 2 3

o EE 125 ARYE A A (customer), Xt 1(a) T (1 G HEREAT B AF WL A5 2 B 1(b) TR i AR BB N 1 S 3
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R F AR5 R 5 14T h — B Bt ok 1453

RO B 551 A1 G SR B B A 38 L9 %0 T 0 SR I Sl AR W D AN ml Wl 4 2 3T E 1(a)1in &, & 1(b) 5
L) RFFAT A — BB %0 WU G Hl 55 Customer Jo G 1B A W A 7.

o G20 M o EREAE MERE 1) S HE T 3 DA B o AR E 1) PRSI
(b1 &, 1(c) 5 & 1(b)AT A A — BT SL R AR T, B 1(0) BT s 192 5 3 vh AT ANl e 1, BDACIR 2 3
R AFAE A F TR AN W] B4 71 18 1(e) B (2 5 B AN AE AN E 1L

g b Hrarsn, & 1@PIR IS B 1) PR iIZ 5 & W BCA TRFFAT A — B0 450 b, NG9 LB A 2
H(SWE X 9),E Lb)r iS55 ME 1(c) s 2 52 0 JF AN AL 59 HLAH.

RS Z 5 H AT A — B A T 58 2 28, RUELG SCHREE th 19 BRI T iE 2906 2 15 3 vh A ) I
BN e A IR R 25 RS o AT N (KR W B, A SCHR Y T PP RE RS DR G HE 5 S 55 2 IR OR FFAT D — BOPE R g
J7iE %7 L Petri AR D 18 A LA, F5 B 1(a) BT s () G RS O B L(d) PR IS 55 4 % 5 5 38 0 IR el ik
Kl 1e)prn. 51 1(0) A LE, B 1(e) Bros i al ik IR 1181 1(0) iR 2 AR 3 i« (B AR B 1 I 1(b)+
A& 3 RLRES 4 W) 7 SRS 3 FRAS 5 18] (K9 7. A1 il A2 B, A SO $1 H PR D7 3200) 2 15 3 v 1) 0B AT A B 6 1)
TV i A e R e 0 A3 FL AU ) £ B i O 1T L(a) AN L L(e) - 1ol AL AT A S5, Bl R e S 4 55 2 5
R RAT g — L.

notAvailable
?bill
2
. z

@ 3

notAvailable

notAvailable

(© (d) ()
Fig.1 Anexample

Bl —ApF
2 tEEEA]
2.1 Petri[®

Petri P & 1962 4F B [E Bl 2% 5K C. A. Petri T =76 M H 250018 3 <R B BHLIEAE Y w37 (i —Ff BOIk
2 W T8 g AN i) 4 I R R RN A T ALk, BE I AR 8 5y AL A Petri IO, S 13 A
[ P s, AR I A8 U7 HE 2 7 I D6 S A8 7 1) 46 BRI PR 1 8 S0/ B R,

TE X 1(Petri W)Y, Petri [ —ANPUTG4L Z=(P,T;F,M), L,

(1) PUT=D, SRR P NPT 4, T N AR T4,

(2) PNT=g;

(8)  Fo(PxT)U(TxP).Fk F Wik X5

(4) W M:P—{0,1,2,3,... 38R A Petri B 1) — bR iR, 38 5 Mo KR Petri BRI 46FR IR

EX 2FIEMEE). % 3=(P,T.F.M) % — Petri M, & xePUT, x={y|(y.x) e FAye PUT}, FR"x K x I
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845 xe PUT x"={y|(x,y) e FAye PUTY, IR x* 4 x B )5 4E.
EX (I ERERM)P. &% 3=(P,T:F M) —A> Petri B, 3 H A7 LT 48 1T % /& #1 (transition firing rule).
1) XTI te TR Vpe't:Mp) =1 WFHABIT ¢ fEhR R M 1 K R (enable),ic h M[).
2) 37 MO AERR IR M RARIT ¢ a] LR AR (fire), AR IR M R AEARIT ¢ 38— ANF AR IR M7 88 M [6HM,
VpeP, il /L
1) & pet—1"M'(p)=M(p)-1;
(2) Fpet’~"tM'(p)=M(p)+1;
(3)  Lhth, M (p)=M(p).
E X AENEFRIRE)P, & I=(P,T:F M) & — Petri M, Lo Mo B WIIATE .5 B a5 bR IHAE R(Mo) % 2
AR NS
(1) MyeR(My);
(2) # MeRMy), BAFTE te TAE1S M'[HM, N MeR(Mj).
AR REE RIMO)HEIR T 2 T4 vl e KR AR 3l 2 5 PR (L) I A Q) I B AR SR &7 24 ol /il —
AN LS My B Mo R G A7 FRAD AR T R AE 210K (K AR L6 bR 1, B R(M).
F7 LA R(Mo) 11 76 22 2711 o5, LA 1) 9IS A TR 0] (9 5 4K OC R 3t T LUK I HY 2 (¥l TA .
EX S(RAIAE)Z. ¥ 3=(P,T;F M)t Petri W, Horb My AR &.2 ATHE K E X — = el
RG(2)=(R(Mo).E, Tran), 3,
(1) E={M,M))|M;,M;e R(My),3tye T-M;[t) M},
(2) WS Tran:E—T BRI, Tran(M,,M)=t, 1 HALY M[t)M,.

PR R(Mo) 49 RG(Z)IITH s 4, E h RG(Z)WAREEHT Tran(M,M))=t,, WIFR t; A 9K (M,, M) ) 55 b 8 45 H 3 Ay
M,——M,.

22 HmHEMs5E

AHE A R AR T A IR A8 B DG SR A A Y B H. S 585 R AR T %M
Tl S 5 1028 B O s %% A A A8 B R T IR B R R B VR R B R B AR IR X AR T S HE
N B8 B4 RRA S 55 & %A O R 2 50 B4 B I R 324,

TATHZ M PIT WS E X D)FJE 38 B2 Petri B (W5 X 6), 341 158 B2 Petri W52 S 4w N 2
L BARE AR E L Petri 1958 XCmHERT, 8T T3 95 A A €] (9 B 3 S A8 B, BV EAS f € 1) 53—
AR IE T IR R T SR T A A A 18] (0 8 R 32 e 41 A% A8 B3 Petri (e LS 5348 1 AR 5 E HF
1l 3R 12 A AE T A B TP R R R B AR B R R BN A AR ST AU A T R A A e P I R
LRI BB .

EX 6(ZER Petri [). — A3 H.3\ Petri W52 —AN-LIG4 IPN=(P,T,F,R,MT,M, 1),

(1) PUTEDGAPAT=DF; P W%, T T4,

(2) Fo(PxT)U(TxP),Fk F N KR,

(3) R AMELES,;

(4) MTHHEES;

(5) Wi M:P—{0,1,2,3,...}F5 A Petri M) — A FR IR 8 H F Mo 2w Petri BRI 46 FRIR;

(6) ARIEHR A T>LOL"O{ o} A T AT IR 8 78R L'El L (1 — A hrid 85 5 o, 3,

L'={ry_ro_m|ri,roe RAme MT},L"={xy|xe{!,?},yeMT}.

I\ 3 AN BRIk R sf s FRBCE R rf FAITH R mf L s TSR, 1fiT—R, mfiT->MT.

T TEUL A (1 2

1) Hcmr[e]T E X HIAE TR Petri M (interaction Petri nets) Al b, 5E X 6 5IN T AR iC B H A T 8 7. AR T
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Ejbrac ie) e s b BRACAEAE 3 Rt AL S BT R EIRE L o/ R B s B A_FI S
B_iH BRI A B ACRIERE) M A (0 BOERICE) K36 T R, 29 B 3R R B R 16 B R, 1l B R IR
RAEWENE b e A B B HITE g HE e b2/ A TS 5 3% e .
2) R[> W AC B Petri 58 SCIFZ g HE, BIS FH AE B Petri Y438 22 A ff 0] 1R 1 B A8 B4 |RI=1 I,
2EH 3 Petri 19 52 SCI A& B A1 060 N 23 5 2 RIS FH AZ L Petri AR 12 60 (06 B 1) 2 5 35 7E 4 HF
ENMENSV ae STk (P INENSE T C eIk
3) WA T, AR T AR R AT AR IE A ) AR A AN AT AR AT
4) AT ] WLARIT, WA AR T 0 N kR C B A A F BT, B2/ A
2 A A H X Petri 52 ) 4 HE, 2% 4 HEVE T SCHR[14] 7 458 H AR 15 SRR K 47 3k ik 2% 2 B 122 G HE
W 4 S th:Customer(% ). TrainStation(‘k ZE3f) . Availability (75221 A 41 14) F1 Booking (4= 22 Ti1T 411F),
Horpr Customer JE 8 K 2S£ (1 Pl 1T 3% ; TrainStation 2 48 42l 1) AQ B sy, F T O 7 I T 3 SR I 4 [R5
A Availability T8 22 545 v H ¥ K 7255 ;Booking H T 10T Wl FH I K SR 2 R T FIR A H g 5.
e  15/%,Customer [r] TrainStation & 214 3K ¥ B (cus_ts_request);
o Ik, TrainStation 55 Availability [M1HE47 ¥ 8 A8 B, LS £ K 42 520 5 3 AT H I K 42 2 (ts_ava_info,ava_
ts_infoAvail,ava_ts_itinerary);
e #RJ5,TrainStation 55 Booking [A]HEAT i 842 T, LA TIUE 7T H 19 K 2 2 (ts_boo_book,boo_ts_ack,boo_cus_
invoice);
o I J&, TrainStation #0524 111 45 3k i% 45 Customer(ts_cus_result).
Horr cus,ts,ava Al boo 4352 Customer, TrainStation,Availability #1 Booking [)4i'5 b4 255 null FT %
LI PR 2 ).

_cus_result

ava_ts_itinerary

va_ts_infoAvail

J ;
P51 ts_boo_hook PB_2 boo_ts_ack P53 boo_cus_invoice Psa
Fig.2 A choreography represented as an interaction Petri net
Bl 2 8 HaX Petri 52 SLI 4

HE— 2, 18 2 Fros A8 T ok Petri B4R E T 3 AN BV IE T4, 73 5l A2

(1) cus_ts_request,ts_ava_info,ava_ts_infoAvail,ava_ts_itinerary”,ts_boo_book,boo_ts__ack,ts_cus_result,
boo_cus_invoice;

(2) cus_ts_request,ts_ava_info,ava_ts_infoAvail,ava_ts_itinerary”,ts_boo_book,boo_ts__ack,boo_cus_
invoice, ts_cus_result;

(3) cus_ts_requestts_ava_info,ava_ts_infoAvail,ava_ts_itinerary”,ts_boo_book,boo_ts__ack.ts_cus_result.

Horh * Rz BRIERAE 0,...,n K.

3 2 H I 2 From I 4 HE 2 A SO 4 S TR i S D7 VR A B0 I A 22 12X Petri B2 UK 4 N2 58 %

HEERZ, 1 3 iR f Transtation F1 Availability 1135 23X AN oA REMNIBR, 75 PR i HE 5 2 538 R AT R
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A F k.
trequest Tresult Trequest tregult litinerary
i
Yinvoice Q
linvoice
[ Booking | Availahili

Fig.3 A peer represented as an interaction Petri net
K3 HEK Petri Mg XHZ5%

2.3 FEEH

e 54 3k R AR B 1 38 TR AR 1y s SCI23) T T i ST A b A L [ 55 T AR AL

EX TR X R)2, ¥ 3=(P,TF M) /& —A> Petri M, IErb My RAIETE 2.2 AT IL Il RG(2)=(R(Mo),E,
Tran),Mi,M]-eR(Mo),seAct*,ﬁ:"F,Act=TU{T},'§§%9"€?\ éf”:; & SnF.

() MM, ERAAERERT T 0 MEBIFH M,— . — M, REE R, 5= 5, b,

R I R AR L
(@) & 5=t W MM, R M, = s M, = s M, =M, BB R, So i sD
NS = RNTEAT I B 5 LB A ——— W —— Hd reT
TE N B(SBRER) P, B I=(P,T:F Mo) & Petri W JL 1T 5 K RG(2)=(R(My).E, Tran); X' =(P', T";F", M} ) &
A Petri B, 1L B RG(E)=(R(M{),E' Tran'), K 5 S 2 W IEARIREE R(Mo)UR( My )M —ASFGHEHL, 24 ALY

ST MoS MY, T T 1 4 1F T

1) W My M, b MoM e R(Mo) JB 44715 M, € R(MY), i i Mjy=> M, F. M,S M};

@) W M, — > M, 3t Mo MueR(Mo) IS AT 5 M) € ROM), /2 Mj=s M, [L MS M.

R MoS My JUFRR 2 3 X G54l

ENX IS EREBNH ¥ 3=(P,T.F, M)/ —A> Petri 1, T3kl RG(Z)=(R(Mo),E, Tran); 2'=(P',T";F"', M})
s —A Petri W, HATIE KN RG(E)=(R(M}),E', Tran"), K F B & WX bR AR R(Mo)UR( M) L 1¥1 55 H AR HAY
2 B FIE I A A SRR 0 AT AE — A9 BASERL B AL MoS My JURR Mo F M & 55 B AR, IEAE Mox M.

W MoB M FR X5 2 a0 2 59 T

it LU0 W PR R AR S R 1 99 B LR 59 ERE PO L AR 2 W) 8 SO AR ST E X 8 FlE X 9 BT ATk
PR g e X
3 MEAE

3.1 AHEHLA

LU 2 it s 16 2 HE Ao B8, A5 5 A 0 A ST H PR 55 05 92 O A S Bk n 1) 4 B s 5 B A S k26 7 14200
$& I WIS 7 VR AR b A SC AT HE S (R i D7 VR S 5 3 s I o AT A IR B MR, LB SR g HE S S 5 3 TN
AT 0 — 8ot B 5 %07 S A D B B VRS R RS P B MR R R AR 2 S E A B RS
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3 Petri W 2 S HEWLS hy wir 1928 FL3X Petri W oM B T4 415 1042 3K Petri 9 A1 (19 o5 1 3% b b B3, A T
HERANSS5H.

3 H APetril] | . i (Ent . = | 2 A Petrild
X ’-"’”':HMT > petild > T > EumELHE
NE Y

Fig.4 Overview of projection approach

K4 W I g

3.2 BHIEMRST

BAE WS (0 A TR AR A B 428 T3 Petri P8 SCI 4 HE T 5512 A1 4 AH G IR 30 1 LS S v 8 R I8 3 B
W E, IHE 5% M CTE R B BIE B AT LB AE o BT 2 W5 10 )30 1wt

TE X 10(FNEMRET). W IPN=(P,T.F,.RMT,M,A)5& A H.2\ Petri M AR A1 €4 re R30I B 1 WS 15 3 11 22
.38 Petri W IPN'=(P',T',F',R' MT' M' 2), H:+,

(1) P=pP

(2 1=T,

(3) F'=F;

4 RrR={}

(B) MT'={mf(?)|te TA(sf(t)=rvifl)=r};

(6) M'=M,

@) A={(t,\mA®))|te TAA) =T Asf(E)=r}o{(t,2mf(1)) |t € TAA() = T Arf(e)=r}A(¢, 7)|te TAA(E)=7}.

7 R RN A, B T2 AR R SRR g b o 5 T0 96 I B AR RS D 7 9 AN I R G 1 P AR AT ZE B L AR
B O KSR BT LLERATTIA N IPN' 5 IPN TRV FF 747 0 — B0k,

FRAE AR €4 TrainStation, A B 2 fr 7 18 g HE i i 2 1 B 45 310 2 5 2%, 40 18] 5 iR %48 B2 Petri P B A
1 Az, g e 42T boo_cus_invoice BES Tk X 42T boo_cus_invoice /& 1%35 24 Booking, I # A
Customer, 33 55 #f & TrainStation JG 3¢, Bt A3 1F LS 2K 16 A2 3T boo_cus_invoice ML 4 7.

Tresult

2itinerary

Paa

Ps1 book P52 2ack Pr3 r PB4

Fig.5 An interaction Petri net with
K5 Al A2 13K Petri ¥

4 R AR
T RS 3.2 1 I B g 45 21 (18 oA X Petri P, AS TR 21105 K 0] o R A EL R, Petri
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P AT B N, S A 3 ) B A ), TR A R kS S S T R AT O — B
4.1 BRI 1

BRI 1. & IPN=(P,T.F,R,MT.M,2)&—A2Z 5.3 Petri W, 3te TAA()=1,45 () ={e}, W% ¢ 7T 4% Ik, 75
BB A LA\ Petri W4 IPN'=(P',T',F' R MT' . M', 1),

1) P=P-'t

(2) 1=}

@) F'=FA{x ke 3H{y)lerI{xy)ke"(DryeCOr Ay ke (Hrver},

(4) R'=R;

(5) MT'=MT-{mf()};

(6) A=A}

(7)  # xe"taM(x)==0,0] M'=M;F7Vxe tAM(x)'=0,Vyet’AM'(y)=1.

o ERFN 1 Wil 6 Fiw, il B A 4 Fhig SRS Sk 20300 19 2 9828 150 Petri 9,148 £ X Petri W4T o4
Sk AT 120 052 B AR B3 Petri W9, SRS B 3K Petri 19 9 I B3k 5 73 31 8 6(a) T 7 A2 4 oI BR R0 1 R+ R AT
FRAT S5 1A LK Petri 199 1. 1] 6(b) A1 &1 6(c) B~ 2K ol BR BN 1 R T~ HoA H R 45 28 B2 Petri 1 .
P 6(a)FH B 6(c) I X il 7 T8 M A FEAS R B 6(d) Tz 24 oA BBt 1 8 R A AR S5 1 28 B X Petri
g e

Fig.6 7 deletion rule 1
6 MMIERFLIN 1

e E R IE O T B X 43 RN S Rk (R0 ) 1, F iy TR 1) 38 68 T SRR 7R b A, 1 48 T7 i 7 IX 33k
h Ik (R i R v D5 AS B3, Petri AR 7R IR I AH S G &R
4.2 cifEREL2

BRI 2. ¥ IPN=(P,T,F,R,MT,M,A) 3 — M2 H.3 Petri §,3re TAA()=7, 47 t=¢", 1% ¢ ] 9 & 75 51350
122 5.2 Petri B4 IPN'=(P',T',F'.R',\MT'.M' 1), H:,

(1) P'=P;

(2) T'=1-{1};

(3) F'=FH{(x.)lxe"3—{(ty)lvet’};

(4) R'=R;
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(5) MT'=MT—{mf())};

(6) =2-{(t,0)};

(7) M'=M.

BRI 2 Gnll 7 Fros B 7 R dEas X Petri W HR IR o 1T DLBR AR A BRARE (FIE AR, BAT IR ECH 0,... .
oM BRI 2 F T XA o B

OO0
»Pl la p 2 p3

Fig.7 7 deletion rule 2
K7 R 2

4.3 iR I3

oiIBR N 3. ¥ IPN=(P,T,F,RMT.M,A)&— N2 L2 Petri M,3t1,6,...,t,€ TAAt)=TAA(t)=TA...AA(L,)=T,
F ="t =t ===, K e Attt FRTT R BR, 19 2057 (028 15X Petri K IPN'=(P',T',F",R'\MT",
M)A,

(1) P'=P-"t;

(2 1'=1-(Ct)"

@) F'=F{y)ke’urnve(n)I{xy)ke(n) aven ) ke Cu)rve(Cn)poAxy)ke'(Ct)aven');

(4) R'=R;

(5)  MT'=MT{mf(t)}-mf(t2)}— .. {mf(t.)};

(6) A=A~ )}H (. )}H0. D}

(7) 4 xe'tiaM(x)==0,1) M'=M; ¥ Vxe tiaM(x)'=0,Vyet;AM'(»)=1.3: i BUE N 1~n.

IR RLI 3 AT N HIAE PR 7 5 A el 8 s, 1] 8(a) A1 8(b) i X e %) M IR Ak BEAN IR AH [7] -2 Ak A
T+, E 8(a) A1 8(b) A A2 .3 Petri A n A ¢, HLAX LS (1 NV 2R T FEFT po,din V2R T BT pa. oM R AR
M) 3 45 3% 26 o4 S M Bk

Fig.8 r deletion rule 3
8 MR 3

4.4 I BR H 4

cHIBRIRM 4. IPN=(P,T,F,R,MTM,A) 52— H X Petri ®,3t1,to,... twt € TAA(t)=TAME)=TA .. AA(L)=TA
(2T 1="t=...="t,="tAty"=t"= .=, =), U (Ca) ) 0] DA SR Bk ¢ AR AT AN REMI B[R] BsF, 20 200385 im0 1 AN 7 AR
FFAZ .50 Petri W A A7 LE 1R 3% BRI AL, 15 208 1 28 25X Petri 4 IPN'=(P',T',F',R' MT' . M', "), 3L,

(1) P=p

(2) T'=T{xlxe(t) Ax)=rI At}

@) F'=FA{(xy)ke'nye(t) AAp)=r}A{(xy)lxe(Ch) rvet* Adx)=3{(x, )k e n}A(ry)ven'};

(4) R=R;

(5)  MT'=MT{mf(t)}-mf(tz)}—..~{mfit.)};

(6) M'=M,
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@ r=A

BRI 4 dn el 9 Bran. B 9 Fros YR AC B 38 Petri R AEAE n A ofil 1 AN R 1281 ¢, HLIX SEAR 3T 1)
HINCR TR po i BIE R THER pa i B IX n AN oM, W 2 8RR A 1 20 Petri W A £ 1 B ML,
AT A A5 I /5 R A Petri X TE] DGV ARFERAT SR — S50 BRI, 26 40X e A o0 Bk DAIK 214k 9522 B 38 Petri B 1)
) i, 1 75 5 H AR A B3 Petri A0 1 AN 4R IT, FH SR AR s AC B 5K Petri B A (1 2 BE I #L.

Fig.9 r deletion rule 4
9 oHHERAN 4

5 7B AR BY IE 1% 53 4

BB 4 THE HE 0 4 A o R, A g I 4 AN I B T A 1 AT 40 AT T U I A 2 i U A2 B 5K Petri
M5 H brag 53X Petri 99 1] 5 PR FFAT A — S0k th T 95228 B 3K Petri I8 A A7 A6 AN ] WLBh A 7, PR T A SOKE SR 59
LR AR B AT 0 A — B AR X RE, BATT A T AR A 56 95 22 15X Petri 9 5 H AR 38 B3 Petri X ]2 45 R
AT A — SO I ) R 2 A A 3005 28 B X Petri (5 H AR EL X Petri ] [ 2 A5 9 2 55 FLARRL 09 0]

FF BB, RS AT A — S0

EX 12(fTA—8). W IPN=(P,T,F,R,MT,M,2)2&—AFZ& 1.3 Petri % & S 4 HE, U528 T Petri M IPN'=
(P\T"F',R"\MT'.M', ') & I\ IPN i ik 2 VB Wi S 45 21 (14 31 7 1#1 28 13X Petri B, H #5748 13X Petri B IPN"'=(P",T",
F".R"MT" M",A") & IPN' it ] o S 0 #5321 (1) A2 .5 Petri (4,25 IPN"F IPN' 8] 2 55 BB A A IPN
Rl IPN "R FRAT A — 5L
5.1 ffiBR A0 LAY IE #1547

XoF RIS R0 L A T 2 43 T 190 B 1) R0 2 T B 958 3K Petri I 1R Rk B 5 H bR A8 3K Petri ) AT ik
P i) 2 75 5 P 59 HL KL 1] 6 T IR 4 4 Petri 19 (201 B 6(a)~ B 6(d) T 7 I T 32k P 43 50 0 8 1] 10 BT 7 B 4 4]
1B (A & 10(a)~FE 10(d)AT7r). 75 B 10 Ji 7% (04 20 v s [ o R 77 Sk 2 30 %of BV (92 95 A8 X Petri 194 f 1T A [,
T Sk AT 6 N1 A2 E bR As B3 Petri 1R AT I PRI 16 Pl 26 713 1% Petri Y (1) 45 RO 3.

@ G = G

M52 M@
la_ y N 1d ma ’ M=
Ol s g L T
N A
?c (\/14 ?b .

la @[M la !b .
© G5sonr T @ = (g (Tomg
%@ﬁ 1AM g

%
) L
o G = i
Fig.10 Reachability graph of the Petri net shown in Fig.6
K10 &1 6 FTo Petri [958 1 (1) ml ik ]

TN THTIE B P 10(a) T 7rs (8 P T P 18] 996 A2 58 AR
SR B 10(a) AR Sk 2o 3 FA T a2k PR AR 7 Sk A T 6 T T BT 8 AL
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o U5 LB eI TR R A My s My A5 T i B AR M A M= M,

o 2 SIS A M, M, AT AR M A M M.,

25 LFTIR T 40, MoS M R B S ={(My, M}), (M, M), (M, M])}.

LW 3 S B3 S = {(M), M), (M}, M,), (M}, M)} & 55 HE48L, B P&l 10(a) oL Sk 47 32 10 77326 B e AL 4 Sk
11 T 35 LT 35 A 4.

o BB AT TTIA R, MY AR AR 2 1 T T R AEAE Mo SR M= M,

o B2 AL TR A My—s M R T A Mo, M M, M,

25 LR, AT A MY S M. I IEAIE ] T Mox M.

[ 2, 84 T 4 9 1) 10 (o)~ 100l T 77 B 75 /4 T i P i A2 99 T BSEA0L. BT I LR ——E A,
5.2 ofIBR LM 260 IE #1453 47

Kl 7 s Petri PR AT IS ] 11 Froi.

OEIPEN W

Fig.11 Reachability graph of the Petri net shown in Fig.7
B 11 7 s Petri WX Ak

FRTE ) 1L 97 25 A T 25 i A LA 2.

SEATE TP 1L 9T 3 R S 23 T i PR R Sk A7 340 0 7T 325 P 95 .

o LB I TIEE N A M, M, A TS AR M A M= M,

o 2 SN ATE N A M, — s M AT TS B AR M A M M

o 53 RIS T T My M, AT TR B R M S M M

o B4 B My R ML B AR,

L TR, ATA MoS M 3 S ={(My, M), (My, M), (M, M})}.

FEEWI 6 2 ST S = {(My, M), (ML, M), (M, M, )} e 55 BE381, B P& 10a) rhofiL 5 Sk 4 320 ] 3k Ll 2 i
S A RO 3 T 59 A48

o L AT TIE T A M MY S P AR Mo S My M,

o O 2B AR TR AT M by JE i AT T P My, B4 M, o M,
E L PTIE, WA My S Mo L IEW] T Mo~ M,
5.3 I HLN 380 IE B 1 55 47

Kl 8 Ao 4L Petri 199 f) T 38 F&l 43 a9 ] 12 B 7 B PR 4 ] ik 118 12(a) FH 1] 12(b). 7R 16 12 s it A4
"IEE R, ol ol SRR 0 A AR PR AR R R A

(a). la . tlzl..lt . ?b @ * . la . 7 W
(b). tlzl... It . ?b w * . b w

Fig.12 Reachability graph of the Petri net shown in Fig.8
K12 & 8 Fion Petri 5t ) Al ik
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(1) SE W] 12(a) T 7% A 13 AN T i PRI 3 2 59 T8

SEAIE W P 12(a) PR 5 Sk 200 ) T 1 PR REL 40 Sk A 01 T 32k B T 55 4.

o LB R T A A My — s M, A IS E A MY A M M

o 23 SEMITTIE R T A M, — s M, KL T B R oL B oA Tk B A A M A

M= M

o 3 eI TR T M, — s M, AT P AR M M M),

SF LTI, AT A0, MoS M R S ={(My, M), (M, M]),(M,, M]),(M4, M})}.

FEIEHIE 2 S (0038 7 = {(M, M), (M1, M,), (M, M,), (M}, M)} 5 55 R, 1] 12(a) bR 7 Sk A7 2 £ 7 3k I
AL S 232 £ T 0k PR 55 A

o L AT TR A M M TS B A My, A M= M

o U525 ATV T TR M AR AR AR B T B T AR Mo, AT M, = M,

o 3 AT E AT M2 M 2T T AR M, 7 M= M,
25 LR, AN MY S M. HTEAIE W] T Mo~ M,
8, Rt A ) 12(0) 9 5% 4 A i 1 A2 S M % .
5.4 cHES SLMIARY TEF 1443 47
Pl 9 4% Petri [0 1 325 4 1 13 e,

. 7] . tlzl... Izl . % w *. la . tlle . ?h w

Fig.13 Reachability graph of the Petri net shown in Fig.9
K13 1| 9 s Petri 5t ) A ik

A PR 13 7 A 7732 P A2 55 A,
SEAIE B PR 13 TR R S ZE 30 0 T35 PR AL S A 2 1) T i 9 55 4.
o B L TR E AT M, — M, A LT P AR MY AR M M
o 2 B ATk R T M, s M, A7 0 T R AR M A MM s
M, s M, AT LT 6 B 270 M A M= M,
o B3 SEITEE AT M, — s M, AT E AL MY AR M M
o A5 My R MY Bl AR
ZE LRTIR WAL MoS My R FR S ={(My, M}), (M, M]),(M 5, M}), (M4, M})}.
FHIEWICR S I3 S ={(Mq, M), (M{,M,), (M, M,),(Mj, M)} 5K, 10 P 13(a) oL Sk A7 1 0 T i
Fel L Sk 72 2 1 T 325 P S5 .
o L AT TTA I b AT M —1s M FE I I P b A My, 7 M= M,
o B2 B AT T b AT M s M R RS B R A Mo SR M= M, 5 B A
M5 My JE KT P Mo M M, = M,

o B3 AL ITTIA AT M) — s My ST B A A My M M, 55 M
5 LT, W MG ST Mo, HIEIEW T Mo~ M.
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6 TRESXE

6.1 TRZIT5EM

K 14 £ A5 T L Chor2Peer 11945 140, 241 PIPE v4.3.0 J&— AN B JEAL (1 Petri W R R1 43 b T HL290:
IPN 74 22 B2 Petri (9 52 SCH 4 HE;Projection 2 WS AR B F DLSEBLEE 3 5 42 H B9 sh A i, 5 22 B3, Petri
[ AR T R AT W 78 B A2 Ho 2 Petri W ; TauDeletion 2 tau M Eie, F DASZIR A 4 542 B 10 o e 0 0],
Xtar cHIAZ 3 Petri P oI AT R B RN R, 525 538 1K 15 & T H S A A,

IPN(PNML IPN(PNML IPN(
PIPE v4.3.0 Petri Net Projection Petri Net TauDeletion PNML Petri
File) File) Net File)

Fig.14 Architecture of Chor2Peer
K 14 Chor2Peer [ 45#4

« chorzpese. Trastation Service T, TTER T Tewe e e
File Help [opreation
+ = & Crlsl b W | m @ % ~ # & & &
petzif 1 % Fomove OF Tau Cirl+8
®  Projecting Peer Ctrl+2
~  Composing Peers  Ctrlsd
¥ Checking Realizability Ctrlsd o p— ..l
#  Repairing Realizability Ctris% it
o Checking StantOrind  Ctrl+6 P X
i, Mining Coneurrency  CirlsT }]
'
5 L
-
’ e
L
L=
1ect Nod Lek/drag t ] & !

Fig.15 Screenshot of our implementation
K15 THSCILM A

6.2 FTLEEI

ASCEEUT 5 s BAT AR A SCHRIM8 K AR SO H 0 e 7 vk 5 3 S Sk v B A S 9 okt
o, ARSI 45 R LR 1. & 2.

® 1R 205 15005 0 5 16 NS SCRR[A5], 575 2 X S SCHR[16], )55 3 60 A (12 SR
[171,75 4 %} A2 SCHR[18], 755 5 % I [ 2 SCHR[L14].36 1 58 2 AU %S0k 2 SR g 25 3 51052 1% SOk we s
PS5 A SRR S 2 A0 TR g HE AT ] A2 EL X Petri M E SR 4 4. 2 58 2 A1 I A ST R A 1Y
WS} 5 vk 77 AR B AT X Petri W E LIS 53,3 2 5 3 A0 155 55 38 5 M A ] ok L 3R U I 1 2 7R R 1
U5 1 B0 T 1= 4 TR NI 1558 6D 1Bl BUe S 1 S B 0 D P P A DR, 0 B
SNORES PS5 5 T NS S &M FS 508 R G E XA 1 87 Sk fi 0 0 (B e 22 7R T AR RS 7] 00 8] Bl o &5
HORS B X R 155 3 FURIER 2 55 3 5] S, 0 SCHRA Gw HE LS O 2 5 25 60, R 25 18 o0 AT 2 1R 56 o
AR, JCE IR G HE S 2 5 #F AT b — B R TR IR X A — —UE g HE S 2 55 38 R 2 59 1
LA ST T4 00 7 0025 8T AT O 5 AT 2 R M R o, T OR G HE S S S R AR R RRAT N
B
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1464
Table 1 Experimental evaluation 1
F 1 SEEITAG 1
ELkel SCHR e S g A SCHRT RN AR 2 5 ¥ A2 .3 Petri 9 5 S 4 HE
tau [ tau2
l O—>Py iy
P—Q: * I~
N o
1 v (23
(i) N T/
Q_}< P—Qw
v
P
(1) Y
Q-Py S
O—R:z R
¥ N\ 2% 7
\ ROR©
%)
© .
Customer
. ?bill
lorder
C—Viprder e e-@ C V Orde
?notAvailable
@ Vender ‘/PI\‘
V—>WishipReq
° V_W_shipReq
2 \.( )?Urder (7 P)

Warehouse
Ishiplnfo

2shipR,
/1\ shipReq = @

V C notAvV C |
ailable  bill
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Table 1 Experimental evaluation 1 (Continued)
Fz 1 OERITAL 1(2E)
Lkl SCHR e SO T SCHERTT R AR 2 5 2.3 Petri M5 I Gk
Cl
lconnect
ﬁp( > ~
—h/ ) ( \\ laccess ) .
N \_/ 9§ 7
S| P N
togout N 0 g
5 I 8
3 Q M
R Appli ! =
Y 3 g =
= g Osetup 2 5
3 3 - B ()
L — P, )
:;E © \\ Z‘ ‘f /‘ access \ > < %
& 5 1/ ] t 2
4 = § tog ;::I
& x
= X
3 Int TJ
= 9. Y £
0 p lconnect | i “w\\ ~
Cl=intlogout = \\ ) 4) -
o 8 3
m@ Isetup \gfc‘ l—_¢—| f\
E g
Cl—>Appli:access Db ! N
[} —
4 ()
\ff\)
~ 2log
Customer
\Q Irequest Mresult
A B3: 3 3
g Imvoice? = £ 1S
§ Q (o) [} P
g g Yresult o P @ PZ@ 2
2 & = = 3
S 3 )
= b 5
Availability = = &
- ~ « N o
R = g . . i = = 2! =
2l 8 3= 2info linfoAvail 3 = <
Tl gl
=12 < k= y
g Booking = 3
; : i ual
e 2book & 3 g‘
EZ: - = g,
& ¥ 2 =
2 -
N &
= W
R E 5
IR ] £
2 £ 5 I i 3 =
;§ = = Train station N =
=S = < |
o —_ N S
~ A v Prequest linfo

Availability

2infodvail

O resulf ‘
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Table 2 Experimental evaluation 2
F 2 SEEITAG 2

A .3\ Petri ) W (1 AT 34 &

P [Tk K
({0t
@ w
(M—>(0)

Mo={Po},M1={P2},M={P1},
M3={Ps} M4={Ps} Ms={Ps}

[oN Bl PENE|

Mo={Po},M1={P2},M;={P1},M3={Ps},
Ma={Ps} Ms={Ps} Ms={Ps}
R R ] ik &l
e
‘%\D—’ I E Mo={Po} Mi={P1}Mo={P>}
Customer Customer W] ik
T 2hill
Py lorder

‘ Mo={Po},M1={P1},M>={P3},
T 2notAvailable Mz={P2}Ms={Ps}
. sdier Vender [P A] i%k
shiplnfo 1hill shipnfo
9 tshipReq  /
@ J)rder; M -SINPRCQ:

QoutQfStock tnotAvailable
2putOfStock notAvailable Aﬁi&%%%i&iﬁ’%i&%ﬁ’
3=1P3} Ma={Pa} M5={Ps
oo Warehouse Warehouse It 7] 15 K
2shipReq o\ shipReq N Ashipinfol
e‘-’e o "\ lowofStack” :
Po !putOfStock Mo={Po}M:i={P}, M>={P>}
A s
A
Im Py 2n1 try .
Mo={ PO} M1={Po} M={P1}M3={Ps}
B ik ]

Mo={Po},M1={Ps},M={P1},
Ma={Py},Ma={Ps}

C ik K

@

Mo={Po} Mi={Ps} Mo={P:} Ms={P>}
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Table 2 Experimental evaluation 2 (Continued)
F2 GOV 2(20)

i)

LHAK Petri M2 XS 5%

A2 H.3\ Petri [ N [# AT IA &

Cl

Py lconnect

Ol

laccess

Cl Tk
() leonnect /7 laccess
NG Hogout \1'/)

Mo={Po},M1={P1}

Appli
Po setup

/. i};l\

Hog 2access

Appli AL #]
/\‘_M_,ﬁ}?
\ﬂifo/ tog ‘?c;?:’cless

Mo={Po},M:1={P1}

Int
Py ?connect Isetup

Int Iy A] 3%

(15)
- ?logout /M\w

(MoJ= \M2)

7 Mo={Po} Mi={P1} M>={P>}

Db [fv] ik &

@ Appli_db_log

Mo={Po}

Customer

Py lrequest Wesult

2invoice

Customer ] 7] 15 &

trequest Presult
@@ S (M, »(M

invoice! ?invoice/
nudl nudl
tresult

Mo={Po},M1={P1,P,Ps},M>={P3,Ps},
M3={P1,P2,Ps},Ms={P3,Ps}

Availability

Availability [/ 1%

2info linfoAvail
(el
null/t

Yitinerary

Mo={Po,Pr}M1={P>} Mo={P3} Ms={Ps}

linvoice

Booking ] 15K

hook lack

Pinvoice/
null

Mo={Po}M1={P1},M={P;,P3},M3={P>,Ps}

Train station

Yinfodvail

null

Zitinerary

request

result

Train station [0 1% &

request

2Utinerary

Mo={Po,P1,P2},M1={Po,P1,Ps,Po},M>={Po,Ps,Ps},
M3={Po,Ps,P7},Ms={P3,Ps},M5={Ps,Ps P10},
Me={Ps,Pg,P10},M7={Ps,Ps} Ms={Ps, P11}

© PEBEEG T

http:// Www. jos. org. cn



1468 Journal of Software #AF33ik Vol.29, No.5, May 2018

® 1. R 2 AR MU AR RN S 55,3 3 Wk T ATH Chor2Peer LRAEMEN S5
TRV E Rt . AR . AR R INOC R A A I TR AR AR R 2

(1) WSy (a) el 3 For AR W Petri W0 rp ) S5 KRR AE JE G PR BR AR L B A2 3T T AL Petri 9 K
it Jj Petri ¥4,

(2) ZH5HEBAMEN. BT, AT NN ECR R 2 X RN G 2 2 5 5 W i F b o A2 T R 1
AR D> TRI T RS T T agh s

() EINFT LXNNNSEH P M RER PIHAMWER. BT, BT RINAEELL RINZ A P
W B i F e i [ Petri 9 2 k1T R B3 )T Petri 91 IR BRI PRI B TADLE R A

(4) FRINFTIXMNMNSEH AR CER CHAMER. LT, BT RINERLL A W2 H C W
ek 1k 42 v ) T Petri I 45 44 P A I 226 PRI R AR PRI IR IRV EE A4 22, BRI C IO RS I TRDEL 4 1R I

Table 3 Experimental results
F 3 whgR

Sk Bk JERT | 3T | AT | 9N | R ) (ms)
P 6 6 2 12 343
J¥5 16 R I SCHR[15] 0 7 7 2 14 312
R 3 3 2 6 322
Customer 5 5 2 10 327
J¥ 5 2 6 B 1) SCHR[16] Vender 6 6 0 12 296
Warehouse 3 3 0 6 312
A 4 3 0 6 265
J¥5 3 0 R I SCHR[L7] B 5 4 1 8 249
(O 4 3 1 6 281
Cl 2 3 0 6 250
FE 2 4 %4 SCHR[L8] Af’f’t” g ‘3‘ (1) 2 522
Db 1 1 0 2 297
Customer 6 3 1 11 421
L R - TrainStation 11 7 0 19 359
J75 S MRIRGSCIRAY |y abitiy | 6 3 1 |10 390
Booking 5 3 1 9 411

7 MXRIE

I AL FE Bl B SCRRE3 01 200 3 g L | S LB R AR B N T S B At A A HE B S 15 4 H
CL B B HLAE 4 7% XAk H it 77 100, SCRR[ 7186 B AL E SO 21 W s g5 4 T 2 1l P30 Pl S 300 =5 i A2 1)
3 AT Sk eI E B (lossless join). [A] 45 3 7% (synchronous compatible). [ ¥ M (autonomous). SCHR[ 15116
T AR 2 AL B 1F L, B B3 4 1] (collaboration diagram) . #3 4 [ 4E (collaboration diagram set) £t 1 & [&]
(collaboration diagram graph) ) ] SEIU M i) 350, 3608 BH 13X 3 Rl 18 B i ] SER I i) R0 38 W] 240 2 25 46 B )
Al SEELE )L SCHR[L61IE T 3 FRAS ) (A WAk 20 23 SC DB PE L. 7 )57 41 B (message sequence charts) &
SUE PRI ARAE B e [, H PE A 103 T R S AR 5 1 (synchronizability). SCER [3] 5T X W E B & R4 H T
PIME BTS2 B R R 78 2 S Ak i W 1B] 2 43 B 1) (seperated), H A AN S5 4 4738 40 1 (well-informed). 5 £ 1%
PN SCAR B, P 1 T 2 3 ok 2 AR R A0 (0 Al v R AR R SRR e T — > TR (1) T AR ME Bl e X
BIAE B ol s B (2) T IR P E B e LIRS HL LTL YE0R;(3) F T M UME B 4 i 5 3 (peer). SCik
(L7055 — 24T B K AR £ 15 Ui (arbitrary-initiator protocol), Bl — MRS LA S 5w LU B, i
FICHR[T14 78 40 45 A 20 W1 i% 28 230 Wi ) vl s B s 4 7= A BUBH 1 (false positive), 38 HH T — i Bt
(R 5, F T 0 122 2 15 B U3CHR P S B SCHR (171 0 5 St A2 G0 A5 R T 2 0 Wb A8 ) T i B AN ) 5 1Y
AN T8 3o 7] 5 1 % 5 (synchronizability property), 3% H T —AN 78 20 A B4 A T A 360 2 1 B iU AT S ST
FR L84 X AT ST & 1 Uil 3R T —Fh o7 v, 38 3 5 40 2% (monitor) RIS AR 38 0 11 [7) 20 7 J8 ok 5k 8 R 403
23U IR AT A 79 32 2 1 PR S B A ] SE BRI AL 2, SCHIR[L,3,7, 16— 191K B 4 1] 50 25 3 B 180 SCIF) i 1 e S5
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NETH BARESHLE XA S 53 0, 248 e-move  E1KE WS 7= A 1 o 4 SR 6, 28 2% RE o06H AT O B B 0, TE ¥k
R HE 5 2 5 3 R AT A — 30k

76 DL FEAC BV A T 24k Al 5 T8, SCHR[18]%5F % BPMN 2.0 4i#E(BPMN 2.0 choreographies), it 7 —Fh
K BPMN 2.0 g HE m] S B (1 77 vk %07 vE# BPMN 2.0 4 Hi 4 fis 4 4 H LOTOS NT 52 S B ik X, 78
LSRR A S A B AR SEER T 6 BPMN 2.0 G HE W] S 10 1 sk . SCRR 1414 BB SR T
PRSI B A4 P T S B () 5 9% A2 0 s A B R A Ok A LOTOS NT s SRl AR e ik 5, JF e LRI
SCHE A8 ASAN M A U A S B T 65 B A T R SE B 1Y) 1 B RS IR, SCIBR[14,20)75% BPMIN 2.0 sl b &
SE G HER A 2 T AR S IR R XS5 G I AE ¢ e-move S A1 F Wit 2 2 1 o & SR B, R % fE o
XHAT M I 5, eIk R w5 5 5 3 ) (R AT 2 — 30k,

FEBLAT SRR P, R A SCRRIET A Petri P4 0 B 304k A iSHE 4 HERU 2 5 3 IS SCRIR[6] K+ Petri 3 4
AEH Petri W, H T A HE, 4 T B 7R KA E K Petri (952 SR HEILET A8 B 3K Petri M XS
B AR SCERAR R RS AT A IR, CVE A AR g R S 2 5 2 TR AT R — B0 LB 1(a) T (1 g R k481 A
FHSCHR[B] AT H2 H (¥ S 5 10243 B ) 2 55 % Customer B 40P 1(c)Fr7s. i WS 7 V20K A58 FH SCIR 614 Hi 1 5 Fh 25
1 K0 (reduction rules)FE s 7= 25 () 4= 3B A 5:.

8 HRIE

AL L Petri A5 4 TE AR, S H T — FhREW i O g HE 55 2 55 38 (AIAT b — SOV SN 75 9. 8 08 1% 07 kil
BN K A2 LK Petri 9 SCIR G HE MR A 47 o (K42 13K Petri WU T 4 % <IN BR RN, - TAT I
Hu I Bty A2 EL K Petri 9 TP ) 7,45 82 45 2 88 5, A8 EBBEAUL ) A1y FEE B T3 4 2% oI B0 0 £ 1 4, 1
AR PR RS 2 5 3 T AT D — B0 i 0 S SR IR T %A AT R

ARSLASRAE T 14 2% tua IR BEUEE T A2 105K Petri W4 9 45 AR A2 S A5 — ALK Petri A7) LA
BRI 7 (AN AL 38 4 2 RIUDIDT I 1) 5 R AR5 AL, 8 AR ST LS (0 1 S 75 V2o o v A UMM B IR, R — 2B K T
B R HE A 5K Petri 199 7R A4 A7 A0 D), - IE K 500 0 R U o0 3K 42 8 R R R 1T 552 S 46 11
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