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Abstract The purpose of this study is to propose the schema for process repository that overcomes the
limitations of existing process repositories in which it is not easy to compare and analyze such the
unstructured data as a process model. To achieve thia goal, the previous studies on process repository are
reviewed, the schema for process repository is designed, and the tables for relational database are created. For
the validation of the schema presented in this paper, the process model stored in relational database is examed
using SQL. The contributions of this study are as follows. First, the schema for process repository storing
process models is designed and validated. Second, the process model created by the new schema and stored in
relational database leads to improve the performance of process analysis.
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