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A Similarity Measure for Process Models Based on Task Occurrence Relations

Song Jinfeng, Wen Lijie, and Wang Jianmin
(School of Software, Tsinghua University , Beijing 100084)

Abstract Similarity measures between process models are increasingly important for management,
reuse, and analysis of process models in modern enterprises. So far, several approaches have been
proposed and behavioral profile (BP) is a good concept to judge the behavioral consistency of process
models, which describes the observable relations between tasks. However, all those approaches have
their own advantages and disadvantages. Towards the hard problem of behavioral similarity measure
between process models, especially to improve the effectiveness of BP, a new method for measuring
the behavioral similarity between process models named TOR based on the occurrence relation among
tasks is proposed. Based on complete prefix unfolding (CPU) technique of Petri nets, we propose the
algorithms for numbering the nodes in a CPU and computing the least common precursors for each
pair of nodes. Then we define the three basic occurrence relations between tasks: causal relation,
concurrent relation and conflict relation. The algorithm for efficiently computing the relations and the
formalism for computing the similarity are also given. TOR can handle both invisible tasks and non-
free choice constructs. The experimental results show the effectiveness and efficiency of TOR.
Compared with the existing mainstream behavioral similarity algorithms for process models, TOR can

satisfy all the five properties that a good similarity algorithm should have.

Key words  similarity measure; occurrence relations of tasks; process model; complete prefix

unfolding (CPU); Petri nets
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DU D I e I T /47 < T = S Ty s s R 1
BrfE & PR A AL A2 T 4l ol 5 9 72 1 B A4 %)
I 117 ELA ] A6 Ml 55 AR AT 40 A L e T R G
AR R A TR (1 B 55 AR AR S T A TR A R A A
U P45 7 TR AR AR R R A I R A AR
EIMAA T A R A AR EEER. HETW
TR RUARME Bk E A R 3 K D iR
e SEF P4 AFLARLPE B2t 5 2) A5 TR 5 ) 1 R BL I o 5 3D AT
Ry SRR AL PE B o

TG 3R bR 25 WS I AR DL M R L R T A Y K
XIAR 2 L. B 208 e 2 AT SRR 2
() P M0 ST o DATTT 530 HE AR . s 25 DG T A 4B 38 45 1
DT 1) 75 s AR R DAEL T SRR S R D A 4 Y A A
PE B E 2 A 2 DT B kY RN AR AR DG E AR VR
Dijkman % A" 76 A0 0L PE B & 05 i T AR Z2 0
FE B TR AR B R R SR B — A
P& X 55 1 A AL 1 B k. Ehrig S8 AR T
BT RR 2T SCR AR AL B2 5 7 15 i 2R Bk S B 1
B TR {H R B Y A FN S A RN AT SR T SO
DL & O A 4 R ER U

SER AR LR BE U7 R ARV AR — AR A
FH A 3 11 (] 4 01 PR G B 5 o) A AR (98 AL 2 28 47
JE . g HEE R TR AN T N — A B e B 5y —
A BT 1 Fe /N IR F 9 B 4 . Dijkman % AN 4
T — AR AL B R A O TR LT AT
o — b G e B AR S 00 25U 8 AR R AR AR 3 ok N — A
REARY B Iy — 55 Y 1) St 8 01 5 3K 1) SR AR AL 1)
Hiy. #F FikE . La Rosa 28 AP W T —Fp
P S A T R g B R S NS Bl UG I Y k. L
SENDHR T R 3 R AR TR R T S A A A
RISk oy 20 72 T R TT LR FR A5 AR 1 5
ek OF AT A g 48 BE B B T )2 0 R
fE. AZ R T vk B AT Ay AR [R] A ST 1T 45
AR R BRI L.

T AT 0B SCRO AL PE B R BB R AT
T SCANAT P51 AT 55 6 ) f BE 26 75 IR R IRURE Y
MIAT R G o 1R AT AR LM (9 31 55, Weidlich 4§
AR T 4T R 7 BE (behavioral profile, BP) & ik
P ME 2 A7 o 8 86 32 B2 85 L 56 & ™ k% I )y ¢
R AFRKR X RRE—RINKRNGEK. TE4T
e AR R AL b AR R TR T AT O AR
JE B AT RLRR UM (9 B L BDAT R R I R R Rk
BARAT DATE — R b m AR AT N R (H 2
FORL R ML AETEARE X 2> — SE R R S5 My I B e

G H AT WLAT 55 5. Polyvyanyy % AUV T 4C
(co-occurrence, conflict, causality, concurrency) 5
P BRI T — R R E L AL HE SO
A MELR BB LXLRAUMIF R ER . GHRN 4C
KEMEHTRALZHE R FETHAY TIHHE
FIEEfif. Zha S AR T — Fh A I M AR O5C &
(transition adjacent relations, TAR) B ¥, {H iz &
2 R E R R 7R B AR IC RN Z 0 178 i (8] 45 5
Me FY OC A PR B A SRS SR Al RS
Fa AT BE 7= A2 A TR A 45 SR Wang 28 AN 3F &
75 37 ) %1 (principal transition sequences, PTS) i #H
U5 7 95 L % Bk 0T DA Ak B PR A L (H
TEFE R 53 ST 20 B 1 DL 23 5 B0 [A) B AR o) R E
FPuk s AN T SSDT 4.3k (shortest succession
distance between tasks) , %815 & T AL 55 B 4 IR
BEFE B PRI Bl b SO R 5 TR (0 4 55 dc e R
Bl HE 25 6 B K 2 > 2 R A AL I %o I P R B AT
) 2 A J5 AT DL AT AR U 355 Dijkman 58 A5 2
H — i A PR SR JE 5 (casual footprints, CF) 4128 40 M
PERYI7 ¥ RS Y 32 2 T 2 e R A Y Y k)
FoRHEH T EPA S ZHITRER . K& 4E
JE B 1) g S SO 5 AR IR

BEXE BP B A 4C BRI L AR ST TR
B AT A AH L BE & U7 % TOR (task occurrence
relations) , R 3E T4F 45 & A OC & 0 I P A5 78 AH 0L 1k
L.\ T 58 A i R T b i K 2 3
9K L R 22 LT IR A — R A& IF R 1 s g
SRR VR SRR A B B TS5 A 3 R
B FR B AT R B R PR s gy T AL
5757, TOR B8k 0] DUAR G 3t 2k BEA 0] WL AT 55 A
Ak B HEREGEH , IF BT UA R U AE T4 55 18]
(ES

1 &R

1.1 Petri &

EMX 1. Petri B, Petri W2 =041 N=(P,
T.F), o PHAIT RAMALMAERES.P EA
PEFRSES T T A BTN ES. EMZ R
BREFRRZEM F £, FS(PXT)U(TXP). Petri
MR ET A B S E RN X=PU T X TAEE A
r€ X, x MATEEG K 2={yeX|(y, )€ F},[H
HaoWeEEEEGN 2= {yeX|(x.y)EF).

EX 2. Petri AL . —J04 S=(N.M,)
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& Petri &S, b N=(P,T.F)} Petri M, M,
J& Petri MAPIERFRIL .M, . P>N, N J& [ SR 5U4EA.

EN 3. . 455 Petri WA S S= (N,
M) W FAEEAZT € T.M 2 M, 1L R,
MYpe « W Mp) =1 B MFR ¢ g, ich
(N.M)[ ). % S WAEE kbR M FEERT p #81
M p)<n(n WAL B IEEEO MFR S A4 FH.

ENX 4. fih K. 442 Petri &4 S= (N,
M) s M JE M, ATERIARIR . # c€ T H(N.M[6),
W ¢ A Bk Ak LIRS BB ORI M =M — e r+1-.
1.2 ELHEBRFHEA

McMillan 28 A\ fe Je 48 T — B £ R O
B Petri W 2 40 300 o JG FROIR 25 3 A% A1) 2 [ 43 A )
RO bR S AR — b R T R A B 52 AT PR A
%, 25T IR — A X B AT T
— RN Z R MR Z A TE T A il R B
ZAEAE M FRC RS B8 T AT 1 1 MR R 2R
— ML REC S B4 BE X H 22 5 3 4
HEAT AT o AT 3k A [R] — RS E R B R B
MR T RIS R TR . PR R R B RS
(A5 3 LA /N 1) J8 T RLASE, 7E fif e Petri IR 24 43
V)8 K [ 07 TG AT A BL A Y 8 1) R BH. Esparza 5§
N3 MeMillan 28 A (9 895 04T T ek, $2 10
T T R RS R /N T i L B 5% A R T

T X % 5¢ 4 ° & B JF (complete prefix
unfolding, CPU) £ AR 1) — L& 3 A i &% 3 17 ) 22 1
IG5 o T 22 AH AR A RN R 81 1 WL SCik [ 18 ].

EX S, BB Sy — 2 FERR Y Petri
M O=(C,E.G) .5 HAYS i a0 F 5 1F

D ORILHN,.C RHEHMEDMESE
FFEEET) WES. BE GS(CXE) UEX
O

2) Ye€ C il | o <1, RPAT 22 25 14 1 i AT
INFET 1

3D XMFHA € CUE# A ~ (x0T fy
() 6 HASRE L A b2 0 5

4) YaeCUE Wi R{yECUE | y<x}WhiiEH
FEL A

EHERHMP HRXER o<y Fnax Hy
ZIEHRIT R BIEAEN = B y B, W %
R xEy Fom H IR AR BRI IR FRRA LS
PES T e, B ¢ B> MRS M e Bl y R
2.

EX 6. IR XFMALGE S= (N,

M) Hrft N=(P,T,F),\i MK O=(C.E.G),
W 7= (O )R S 1 —A43 SRR 2 HACS W 2 n
E G

D hR—Ag.CUE —=PUT, [ h(O)Z
PHWECT;

2) XFHAE e€E.oe fileh(e)Z [0 XU, e
Fl hCe) o ZIE] 2 XUF L BE b QB T AR SE 1 AP E

3) h ffi15 Min (O) Fl M, 2 [a] 2} W5 Min (O)
TR RIS R <MEH CUE i) T A i/t
2ES

D SHFHH es fEE Y h(e)=h(f)Hee=+f
B S DA 2T JE e = f.

ENX 7. BEN . S=(N.M,) & Petri W £ %,
H N=(P.T,F).x= (O, )& S B — "4y S gk
L, Hh O=(C.E.G) ./ it 8 » M EA & C
PRI T R

D Ve, €Che,<ei=e, € C'L B CRFE KR
(1) A A 1 A A

2) Ve e, CCHEIR 7 (ey He), Bl o) Fl ey
.

Horp AR E S e € E 1Y Jm) &6 AL & 5 19 2, il 2
Fk a<eVax=e BITAFHM « WES IC1ELe].

EX 8. FAED X T 2= (O, h) B4 55 i &
C',Cut(CH) = (Min(O) U C" )\« C" H Kl —14
.

ENX 9. ok RN F a5 R A R E
RS T R A TR 2 A F e, fEE N
BHLICLIMalel<[Fl. B<i@it A5 JEHE
DU 3E B L] <[ f1H Mark([e]) =Mark([ 1),
WX FLe ] B A5 45 55 97 & Le JOD E L A7 75 [R) #4) 2%
IS e JDE<[ 1D (E) W EWH e fl f 2
] Ry 7853 K &

Hrr, Mark (C) 275 s B0 46 AR TR FF 46 4K
Uil & Be & C AR F e R A5 2 ATk bRl

TE X 10, W OF W AR T = (O,
R —AFAf e€ ELANBRAE —ANR N FHEN FEE,
2 Mark(Le])=Mark([f]D 3t HL/I<[e], IF 4
e WL BT f R LR R SR IEAE f=corr(e).
IES e o BEFRAERT A5 4R & . 3l Sk 30 X AL &
WIS c€ee W ¢« =0, NS B = 1 2 1
BT

EX 11, SEERTEIEIF . X FH R B MRS
S=(N,M,), H4y L 7= (O, h) & S 3T #Wr
FEARAG BN W7 SR TF W 7 58 4092 HAS X T
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Wi B TR AR IR ML R A AE o B9 — D BCE C

m
I

D) Mark(C)=M, B} M ¥ = h 13 LIFKIE;

2) X T M T AR AT ¢ ERAFFE— 3
P e i e e C H h(e)=1 H CU {e} # i — e B

B 1. GniE 1) s B Petri B, & 1(h) 2y H 58
TR AR A — Ao bR, Ho . SR
BE[A]={A}.[C]={A.C},[E]={A.B.C,E}.
MEE Cut (([AD={P,,P,},Cut ([C])={Py},
Cut(LED=A{P;}:¥t%F C 5 D AW B R 454 . F
B D AW, R S corr(D)=C, M P,
S W X R 2R R P s EEXE HORI T A9 R
TEIRZERG = T Rk 54k, X S 4 corr (1D =
F. i Pr, kg #& W 54, Pry o X4 0L 45 7R X2 T
Mark([F])=Mark([I)B[F]={A,B,C,E,F}<
[I]={A.B.C.E.F,H,I}.

2 ETESEREXFNEBAUEEER X

e TAE 55 18]k A 5% AR AR R A 04 AR
TOR W EZL BT

D BT en 8 RIT. B S ER Petri K
BRI AT 56 43 H 28 e I 3 R R LR A5 30 R A 2R £
JIT A B IR B AT 55 ) e 2R 50 & o A T 2 B U A A
B AT R

2) R g TR A ik DT A5 2 1) 58
SRR T HT A e B T 2 R A IR A
7 g RUH X R Y G

3) SRAT 55 KA ok &L AR B 3 28 L i 9K B ik
KA RE 2 AT 55 10 S5 30 4 3 9K VR AH L Y AF i
T E— 25 3R H AT 55 & A2 06 FR . AR SR Y Bl
IR LA B R Bk 4 b A Ak B T 2 W E AT 45 =2 A Y

4) BERVAHAUME T 5. 7R AH B 94T 55 () 6 RAE A
(LAl b 38 2T O R AR A 2 A 0 U B T R
TR 2 0] B4 AR R
2.1 EHEEXRFHEELXEN

AR EENFEGATE S RERRZN— R E
S AL HE S8 A TSR R I I AT 2 AT SR TR 2
FEFTOK R I A L AT IR DL K AT 55 R A R R

EN 12, . S=(N.M) EHREZL =
(O, h) 2 HAL S 8T 4 19 CPULHh N=(P, T,
F),O=(C.E.G).a.bECUE. f—4%EM a F
b BIAETE— 25\ a B 0 B A ) 3 %

B2, K 1(b)H,A % P, 3 B, A#B
Ak, BIFEAE — 25N A 3 B 1912,

R T SAT S kAR OC R T E X CPU Y
SRR IR 2 FERT IR DL R e A I AT IR AT RE X

(b) The complete prefix unfolding of fig.1(a)

Fig. 1

An example for task occurrence relations

I O SN (]

EX 13, Wi, S=(N.M) B ARG . n=
(O, h) 2 HAL S # W 19 CPUL, Hoh N=(P, T,
F),O=(C,E.G). )\ p #l e fifE— 5z . Hrhpe
CUE.e€E. M4 p e W—THTH.ICH pE
pre(e) s preCe) R e W I A7 19K 97 A5 46 & FE 5
Hi, H e€ prele).

X T BT AEAE B IGO0 AR — SR AR N ¢ B
eI H c.d EC,e CEE, INHA (':c‘orr(c'/),§§KZiA
WA — BN B e, HFTA o BRTIR Y A2 e
BITTER, Bl V p € pre(c) A pE prele).

B 3. fElE 1) — KN BRI E,B &
E BYRTYK. [FIREH A — R C B EJR4 C



836

HENM R S kB 2017, 5440

JEE MATIK. FERI M, D BAREA IR E MR,
R AT DAGE 2o 4 8 2% R P Bk 2 Py 5 A5 A D
N E A BAAME T D B E RToK. FHE, 4 —
REEBENG BTG E T MR A — KRN H
) H WIS T METoR. BARWA BN TR T %
o AR R AT LLGE o AR S5 F Po, Bk AR B Py ) AR
TR B AR AE, R, T T A ETIR.

EX 14, AT, S=(N. M) EH AR5 .
m= (O, h) 2 HAEFHWr 1 CPU, Hrh N=(P,
T.F),O=(C.E.G). ¥ {E & e1,e. € E, W RAFTE
cpECUEFHEH cp€ preCe) () preCe,) AR 4 cp
WIE ey er MATERTIR . ICAE cp € cmPrele; vey).

EX 15, ALK, S=(N. M) EH R &
4t o= (O, h) & A &l 40 CPU, K N=
(P, T,F),O=(C,E.G). WL & e »e, €EE Rl lcp €
emPre(e; se,) sEEANTETE lep’ € cmPree sey) s i B
lep' Flep M H lep € preClcp’) s IR4 lep et F e
BT LT IR .18 K Lep € LcPre(ey vey).

Bl 4. fEE 1(h)rp, 5 A EE B ETIR, i
& C IRk, N A J& B il C A SERTIK. FAR A
J2C M D WMAIEFTRH P, A C D AL 2
JLHTIX.

EX 16, HESLZR. S=(N. M) 2HREZS,
= (O, h) 5 HAL & @B 419 CPU, Hip N= (P,
T.F).O=(C,E.G). e, e, EE st 1, € T he)) =1,
HhCe,) =1, W ¢y o, FEAEBRRICHR, Y HALY
e € lcPre(e, v e;) GCAE 6>t 8L 1, <y, BRI P ¢
ZOWH e, €ELcPre(e; se;) GOAE t,—1, 8% 1, <t,).

EX 17, T XK. S=(N. M) EH ARG,
= (O h) 5 HAL & @B 419 CPU, Hp N= (P,
T.F).O=(C,E.G). e, e, EE sty 1, € T h(e)) =1,
H hCe,) =t 0 ¢, Bl o, FEAEIFAT KR HAL K AF
T e EE 18 es£e; H e%e, H e € lcPre(e; se,) 510
e |l 0 8% 6 | 0.

EX 18, HJF K F. n=(O.h) & H AL b
i) CPU, H N=(P,T.F),0=(C.,E.G). ¢,
e, €FE,t,,t, €T h(e)=¢t, H he;)=1t,, 0] t, F t, 17
TEHFRER, Y HAUYKAAE c€ CoAliAT € lePre(e s
e) ACVE 6 F0, BUE 1 51,

B 5. FTEE 1O A FME fFFEERIR KRB M
C FEAEIATRRC D fF4E B R KR s Mix T 1A
JsHF lePre(1,])={Py}, 3 Z A1 4776 W1 B ()
JFRAR.

EX 19, L5 EERR. S=(N. M) EARR

Gt o= (O h) J& HAL S #Wr = 1F 1) CPU AT 55 & 4

KELES TOR={<,—>. | . 2. N S WL
DEEXTS5FEFEEXLEZALN —FRY]

AE S HE T FRE AT DL AT i 2 0 155 AR AL

.

2.2 EHEEXFRITE

AKAT B 55 R A SRR R T E s R
T B ERIE AL RTIKE P L KA S K AE R R
T & .

WS GRS A LA Ik 1 i) EE R
Wk CPU, & B4 s 2 R 5, & )5 22
PR O BT B 2 7 A e 3 2 R K Y A

k1. A S EYE generateLevel.

HIAN: AREZE S=(N,M)) . z=(0, h)Z2H
HEMWFN CPU, K N=(P., T, F),.O=
(C, E, G);

HiH . Map(node,level). | * ®T5 5 node
HXF N g5 Level BIHELHN R Map * |

O B, « FRITE T S IHACABAS startNodes ;

@ for each v€ startNodes do

® Map. put(v,1);

@ end for

® while startNodes. size() >0 do

©®  MstartNodes P 1 L&, K s

K level;

@  for each n€ node+ do

if n¢ Map or Map. get(n) <level +1

then

Map. put(n,level+1);
add n to startNodes;
end if
end for
T A R HF A5 H 51 R n AR T A5 F HL
(corr(n) & Map or Map. get(corr(n)) <<
level) then

®©e6 e

Map. put(corr(n) ,level) ;

add corr(n) to startNodes;
end if

@ end while

TR T LR D B A IR D B A
T (A BAUE 1A G5 5 1224 IR
JEE O 2 B D ) A BT B ) — J2 U Y Jim T R 4 IR
[) — J2 Ghi 5 AH [R] 9 D U 2R A 20 5. [RIT s el 7 i ]
AN [6] #6658 T 38 o DAL O o 82 I e S B 5 7 o B

® 6 ©
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Jo AR KR AT UK B 2 5 A DT R Y
G5 3 AN 2R 8 BIE PR 0 WIS AT 2 5 ST ki
P TR B ST 50 R 0T IO 4 3 5 £ A7 i A 81

Map W, 24 BrAG 7wl 7 52 G » B 45 0. &1 X
2(a) fr7s Petri Wiy CPU K N A 5 90 58 8, B
e RwmE 2(h) s,

1 2

(b) The complete prefix unfolding of fig.2(a) with numbers

Fig. 2 An example for Algorithm 2
K2 H¥E 2 DA

S A SR TR AT DAAE — 8 R b ST 55 22 T
AR FR L BREL computeLCP FEH] T 5¢ il CPU
o2 T e A R AT IR A AR LA ARk 2
B H 2R

D FHM e MFMF e 4500 A S5 H
array, f array, FEFTO~Q).

2) W array, 3K G5 R B9 AL IR XA
RN nodey . iC i K % 5 N max s [7) B, W T
array, K 95 I K & node, ik it K45 H
mam(?‘}@’“@).

3) B max, B max,. & max, > max,, N
node, [ {ij 1) — 25 5 75 W) node, [n) {if [m] 8] — 25 (47
®@~W).

4) AW A LK 2 FUELES 3. B4k B S T
XA A IE AT ~D@).

5) 3R 123 R IR AT 6 X 28 2 Y S e s
e, MY H I A FERTIK (A7 @).

Bk 2. RITAILHTIRIT B compute LCP.

BIAN: ARESG S=(N,M) ,»n=(O,h) ZHAE
W SN CPUL i N=(P,T.F),0=(C.E,
G)sey € Eve, € Esfifif CPU 5 i 4 5 45 A 1Y HL A1
% Map;

By iy FRIE A SLETIKEA LepSet.

D add e, to array;;

@ add e, to array;;

= do

@ while array, Narray,

get node, from array, with the max number;
max, =Map. get(node,) ;
get node, from array, with the max number;
max,; =Map. get(node,) ;
if max,>max, then
stepBackward(node, yarray;) ;
else
stepBackward(node; sarray;) ;
end if

® end while

@ lcpSet=array, \array,.

[\l 3 — 4 Bk stepBackward (LA 1S 40 &
23 i) i E AR M startNode 55 i T 4R 5 1)
Hij [0 3] — 20 o ] i BB B4 array 48 startNode 1)
TR B IR T S A A array W, FEHE startNode
5 N A R

Bk 3. ) — DRk stepBackward.

WA HARRG S=(N.My) . n= (0, h) &AL
W AR CPU b N=(P. T, F),0=(C.E,
G) s startNode € C U E; £74iff 1 i Iy 97 25 19 £ 41
array.

@ for each n€& sstartNode do

@ add n to array;

® end for

@ if startNode & C then

® for each c€C do

® 6 600 e
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©® if startNode=corr(c) then fith . RS EAERFRESR TOR.
@D add ¢ to array; (D for each e EEAR(e;) =1, do
end if @  for each e, EEAL(e,) =1, do
©®  end for ® lep=computeLCP (e, sey). get(0);
@ end if @ if lcp=e; then
@ remove startNode from array. ® TOR. add(t) st; =)
T A B AR A AR B AR UL 2 Y SRR © else if lep=e, then
5 FLTT K A oK A A @ TOR. add (¢, sty s <) ;
Bl 6. LLIEL 2 Ca) v i Ui B2 ASE 280 Ohy 9], SR fige ® else if lep € E then
CPU g T, Ml Ty (5 i 28 LA oK i 1 53 3 7 ©) TOR. add(t; st || )5
mr: ) TOR. add (t, 1, + || )3
1) A5 BRI 7 52 40 SR TF L OF I 50 551 0% @  elseif epEC then
XA HEAT 4 - A5 F 9 CPU P 2(b) JI 78 s @ TOR. add (1, +15 %) 5
2) 8 Ty B A array, F,.38 T, A array, F, ® TOR. add(t; st £ ;
B array, 1 4 00 K5 maz, =8 array, ®  endif
AR KRE S max, =6, T max, >max, , W% @  end for
@® end for

M T 1] i 513 — 25 8 H SR & sze p Backward s fe b
array, BH APy} array, N AT,

3) W} max, =7 max, =6, T max, >max, »
NAZMN Py [m 57 [0 30— 25 . 8 FH sR 8L stepBackward
WS array, BHTN{T: )5

4) W W max; = 6, max, = 6, H T max, =
maxy, T, W] B0 — 25, )8 FH oK 3L stepBackward ,
WIS array, BHTH{P; )3

5) R max, =6,max, =5, T max, >max, ,
NEZMN T 1] | 01— 25, 95 1] eR %L step Backward .
WIS array, BHTH{P, )3

6) MHF max, =5, max, =5, T max;, =max, ,
BLiZ N P 1] i 18— 25 95 1] eR %L step Backward .
BERf array, BT )5

7)) W) max, =5, max, =4, T max, >max, ,
BLZMN P 1] 15 101 3] — 25 . 98 JH e& &K sze p Backward.,
BERf array, BT )5

8) F Ik, B & B Foik A LTI A
(T} Frdh

R SR 0 g 1 ] e i 3 SR AT IR AE A LA K 2
BIAS TAE 55 KA G R T DL EAE & 2 D 4R
SEAT: 55 6] 18 ¢ A G 2% 5 % Iy B39 1) BR AR A 5305 4
7.

ik 4. S5 RAEXRRWHER L compute TOR.

BN ARG S=(N. M) .r= (O, ) & HA
MR CPULHAP N=(P.T,.F),0=(C,E,
G) sty 51, €T

Wtz W LT CPU T & 2 DIk
{18 F5 30T 2 FL R BIK B a2 R AR A8 o g L AT: 55 22 )
(R HE DR R G iE— 20 AT SR R B Y 1 41 45 kAR
K FR .
2.3 mEEBAMETE

Bk 2. 1M 2.2 TAANBEEME L. B8
AT DL S AR Y 00 FR R B L B T OC R AR RE T DL
T R R R AR UM TR S B R 1 ey
SN RIFAT R FR CH S R LA S R O & 1y AL AN
FEALEE 5 SR J5 FHASCER 3¢ L XoF 17 19 6 22 AR BLBEE L DTG 45
HH A AR 1 A DL

AT R R VR F SR R 6 £ AL E 43 )
AT AKXIHE, b P.Q A4 EM 2 4> i FE R
BLPy.P..P..P. 5518 P BIFAT R R VEF K
VR LRI P LRES. N THREA Q. I A X

NI R R A
w, NIFITR R E  HITE N
[P, UQy |
P, UQ |+P.UQ. [+[(P.UPHUWQ.UQ)HI
(1)
wy, NHJFRRZNE, AN
|P. UQ. |
I[Py UQ [+1P.UQ: [+[(P.UPHUWQ. UQH I
(2)
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w3 —

[(P.UPHUQ.UQ)]|
PrUQ [P UQ: |+ (P UPHOUQ.-UQH

(3
18 FR AE T3 A b A6 % T Weidlich 4%
NUHE BP Bk b g B BRI R LR R
DEAE A e R R BB R L E AN IFAT R R
RO FR MR C R HA A [ i 52 1 X S BUE
KR A E X
F A Jaccard REL, IFAT R R VE R LR DL KLIA
IR OC R AR AL 23 0 an R 2 =0 B AR SO T
155 2 FR VR R G AL 55 2 Bk 4 B AR R] Sk 5
KAEEGPIURMEIWARE. I T, 2 T,#T, £ T,.
X IFAT R R AR P BIAY A Q 557
AIFAT R AR ELITTRER UL P B AL Q LAY B
AIFAT R ARMITEITCEEL

sim (P,Q)=

PiNQy|
(PyUQI”

XF T G AR MAHIE AT P RCARLRT Q A5 A iy
AHFF KRN ZEITTR AR, P B Q #E11 fy
AHFRFRIFEITTRAEL

sim. (P,Q)=

€Y)

P.NQ. |
P UQ. [

XF TR G R W AHANE L AT P BB RT Q A5 A iy
AR R ML ITTR PR L, P B Q #E11 fy
AR R I TR AL

[(P.UP.HNQ.UQ.)|
[(P.UPHUWQ.UQH|"

2AMEERL POFD Q Y AR ME S O AT 06 R AL
e LLIFAT 6 R ARAUE L B % OC & 1 AL 3fe LLEL R ¢
FAHALPE | PRER OG AR 10 AR AR 1 3 LA TR 56 &R 0 AL
X = R HAt A
sim(P.Q)=w, Xsim| (P,Q)+
w, Xsim= (P,Q) +ws; Xsim.(P,Q). 7
2.4 EEHEASKEXRLIE
K3 7R T A0 2 0C & 0y L B S [ i 2 41
WA T TOR FE¥E X AE A H 1 £ 45 1 /9 A &4k
H. [ 3(a) 2y Petri [ 15 1 JEUBEAL , P 3 (b) 2 HOX
BLfY CPU. fE— Ao St B B, T, A Ty 2 IF A7 56
RESD = EEmE,. T, Al T, BREXR, X
2 Fh R AR A . FERE BT E e %
TORE] 53 3 R R A A% B0 . PR L 78 G R I 3 0T A
LI 2 P OC AR AR s R I O X AR 55 R AR G
AR 1 PR,

(€))

sim. (P,Q)= (6)

(b) The complete prefix unfolding of fig.3(a)

Fig. 3 An example for multiple occurrence relations

between tasks

GRS AIE Y RS a |

Table 1 TOR Matrix of the Process Model in Fig. 3
x1 BE3IPEBENESREXRER

Task T T T, T, T, T; Ts
T, .
T - = [l - [ - Z
T -~ [ = - - - -
Ts -~ -~ | .« = [ e -~
T, - [ - [l = - #
1 - « = =« = o =
Ts - # - —- ks —- =

Notes: —>means causality; <-means inverse causality;

# means conflict; | means concurrency.

2.5 AAIREHLE

TE 52 Broll 55 o AR AU rh 2 ) B0 — A RE B (4 AT
55 FRAE AR BT AT 55 B 28 AR 24T 45 » X RAT 55 1Y
TEAE 23 R M A AR (W 17 20 SR - B A A5 28 0L 2 B8
R ZZ 0 T AT DUAE 55 (14 b B, A SC 28 H IR
A IRy vk, FEEALIR 3 R SRR AR AT WAT: 55 43 2
SKIP 25 #1 \REDO 2 # ) Jt SWITCH 2 #I. SKIP
FRUAT] DLAE 55 ) F Bk ot B 86 4F 55, an &1 4 from s
REDO 255 J] T 8 & $h AT KL L8 4F 55, an &1 5 B s
SWITCH ZEAUR AT WAT 55 . F T 76 2 R A AL ) AN [
AL 43 SR AT AT Y D)4 . ANl 6 fTos. & FAS
A DLAT 55 B TR 43 2 L 523 T 2 e SCRRL19 .

XFF SKIP 2R R AR 0] WA 55, vl LLR 72K 4
BRI R ] DA 55 (BR R Tno 1) Bhad T 15 55
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B gk %A WAL 55 A7 7E . 3T B BBk,
B AEERUL, Z AT AR5 A B 2 HFR LR, =
NG R B AT AE b B IX — SR AT AT 45 4 B4k
R B2 Bz AN ] DA 55 5 k3 16 P 1% v LA
55 1R BT G R BT B X A9 L T A IO
AT ULAT 55 i A B 0 R e A R S R ot
Ui 7E SKIP 2 A { AN 0] WAT: 45 4b R A AN 1] DLAT: 45
RS 5B FERNIRER 4 TR R B £ Invl.
I 56 R AR AN 2% 2 FT K.

QO place M Invisible Task [ ] Task

Fig. 4 An invisible task of SKIP type
€ 4 SKIP ZERAT WAL 55

O Place [l Invisible Task [ ] Task

Fig. 5 An invisible task of REDO type
Kl 5 REDO ZEREURA] WAT 55

O Place [ Invisible Task [ ] Task

Fig. 6 An invisible task of SWITCH type
B 6 SWITCH 8 AT WAL 45

Table 2 TOR Matrix Involving an Invisible Task of SKIP Type
F2 SKIPRBARAAREZHEZSKEXRER

Task A B c Inol
A 4 - -
B - = - #
c - - #

Invl #

Notes: —>means causality; <-means inverse causality;

# means conflict.

XFF REDO 287 () ANT] WA 55 5 22 5% JB AT 55
B) PR e R AR AL, AT LAE 7 & 5 TR s Al d O
Al ULAT 55 (FRHA Ino2) FIAT 55 B # R T A6 I 4544
FECTAES B AT LLE R AT, 7E AL B RN ] WL AT:
55 W I, R 2 RO W ULAT: 45 VR FH Y Bl Al
DAE S B R e R B ]. B AR Inv2—>B Ml B—
Inv2 , 5 J2 e 2385 36 1 10 A5 AN 25 X 2 SR it

KA R % & B—DB. Wy & A ] AT 55 59 /5 1 ¥

IR o [ A A B A A 3 o 5 Y R P 8 ]

DUAT 5548 e =2 1] B O 2% BB O GE B B PR G &R R

ALY O R R I N2 3 T

Table 3 TOR Matrix Involving an Invisible Task of REDO Type
%3 REDOXBALANESFSHESREXRER

Task A B C Ino2
A # - -
B - -~ -
C - - =

Inv2

Notes: —>means causality; <-means inverse causality;

# means conflict,

Xt F SWITCH 28 B9 A m] WL AT 55, il LAFE
TEIE 6 Fros il R AT WA 55 (FRZ A Ino3) 3L
TAMD ZEZ T —4&nl ke LML, T
BT ARD RS AR ™ AL AT WAL 55 A B 2
RS H5HE IATAE R 3 Fh e & Pt . miiz A
A WAT S B fff A i D Z Al £ 7 —Fh HIR 56
W0 RE AN AT DUAT 55 (9 1 R R 5 A6 0 H: 3 2
T WRLE AT 55 AT G578 O ] 3k CRIVERR OC R %A
TYR S AR MR AN R 4 T

Table 4 TOR Matrix Involving an Invisible Task of

SWITCH Type
x4 SWITCH XEARARNESHESREXRIER

Task A B C D Inv3
A # -~ & -
B - & & #
c % £ 4 -
D - & - #
Inv3

Notes: —>means causality; <-means inverse causality;

# means conflict.

A b J2 o AN AT AT 55 3 AR Wi ) Ak B 3
Fift 75 3T RUAR G 3 55 7 A T DUAT 55 A7 AE 15 00 F Y
AR AR BLPE o AT 7 45 2 B o 45 LA 4 1T

3 XWiRItESH

AR SC Y SE 5 385 4T - MacBook Pro, Intel Dual
Core i5 CPU@ 2. 6 GHz,8 GB DDR3@ 1 600 MHz, #:
YE& 5t OS X 10. 8. 3,Java Development Kit 1. 8,
Java UMLK N A& 2 GB.

S TS R i) Tl A s AR T B 3 A

D a2 458 R 53T A 7 B s % (TO).
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AR SCEL R Tl B 4R AL N TC Wi dE g 91 AR
PR, TC RS 1 K PIE i HE ol B A
100 Z4F A& A I3 s H A 26 7 i 1 81 357 BE Jg A 4
JHETT s B 7 A B AR T L DI B R Rl
LBPE R R UL SV B & N = P R B D
If B R R M.

2) ZRI7 i B A BR 2 W K 4R (DGO fEAR
SO Y Tk Bt 4R A% M DG W £ 1y 82 A i A
B DG 2 %2 T JE b B R 05 i T A
TREAF.E - R R ARG RS KRS
Fr S BASE T M i AR 55 R R A
P RRE AL KRR EREE ORI RERE AR L B 31k
P SE R BILAS

3) SAP 2% i B R AU 4 (SAP). ARS8
9 Tolk B 46 A0 5 A SAP WS B A 381 A,
SAP J& 4 BRE KA Al B U S R BE A A% Dk 7
SR AL Holl 55 40 45 i BB Al BE IR L 7H 9%
st A0 B YA A Al B AL L B T Al B U
P < Fl Aol B LR L 2 =l Al B R R
A T AR b % U5 A 45

F 5 G T IR 3 ATl Bl AR Y B AR S5
fik s AT LUFR 21 B A58 4 o 197 324 de RS ST 48 F
SRS ONIIIE GRS IN 5@

Table 5 The Basic Structural Features of Three

Industrial Datasets
RS 3T R &R E AR

Maximum

Average

Dataset Size -
Transitions Places Arcs Transitions Places Arcs

TC 91 12.97 11.46 26.30 39 32 80
DG 82 9.18 9.17 19.11 34 33 70
SAP 381 6.74 8.70 15.99 52 62 137

FTE R A6 TAR 8235 (PTS 53k (BP Bk,
CF 5 .SSDT % ¥ I TOR #3748 TC.DG.SAP
X3 AN Tk Bl 4 19 iz 17 A, Sk 4G TOR &
AR S bR Tl B4 4 b 0 1 fig 36 B, B AR 5256 45
W 6 R

Table 6 Time Costs of Different Algorithms on the
Three Industrial Datasets
K6 ENEFERBILHEENREEE ms

Dataset ~ TAR PTS BP CF SSDT TOR

TC 1. 85 0.88 2.79 1049.33 2.12 1.92
DG 1.21 1.27 1.56  3403.11 1.33 1.21

SAP 0.37 0.12 0.43 222.75 0.39 0.35

A LLE Y CF B33 (0 B[R] &2 4% 32 28 e o ) I 97
FEL I T H M S s TAR 554k . PTS 5895 .BP
%:.SSDT 8%, TOR BEHEARE M=K [
TOR A EWEAL T BP 535 .SSDT Ak, 5 TAR &
R 618 F PTS 53k, Bk, TOR 5k 78 52 br
Tl E 4R 4R b is 17 e R B R 4F.

TEFP USRI g5 T O AR AR A AT R AR AL
0 S R 5 AN T X S M T — R AT L
A PPAR AN TR AH AL B3 0 1 Ak s R Rk & A4 Jo
H# TOR 855 F s RAT S AU 38 3k L 45
R 7 R

Table 7 The Satisfaction of Different Algorithms on the

Five Properties that a Good Similarity Measure Should Have
x7T ENEZHIRBERBEBEUEN S M ERFEBER
TAR PTS SSDT BP CF TOR

Properties

Sequential structure
X N NN NN,

drift invariance

Negative correlation

X X X
by loop length v v v
Unrelated task regression </ X N Ni N4 N
Conflict structure
X v v A XY

drift invariance

Negative correlation « J J « < J

by conflict span

Notes: ~/ means satisfaction; X means unsatisfaction.

A LUA L TAR Bk Ho 2 — Mo, B AR
JC KB W s PTS Bkl 2 3 4% ME 0T AN W 2 1 34
B 7 AH DG M R LR JE G BB U 1 s BP FvA T AL 4 %
PRI AR R BT K SR OG5 i CF 307k Hl 2
2 ZAMERT; A SSDT 5k il TOR B33k i 2 298 5
SRR B ET LAE L TOR &3 i 6 3R 3 4 .
SSDT 53k B ARt BB I &0 5 Atk i, (0 H Pk ik
R BASA PR B, HTT A P R 2 e X
SSDT i [ fi [7] 4 At &b 2.
PPA B B 32 e o LSk 7 ) B B
T AL 2 ) B P T A R R X B L A
DL = A A4 AR ot R T S O A
BRI TR A AR SO = AR A U R T RE.
Y T4 AN B A5 20 04 {8 002 AH LM L BT LURR 200
REAL MR R dist(M, s M,) =1—sim(M, , M,) 4!
ARALPE 5 A R B . A 5 A5 Y A B0 4 AT
B 3 AMERL AT C) Pl A T S A )
SIEAE 3 AR,
dist(M, ,M,)<dist(M, ,M,) +dist(M, ,M,);
(®
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dist(M, .M;)<dist(M, ,M,) +dist(M, ,M,) ;
(9
dist(M, ,M,)<dist(M, ,M,) +dist(M, ,M,).
(10)
FEEXE CF LRI, Sk 4R G = R S
=M Z B0 4 1) = i R 45 200 R Ry

an

_m
rate=— —z

C
TAR $3% PTS 1% .SSDT #% BP # 1% . CF
S B TOR Bk iy = A2l R AR 8 iR -
Table 8 The Satisfaction Rate of Different Algorithms
on the Triangle Inequality
RS ETHLUMEZHIAZATERANBRE X

Dataset ~ TAR PTS SSDT BP CF TOR

TC 100. 0 99.9 96. 7 100. 0 100.0  100.0
DG 99. 8 99.8 98.8 100. 0 97.5 100. 0

SAP 100.0 100.0  100.0 100. 0 92.6 100. 0

A ULE I A 2T A 0 BRI R = N A
K. TAR B AE DG BH6 4 E AW R =M A5
PTS Hk4E DG 1 TC ¥4 LA = M A 5F
K ;SSDT 7£ TC 1 DG # ¥ 5 B A 2 =M A 4%
K CF B7E DG L Kz SAP $¥i 45 b AWk 2 =i
AR T BP &M TOR BAE 3 DB
REMAEL NS BP B, TOR Bk HA
A b BN AT WLAT 55 | X0 406 B0 A0 9% & 10 4T 55 1)
1722 5.

4 REF5REE

T B A I FE A T AT oA A AR R R L AR
SCHREH T — i o A AR OB AR AT 56 AR L R A
BvhE— FTAL 5 KA 26 R BB R AR AP B i ik
TOR. TOR B E 45 Petri WBLR 9E 17 58 4
28R T LAY WA b 6 35 455 78 (W) 7 Ry 9 AF 5 42 35 -
it Jixt CPU B b i) 5 S 517 4 5, LB T J5 &2
K F YR A 5 SR T K 9 R T A SR AR e T 2 LT K
AR 22 7 i X5 R A AT 55 18] 0 2 A 56 2R s B » it A
7 A T B S R A AR B E R Yl R
TOR B35 0T LVA R 50 90 & G R AT R 22 57 -
b BRAE R B A A R AT LA 55 AR R e A5,
TOR 5.3k [ B 38 7T LAA 280 48 AT 55 1R 2 G &R St
THRHE 3 ARS8 £, TOR &
2 HL A ARG 0 P R L 4, BB T AR DL B R R
AR5 A BRI B = AN R

T L A AR DL A R DA 5 T L A AR ik = —
AR 2 TP HEZR 78RR A AR o o 22 il 42
=5 B AR L SA L 25 I PP A HE 2R, Rl
FE#E— 25 it TOR 53k LR TH I 68 B9 [R) i . 2% 3K
B FE T O AR L 9 R 51 5 T
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