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Abstract: Supporting the evolution of process model at run-time stage and propagating the changes of process
model to the active process instances are fundamental requirements for any flexible process-aware information
systems (PAIS). Instance migration is regarded as the mainstream technique that deals with the dynamic evolution
of process-aware information systems. By using this technique, active process instances are migrated to the
modified process model, so that they can benefit from the optimization process. The challenges are 1) to guarantee
that the process instances can be correctly migrated to the modified process model; 2) to efficiently check whether
the process instances can be migrated. From this view, this paper surveys the state-of-the-art dynamic evolution of
processes in PAIS. Finally, some potential research directions on evolution of processes are proposed for future
references.

Key words:  process-aware information system; process model; dynamic evolution; process instance migration;
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B BT 2R e ISR 52 2% 8 (1) T & 942 v, 2 2 (1) DG R A /D AR 4 A2 (programming-in-the-small) 1% 35 i3 Y
B K KA 4 A2 (programming-in-the-large)!'. /N KR 4 B2 5 T F- ] 0L W AR 3% 5 B AN S R 114 JF A, T K U A% 4 A
T R IR 7 A M 1) (1 20 & 5 03 ) 3 o 52 Y L 11 I R B8 e, D A 4 R A0 {00 4 3t O R 5 5 2
SR AL A BT R G0 I 45 ek O SR S 52 T LA — 28 RS g B 7 P48 BPEL PG5 A2 ), b 45 3o i A5
BRI R DR T — RIS 3 LLSE B 2 ] AT IR AR b 25 3 12, A b 22 1 3 T2 e m] B 2K
H2H G e, AN SE IR T R 45 B AR

A AR 3 A2 (L 4E B2B A B 1 1 7] 32 4R 0 Tok b 45 3o R e A 1 U7 2« S x> el 220 o - 2 47, g A 2
AAEATD b Tk R B R B T 5 T R R 2R G R TA RS e v R DA Al R R A e e PR
T P 1 5 SR )RR (1628 A 1) 3ol A 0 S 5 () REAELZE Al o P R B ke, TR B PSRy
(b F) TAE LK Web IR 4% 2145 55 UG G P2 A58 A 28 17 ) 32 I8 R OS2 7 R 485k 1 4, 2 R S
i R 15 B &R Zi(process-aware information system, & #K PAIS)S & PAIS & — AN DL R A 7Yy FL it
EFERAIPAT — AN RE A N R PR R R R ) AT A R ) R R 1,

BEA Internet B¢y TR I TS & PAIS HUIBAT I T 4R AL 9 BB 1T L s 5 T80 8 W T B 4k
b5 () FF R 325 5 M X R PATS 020 ELAT B AT AL 1R g J0 ) PATS St — AN 2% 10 & 4, Ui 4k mT B it
R Bl SR 2 A 7T i Tk FRAE AL TE PALS Hh TS (1 FE Al o 1 L 20000 b 25 00 ) 455 7 T F ¥ 44 mT
LS ok 3ok 2 PR35 A 171 -7 AR IR, BRI 0 b 7 7 05 503 T PATS P ik 2 (1) B A V5 0. PATS 1o A2 2h 245 A ThI Iy — L 2
TR b R, L b SO AR R R 5 A AR he . SCHR[ 104N M I o2 v A 1 A ek HE DU 1) A3 B 2508 T 2004 4F
I R E A T T PR AR AER SR B W M R Sl A A 1 At T T A R B A IR 4% v A T AR O S XL T
(paradigm) ) 3,3 FE B A WAL AT TG 2] Tk R B A SCE T PAIS 12 5) 25 Ak Jir th 1 1) i) 845 %
AT IR — 28 5 i TR B A A AR S AR L, B T 2708 T PALS i F2 2l A 340y ThD (R AH DGR,
B RE R PAIS 3 #E— 20U — & S H A

AICE 1 ATEIR PATS H ik F2 2l 23 Ak JIT THI G Bk k. 28 2 4 ~38 4 75 - iR B 7 705 5 R Jn g B i ek
WS 5 RS A S IR ) PATS Hh o FR A AN ) AR A A SR I DG (R A 5 o).

1 BRBMERRFHIETRUELR

1.1 HFRMRA

PAIS IX R AP R AR B 2 Ak A A5 RS 2 5 ) 5 () 1 FH R A 0 8. B 3o RS B T 1 T KA
AR, TR T IR T B (R 55) L IR S5 M 0 JR, I« BB JFAT 5%, T N AR 3 J2 W — A i vl 5 ik
AR Web 55 Java ALPFSE)HI U B 6, 86 A Hh IR B S A4 R A HIORE & 1) SI2 s 1) P B AR i 4 T DA s
Shy Jok R A TR () 2% AN S B 46 5 AR I () B0 s i 45 20 107 ek B AR R 5 N R AR ) 2 ) T ) o A 51 (process
engine) M. 5| 48 A5 ) IF 12 4T b FE AR 1Y) 1245 (process instance), £t 532 B T S 451 Hh 25N il s B BRAT 3R i 4k
IR R S (AT S B R G R ) 0 SR FE S 2 — A B A HO N o R S 4 R DA AE R A
T R ) — R CELAA S it 5 AT S A4 I 48 52 A A S B ik (information  hiding) B 5 M), ZEHRAT S 44996 AL V5 B 1
F VLR PAT SEAA 1) A 3508 230 DA B 3 A AS 2 %o 3 2 A B el 2 S 49 7= A4 56 T[] s, 3o AR A 8 2 A 3 DG v 4y
& (separation of concerns)(1 i W), > 38 4 77 B2 y5 A0 I, L 75 48 st A ABE 28 Ty TG 200 % O 2 110 8 FH R e 481 a4
TE FE AR v JEUAS G B AT B P ANVE Bl R FRAT AT X — AR B I AN 75 ZEXT S0 5 BN B AT SR REAT A 0

oy Nt 5 SRFIER B8 (R AN i A2 A0 ) PATS b A2 24 LA [ 384k (¥ 8 ) PATS (1 3ok P35 4k 2 F5 ik A 7 A0 -t
M2 )G, 0T e IE N R B AR MG . Fr Sl F - I35 SR T2 17 1) — R 27048 0 1) o F o R A S X 40 S
AL TN B 25 A AN 5 T I AR 10 38 A A S R FE R 5 RO ER B 1) 748 £ A7 FH — 690 0 450 1 X o R 2 3
AT O AL i AR N — AN RRAS T G B 55 — AN RS R 1 i A2 1 2 A5 4k 32 B 48 M B ke AR R
S TR AR Y P AT AR A B 25 A% 35 B 1IE 7R I8 4T 10 B2 S I B2 PATS 1943 J2 25 i R AIE T o 2 0 2 Ak
AT DL Ay 25 2 M SIS () 1 e R Wi A S5 1 45 AN (R 1) i FE AR 28 (process schema), A% SO ik R A T+ 25 11 J5 1 i
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FEBLC 2 B AR 9 Y5455 5 (source schema)5 H #7155 (target schema).

R B AR AL 32 B A PR U1 4 R (ad-hoc) i AL ATFE AL R (evolutionary) i A4 5 ¢ 4k H i
R ) I R S R O R S A 0 AT i AR B I8 R (exception) T 5 | R LA A, 1 4 DR PAT HE— 1% )
PRI APF: S A i) 7 3 08, DA PR AIE A RV Sl 2 512490 e 6 7 A L T 3900 98 1, % 3o A S48 mT DA Bt 2 S O B v B0 1 4R
AT XA S Ab S Ak 7 2R 0 R e Qs Ak, AR T S 113 1 ST 43) (L 7 206 e b a2 2 4610 3 oe %7 £ i 2
LT, T AN 25 5 1) 1) I A T A5 S0 3 T A T R S4B P 2 A R AN 2 5 ) 8 o R AR AR LA K i 88 1) ek R S 461 700
3Tt S 10 3 A R AN 2 B A A, R A ol R O — b 2 AL s U 3o R s 0 % 3 e A e e
RERLIR A 5 H T 51 BB B (A8 e SR S0 BT A IE AR AT vh R o R S 4 7 AR i, X R T R AR A
2 P 3 B 3 R S AR A e A A T B0 A A A A S B A A I R AR T e AT R R
AT SR T AR PATS ok A 78 3K 2y ok 5 S 491 BAAT (0 1, 3 1 o 288 50 24 3 1 S B LB AR AL Py U 12T 1T 4
B e AT R R 0 AV A, T S AT I AR 1) B 2 A, R S R AR Y AR By % 1 B IE AR AT 1 R S L
AN TR etk A S DA I R S48 11 3 A 3 s A O 461 SR Sk 1o R 49 P Bl A v 4K

Bt A 45 vk S AT IR H B, PATLS Hha B2 9 5 SCA T 37 8 O e o R 40 il (processs orchestration) A FRAN Al B
IR E X T — A1 B8 5 P9 3B Sz DU, i i #E 4w HE (process choreography) M ) 4= J= B3I 48 Hiik T 2 5 Mk
F10 45 A 5 D) St 2590 R A L A S s R R SRR g st R A 3 R i R e R g 4 T R — R
AL 2 7 2 2 0 ) AR A T LR AR G ) R s HE PR AN = 1

Tk FRASE T 1 1) 5 AT 5 SR 20 BT 1R 4 R DL R TiE R B 45 B TR IS AT M B PATS B I 75 Sk L s AT
PR A o R AR AR B DT e B30I AR 2 006 o 5 4 i 1T 5 | 5 o e S 40 ) s A X A e SR AN BR B 1) A8 5 AL
PRI A Mk 553 B2 1) 75 1 #2 (business process reengineering) B AVEAI M HEL . 7 75 R A8 5 4% B A
JSG P at R S 401 B 224 47 U B A e BRAT T 2 A Ak B8 A 2K ot B (0 3 S 401 A — A A B e 1 il Ak 3
ARGy 51 R PR AR A A BV AL . AR IS AT 5 R R i SO A% ) L — T AT 3 sk By oI
(1) # W H PR L TR AT, X 7 N 78 T ST AT 45 485(2) & RV 2 4k 2 AT, ix 25 07 X
B AN RS 1 A 1 R S 401 52 A e SR ) L Ak TR S R A BT R VE R L BRI P R oK (3) R AT R
bR 2 A I S B A M AT RS B B AR Gk S AT, 1X S 07 A T IR PR 2T 2 s B A A R S 41
AN B — B 0 SR AR AR AT LUK A AN S AR BR ) g ke ek R ) R Ak A (U R T B
{16 3 2 S 051 K e 22 B, T 22 U T (R R P A6 5 A B ot A T 7y 2R 20 L o A5 U T Sz 461 S A L o) G 200 —
o E o R ], K A A I AR Se ) Be 75 72 B B AR R s AT T

Toeb T S48 68 7 X B8 B e R S0 (1 2 FIR A o R S48 ) 2 RIR A o o A SE 4 A e R LY R R
(A ) TR A 52 1) e SE 9 ] S 1) i 42 4 2R 20 R SE ) el M i RS IR RS 31 B AR AR XS RE 5 4k 22 1F #)
PAT SR AT e R 45 #4 T) DA A 0 T S L AN i AL 3T A T W 2 0 3o R s 4, vy AR P [ 3 R e g1
S B AR 0 R S ik 5 31—
AN AT IE B R 2 (B 3 15 20 K AT

Migratable?
Al 138 ) 4R ), AT, T 2 —— Yes
R TR 039 R 5 1 25 4 T —— {_engine ) —
TR 20 Bl SR R v =i No
WAL 75 2 o R AN B R
TP A AT B IR S: Source schema of a process model
S S FT3E AT TR E bR S': Target §chema of a process model
o002 SR T S5 oA I: Process instance of a process schema
A1) 8 G o R SE T R Fig.1 Process instance migration
Jv e R WAL A R T2 A5 4 I 1 RS

At (A I N f) 3 A
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S A D TEL R AT AN, AT B 1 72 5249 42 R AR i 2 gk S P AT, 1 IR L8 28 AT 3 B 1 e 2 51243 475 1H
TEERT HAT A E 1 FTR).
12 SR ENEIGRIPRE

937 FF PAILS I A2 B A58 Ak, 5 BRI 72 5 12 s in— AN SR R A e, T s R S 481 1) TS S A Bk DA
AL A% 1 FE S BRRAS W R AR S V3 B T P9 TR BE (1) FE AN RE o 7R S 19 B 2 5 AT
(2) WALERfE L RS (1T RS th T B AR ASE R 2 — AN PAT 5 0 T AT B8 (B s ), B AR
FCIRPIR R WSS A — AN S IR0 5 [l R, Rk, A SC = TE G T PAIS I 2 2 25 T8 A 2108 J2 1T 1Y) ) AL

TR ST RS (0 B e A T s R S 081 T e 1) T A LA B S 081 S e A 6 1 e 2 O R S 4B 3 R A A
TEAff, B 00 2R B R S0 R 75 A 7% 30 H B U 4R ST MO 25 3 72 0 £ B R, ok 7% S 491130 % 1) 1 i 7 = 22
ITEPRAS 7 M0:(1) 38 IE A PR A i i o 2 S A SR W] DR BRAT, T AN 4 8 A PR AT FHL 2 B ™ 5 W e 4
WS 53— A2 i R ME, R S R IR AN B 3 5 H AR FE I AZ B (2) e N IE A 0 A S
N TS 2 1) 48 30057 T R 2 5 AN i e 8 P 403 PN PR — Ml 4% KT R P )R 5 e SR R S0 ST A R R B
RCR AR SR, S O R B PATS 45 . K 2 5 PATS R4 2K i3l R Zi(reactive system)??]iX K R4 4
S M P EME T AT AS T Y PATS IR R B A A B S IEAE YRR R B AT M R S S H AR R
SR UEC P, O A7 I A8 S 401 75 2 37 R 15 AT, 1 B0 A2 S0 7% 1) IE A P A 6 56 BR 2 )5 T AT K B AT 4 Ay
B RS0 2 I, R A T R 3R S8 15 R 45 1 I ) 3o I A 248045 48 il 45 (denial of service)
BN TERE T F P 5 B0 5 R 2 Mk LA 52 1), DT b 380 5 DR AIE S5 491030 o A 56 P4 oy 200 1P 32 Il s 6 0 6 5L A 532 )P
] PAIS 3 FEJU 4 F 2L

IRAG R 90 0 B S0y 0ok 2 ST A9 3R (008 FH AE A e AN R T, SR B B R 1 A AN RE LR AIE, TR A B RS 5
) 3ok S48 PR I A 1 3 TGV A B R AIE . B AR X IR LE B P, A o A S A% T A M R I B 4 AR IR I, R T O
WA e PR A TR P I A 1 S SRV AR AE 22 AN ) 1) T R A 2R AH e AT 8 2 M4 19 (control flow) FERE Vi (data
flow) FFT £ B 2k e SCoet R A5 08 00 TE A 2k R A 20 %) 2 S 3k I A e Dy T i A 2R 1 45 ) T A 1 491 dn JE BB
55 2% btk (weak termination) =5 ik R ASE 7Y (1) K04 Yk LE A 2 J0) DG v ek R ASE 280 v i 3 2 T B3040 R0 1 T s AL )
11 5 e T TR AR v B — VR ) IR N UG g5 8 SRR T 75 LU0 I IR i R AR 2 ) O 1 e SR P A
55 I UE I B R PR A A 2 — 56 P i, DR 7 532 B 2 FH o AT I a2 A0 4 75 S ol 5 - 19 JE A e S A8 7R L
Y 7l (work flow management) 35Uk, & B 1k (soundness) > At (1 41 FE 25 1 1k REASE IR (T AE 9 W WF-net)
V40 X A 4 S A T RSS2 g T e SCEL AT A B (SO AR 2 (1 5 ) PR AT S B AR HE 3
7 T A 230 55 2B MR (CTEAE BT « 14 24 28 1 MR COE BT R W R &%) « TEAEIE 3l (ILART 5 Sl A L4 k2.
0 A BRE LR b3 75 30— 20 % R B 0 1E A, DB G — S AL B0 B A R AL T I M e R
23 55 B — >4 ey )k R IR v I 20 A R B R AL, AN T B ORIE 120 FE AR ) I A S Ok A i
FEUME I 1 A P DR Dby B 42 90 i o 2 W 1 1 L 0 P A O %, 0 BB 7 B I RS & A TT R A I R (private
process)!' ] T DL 24 e — b B2 AF AN BRAT 75 22—l Jed 8 60 5 T VR A AR B AR I A R 2
Wi A Jad B AR (0 T P (Pk AP i 25 AR 32 5 i) 2271

SR, RIS H AR AR I IE A E 1, AT 3R A7 70 A T 2 S0 3 1 L i P S R 43 303 2 (R 1 T A a2 e — 3
FE ST B IE A B ARG 1% 8B AT P REEE N T — MR BCRES, XA th T BB R s g T
WOk, T 2 B AR S0 AT I 353 5 H B AR 1 8 SCAS TG THE T 36 ol PR 2 SR 0 2 S5 481 1) AT AN 7 [ 3R
B AT R A AT M T 4 % B S0 AN BEREAT ST B 1T W 7 PR A a0 T RS BAT X B I T — AN 93 ) 3 fr
TEAE I i S A AL TS R IE A PR S R A BT RS 3 AR AR U 2l RS B W IE AR s 8 R T ST R S
{5103 % (10 30 P IE Aff 1 T L MR 55 N s S s 50 R 50 30 7 A 1) 3 ok e P21 A S s 93T % o R v T 51 R
)47 4 A A 0 R BT V7 A R 8 R b B 2S04 R 5% (dynamic change bug)! 2814 fu1, Aalst A Ay, 5 3 72 SE 41 i) 3T 7%
AR FINSEB BB BTG 2. 5 AT B S5 B AT A RO 4 12 3o B S 2 TR 1 T AR T
B AR ST L BT e A S IR AT 171 )5 2 IR H AR BT, I B A X 1) ] AR S R D DL K
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Y1 21 H AR I ] FiIRES TR 37 5 i R, DR bt 422 50 40 5 5 B 3 R S4B T AR K A 56 AR
B A S AT AT LU B B AR T SEBR b DR Dk o R S 4 1R I A T K 1 S A R AR T AT RS
WS ) B AR BN T A IR P 58 € RS WU I 3RA53 10 B RS 2 5 & (valid) & — A AT
S E ] B2 3L o A7 ORGSR AT, 1T AR A BRI ) Py B3k H AR R B I — AN T ORES . Rk g
TR W, FRAT TGV B BT U B S 4B A 1) IE A 1 AR, BATT ] BA A o R S0 i A () IE A PR R B — L A A 4%
A, DT R FH 3 8 58 3 4% A1 58 0 W7 3 S48 2 15 W] DUIE B AR SO o 78 S 461030 6 1 1 0 1 s SCAE by Rz e 3 1 i
A1 VY ST P (1 9058 D, A 8 U ) 78 90 2 A AT kg A 50 3 R S 481 T ST A P 11 H A U e ok o AR S 400 (R T T
P4 #E ) (migratability criteria).

TEFR S IS T 18 1 10 78 40 2% A A A o R S4B 1) P AT AR M A 0 1 AT T U S IR R R A A R e
ANJFTL 55— AN 7 THUAE S0 B 1003 B i) R 200 2 S 3 rp A1 R B AR SE R A T B B2 DR 3
TR 2 g (1) WA A PR A 50 i o 75 2 e O 2 S 1 24 AT 35 300 )7 B4 B LA AL T G 1 ad FR AR B A
I35 5T BB e AL TE 2R G0 10409 e b A BOHE 2 P i O 45 B s AR 2 — LB [)5(2) 43R T B {5 &
S, BRATT AT R R IAT 1) AT 3 % 1 A B T7 vk ok A e e S0 £ R AE AS ME I AT R S 490 1 W] AT RS MR AS B8 7V N )
FERS AR AT 28 )7 VR &R He M (0 B2 R A 13 R S B R 22 I, 512 051 T 3 s A 560 1 2k 6 ) A0 4 AR 450
FESRM;(3) i A R S AN T LT R8I i R 5 |4 L5 AR P i PR e R AR L e 52 o R S 481 0 4R A T s T SR o
TR SEAG) W] CAIT A%, 0 I 5 44 e R S4B 11 224 i RS (T2 4] 280 et () D) W S B0 A0 s 1 i AR A R b v BT (1)
K2 (3) 2 MO T~ HAR IV S BT & 5 10K, 1 B3R (2)3 B 8 20 1) B A0 0 g ik TR b, g dod R 50 407 ) 30 % 3 5 ]
AT AN I3 2o A5 S 491 ] S A% M 1) v ke B I R S A0 W AT ARSI o B — D R R S AT A A R E Bk
25, B #5278 21 B AR B ] FlORZS S S AT 8 I 2 A AT R B TR DA I 48 R 4 Ty il #E
SEA IR AT I A PR 56 S5 H AR A TR 8 S % AH DG TR, AR SCH 3 5 T i R HE — A B AT 40 3R

WL BB I3 b, JRATALE W PAIS W RE ) A AL TF ZEE K 3 Jr i OB IR (1) H AR A U T A A
(2) ARG FTIT RS 1 U T 1) ¥ (R ORI S R SE T A% 1 E AR )5(3) I AR S 49 WO A A 1 110 v 20 e 3 v 2 i
PIAN J T A 76 3 A S 490 X0 % 10 1 10 [0 Bt 2 5 v 380 A58 S 4810 30 8 140 2000365 0 3485 (3) A Jy T G 7 i 2 51 441
ERB AR 2 Pi7R).

=== Correctness———-—-—-— 1

] |

I |
Correctness of target schema Correctness of . . .
(1) Orchestration perspective ——==) | process instance & M1§£§tear‘ti);hty ) Conacreizacil}::mg
(2) Choreography perspective migration PP

| | |

e Attt Efficiency---------—--—-—--------- |

Fig.2 Three key issues involved in the dynamic evolution of processes
K2 R AT 25 R 3 T 1 0% Bt 1)
2 BREXHERGE
MR A H B A5 2R 5 AR AR — Tl AU A 1 0 2 R S 401 ) 2 U A T B il Ay ORI 2o S 497) 3 %
R TE A e, T ORI H AR B TR [F I A R A S R 2 5 B Al R U R I, 3 0 B DR R I AR A Y OE
A, 12 D) R RT DU A DA s A T R 1) H AR A 3 A 3 ) — B3P (consistency ) 6 26 7] 7.
21 B#RRARIERME

LR AR T T LA BRI T 5 R AR s A9 1) A0 A AR A A TR b 55 R A b v
(BPMN). 13¢5 1 FEBE(EPC); 1 1) B H BT A B B AL 5 IR AL T H 0 UML 353 & R K Petri
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PR HEREAR B DL R A S T2 THT TR ) SRR A 2R RE 1) BPEL. & ah b 5 4L [R] 5% ), X S i FRAR TR K 22 RE A% AF L 4%
P33T e 2 R G Petri W 2 Ak S — Bl e (10 Jok R AR A A 5 8 R DR AE 2 (1) Petri W 1 B AL 3R,
(2) Petri M T 5 ORI B A0 B0 BT B AR (3) Petri R LA S5 2 220 i 3ok A2 S2 49 F 2 1 R AT IR 255 (4) Petri
W ] LA {8 i 2 Pt FEAR PO th AR S B s AR (R B E 5 BOR AN, 3k 7, A SO R Petri
o Sk g At RE AR TR DR ik, 1 ST Petri 190 F At e TR P — R B4

Petri )& A =J04 N=(P,T,F), et :P={p,,ps.....om} HIEFTEE S T={t b, ta ) W ARITHEA, Hl L PAT=
D,Fc(PxT)U(TxP) Ay & 12 BT AN AR ST (1 47 1) SREE A Petri WA T L& — N3 18] — 40 1R, 3 b 128 i S [ P 2 7%, A%
TG AE 7R, P i (A3 ) H BBl 1 A7 1) 95 AR ST (AR . Bk g CR IR T Petri 1K) 45 44 F 23, 0 KB
Petri MW AT IRES, FE H (token) # 51 N2 Petri W H I SE4T H & — Lo bi 5, H /D B SR F0 1 KA & 78 2
R FE A AE Petri 9 ZE T AR 43 A0 B 7R Petri W [FIR S, B7 0 FR 1R (marking). M & I SR 7R Petri W HOAR R, 52
—Am i, H A M(p)RZRERT p R E EL— R My R IRV PR IR M=[pi,2p | &R TEFR IR M T
B pi A0 py o B A AN RN R TR T RS SR A SO Z e (N,MYZR TR Petri BN R IFR IR M.
FEARIRM R ARE RN E TS A N W tAE AR MO A7 i A A (enabled), ic 4 (N,M)[t). B A7 K
AL AR IE AT LAk A (fire), A83T t A AR SV FE B t N PR T b BOFE 1, RIS TE ¢ (R REAN a0 R 28 BT TP i — /N4
IR AT SB AR ML SR SRR AT L 2 b (NG MO TN, M. RIRE - ZE R I MR 354858 7 41 ot 1) A8 5
AT A AR il R B0 2 (N, M) [ o) 45 o AR S 4 0 i U5 3R A3 — N BT AR iR MYz B ] LA IR

(N,M)[a)(N,M").

AL LAFEA Petri I 4 481 136 BV 55 3k A2 PR ERARE L 365 11F LA K 38 A4 1) R0 7 Ak B — S8 S s ] RIS AR Petri I 1Y)
FIE e JIH LA L LA SCRF L Bl S5 Ui B @ B AR X TP T T BRAT T T AR A = 4 Petri WL IS TR R Petri N
2402334900 330 2B AR AR T T 0 10 o R A5 3 1) Peetri 1Y (085 Ao S 20 ) ok st kb 4% 0 491, 2 R iz o )
T 55 3o 1D IR TR AT A 0 P 3 W s 50 S e o R 14042 82 T A3k P BSF 0 R 1) Peetri 19 56 b 45 3 A s A e A1)
A UUF LA B AR 35 % EPC. UML 3B A 14 E L& BPEL 2515 AR Wi A FE AR Petri
WL Petri 194 HR f) AR 3T 2 ek B 103 0, T A TR s i — o A S ) 1 s B OIR AL R A bR IS T AR
i AR S B AT 1R B 1R SRR P T B8 (program counter) R4 A S LL.

Sy ARAIE B A I a vE, T EE RE THD A ) (1) Gn ] s SR R AR TR R e (2) QA B AIE F b A
2P TE A o R ASE R ) TE A 1 4 U ] DU PR AN S T HEAT 8 SCe (1) 8 T IE A M AN M R B b % N5 Bl 1Y)
T X (semantics), {Y M i FEASE TR 1) 5 A4) (28 1) ) R 0040 400 (S0t 0 ) 1) #0 B5 E SCd REASEZRY 1) LE A P 5(2) R o T
FHAE W 2% R st TR 0 v 5 AN 3 30 (0 LA S 3t R A 20 T I i A2 (140 47088 461 IR (domain. knowledge)t 415k H
JAR SE [HE E 7 SR A 51 Sy ik RS B 1) TE A 1k s S 28— ANRe 8 Y IE A PR R4 0 R AR AU, 0 A AN fig
[FJ I - Aspirin F1 Marcumar 31X P 28 24 44 .3 L6 4 4 R sk B 7 77 SR AT BURE vF 501 25 1R 3 199 B 24 (specifi-
cation) X £ 5 (constraint) (1] JE 2\ AT IR B Ah, 1 B2 (1) JR T % (atomicity ) Rp P 7 22 RAIE 1) FEAR 2 A AT 38— 4k B
e EARSH — AT FAR WG B K AR — AN AT AME IS 3 2 a7 g 3 R R R P S L o R Y R
TP A T A LA R T Y LA T AE R T ) W R 0 D R S SR AR v AN B I ] M
(compensability) LA & 1] FEiR P (retriability) 5 i AR S, BRI AS SO I FE 19 R 1 P AN s 12 FH 1 A P Y

) T G O FR AR Y I A AR VIR 7 ik T DA A I A 0 R AR (1) MR AR B S B P A SRk DL R R A
AT ERBEAE RS I 0 B A e H A A Bl R A AT A8 i 45 21 H AR AR 5 A 56 H AR =X, 4 H FR st
AN AL TR 1) LE A P T D)3 (] 4 458 4 oS0 281 ) A 0 A TE A A DA 1 (2) AR P oo ) sk L At
FEAT BRBE 1 A8 A A5 5, 70 1o AR AR 2R RS o 0 il b 1R A8 o5 (X S0 48 SCH5 1 R 8 £ 4 o FRASE 200 1 1E i 2 ) LA 3R
15 B ARRE R IX 2T PR R correctness by construction LA TAE K £ K45 2 254k 3 75 1832457481 By oy g A7
DA I RSS2 f 42 o5 DA G ) (incremental ) 7 sCHEAT 18 B5UG I 20 B ARBE AT IH A2 IE 6 1024 0 2 S i) 75 22
AT, EE 2 A B 7 SO I FR S T B 45 48 T I 1), AT T DA we ok R S 400 3 A 1) sk e o AR AR Y SRR I
TG G CSCER AR 5 0 R AR Y (%) T A s SO O, i REAR TR P T M M SRR P e P SRR 8 SR AR gl B2 BR
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i, AT b 8 A AT 2 T Jin AASUAS

T 308D T A P A e AR ) T A o D, BT T A K 2 O T i R ASE AR (1 T I 4 e o oo R 9 i
AT R i I FE LA P DG A /U440 N 0 DA Ay, o A A D I A P 7 124 DA 42 Sl R A B O 1 £ S
HEAT 58 SC AL FEAREY (1 45 F A5 S G S AT MU _E PR AR A5G 28 ) B e e 77 ek RS 204 0 2 o 30, 100 A 17 20 A el e A6
TR B U, R A CHC ) WS 0 B AR AT o R AT PRI (1) R AR R DA RO AR R B 1R AR AR —
Wi 92 #4(first-class  entities) | A S FEAR AL ejr B04%50): 2 g 3 2y () Ay A I Hh A 840 Ay 3 5 10 A 280 BR o 8035 231
U2 LA 1 205k e A LUK AR (1 5 1 48 5 20 AT B e AR AN R BRSO A A X
DT RIS AR T, 2 A A e AT A 2R G b AT AR AR N e RS R ) e e AR A9 A R 2% 50 2 SRR AR
ANEE 1 TE MBS 2 ST i 1R AR R 5 A ] R 2 o RS 7 B A I, 75 2 ORAIE H A g
AR U LA R T, BAT TR I 3 5 s IO HE 206 AR 5C T AR AT A 4.

Correctness checking

Incremental checking General correctness Application-Specific correctness
Full checking ' : b '
) 1 1
E | i E
I I I - I »  Correctness criteria
Control-Flow Data-Flow Domain User
correctness correctness knowledge requirements

Fig.3 Technical framework for ensuring the correctness of the target schema

3 RAIE H br S IE A P 1 BOARHESE

FE T AR GRURNY 55 3ok A B AU, T E U0 000 110 5 B 4% S AE 10 A0 38 5 SC T Sk RS 200 iy 1 it 200 4 B4 )
JESCEFELLT 3 FHIEI A1) 9ZOEECLIEBIRE81);(2) 1 Mk Coa T R iR E);(3) LA 3)
(ATART 35 Bl BB A AL 2 R A2, e 2 U A ) ol R AR TR 0 s S 11 55 2 b T DA I Job R A Y TG PR 48 R 3
BT, R b i — I R AR TR A7 A 0B BT B, TR A AN S . FRAT T T DUSG IR ] 4(2) BT I FE AR T 2
B BRI, DR B AN A TE SRR S B T A ) 4(b) B s 1 a AR Y DU AN s AL A B, DR (1) WSS Bt TR )
t il & I R S I AT SN — D FEBORE CUE T ss P & —AMEE TR sq PASHE);2) WRES)
ts il 5 RAEE B te nT DA R AR E0 AR TS R S Bt R G MR T AN TEik Bk R SEARFR R 0, 4 I 4a) F
B 4(b) o ) g S — i FRAR TR R PR R B AR AR AR A B R A5 0Rs JE V2 PR R 5 e P 4 Sl 1 A oA ik — 2P
20 08 T AR ) 1) B O FEARE TR WFD-net > ME T4 5 W0 (10 JE 0l 14 AN 30 18« 5 DA S Y 55 1) 2% o 3 ol b 2%
BF HC B 0 B0 AR Y. B35 3 _EL WFD-net #8630 1E A P 8 S5 TAER P —BGER WFD-net %A M IE T4 H 44
PR TE A P U] AL A R T e R AR 2 R A 1) L S B S . A YA Y S R — ] LR R i PR AR s o
LA (8 5 A D VR BRI B RIS B R BTG B A RN B e (AT A 2 DRt > ol e AR
0 T T A IRE, AT LU FH 3 0 18 5 o 6 B R SR 8 LE A I AR AR X TR — P I A AT LR 2 T ] DR X
SO G SR AR R A e 0% DR R I FEASE B 1 50 O LA P

T 15 R W K 2% 1) ADEPTP ™00 H 4158 ST —Fi A 1 BB (FR ) WSM nets), FH T 3o i A58 780 8t A
WSM Nets AR T 3550 153 2 8] 4 A, 18 2 3 kb 20 ) T A% 5 (B ) DL KT sl xR S (1) 152 5 440X
T 7 ¥ g i 20 A 5 Y A Sy i R AR (10— 7 S A DAL 4 o A 2 (1 s o S R0 B4 Y (BN 5 5 ) % i E —
i — IR H W SM Nets 3 il i E A v B A A1) 592 100%:(2) TEoEig 8l % e X5 ARG M B & 3
5 AL WSM Nets A ECHE UL LEAff 1t 75 B0 A2 LU B 45 B0 (1) ATAn] 38 30 PR i N A 1 2007 A FH 2 BT A 8
Mad;2) HRPATIPIAIESIA RS [F]— A8t (BR AR X PR ANIE Bl i (7] 20 94T [F] 20t 4h , ADEPT 3l H A\
s S A A B R T T Al s e e 04T T a8 40 1) T A P AT DU 3 T 4% 1 (pre-condition) AT R
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B 4 (post-condition) T LLLRILE.

(a) (b)

Fig.4 Process models without and with control flow errors?"?

Bl 4 AAELEAEAE T IR A 2 1 o R AU Y
WIDE! S 45 H A5 PR A 8 DL K 5o FE A0 B 1E 4 P ME 35 5 ADEPT 2841, B4R WIDE 32 7 — 4 5g

TR o] Be A AEEIE 8. LEAh IEH 1) TAE @ L 5] N — 28 50 AN 28 & (schema invariant) K 52 Sk FE A A 1) 1F #ff
P IS T AENE RS AR AR B 1008 538 1, AN T ) PR 3o 46 548 40 T LASR A I 10 H A 148,

I bR OC T A A IR AN T, R ABE B 11 T A M o T s TR N R AR B T il S TR G A R 2
U AR IR R BRATT R 1R S s I FH ) 75 Sk, B A o A 20 P L A 42 9 T 88 i TR 2% R T DAL e o AR ASE Y 1)
TERAE AOAE ESC A 90 0, AT A6 BT 300 T VRO IR IR 45 24 A5 450 PR o5, 1 0 20 T A 45 4 A et R AR R (10 B0 it
IEAf T ARG HE T — ZR 5] LAORRE IR 55 416 200t 1E A 1 1R J A B A DU
22 BHrEXSRERXH—BT

TETT A58 N, 05 20 2N FR WA H 25 500K 4, 58— Ak 45 B br B — i 42 53— 2 5

9 HE R PRAIE FRAN IR e AR VAR I AN 23 5 e B 5 A8 B IR AR A R AN T AR AIE B AR 0 IR A, 3
IARAIE AT A0 st 2 1) H PR 25 PR = 2 Ta) 1 — ik B B R SO U5 e B (R AL L FE T & 5
T g R AR T A 1 227 DR ok, A A A R R 1) ) — 500 ) T 0 T i R i 1 I s A o U230 5 R
25 TR TE A 1 0 5 B 3o 5 PR L A o T 200, ] DUDAE P T A R LR s S P T 1 P S TR AT % 18
SR, T2 55 3 2 G HE (e 78 0T i LG TG 95 (RS I B 2 TR0l A5 1) e 2 R T e {49045 (R 18 h B T 55
22 AN B T S S0 IR 532 4 (temporal logic) %1 i (14 3t 7 4 HIE FR) T A 1 o DU AS ] 3 52 53540 g e BT T4 K
2 2 IR B 0 R i HE, O 3 B DAF S 1) A B R s S A G HF P 1 A e

03 2 G HE PR 8 LE A P T I A A e A ) A SR 8 SIS A0 AN A TE W i E R
(no unspecified reception)>> JEAEHHN JEAEEH AN AT PRI 5 (limited communication)®” . 5528 1k (R JE AL
R 0 ) R4 g P 2, 3 e R G )4 R T S AT K B L W R A P A A
—VE BN I N 8 SIS B TC R AT T 43 5 | R AU B AR A A A 4 VAR 5 AR N IE
P 5 2 2 LBk AR o HE v 0 B 1 T SUAE R, 5 G U R R 75 ST S A9 G 7 B 2H 2R AR R e 2% A At
3ok, A Jey ek R B4R 0 D P R R A S e R g 0 T o g ),

BRI oy T 6 U i 58 o 1) A P 5k 2% 0 BLAKAE IR S A I AN B A FF R RE SR S — g iR
A AR I FRATT R T — Tl JR 0 1 D 2 (b AR 5 YRR S ) [ — B0 ) ok ORI JR 5 1 3 R s A AN £ g i 4 Ry
FEgmHEMIERPE 2 2 8 Py A AR Py (4L A A 5 — AR g R 1 IE W MEME UL IS4 Py A Py B A 28 1Y
(compatible), 5 #E Py AHA M FT A I FEM R Py AR HE S R & A T B Py AT — A AR HE Rt A i 7
Py (I — AR R R, R4 1 72 Py 5 2 Pyl —BUPECE AR Py T DA AR P, B ). — B0 08 SPRIE T
5B AH N 25 A1 (00 R 3 AN 2 5 ) 1) 4 J o 2 I 10 00 A L bt 4 3l — S0P 1) s SCBRATTAS 3 e IR, 1ok R 7D 1)
— SO 3L S BT T 9% R (preorden) LR O R — BRI AL B RME L AR TE N U R, I HT Y OE R AT
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PR B BRI LN R R AR )P R RS LT T R R,

TR Py AR w] 682 T0 55 1), B 4 4 JE 5 SOR A Wi B3 1) — SodE 25 1 — Lo P il X 1tk
AT 5T K 22 908 T2 75 w] DA 8 e b R AR B A8 P (W ERE S5 40 5% R W 42 554 (trace equivalence). H.
F 40 (bi-simulation) 2% R 4 S — S0P vE 20T 55 T (strong bi-simulation) & i3 F& 7] % 58 f) — Rl &40 55 &R, A4
T 5 G I 110 48 TR I A e 4 T ey S S A 5 F AL O B8 ) e R A o S R DA ik o R g 1) TE R e, DTt 5
RS ¢ AT DL SRAE Ay sk B 1] (1) — S0P v ) AR 1, 558 AR R ok R Ak ke B0k P A, BRL kel LB T
FORAT R 5940 Bk FR — B HE WL A W R A IR AR (1) TR RR B I AEAN O R b F- 4R — S 5540 1 T BERUOC R
59 H AUl (weak  bi-simulation) 5 7] FH T xSk F2 8] 17— SobE L T3 2 19 09 350 3B 4ff s P & $ (internal non-
deterministic choice) ] At 2 5 B id FLa 15 B LB, IR 1 B AR 25 ANl & FH 0 5 SCRERE A — Bk P (2) 78 F21A)
W 7 o0 2 0 -3k b T B ARG AR $ (strongly  simulating)J5AR 28 A G AR TE I R B 4 5 4 R i R g HE 0
SEAE DR I SR ABE UL 9 2 LA S 40 30t AR A B v 1) A O 7 9 R 8 ARAE A R 2 SR R i) g — B0 1200 £ ik
S (Bl A A ) S5 5 1T A TF 5 b Ml SR H T 47 Ol 4k 7K (behavior inheritance)!*H1 2 i (accordance) 7262814k
it J 37 5% F SR A Ay 3ok 2 ) 11— S50k M D) 35 S 000 BT 1) I 8 g 7 R R DA 38 P s S H b X 5 s =X TR 1)
— .

SR I AR (] — S0P ) 8 SR fis i R Ak, AT 7R B2 B AT RAIE H AR AR S YA U — Bk A LR
PR T (1) AR I A 18] — BOME e SCIE B AR A SR U — B0k (2) i e S — 28] DULR R 7 fe) —
Bk 3G 5 218 SO AE (BUPR e 4 R SR AR AE H bR AR 5 AR — B B QR B B TA T e b
TR FR AN O3 s A R T A A R ) H AR S 6 R AR B AT T R P B E A A AR
T4 B A 7 B T IR T R TR 1A R R

Consistency criteria
3

Accordance[—

Behavior
inheritance

Bisimulation —

Trace

equivalence [
| I I I — I —— Correctness criteria
No unspecified ~ Deadlock Weak Atomici Application-Specific
reception freedom  termination tomicity [ TL/CTL properties
Full
checking
Incremental
checking

Consistency checking

Fig.5 Technical framework for ensuring the consistency between the target and source schemas

5 PRIE H B 5 R 2 BRI H AR HE R

ol P i) 0y — B0 D R S A A e T R A R A B T i BT OM el ok e g o R 1 1 A
Z: 575 7] DL B O ik FEH B (process protocol), T W B C 404 5 A FE AT A2 B3 FR P iR 46 T —
FAN AT B DA SO S48V 2 18] (R0 M6 2R A 7 2 SOk oy 3ok 2 B B3UAR A R O 28 S ] (public view)!* a2
2 (contract)!® b FE bl 41 (1) 22 15 07 AR U 1L B 0 BOK SC L B 5 19 A 3 B2 orchestration), 1X R 117 30 Bk
h B2 KBV (design by contract). 78 2224 A vE 1A 5T, SCBR[SS TR AN AEAE B 4 78 R0 B 15 2 B A
) 3ot 2 o I I A0 0 e B AR R m HE AT — SRR R RS T HAS KB e AT ERCMHEE,
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TR 23 e A A A Ay 2 AE AR ) AR X R O A 1 5 SR AR 4R T AR B 0 R () 1 — Bk s (e SO
PRl 5 ) B R R SEBUAE AT RAS T P Be B i) BAS D T i R WS/ AH RORZS T I 4= i 5,
[Fi] IS 3 % SEERAE AR —IRES T BT g ik 0T B 2 T B O BSUFE AR ROIRES T P g ik 1 v B TR 4 i FE S T
A LU S R B3 RO £ 25 18 3 P R A O V5S8R T, AN A7 AR WA 8 IR B0 3 i o % i
) TE A P T SCAS BE DR UE TG ZR 8, DR AR 5 gk — 2Dt T o e 2 HE T 2R 4 41 T o 1 — B0 v S X b — 3k
& AT A 2T AN 48 1A HEOG AR IR 441

PR32y A BT b AT Ay kRN 2 S — B AE U 52 BR T — 57 a2 18 G 5 4 e 1 A 2 o OO R ) 8% s 4k
& (projection inheritance) i X T —Fl— 8tk 5 R PO S VEAE AL Ik BE LR 1A 4 A M Jon T LA 5 Oy
JG(silent action) ) A3 A5 1 3 45 — 2 1 5 X A0 08 5cHs AR 81 7 355 ) 2 T) 948 I — 38 F0 AR S A5 05 30 i
SCHEF 43 3 H A (branching bi-simulation)! {2, DR G BE A AR UE 24— A I AR 4 — A S i ik
T G 1 140 T e A AR 5 A P22 4R 3 o 4 7 5 3R AT R A2 T, 091 2 e AT TAS e V3 48 K TR 38 A7 040 A g G R 1K)
WG HRAT (38 B AL A HAT AT

¢ i (accordance) 27058 s A I I RE A5 W B AN RT3 R AT R P, A B A A R R A i
& Py BIAHAAK AR PR AR 72 Py AT LA SR i AR P AN HE I, K TR G 2R 5 e 8 ) — B0 o8 S 5E W) 4, IR
S S A G AR I ) S O AR A 46 8 DRI 4 R i g IR P T A8 e 1) R TR M s A T 5 — T R Py IR A K AT
T VT B8 A2 TG 75 1R, BT ) R R ) (1 4K R OG BR 2 AN B B e 1k 1) e R 25 S 1 25 0 3 il #E P IRAH 24K
Pl AR RS R LUR A BR 19 U7 NG RE (RIS AL BEAT 275, AN IS 73 40 BT A T 52 (R A Ak PR i R 4R 2 TR AR 7T
55 G AR b ] BT B 2R UE I B 5 Ak 2 O R S Rl RE TR 1 K JIELOG AR ), TR M AR T OG AR B I 99 1k o SRR
T AR AR I SR INAE SRR A, B SV BE 210 ) DLCR SR Al R (] — B0tk A8 St A A9 G, e SRR 9 AN 0 A B8 K
TR % S AT I8 B A8 2 HAT AT A VP A B AT PAT IR 2 TR BROC &R SCHR (6101948 T BPEL AR
8] P — SOV ) IR 4R T — R A e Ok K BPEL Ve — 31 i) BPEL 5 VA 2 111 11 384 5 20 45 10 0 sk Ak, Sk
[S91FT & SLIFREHL G 2R 5 4 HEOG AR AL

FERE 5 N T A0 PR T 1, S DR UE e 2 P A0 1) Ji 7 P, SCHR (63140 Hh 77 o R ASE 20 A6 o545 A o 2 2 3 ) 74 U
(guideline). £ 3 —Z 5 i T2 K X L 94 UL BEAT V8 4, T8 4 20 2 90V A0 AN £ AP 4 o o R ot e ) Dt 2

IR AR K 22 NFR IR 1) A B 2% i T AR ASE TR YA T S (1) B0 T 5 20 o o R A 20 ) 50 Ut B A4 i
REBAEN T BRI ir) AT LA G 1 R s AL IR 1) 4% 04 6 (control dependence)— B AI E 5 K #i (data
dependence)—F( .

3 IREEBIRNE RN R E
AR B AC I, H AR E A T DL H AR S PR — St A & IE S P, e AT AT BLARIE

B 3 7 {4 0 36 7 YR X G 8 O L G AR AT 5 B 10 1o 52091 £ I A8 1, B SR ST A 1 R 2 4 A 23 6 38
SRR L P T U £ R o P2 92 9T 1 L e S — 3 2 IE A

S T Lk R S0 (1 BT R DR 5 52 ) L A T A A PR, 24 R A AR S e A A 3 B 4 ik
TSI A8 (AT, DL TT A L R S48 70 2 RDIR A R HEAT XSRS AR T AT A (10 3 P 529 i 75308 57 bk IF 1
B T S 0 P T, 5 e R 0209 £ 24 IR A A 06 5 B S AT 75 A B L 45 2 I 4IAT D s 0 2 IR S AN i
i A 10 5 S8 % e S48 AN 24 IR 25 T A T A G T R AE X A 1 TE W 2 7 LA W T B 0 R RS
JEUO19200 (1) RS [T (state rollback), Fil % 21 b fi S 4 it i 451k 75 Si2 491 P PR AT [0 8 380 20 i 50— AR 25, ik
AT UG UE R R 5 1 1 T AT 5(2) HEIBIERS (delayed migration), SR R R 7 75 22 RUE AR E 4 — AR BEIR
A4S I 9290 Rl 0 L 03T R A0 0,2 TR S PR AT Ak T — AN B o I, 2 AR S RAT R — YR AT A £ I A
F A 11 30 M 38 B — A A% (5 UE A S5 10 % 0 A 1 P TR AS 5 i DA _E LSBT R Al o i S T B 1 1
8 0 AR e R SR R A8 1 H AR B F
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BT B AR PR G, RSB TR 75 SO AT A RS (AR S A2 B (UL H bt T i
LA 1A ) ) A A 2 B TR I A F AR BT AT () A w3 A () gt 2 104 ey T RS AL Y
PN H AR 2L A 5 5, TR S Rt 22 18] (R DR 2 e 4 vl DAAE i R S5 b Se Bl F 3l Ak, 0 22K

IS Ak 5 SR 03 T AR S D A 1

R T DL I (R A7 AE 4 1] R BA S FEL A5 B L S0 D B2 40T I 7577 LAk RO

2i b 6 NG5 RESC BT RS 5 225 B 4 7 1 SR i)
b R S48 3 % 0 LE A PR R DU (AL SR 3.1 79 ) LR R 18 ) 3 % P v DU (L 555
BT B TR B A 42 50 T A P BRIk, 1 = B X v T R AT 5 AR

Migratability Criteria & Migratability Checking
A

TR L

instance-level —

schema-level [—

K713 DL puR S B

1TERIR.

7 i ) |
Migration Occasion delayed

migration

K6l sl

state current valid deadlock weak
rollback  state migration freedom termination
automatic control f~
manual control [—
A
State Mapping

atomicity

Fig.6 Technical framework for process instance migration

TR M H AR HESE

Table 1 Comparison of related work on process instance migration

applltmmn-qwclfc
LTL/CTL properties

S 152 TR I TR P9 AT RT RE WA A0 B A R AT S X 289 R

T AR TAEREAT
3.2 ) SR R 5

—— Correctness Criteria

F 1 MRESEHITBA R TR R
Representive work Correctness criteria Mlgratablllty. criteria Mlgrat.lon Statf:
& checking occasion mapping
M 1
Flow nets!?*¢"] Deadlock freedom Schema level Current state Qe
control
Validity Automatic
WF-Nets!!'31:31] (including weak termination, Schema level Current state
e . control
duplication and skipping of tasks)
[19] Legality Current state & Automatic
WIDE (similar to weak termination) Instance level state rollback control
Soundness Current state &
ADEPTLI21630:43.44.49.50] (similar t.o wpak termlnatlon) and Instance level state rollback & Automatic
application-specific LTL delayed control
properties migration
[64] Behavioral consistency Current state & Automatic
eFlow X . L Instance level
(including atomicity) state rollback control
ServiceMosaic!*'! . Compatlblhty' . Instance level Current state Automatic
(similar to weak termination) control
Current state & Automatic
Mial®! Deadlock freedom Schema level delayed control
migration
Valid migration Current state & Automatic
Dilepis!'>*>"! (considering both control flow Instance level delayed control
and data flow corrcetness) migration
Valid migration Current state & Automatic
LiveMig!*? (considering control flow Schema level delayed control
corrcetness) migration
IBM WID and _ Vz'lhd migration Current state & Automatic
. T66] (considering both control flow Schema level delayed
WPS extension L0 control
and data flow corrcetness) migration
RAPIDwarcl6s) Appllcatlon-spemﬁ LTL Instance level Current state & Automatic
properties rollback control
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3.1 AR KABUIE R AY IE R

AR 1 WO LB T IR SRR )L B, 2R AR AT AR T S 451 P IR A 1. DAy S L A
(K y SRS Ak, N2 i WA i 2 i S A0S A ) D 0 o VA AN R (R BT 53 2 a4 1 7 AN () PR L R S B RS 11
TEAAR P A U, (3 8 T A A O DA G P FRE oK s SCRR O 128 AR B 3 S R f AR [, DA £ 3oL
R ST A5 1O LEAff P AR D)t T 23 Dy P 2R (1) T LA A v U5 (2) e 5 2 P LA 9 O A A B, B A oL AR A
TR PR TE 8 P 23 B

ot S MBS V10 38 P I A 1 9 DU AN 3 ok R TR v 2 A3 ) 1 L AR T SO 1 R R A T BRAIE B 1
2L FEAE DT 0 7 DL AR BE S8 IR PRAT 38 B TI0UE 19 2 bR A & BOL R S OB 5 A RIS B 28 1R
A B A VT BT PI(1) 3 RS BR O R S I 0T J5 A BE B s R A5 (2) K A k0L
SEGIIERS 25 AT 3 Bl I TG Bl A N AT 350 58 SCEUBEAN £ B AE 13 A SR R AR O B
A AR TR A () SR DR (1) AR AR A 7 43 VAR B VAL 58 A Pl B 9 T T LA b i
IERiPEF LA 53 (2) B il T3k, 5 BURFIEAS o R S48 1A 3T 3820 A 6 LA 5K 2 3L 490 e
S DA AAT T IRBUT 953 a) (HAE HARBGUTIE3) a) A KA T B AR IR B R, W Rt A 5 4
TR B H AR AR AT 8 2 51 KO A 2, AT 3 S0 e SE 81 032 1E 3 32 4T I 0o A2 S AN i AA B TIUE 1)
2R F N B AR AN IZIE RS I 1L AR ST RS 2 H bR R, ar BUKE <1 R ST A AN & SIS A AL B 02 1
D P P e S A3 A F LA A A A% 2 R U S D R S 4 T DG A B AR S AN £ i DU e oL e 5
I NAZAE PR A R BAIAT

AE LB AR P A0SR o R AR 2R DA et S )3 75 096 AL — R PR A R 3K e AU R T s
SRl 55 RN 5P B A P 0 R 2 R A TR e A 35 B, AN 0 DRAIE T A AN 2 S AU A, B 1A
M Rt S 81 PR A 7 B SO S AR R R DR A A T I R 1 L,k R S 481 R 5 D B AN BB AL
D P T8 P DU 3 S S 7 D A A U441, 4, 3o o L 2 T A Oy — R R o s
7 FH A A O OO 7 3 2 R, SCHR[65 1K 3K 1Y S HE U 55— DA R I P S8 A 1 AR G ML 240, 5 — b
AEGE USRS 33T 2% 21 H AR P O BB 245 PR A i R IR AN 319 RGP o2 U R,

FEWTEL 6 P Ayt e ST AS T A 0 v DU o i R S 5 AS 1A AT A di oy S AR () M U i e S B3 A 1Y
AR ZERAE FARBE T A7 A5 — AN R RS RS AR 1200 25 W S R S 91 K R AT BE 85 Ak 1 R S5 mT LA A
A7 BRI ) Py 2038 AR TR B0 A AT aebR A U 24 i T S 0 9 A2 e I T o R S 4 A 1
FEHE I A G SCAR T AE — M T T3 A2 LT RS 1K A R — AT s 1 2 b, BF 504 2 i iy T
—BERE RS DRAE LR SE A AT R K 8 00 A5 AR AT il R S 451 ) TS A8 A HE .

3.2 IFE AR AT AN

F LA 10 AT S e DO S 2 2 091 A5 8T A 11 7 9 4 A T e S 45 U0, T LAAS 6 J e — AT T A8
7HE D) ARy e R SI 481t A T RE DR IR I R S RS (0 A A FRATTIN e S 45 8 v S A AP A ) 8 2 T R S 491
T TR PR R AR A R ) RS 481 3 A 6 v A (R AT =% B8, 53 A8 P 3 A oA DU ORI ok S 3 7% TE A 1
(K9 [ INF, th SHe 0T 3o e S 481 3 ) e 280 T AR A T SRS RS AT R I WA AT 2 P S SOAS
HME R IR, 3k 8 S A8 (R 3% A AN £ 5 1N D0 B0 i B 6 1. DT, 2 P AT S A 6 M U s T o AR S RS (R A
RO IS AT LA SRS Gl 10— 20 6 U H A T A e o U (5 a4 Y I 32 A 2 ) ) o 77 RS oL B AT
PR R S A5 AR ] T A A 4 DU LR AT T ] BRAE B AR A 1A Rk

BUAT (1 o R 5 ) T 3T 1k R AT 2 D P (1) RS2 K T AS PRI 5(2) S 910 20 PR WIS A P 4 ) A5
2% 10 AT AT A AP R D) 4 A DA M A A e PR BR 2 ) Sl S7 W 5 5 2R T T 20 % B8 A T A el 8 S 9] 14 g 2 4
AT A7 JEL TR 0 2 S A D) SR S e e U 015 0H AR Iz, S 49 20 iy S 6 A o O A AR A0 3o R S 491 1) 3 sk AT A R
(trace) ke 4 W iad it 592 051 1y AR ek DRI b, 12 258 12 SR Ay A7 Ay o DU OO G 48 A X0 0 o s 2 92 461 0 R ) 4
2B AL VAT P A A A1) I R S48 RT3 A A o D 6 200 DI o R S S A R 5(2) S R S48 ) ml AR
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WA g o 7 4.
3.2.1  AEREL IR RTIT RS P v )

2 2 T 3T R HE DU AR Rk T4 A2 Aalst 1 H A b B 4k R i AR U b B 2 1) 1 4k 7K O RO AR B %
(blocking)F K& i (hiding) P45 A~ 51 1R 35 B 185 4 52 BB 06 2ok U135 H AR SRR S 2 IR A7 4
F AR FR T LLAE S T SRR AS 2 W) 37 i — T 38 73 BT (partial mapping). 18 i bR A& RS B ] 3RAF4A5 3T B
RSB AT R H AR, NS AT AR S S T (i A s 450 v DUT R 1) H AR SR 3 ZE 3 e i
it b 7 A 00 i S P B L0 B s T AU R A WS 17 AT 2% 18 B0 Tt 1 R A 55

EZBUE N IR SEB A R H Frtk A 0T DU i % S5 W5 (idempotent mapping) B 33544451 w1, 16 7(a)F1
B 7(b)/2& FH Petri W IR 10— i FEAR AL (5 S S R H bR S1,S4E S BT po 1 py 2 I3 I T — ANk %
G SEOR B ty R ts R R IA 20 S2). 0 ok 1 2y S BHLZE ) S' 5 S A5 £ 4 S H ML G 2R I, ST 55 S 3l A 4k AR O R B
SR S TR B ISAT WA S IR I R sL ) v] LT B ) H bR ST, BT Ik T 45 e GBI AT sk AE Y. 1)
R H AR B 7R 7(0)Z1 0 T 4T S FPIR (S, [ps]) T RIRLFE SZ 6 AT LLER B S #I(S' [s:DIRE T, 7F A
MR I HARIRAR (S [s3]) & A 20 FIRE L 7 7(b) A S 7(a) h HFREE SRS (S,[ss])Fh,S T4
DR 250 AT L S % 45 e S5 15 B0 AR N 9 H BobR 25 IR 1, 3 Aol R 4k 2 B R B 7 A I LR S ST 4 W B A,
A BRSO L I R S 1) B AR AS T B T SR M R SE A 1S 4R, 7(c) R 7(d) 2 Petri B3
R HE— R PR S S R bR S8 A S RUSERE L3I T — AN 55Dt AT HAT TS t. R
Bty N BRRERAE, N S'5 S R A L HMBICR AH S 5 S IIRA WL I, 75 B4 R S i (1 25k B AEE
LR AN 7()RE T(A) TR, A0 FERERES (S, [ D BT B(S',[3]),(S', [Ss DA 2 — A 3% B AR RS GRS TE B b5
P AN TR, i R LT B J5 45 R AL FEA R, TG ZEAE BT ss i in— a1 988 W AT AE BT s TR In—
AN ARX R 7 3K B AR I b, 4 ARE t B ATt I 5 R B A

tg S3 t3

P 4 p2 b ps t P4 S| 4 S2 I o I
OO0 O o L Do
—O—1

(a) (b)
s b
P 19} P2 o) Ps & P4 Si o} . I o ty Sy
O—A-O—e—1-0 0K, A
©——O
© (d)

Fig.7 State mapping between source and target schemas with inheritance relation

7 ARG T U H AR A AR A A

RERE G R LR AT DUGRAIE H AR A 1A R A 2% 7 5 RS 38 T () AT 52 2 YRS 2R I A 52 ) 47 4
ZRARR AR, IR S8 R AN OL I DL R R RE QR AR BOR AN FEE TN IR AMX — AN A2 Aalst et T —Fi AN IR GE T 7
ASHRL YA 28 20 () R S 81 A U v P A% 0 VR T e L A A A T S R ASE A, e i RRAR R o T A R R T ARk
(1 X 45 AT 22 3 R S ) AN A A A DL PR AT B9 B e, A e VR i o 2 S 40 RS A8 5 RS B i DR 3% 3k A T
AR AT By 2 5 BB M 2 R 5 M ) o A P DX 10O B ARG S O ¥ T LA T e 3 2 T A 5 1 T A R L i
FESABELE B — I 0] BEATXT A%, A TS 45 3 e o S 9 AN e S R 55 52 805 R I8 A i oK AR e Ak

LA Ellis 38 5N BA 1 BEEE AT 0 flow jumper) £ 37 AL Y5 A QR H A A2 FDIR A e 17 a1
AT BLORUE H AR G Rk AR, 1207 VA 77 B R R i B T T v Wk AR I, O HL IR R th DX Bk e A7 5T
(K151 AL A3 0 R 2% DR % 7 VR T A A9 208 K i 22U W1 (1052 AT IO Sl 3E A8 PR vl K 22 G0
TSR A P R T 2 T B OO AR — b T AR 2 AT DA v U (1) L IE 52004 4F ),
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e A ML SCRR[10].
322 SEARI R I AT I P v )

SEAG) G 1 ) 30 A M 4 DR A e A 24 PR BRAT 7 AR SR (AT K03 50 13 470 ) 2k S W AH N2 SI2431) 1) P A A 1t 3
T AR B AE T 2 AN B 58 T AR AR A S I TG T DA SZRF TR 22 (00 FR A ARG IO B A A FH ) — R S 4
2 16 7T X A% P v U] 2 0 7 B (trace replaying) 3 ARV 3% B (R 0500 2 i 5 110, 6 4 I o ) 45 4 I R 1 PIUAT B3
E b R AR i 52 2 U i1 e LI B3 B I R (1 B A AR K A A A 1 R S B 1) L HRAT S B Y B o
A DATE H b X I R o] DAFE H AR 30, 084 120 F2 5249 T3 B I 2, 120 72 S ) R pe 4k i AT
TEVRB T 1 B TR IR o T v LI, A SR o AN TS B e 8 7 B AR U T I, 1 HL 2SR BN 3
) B N R A B AT H AR AT L

0725 R LR AR B R S 1) CLRAT I BT AU S, TR b T I R ) A A S R S 1) AT TR B
2 845 AR T8) 1) 56 5 LR S0 SR AR AR BRAME P 2 PR Bt P S AL B B ARl S'if 8 S PR — g
S AT IE B 7 51 on] DLTE S 42 B i W BEIL, B (S7, Mg )[o)(S', M) A7 TR 4 120 2 S48 v LIS 2
B B AR, H B ARRES (S M) TS M2 S —AN T B ARZS, DR e AH 8 ST 2 1 R0 IR ikt 28 S
B AL PTIE RS HE 28 1 AN A AR AR UF I TR 52490 3T 48 104G 250 ) I A R T 3 R 40 R AR, s 7 B R 11
W B SIS, B T O BN I A5 S48 1) R AE RS MEREAT 43 7 T 6 200 7% B AR S TA) 1Y) 4k 2 OC R DR I B IR R A
AR — 7 T T B 7 S R PR O, R 0020 E IR (RS AT DAKS: 36 A DG B s 48 B Rl e RS 1 5 —
77 THD B E B R R A% SRR 22 1 1 R SE RS, 1 8(a) R I 8(b) il A ik FEAR Y K AR S S RN H BRAR
S H G t~ty AR B ORFEA AL I R E AR A RV S il FE ST B 3 S, Kk S Fl SAN
EAE Sk AR o 2R AR T B LR R i S T B R AR SRR B Srp 3 e il S b A 4 il R s 3T B
£ S i, S h EHATIE ST AN ity IR SE B AT DUEA B S IRIRAR (S, [85,54]) T IR R AT, S AT IE 3
JFFA ity RS v DUT R B S PRES(S,[ps]) T IS HAT.

Sy t S3
P1 4 P2 t Ps & P4 L Ps S t . I o 4 Se
@®©—{—O
(2) (b)

Fig.8 Migratability checking for process instances based on the technique of trace replaying

K8 JE T TR R S T T R A

D 2R H AR AT AR (048 5 5 i 803 S A8 R R AT I ) DI, 8 42 SR B FE LR % e S i mT
TR AT R R R S (K AT 5 30 7 S AN REAE H AR B BB S KA T, H AR BB o T s Bl i
S AT I 0 DA AR T AR LU TR TR B F AR CAE 2 T R ARHE B R S0 R AT I F X3 3o e S5 1 )
TR IEA R GINBI B AT R, BE I A% S0 K P T IR AT 1 T 08 <30 AL BIE 5 AT 0T A 8 (K B T B ¢
ARBEAT T 551 O1E0TOTU TR 0T 95 4 15 T LA AH 3 (19 59 P ide 704 4 4 24

FRPOR MG St A 10559 1600700 2 S RS A7 75 45 716 P (loop), AR5 AT B YRS 3 o 418 21 £ Py 3 45 g
AT 7B SR T 2 — 2 S 451 £ A I () 90 2 1A P T ST I OB — U, o SRR A B T B BOR A

AT A e R S A5 1) S S B AT 7 2R R L A AT B LI AT LA RS AR B (K D S HRAT (B Ja - IR RAT BR
SN BTIC T R P B 4% H 0. by 3 bl Ak B 5 2 B T AT R S48 1 TS 35 4 v 5 AT R A 5
AR B U B BT LSS AL 5 2 U0 W] A2, I A 55 A0 [l R T IR E AR A

el 5o A o 4 80 A 1 0 59 U707 A T A o AR 2 ey — 3 5, T SR S o £ 05 B LR i S AE
P R S 1) ARAT UG Bl B I e A 58 Y A8 T IR R N o R S A AN AT 1Y) AR T, LA H
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PR L2 M BR (035 3 B0 i S AR REAT B2 T BR3P LA s H AR A 2T SRR 135 3.

b X A i S AT I B AR 1) 99 16 1) AR T BRSO T A5 1 AN B AT 1 S I D A 3 7 A
8 A0 RKAEIE — RRE R R S0 1) © AT 3 )3 51 i, 12 A% 8 A 028 T BB R, Ui o R S ) AN Tl A4S
R, 1 SR 3K P AN I Bl 2 18] AN A7 A B MR 3R, ATT IR JAAT WU O AN G B AR I A i T T A B Fe VR i 7 s
BT .

el 5o 8 i s 0 £ 59 16 U B T B AE SR I B AT B @ B b Z TR I — AN R AN BT i B, 45 a
Hb AL SRAEHE 1 R S ) CARAT 5 ) 7 510 v I8 4 42 JE A 8 ) I 3k TR 120 R S ) AN TS 4% 4R,
U ER & M1 b 2 (S NS 3 JF B S 2035 ) b 132 AR S DL(E AT RERZ R 2 b 15 8235 2l (1922 A ), )0
B a A b PR RAT &5 R AT AAE H AR 3 AT DORE I R S B A2 2 H AR i 3 a AT RN
AR N AREEPAT. AT 2GS b I, o] LU AR b AR IR 1 94T 45 2R M0 e 2R AT IR 1 1 I R s
IR BN w] LAAE H AR SEOLRR A 23 Be 3.

B T R TR 3 A% (1)~38A5(4) 70 70 AN 4 A AN [] BRI T 0] e 296 1 Bl B BB AR EAT T T80RR K e ATk
AT AL AT LLAS 2 B 2 (R TR0 S AR ] IR HORA Je A 22 ) PR AR st R JB€ AT L RS A 8 — ke v 1 0% 2%, DAL B, 25 ol JSCORA 3k
A K PRI B A (R 375 A 6 PR U T L AR 5 T i << KA st 8 B AR 18— 4% (lattice). KRB 5 (10 18 50, FRAT T AN X
SCEE T B AR AR ZR T i A A8 st 8 T I RS 1 ) s A A AR R AR AT ) T B AT B B ) HL A T TS 1 v
) 443 2 A SR N 2 S R RIE 5T il AL

4 FEXGIFTIEBMHS RS

N AP IR AN B I 55 0 o T, 2o R S B PR A o 0 e R R ST A R A £ LUR 3 T AR
DEEM:(1) F AR BRI B (2) SRS AT DS T R A P R il R S m I R R R D 5(3) b e S il T RS
F1 e AL 6 (B4 H RS A 2 ). L v AT PS5 T AR A 2 LR AE AR ST B 2 T AN 3 45 Ih il AR R 150
(3) N7 T R AR ST AT U0 S AT 58 A5 P ) e S ) ) S A P A 60 o4 D) AL 4 77 S o S 81 TS A8 1) 5 S, 7 S
I 82 i 3 S 2 8 T g A A T 3K W ST A P G 6 oA DU R A7 B ST A B, 3 7 S A M A L R SE T RS
(K47 2% H AR RS

FERE G 1A T I 1 v D) o 3ol R R B AR A B AR B R 12 (1) A o o S 1) RIS A8 A 56 T 1 - 3o e
G4k 7R F AR AT LA FH 1 g 0 o A A e U (transformation rule), i b A s o FEASE R 1) H A A RIS X2 )
T AFAELDR AR I ZR AR H AR RIS A7 A AR O 3 M8 A AR IR 2R I8 4T (1 1 R s 1) T LLE RS 21 H b
R 2) A8 H AR IR I8 52 T T 32 R 4 AR A RT3 A A 2 i) 1) e 25 TR S (oA e 25 IR
it PR ), e AU A T I R A A S0 A 28 H bR A R R AR SR B0 R BRPEAE TR XSO H AR
158 22 1] 396 A2 A AR B T AT 3K J B A PR 5 1 3 A o4 D) 2 AN 0 A s A PR 35— T kAT
SEGIIRIT A0 B [ SRR A T AN T R S R IR M ) PR 5

B TR (R A P2 TR (25 P 9 A g ) i I e Ay ) PR S5 B 0 PR T AR P HE U ey T R s
BB CLARAT % B 3 81 AT REAF AEAR 2 2% H AR AT A8 Il R SE R 22 IO D0, o SR B 42 R0 ) il B L 1) 5 SO
6 A S 3 A S4B £ T S A I AN e R A1) A R R < e S A, 21 T R AR R T 2 I AR S A 1 R S K H
FEAE LA 5 b Bt T ek 7 929 ) CLARAT WG 305 5 (R R — A0 ORI TR 40 ANF2710 A7 A 25 1D (0 3 1R
P RSN R I DA BB AR A 50 ANE B R B M RS2 2 U5 A X e
FESCH (9 ERATIE B0 9 BB 25,840 SR LU A5 IE R SE 6 (19 S AT IS 30 9145 B S AL 7 22 20M £
i 2 1) DAL 0, 48 2 42 YR 328 A ) SCIEAT I Rt S A9 ) ) S A S 0 7 A PR I T, 3 T 5 e 38
55 i LA PATS AR ST AT fiE 2 5 1R S A g S PRAT AR S0 SRAEAE AL F, IURE A e N X L2 His 2 A A7 5, 0 il
SN XSS B AT I8 2 ) TRAL B, 3K 2 2k — 20 5 Wi 1 R S4BT 8 1) R0 TR b e R S 491 TS A 1P D e e 6
A B  Sh N IX B SR T 2 AN TR A AR BT S L FRATTR A AR R K — 28 AR REAT A 4.

ADEPT il H & i —Fir i 28 1 1 R 5249 TS R AR 36 77 30072 i 07 1 Tl AR () 5 — A 5 R 1 (481
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U n MBI B0 5 ) 2 TR I () 2oL R S A5 AT I B AL 6 5 R, 1 i D B R S AR U R BRPIR S AR
SBL R R S A8 10 73 A SRS TS I 3, 2t B 9(b) B s I R A A 1) H AR 2 S 7E 2 1] 9(a) T s 1 3
FERSR AR RE K S MG SN 6 FE BN t Z AN T — SBT3 6,68 0305 80 & OGS t (0 B85 4RG3 A8
PR AR AT R A RSB R AT I B I8 A % R S nT AR ) H H AR IE 3t AT e
Ja AR RS (S, [821), I HAME R L H ARRZS (S, [s2]) 2 A7 21 1% I R 5 ) ol LUOERS (1 AE T35 3 6 M oRD
SRAE LIS FE S B TR AT IE 30 3 B [ R 3, 4 P 9(b) s () hy ek REAE R F) 5 2K S i B 9 (a) DT s [0 il e A
T H AR S 0 SR AE S HINERTE B t3 SRAF ARPBI T A FRIT B e S i R PTG 3l 5,84
AR S AT IR B HA R H AR NIE 3Dty AT 58 B8 5 DT AR AR AR (S, [pa]). R b, i e S48 v] BLIE
IR RAE TG 3t 1A 0 SR AE R R S ) AT 5 80 P 91 b 35 2l 8% 8l mT LA s M 53k 3% 20 A8 i 3 3
P ARAR T LLSE I R A2 T 305t R b B ) PR AT WU R 2 T 8 B T T ADEPT K gl (2 ) A K k)
s HRAE A — B SEAR ADEPT JE45 H T S B i 18 i A 15 8 R I R S T3 48 R AR 56 75 7.

ADEPT R4 360 77 VA A5 AN 7 B Bl i S 1 AR AT I 30 P 91 19 i 4 Tt 68 5 4 i ol e S0 1 T A2 1
CE B WL SCHR[50,720), 9 H. H ARDR 2R O 2 2 B 3 9, B 0 1277 3 A 8 v 110 0 A T S A 6 77 7
VR H AR O A5 T B 2 R SE 00 10 AR R BEAT 18 20, 08 T H AR SAE 5 17 AR 3T A8 I S 91 8 AT 10 DX 1 156 7
SCHFAT PR (S RF S LS AR R PAT IR RE 370 32 _E (048 gl e Ab AERE LU 1 T T IS 2 F AR R0 18 S A
I AN BE ELR AT 2, 100 0 06 YA 30y H R E AT LA 05 T 314G A, ADEPT (I ol A5 56 U5 325 1] 4% vt 280, (HL
PG A7 R

P t P2 b S 4 Sy |5 S3 t
(a) (b)

Fig.9 Efficiently checking the migratability of process instances by using the method of ADEPT
9 M ADEPT #7532 vt 280k 36 3 e S 491 1 S A2 1k

JwRth ADEPT J5 ik AN AL, SCHR 731523045 th T AH I (9 i o 07 2 8 2, Db ORI o 12 S 48] 1Y) ml S kil 72
AR (R A AN e T T30t A skt A 3 SR o AR A 20 1) H A A5 2 200 5 U B AH 75 (compatible). X LRI AH 254 5
SCATBEA S (1) 1L FEAR R (0 AR RN b A o 06 20 AL A BRI 20 2) b X 20 5 Y A X ) 42
542 (B IE 21 RS G ) 7 F1) A5 A VAR AR X X 28 B A2 8 I 33 M Bk — 28 ) IR AR a7 — A
SRAFAR AL IX Sk (change region) I 5T 72:, % 5200 i b AR 5AE =XCRN H BB QAT LA SR AR Hh ool R A8 280 1) T A 20 4k X3
B — N AL X AR BT IH PN RA CRYFN CREIVRALA 3 — X8k CR 72 B ARBA N A4 CR A, FoA 14
CR FH CR'Z3 Jill Bk Ay Y 248 A DX sl R I A28 A DX 8K 12 5 v 065 4 W 05 A R A X ) A 28 e ) R A Dy e 6 A%
A DX S50 11 A 5 T R 155 0L, 788 e DX 1 RS B e PR A TR A S /NG 22 R A 5 1) S 36 T LA A 1)
A A TR AR A0 DK 3 vy 258t A B VR A T o R S A PR T A (1) e R S 0 R AT BIR AR A X 3
CR, I F2 5245 AT LAIE A 31 B AN OX A ADEPT H 177 72:2840), B B btk 25 7T DU Rk W 4 i 3R 1552) #
AR AT B 2B N BRAS AL X CROG I X 5 A Wiz #2524l 7E CR BLBAT G ) #1245 T LR A
FrRAR AL X 38 CRY FL LI R AT 35 o] TR, H AR 2 Bt 2 1 72 A 3R IA 1 7 (38, AR SORF X b 7 18 g AR AR IX ki

T T 25401 AR A A DX ek ik 1] 10(a) R 10(b) 43 40 Y T 3 — T FRAR A (1 YR AR 4k X 45k CR Rl H AR AR 10X
B CR',CR Fl CR'3 | 55 J& T ik BB 2 iy YA =X S A H AR Bl S'.CR R — & HUTHAT tity, CRINAH P4
ITERAT tity A t5t, CRYIIER AT tyty 7E CR HIBEAE tity EMMBR T —AN0E3N to I R IR I T — AN K3& 30 t, 46, CR!
16 CR LA B3I T — 4B I BR AR taty A i FR B U 3 — A A8 A X35, A R B CRYFH CR G AH 2 (1), AT
SRS R AR A AR AR S 3 —d R 54 1) T HATIE BT 5N o=pt,, & F UL I A, TG EAE H
PR SR I ot T 45 H A BB R 30 10 AR S22 TR v 3T 8. 9 br b b T FR A R AT IX — Ab AR A X 4k,
FATR AW P L AR VR ARk Xk CR AT G 3] ty 215 e 7r B AR 2 X I8 CR L EILRI AT i T3
3ty A LLTE CR B H I, Rtk i i A% 5202 vl B 14 HL H ARIRES M (S, [s2]).
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() (®)

Fig.10 Efficiently checking the migratability of process instances by using the method of change region
B 10 ) AR DIy v 25 A, 56 o o 3 481 ) T S S 1

AR A, X I3 4 /N T 030 A 90 L DR T LA g 2t A, 56 3 R S 49 ) T 3 RS DL AR T AR A X AR A AN
T 280428 I AL 1D L A T N AT S R B A AL I L L b A R v BR S H AR B S YRR A 2 R AR I
FEASE R A ST, B AN SRR PR AV 30 R R T G A A 3078 R 4 S0 A

AT b 5, b 3 P 7 25 A M G AR I B T AR S 1 A g s AR B (CRAT I B A1) R R i T IE
B PE A 06 AR X AR B T — e 2980 19 AR 1 STRR[7 1770 16 5 A B T A2 i A SRR R A 1k (0 4
HZEF BUF B SO 4E:(1) R B T AR X KR AT A2 000 i s 4], (H R AT DA 4 1 6 i s 481 1) AT
TEBT VR EATTor TSN 2 TR — S50 28N (e FE S 49 B A AH R 1Y) 2 AT VS 3 7 40, 45 o0 b 7 e —
A3k 2 S8 B R AE RS Pk 45 B 2 AN 28R B A R SE BT LR IR — 45 R (2) IR RSN K [ A A N
KRB H ML C IR CHATIE BN T4 01 4 o5 — M 28 Cy i I FR S0 1) CLAAT 7& 301741 o 11T
7 8 B ALE HARBE T I oy 103 R -t 04 SR B T I 0, PR L AE AT B0 S5 A 28 C o 2 SE A8 1) P 3T A8 1 1 )
BT S T SN2 C) o F sE i (9 a3 B v R Lk AR T oy BN o ) 45 TRARAE oK, [0 T 3k 15 o 1 43T
BT R EILE A

B 11@F B 110yl 4e B T — B R P S A E AR .98 T S iGd) ts A & - 7ETs
Bt SRS T —ASBIE 2t T THE A 7 5 8 7 iR Fodk 52 P 5 vk AR 2 T R AR R Y AN N 38 AT AE U5
B S N IR I FR S A AR 22 BATT T LAAR AR 1 6 3 FR S 4] 1) CLPRAT T8 B 7 41U B IR B R s 4 7 A%
P8I BN TR I R S 1 AT IR BT T 5000ttt ittt totate t ta, ttts, b ttste SR T AN 3 R B, X 48
PATTEN TN SEBR ERIESNTH titatsts BL titatste MIRTEE T 50 DR, FRATT 75 5 B ZE S BB R S0 7% 30 )7 471
titatats AT tyttste, Fo AR CHAT G 37 41 1) T B G5 T CRH S &6 0 248 v 3 2 SE 481 1) Pl 3 A8 1k DA B m] S % i A2 S 481 1) H
FrofR 2 )t bl 2 1 2

t ps t
1 P2 Ps 3
L s L

Fig.11 Efficiently checking the migratability of process instances by using the REUSE method
P11 R R ik v A A 36 e S 49 0 TR AR 1

XA 05 4, A AR 1T B I R S48 1) T B8 1 DA K B AR IR S T LATE 22 10 I R A A9 DUR 2, B A
A v B K AR A I S RV SCRIR[7 179 B s S B R e AT 6 RS B A TR 25 LI ol 42 P ) SRRt [ 4
T F T2 58 B R 1) 2 B AR k2D AR T A P Y AR A DX I R AT R AN R
22 [ FEIT S 0 1 AN AR 4k R 25, J5 22 T A 5/F AT LU B RE 3 4686t el (program dependence graph) BA X% 727
Yl A (program slicing) ¥ A 3R 15 5 in LWL e R0 o 2 S 49) AT 3k B8 AR 36 7 1.

5 RE5RE

AT Bl A% (FF 20 ) 8L IO A S 98 20 26 1 W R )3 B8 5 077000 PRk R A U300 A g 08182,
PAIS %5 2 AMJF R, A S S5 U FAE PAIS A8 A ¢ PAIS ik F2 27 4k J7 T AT R — H 7 MR 3 Allis
FF 1995 461 Y I FR B A AL O ME & B 4 C A 16 4F (¥ B 1] P31 78 b 0T 1), 56 PATS 225 84 Jy THI (¥ B2 18
BRI RN T KA KA PAIS Fh et P50 25 36 1 (3 BRIVt 8 S 491 0 25 36 4 ) a0 18 3 10 110 96 il N T2, DA S i
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PRALE T A 55245 2y A5 A 18 1 A P R e AP PN D7 TR A VR S LA T 50 R, A5 B RE ) PAIS Bl Ak L&
ARSI DR R IS H .

B Internet 3 A K PR A, FPF IO UM A2 28 1k ] 2 4 v i AR SR AR RAF R G b A3 R s 2
() 1 P90 % B35 (4 P I8 B 250 22 A, LR P A O s R AN PEAR (A T A 55 35— g AL T s
(1 H B, i T R AR A Dy b R s o N B T B TR R P T A B (A e DR, T A R A B
AR R AZ B0 K i e O PO A P AT 1A A PAILS S R A 114 )5 2 57 RT LA BN JUAN J5 T AT

(1) PAIS I 5 # 2 1 50 25 36 A0 I el e A () P A T 20 i L B B AP AE — LU A B K L RE e B T,
PAIS (¥R R AR 22 5 4 ARl 55 3 R AN B3 B AU A Al b AT T 190 4 56 7 19, 7 o R A AR A T A T
RN A 5 K N 5 B A 3 v WA T 3, PT LA By 425 6 (mining) B A B A 19 LA 2055 9 76 1
S H AR I T DU 1 SR 5% (10 3 R A 8 A o b 424 L — A (K0 I R A TRAE O F AR A2t ] LS T
03K FHZ 28 AR 3 (change  pattern) ok 5 By AU L S0 AR 3 H A R SRAT H AR AL Ak, 38 w13
— U6 AT MR 77 1 B s F S 3R A A A B,

(2) PAIS 5 B &AL I I T S5 (RIS () JL. — T, A 3 — A0 SRS 50 DA 859 A0 FA) i R S 461 mT S A 1 e
W) R TS 83T 8 oL J5 A 23 51N B AR A B R A R SR T R AT S B H bR s Gk S AT 55— T 6 T
LTI RS A R S GE R i AT e 2 51 R S A AL B R), IT LR A A2 8)) 46 F BUAE A3 1 R B2 51— )
DAIT A RS, 50 T 2 o Pt 491 SR T e P i e A 8 G A 45 7 1 B 5 1 0 4 aed et s 1
A LUT R 2 H brpi X

(3) kg A i (g A e ) B A A0 ) 2 Ak Tl e R (O 5% ) i 2 15 AL PR il R 2 T 1A T
PR — P LU 2 TR R BT DG O, S 5 RIS AN R TR A B 42
PR 8, A 5 T R R £ G A A 30 25 WA A7 7 1 22 BRI SS) H  BI B E SO T3 05 T AR SR B A
Wl Aoy ORISR S RS AL PR R AT O, oo DRk 25 55 A1 10 25 A 3 R 3K [R5 46 (co-evolution) (¥ — B AR KK
A 3 I3 7% R8T e G HE T8 I FR B R BT .

(4) PAIS I REB) A WA EARAE S Br oh (¥ N HT PAILS & 152 F PR B i i — AN G BL A A6 )2 B 5|
PNV PR Rl ORI . BESRIESR . PR ORAEAEVF 2 0 T LA I TR 32 4T () PATS R R, 191 4, Sk Bk h¥ i
FE BUEHE L Bho TARGAE, EAEBAT IR TP A7 R0 B AR ) ) T AE, 40 4T A ] PAIS s R s (L BoAR
PASCHRF b ad B 10 20 2505 A o 4 S5 RO IE S0 340 R 2 RGOk B g 1 P IS 3o RS R 1 A P () AN 2398 Gl T IF
1 30 I 12 % R — S AU i RO e 3 (I S A A S R R A A P R R L i R S
A I AR T TR ) T AR IE e S I P o R S () R SE  P HE U

Buft e R P RO SEAR SRR S A AR SO A ST SCUA R PR AR T TR 1) A SO AR 48 7 52
FEAH B K [ BR [H4T Wolf 42 HIBN . Dumas 3045 H1 B LA L 9 50K 22 AR BRI S5 -2 00 . AREEZIT
HEN . HWFEIM . RWEEN . Vi 20, A D82 . AR 8 58 55 R A 55 1) 6 A ST Y e
T LR B A L X B AR I
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