CALS/EC € A Y3l AAY 9 Z2¢ A2¥

HAE, AN, 0B
EgEY 493es

R0 0

Aeide] A= Qs =2 <t viAY, Fx, 22, ¥, Nujx AF 7|8 59 3 REE7
o AAFANG 23 b AAFAN, 22 wEA A 713 E F7] A 2 7199
A2ANL9 Fed JHE7idel di@ Batol TxHD Ik o)y ZAU/ZF 7k ARAAY
2 7H371dol A FHEolof e vARYE Z2AAE B, FYAI] 4R 850 4TS
Azdolth 2229 A A2de 7199 H=y2x 2228 Adstn £950, ol F3
sta gdAgojdett AT, HRUA Z2AAE W 3 703 BAY w2Us 73
ToE A A& JHoz FYIE do BE oELe /A, dtA 528 By
A2 vays 22429 3§38 2 AL A8 FA9] ¢ FF4YH 4L AT
T glojok Frlk, B =E-S Event-Condition-Action(ECA) 73L& Abgsl nzUL =2 428
2d2n AHE YA FY-eF-EAANE 7 It EAHY ALE AT FFH)n AAFH
A ZaAYNAE ANstnz o), TP E2¢ 2L a4 FUEHE F 22L& @7 AA
&t31 PetriNet 22 B 2UA T2 AAE B4ss YHEE AAstnx ot

I. &7

ddlef 71YES TG g8 HEsA dgdtn, 1 AREHF s IFHS YA
sto] 2R festA ds AFrt AT £ drk. 53, ZIdL FHste 4R8N 2
d54ez wge ¢ A A vi2YL L2H2EE THAMR @4,

8, Ar7)¢E 7| FAHAE V=S FE2E2H ol gFHolAn Yt ol FrIe
& 7199 AEg REds G E2sto oAl rIgd "4 HEo] Ha ok AT,
71F9EL H2AHA AR7eS B FEAA FEREAHLE ALSde gtor, ol FEHA A
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H Fsts ARFA APY dFHoln EFHHQY viRYA 2420 B AYstn
. 2 AR7|EE ofdd v2Ux Z2A2E AMAT AFHIE 85 T2
7t gedtA 8 R

VEZ e e A2 7|gY vl2Y2 ZEALE BYstn #YPAUT. 2, AET2S
#e Nxge N2ys 22428 3333 AAAAYT 4 ATHGHSYS). ol e &F
24 NaRe aRYs 222 ZaALE FASE AF, 4F8Y 254, 958 FYEe
BZUa A Fo2 PAYH, 53 822 AAe Aoy ofjE@ ol Fol ¥ § Aok

HZY2 ZRA2GqE 7|99 ¥A, BE Fo| wopden, 7y HAAY AQEo) o|gE ¢
Aot A, H2Ux 222 W £ )0 EJRF U2 Y2 73 Foz Q) ui2
o AgHog £YP3tE Yo B o3e /A weld, 4E2 B AN2Re oG v
z2u2 zz A2 AFE 2 AME A Ad F39 AT AHPE ATE = Aok
Pl olg ], ERQ Y AN2€Y& 2L Z2HAE BEAstY gdAolgd ALLE £
Qoo et

B =82 Event-Condition-Action(ECA) T3 & Al&std HlRUA Z2AHAE ZulEan MR
YA B-FAEAALNE £ de EARA J15E AYE) A@ FFHoln AAHA =
428 ANHTA B AR APoE HELS Td, 0F 2UE AN Petri Net 02 4
E2%E M@

II. #d 4+

AARA REZ S gt 97 dlolgl F4H9 #4d EWRRME RY(Advanced Transaction
ModeD)® ZE M2 FA4eo] ERRA € E & $(Transactional Workflow)7} lolgtet. 2]z, o]# &
F A Wge] A7 Eo] A2 FHE 74 T Ao dFHAA T A

4E2¢ e AN2YL V129 YFE Z2AL BHAA S EFolHh olH@ AT
24E AU EPRHOE HAHA Hedat E€FE0] Yo gt AR, YEESE O
&3 3ol AU EWdA Ao]7t JTHKRIS).

meEzon Aoz o RS $H49

mAAdos ARd SEAA 27 dSeAo Mol sl AR Aolg NN Beh uhed
A, 27 dEAoldel B XY FHSUE ¢ + A= BARE ASYo| AH§HA
oF g},

olfl =, EJNNE AYdHA & JFE H2Y TE 7] Wi AFAHY EEHELS A
43714 B7Hs st
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AEAY EJQRY B ol9om EAYE 279 ofEFeFAolY 8FE UHFA7 AsiA @
Z22% B4 AA LFE BN 220 diF He WPE REdE EAQAYL FT29E 5
Alo) HRFo2H YESZY NAHo] 1A 87 208 FFALD + JvHBDS3). dHoE] o
4L A8 ZEldojEiYo]l: ERJRY HBIUE ol fstn AF LBEE M Eaddd
LEZFE ol&3AE Aol

FEZFAME /77 2ANE W, WFAN ERZY R JERYL Abort B iz o
& O F57(Backward Recovery)E & + UT Z 97 dFEolnt, by, Falg Al )
2] n Al Abort 91 BT F(Compensation)S T3 et o)7L &Hb3k o fF B (Forward Recovery)
of Fect oY FFUAFE FRE APE Fasscs AJE gevh AT, BFHUFE

LR A% BE €298 PAste 459 ds @43 € "eE gt oW Fgede
ETATE ¥ ot gl ASE 3, ddo I A& HSREH A A @3 FAREE
B3dE F 22FH B F(Incremental Compensation)’t @238 295 Jrh[KR98). X3, A#AE a1
il EFIFE YT 98 55 & Aon. 5F YAE AN2do] AFHoR FotE
o v F& A)tHDDS97].

AF-o} A8 A3 Modularity & FAAI717] 9384, Task Execution Modes 9 Task Integration ©] 2}
= AdE A4 AR SATHPTVYT]. ©l2|o] = Exotica Project{ AKAA94, AKAA96], Meteor
Project[KS95, MSKW96, WS97} 5] 3lt},

ol

r~1>

nm. Q47 =4dKa

FEZS @ A2YE 27 4ER$E RSt FEF Hogd A2 ¢ JAE LYt
2oz yyold, KE2$ o REIH 4 REL (23 117 2o ECA HHLoR ddd

Workflow Definition Tool j
{ [ Workflow Enactment System J

Workflow Specification Language J

3
L Rule Management System

(2% 1] $E2=25% ¥ ZdgH=
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HE29 Fo REANE 2y FA AEHo|AR Holde JE29 A9 E1F o) f3ld
H2Y2 Z2Ase] ARES el oA oY YF2$ TEa: FREL =29
ge Aago] o e YERS PA Aol wiHA gt €Z2¢ A dolx oy
Az A 2ol o3 J|EY FEARY] BEeo} FZh gl 7PoE wgdr @9, 4z
$ 28 RRAME FAGAN 2R ESS Wol FHE AP}

VL2 4 @Y NS0 ECA FAL Aoz dEHoR WHEE BR YA T AAd
B3l FEY X7t folditk. V&9 KB4 Pz Ry Usod 4E2S
FHn god, 4F299 FAH B3 £ YE YEES 220 diF 9FE 9A
71 e}, dAT, AERS Japre] $4o] ECA FHo| JduE, 4= e
Adxebr= WY ECA #RL Fdsrie gt

Iv. §#=2¢ ¥¢

41 4F=29% N2 =29

4T29 N29 DYe JERSE RUYsn 2ASE U A8dn (19 2k 4EES
SECEREERIETEES

Workflow Engine Error
|
Role Task Manager

Business Object Worklist

Dependency

Resource

Task
Data
Workflow

Sub-Workflow

[¥ 2] 9825 N&Y 229

42 SN§gES A&

AZ2 T 2E g Zo] HE: YE(Colored Petrine) 2 XdE F U0

B WF=(3.P,T,ANCEI
¢ D= oA ¥E gAY F@ATl,
4+ PE Placed #@Adole}t, HEZ L T A2oA2] FHd G},
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TE Transitionoltl., |F2¢ T 229 JF(Task)ol] gt

A& ol3o|th.

N& == @44 — PxT U TXP)o]t},

Ce = &P — Z)oln.

ET ot E8 §(A — Expression)olth, o}l3 AFo EF W 9L g},
Eg, YEZ oM Task o MAzHo2 Agd £ 9o,

< 1e 27 Zdojth, Z7]6 Z Place o] EAsle E2Y FE e,

¢ v e

AFele Hojd d& +9%: 2AATFS 972 7983 R#¥E 4+ £Y8 dFE 5
T3tE BT YF(Compensation)2 Yol 4 ot BIYFE dANAHcE HEHO Iz B9
A7l Az Uy ARV TEHO gon, olgd R v R U2 AH QH oM dFH
A @t

dF e AFE FRstE v2U2 A2 Yefo dat ERAY Bl2Y2 AR e €

2% 9 @49 Task Manager & B81M @& 4 2tk Ml=yA AHe) EFol
daf oFol det BF Ar} wAdd. ARE GeH o) BRHE £ Aok

A A YIE A F(Transactional Task : TT) : Commit/Abort & A Yl AF
AL AYFA Z+= JF(Non-Transactional Task : NTT)
B AlEo] e e d5-(User Task : UT)

matd, 4F T = TT U NTT U UT o}

Z gF e Bautrg AHm, QT Wl Sdg HEEO] Eresitkn MR A,
oA B A 7k YeHo AR disid M2 & 2 A dde ¢ F A9 Mk
g, &2 A 7tA 389 477 vYede Fejolrt

B TT: Not Started, Received, Working, Committed, Aborted
B NTT : Not Started, Received, Working, Finished, Failed
B UT : Not Started, Received, Working, Suspended, Rejected, Finished, Failed

AR g FelSol tisiA FE MEZ EHo| shEdltk [2F 3)& APl YL FE
o] BALoltl. Failed 2 A5 BF %7t ETEH Received o) AElZ WM HD 28x
e ARE AT299 PUEHE JMsEiA du. B, 48249 dE £ & FES 9
$ 2 FASE 95 EY dy 2oz ¢ 7 U
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Finished

Working
OO0 k" .

Not Stated Received O

Suspended

(28 3] Aol #YE e 5o dE SEY dE

43 NEEZ 2440 44

4E2 A29 dole A 7Y &Y Dependency)ol EABLE. HERSY FHHE v
2z ZzAs Ade 279 48249 EAAM BEY 27 A8 wAsn, =4 9
E299 EQQY a7E 95299 B39 w2Us #3458 BUsldl 22 ohee o
EAolY 79 EANY 8FF ARHY Aol

®of E Aol 8 2 F(Application Requirements) {7 A 5 97)
< 524 Ak 7 A (Integrity Rule) : & 79 APxA/F 2009 724 A
¢ WA 7 3(Behavior Rule) : H539 AFY #4, vj2dx AAel A8, dF A9
(Worklist Handling), ¥ 3§ % <J(Authorization)
% % TFE(DerivationRule): 4% Ad i 2 {7t 5
W EABA QF(Transaction Requirements) [GHKM94]
EPRRHA G F44 (Transaction State Dependencies) : backward, forward, strong

&
¢ %8 %44 (Comectness Dependencies) : serialization, visibility , cooperation, tempora!

F£48 v2UL T2 A2 el QP FE0] UE 4 glon, yaA, E54E YE2
22 Aog oo AlMd) 283 RFSHojokwl Feh, ofjgd B F2HL TG AZEY A&
Be JEY MERE ZEAAN 6 FdA B EHE 1)

V. LH{ 2¢

50 oF @92 3=
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A2goA Feste 2F Sdla 727 2A4W0E, LF& Aste o) o) HyF A
o[tk [WSKM9I7]IA ol oz oF SHAES R AL (28 4)d YEIQ

Workflow System Error

A

l |

Task Error Task Manager Error Scheduler Error

[1% 4] 27 29~ 72

52 JFYF(Compensation)
AAGFY Q70 gl BFE slein & o oo FASo) LA

B E7Y9FY H
ETHT 94 AAQTN NGt webM, dAgFe B Aoz Fopgt @
» 5734 23
2o dere] wal A 2"o) AFHeE M F gE Wedo}l gl
B 53 A Z2A
77 SAH2E FHojof gt BE UARL Al2®e] £EE YA Fo3% H4FE
TP o] AT £% Atk 79 AL FAHUY] WMo BF Ar)e dR4
45 & st FPgo ok ol
BT AT FA
ETE s o], T vHE €& ¢33 Fad¥g ¥ert Qe A9 ek o
A, FEAQ B3 wg Aol du

53 o &7 AAYE

2FE PASE dolk 72 Be) A2del mgol ooz Yasy PR oF A
o el 2F %7 FZAA W Felad J2BAE FPUHZ sk oIES B B
0 of oMES 78 vl Axdel YE$ v N2udA YUES sol, EANHG A
Pt QT F4olE Rollback & $HIT, EAAML AWk FE A7 Aol 27
2§ 45t Buh. 53 244 Aolol FEHo] EBAlsts Feols 2 FEA0] BgHolo}
g Aol

2z e we Nagol 23 LFE 7Y £ d AdE AR o)g FAN o8
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g BF¥ F AE LP(Notification) 7)% £ AFHoJof gt}

VI. SE29 4

LEL FYLE A erdA(Validation), FH(Verification), 4 524 (Performance Analysis)E T
8 T U Aals98, Jens96]. A, Bl (Validation)S FZ2 97 Aod U FEFH=E &
At Aot o|RL ZE AEHNHLE & 5 Uth

A, 5% (Verification)S ¥ 249 A&A JFEE H$E Holtk 7129 dolgo)x ER
M9 Aol e Serializability 2Hs BFAE BYE 5 A& 7NFEo] Aoy, BE299 HFJo=

A 710 HEAE v2Us 789 £4] 9 ofR Y& 7|EE HEY ¢ gley, o
o]l ERAPN Fo] g2 &S AL} AT A9 Bibssivh. welbd, YL 2
5171 fldiAe 4Z29E FAF oo Fold E=99 3 7@ BE FH e /&9
e #4295y 23534 §& st AEHlEY AL AFok @qrh. A EHIEAH
A SZE2¢ N2goA 3 TR ez FEof st YFTEY Z2A L, 9F, T5A
d #HE fA(Axiom)E A=ec ZAfdE FAAL dHE Yeld & oo 3y, He &
(Deadlock)® #obd = 9lojo} g}

A5g AS 2 A (Performance Analysis)= Ao €EZ 39 AMula £F A A7 Ad €8%

TE 2A4ste Aod.

VIL. 48 % % 47 #4

CALSEC & AYste 4ZE4 N2RE "2 s gopt ohyzt AF A, A4, @4, A
Fue Fof ol2x AE AYF7|(Life Cycle)l H-E 7Medlof vy =3 53 w242 7
A B, wae oig AN, FYkssn SR A2E, HARUY2 T2 M9 24, £3 AN

22 284 AY 59 58S 7HARG @

E AT ECA T2 wgos Edd) Y22 A0E AT SHAHI AAAJA Zed
925 AMNU VEES 2doH JEES ZT2AAE HEL] YER AP, 9T
29 A" EZAste 2HHE HdPd EE AZEHOE 2HE X{sit. dEER¢
ANLBANT 27 BF 7|5 A8 2/ 29, 2/ 57 WHES ANH. wA%e=,
Aoy FE 92 elgA, AN 59, A5 Fo 425 £4d did 4HRU

gog B A9 AZz9 g FE2H M $8HE $AAAL T RAojvk. &£, vi=UY
A 7Eg AYdstn B 5 Jde B9 4E29 g A28 opFjdAo) Ui AT o) F
olzof @& Holt,
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