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Abstract The policy description languages is the basis and premise of policy-driven exception handling for service-ori-~
ented processes, Aiming at the lack of existing policy languages representing capacity for exception handling, this paper
presented WS-Policy4BPEH, a new policy description language for exception handling in service-oriented processes.
This language, based on the Web services policy framework, extends the specifications of effects in ECA rules and de-
fines a variety of action patterns supporting exception handling, which can describe in detail the exception and exception

handling, and flexibly specifies the return modes and the exception propagation after exception handling. The paper a-

dopted XML as a meta-language for specifying WS-Policy4BPEH , with a good scalability.
Keywords Service-oriented processes, Exception handling, Policy description language
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KEZ—, AETRE IR S 7 M ES R R R IE
F. AN TARTEXEHMRNERZ L.

Ponder 1% 51 f (W HR T S8 E X T 248 € B4 (Event)
4B FE K (Subject) X} H #5 Xt 2 (Target) B B[ (Action) ,
e HEREAESEHAREZEHAERESES. Q
Z. Sheng % A" 1E Ponder BATT RIS HI 2R b, 98 1 R wk bt
LR ITE G R 18] 6] & (Effective Interval) , 3 4R [ I IR %
WMEXFELEER., HEWELY . YRBETEERE
FHHOn R, RS H A N (Effective Interval), H i B
W fk % 2% 4k (When) At 58 B8 3 {4 (Subject) St H #5324 (Tar-
get) R E 34k (Do) ; IR E BHFER A& 7T LR A Ponder &
AR BT R BRIEF L. CHIMERA-EXCESE B
WIDE 5 F 28 7€ i 1) % & 8048 B 8 5 CHIMERA &Rl
BHH—MET 55 ECA U A T/E RS 5 40 BE R
WIEF . CHIMERA-EXC %M i1 3426 (Events) | fil & %44
# (Conditions) , B11E 2 (Actions) FIL 25 4% 24 (Priorities) 4 4~
BERAR. TR 4B E 542 (Data Manipula-
tion Events) ,#M§B 25 /438 (External Events) . T/E i & 43
(Workflow Events) i3 &5 {43 (Temporal Events) ; i} 4
B {4 X 434 B At 3544 (Instant Events) | & #5844 (Periodic e-
vents) F1A¢ 8] [8] B EE {4 (Interval events) ; fill & 45443 (Condi-
tions) B FiF A A X -8 WAL, & L WIDE B4R
SHRHRERNERNRER, AUREANETEERNRE S
4 s BIESE (Actions) & Sk TAE R 3 4 40 8 P sl B B 44
B30 s L AE R 28 ST W B BT , B A RE R
HL R BAT B R BTRR B (8] B e R R .

Web 45 SRS HELE (WS-Policy) ™) 2 4t T — ™8 FI 9 3R
Web IR % RGP RS 1 BR1E T BB RS R
SR A RURIEY: . WS-Policy SRR P , Mg (Policy) & X
KRB EFE(Policy Alternative) £, TIF MR MG %#E X h—4H
KEEHT S (Policy Assertion) i, SRIGHTS E X T Web B4
SARRBE ST TR A — B E. WS-Policy 2—MREHH
SR, HE T #R SRR FIRE 7 09 S 5 B A oo
# 4 (Policy, All, ExactlyOne #11 PolicyReference 5TE } wsp:
optional, wsp: ignorable JEH#E) , A X I RBE I 5 1 E X . H
EFR(WEE TRE L) € XFHB T, WS-Policy #{—
MEBITFRAKH L, BB E ME &8, BR
Web HIR %5 5% , i1 WS-SecurityPolicy, WS-ReliableMessaging-
Policy %, WS-Policy X XML {E R TTiEF , H R A B
B R E AR E B4 4E; WS-Policy 5E A Web iR %
FRAE (Sl WSDL, WS-BPEL %) 345, X EH Web R4 1
MREESIEAbFE. WSPL & FH £ OASIS 1 SUN 2 "l
Rk ) — P Web JRS RIS HIRIE S, XIS WF 1
FOETHET. WSPL i E BB E XACML FREE S BT
£, KRGS (PolicySet) /s WM M E WALHREW, E X N
—HARFEW B #5 (Target) B 5K B (Policy) ; 5K B &f XF Web
1% 35 4 F B9 A 1) H AR (30 port, operation, message ) , & X T
TR T 48232 AU 4R , SR B O T (Aspect) SE X Web R4 1

- BRI R B R HARE SR (IR & AT RS S
(Rule) & SCAT 8252 35685 , MU 22 fo) R AT BLSE 3R 5 ML phr i)
2R (Predicate) B, IH AR Z B A BB R IBIHARE
MR B A RE B XACML bR ¥, X 28 sk B B 80 R

XACML #y @ (Attribute) I EUE (Value) s XACML 9 @1
FE XA R E U AE0RNT , TR R 2 R 2 X R B
BIZIE, WSPL NEMFRIARER T EQRREX R ME
BERRABEWKF . XFEFNFANTFH . WSPL 5§
WS-Policy AFRAZWMBI R EMER, BEMEFTERTE
23, IBM A A 18 8 B £ 8 K855 5 (Autonomic
Computing Policy Language, ACPL)' 2 —Fh 2 F XML
BARIRMIERES., ACPLIBEENEECENTE
(Scope) . %14 (Condition) \ M 55 # {8 (Business Value) gk E
(Decision) ; 5 Bl & X T #me 1 F 44 (Subject, B D 5 &
1458 SRS fith B RO 243K 5 Ml 5 LS8 S5 W B R o AR B 4 AN
HEM REE LT MEHREITARBBGER. ACPLE
BT IBM ) 8 RIS H E M4 (PMAC) ; R
B R OR 5 RS BRGSO 1RSI VT E A AT 4R i .

WS-PolicyAMASCH2) B —#fh 3 F WS-Policy HE 28 1 7] 4%
HAEN RS HESRERRES , € X T BIFREBH S .
YERIEIT S BRI 5 MRl 5. BARReEN S
(Goal Assertion) X T IEH 58 1EFTRIA BB B4R 3h1E
KW= (Action Assertion) K& SUHE &4 R SR B
BEHATRI BN B M M 2 (Utility Assertion) 5B U4 1
BT B F AL ; SURMEWT S (Meta Assertion) E X T 3)
Ve FIR I HERE PP IR T A SR . WS-Policy4MASC &
BRI A SR T % I AR T 8, (5 WS-Poli-
cy4AMASC R4t T BEAMN B8 AT S  TH PN AT
HR AR, WA LR R A 5 R B A e
&R T E L, WS-Policyd MASC S 8 U8 BB WS-
Policy4MASC 5% W i $017 4 51 2 5% 0% 47 51 % (MASO) .
WSCoL B =M B — R4l T X i) Web i %5 & /2 IR A K
RiEET . WSCol. ZERANAL & HiE W ¥ 75 &# (Internal Vari-
able) , i 3 1% WM AR 1217 55 3% 41 382 & (Ext-ernal Variable) Fl
WAEPATH) T $ 25 B (Hist-orical Variable), Web R &1k &
&5 (Web Services Recovery Language, WSRel.) #E WSCoL
EEERECHTTREAY B Web RESK B REL T —F
REHE T ILE . WSReL ¥k & 3K ¥ (Strategy) B — 4~ %
(Step) FF31], B4~ %€ X R 7 HIR T3 fESE; WSReL i 5
RUET 4 HIFRFIRE SHE, 055 B 02 55 A 304 (G 1g-
nore, Notify, Retry, Halt %) . Wi & g /E (i s M B 2 83
B BB M SIES) | B0 E S E (MG s g
Hrigss P4 R ah 16D LA X EoAb B VE (An V8 B 5138 Web iR 55 )
#8) . WSReL e M40,

HIERARE R (SARN)H & —Fh Bt T3 8 PETRI M i
BPEL Rk E RIEHHAIES . SARN ¥ B¢ K E 3T
PRE 4 M, LR BPEL SiBN R AHEE, X TEX
SARN R 25+ i S F 3R AE i gk Fn 28 FAE 49, it 4
EXEETFIRERZFARNREAIES . SARN i1 TF%
R R T, B I S RESRBE 10 40 A7 FHIRATE , HE R RE 1138 5
E5ARARIBET R, T IOk 1 bt 1 16 F P 38k R b B
BB, = N R R R FE .

BREX IR TR, RXEIESHRA T ECA#
TR, 43R R R G, A AR NE. HER
BEEAETLWEMARE T RFRBEREOERENE
K, MR E AL R 2 SR AR I8 5 AR AR R E L,
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WRABEABERE. HiL, A0 H# WS-Policy4BPEH &
FRLXEIMN T BT ESR: DR m RS BN R A H
3720, B VW 2) BB FE 43 st 1R 1 1 AR &5 AR 5 o Ak
B, TR R B A B R BURRE L A R R H AR 18
TTRIIER;3) SHA Web IR RusinfERE, ETY R
BRER.

3 HRARSRESELEREHER

A E SO I RS R R L BIR R HRIE S WS-
Policy4ABPEH #7889 B4 BUAR, S 7E L ERE 2 | 45 i 1 1a)
MR 4 WA R A BB IR 1R 5 R AL,

3.1 EXBME

ETPHREEHHE RS RER T, R ELHEEIEN
BRI BHEPS R, BIETRETRPXELIHER
W, EEFEEELT WSBPEL 2R, TR EARPE
MEFARRERRE. REARKEIREX WSBPEL F5£R
B H BRI RN

ECA L2 —FfF R E XA S BFENRET HERR
Wi, EE SRR R A Bl ECA #0558 4L F ML
HIARLE,EA Y R ECA B, 4 i ) iR 45 B0 S h b L SR M
EXA—-HEFRERELBEOMNE, R RS
RETN . BRRIREETHIENREER . REAEY
B O AR [ 7 =R, R R L T8 5 db 35K
s R b 40 5B 2 T 1) IR 55 AR R IR R 2 Ik AR S L
3.2 REAEFRESER BPEHM

EF RSB, BT RS R R R AL T SR A A
BPEHMULE 1), BPEHM &, 59 Rm WARE 1T B Y
HIRREAET IR 8 5K8E (Policy) RALH—RFH
(Exception) , — /N R E LA — M FE 4 HANE, EHE
A (Rule) 4 B 5 5 ¥ 4b R 40 00 2 F ECA MNVERL, f &
B ¥ (Attribute) . £/ (Condition) , Z1/E (Action) fJ5 B %%
4 (Post Condition) 41 i, B4 JE M43 HH T A i) B RGE
B AT AR SE R R ARHE s 5 LT I BATITE
WA T R AR R ERIT A E R — A R E &
HFEF 3 4E (Action) FFFIM L. B BT, BT Fp R b R
FahtE 35 2 8 (Ignore) . B iR (Retry) . B # B i (Alterna-
tive) , Skip Bh#E (Skip) . &t (Replace) . f{ 45 3+ % ¥4 F (Repli-
cate)  #pE2(Compensate) \ SMEE IR % 8 F (CallService) . BT
HRRELBEANBATE =L, SIATEESRMG. %
G B AL T 8] RS 0 R AL TR SRR R R rh ARS8 R o#
3 3% 7k, (BooleanExpression) ,

T EAREAEPENER N EEPE LT RE
1B [ RITE (ReturnMode) , % 76 R BUE T8 B 4 { terminate,
resume}, “resume”T N FH AL SE NG BPEL M4k H
W NE FEIR P iR B 3 5 T 0 3 B IMAT 5 T terminate” R
S ab 7 52 AR 5 R H SR W i £F A 3 (4n BPEL W2 &
Scope) . FHEALIREERTTRE SN, AT RBR M. MRLHR
WM, FEEFE R HEREIRFHNRE. e
AR ARG , MM R — R FE B3B8, AUABR T
RGN ER T X 8, TEFESRAESTAETH
LhripR. WISEERE T 5% (Rethrows) STTRALUE
XRHEEE T,

AR H T ESFR AR o P L K75 LA,
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MM ATREA I R . ik, 7R b E SO S 4ot
R (Priority) S 7 B b UL A B B A, D LI w28 69 3
IR A— R IIE S . RSIE R T R 5 H AR
(Domain) §) BRAL  » 5 W 71 SR W 98 5E 23 TF 5E 3, LU W5 3R
% FY P TR PR AT SR

Dorsain Policy Exception

RetoraMode

4o Rethrows
4

PostCondition

Iyuore g Retry Compensate Replicate

CallService Alternate Skip Replace

1 T RS R R R AL R e A A A
4 WS-PolicyABPEH

EFELT —HEERSRERELEAREHBES
WS-Policy4BPEH. WS-Policy 4E & Web AR % 5 ¥ 1 Tk 4%
HELBA T ZHIRFANAE. I THIESEH Web it
FARUE (R BIE WSDL #1 WS-BPEL) 3% % , WS-Policy4BPEH
#£ WS-Policy fEZRRIZERE b, &0 2 UHTROTHE 1 IR &5 R B
B b B M SR SR B IR 1 1) IR A5 AR B R AL Y SRR,
T{FIE WS-Policy4BPEH 5 WSDL 1 WS-BPEL 3k %5, 36k
XHRFHAB-5 WS-Policy 32 (I 7 18 5 (10 WS-SecurityPoli-
cy &),

K2 BEZEEXTK

1332 BPEHM # %, WS-Policy4ABPEH & 5 BB #ik iy
WAR FH SRR LN LR R &4 B 1E B B &4
WARE R BEAEH TR R L KA UE L& F
WS mRER. WSPolicyABPEH &5 XML i W TiES,
BHEERXRE ASEH, ETRERE LM MY RN
IRFNREATBIES), WS-PolicyABPEH g4+
BRGNS SE NS # R A XML B2, £ Uk
FTARMLE 2). FENH WSPolicyABPEH iEFH X E T
%,



4.1 RERSH

FH (Exception) B B 4 147 B H 5] R B RRE.
RHES | K i R 5 AR R SR IR, AR R E 2 A HE R
B4 (Resource Exception) \ i Fi 5% (Application Exception)
HALERH (System Exception). ¥R R % B BRHTH
PRI A E IR 5] & (raise) B R ¥ . 7E BPEL Hi 2
o, T AN R IR 4 8007 AT T I B, DRI B IR
#ERHS S BPEL MBRAERS 3%, RS AT A R
EIMSSER R RS E O ARLESE, RS T LUETETH
WSDL St DL fault I BB RAHATBBRAERWFE., X4
KPR S e PRAT AR P R AT B, BATBER AR Y fault
B, XS B AT LAt WS-BPEL H1/) catch I catchAll {3
R, AR R BPEL iR ML B8 R A4 1R W5
R FH , WS-BPEL 48 throw Hl rethrow IE 30 L4 B 2
Ho i RE . X 5 R F SR8 RIRETT BARE catch A1 catchAll 1% 3h
KT, REREAEAEARSIIRERAGBSTI RN
S M BPEL pu#E (buil-in) S R, 38 B AT B B4
R R ARIRTI S| R MR, BIERE AL 8 BB
HESI RN RE U RRBETAL S BPEL 5| 2. hEERK
(middleware) FBERG(OS)MES | KM AW . RAEREH
SR BXEF BB catchAll EZhHR. B
A F R — 4 5T 4 (Quad) (ExceptionID, Exception-
Type, Process, Scope) , HAFHIR AR B H RN R HERE . E4E
FHEBRENRE RPERR EXNT
{(Exception): : = Exception({ExceptionID)

(ExceptionType) { Process) { Scope’)

{Exceptionld) : ; = xsd ; NCName
(ExceptionType) : ! =xsd; QName
{Process) . . = xsd: QName
(Scope) . : = xsd;: QName
4.2 BiE

MERFHME R ZEHRELEITH, 2 N EF 3
EMA A shYE. BRI, WSPolicydBPEH X ## R Fahi{F
5% 2 % (Ignore) . iR (Retry) . B # 5 3% (Alternative) |
SKIP . 3% 5% # (Replace) . 7 & 3 A (Replicate) . %M (Com-
pensate) . Y& NGBR3 (CallService) 2 JE FhE. HEZNE
EXLRHEANBRTHENTFF . WSPolicysABPEH X R Eh1ER)
V.
(Action): : = (Ignore) | (Retry) | ( Alternative) |
(Skip> | (Replace) | (Replicate) | {Compensate) |
(CallService)
4,2.1 Ignore

Ignore SHEATIE X YYEFER s RAERER, WBRE
BERBUEMIFBRINSIE, BREZ R  SERBHPAT. A
FROABERE s ZHBOFTABEDBEBRBAR, WITHES
B s ZJGH) Scope. BANIETT LAFIRAL BT A IR 4 BEIR K
S HBERRRA .
(Ignore) . : = Ignore({Scope))
{Scope> . . =xsd; QName
4,2.2 Retry

Retry SIYEBATIE X : 24 Scope s REFHH,, REBER
PAT s R HBIERBIE €W RGHE ., HiBEE X

—F:
(Retry) : : =Retry({Scope> {Count) ( InDuration>)
(Scope) . : =xsd: QName
(Count) : : =xsd: integer
{InDuration) . | = xsd: float
Hr, Scope Fin R4 5 B9 Scope, Count R EHE AT X
Scope B ¥, InterDuration FaA BRIRPATZ EKER. #%
SERT UL AR RS HERE . IR R AETRE
SR BRI P b A A , BT LA Vo) B — B A Rl PR B2 0 AT, I 7
HRATRBRASERE.
4,2.3 Altemnative

Alternative SIfEHAT I X5 Retry K, HAR Z 407
TERARSKBEE S ENRSIFARR RS, RS
TR FSW RS . HiEEE T
(Alernative) : : = Alternative({Scope) { Service})
(Scope) : ¢ =xsd;: QName
(Service) : : = xsd; QName
4,2.4 Skip

Skip BPATIE X : 4HA Scope s &4 RH A, B
FATZ Scope. MINAT U B9 M BE R » PUAT UL 2 1) 2230 Bk
it s BB s ZJ5 1 Scope, HBERKE,s MXRRE
FHH) Scope MG 5E Scope. — MR BL , AR AT FIR AL B AR
FHHEHH QoS Rl . HBHEENIT -
(Skip) : : =Skip({Scope))
{Scope) : : =xsd; QName
4.2.5 Replace

5t (Replace) SEHATIE X+ LIl Scope %t SR B, Wi
FRFI 8 A B 4% Scope, HH ¥ Scope F1E 45 Scope #4it T4
Fenlk 4 ohee. ZfEm RRAERBERE, HHEARET
N ESHRAMFLS . U — M ESARBER T
Yert, WA T LA RA MR DI AR RY 5 — 3D,
(Replace) : : =Replace({SourceScope) { TargetScope) )
(SourceScope) : : = xsd: QName
(TargetScope) : : =xsd: QName
4.2.6 Replicate

JR 45 3 %3 5l (Replicate) 1473 X : & Scope R4 H
B, REF AP SZRRARESFHHRMENRS. WR
FAFM RS B 58 8L, & L H AR 55 i 30, B W AL TS
W, ZEfETT A LUAEBR S HERRY . SEANHRAET
FAREREEMBHRGSH X, U MRS AR HAR
o AARS KRS RLRRH AL,
(Replicate) : : =Replicate( {RepService})
{RepService) . : = xsd; QName
4, 2.7 Compensate .

AMEZHIE R BITIE L M HA Scope KA FHEY, WX
BT —H. ope R BEATAME . X B4R #) Scope J
BB GAMEME RS . EERT LR A R
FHRFERE. BTEIANEERERBOITRFE. X3
AT IR F 8 SCIE T 1) AR %5 W vp R A A MBSk SE B0, B %o
FEEWFT58 RIS, AR R AMERIEEE L
Zu bR AH R OB IE,

(Compensate) : : =Compensate({Scope) )
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(Scope) : : =xsd; QName
4.2.8 CallService

RV F BB CallService ATIE X : M HA™ Scope R4
SEEL,RALRRELBBEASGE, FERAALTHB
Web iR 45 HALIBHH (N H E MRS B ARSEE . ESEAT
FIRMEFTARELRY, KEEAETREFAT EERA
RHRERS EETRERALE,
(CallService) . : =CallService({Service))
(Service) : : =xsd: QName
4,3 #Hm

B AFEMNET ECA MR, S T 55 Al X #3R
B R REE SR R M ABVAT BB, {BAESE ECA U 7ZERR
T Sy e R 030 A DA B S AT T AR AE B S S BRI
Eby RE T H ST R B0 B R A B &R, AL
FRAT 8 AL TR VR T BT R TR R SIENT R &G
BN 3 B RTE A R E S R H RS A
BEAEIE EAORR, T REX T RERETARRRR
BB BE WAE R B E R RR, T REX T R EEN
RRF R WV T AL B G R B A REE P
Wi SH T BB R A Ak SR B0 2 2R R BB Mt ST AL
RARFRAMHEERE, AE LN -
(Rule): : =Rule({Priority)[ Condition]{ Action} { PostCondition) { Re-

turnMode) (Rethrows) )

(Priority) : . = ( ArithmaticExpression)
(Condition) : : = {BooleanExpression)
(PostCondition) : ; = {BooleanExpression)

T R BN S8 SUAR A RUSR AR A4S B AR IBRIA
Hr“true”,
4.4 RBEBRAR

8B [ 7 RBE N “ Terminate” , RR WAL B WG
KL AR KA S B EEETE S 04T 5 “Resume” & []
FRERFE LB RSP TERBHRE RERKE
BeE N, BRIA K “Resume” AR 7K.
(ReturnMode) : : =Terminate| Resume
4.5 REERAN

ISR S b FRARTH, U AT RN O 2 H e« P DA EL B
HERERETERRRFEERS RUTHREHAE.

(ReThrows) : : =Rethrows({ Exception) | Transfer{Exception))
Hrp, Transfer FR 3 H ¥l 1 2 BT EBAR 5 .
4.6 SRER{EAE

SREEE R E T HE X R . 7 RS AR
o, SRS R = B MR TS 3 (A0 Invoke 1§ 3) , Scope 1
WA 32, AT HHIERES A E AN, R E L FHFAE
SCHRREAE P 8, T B F) F WS-AttachmentPolicy JE{B i) K Bk
Pl WSR2 Bl SR ME AR L.
(Domain): : ={Scope} | (Process>
{Scope) . : =xsd; QName
(Process) . : = xsd: QName
4.7 FiER

WS-Policy4BPEH &5 X5 £ M BB R B BRAE R X
R BETHFENRSES. BELBOENRELE
true, false) (JUfEH I R (4 AU, ¥ &L, Long A il Double

¢ 152

B R RARIFNRS () 288, I LR & PR 2R i A L 1
FECINBERRN 1, —, <, /%), BHAELMAFBEEER.
TERMSIAIHS ZRSNREABTEENIBER.
WS-Policy4BPEH 3 i 3, .15 £ %8 3% 35 A, (BooleanExpres-
sion) & R 3 & & (ArithmaticExpression) . F&F B FE X R
(StringExpression) fIff [i] %5 & (TimeExpression) . B %
A H H & (Constant) , AF 8 (Variable) | 18 48 #:4E &F (Bool-
eanOperator) , 3 /EMF (Comparator) 15] A (Reference) 3%
B—ERAER, R REPHERARATR, KRR
AR FAERZAMNAEAREZRA TR TR ZEHFMT
FRA A, T SR P AR TR (IR e 20 .

5 RHIMNA

A5 DABAE R ST 1 Sl % A R S L A S i, B
AR ) WS-Policy4BPEH &5 W & .
5.1 EAHR

Bl HEREE D EENESBE LRSS E 5
REERE, UBREEARNTIERE. BRERNT 2
AP b B AT R o 5 Bl B AR B A e R L
“HEERBRES” MREETESHE, WENERBEH
RS M“ERFERE”; FREBEWE, THRFITEHFHER
BHR B M HBRE TR RESEE.

3 ElHHHE

B o R R A P AR P IR 45 A 4 88 IR %5 (EnrollSer-
vice) . #(2 IR % (TeachingService) | % & iR 45 (BillingService)
FATERAR % (PrintService) . 2K T R 4L R BN, B 28 MR
% BERS FRIRS ITEURS 25 R & 8 B 1E
isEnrollApproval, #2 ¥ # #£/E isEnrollApproval , % 3} & %
#4E isBillingApproval UL J% ¥l 3 2 4T Ep#24E printApprov-
al, BN HBOREEATR AT BE R MR H IR 1 iy,

£1 RHEBEHBERETIX

¥ RHEA #r
failEnrollServiceFault R4 R % FHFBRESHAALK
invalidinputParamFault R4 5 # HEFRBUETRANSETEH
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