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Abstract

If apply BPM that is a business process management tool to SCM sector, efficient
process management and control are available. Also, BPM can execute integrating process
that compose SCM effectively. These access method does to manage progress process of
SCM process more efficiently and do monitoring. Also, It is can be establish plan about
improvement of process analyzing process achievement result. Thus, in this paper,
introduce this BPM into SCM environment. Also, SCM process presents plan that executes
integration and improves business process effectively applying data mining technique.
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Table 1. Log data for Decision Tree analysis
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Fig. 4. Business process analysis result(Decesion Tree)
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Fig. 6. Business process analysis result(Decesion Tree)
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Table 4. Analysis result Decision Rule between PI-PI
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Table 5. Analysis result Decision Rule between XE-PI
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