arXiv:2111.10218v1 [eess.SY] 19 Nov 2021

Benchmarks of Extended Basis Reachability Graphs

Yin Tong
(email:yintong @swjtu.edu.cn)

School of Information Science and Technology, Southwest Jiaotong University, China

In this note, we want to provide a comparison among the efficiency of different approaches for the verification of
K-step and infinite-step opacity based on three different graphs: the Extended Basis Reachability Graph (EBRG)
proposed in [1], the Basis Reachability Graph (BRG) when applicable [1], and the Reachability Graph (RG). All
the algorithms are coded in Pythonﬂ and the numerical simulations are run on a laptop with AMD Ryzen 9 3900X
3.79 GHz CPU and 16 GB RAM.

To make the comparison meaningful, according to the theory proposed in [1], the considered Petri net benchmarks
should satisfy the following constraints:

1) The Petri net system should be live and bounded.

2) The Petri net should not be acyclic.

3) There must be at least one unobservable transition.

4) The unobservable subnet should be acyclic.

I. BENCHMARK 1

The first benchmark is the Petri net with parameters « and (3 in Fig. [I] The Petri net contains 4 elementary

cycles:
e Cycle I: poo - t11 - P11 - --- - P1g—1 - t18 - Poo
e Cycle 2: pgg - t21 - P21 - ... - P2g—1 - t28 - Poo
o Cycle 3: pgo - t21 - P31 - ... - P3g—1 - t28 - Poo
e Cycle 4: poo - to1 - P31 - t32 - P32 - 43 - Pa3 - ... - Pag—1 - tag - Poo

In each elementary cycle, there are 3 transitions and [ places. In total, there are 43 — 4 transitions and 48 — 5
places. The parameter o denotes the number of tokens in place po, i.e., the initial marking of the net is My = apgg.
Then, for different values of 5 and «, the Petri net structure and the initial marking change. Therefore, Fig.
illustrates a class of Petri net systems, instead of one Petri net system. Since most of the Petri net systems satisfying
the above four constraints are composed by several elementary cycles, the class of nets in Fig. 1 is quite general.
To satisfy Constraints 3) and 4), transitions ¢1; and t5; are observable transitions while all other transitions are
unobservable. Later on, we will add (randomly) more observable transitions to test the change of the size of RG,

BRG and EBRG. We denote A the number of observable transitions in the net system.

'One can request the source file of the code by contacting the author through email.
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Fig. 1. Benchmark 1.
Group 1 Group 2 Group 3
Case a B A | Case a B A Case a B A
1 5 5 2 4 5 6 2 7 5 6 3
2 6 5 2 5 6 6 2 8 5 6 4
3 7 5 2 6 7 6 2 9 5 6 5
- - - - - 10 5 6 6
- - - - - 11 5 6 7
- - - - - 12 5 6 8

Fig. 2. Three groups of test cases for Benchmark 1.

A. Test Cases

The main advantage of using BRG and EBRG over RG to verify K-step and infinite-step opacity is that there
is no need to compute the whole state space but only a subset of the reachable markings (which are called basis
markings in the BRG case, and extended basis markings in the EBRG case, respectively). When the computation
of all the reachable markings is not possible in practice, the BRG and EBRG-based approaches may provide a
solution, especially for large-scaled Petri nets.

The test cases should show how the size of the Petri net systems affects the number of reachable, basis reachable,
and extended basis reachable markings. We are also interested in how the number of reachable, basis reachable and
extended basis reachable markings changes with an increasing number of observable transitions. Therefore, for the
class of nets in Fig. [I] we consider three sets of test cases summarized in Fig.

In Group 1, given 8 = 5 and X\ = 2, the net structure does not change but the number of tokens initially contained
in poo increases. Group 2 differs from Group 1 for the addition of 4 unobservable transitions and 4 places with

B = 6. Finally Group 3 differs from Group 2 for the presence of more observable transitions, which are randomly



# Reachable| # Basis # Exter_\ded
- Secret ) E Basis
Case| a| B | A |Set of Observable transitions T, S Markings | Markings Markings
(R, M) )| (IMp]) (1M1
1 |5 |5 |2 |t11,t21 S1 5251 24 44
2 |6 |5 |2 |t11,t21 S2 16990 33 62
3 |7 |5 |2 |t11,t21 S3 49134 44 83
4 |5 |6 [2 |t11,t21 S1 14377 24 44
5 |6 |6 |2 |tl11,t21 S2 55426 33 62
6 |7 |6 |2 |t11,t21 S3 189442 44 83
7 |5 |6 |3 |t11,1t13,t21 S1 14377 66 113
8 |5 |6 |4 |t11,t13,t21, 22 S1 14377 151 180
9 |5 |6 |5 |t11,1t13,t21,t22,t33 S1 14377 225 334
10 |5 |6 |6 [tl11,t13,t21, t22, t33, t44 S1 14377 312 439
11 |5 |6 |7 [t11,t13, t14, t21, t22, t33, t44 S1 14377 553 753
12 |5 |6 |8 |t11,t13, t14, t21, t22, t24,t33,t44 |S1 14377 1043 1385

Fig. 3. The number of reachable, basis reachable, and extended basis reachable markings of Benchmark 1.

chosen. In total, we consider 12 test cases.

The size of the EBRG may also depend on the set S C R(N, M) of secret markings. However, with different
values of « and 3, the set of reachable markings are different. Therefore, it is impossible to consider the same set
S of secret markings for all the cases. To be fair, the secret is taken as the set of markings reachable by firing two

given sequences of transitions, namely we assume
S = {My, My, Mo},

where M)y is the initial marking, My[ta1t21) M7, and My[to1tastsatss) Mo, Note that one basis marking in the secret
does not satisfy Assumption A3 in [1]. Otherwise, there is no need to construct the EBRG. Since « takes 3 different

values in the 12 test cases, there are 3 sets of secret markings corresponding to « equal to 5, 6, and 7, respectively:

o S1 = {My = 5poo, M1 = 3poo + p21 + P31, M2 = 3poo + p22 + P33},
o Sy = {My = 6poo, M1 = 4poo + p21 + P31, M2 = 4poo + P22 + P33},
o S3 = {My = Tpoo, M1 = 5poo + p21 + P31, Mz = 5poo + p22 + P33}

B. Numerical Results

The number of reachable, basis, and extended basis markings for the 12 scenarios defined in the previous
subsection are summarized in Fig. [3] In Fig.[] a clear comparison between such numbers is proposed. Fig. [5] shows
the time cost of computing the EBRG and the cardinality of sets gb, Qmin, etc., whose calculation is necessary
for constructing the EBRG.

We conclude that:

o From Figs. 3] and ff} both BRG and EBRG are much smaller than the RG.

o From Figs. [3|and i} with the increase of the size of the net system, the number of reachable markings increases

much faster than that of basis and extended basis reachable markings.



Case | 1651 = 1My ] | 19, 1/IRCN, Mo)I(8) |1DG51/1RQN, Mo)[8) | oo
1 20 0.46 0.84 0.38
2 29 0.19 0.36 0.17
3 39 0.09 0.17 0.08
4 20 0.17 0.31 0.14
5 29 0.06 0.11 0.05
6 39 0.02 0.04 0.02
7 47 0.46 0.79 0.33
8 29 1.05 1.25 0.20
9 109 1.56 2.32 0.76
10 127 2.17 3.05 0.88
11 200 3.85 5.24 1.39
12 342 7.25 9.63 2.38

Fig. 4. Comparison of number of markings in RG, BRG, and EBRG of Benchmark 1.

Case | 1My NS|| 8ol | |Quminl || Mp] — |Mp]| Time (s)
1 2 1 2 20 0.09
2 2 1 2 29 0.10
3 2 1 2 39 0.11
4 2 1 2 20 0.11
) 2 1 2 29 0.12
6 2 1 2 39 0.14
7 2 1 2 47 0.32
8 2 1 1 29 0.46
9 3 2 3 109 1.01
10 3 2 3 127 1.24
11 3 2 3 200 0.91
12 3 2 3 342 1.67

Fig. 5. Time cost and calculation of intermediate sets of markings for constructing the EBRG of Benchmark 1.

o Comparing Group 3 with Case 4 in Fig. 3} the larger the number of observable transitions, the larger the
number of basis markings and extended basis markings, and their increase speeds are still acceptable.

o From Fig. [d the number of extended basis markings does not increase too much because of one basis marking
not satisfying Assumption A3.

o From Fig. [} the larger the number of basis markings not satisfying Assumption A3, the larger the number of
extended basis markings.

o From Fig. 5} the EBRG can be constructed within 2 seconds.

II. BENCHMARK 2

The second benchmark is taken from [2], [3], which models a Hospital Emergency Service System. The Petri
net model is shown in Fig. @ The meanings of places and transitions are described in [3]. Place pos represents the
maximum number of patients that can be accepted simultaneously in the Emergency Department (ED). Places p;7,

D18, P19s P20, P21 are used to denote available ED medical doctors, ED registered nurses, transports, CT scanners,



Fig. 6. Benchmark 2.

and X-ray, respectively. The initial marking of this net is
My = apaz + Tpi7 + 9Ip1s + 4p1g + 3p20 + 2pa1,

where « is an integer number that denotes the capacity of the ED.

A. Test Cases

We define three groups of test cases that are summarized in Fig. [/| In total, we consider 11 test cases. The

values of the sets 7}, of observable transitions and the sets .S of secret markings for different test cases are listed in



Group Group 1 Group 2 Group 3

Case 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
a 7 8 9 10 11 11 11 11 11 11 11
T, To1 Toy To1 To1 To1 T2 To3 Toa | Tox To1 To1
S Sl 52 53 54_ 55 SS Ss Ss 56 57 58

Fig. 7. Three groups of test cases for Benchmark 2.

TABLE I
SETS OF OBSERVABLE TRANSITIONS IN FIG.

T, | Transitions

Tor | {ta,ts,ti1,t12,t14,t15, L1}

Toz | {t1,ta,ts,t11,t12, tia, t1s, tie}

To3 | {t1,ta,ts5,t9,t11,t12, 14, t15, 16}
Tos | {ti,ta,t5,tg,t11,t12, 14,15, 16, 21}

Tables [I| and [T} respectively. The observable transitions are randomly chosen. Note that sets S; to S5 have 4 secret
markings, while sets Sg, S7, and Sg have 5, 6, and 7 secret markings, respectively. Note that since the number
of basis markings is much smaller than that of reachable markings, the secret .S cannot be randomly chosen from
R(N, My), otherwise most likely there would be no need to construct the EBRG. Therefore, some of the secret
markings are randomly chosen from the set of basis markings.

For this benchmark, we want to test the performance of BRG and EBRG-based methods when RG cannot be
constructed in practice (Group 1). In addition, we further test the increase of the number of basis and extended
basis reachable markings with respect to the increase of the number of observable transitions (Group 2) and the

increase of the number of secret markings (Group 3).

# Reachable | # Basis # Exter?ded
Secret ) . Basis
Case Markings Markings Vi s
a To N (lR(N'MO)D (lel) ( IMI;”
1 7| Tol S1 239191 3102 5881
2 8| Tol S2 709317 7829 11400
3 9] Tol S3| 1943194 19157 26053
4 10| Tol S4| 4971503 44002 56883
5 11| Tol S5 0.5. 93588 117363
6 11| To2 S5 0s. 189220 237198
7 11| To3 B 0sS. 290411 365440
8 11| To4 S5 0s. 574698 724064
9 11| Tol S6 0s. 93588 101457
10 11] Tol S7 0.5. 93588 103858
11 11} Tol S8 0s. 93588 103858

Fig. 8. The number of reachable, basis reachable, and extended basis reachable markings of Benchmark 2, where “o0.s.” means “out of space”.



TABLE I
SETS OF SECRET MARKINGS IN FIG.[71

S | Markings

S1 | { Moy = Tpae,

My = 6paz + p4 + 6p17 + 9518 + 4p19 + 3p2o + 2p21,

Ms = 6pa2 + pe + Tp17 + 9p1s + 4p19 + 3p20 + 2p2r,

M3 = 5pog + pl 4+ p9 + Tp17 + Ip1s + 4p1g + 3pao + pai }

Sy | {Mo = 8paa,

My = Tpaa + ps + 6p17 + 9,18 + 4p19 + 3p2g + 2p21,

Ms = Tpaa + pe + Tp17 + 9p1s + 4p19 + 3p20 + 2par,

M3 = 6pas + pl 4+ p9 + Tp17 + Ip1s + 4p1g + 3p2o + pai }

Sz | {Mo = 9pa2,

My = 8paz + ps + 6p17 + 9,18 + 4p19 + 3p2g + 2p21,

My = 8pas + pe + Tp17 + 9p18 + 4p19 + 3p20 + 2pa1,

M3 = Tpas + pl + p9 + Tp17 + 9Ip1g + 4p1g + 3p2o + P21}

Sy {Mo = 10pa2,

My = 9pas + ps + 6p17 + 9,18 + 4p1g + 3p2g + 2p21,

My = 9pas + pe + Tp17 + 9p18 + 4p19 + 3p20 + 2p21,

M3 = 8pay + pl + p9 + Tp17 + Ip1g + 4p1g + 3p2o + P21}

S5 | {Mo = 11pao,

My = 10pa2 + pa + 6p17 + 9,18 + 4p1g + 3p20 + 2pas,

My = 10p22 + ps + Tp17 + Ip1s + 4p19 + 3p20 + 2p21,

M3 = 9pas + pl + p9 + Tp17 + 9p1g + 4p19 + 3p20 + P21 }

Se | { Mo,

My = 10pa2 + pa + 6p17 + 9518 + 4p1g + 3p2o + 2p21,

M3 = 8pas + pg + p11 + p13 + 6p17 + Ip18 + 3p19 + 3pP20 + P21,
M3 = 6paz + ps + po + p1o + 2p12 + Tp17 + 6p18 + 4p1o + 3p20 + P21,
My = 4pos + ps + ps + po + p1o + P11 + P12 + P13 + 5p17 + Tpig + 3p19 + 3p20 + P21}
S7 | {Mo, My, My, Ms, My,

My = 3ps 4 2pg + 6p12 + Tp17 + 3p1s + 4p19 + 3p20}

Sg | {Mo, My, My, Ms, My, Ms,

Mg = Tps + 3ps + p13 + 6p1s + 3p1g + 3p2o + 2p21 }

B. Numerical Results

The simulation results on Benchmark 2 are presented in Figs. [8] [0} [I0] From Fig. [§] we can see that when o = 11,
the program cannot obtain the reachable markings. However, the BRG and the EBRG can be computed and they
are even much smaller than the RG in Case 2. Comparing the results in Group 2 and Group 3, we can see that the
number of basis and extended basis markings increases faster because of the increase of the number of observable
transitions rather than because of the increase of the number of secret markings, and the scale of increase is stable:
between 1.5 and 2.0, which is quite slow.

From Fig. [0 we argue that the BRG and EBRG are both much smaller than the RG. From Fig. [I0} comparing
the results in Group 3 with the results of Case 5 in Group 1, we found that the increase of the number of secret
markings does not necessarily make the EBRG larger. It is also shown that the construction of the EBRG can be

finished very quickly, always within 1 minute.



Case | IMG] = 1M, ||M,1/IRCN, Mo)|(5) 1351/IRCN, Mo)] ()T oo29

1 2779 13 2.5 1.2
2 3571 11 1.6 0.5
3 6896 1.0 i3 0.4
4 12881 0.9 | 11 0.3
5 23775 NA NA NA
6 47978 NA NA NA
7 75029 NA NA NA
8 149366 NA NA NA
9 7869 NA NA NA
10 10270 NA NA NA
11 10270 NA NA NA

Fig. 9. Comparison of number of markings in RG, BRG, and EBRG of Benchmark 2.

Case | [Mp 0S| [ 1Syl | |@minl |IMpl = |Mp|| Time (s)
1 2 2 5 2779 2.789
2 2 2 5 3571 5.397
3 2 2 5 6896| 12.389
4 2 2 5 12881 27.834
5 2 2 5 23775| 56.872
6 3 2 4 47978| 104.515
7 4 3 4 75029| 161.085
8 4 3 4 149366| 354.050
9 5 5 22 7869| 53.893
10 6 6 25 10270| 56.202
11 7 7 30 10270| 56.570

Fig. 10. Time cost and calculation of intermediate sets of markings of constructing the EBRG of Benchmark 2.
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