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ABSTRACT
With the continuous development of business process management technology, the increasing busi-
ness process models are usually owned by large enterprises. In large enterprises, different stakeholders
maymodify the same business processmodel. In order to better manage the changeability of processes,
they adopt configurable business process models to manage process variants. However, the process
variants will vary with the change in enterprise business demands. Therefore, it is necessary to
explore the co-evolution of the process variants so as to effectively manage the business process
family. To this end, a novel framework for co-evolution between business process variants through
a configurable process model is proposed in this work. First, the mapping relationship between
process variants and configurable models is standardized in this study. A series of change operations
and change propagation operations between process variants and configurable models are further
defined for achieving propagation. Then, an overall algorithm is proposed for achieving co-evolution
of process variants. Next, a prototype is developed for managing change synchronization between
process variants and configurable process models. Finally, the effectiveness and efficiency of our
proposed process change propagation method are verified based on experiments on two business
process datasets. The experimental results show that our approach implements the co-evolution of
process variants with high accuracy and efficiency.

1. Introduction
In the past two decades, business process management

technology has developed rapidly and has been widely used
in workflow systems [1] and service computing fields [2; 3].
The co-existence of multiple variants of the same business
process is a widespread phenomenon in contemporary or-
ganizations. As a concrete example, The Netherlands has
around 430 municipalities, which in principle execute the
same or very similar set of processes [4]. In the context of
company mergers and restructurings, multiple variants of
the same process often occur in a Cloud, usually originating
from different companies or units, which need to co-evolve
[5]. Moreover, a large number of subsidiaries of a large-scale
organizationmay need to evolve the business processes at the
same time according to the orders of their company, such
as China Mobile Communications Corporation (CMCC)
[6]. These multiple process variants, which are collectively
known as a process family, probably run in different BPM
engines in parallel, making it hard to co-evolve them in
a centralized way [7]. Therefore, the methods and tools
which can ensure each process variant in a process family
co-evolves in terms of the demand of co-evolution to help
reduce costs and avoid inconsistencies.

The objective of this study is to achieve the synchronized
change propagation between the process variants tomake the
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whole process families co-evolve. Several previous studies
[8; 9; 10] have proposed the co-evolution methods of the
business process model family. For example, an aspect-
oriented technology (AOP) [11] is applied for managing the
co-evolution of process families [8]. Based on the revision
history of a process repository, an approach for dependency-
based impact analysis of the business process repository
was proposed [9]. Another approach based on behavioural
profiles of corresponding activities has been proposed to de-
termine a change region for change propagation between two
semantically overlapping process models [10]. However, the
problem with the state-of-the-art methods is that the cost
of co-evolving is still too expensive. Semantic annotations
on AOP-based plug-ins [8] or activities of the business pro-
cess model [10] are compulsory preliminary work with the
support of inferences by domain ontologies. Alternatively,
change primitives are defined in Petri Net representation for
the process model [9; 7], which is also time-consuming,
especially when the number of variants is considerable.
This issue of the state-of-the-art affects significantly the
efficiencies and effectiveness of Cloud process family co-
evolution.

To address the problem, we advocate the use of a config-
urable process model as a mediator for co-evolving process
families in this work. A configurable process model includes
a family of process variants in an integrated manner, which
allows analysts to understand the commonalities and differ-
ences of these process models and possible reasons for the
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differences [12]. The major contributions of this work are
threefold:

• We define change primitives to describe change op-
erations of process variants and configurable pro-
cess models. Subsequently, change propagation op-
erations are defined from process variants to config-
urable process model and from a configurable process
model to process variants.

• An overall change propagation algorithm is proposed
based on change propagation operations between pro-
cess variants and a configurable process model. The
experiments are conducted on 155 commercial BPEL
instance models and 604 R/3 business process models
of SAP [13]. The results show that our method can
achieve change propagation with high accuracy and
extremely low time consumption.

• We have implemented all the change operations and
the change propagation algorithms and then inte-
grated them into APROMORE1(An Advanced Pro-
cess Model Repository, APROMORE [14]), an inter-
national large-scale open-source advanced business
process warehouse.

The paper is structured as follows: Section 2 shows
the related work of the research; Section 3 provides some
preliminary definitions; Section 4 explains the algorithm and
presents the workflow; Section 5 describes the architecture
of the prototype; Section 6 evaluates the feasibility and
efficiency of our proposed method; Finally, Section 7 is the
conclusion.

2. Related Work
The following subsections discuss related work directly

addressing change propagation between process models as
well as the approaches which are potentially useful in the
co-evolution of process models.
2.1. Co-Evolution of Business Processes

The co-evolution of business process families has re-
ceived extensive attention in the field of business process
management in recent years.

Grossmann et al. (2013) propose a change propagation
framework working between the Common Reference Model
and the Process View and a consistency detection method
between different views [7][15].

Feng et al. (2017) propose an aspect-oriented-programming
based business process family co-evolution method, which
encapsulates the co-evolution information into a plug-in and
inserts the plug-in into the business process family through
aspect-oriented technology to realize the co-evolution of
process family [8].

Weidlich et al. (2012) propose a process model family
change propagation method based on the behaviour profile

1https://github.com/apromore

has been proposed in another study, in which when a process
in the processing warehouse is changed, the changes of the
process behaviour profile are extracted, and the changing
area of the related process is determined to realize the co-
evolution of the processes in the entire business warehouse
[10].

Weber et al. (2011) propose a method to propagate
changes of a configurable process model to already config-
ured process variants based on "smell", which can remove
unused paths from a processmodel and generalize frequently
occurring instance changes by pulling them up to the process
type level when some variants are changed [16].

Song and Jacobsen (2016) propose a framework for
business process change management [17], and under the
same framework, our method design business process family
co-evolution.

An approach for analyzing the revision history of a
process repository has been proposed [9]. In this approach,
the change impact is computed based on the view that
business processes which co-vary in the past are likely
to change together in the future. The preconditions and
effects of activities in business process models are firstly
semantically annotated, and then the impact of collaborative
changes between processes and sub-processes are analyzed
by calculating cumulative effects and a dependency-based
impact analysis technology. Unlike our method, this method
requires a great amount of preparatory work for semantic
annotation of process models and revision history generation
of a process repository. These two requirements may not be
satisfied even in a state-of-the-art process model repository.
2.2. Business Process Variability

Poizat et al. (2016) propose a range of business process
evolution methods to change the variants, but these methods
only involve the evolution of one single business process and
are not suitable for the entire family of business processes,
and only relate to model variability [18].

Arellane and Lau (2019) propose a method to change
workflows at runtime for different contexts in the field of IoT
[19]. This method combines variability with behaviour and
offers an infinite number of workflow variants but is based
on DX-MAN [20] and not suitable for BPMN.

Dynamic business processes (DBP) have been studied
over the past years. Cognini et al. (2018) present a literature
review on BP’s dynamic and define dynamic as the ability
to manage the coordination between challenges in orga-
nizational aspects and technical environments [21]. DBP
supports structural and functional changes according to its
context and rules [22], which is similar to the configurable
model. A web application named business process family
manager(BPFM) is proposed to manage BP family. BPFM
includes a meta-model to define BP relationship and version,
can generate process variants from basic processes accord-
ing to user requirements [23].

Similarly, Calegari et al. (2019) propose a method based
on common variability language (CVL), these method uses
the common and variable parts to automatically produce a
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process variant from the BP family by fragment substitution,
and improves the coverage of the process views [24; 25].

To solve the configuration problem of BPFM, Šendelj
and Ognjanović (2018) propose a method with analytic hi-
erarchy process to address different kinds of preferences and
derive process variants with behavioural correctness from a
business process family [26]. Furthermore, a method based
on process performance indicators (PPIs) is proposed to gen-
erate variants between PPIs variability and other processes
perspectives [27]. This method is suitable for restrictive and
extensible variability, formalizes how variants are derived
for each variability, and defines the conditions that the
variability model must satisfy to obtain syntactically correct
variants. The above methods are similar to our method and
related to business process configuration which includes
change propagation, generating variants and ensuring cor-
rectness.
2.3. Business Process Versioning

Thomas (2008) proposed a technique to support the
co-existence of different versions of the same configurable
process model in the context of long-running processes by
version-graph models, which can realize the management of
different versions and get the changes between them [28].

Gerth et al. (2013) propose a method for detecting and
resolving conflicts between different versions of the mod-
els [29], and their method distinguishes semantic conflicts
from grammatical conflicts and uses terminology to avoid
misjudgment of most grammatical conflicts, but its conflict
resolution strategy is not suitable for our method.

Brosch et al. (2010) propose a modeling tool to identify
model reconstruction and apply this identification method to
conflict detection between different versions of the model,
and they further propose a conflict resolution method based
on predefined patterns, which contributes to model conflict
detection [30].

Song et al. (2021) propose a search algorithm that com-
bines heuristics and A∗ [31] to determine the sequence
of minimal change operations for the process model [32].
Li et al. (2008) propose a matrix-based method to detect
the minimum change sequence [33], and Gerth et al. also
propose a method to detect model discrepancies without
change logs [34]. These studies are conducive to propagating
a complex set of change operations to configurable business
process models and other variants.

The format of SAP reference model dataset is Event-
driven Process Chains(EPC) format. Dreiling et al. (2005)
propose an algorithm to individualize the C-EPC graph into
a regular EPC graph, and if C-EPC graph is not syntactically
correct, this algorithm deletes all the nodes that are not on the
path between the start and end nodes and then connects the
remaining nodes [35], which is partially similar to the clean-
ing operations removing redundant paths in our method.

Dreiling et al. (2006) propose that a configurable con-
nector can be restricted to any node subset on its incoming or
outgoing edges [36]. For example, an AND split connector

can be configured as a regular AND connector but with a
limited set of output edges.

Marcello et al. (2011) propose the C-iEPC (Configurable
integrated EPC) language [37], which supports specifying
configurable nodes in organizational resources and object
classes in business processes. The above processing method
of EPC map contributes to converting the EPC format.
2.4. Fragment customization

Approaches in this group are based on the application of
change operations to restrict or extend the configurable pro-
cess model [4]. Two atomic change operations can be used to
customize the control flow: delete, remove a fragment from
the model, and insert, add a fragment into the model.

Hallerbach et al. propose a process configuration method
by applying change operations to a reference model marked
with adjustment points [38]. In this method, the reference
model is a standard process, themost frequently used process
variant, a generic model, but without any variation points.
Provop supports four operations (i.e. DELETE, MODIFY,
MOVE and INSERT), to delete, change and relocate a
fragment delimited by two adjustment points, or insert a
new fragment to another part of the model delimited by two
adjustment points in the reference model.

Kumar et al. propose a method for process family vari-
ability management by processing a series of business rules
associated with a process template [39]. The rules are se-
quences of change operations used to configure the template
by restricting or extending its behaviour. However, config-
uration rules are not graphically represented in any process
model perspective.

3. Preliminaries
Our process family co-evolution technique includes the

following four basic preliminaries, namely, configurable
process model notation, business process variant merging
technique, change operations on process graphs, and detec-
tion of change operations.
3.1. Configurable business processes

In the context of company merging and restructuring,
multiple business process variants which are usually origi-
nated from different companies and their sections need to co-
evolve and eventually converge into a single process in order
to eliminate redundancies and create synergies [5]. To this
end, business analysts often compare the existing process
variants to identify their commonalities and differences, thus
generating a unified business process model to promote
process integration. The unified process model is called the
Configurable Process Model [12].

There exist many notations to represent business pro-
cesses such as event-driven process chains (EPC), UML
activity diagrams (UML ADs) and the business process
modeling notation (BPMN). In this study, we adopt a di-
rected graph with labeled nodes to define a business process
model, as described in a previous study [5].
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Definition 1 (Business Process Graph G [5]). A business
process graph G is a set of pairs of process model nodes,
i.e., each pair denoting a directed edge. A node n of G is a
tuple (idG(n), �G(n), �G(n)) consisting of a unique identifier
idG(n) within G, a label �G(n), and a type �G(n).

In general, there are three types of nodes: function nodes
representing tasks that can be performed in an organiza-
tion, event nodes representing pre-conditions that must be
satisfied before the node function is performed, or post-
conditions that must be satisfied after node function has been
performed; and connector nodes determining the execution
flow of the process. In the formula �G ∈ {‘f ’, ‘e’, ‘c’}, the
letters ‘f’, ‘e’, and ‘c’ represent the (f )unction, (e)vent and
(c)onnector node type, respectively.

Additional connector nodes are often required when
business process variants are merged into a configurable
business process model. Thus, these additional connector
nodes only exist in the merged configurable business process
model rather than in any of the process variants. We name
these additional nodes auxiliary connector nodes.
Definition 2 (Configurable Business Process Graph CG[5]).
Let  be a set of identifiers of business process graphs, 
a set of node identifiers in business process graphs, and 
the set of all possible node labels. A configurable business
process graph CG is a tuple (G∗, �G∗ , �G∗ , �G∗ ) where

• G∗ is a business process graph,

• �G∗ ∶ G∗ → 2⧵∅ is a function that maps each edge
in G∗ to a set of process graph identifiers,

• �G∗ ∶ NG∗ → 2× is a function that maps a node
n′ ∈ NG∗ to a set of pairs (pid, nid) where pid is
a process graph identifier and nid is the identifier of
node n′ in process graph Gpid .2 A node n′ ∈ NG∗ is
an auxiliary connector node if and only if �G∗ (n′) = ∅,

• �G∗ ∶ NG∗ → {true, false} is a boolean function
indicating whether a node is configurable or not.

Here, we selected "Excel Data Processing" from SAP
R/3 reference model [13] as a simplified version of the
reference business process model. The reference process
model has two process variants, as shown at the top of
Fig. 1. Process variant 1 describes the processing method
of row data which is divided into the manual clearing and
automatic clearing. Manual clearing can be ended directly,
while automatic clearing is further divided into two cases,
namely, undiscovered data and discovered data. Once data
is found, the clearing process is completed, namely, the
data has been cleared. In process variant 2, row data and
column data can be processed simultaneously by a clearing
system in which three final events occur, including manual
clearing, automatic clearing, and undiscovered data. The
process variants 1 and 2 are shown in the upper left/right
corner of Fig. 1, respectively.

2Such information can be recorded during process merge.

3.2. Merging business processes
Before propagating the changes from one process variant

to the other, we need to merge these process variants into
a configurable process model. Manually merging process
variants is a tedious and error-prone task. To solve this
problem, a typical method has been proposed [5], and this
method starts with creating an initial version of the merged
graph CG of two process variants G1 and G2, by computing
of the union set of the edges of G1 and G2. Next, themappings betweenG1 andG2 are partitioned into maximum
common regions (mcrs). At last, themcrs are connected with
the remaining nodes that are not matched by G1 and G2 togenerate the final merged graph CG.

Further, we summarize the approach of business process
consolidation [5]. First, we calculate the node similarity
between variants by computing the label similarity of the
events and functions, and the context similarity of the con-
nectors (based on their maximum common parent and child
nodes). Not every node and edge in the two variants can
be mapped, and those nodes (edges) that cannot be mapped
will be directly inserted or deleted when merging, thus, they
are called "inserted or deleted nodes (edges)." Afterward,
the "similarity" and "inserted or deleted nodes and edges"
are weighed and then added to obtain the final matching
score. The mappings with the highest matching score were
taken as the final mappings between process variants. After
mapping establishment, we merge the nodes and edges in
the mapping, which is called "Merging Maximum Common
Regions", and then we directly insert the nodes and edges
that have not been mapped into a merged model with some
unmapped nodes and edges discarded. Finally, the illegal
parts in the merged model are removed through a cleaning
operation. The details of the merging algorithm are available
in the literature [5].
3.3. Change operations

Before co-evolving business process variants through
their configurable process model, we need to establish a set
of change operations on process variants and configurable
process model, respectively, to perform a set of update op-
erations on a graph. Referring to change operations defined
in the on-line graph maintenance problem [40], where the
updates are insertions of vertices and edges, the change op-
erations of process variants and configurable process models
are defined as follows.
3.3.1. Change operations of variants

We first define the 2 primitive operations (i.e., (1) and
(2)) on a business process graph G. Primitive operations
refer to those basic operations which are independent of any
other operation for the change of G. Then, based on above-
defined primitive change operations, 4 change operations
(i.e. (3)-(6)) are defined. Change operations represent those
operations based on the primitive operations for the change
of G. The 6 change operations are as follows.
(1) "Insert Edge": inserting a new edge between two

nodes of the variant.
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Figure 1: SAP Reference process model for EXCEL data processing [13]

(2) "Delete Edge": deleting the edge between the two
nodes of the variant and releasing the parent-child
relationship between the nodes.

(3) "Insert Node": inserting a new node onto the edge of
the two nodes by adding the new path first and then
deleting the old edge.

(4) "Add Node": adding a single-node path between two
connectors.

(5) "Append/Prepend Node": adding a node in front of /
behind a node. Since these two operations are similar,
we combine them into one operation.

(6) "Modify Node Annotation": modifying the non-null
annotation of a node.

Detailed information on the definitions of each primitive
or change operation is presented in Appendix B.
3.3.2. Change operations of configurable process

models
Next, we define the 8 change operations (i.e., (1)-(8))

on a configurable business process graph CG. The detailed
definitions of each primitive or change operation on CG are
presented in Appendix C.
(1) "Insert Edge": inserting a new edge between two

nodes of the configurable process model.
(2) "Delete Edge": deleting the edge between the two

nodes of the configurable process models and releas-
ing the parent-child relationship between the nodes.

(3) "Insert Node": inserting a new node on the edge of the
two nodes.

(4) "Add Node": adding a single-node path between two
connectors.

(5) "Append/Prepend Node": adding a node in front of
/behind a node. These two operations are similar, and
thus we combine them into one.

(6) "Modify Node Annotation": modifying the non-null
annotation of a node.

(7) "Insert Edge Annotation": inserting the new annota-
tion onto an edge.

(8) "Delete Edge Annotation": deleting the edge anno-
tation of a certain edge. If the annotation is empty
after the deletion, this edge will be deleted through
the cleaning operations.

The change operations of G and CG are the basis for
change propagation operations between G and CG.
3.4. Detection of Change Operation Sequence

Before change propagates between G and CG, the se-
quences of change operations on G or CG must be detected
and identified. To this end, when the user completes the
modification on G or CG and saves it, the old and new ver-
sion of process models are compared to obtain the sequence
of change operations made by the user. In this article, we
abstract from any specific notation and represent process
change sequence as actions on a labeled graph as per the
following definition.

5
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Definition 3 (Process Change Sequence, updated from [33]).
Let P denote the set of possible process models and C the
set of possible process changes. Let S, S′ ∈ P be two
process models, let Δ ∈ C be a process change, and let
� =< Δ1,Δ2, ...,Δn >∈ C∗ be a sequence of process
changes performed on inital model S. Then:

1. S[Δ⟩S′ iff Δ is applicable to S and S′ is the process
model resulting from the application of Δ to S.

2. S[�⟩S′ iff ∃S1, S2, ...Sn+1 ∈ P with S = S1, S′ =
Sn+1, and Si[Δ > Si+1 for i ∈ 1, ...n.

There are multiple methods to compare and obtain
changes of different versions of the process model. By em-
ploying the method proposed by Li et al. [33], we obtained
the minimal change sequences for changing the original
model into a new version based on the change matrix. The
conversion from user modification on the process model into
the minimal sequence of change primitives consists of the
following 3 steps:

• NDelete = N∖N ′;EDelete = E∖E′: All the edges
that exist in the old model but not in the new model
are deleted to obtain the "Delete Edge" primitive,
and orphan nodes are removed through the cleaning
operations.

• NCℎange = N ∩ N ′: The nodes in the old model
are moved to their positions in the new model, and
then their related edges are added or deleted. The
modifications of the annotations of these nodes are
examined. This step includes the primitives "Delete
Edge," "Insert Edge," and "Modify NodeAnnotation."
The algorithm reported by Li et al. [33] uses the
change matrix to reveal the movement conflicts be-
tween nodes in the model, and uses logical expres-
sions to obtain the optimal solution for resolving the
movement conflicts. Finally, the simplest method of
moving nodes is obtained.

• NAdd = N ′∖N ;EAdd = E′∖E: The old model
is added with the nodes and related edges existing
in the new model. This step includes all the node
and edge operation primitives. The old model will be
completely turned into the new model at this step.
Similarly, the conflict matrix is used to sort the added
new nodes.

After the user completes the modification, we compare
the old and newmodels to obtain all the edges to be added or
deleted and the nodes to be added or deleted, and then we use
the above algorithm to convert these edges and nodes into
the corresponding optimal change primitives. Subsequently,
we invoke the propagation operation corresponding to the
change primitive to complete the model change propagation.

4. Approach
The co-evolution is defined over pairs of configurable

process graphs (variants). In order to make two or more

(non-configurable) process graphs co-evolve, we first need
to convert each business process graph into a configurable
process graph. This is trivially achieved by annotating every
edge of a process graph with the identifier of the process
graph, and every node in the process graph with a pair
indicating the process graph identifier and the label for
that node. We then present the basic change propagation
operations. Next, we show how to propagate changes from
a process graph (variant) to configurable process graphs and
then, reversely, from configurable process graphs to process
graphs. Finally, we discuss a set of cleaning rules to remove
illegal parts in the merged process graph. The notation used
in the algorithms of this article is summarized in Appendix
A.
4.1. Overall Algorithm

Before co-evolving business process families through
a configurable process graph, we need to establish which
nodes in the process graph (variant) match which nodes
in the configurable process graph. Here, a mapping is a
function from the nodes in the process variant to those in the
configurable process graph. We define the mapping of the
nodes and edges between process variants and configurable
process models in the following.
Definition 4 (Mapping between the nodes in G and CG).
Given a business process graph G, pidG ∈  is the process
identifier of G. For each node n ∈ NG, �G(n) is the label
of n. Given a configurable business process graph CG that
is obtained as a result of merging a set of business process
variants whereG ∈ . LetCG = (G∗, �G∗ , �G∗ , �G∗ ),NG∗
is the set of nodes in CG. The following two functions define
mappings between nodes in a business process graph G and
a corresponding configuration business process graph CG.

• MN
G,CG ∶ NG → NG∗ is an injective function that

maps every node in G to its corresponding node in
CG, whereMN

G,CG = {(n, n
′) ∈ NG×NG∗ | ∀n ∈NG

∃n′ ∈ NG∗ such that G∗ (n′) = (pidG, �G(n))}.

• MN*
CG,G ∶ NG∗ ↛ NG is an in partial function that

maps certain node in CG to its corresponding node in
G, where MN

G,CG = {(n, n
′) ∈ NG ×NG∗ | ∀n ∈ NG

∃n′ ∈ NG∗ such that G∗ (n′) = (pidG, �G(n))}.

Definition 5 (Path). Let CG be a configurable business
process graph. There is a path p between two nodes n ∈ NCG
and m ∈ NCG, denoted p = n ↪ m, if and only if (iff)
there exists a sequence of nodes n1,… , nk ∈ NCG with
n = n1 and m = nk such that for all i ∈ 1,… , k − 1 holds
(ni, ni+1) ∈ CG.

Definition 6 (Mapping between the edges in G and CG).
Let CG = (G∗, �G∗ , G∗ , �G∗ ) be a configurable business
process graph, NG∗ is the set of nodes in CG. CG is
obtained as a result of merging a set of business process
variants . For each business process graph G ∈ ,
pidG ∈  is the process identifier of G, NG is the set
of nodes in G, and for each node n ∈ NG, �G(n) is the
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label of n. CG is obtained as a result of merging a set of
business process variants, including the one represented by
G. The following two functions define mappings between
edges in a business process graph G and a corresponding
configuration business process graph CG.

• ME
G,CG ∶ G → G∗ is an injective function that maps

every edge in G to its corresponding path in CG,
where ME

G,CG = {(e, p) ∈ G × G
∗
| ∀e ∈ G ∃p ⊆ G∗

such that for each e′ ∈ p, pidG ∈ �G∗ (e′)}.

• ME*
CG,G ∶ G

∗ ↛ G is an in partial function that maps
certain path in CG to its corresponding edge in G,
where ME

G,CG = {(e, p) ∈ G × G
∗
| ∀e ∈ G ∃p ∈ G∗

such that for each e′ ∈ p, pidG ∈ �G∗ (e′)}.

As the foundation of our proposed co-evolution method
in the article, the consolidation of the process graph into
configurable process graph has actually identified all the
mappings of nodes and edges between the initial process
variants and configurable process models.

Given two business process graphs, G1 and G2 and theirmappingMN
G,CG andME

G,CG with their initial merged model
CG, and G′1 which is the new version of G1, the overall
co-evolution algorithm (Algorithm 1) starts by comparing
the new version of process variant G′1 and the old version
of process variant G1 to obtain the change operation set
by using the function CompareTheGraph (c.f. Section 3.4).
Then, the function OperationJudgment is employed to ob-
tain the corresponding change propagation operations (Line
5). For example, the change operation "Insert Node" on G1causes the corresponding change propagation operation "In-
sert Node" from G1 to G3. Each element in CO1 representsa change propagation operation to be executed from G1 to
G3. Here, CG is defined to denote the initial version of the
configurable process graph (Line 6).
Algorithm 1 Overall Algorithm
1: function Propagation(GraphG1, GraphG′1, GraphG2, Conf.GraphG3,
MN

G,CG ,ME
G,CG)2: init

3: Graph CG, {Change Propagation Operation} CO1 ⇐ �, {Change
Propagation Operation} CO2 ⇐ �

4: begin
5: CO1 ⇐ OperationJudgment(CompareTℎeGrapℎ(G1, G2))6: CG ⇐ G37: CℎangeP ropagationG2CG(G1, G3,MN

G,CG ,M
E
G,CG , CO1)8: CleanGrapℎ(G3)9: CO2 ⇐ OperationJudgment(CompareTℎeGrapℎ(CG,G3))10: CℎangeP ropagationCG2G(G2, CG,MN

G,CG ,M
E
G,CG , CO2)11: CleanGrapℎ(G2)12: end

Next, the change propagation is conducted from process
variant to configurable process graph by leveraging function
CℎangeP ropagationG2CG (c.f. Algorithm 2) (Line 7).
After change propagation, the cleaning operations on G3are performed to delete the illegal parts using the function
CleanGrapℎ (c.f. Algorithm 4) (Line 8). So far, G3 is thenew version of the configurable business process graph. Us-
ing the same method, we detect the changes betweenG3 and

CG (Line 9) and propagate these changes to another process
graph (variant)G2 using functionCℎangeP ropagationCG2G(c.f. Algorithm 3) (Line 10). Finally,G2 is cleaned to remove
the illegal parts on the model (Line 11).

Considering that there may be errors in the row data
that need to be deleted in process variant 1. We added a
new activity, "Data error, cleared", behind the connector of
process variant 1 (Fig. 2).

We can propagate the changes of Variant 1 to the con-
figurable process model by re-merging the new version of
Variant 1 and Variant 2. However, re-merging means that a
merging process with high computational complexity needs
to be performed again. If the changes are propagated directly
to the configurable business process model, the large amount
of calculation caused by re-merging will be avoided. As
shown in Fig. 2, the "Data Error, cleared" activity (marked
in red) has been appended behind the connector, and the
merged model shows the result of the propagation (marked
in red).

As shown in Fig. 3, the changes occurring in the con-
figurable process models are also propagated to the other
variants. The "Data Error, cleared" activity (marked in red)
has been appended behind the OR connector of Variant 2.
Hereto, the co-evolution of the process family with Variant
1 and Variant 2 is achieved.

The overall algorithm is shown with an example. As
shown in Fig.4, the user conducts a series of modifications
behind the connector of variant 1. After saving, the algo-
rithm defines the old and new versions of variant 1, respec-
tively asG1 andG2, and compares them to obtain two nodes
to be added ("data error, cleared" and "Clearing ends"), four
nodes to be deleted ("undiscovered data", "data has been
cleared", "clearing is completed", and parallel connectors),
three edges to be added, and multiple edges to be removed.

The above user change operation set is converted into
a propagation operation set in OperationJudgment by the
following steps. First, there are four edges to be deleted, none
of which belongs to "Insert Node" operation, and thus these
edges to be deleted are converted into four "Delete Edge"
operations. Next, the edges to be added and the nodes to
be added are processed together. "Clearing ends" has one
incoming edge of being added without an outgoing edge to
be added. The system will use "Clearing ends" node and its
edges as parameters for the "Append Node" operation. "data
error, cleared" has one outgoing edge and one incoming
edge, and these two edges belong to the edge to be added,
but this "data error, cleared" has no edge of being deleted
between the parent and child nodes, and thus the above
conditions satisfy the "Add Node" operation. Finally, the
nodes to be deleted become orphaned nodes, and they are
removed in the cleaning operations, thus, they do not need to
be propagated. In summary, user changes are converted into
one "Append Node" operation, one "Add Node" operation,
and four "Delete Edge" operations.

Further, the above-mentioned changes are propagated to
G3 by the following steps. First, "Delete Edge" propagation
operation is performed to delete the annotations of the edges
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Figure 3: Change propagation example

corresponding to variant 1 in G3. Only two edges with
corresponding edges in G3 are deleted. Next, we perform
"Append Node" propagation operation on the tail connector
and then conduct the "Add Node" propagation operation us-
ing "data error, cleared" and its outgoing and incoming edges
as parameters. Finally, cleaning operations are performed
on the propagated configurable model, and no illegal part
is found in this newly generated configurable model (Fig. 5).

Afterward, we obtain the change operations in config-
urable model by the same method, and propagate them to
variant 2, then perform cleaning operations on variant 2. Up
to now, the entire process from modification to propagation
has been completely presented, and the newly generated
variant 2 is shown in Fig. 6.

4.2. Propagation operations
After defining the change operations of the process

model, we now describe change propagating operations
from process variants to configurable models and from
configurable models to process variants, respectively.
4.2.1. Propagation from variants to configurable

process models
Algorithm 1 describes the change propagation from a

process variant G to the configurable model CG when the
change operationCO occurs onG. The algorithm consists of
five inputs: process variant G, change operation CO occur-
ring on G, configurable process model CG, node mapping
MN
G,CG between G and CG, and edge mappingME

G,CG.
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The mapping MN
G,CG refers to the mapping relationship

established between the nodes of variant G and the nodes
of the configurable model CG, and the mapping ME

G,CGrefers to that between the edges of variant G and those of
configurable model CG. The Mapping MN

G,CG and ME
G,CGsave the unique ID numbers of G and CG so that the

variants and configurable process models that are involved
in change propagation can be accurately located. Node map-
ping MN

G,CG is one node-to-one node, but an edge of variant
in edge mapping ME

G,CG may be correspond to a path in CG.

The propagation operations to be performed is deter-
mined by the change operation CO. Algorithm 1 defines 6
change propagation operations:

1. Insert Edge (Line 3-6): The "Insert Edge" change
operation is performed on G in this case. If an edge
is inserted between vp and vs on G and there is an
existing edge that corresponds to the inserted edge
on G before propagation, the annotation �G will be
inserted onto the edge, which means performing the
"Insert Edge Annotation" change operation in CG.
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Otherwise, a new edge is inserted between the corre-
sponding nodes of vp and vs the CG, which means
performing an "Insert Edge" operation.

2. Delete Edge (Line 7-9): The "Delete Edge" change
operation is performed on G in this case. The annota-
tion �G on the corresponding edge of CG is cleared
through the operation "Delete Edge Annotation". If
the annotation is empty after deletion, the operation
"Delete Edge" will be performed.

3. Insert Node (Line 10-18): The "Insert Node" opera-
tion to insert node v is performed on G in this case.
Before the change is propagated from G to CG, we
identify v1 and v2 in CG corresponding to the parent
node and child node of v in G, respectively. If the
annotation of the edge between v1 and v2 is more
than 1, we will insert two XOR connectors, m and
n, between v1 and v2 and insert a new node v between
the connectors. If this annotation is ≤ 1, we insert v
directly on the path. In each case, the edge annotation
needs to be modified.

4. Add Node (Line 19-23): The "Add Node" operation
to add node v is performed on G in this case. To
this end, we first identify the nodes v1 and v2 in CGcorresponding to the parent node and child node of
v in G, respectively, and then add a path with only
node v between v1 and v2. Finally, we add an edge
annotation �G on the path on CG.

5. Append Node (Line 24-32): The "Append Node"
operation is performed on G in this case. During
propagation, we append a node behind v1 that is thecorresponding node vp of the G. If the type of vp is"event" or "function", and the number of annotation
of its incoming edge (p(v1), v1) is more than 1, and we
will add a connector m in front of the corresponding
node v1 and insert a copy v2 of the corresponding node
v1 behind the connector m, and then append a node
vs behind the copy node. Since the "Prepend Node"
operation is similar to "Append Node", and thus it is
omitted from the algorithm.

6. ChangeNodeAnnotation (Line 33-49): The "Change
Node Annotation" operation is performed on G in

this case. During propagation, this operation in CG
needs to be performed in multiple cases: If the number
of annotations on the incoming edge (p(v1), v1) oroutgoing edge (v1, s(v1) of the node v1 is equal to 1,
we will simply perform the operation "Change Node
Annotation" on CG (Line 35-37); If the number of
annotation of the incoming edge (p(v1), v1) is >1
and there is no outgoing edge, we will insert an
XOR connector m before the node v1 and delete
the annotation �G about G on edge, then append the
node G.v whose annotation has been updated in G
behind the connector m (Line 38-42). If the number
of annotations of both incoming edge (p(v1), v1) andoutgoing edge (v1, s(v1)) are more than 1, we will
add XOR connectors m and n before and after the
node, and then insert a new path containing only
the node whose annotation has been updated in G
between the two connectors m and n, and finally,
we delete the related edge annotation �G from the
edge (m, v1) and (v1, n) (Line 43-48). Note that if theannotation of the outgoing edge is more than 1 and
there is no incoming edge, the opposite operation will
be performed (namely, we insert a connector behind
the node and prepend the new node in front of the
connector), which is omitted in Algorithm 1.

After the propagation is complete, we further update
the node and edge mapping between the variant and the
configurable model to ensure their correctness(Line 50-51):
Add the new node mapping to MN

G,CG, delete the node
mapping which should be deleted fromMN

G,CG. Add the new
edge mapping to ME

G,CG, delete the edge mapping, which
should be deleted from ME

G,CG.
4.2.2. Propagation from configurable process models

to variants
Algorithm 2 describes the propagation of change opera-

tionCO from configurable process modelCG to the relevant
variant G. The algorithm consists of five inputs: Mapping
var saving two variants and their IDs, configurable model
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Algorithm 2 Change Propagation from G2CG
1: function ChangePropagationG2CG(Graph G , Conf.Graph CG,

MN
G,CG , ME

G,CG , Change Operation CO)2: begin
3: if CO="Insert Edge" then
4: InsertEdge(MN

G,CG(vp),M
N
G,CG(vs), CG)

5: �CG(MN
G,CG(vp),M

N
G,CG(vs))= �CG(MN

G,CG(vp),M
N
G,CG(vs))∪�G6: end if

7: if CO="Delete Edge" then
8: �CG(MN

G,CG(vp),M
N
G,CG(vs)) = �CG(MN

G,CG(vp),M
N
G,CG(vs))∖�G9: end if

10: if CO="Insert Node" then
11: v1 =MN

G,CG(p(G.v)); v2 =M
N
G,CG(s(G.v))12: if |�(v1 ,v2)| > 1 then13: m = (c,XOR); n = (c,XOR)

14: InsertNode(v1, v2, m, CG) ; InsertNode(m, v2, n, CG)15: v1 = m; v2 = n16: end if
17: InsertNode(v1, v2, v, CG)18: end if
19: if CO="Add Node" then
20: v1 =MN

G,CG(p(G.v)) ; v2 =MN
G,CG(s(G.v))21: AddNode(v1, v2, v, CG)22: �CG(v1, v) = �CG(v1, v) ∪ �G ; �CG(v, v2) = �CG(v, v2) ∪ �G23: end if

24: if CO="Append Node" then
25: v1 =MN

G,CG(vp); v2 = v126: if �(vp) ∈ e, f and |�(p(v1),v1)| > 1 then27: m = (c,XOR)
28: InsertNode(p(v1), v1, m, CG) ; AppendNode(m, v2, CG)29: �CG(m, v2) = �CG(m, v2)∖�G30: end if
31: AppendNode(v1, vs, CG)32: end if
33: if CO="Change Node Annotation" then
34: v1 =MN

G,CG(CO.v)35: if |�CG(p(v1), v1)| = 1 or �CG(v1, s(v1))| = 1 then36: �CG(v1) = �G(v)37: end if
38: if |�CG(p(v1), v1)| > 1 and s(v1) = ∅ then39: m = (c,XOR)
40: InsertNode(p(v1), v1, m, CG) ; AppendNode(m,G.v, CG)41: �CG(m, v1) = �CG(m, v1)∖�G42: end if
43: if |�(p(v1),v1)| > 1 and |�(v1 ,s(v1))| > 1 then44: m = (c,XOR); n = (c,XOR)
45: InsertNode(p(v1), v1, m, CG) ; InsertNode(v1, s(v1), n, CG)46: AddNode(m, n, G.v, CG)
47: �CG(m, v1) = �CG(m, v1)∖�G ; �CG(v1, n) = �CG(v1, n)∖�G48: end if
49: end if
50: MN

G,CG =M
N
G,CG ∪Nnew ;MN

G,CG =M
N
G,CG∖Ndel

51: ME
G,CG =M

E
G,CG ∪ Enew ;ME

G,CG =M
E
G,CG∖Edel52: end

CG, change operation CO occurring in CG, node mapping
MN
G,CG, and edge mapping ME

G,CG.Totally 8 propagation operations are involved in Algo-
rithm 2.

1. Insert Edge (Line 3-7): The "Insert Edge" operation
is performed on CG in this case. If an edge is inserted
from vp to vs with the annotation �CG on CG, We
perform the "Insert Edge" operation from the corre-
sponding starting node of vp and target node vs on
the corresponding process variant G whose process
identifier is in the set of �CG.

Algorithm 3 Change Propagation from CG2G
1: function ChangePropagationCG2G(Map< ID,G > var, Conf.Graph
CG, MN

G,CG , ME
G,CG , Change Operation CO)2: begin

3: if CO="Insert Edge" then
4: while �G ∈ �CG(vp, vs) do
5: InsertEdge(MN

G,CG(vp),M
N
G,CG(vs), G)6: end while

7: end if
8: if CO="Delete Edge" then
9: while �G ∈ �CG(vp, vs) do
10: DeleteEdge(MN

G,CG(vp),M
N
G,CG(vs), G)11: end while

12: end if
13: if CO="Modify Node Annotation" then
14: while �G ∈ �CG(p(CO.v), CO.v) do15: �G(MN

G,CG(CO.v)) = �CG(CO.v)16: end while
17: end if
18: if CO="Append Node" then
19: while �G ∈ �CG(p(CO.v), CO.v) do20: AppendNode(MN

G,CG(p(CO.v)), CO.v, G)21: end while
22: end if
23: if CO="Add Node" then
24: while �G ∈ �CG(p(CO.v), CO.v) do25: v1 =MN

G,CG(p(CO.v)) ; v2 =MN
G,CG(s(CO.v))26: if v1 = ∅ or v2 = ∅ then27: v1 = CreatAuxNode(p(CO.v), G, CG)28: v2 = CreatAuxNode(s(CO.v), G, CG)29: end if

30: AddNode(v1, v2, CO.v, G)31: end while
32: end if
33: if CO="Insert Node" then
34: while �G ∈ �CG(p(CO.v), CO.v) do35: v1 =MN

G,CG(p(CO.v)) ; v2 =MN
G,CG(s(CO.v))36: if v1 = ∅ or v2 = ∅ then37: v1 = CreatAuxNode(p(CO.v), G, CG)38: v2 = CreatAuxNode(s(CO.v), G, CG)39: end if

40: InsertNode(v1, v2, CO.v, G)41: end while
42: end if
43: if CO="Insert Edge Annotation" then
44: �Label = New.�CG(CO.e)∖�CG(CO.e)45: while �G ∈ �Label do46: v1 =MN

G,CG(vp) ; v2 =MN
G,CG(vs)47: if v1 = ∅ or v2 = ∅ then48: v1 = CreatAuxNode(p(CO.v), G, CG)49: v2 = CreatAuxNode(s(CO.v), G, CG)50: end if

51: InsertEdge(v1, v2, G)52: end while
53: end if
54: if CO="Delete Edge Annotation" then
55: �Label = �CG(CO.e)∖New.�CG(CO.e)56: while �G ∈ �Label do57: v1 =MN

G,CG(vp) ; v2 =MN
G,CG(vs)58: if v1 = ∅ or v2 = ∅ then59: v1 = CreatAuxNode(p(CO.v), G, CG)60: v2 = CreatAuxNode(s(CO.v), G, CG)61: end if

62: DeleteEdge(v1, v2, G)63: end while
64: end if
65: MN

G,CG =M
N
G,CG ∪Nnew ;MN

G,CG =M
N
G,CG∖Ndel

66: ME
G,CG =M

E
G,CG ∪ Enew ;ME

G,CG =M
E
G,CG∖Edel67: end
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2. Delete Edge (Line 8-12): The "Delete Edge" opera-
tion is performed on CG in this case. If an edge from
vp to vs is removed from CG with the edge annotation
�CG. We conduct the "Delete Edge" operation on the
corresponding variant G. To this end, we identify the
edge in the variant G corresponding to the deleted
edge in the CG, and delete it.

3. Modify NodeAnnotation (Line 13-17): The "Modify
Node Annotation" operation is performed on CG in
this case. During propagation, we detect the node
whose annotation has been updated in CG, and then
further identify the corresponding node of the above-
detected node in each variant according to the map-
ping MN

G,CG. Afterward, we perform the "Modify
Node Annotation" operation on each corresponding
node.

4. Append Node (Line 18-22): The "Append Node"
operation is performed on CG in this case. During
propagation, we detect the variant modified accord-
ing to the annotation on the incoming edge of the
appended node in CG, and then perform the "Append
Node" operation at the corresponding position of the
variant. Since the "Prepend Node" operation is similar
to "Append Node", "Prepend Node" has been omitted
from the algorithm.

5. Add Node (Line 23-32): The "Add Node" operation
is performed on CG in this case. During propagation,
we identify the corresponding variant according to the
annotations on the incoming and outgoing edges of
v, and then perform the "Add Node" operation on the
identified variant. Further, we identify nodes v1 and v2inG respectively corresponding to the parent node and
child node of v in CG, insert a path containing only v
between the two nodes, and add the edge annotation.
If v1 or v2 cannot be found in the variant, a connectorwill be inserted at the corresponding position of the
variant to serve as v1 or v2.

6. Insert Node (Line 33-42): The "Insert Node" opera-
tion is performed on CG to insert node v in this case.
During propagation, we identify the corresponding
variant according to the annotations on the incom-
ing and outgoing edges of v, and then perform the
"Insert Node" operation on the identified variant. We
further identify nodes v1 and v2 in G, respectively
corresponding to the parent node and child node of
v in CG, and insert v on the path. If v1 or v2 cannotbe found in the variant, which means that the parent
(child) node of v is an auxiliary node, a connector will
be inserted at the corresponding position in the variant
to act as v1 or v2.

7. Insert Edge Annotation (Line 43-53): The "Insert
Edge Annotation" operation is performed on CG to
add the new annotation on edge e in this case. Based
on the added annotation, we detect the corresponding
variant during propagation and then identify the nodes
in the variant corresponding to the start node and end
node of edge e. Further, we perform the "Insert Edge"

operation. If no corresponding node can be found in
the variant, the corresponding node in CG will be
copied into the variant.

8. Delete Edge Annotation (Line 54-64): The "Delete
Edge Annotation" operation is performed on CG to
delete some annotations on edge e in this case. Ac-
cording to the deleted annotation, we detect the cor-
responding variant during propagation. Subsequently,
we identify the nodes in the variant corresponding to
the start node and end node of edge e and perform
the "Delete Edge" operation. If no corresponding node
can be found in the variant, the corresponding node in
CG will be copied into the variant. If "Delete Edge"
operation removes all the annotations of edge e, edge
e will be removed through the cleaning operations.

After the propagation is complete, we further update
the mapping(Line 65-66): Add the new node mapping to
MN
G,CG, delete the node mapping, which should be deleted

from MN
G,CG. Add the new edge mapping to ME

G,CG, delete
the edge mapping, which should be deleted from ME

G,CG.
4.3. Cleaning operations

After finishing the change propagation between variants
and configurable models, the newly obtained process model
may have some illegal parts caused by the modification of
the propagation operation, and thus this new model may
not conform to the EPC or BPMN syntax. It is necessary
to remove these illegal parts on G or CG to ensure the
correctness of process models in a specified language. To
this end, we propose cleaning operations to clean up illegal
parts of the post-propagation process model. The cleaning
operations of the configurable process model CG are shown
in Algorithm 4. The cleaning operations on process variants
are similar to the operations defined in this algorithm.

As shown in Algorithm 4, the only input of the algorithm
is a configurable process graph CG to be cleaned. 5 illegal
cases in CG will be inspected and then corrected.

• If a connector v has multiple child nodes and parent
nodes, we will create a connector v1 with the same
type as connector v (Line 4-5), insert the edges be-
tween v1 and all child nodes of v, and then delete all
the edges of v and its child nodes (Line 6-7). Finally,
a new edge is inserted between v and v1 (Line 8).

• If neither the number of child nodes nor that of parent
nodes of a connector v are more than 1, which means
that the connector v is a redundant connector. This re-
dundant connector and its edges are deleted, and then
the parent and child nodes of the deleted connector are
connected.

• If the child nodes of connector v still contain a con-
nector s(v), and v and s(v) are of the same type, it
means that v and s(v) form continuous connectors. In
this case, we will change all the child nodes of s(v)
into the child nodes of v, and delete s(v) and its edges.
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Algorithm 4 Clean Operation
1: function CleanGraph(Conf.Graph CG)
2: begin
3: while �(NCG.v) ∈ c do
4: if |p(v)| > 1 and |s(v)| > 1 then
5: Create a new node v1 and make v1.type = v.type
6: InsertEdge(v1, s(v), CG)
7: DeleteEdge(v, s(v), CG)
8: InsertEdge(v, v1, CG)
9: end if
10: if |p(v)| < 1 and |s(v)| < 1 then
11: InsertEdge(p(v), s(v), CG)
12: �CG(p(v), s(v)) = �CG(v, s(v))
13: DeleteEdge(v, s(v), CG)
14: DeleteEdge(p(v), v, CG)
15: RemoveNode(v)
16: end if
17: if s(v).type = v.type then
18: while s(s(v)) do
19: InsertEdge(v, s(s(v)), CG)
20: �CG(v, s(s(v))) = �CG(s(v), s(s(v)))
21: DeleteEdge(s(v), s(s(v)), CG)
22: end while
23: DeleteEdge(v, s(v), CG)
24: RemoveNode(s(v))
25: end if
26: end while
27: if �(ECG.e) = ∅ then28: DeleteEdge(e.vp, e.vs, CG)
29: end if
30: if p(NCG.v) = ∅ and s(NCG.v) = ∅ then
31: RemoveNode(v)
32: end if
33: end

• If the annotation of an edge is empty, we will delete
this edge. But deletion may cause more illegal situa-
tions.

• If a node v has neither an outgoing edge nor an
incoming edge, this node is called an orphan node,
and this node will be deleted from G. Alternatively, if
the annotation of a node v is empty, this node will also
be deleted.

Since the change operation on a connector c may cause
the ripple change operations of the neighboring edges of
c, the mapping relationships MN

G,CG and ME
G,CG between

configurable process model CG and process variants Gs
need to be updated after the cleaning work is finished, which
differs from the variant’s cleaning operations requiring no
updating. We define execution flags for five illegal cases at
runtime.When a case is executed, the flag will be set as true,
indicating that the graph has been partially modified in the
loop, which may lead to new illegal parts. The loop will be
stopped only if all five flags are false.

Figure 7 demonstrates an example of applied cleaning
operations after change propagates from process variant
graph G to CG. As shown in Fig.7 (a) and (b), supposing
that the events "column data clearing" and its subsequent

parallel connector are removed from Variant 2. In this case,
the event of "column data clearing" and its related edges will
be deleted from the corresponding configurable model. The
initial propagation results are shown in Fig.7 (c). After the
propagation is completed, the subsequent connector of the
activity "row data clearing" has only one incoming edge and
one outgoing edge, which is shown in Fig.7 (d), indicating
this connector is redundant. Thus, as shown in Fig.7 (e), the
cleaning operation will remove this redundant connector and
directly connect the event "row data clearing" to the next
connector of this redundant connector.

5. Prototype
The co-evolution algorithm has been implemented as a

tool, namely BPCE, that is freely available on GitHub 3.
The tool accepts two (or more) EPCs/BPMNs represented
and their configurable process model in the EMPL/BPMN
format. Users can select a process variant from a list of
process families and make the change(s) on the variant. The
change(s) will be propagated to the configurable process
model, which can be further simplified by applying the
cleaning rules. After the user has reviewed and validated
the resulting evolved model, the changes on the configurable
process model are reversely propagated into another process
variant(s). The implementation of the algorithm has also
been integrated into the AProMoRe platform - a process
model repository toolset (see: http://www.apromore.org).

The framework of the tool is shown in Fig. 8. This
framework consists of 6 main components: Signavio GUI,
Cpf2Graph Service, Graph Comparison Module, Change
PropagationManager,GraphChangeModule, andGraph2Cpf
Service. Users modify the model using Signavio GUI and
issue a change propagation request, and the system will
pass the modified model and the original model together
to Cpf2Graph Service to obtain the directed graph corre-
sponding to the model. Then, Graph Comparison Module
compares the old and new graphs to obtain the user’s
modifications and their corresponding change primitives.
Through Change Propagation Manager, we determine the
propagation operations to be performed, based on which
Graph Change Module modifies the correlation graph.
Finally, using Graph2Cpf Service, the directed graph is
converted into a configurable business process model which
is presented to the user through Signavio GUI.

6. Evaluation
To demonstrate and evaluate the feasibility and effi-

ciency of our method, we conduct experiments with the
SAP reference model and data from 155 commercial BPEL
instance models using the implementation of the algorithm.

For these tests, we took the SAP reference model, con-
sisting of 604 EPCs, and constructed EPCs business process
families from among them. These original SAP EPC refer-
ence models are not configurable, and they need to be classi-
fied according tomatching score of similarity. Therefore, we

3https://github.com/Zaiwen/bp_change_propagation
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Figure 7: Cleaning example

used a graph similarity calculation method [5] to compute
the matching score [41], obtained the similarity between
graphs, and then employed the agglomerative hierarchical
clustering (AHC) [42] algorithm to cluster these graphs.
After clustering, a total of 40 process clusters are obtained
with 15 process models on average in each cluster. We
discarded 30 unclustered EPC models, selected one pair of
models from some remaining clusters, and obtain a total
of 20 pairs of models as variants. Next, we use the model
merging method proposed in the literature [5] to merge
model pairs and obtain 20 business process families, with
each family composed of a configurable business process
model and their corresponding process variants.

Meanwhile, we took 155 BPEL models, extracted their
control flows, transformed the part of control flows into
BPMN graphs, and then performed hierarchical clustering
operations on the BPMN graphs based on matching scores.
A total of 20 process clusters were obtained from 90 BPMN

graphs. Only 4 meaningful clusters were obtained from
BPMN graphs due to graph over-simplicity. We selected 20
pairs of models from these 4 clusters as variants and merged
them into 20 business process families consisting of con-
figurable business process models and their corresponding
variants.

In summary, we obtained a total of 40 families of
business process variants in the form of EPML or BPEL,
then conducted change propagation experiments on these 40
datasets.
6.1. Effectiveness of propagation algorithm

Ensuring correctness is a key factor affecting the ef-
fectiveness of change propagation algorithms. It is thus
desirable that models are as correct as possible after changes
are propagated from process variants to configurable process
graphs, or from configurable process graphs to process vari-
ants.
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Table 1
The accuracy of change propagation (variants to configurable

process model)

Operation Correct Rate (%) Operation Correct Rate (%)
Delete Edge 100 Delete Edge 100
Append Node 94.7 Append Node 100
Prepend Node 95 Prepend Node 100
Add Node 94.4 Add Node 100
Insert Node 95 Insert Node 100

Modify Node Annotation 100 Modify Node Annotation 100

The left part is the operation on the EPC set, and the right
part is the operation on the BPEL set

We conducted tests with 6 change propagation oper-
ations defined in CℎangeP ropagationG2CG (c.f. Algo-
rithm 2) and 8 change propagation operations described in
CℎangeP ropagationCG2G (c.f. Algorithm 3) for each data
set to verify the correctness of models after change propa-
gation. In addition to the 6 operations listed in Algorithm
2, there was also a "Prepend Node" operation to be tested.
We omitted the "Insert Edge" change propagation operation
since it is included in other operations. Likewise, we omit
"Insert Edge" from change propagation operations listed in
Algorithm 3. Basically, these propagation operations can
cover almost all the changes between variants and config-
urable models, and they conform to BPMN rules [43].

Table 1 and Table 2 summarize the result for the ac-
curacy of change propagation with Algorithm 2 and 3,
respectively. Most propagation operations exhibit an average
correctness rate of more than 90% on 40 model sets. The
BPELmodel is relatively simple with a high average correct-
ness rate, while the EPC model is more complex with a low
correctness rate, which is still higher than 93%. Therefore,
it could be concluded that the propagation operations are

Table 2
The accuracy of change propagation (from configurable

process model to variants)

Operation Correct Rate (%) Operation Correct Rate (%)
Delete Edge 100 Delete Edge 100
Append Node 100 Append Node 100
Prepend Node 100 Prepend Node 100
Add Node 100 Add Node 100
Insert Node 100 Insert Node 100

Modify Node Annotation 100 Modify Node Annotation 100
Insert Edge Annotation 100 Insert Edge Annotation 100
Delete Edge Annotation 100 Delete Edge Annotation 100

The left part is the operation on the EPC set, and the right
part is the operation on the BPEL set

feasible and correct, and that they are applying to the vast
majority of model modifications.
6.2. Efficiency evaluation

We also conducted tests with 40 model sets to assess the
efficiency of the change propagation operators.

Figures 9 and 10 show the time consumption (Y axis)
for co-evolving business process families in 20 model sets
(X axis) in EPML and BPEL, respectively. The red and
blue broken lines denote time consumption with our co-
evolution method through a configurable process graph and
the method for unmerged variants to individually propagate
their changes, respectively. The figures show that in most
cases, it takes much less time for our co-evolution method
through a configurable process graph than for unmerged
variants to directly propagate changes, indicating the high
efficiency of our method.

As shown in Fig.10, the model set 10 exhibits no dif-
ference in time consumption between direct propagation
and propagation after merging variants, which might be
attributed to the small size of the model set 10. In practical

15



BPCE: A Prototype for Co-Evolution between Business Process Variants

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20
Model Sets

0

200

400

600

800

Ti
m

e(
m

s)
Mapping
Total

Figure 9: Time-consuming comparison (EPC)
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Figure 10: Time-consuming comparison (BPEL)

applications, the direct change propagation time between
variants increases with the increasing number of variants.
In contrast, if the variant changes are firstly propagated to
the configurable model, and then propagated to other vari-
ants, the time consumption will be greatly reduced, which
might explain why the time consumption by our method is
much less than that consumed by direct propagation. Our
experiment results confirm that our method based on the co-
evolution of process model families is more time-saving than
the traditional methods, suggesting the high efficiency of our
method.

Figure 11 summarizes the comparison between the plug-
in based co-evolution method [8] and our method using 20
EPC model sets of SAP dataset. The data showed that the
correctness rate of the plug-in method (from 75% to 100%)
is comparable to ours. However, the time consumption of
the plug-in method is much higher than that of our method.
The average time consumption of the plug-in method is
more than 1 second, and the maximum time consumption
is even 6 seconds, whereas the average time consumption of
our method is tens of milliseconds. The reason for such a
difference lies in that our co-evolution method can directly
find the nodes and edges that need to be modified through
a configurable process graph since the mappings between
process variants and configurable process graph are pre-
computed during the process of merging. However, the
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Figure 11: Time-consuming comparison (Plug-in methods
and operations)

variation points need to be calculated with logical inferences
in the plug-in method, which is muchmore complicated than
ours.

7. Conclusion
This paper proposes a co-evolution approach between

process variants by configurable business process models.
First, we define a series of process change primitives that act
on both process variants and configurable business process
models. Then, we design a bidirectional change propagation
algorithm between process variants and configurable process
models. Next, we propose a system architecture for the co-
evolution of process variants, implement this system, and in-
tegrate the change propagation modules into Apromore. Fi-
nally, we conducted experiments on 155 commercial BPEL
instance models and 604 R/3 reference business process
models [13]. The results show that our method can achieve
the co-evolution of process variants with a high correctness
rate and low time consumption. However, the detection and
resolution of change propagation-induced inconsistencies of
process models remain to be further investigated.
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A. Notations

Notation Meaning
CG Configurable graph obtained by merging G1 and G2.
G1, G2 Graphs to be merged.
vp∕vs The start/end node of an edge.
�G The variant annotation of G.

�CG(vp, vs) Annotation of the edge between vp and vs on model CG.
�(vp,vs) Annotation of the edge between vp and vs.
{p} Set of nodes in path p.
x↪ y Path from node x to node y.
x

c
↪ y Connector chain, i.e. path of connectors from node x to node y.

p(v)∕s(v) Parent/Child node of v.
G(x)

Returns the annotation of node x in graph G, i.e. the set of pairs (pid, l)
where pid is a process graph identifier and l is the label of x in graph pid.

�G(x) Returns true if connector x is configurable, false otherwise.
�G(x) Returns the label of node x in graph G.
�(x) The type of node x. There are three types: (e)vent, (f)unction, and (c)onnector.

m = (c, xor) Create a connector m of type xor.
MN

G,CG(v) Returns the node in CG that is matched with the node v in G
ME

G,CG(e) Returns the edge in CG that is matched with the edge e in G
mcrs Set of maximum common regions between G1 and G2
NCG Node set for model CG.
ECG Edge set for model CG.
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