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ABSTRACT

Web service, as a new distributed computing pattern, has become an industry and
academic focus with the advantages, such as self-contained, modularization, loose coupling,
standardization and highly integration. With the fast development of Web service technology,
there is an increasing number of Web services with the same or similar function sharing on
the Internet. Currently, the main problem in service composition is not how to discover the
Web services which meet the users’ functional requirement, but how to select the fitted
service from services which meet the function requirement of users but have different service
quality to meet the requirement of users. Many researchers did lots of study about Web
service selection, and some achievements have been made. However, there are still some
problems which require to be solved further. This paper, aiming at the problem of Web
service selection, makes the following contributions:

(1) Aiming at the problem of Web service selection with multiple service requests
requesting the same or similar functional Web service, global optimal Web service selection
model under grid service environment is studied. Using AHP (Analytic Hierarchy Process) to
calculate the satisfactions of service’s QoS (quality of service) and reputation, and combining
the two satisfactions to calculate the synthesized satisfaction, a 0-1 integer programming
based on synthesized satisfaction and the corresponding algorithm are achieved, thereby
working out the global optimal model for service selection and maximizing the global
synthesized satisfaction of service requests to Web services. The effectiveness of our method
is verified by simulations.

(2) Further, to make full use of service resources and ensure the load balance, global
optimal Web service selection model and algorithm for multiple requests are studied.
Euclidean distance with weights to suggest just such a projection based on QoS is employed.
A 0-1 integral programming model to maximize the sum of matching degree is performed and
consequently, a global optimal service selection policy is developed. The model, together
with a universal and feasible optimal service selection algorithm, is employed to propose a
global optimal service selection for multiple requests (GOSSMR). Furthermore, to enhance
its efficiency, an improved algorithm Skyline GOSSMR is also proposed. Time complexity of
the algorithms are analyzed and their feasibility and effectiveness verified by simulations.
Finally, the work analyzes the performance of the system as well as the efficiency of the two



algorithms by the way of simulations.

(3) A dynamic Web service selection model and algorithm with QoS global optimal in
Web service composition are studied. Based on the algorithm of PSO (Particle Swarm
optimization), the PSO-GODSS (global optimal of dynamic Web services selection based on
PSO) algorithm is proposed. The basic idea of the algorithm is to transform the original Web
service selection problem into a multi-objective services composition optimization with
global QoS constraints, which is further transformed into a single-object by using the method
of ideal point. Then, the theory of intelligent optimization of PSO is exploited to produce a
set of optimal service composition processes with QoS constraints. Theoretical analysis and
experimental results indicate the feasibility and efficiency of this algorithm, and the execution
efficiency and convergence rate of PSO-GODSS are much better than that of the
multi-objective genetic algorithm used in prior work.

Keywords: Web Service Selection; Service Composition; Analytic Hierarchy Process;
Euclidean Distance; Skyline; Particle Swarm Optimization Algorithm
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R S5 E W Ca (Service Broker): g5 A ILHISCHE#, SEft Web IRSSEN DRE, 71
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IR 55 M ) Wb i 55 4138 45 S 5 He 5518 SR RT LIS I e 55 3 Atk o T2 5 90 i 75 1 Wb
55 o

Web Al 55 74 2 2844 Fr AL 85 1) =R AR 203l an -

HAti(Publish): AR 55 $& 4t EK Web Ak 55 $iliid 5 2 kA B A 55 7ML, AR5 R
BT

A (Find): R 5515 K& LRSS TEM O BT 1 Web 55

H05E (Bind): [R5 1E K& AR STEN b0 B 4K B P 5 K Web JIRS5 Ja, MR ¥ Ak 95 ik
5 RIPE Web k55, SEHL Web g5 A .

2.1.3 Web RSy AR

Web fil 55 RIIBRHERIEESARHE T Web AR S5 PR R &, AX/INT B4 — KAl
B, BIa] B0 55 18] 3L (Simple Object Access Protocol, SOAP). Web i 45 ik & =
(Web Service Description Language, WSDL)F1 AR 553 Mt 5 & B P (Universal Description,
Discovery and Integration, UDDI)™, & 2.2 J&7 7 — % Web AR 5514 R 48K vh & Fhbr v
BT 158 1) A o

1 %% A MOV A DL SRR S5 AL

2 FEM R B 52 P R BIWSDLSCRY

3 Y7 M WSDLICAY

4 WSDL 2t 5 Web/IRk 553547 28 H 1 54

5 % /1 % SOAPTH EiE R

6 Webflt 5-1% [1] SOAPTH & B &

2.2 Web fil45 48 H A1 (¥) SOAP. UDDI il WSDL
Fig. 2.2 Role of all standards in Web service architecture

1. SOAP

SOAP & — AT XML AT R B, HRN e — MEmPh . X
AN SGEF & HTTP 8L HTTPS, {HW A2 SMTP 5 XMPP, ‘& —FhfE 40 1 SLFF 5T
TR LG B R EH Y, B W3C IR A . HETHISHETA N SOAP 1.2, T
2001 4 7 A4 W3C =T AN HEFEFRIE . SOAP X R ICHR 25 A B [m) v B AT He bl H:
Wit H P ATy e, FEHRLLUT 4 30 4.

SOAP {5#f(SOAP Envelope): &A% i & 3k(Header) F1¥H 2 3 4R (Body) i A™ 3 Z251


http://zh.wikipedia.org/w/index.php?title=%E5%8D%8F%E8%AE%AE&action=edit&redlink=1
http://zh.wikipedia.org/w/index.php?title=%E5%8D%8F%E8%AE%AE&action=edit&redlink=1
http://zh.wikipedia.org/wiki/HTTPS
http://zh.wikipedia.org/wiki/SMTP
http://zh.wikipedia.org/wiki/XMPP

FE Web IRISHIDCEAR 5 BRIl

ya

Gy BN DU — oy E . A B SR AT, T R AR N AR . IX
P4 FERA B BIThREE X, — BT 5 SOAP I 2.3k FI kA7 5 B FH = BIME 2., M
SOAP 71 B AL & N A R RS B, 7T AR B AR B 2 A o 4 i5%

SOAP il (Encoding Rules): & X — ¥ () gmad L], 18I X FE— N mpdpl
il R 1t W S R v 7 B A R 2R, B XML R Y 1) 2 4 A R i 2
S, ALHE TR BRI Je 2 A

SOAP RPC #/~(RPC Representation): & S e 7 e F2 (1) FH A 2R [

SOAP 45 (SOAP Binding): & S i 18] R FH AR A iS5 A% Ha 1 WK 523 SOAP 3 &
HOENE

2. WSDL

WSDL & —Ff I Sk fifiid Web AR 45 36 B 40 5% Web A 453815 10 XML 355,
‘B Ariba. Intel. IBM A Microsoft JL[EI$2H . H R f#hii4 WSDL 2.0 St h—
ANHEFERRUE .

WSDL MR AR Web JIj55: IR HAFIEARG . fEHRH ], WSDL
I IR T R A IR — > Web %5, FHAVH ESRA XML Schema Sk . #4E
(Operation)if =t 74 /& 28 4B 0K v JE DGR TE — s ¥ B ACH b =) e A ik / 2 52 8 I
JPH. 2BV OB R R IEE B2 # . B (Interface) DA T A& 5 D ORI 22 4t
1% S oW — IR EHSUE S . 7E BRI, 9858 (Binding) v 148 2 A& Hr bl s N
A2 A U AL(Endpoint) 2 45 bk RIS 5 SRIRAE — ks AR S5 Tt [ — 3 FH 22 11 1) g
MALE—E.

Type (B¥53:70) ‘

Message 1 Message 2 ‘ Message 3 Message 4 Message 5

%;s
7
‘ bl

Interface (3% 1) ‘

‘ Operation 2 ‘ ‘ Operation 3 ‘
l I 4
A4
‘ Operation 2 ‘ Operation 3 %’j

v
Service (I %%)

K] 2.3 WSDL 4 6%
Fig. 2.3 WSDL document elements
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—/> WSDL 2.0 C# A & LR o &K

(1) KM <type>J G ZE X Web 55 H Al 4 H I HE 2R AL . ik 3l KR HF &
T, EEAEH XML Schema 1812k 2 BRI R 4544 .

(2) W B W4 BN A (Message Reference Component) £, 3% 78 & 51 B (Message
Reference) . 1§ [1](Direction) A1l B (Message) =Nyt & . H il B 5] FIFE 2 %04 B B
BRI TRIHE R EXIE R OEHE S HETERPE A EH<types> Tt R E
NG BRR A BN . U H SOAP 48eit, —4> WSDL 4 B ez Xt
T~ SOAP W B EARER 73, 1X— B R A2 | gk AT 1

(3) #AE: <operation>JmHRIMR —HH EHEE . HELHA AR EREHEHEE
5 JE IR LA K 22 B . AT )T B A He U . In-Only. Robust In-Only. In-Out.
In-Multi-Out. Out-Only. Robust Out-Only. Out-In. Asynchronous Out-In. Out-Mmlti-In.

(4) B211: <interface>s & Web IRZ5- I S fid, BEAE & MRS B ARHLIE AN B &
R 55 B e i LR st . 2 0 B dkR i, XEERTUF Mt E A ca % 0. e85~
WSDL 1.1 H1 5 X ff<portType>Jt & .

(5) 4BE: <binding>7t & Fiid 45 5 v 1 (1) ELAR I B A% AL S bl . 488 v DL 18
R, ] DAFE 8 BAR B2 11 AT DI BN 52 e L () — DN BAR AR 8 L — R E
WSDL 2.0 #i78 H 5E X &6 HTTP. SOAP fil MIME ({455

(6) i 1: <endpoint>7T 25 4 W 2 sk Al — AN HAR I 46 8 R BAE — i ‘B & /8 WSDL
1.1 H15E L <port>Jt & »

(7) MR55: <service> u RABHR &£ TAH G B & 7E— L.

T2 — Web JIRZ5H) WSDL SCA B

<interface name="Pricelnterface">
<operation name="getPrice" pattern="http://www.w3org/ns/wsdl/in-out">
<input messagelLabel="getPriceRequest" element="tns: request"/>
<output messageLabel="getPriceResponse™ element="tns: response">
</operation>
</interface>
<binding name="PricelnterfaceHttpBinding"
interface="tns:Pricelnterface" Type="http://mww.w3.org/ns/wsdl/http">
</binding>

<service name="PriceService" interface="tns: Pricelnterface">
<endpoint name="PriceServiceHttpEndpoint"
Binding="tns: PricelnterHttpBinding"
Address="http://www.jtang.org/price"/>
</service>
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3. UDDL

T MRS S BERT R ul, —ANTCIEREH P R BB T 8 455 1) Web IR 45 2 A = XL
UDDIFRIE 1) B k2 3k — AN R A WU, D9 i 55 A R0 IR 4578 SR 3 S0 1l B 42
e 75 R 5518 P 3 50 7% 5 R B 3k 21 H AR5 . UDDI i1 Ariba. IBM. Microsoft 252 5
A H] T 2000 F3L[EEESL . H AT EHThiA & UDDI 3.0.2,

UDDI #yi B fE SR X e — AR 28 6. ISR MEE, adhill, A s
RERS TR HE IR S5 I MA, AT DR B O AT 0 IR 55 & A B~ & b, RS540 A& 7T LT fE
A 2R LT 7 IR S5 IR A R 55 i 445 2. UDDI 2T — &5 & 1 Tl Az
HE(EHE HTTP. XML, XML Schema & SOAP), & X —ANa] 22 B¢ T [H] Internet 1Py
FE 25 K AT Web Ak 55 HEERN M, JF4e H— R P14 1 SEIN | 35 1A .

UDDI i HTTP #8A SOAP #l 5 AR 546 & KRS He it BB . B, 5
SRt # 7 ZAE UDDI M OB 8 — MUK B SR SRR A SIS B 2R
J&, RS TR AL 7R FAA IR 55 SEIL ) [RINF, R FL 3R A 1 Al 55 4l ik 15 B & A1 21 UDDI iR 5%
FEM G 24 Web HRSSH5IA KA E] UDDI J&, 1Z AR5 R g it B =4 1 Al
SR o IRF5ERE 1L UDDI O IR B R R R DI REFT AR B R 5 ik, #3A8 (5 8
WIS ERE T a8 Ar A8 X — ¢ € [ IR %5, #£ UDDI #5 8 T IS5 K ¥ 5k
AR Z AV ST — P08 5 2R, IS5V K38 AT LA FH MR 55 ) il 55 iR A5
B IZRS

2.2 HERERIEH

AT ARSI T TAE BSR4 BRI, BRREEE . Skyline
ARL 7RSI o

221 B

JE RT3 (Saaty) ™ 48 AAE 20 40 70 AFEARSR I — R A . I &
P BAE AL R A NATTHE SE B 0 1 7 B O T, il | R AE S T 4 38
G IR PO 2B s s N AL Ay BN SIS 2 R e B TS N A5 v b Ak 2R A
R B Al IR AN Tl s T A B R 5 o T R A T i 5 5 o AE B R I ]
A, EEBRRREERE, mHASRR UEL, GERRAGEERR. Ji
HE B BT EVE R R BAL, DR AT R A 2R SR . SR IR T
VERR R T R 2 R SR A — R E B I R R S R A R B2 K
HIZ 2 LU AT R R 3R, g M R phe o S L S0 542 ) 5 7 18D 1) ) AR A — AN 5
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BUHITIE. NERKBERSIERER DR AU

1. FESLEIREE R

WA ERRERDE. — RN &z TEENRINE. &&EERRE
PRIA] ) H s B JE D S B PR TR & B S it 725, B R A R =
AWE HENZEE: RIRZERH TR ISR 7 R2%. GEANZaER R
ok 9 AN, AP E IR NE T TR

2. it okt L R

B N AHEEX S v oo X 0T HFR z 20 RN, BPEER X n ANE G E AR
zZ (AR BB . RATH I LR R & R “ EZE” Bk,

UM ANE R 5x,, HiESa, #mx 5x WEEEZ . Bamibis 119
BUREFE A= (), PRIERONHLERE. BRF o =1/a;, 3;>0, 1<i, j<n. a KA
FERSHEER N IE. BT RAST 1 20 ... 9 K% 12, 13, ... 19 {ENR
fE, HES?

X box, A RHEE EE O REE A E#E
a 1 3 5 7 9
FERFAER WA —NPAPRE, a; 720 HUE 2. 4. 6. 8.

3. — MR

AR RSN n A PR S DR 3R A L AR AT I — B0V, T s U R I e R @y 2
(] 2 T R OR R -

a; ®a; =3, 1<i,jk<n (2.1)
AR RSN A A, HSEREAN R B B SR A — D E B TR br . B X,
HIEZVESR R Ay w,, IARYE a Fom x; 5 x, FEZEEZ L, B

T, x Hx FEERZ R E X, 5 x FEZEEZ ROy x5 x, EEMEZ .

j-angfcagzaw, 1<i, j,k <n 2.2)
PRI A2 (2.1) BRSO ELERERE A — B0 RE . AR b b T N B9 B4R TS B AN TT ek
Fo At EPER T, —ORUE, A ORI oo U RE A AR — B,
BITT RSt ML a, ea, % ay o L, O5BURE RN LB A AT SOPERE.
BHEN—VITRER i v kIR UESE(2.0) &% BT, i o4 — Uk FE RHIE,
DA 38— Fofokar 56 4 o — SO 1) 58 7 9%

a

-11-



FE Web IRGFAHSCHOR S ELR LA

BEA R BUERE . R w, o K,

wooW Wy
W, W, w,
W, W W,
A - Wl W2 Wn
Wn Wn Wn
_VW_ W, Wn_
fezanis N NY=]
H ] A T ] DA 2
wooW Wy
W, W, W, A W
W, W Wo | |w, w,
[ ] =
Wl W2 Wn n
Wn Wn Wn Wn Wﬂ
LW, w, w, |

N RFERE A BURFEAE,  FO R REAE ) B (W, W)

=5z b, ATPAER: n BrEos ERERE A R —EUERE, MBEACY A R RFFIEE
e (B) =0 L, HFEEE A WERRRHEER AR A BT 80, HE A
AEA M, ATUAER A, (A >n, TH A, (A) 8K, A—3RE ™ E,
A (A XF L FIREAE ) B Y AR ELSE R X = {X, Xy, X, }7E A AR z AT G EL . 4

Cl = ﬂ’max (A)_n
n-1

Bt CIAE i & — A Wort HUARRE A A —BURRERIARIE, FR CI 9 — bk fEhs.

O ELEERE A BB KRFIEE A, (A) TR T, SXIFR A FAWH R — B
FHIXRE 5V T S — SR AN AR 1], S i R R b . 0% 3 th AP 34 Bl —
BPESRAR RIS LUERE A S BAT R I — k. PHBEHL— BUESR AR RI X
PEFF IR X T EE B n, BEHLRIE SO LLBRE A, Hera A 1.2, ... 9. 1/2, 173, ...
19 HREHLAMI] o IR A —BORA—ELH, BTS2 KT R 2 A (K KA AEL Y
FIIE A (), X

XF T 1-9 B oot EEERE A, §5 5 R/ 100~500 H)FAE, SEAEIR n 5 RUMETTT
n 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

Rl 0 0 058 090 112 124 132 141 145
4 CR=CI/RI, NI CR FOURENL—Ethtb =, WM CR A CI oy —Etk kg i

-12-
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I FHE . 2 CR < 0.1, WAy BS EE AR E AT 0 e i — B0, 705 D00 50 23 23 10 R et
PR A, B RIBFNHE K —SUE A . XN THE A R KRR A, (A) X5 B ERHIE
A& Y (AT AR, & 38 Y vl & ), HRA Y MisEfbmgy (%90 &
AR 1R &) Y kAT DA R & R 3R R A AL
FESER T, WA PR R R I7 R B A, AU BEARFAE 7] & A ALME
R HOH R A= (a,) 4
L mkirakzm =
< BT G 3R A 22%

FRU = (U, Uy, U ) I n AN X Xy~ s X BB B, B i n AN R
B FIRERIXT L

222 BRIGEEES

K PG RE B2 132 F TSR 240 B R0 30 437 oo PRI B 1 X= (X Xy X, ) T
O p ANMEFR, AT n WIS n 2H 2

X :(Xilaxizy"',xip) =12,---,n

FRIZ n DWIMHE 9 n ANFE . XIS, BN AT B p 4EZS R — A, n AMRE A 2L AR
p 4EZS [A]R) n AN r, FRATTE SR FH 25 a5 2 TR P B 0 SR i o 5 A o TR O S AR . = (2.3)
B, R IRER B A 3

A%, %,) =13 (% X, @3)

TESEPRIG O, AR Z WA —E IR AR, WISl —MUE R (Th R/
Z AN 1, HECNIE) RAZIEV 5 250, FNEER R ERERIAE, HHERRKIK
PR B an=0(2.4) FaR -

A%, %) =[3 W % )T 24

2.2.3 Skyline

Slyline 755 & B Borzsonyi ™" "4 A $i H 9 F T- 88l FE A w ARG K 772, BB
JZ N T 2 ARMER R . BRI TR, £E Skyline Hhas Hi A 2 4 e M B mi 2 T8
HISCHE R A Skyline SR G HIMES: . AHMIH, AS45 H P> Web JIR 55 22 1] (9 S HE 5% Z AT
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Skyline A 555 & HIE X .

EX 2.1 FERER: #S=1{s,5,, 5, & MLE mA Web IR HIEE, FMIKR
SR—ABA n GRS R ER RS, = {04,050y, o BI 0 2558 8] i — N HE .
XHTHRSS s Al s, 1) n JEARSS R A& P AR S — 4ERSS R, 39 g, RMEDL T B0 45
Fq,, BEEEDS 4IRS R g, T, WARs, ZATs, . iR =, Hofies
FRTIRR

SEX 2.2 Skyline FRES&EA: 1E Web RS, T ApE L B —ANARSS BT SC L)
IR S5 F R S &2 Skyline RS54 -

224 PIFEEE

Fi T4 S (Particle Swarm Optimization, PSO)J& 5Tt & 284 £ 47 7%,
F 1995 4 Kennedy 18 - f1 Eberhart 18 - 3t [5] $2 1 1 — Fb 2L T B 27 58 (Swarm
Intelligence) 75 % ()34 11 5 (evolutionary computation) B AR ™™ . 518 A% H i AH L8, PSO
FIRALE TR 5558, RN XCERZMEGRE 5, BEGREmAR, Es TR
R o B BRI N BEN LR &, B IEA SRR, 85 3 BB SR PR AR
R, (R E A L FIE A SO 4, T e B B 4 i 2= 3 A (e ok
HAeRRAAE. B 1998 FELLK, |EEE b 1T 555 2 N E Frae R &0 B2 TR T B
VAL T 18, T 2003 4571 3 [ B3R e 4R 2547 1 1 i |EEE BE Y Re it 23 A1 2005
CEAE S B INRIAR JE 24T I 55— IEEE BER REWFGT 25, WK PSO Sk R U4 17— A
BRI R, R RS AR DU AR AR 2 A R R AR R

RLF- BRI A SR (8] SR R P A AR Y, SORIAE B AR R 25 RID A /AT, @
PR PP AYORL IR (T EME 5 5 4= A IO BE AR e 3 SO0 R ™™ PSOHR, MR AL 1) K
TEAERAL R B A AR R 2 B — UK 1, FrA R #0A — > B H br bR 200 e & B
(fitness value), FFANRLFIEA —ANI8 R woE B ATTH) AT 7 AR &5 o S8 5 kil i B 4
AT AR FAE MR 2 (R R 2R . PSOWIUR L A —BEREN LR T (BEALE), 285 8%k
B . T UOERT, Rl R “RE” REHE . — RN TAS
124 RIEF BN IRAAEXS R B, XML ER AR MR EMER s 55— MEEA
MR H AT B A B R e AL B, XM B R A R AEALE Py o BB MR T
[l A B AT

Vit+D) =weV(t) +c er o (R (1) - X; (1)) +C, o1, o (R, (1) — X;(1)) (2.5)

X (t+1) = X. (t) + V. (t) (2.6)

-14-
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Horr: Vit +) ik 1 28 MR sE B V() kT B AR sE s o AN
C, AIME W, W H AE[0,2] 2 B BUE ;A 1, J9(0,1) 2 18] B 75 > A EL A 57 6 Bl AL B
B b7 RS S FER PR A — €V Z N, BTV, €V Vimd s Xi €[ Xy X o 195
PR 7 IR B K IR SR R . w oy b — AORE 3 19 33 5 50t T 2 A AORE 7 38 )5
S AL E . w R R

we=w_ — Ve = Win  jtor (2.7)
iter,

How o Wo, 7051 9T GG I A RTES AR OB s iter, , 9B RIEACIREL, iter
N FEAR RS — B w,,, =09, w,, =04. SHH &R E R AT

2 [56-57]
rE °

FEAR R RE T, XA AL B 1E MAE AW AT PR . R 2 AL E &
RAEDE T E 5 Z A B e it i) Fi A 0 B D3 RN, R =4 i 2 BLAE D920kt 1 (19 )= B
HEALE P R, Zhr HAi e & RS MAE T T2 R AL B G N AR, KR 7
A BIRG e RRAEN E P, . PSO FIERA AT R IWHIT AT,
HIFE TR — SRR AR v, MRS ENBA A, RN B E RN, 2
ARG R AR B, T IE R R . A QR5) TR0 weV (1), £
E S HIBE; B HE 0 c e e (P(t)— X, (1) & X AR B INJI 45 5 = #4
C, o1, o (P, (1) — X, (1)) RRFARAIINEIFR 73 o T =AM 70 22 [ B AH EL P87 A0 o 2 g Bk
MIEENERE. T8 7R AR 2 PP OUACE BN, BRI R — RS
KA RE L.

23 AEB/NG

ARTENE T Web 55 HIR R BLEASCRIE T AR R EAR 2R Ath AR . Horr, Web
JR 55 FH AR LG Web il 55 1€ SCARF £ Web JIR 55 44 5 2244 F1 Web il 55 1 G 8 1
AR ASCWEIE TAR B R SR FRBAE R O ik BRIRERES . Skyline AL T HES%,
N J BT AR K SRR T
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B8 ETHEENERMURFEETE

TER =T REAH I B AR SS ILAZ S EREE T, T RS =) Web iR 55 1% BE Ak
NIE TR A (A AR A5 e B v AR ) B 2R SRR AR D A IR 45 (1 SR
HRA—A, HNIHLEE A E MRS . RINIE Web RGBT T, [F—K %7l /8
TR R RIEE R Z ARG R, IRESIERE XIS 1 QoS R n] FEA LA [H
A W 5 AR 55 R VR F SRR B A, T B AT AR, e R S i T =
PALR A A AN E B B2 R, FILEE SRS R A S ERE s
HRE ISR ANE B MR RS, 102 50 BT A 1 SR 7R B A bk 21 5 K AR
A& I 2 U ) 2 e KA 75 2K

H T2 Internet 4% _E B — i %I 1) Web AR 55 AN EORIR 451 SR & M E L8t &
SRICVERAT 2 B A SR il o SRTT, 7E—/N 58 B RS IR 55 R 58 T 5 — B 22 g il 25 £t
TR RFEHEREEN, SR RNRSEFRG T, B, RAEULE
Wk RS X B, 2 & WA IR S5 IR 5E T B ZIAEAE N AN RS TR AL F0 M Al
S5 R EE T ) Web IS5 4 R s g 438 il B, I I o 284 1) AR 5536 3 5 40 1 77 =X

REFEFFHZ R AT R E G & RS T QoS R IE S RAERHEE, ¥
TSR, WEHGAWERE, R TEAWEEIT 0-1 B, B4Rk
RS AR S IR PR . fe, I B SRE, BRI R R

3.1 #T QoS B R M FEHELR

WA AR 5 PR, 18 SR X A R 55 I 7 SR T2 ik, et i SR Z R ) QoS
aKs RS QoS EANAAALE), HASEEIRAT WA Fit, BEFREREERE W
QoS TR T H Hofl ey, SO A It S SR I BE T i 55 QoS I (S &, FFITFN HAF
2, DA A 1 SR & R I IR 55 ik 4%

AREHEH PR RS IEFHER G F EAE 3NS5 M. RSERE . RS
e DL R AR T QoS FE B IF PN RSB A E S PR 2 R IR 5 1E £ 1) QoS & HE L,
AHELE S HI 71 R 45 (1) OGSA ZEMAeZs, Wl LIMfEH 2 FE BN RIS " o AELLIE &
WA X Rl VG A EE, TEARSS1E KRG B IE A WA RS 2 mr, B E O oy AR 22,
NG RE AR AIRSS . FET QoS M IR 5 I BFAESE aI & 3.1 Fi7n. QoS Registry
FESZ RS TE WA & AT s User Feedback Collection 232 3K [ FH 7 o BT i FH IR 55 1) S it
#r, RS QoS HIHEHHHRALKHE: QoS Monitor W42 AR 55 B FH L RS, A6 003 FH ISk £ AR
%% QoS %#fi; Service Reputation Evaluation FR 4 W I 2 (1 Ak 45 QoS Fidis A1 H 7 it i)
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B TR RN T

QoS PEA HiHfs i 5 Ik 55 145 25 & ; Service Distribution AR 4 55 QoS £k A1k 551 3k QoS
i SR AE , NPT R 5535 3R 38 BT & F P /5 SR IR 5%, 15 22 R DA AR 55 0 BC s

/ Sevice QoS Center \ O

User

— - QoS Registry Feedback
Collection

U dnoJB Jspinoid
u dnoJB sasanbay

i —| Service Distribution —

| QoS Monitor

— Service Trust Evaluation

\ /

T dnoub Japiroid

OOO0QQ) -
A

‘O O O‘ cee

T dnouf saisenbay

3.1 E:F QoS Y P A 55 e FEHE L

Fig. 3.1 Grid service selection framework based on QoS

QoS FHFLIThAEEIE: (1) HAZMSIRME N QoS 1M (2) WMk SSIEKRE
) QoS fedst: (3) MRSFHATIEFEMT QoS 5 2 H%: (4) QoS HIiHE S5 nHic: (5) Mk
S5 G VA o

ZHEZRL B AT LA R e 5518 SR B TR SREE AN T e AR 55 (10 Ak 55 368 5 1)L, g ) DASiE B
[ — IR 221 22 A R 5518 SR T SREEM D RE AR 55 1 A 55 8 5% 1)

32 MIREARFH) QoS THHEE

U 25 QS ML AL QoS EF I Lo R 45 B R it T R M AN 1 4 51
19 BRI 0 AR5 FORAT R IR 0507 A I, ELBAS 1L, (R0 T 4R 2
BRI FIRT, A QoS (LINHIBERE, SKI TSI I QoS fi.

P& AR 55 ws 1) QoS B A (3.1) BEAT 157«

QoS(ws)=Zn:vviqi,ﬁﬂljzn:vvi =1 (3.1)

Kb, o BB AN ESE, WIRHPATRE Time(IR 55 BIHAT I 18] 5% MR 5518 3R A
BRI R AR 18 I TR ISR ) SAAT 1A% Price(k 55 BISRAT O A% A2 FL 7 1 AR 5%

ws 75 AT 3 ) AT Availability (AR 55 DRI A2 ik 9546 — 5 I 18] P9 AT H %)
FEEE Reliability (i 5% (T FEVE 2 Ik 55 BE LA TR Bt & B i ik 55 s, RSS2l 76
JRA B S OB AR o AR 55 B 2> B AR T e 0w, AR S,
S ERAH RS S AT R, AR T PGS P oL A5 T RIRATIR TR) S fr A
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AT R w ORI, AR QoS TR,
3.3 MRS ERMARSIERE

NTRANR FHAS [F) 5 7720 QoS FebR 2 M ZE S5, B4 QoS i 2 J& 1 1) At it
ATIH—fL b3, eI E R I[0,1] 2 18], EMKEARE QoS ilf. AT R X
R[4 (A% 22728 7772555 QoS it = J 1 At iE AT 0 — b Ak 3 . AX(B.2)H T4 6
JE (AR, FREAE, Blan: $ATE R, A(3.3)H F A IE B (UE K,
SRR, Flan: AR o X T E B ZIEE N AN EEE, M ANERE, B N MRS
[ IEf QoS 73 &l A (3.2)~ (3.3)HATIH—fhib3H, RF] N ANIRS B4 QoS ]
. FFE, A MAHPIERFIRBGT T QoS HIER, HETIH— AL,

qmax — qi

! If qmax - qmin # 0

Vi = Omex ~ Yimin (32)
1’ If qmax - qmin = O
m,"’ qmax _qmin 0

Vi = Omex ~ Yimin (33)
1’ If qmax - qmin = O

Hrr, g fv, 05N EEA QoS JEMHEEIE I — b 2 BT Z JG E, Qe A 0y, 70 N
RBEMEATAEIERRRR. BME. NAAFE T, B REE R 0 EE SO 0.1,
AR E JF TR 1) QoS {H ¥ &t ArHE AL A FE 2 J5 (I{H

R PR IE PR L FE RS AEThRE T R, BIARSS QoS FMEE R, ARFEEE
[I3K75 2 WOCHR[66] /1 77k [RIEARSS QoS AfE 25 B 1154 Web AR 554241 AR 451
K Z B S UCE PN 4EhR . T HTE R E XRS5 1) QoS i 5 B 5 MR 2545 25 1 s
BE, BoHEAER, WHGAWEE, BT El T o-1 BN, rail
SR IR 2 R KA, B AT A3 21 RS AR 45 3858 T 4 )= e I R 55 e B 1 45

SEX 31 WBRE: NPROEF IR IR IR E FRIFEE . #lan: A R4
JREAE N a, BiERMBREME A b, W B X A FHEER ab.

331 REFEFEWNEZFERBLZAWRENITE

EREXT QoS W E EIVEE, WiERE i X QoS MHARTHRRAR =(a,.0,.05.0,) »
PRAUEE j SR QoS AP =(p,y, Ppy. Py Pyy) » QOS DU 75 3 IAREE s AT IS [R]
ks TSN, R 4 DB ERRXT QoS i e BEHEAT P E -

Stepl: H 7 XIANE QoS 735 i 4F
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MR 17 3R 35 0 %54 QoS BIFR K, 115 H QoS Wi I EW, o MELANERE A kK
325 4E QoS HIWLT, IXFERT LI A 8 ) 1) @] B4k . DRI SR X 25 4E QoS AN Ak
i, RHERSITEREAR, R M7 AR e @O LR . XHE R 1, A5 2Rk
X ECE R A BT
Gy da O G|

Q: Jiz Qiz Qs
A—| 92 Cdiz2 Gz Qs

J: Gz Gz Qs
LQiz iz Uiz Qis |

Hrha,=q,/q,, BIFRRXERE |, RESBEXS RS MG EZEZ A a, - B,
VR B — B B (G T L SCHR[67]) . X EEFERE A i REFIERR A A =4, XN %E

FEWMEN (A, Gy Gy O,) » H— SR IREF I W, = (W, w,,w,,w, )" s Fodrw, ATHE T

4
W, = 0, /Zqij (3.4)
j=1

WL )R, ATANE4E QoS W KRFE i MEEVE. HRIFERI 7L, ARG A4E
QoS X} - HAth i SR 1 HE E A

Step2: i€ [Fl—i5 K& i 0 &R IEE T —4E QoS B M

XFT IR —iERE | AR RS j, 4RO 215 R %4k QoS R BR IR N
W[5 P AR X RITE SR I AL, B (P /0y, Py, /Gy Py /Gy Py 1 G) o HF MM GER XS
K& T LA A A ERE B, , -

Step3: HiEIHRE | X HHEHEFH QoS i E L

A Cy NIERF | WS IRMEE R ERE, MC, =BxW, .

Stepd: FH(2), )W, %M Step3 K714 %'Jj?tﬂﬁﬂmaj?%ﬂ%ﬁ{ﬁ%m%
B RE. BREHHEEREC,, -, Cy,--Cy, LA AR M AMERE X N AR
HEE ) QoS W R EAEE D, =(C),,---,CL,---,Cl,) o

X QoS HIHEEEVFE 2 G, IR ALE EE I R E . BUSZ B (A R iR
PEE B R BN 1, W H A A R — AN PRI A5 25 B A 5 A KA 25 BE B U B AR i
HEE QoS 15 B Il =%

YIRS QoS FUEZE MRV E LG, HaTHE H S E R E X &AL 2R G0
B, ¥ r N QoS HEEMELG RE, X r=1 i, F/R QoS HiE%F%EE, Hr
PRI AE AR 445 1 SR & 0B B E RN AT AL E I « £56 T R E Q, =QoS i e JE+E Bl B &
xr, B 3B L 0T 818 SR I 25 G i B BEHE FE Q.
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332 ZERMARFEEER REE

BeARIEE BRSO 0-1 FFE N X, x, R H)TE.

_ {1 FMNIRSS B4R SR S5 R
V0 IR RATEL EIIRS R

TEIEF A, RIFRMEHEAR GRS, WML G E R K. A
FORFILFE MG, S N R e A .

N M
maX=ZZXuQu
i=1 j=1
M
0<> x,<1 i=1---,N
st. =
ZN:xijzl 1=1---M
i=1

4

(3.5)

(3.6)

S x, IR, BASERERE X BRI e B 07 56« ARIE TS I S Uik £ 05 %,
[FIE SR R SR EREAT — IR ELB, A AR R SR T ade i) I 55 A A2 LAt e L 7 SR I
FATAA AL 2 RARAAEIE K E FIFERES 1S RIIR ST, 155K I 2438 H PR AIREDR

MR L3 B A% AR 55 A8 2 R A AR S5 e A, 2 Hh SRR R

Algorithm  Global optimal service selection based on grid service environment

Input: QoS // QoS of grid service and QoS requirement of request

Output: X // Scheme of grid services global optimal selection

Begin

1. new_QoS=standardization(QoS); //standardize the value of QoS with equation (3.2) and (3.3)

2. W=preference (new_QoS); // Calculate preference for each service request with equation (3.4)

3 .D=satifaction(new_QoS, W); // Calculate QoS satisfaction from each provider to each request

4. s_reputation=reputation_satisfaction(reputation) // Calculate reputation satisfaction for each request
5. Q=D+s_reputation*r // Calculate integrated satisfaction for each provider with each request

6. X=LP(Q); //solve 0-1 integer linear programming model

End

K 3.2 AR AR ST IA R T (42 JR A AR 55 1k B 51k

Fig. 3.2 Global optimal service selection algorithm based on grid service environment

333 &RMNRFEFRENT R

3.3.2 TP IR A K SRR R B — DRSS AE A — I 2 RR S+ —MiE K. sk
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Wi, A48 Web RS 2 &M HAT, BIVTEIER RS T2 /MR, Kk, FEXf 3.3.2 7
R AT B . XTI 2R FE AT HT Web RS, B35 il i) 20 o 45418 e pi
TRE.HEIH],

M
0<> x; <T(ws)-C(ws) i=L1---,N
st = (3.7)
N
injzl ji=1---\M
i=1

Hrb, T(ws;) Rk 55 ws; %%ﬂlﬁlﬁﬂ&%?ﬂw&) MER, C(ws;) FIk5s ws, 4
AT IEAR 45T C(ws,) MK i—iZ(I’(Wsi)—C(Wsi)) >M W, TR R 5518 SR L SR
R, SehRi o, RS 28 S EEHE R 08 KR S5 fiE F7, LASHE A2 SRR I vp AR 55K i

3.4 {HESEL KA

AR TG SR FH T QoS BT R . FR AL (1 QoS FUEZFAEIX 3 A2 Mmaia k7 Fl4i
PEE A2 MR ER, KiERE X QoS MIF: KL MM I m e &, AL 1) QoS
FIE 28 P 2 A DR I D R, Ao I A 15 7 BT WA o ABEZRY PhoRh S P R 00 AT 23T
HSH s B n] LIRS SC b 75 B — 8 B, B2 H A o 1) 3 ks P AT S P o 9 HL
Btk s 54T, B —EREA . WETE LA, SRR ER AR EOR R PARAE
X AREH 0 B 1, SRIMTiZ 7B a8 ) 1R s fan 1) R R R 1 0L . R, BIVEEANER M1, d%
PRI 0 B 1o 2 MEMRIBAY AT DUAE B Lingo B J5 EMEAT SR, JRAE BRI
BERTREAR K. AESEPRIAE T, BHXF N BOK, 11 M AHRTEMEDL, 7T DLESK AT VR IR B
— U QoS FZE I Web AR%5, TR HE/ QoS BT MRS (LR, LA/ N 1E, $mEE
BURMRIICR . 18T — A0 L2 2R FH % BARTE Skyline ARS54E & v AT IR 55 4%
77v% . R CA— AN PR U A R R A 2 . A 5 MRS IR 3 ME R
HIIRE TR, EN1H QoS MASEE N 3.1 fin, MREERMTARS QoS M kin#k
3.2 iR

3.1 Web Alz45 1 QoS
Tab. 3.1 QoS and reputation of Web services
Time Cost Availability Reliability Reputation

ws; 10 500 1 0.9 0.7
ws, 15 100 0.8 0.7 0.6
WS3 5 200 0.6 0.8 0.8
ws, 20 300 0.9 1 0.9
wss 15 200 0.7 0.6 0.8
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* 3.2 55K QoS K
Tab. 3.2 QoS demand of service requests
Time Cost Availability Reliability

rn 15 200 1 0.9
r, 20 200 0.8 0.7
rs 15 300 0.7 0.8

¥4 QoS MHEATFRUEILIS, L r=1, UM 3.3.0. 3.3.2 ¥ iyt % 4 4t th 4 s
PR x,=x, =%, =1, Hiftx 0. M EMHITALUED, FbnssREes 3 M
SRR AE TR, VLU0 R, RERS WU P 2R QoS K.

35 AE/NG

A AR H AT AR S5 1 FE AR FORE S P PR AR 55 328 3 () ARUREAT A R PR ) o i, A5 H SR A2
BN R WU VA T RAEN . SR Web ARk 55 4RI IEEAR A, filt o WS R 55
BN [F) I ZIAF AR 22 AR S5 4R 5 AN 22 IR 551 SR IO AR S5 38 3 [ L, s SR I A SR
XU A i BT BE AR _EAZBI0AL o A JZE U Mride it B s SR8 X 45 iR 55 80 QoS i
BEESRSHERREE, KAk, tHRHIRSNERGHEE, JFETEE
BEAT 0-1 BAI, @7 R LR M o5 i i, SRS B S H IS, ok
ARG A 2 o SLIG 25 R WA TR B A B 1 s PR AN 2 - % & 52 A )
FERT LR A T FAR T DA Ge v H IR 5 3 B3 A0 I 251 SR 38 B (M AR b U &5 e B 15,
PAZIAEE T IR S5 I LA L
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BRI B
BE ETILEERERILIRS &%

FEREAIL Web IRSGIAFTEFIIAETT,  [F— I %175 3K B R0 Dy R Ak 55 1 IR 5538 5K
AIREEEZAS, SRR R RN Web IR 55 1% B0 70T A0 — AN il . IXARNY
FEAE WA IR S5 PR EE S AEAE IR A, 75— Web RS I5 T T thR AR 157 12, il
FET B E R, AT T A Web AR 45 _ETT 2. B Web IR 45 ¥ UERI 2RI F
AR, THATEEARRR . 55 = R EIERE WA R BT T R B R, g2
PR T HE— %) Web IR 55 0 8P4 1) 2, H R DA B T 14D 4 2% 8 B2 U ) o
BRI SEbr b, MWKERMAERE, H—ZIFTH PR E A — e IR RS FE
AR RS, TRk A E R 2 R LIRSS, (1B LLEER A, N
T A I 8] SR T AT A8 B8 22 1 IR 551 SR A3 210 /2« AR F A A A7 AL Euclidean #H 2115 Web
25 o -1 SR 5 1) e (B DL FE) £ Web ik 25 0618 K & UL L 2 AR, MRS58 3K
B MR S5 f3t 28 X7 1R A B2 AN I T ) 1 PR 2% 18 Web IR 2% 6 B 17) L, I O-1 #E &5
RIS A R AR B, IF4h5 -G Sebrde B s A T AT I A ok 2 ph R IR 5578 SR 1) & R Ak
% B2 GOSSMR (Global optimal Web service selection for multiple requests), 1## % 1
Web iz 55 1% 3K 75 K45 2135 /20 XOR FTREATR B8 55U, DRUE TR A& 3R A, 8 4 7 28k i)
BIRRAE, femRarEae. NIk EmEIEIRE, AR3CET Skyline 177754 GOSSMR i
7, $RH Skyline GOSSMR ik . FRARMGIE RS IR, $R SR MPAT R, IF
ST ENERIN A IR T e, I 0T B S, PR AP SRR AT R, IR A
TR RTAT A RO

4.1 ZETF QoS ML H K Web IR IEHEHEL

Web M85, 155K X Web 55 I 7 5R TAE 734k, MR K& ZFEPER) QoS 7
R RIS T SR, RS QoS AN, AR EINA A 1
Fio [HUL, 20 SR AN R iR 55 1) QoS Bl fs B, PPN HLEE, DN RS
SRR 55 L FE AR -

AN FEPEH AR S5 P2 b B 3 Mt RS RFE . RS- Ll At
Web Il 5518 % ()L £ &% Selector. R 5517 3K & 218 KA Web AR50 5 ARS51R 0L
ettt Web IR 25 I BLRIFT, & SCBLEAARR) Web RS BRI HFET, FF5 Web fikR%5 &A1 2k
SUEM T, BEARSSIERE MM s BRI RE MRS IR BT, s KRB R Ot = 1
M55« AHESEIE T A 5206 S 501 Web RS RS, Web RS54 LUBE T P IR R
ARS8 KA G T B . AR, RGO IE R E S 2R s e, mA
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EIE T ILRCRE R 4R IR IR 95k FE TR

el EH ORGSR, T QoS B Web Ik 51k #E B AAHESR N 18] 4.1 P

m

< WS

S < Web
S Selector search services
- i

g engine

QoS
monitor

WS requests I
Resulll TRequesl

@ Web service requesters 6

4.1 3T QoS ) Web AR 55k #HESE
Fig. 4.1 Web service selection framework based on QoS

HEE S r [ B9 A7 Web B 55 M G {5 B ATE k& 15 5., B P 945 B - WS search
engine BB I RIS, HHANEIRZE. Hil, 240 REKGT 6000 £
MRS BEERFALH . H—J71, 3 RF 0] LA SR ETFR I Web k55 B0 IHE K
F{5E; Composition FICHATTIRSS A S, NiERERAE T IN=EE L FE; Evaluation
JUICEE K F B SR 1) )15t QoS monitor Y IISK H Web AR 25 1 A 14 . £ MERE 1A
Selector 5175 & Hi1# 3K , Selector 5078 £ 4 A b 25 #0056 /2 15 3K & DI Re 75 SR 10 IR 55 B &
M55, FHARTE Web fIRZ5 1) QoS 15 AN IR 451 3K (1) 75 3R A5 B AT UL AC, e 42 Js IR 55 i
PRAEE, % HICE RIS FIRFIAIERE . ZRERE: QoS KA. QoS MkrHElL.
QoS T4k LL K il sk I mi it 54k, il 4.2 Fion oA Selector FTAL & HIRIAE . 175k & 1
WEIWUE, TFaR RS ER, RS AAEREF, QoS monitor H 6l Ak 45 F
HIE O EREWBIRSIR SR, i 25, HREATREN &R RS, X
BT FH O IR 53347 DA, Evaluation B G RFISCER AL EE Sk B 75 SR8 5o IR 25 B PP 28

QoS computing

lobal optimal i
QoS Globa | optimal service QoS
- selection for multiple .
normalization . quantization
SErvice requests

!

User preference

4.2 \Web R 55 i Fe it Peds

Fig. 4.2 Web service selector
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4.2 Web A% QoS THREAER

Web [ 1) QoS I HL 3R 4 1 B AR R ISR A SR R R 5 7
BRI SRR, A, AT &R R B M, 4
RF5 QoS fHIHTHEE, fi5% Web BRI QoS P57k, KISt Web FR55 0 QoS
fiL. Web 5119 QoS fHLFT1(4.1) A s 7 i1 5

QoS (ws) =D wg,, > w, =1 (41)

X, o B2 | MRES R, GIEHATIN Price. $UATITA] Time. ] A £ Availability.
AEEME Reliability 11525 Reputation (FITH 15 3K # %% Web IR 55 VFAN T 3518) . Web
R 55 1 o1 B Jy B AN PR T IX 287 T, H A B E H A 2 RS S PR IG DLk AT i R B4, A
B HABEEREFHPX AT W RZR s ENBUE, 9% QoS FRitH kG . IE
EEIE R E X Web 5515 255 PRI AR, A5 Bk R BRI P15 S N (IR 4
0 —f 2}, WNEUE NS, 4, 3, 2F. FERE], TERE A RO 0 HUSE iz
RT3 SRR MU, RIS R XS Web A28 (145 2 F2 B PR AR — T B S BUE SR E )
KIS, (EHMEERR G I —Z A e 5w s A L /DB . Yk, MR Sebrif i
H Al K BT 174 A 5K I v

0 :{[1+a(x—[)’)‘2]‘l, 1<x<3

(4.2)
alnx+b, 3<x<5

Hrh o pabNfiEwEH. 2 16)=1, (3)=08, f(1)=0.01, AJEHEHIFHEENEL
85{1,0.9126,0.8,0.5245}. =L J5, WA IERE XS Web AR5 IVEA K418, HP
1% Web RS E2EE . TE 220 Web RS 283 Fr, BRI QoS it A=,
(4.1)#ATIEIEA:

QOS(WS)z(l—a)iV\/iqi +a Tep, ﬁtﬁiwi =10<a<1 (4.3)

i=1 i=1

A, rep REEEE, S8 o FRIERFEX Web RS EEHEMBERZER, HIUER
EMRYEE KA XHEE LR TR M E . Pl Ma=1/21, FrHAb QoS MLZL&AM

O ATE S
43 &R Web 5L

Web AR S5 iEFESLR Fg— Ak el &, B -—ZLThREAH R sAH L Web AR 45 Hhik
PEMERE AL Web RS . T R —B ZI4A7E N /> Web IRSS M AN R &5 H0 Web IR
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SSRFER R, AT R, Web ARk 5515 R #E X Web 5511 QoS 75 K& A,
PRI 75 AR H 15 5K 1 QoS i i R ILFE A5 3E 1) Web 55

4.3.1 QoS bt BAmITFHITHE

KH 4.2 FH TR Web RS QoS BiT, K5 Web R4 QoS it k4 KA QoS
BRI — 5 iR R, B | A Web BRESHRHGERT Web k% Hcs s cs 9 QoS 9
P =Py Pio. Pior P TP 5 5B J MERE AT, 1, 1 QoS HRNR, =(0,,,4,,,9,,.9,,, TEP;) o
IR SR AN [A B 73R QoS FRARZ I 2 5%, 7 M QoS IR B Mk Kl k47 1
AR, B EATHME R BI[0,0]:2 191, QoS i K F < AR 55 R B AT o A RT3
WR[A]7 9 B 22 A5 T 0 QoS i I M AU K E AT 1 — 4K AL FE (AL 3.3 45) . QoS %K
WR—2 )5, %4 QoS i1 Ar A TR, Ml HH AR (4.4)HH 5 r 4 QoS sk
O A W, = (w, ) e

4
Wie = U / quk (4.4)
k=1

432 ILEEEHHHE

AR EAG Sy A P R FEE R EAR, K 5 4 QoS MR AR S N 4ERS(A], 5
2k ) ALY T e U 2SR QoS /SR Web AR 55 VLAC [ R Ay 5xt 2
[FI FF) B 0 1) . A B ZEAR 45 Euclidean P 88 & )5 v R B 2 A INBUE, &
PAAN [ B 2 [ AR B2, DAL Web JIR S5 A0 K3 75 K O ULBC B2, (&8RRIt
FCEE R . nX(4.5), dis(cs,,r;) & cs, Al Z IR AGULRLEE o 1 DL RC T SR AL ]
T AR K 7€ QoS HIRAE /K, LTI 21 K& X QoS Iy K. THEAGH R
BN S et cs; 55 Z AT VE RO RE PR BT, DL HCRE B o

4 4
dis(ws;, ;) = \/(1—a)2wjk (Py — ;) +a(rep, —rep,)?, i w, =1,0<a<l (4.5)
k=1 k=1

AT T BRI R A B 776 € SCULECRE , SRTIZ 7 VAN X 40 A0 RV BB A “ 56l
K75 “RE” WABHEAIAR. Kk, EFXHZUCH AR, X UGELE R TS B
1E . X 5 #H [R] VLC R F A 1 “ﬂi\“ﬂ%’: 5 CRE RS AL R, AR A(G)THEIL
FLRE 2 R, SedtAT . ¥ A=0-a)D w,(p, —0q,)+a(rep —rep,), # A<0, FRAiHL
FRERER, WA dis(ws, 1) = Maxs Maxch—MRECRIE: B, 1 (E)is
dis(ws;,r;) HIME. w430, NTHEBITH “FR" 5 “Rok” HK. &N, &
TEAX FI RSS2 52 i R P oK 10, B A>0; FECKX RS & 5e AN 2 - 7k
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11, BIH A<0; TIACTEBRICTH X AR SS & 5B o e F P 75 k1, BEA A> 0 RS,
HE A<OIRS . EBRICKXH RS, T A>08RS, A NIRSAEFEAR 2 i
AR R

N

o
©
a

T T T T
L B QoS of Requirement
® QoS of Web Service

o
S w 2
o o1 w©
T T
L)
L)
L]
L)
[ ]

e
~ ¢
o

T

Reliability

o
S o 2
o o N
T T
L]
L ]
[ ]
[ ]

s
3
o

o
o
T

L L L L L L L L
5 0.55 0.6 0.65 0.7 0.75 0.8 0.85 0.9 0.95 1
Availability

43 “HERFOLUTH “RIRT 5 R K
Fig. 4.3 Situation of “surplus” and “deficiency”

433 ERAIRFEFEE R H %

BUH N> Web fk 55594 T2 W, A M AIRSSERIETERIZIMN S . AR EZ T
THRE T RGN AL, LI BTIRFERAL, T Web AR5 0158 K& HEAT & B,
Py R R LB R ok, BIREE 2 AR /e e Web iR 5518 #E15 DLHY 0-1 45

HX, x RHPITEE
L OIS R R RS R
"0 SIS RSB S A RS i R

LS B Z A/ N BRI SRE L DRSS, BRI £

.
N M
min = > x;dis(ws,, ;) (4.6)
il j-1
0=3 % <T(Ws)-C(ws) i=1-N @)
sty
2% =1 i=1---M

Hr, T(wsi)i%/%ﬂ&%wsi?%ﬂlﬁlﬁﬁﬁfﬁéé‘T(wsi)/l\i%ﬁ?, C(ws;) F MRS s, 4TIk
M55 T Cws)) MR 29D (T (ws;)—C(ws;)) =M I, TS IR 554 SR A5 17 R 55 -
B« B, SERE X B TSRS (AR Web IR 5 16477 % -

MR 3R Web 45 P58 R A R IE R, 51 H Web Ik%s & R £ 5H0E
GOSSMR, HEZEHRIE 4.4 Fios:
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Algorithm GOSSMR
Input: QoS // QoS of Web service and QoS demand of request

Output: X // Policy of global optimal Web service selection
1. rep=f(Rep); // quantization of reputation grades

2. normalization(QoS); // normalize the values of QoS

3. W=preference (QoS_r); // calculate preferences with (6)
4. fori=1:N, j=1:M // N Web services and M requests

5. ifA<0

6. dis=Max;

7. else dis=distance(QoS_ws_i, QoS_r_j); // calculate distances with (7)
8. endif

9. end for

10. X=LP(DIS); //0-1 integral linear programming model; DIS is the matrix of distance
4.4 B GOSSMR
Fig. 4.4 GOSSMR algorithm

IR B 2 2R L O(NY(N—M)Y o ZRTMT,  0-1 FEHCHR Il jL 70 2509 NP X 7]
A R R A, RMER BRI, SRt SRR ik, #t—DimEsi
ERATAT R SEPREEE, FEXE N>>M OIS DL, RIESK AR AT IR i B R 55 T R AR
f¥) Web i35, OrBE 2% ECRER) H QoS Bk 1) Web Ak 55, LA/ N MR, FEARSFVARIN
RIRIRZ, B, w2 MOCER[27,43-441 00757k, RAEAPATAT FAR IR 55 Bir SR A Ak 55
ErhikdEMss, RIRAE Skyline k558 & L FEARST, AT RBRARAFIE AR S5 R, 5%
T SCHC B T WL SCRR[27,43-44], 25— UK Skyline Ak 55 80K >, AT LAAEF T B9
55 K 2k Skyline AR 555 &, FHEIX ISR FITRAG 1) Skyline 55 86 & b 4T il 5% ik
¥, WA 4.5 Pos oy “HERE DL R SRR Skyline Bk 555 & 1T

A

Cost

A 4

Response time
45 YRR SRR Skyline (14511
Fig. 4.5 An example of solving Skyline twice

WUL2EHE, T2 R Skyline IRESEA, EHEIHE M TERMEE . X Pt %k
HFHLE GOSSMR Sk K AR Skyline R4 A WIS IRRIT], ARF il B IEN
Skyline GOSSMR, HEVEFIAUIE 4.6 Fis .
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Algorithm Skyline GOSSMR
Input: QoS // QoS of Web service and QoS demand of request
Output: X // Policy of Web services global optimal selection

. rep=f(Rep); // quantization of reputation grade
. normalization(QoS); // normalize the value of QoS
CifN>=k*M  // that is N>>M

skyline(QoS_ws); //solve the skyline

.end if

. W=preference (QoS_r); // calculate preference with (6)

fori=1:N, j=1:M // N Web services and M requests

if A<O

10. dis=Max;
11. else dis=distance(QoS_ws_i, QoS_r_j); // calculate distances with (7)
12. end if
13.end for

1
2
3
4
5. update(ws); // update the set of ws
6
7
8
9

14. X=LP(DIS); //0-1 integral linear programming model; DIS is the matrix of distance
4.6 Hik Skyline GOSSMR
Fig. 4.6 Skyline GOSSMR algorithm

4.4 AFESEWH RS

AT LL— AN B S U B2 AR T 5 B A 8. 4 N=5, M=3, N j& Web Ik
R, M EIREIERPIEE. Web RS 1) QoS MEZEE IR 4.1 fin, RS 1ER
H] QoS MAGEE T RUNFE 4.2 Fion, ‘EA1) BT BENL R EAE — EVa B N =4,

< 4.1 Web fili45 117 QoS FfE 2 FE

Tab. 4.1 QoS and reputation of Web services
Time Cost Availability Reliability Reputation

ws; 10 500 1 0.9 very good
ws, 15 100 0.8 0.7 general
wsg 5 200 0.6 0.8 bad
ws, 20 300 0.9 1 very good
wss 15 200 0.7 0.6 general

K 4.2 Web 55115 K i) QoS Fl{E & i 3K
Tab. 4.2 QoS and reputation demand of service requests
Time Cost Availability Reliability Reputation

rn 20 250 1 0.9 general
r, 20 200 0.8 0.7 very good
r; 15 300 0.7 0.8 good
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QoS {Htr#EG, Hla=1/2, Max=10. A7 EULH, Z S RS AR5 70 S i
ZIA RGeS T — MRS ER, NEAIRSERIERE— DRSS RYE 4.2 TR s K H
%, RMBEBHER: x,=x,=x,=1, HRx =0, WRHWICEER: ds(ws,r,)=10,
dis(ws,,r,) =0.3133, dis(ws,,r,)=0.2739, 5 BH7Efd 4 J5 UL IC & fe KA 2640 1, r iR
SR, T 2 TSR Web 55 MaZSel mr i, S5 ERN . o iR S ALY
Web 45, Ul BHZAR Y SE A 2, BEl 2 15 R E H 3L QoS 77 K.

I DA S, R EIE 2 RS E SR BT T A2 Wfer i) e 4 SR fe i Web IR 5534 11 .
Bk, ARATEG H R0 3, HFRESRF R IRSIER AT QoS HnkL
FT Web IR 553 BBk AT RS, DAVPN ARt Web RS- E R SV PERE . L
I HIALEC B A PentiumD 3400MHz Ab3EES, 1G WAF, #:1FE &4 N Windows XP, Hik
H Matlab7.1 SEIL. fEAESEH) Web RS IEFEET, NEAERZE LS QoS MAUHI &
KIT Web k%5 534k, AATIEENAEATE S Web RS R G, A MRS IE KL
5 5 FE VUL 1) Web AR5 o 73 7 B H = AN RS PEA = Fh Web AR &5 85 L1 95 - B N=50
F1100, M=80, HH1, N & Web 55 M%iE, M 2MRFSiERKEE. QoS HEf—&
YO N BENL™ A, AR AT I R A BAT A B 72— E MR A B AU G 98 R 77 AR
F 43, 4.4, 4.5 534 H =R Web IR S5 1% B FIR G B H SR

R 43 158 Web 55 W # 5% 1P g (iR =80)

Tab. 4.3 Performance in classical Web service selection algorithm (request number=380)

Classic web service selection algorithm based on weighted summation of QoS factors
Web Service Number=50 Web Service Number=100

WS SA | SN | DN | TT TC WS SA | SN | DN | TT TC
WS, 0 0 20 31 WS, 1 0 0 7 304
WS, 0 0 16 120 WS, 4 0 0 18 73
WS, 10 0 0 18 69 WS, 2 0 0 16 106
WS, 0 0 14 212 WS, 8 0 0 4 396
WSs 0 0 14 187 WSs 8 0 0 15 142
WS 7 34 27 11 215 WS, 8 7 0 16 164
WSy 7 3 0 8 258 WSy 10 0 0 15 137
WS3, 6 25 19 15 108 WS35 5 16 11 17 67
WSy3 8 18 10 2 436 WS 6 57 51 1 445
WS 9 0 0 1 263 WSS9 1 0 0 5 362

Overall | 299 | 80 56 75 18632 Overall | 561 | 80 62 68 | 27585
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4.4 R AEULACH Web k55126 # R0 R MR RE (7 K 2E=80)
Tab. 4.4 Performance by selecting the most matched Web service for each request (request number=_80)
Select the most matched Web service for each request

Web Service Number=50 Web Service Number=100
WS SA | SN | DN | TT TC WS SA | SN | DN | TT TC
WS, 7 0 0 20 31 WS, 1 0 0 7 304
WS, 8 3 0 16 120 WS, 4 0 0 18 73
WS; 10 0 0 18 69 WS, 2 1 0 16 106
WS, 7 0 0 14 212 WS, 8 0 0 4 396
WSs 8 0 0 14 187 WSs 8 0 0 15 142
WSs 9 5 0 11 263 WSi00 1 0 0 5 362
Overall | 299 | 80 22 45 17904 Overall | 561 | 80 28 64 18745

* 45 LRI Web I35k S 5L RITERE (175 K £ #=80)
Tab. 4.5 Performance in global optimal Web service selection (request number=80)
Global optimal Web service selection algorithm for multiple service requests

Web Service Number=50 Web Service Number=100
WS SA | SN | DN | TT TC WS SA | SN | DN | TT TC
WS, 7 4 0 20 31 WS, 1 0 0 7 304
WS, 6 0 16 120 WS, 4 1 0 18 73
WS, 10 2 0 18 69 WS; 2 2 0 16 106
WS, 7 2 0 14 212 WS, 8 0 0 4 396
WSs 4 0 14 187 WSs 8 1 0 15 142
WSsg 9 5 0 11 263 WS90 1 0 0 5 362
Overall | 299 | 80 0 20 18336 Overall | 561 | 80 0 20 | 18340

FERFE T, SA FEZHT Web ARSSHIAREST, Billn: SA=5, KR NIRUEAR S5 A 113,
MR 55 B 22 R ] LA R B2 52 5 AN AR 5517 3R - Web IR 55 E 17 10 %508 75 [1, 5130 Bl P B AL 4 5
SN & AT MRS EZ I KA DN R IEIR RS KA, BRI LE R 5515 K 7 246 4
MR%. Fk, 4 SN=SA K}, 15 DN=SN-SA, #linisk 4.3 41, XFWS,, f 27=34-7.
ARSI RIEIB Y, 2RSS RE TTREL AN ) Web IRSs—A4> “Z” BIPFY, i
Bz Web IR 55 EEE NI TT A TC 430 R 2 Web Ik 55 58 BOYT A IR 5518 K BT
6B IS TR A0 i A 38 SR P 7 SCAT R 2R

M BT AT LR, 7E GOSSMR Sk, IR 1ERATE 48Ry, UL S
T8 AR Do ARy, fEREA RS, BOA R 30 Web g%, Bt Web k55 HI(EE
KA. X 43, AT 34 QoS B4f i) Web IR55 4k £, H A ik Web
MR&5 BB 3. 1R 45 1, HEZM Web IREHHES. HLLZ T, X 44 P HK
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FE T ULECRE R 4R A IR S5 £ 75 725

/DI Web AR S5 IR RS, Bl RS TE ML Web AR S5 A #4> Web IR 45 i 3k
Y Web IRSS, HITERE R EER, RS IRSG—A “E7 WIET,
UL AT BB Web RS B ESBE T . SR, 3R 4.5 RS St HA IR Re 2 thER 4.4 1
W2 — 5 R 2RSS 1E SRk I B A B FE L IR 55 B B R 2 IR 55 Re T o {H2, BE
RIRFSPAT P R R ILEE R — MR, EME e b RER. R 43, 24
Web Jliz 55 ()£ & 36 N E) 100 B, S BIPATES AR FE, X2 TE SkE A 2 Lk
QoS JNAUAIEE K HJ Web k55 . #8110, T QoS i) Web ik 5538 H Ak 55 HIHAAT 9
FG A, IR AT SR T . 5K 4.4 A1 45, iEREHE LIS HKEIE N
UCECH Web %5 DAL, #84r QoS S 4T 1) Web R 45 AT BE I I AWk, B4A G A
B QoS FRMIMRSIER, MMEFSIEMI AR, RE R IHAT I TEFIPAT 5% F mT
RexHfiin. PHt, {8/ GOSSMR %%, SRRIPEREREE B s . REETE Web IR55 7
— AR R BEIRSS T — MERBETE T, GRS, mH, WA P M E
B, BIPAT I (A HAE e ) i 2 KK .

N E S % GOSSMR Al Skyline GOSSMR - /NSy I} [a] AT R0CR . %
M=10, N %r%JHX 10, 50, 100, 150, 200, 250 F1300, LLA&PHIER CPU A 44,
WK 4.7 FT 7R o 24 MR35 200 10 I6F, PR BV IS [R] FF 45 —#F , BRI N<k*M I, Skyline GOSSMR
HA s Skyline ARZSSEA TS, LA AT GOSSMR —#f, A EL k=5, B ARSAL
=N, GOSSMR Wy Al A 3G hnfeth, H—HE T Skyline GOSSMR, 7 i >k i
K, T Skyline GOSSMR i [ 85 5 I 2215, LIS 1B TF85 184 n 1) JiR DXL 2 B 5 Web il
FAHERIGIN, KiF Skyline RS4RI RN N T, JCHRZ U Z KR E Skyline k5%
AR, B mE £ . Kk, FHXF GOSSMR, Skyline GOSSMR 5 H ] 4714 .

20

—— GOSSMR
=B skyline GOSSMR -

///
/ ]

50 100 150 200 250 300
Number of Web services

Kl 4.7 59kt 5] (GOSSMR VS Skyline GOSSMR)
Fig. 4.7 Computation time of algorithm (GOSSMR VS Skyline GOSSMR)

\

=
o

Computation time(s)

o
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45 KB

b —FE AR Web IR 2535 B 1 S BRI o0 B R 25 IR B R A R EEAT T a0
BT Web RS FIAR S 1 R TT N A Fa RAEN] o 3E—2Dh, A DA [B] 1 £ 52 20 Bt
Web k454 R A SR inl i, 45 7 28 T UUHC B2 A IR 25 3 33 0 s o X [RIINF A7 A 22 > e
GRS VE R 1) Web R4 A ik #5108, T ARSI = IF R Web RS HTTTF &, 42
73T QoS 1 Web IRS5IEFFHELE . 45t 1 QoS HTHEAAY, iR 1 K55Gk
TR TTE . R RUR) Euclidean #H &5 114 Web il 555 % Ik 9518 3K 75 =K 18] 1 UL AT
FE, FETF 0-1 BEENRIE S T M QoS K Web 45 4 /A B AL, (% RS
VA 3R 75 SR A5 2136 2 AH SR AT R ANIR 9 BEUR, CROUE BT IR )& BRI , 38 b0 57 38 0] R R A
RemRGBHIMERE. TR THMN A Web RS FEFIE GOSSMR A H ok i Bk
Skyline GOSSMR. S48 25 B3R 1% 7 2 B B 1 5 F VAT e
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BLE HERST QoS &RBRMNINERFLEFETTE

QoS 4= AR B A& Web A 5538 2 2 iR 55 L & b i — AN Rl ™ A 55 25 T Tt
B, Wit —Fh TR vk i% 19 /@Y PSO-GODSS(Global optimal of dynamic Web service
selection based on PSO) 5%k o FLiZ A 3 B AR W i) L 7 N — /NP QoS ZIR 2% H A
M55 H A D04 IR R, dd i BRAR R B 7 VK 2 B AR R B H bR AL, SR JE R DRI RE R )
R A I AT BRI SR AR, B2 AR — HH R 2 R SR A AR IR S5 AL A R
£ o BRI TSR 45 RRINZ BV AT VA e, HEEPUT AR T DA 2
HARB L REE . FN 2 ARG %, AERH 7 EMNE B, 5 T omREscil, Uik
M, MR AREEL, e PR R 2R R RS H G R, 1ESEhR 2]
AT —MEOL T, RHIRSSTE SR e Uil R SRR i 2 AR 2R & kS5, FFaER
SR EACIR S, X A AR BOR SE . Rk, BECRR T IE AR iz 2R A
B ]

51 HRSFHEE HEHR

X 5.1 (ZAR%XMHFT % H i &AM B A (multi-constrained, multi-objective
optimal path- MCOOP))*": X}F Kl G=(N,E\w), N ATHSSE, E NEERE, W N
B, WAFTEkK=2) MR C =1k » NE&L S BHKA T NEHBEES N,
XfvpPeq, B mm=>2) NMEMMIMERRE RIS £, f, o &P eQ, YPeQP=P), fEP H
P I R LR ¢ AT, KT BT A B A 843 1 (PY) == £ (P)i=L,--,m), Z/DAF
TE— ARG £(P) > £ (PYi=L--m), WIFR P NZLAIREM L HigH @ Pareto fiifk
fifg, Hodt == 73 A FRA G TR T R R

JIi 45 45 s (service node, SN)&—/NMHZRAIMES, % ARSS45 5 X Web AR45 1
DhRERR A S S, AR A BARA Web ARSS™ . ESISRESHE T, REHEET
PR B 2 AN R IR S 45 A N, B4 RO R— > Web il 55 # (service group, SG).
7] — AR 55 A B 21> Web il 5 B AH R SR BLE) DhRE, T QoS ANSAHIR] . 4nf&] 5.1 iy
Ny N— NS m MRS G S EATIRS H AR, 5 0 MRS s SN, 857 n, g,

RISG = (8,58, )i =L-+-,m) o

K 5.1 BATIRSHG TR
Fig. 5.1 Sequence Web service composition process

A Web k5518 F QoS &R iib il i, RLREH SRR AT RS, W&
AR 55 4 R IS PR e 55 A U 36 R AR A AR 55 2L RS AT AT R AR 55, A5 55 Bk AE
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/2 QoS ZIRIIHTIE T, 2 HAR(QoS ZH)iABHA. HE X 5.1, nERSHAH
Mk 55 2N A1 4% QoS 4 Jm e AL Ak In) R 4K 9 — AN SR B R 55 2H & A RE I (service composition
graph-SCG)H iy QoS A A 241 HI 2 Hbr s g4z i@, JFED SCG H ) MCOOP 3K fif it
R o AN IRSS G5 BT R IR S5 B R IR S5 AT B AR B T A . T (o #T IR 55 16 4%, 1E
BRI AN B2 45 S (start vertex) A1 T (end vertex), T 5.1 %W () B 47 IR 25 4 & T A2
K& 5.2 fros . AR ST 3R R % 17 2 PSO-GODSS i .

Sm,l

N §

gmﬁ.
N
N
N
N

SG1 séz SGm SGn
K 5.2 BATIRSH G TR
Fig. 5.2 SCG of sequence service composition process
MR %5 A AR SR o — AN 3T Web AR M TAER ™™, 5 TIERE M
(WEMC)™ ™ ™5 S 4 FEE AL (BT R AR | RO L R AR AN A1 PR A0 ) A 5
B, KER7 AR SS ALA AR P X 4 PR AR H S M A T 4 R AR 45 ik
% QoS MK AT HMIA QoS T H ik, O LY. KERI i HIEA
R QoS, ARJm I A 2 i) 2R A B UK 5 IR 55 45 R QoS A SR AL & IR 55 QoS
AR E SRR AR 4 R BEAT Rom AN QoS ZHiHER . JET Petri M
PREEAR T2, Web il 5% 4H & DU Rl R AR R J HL A TR 0 2 s an 81 6.3 P, e AT AR
RSS2 B AT B A S B P AR R RS R N . B 1E Web RS54
QoS ZHy, BIPATIN 8] T $AT A C. 158554 Rep MATFEME Ro B es WA ARG,
s NHEMREFHFBBENRS, s Fles RS &5 3 N Q(s)= (T.C ,Rep I
Q(es)=(T,.C. Rep.,Ry)» 4 FFEARRY ) QoS ZH it STV 7 an T -
(1) A3 AR A -
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(2) IR A .

T, =Max{T}, c..=>c,

i=1

Rep, =Y Rep/n, R =MiR};

i=1

(3) MEFRMIM. B i AN XU IIE R o, , za _1,
TCS=2T0( ) ccszgcc;; ,
Rep, :Z::Re po; s Ry =f[Riai ;
(4) TEFRRAA: VEAEFRIRECA k
T.=ksXT, C.=k) G

Re pg :Zn:Re p,/n, R, :ll[Ri o
i=1 i=1

)OO

(a)

ty
P11 L P21

Pin Pan
tn

(c) @/\‘Qq>

(b) L

o i ts o

()

Kl 5.3 RSS2 SRR SE AR K 2 fai K
Fig. 5.3 Basic services composition process models and its reduction rules
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5.2 PSO-GODSS &R
52.1 MCOOP B4k

NV, A FRE 2 G AR S5 3T 5% AT SRAT IR TR0 AE D9 H AR HEN, {52555 4040
AISETEAE LIRS, Rep, AT R, 73 I R 7R 21 65 A 55 i 45K 1) B (IR A5 2 S5 M i fk )
Sk, AN ZRIN 2 H bs RS 4L a IR R 1 (A Hid an T

Min F(P) ={[T(p), C(P)I} (5.1)
Rep(P)>Rep,
I{R(p) SR, (5.2)

Hr, T(P), C(P), Rep(P) M R(P) MM ARSS A SN QoS it B, WHsksH
HEM QoS WRETESAG: (G.1)FREUREKMNE, BIEH R FP) H ) B AR
HAA RIS e /ME. SEPR B QoS ZHBIFhRIRZ, FEBE LK eNIBENAEAM B
PR R LI R A, WAL AT HE B R 2 B AR BN A o %A

Z Hr AL R BRI — M 2 2 B AR R B AL A B PR, RIANEAE IR — A
filt, A1 ETA 1) B AR R B RINA B AR, TRRIREAS H bR R AR A R, XBCh
%2 BARRAG IR R A B — MR DRk, 75 A 2% H bR R B TR AT, 15 2000 2 200K
AT ) Pareto 4, BRI BLHIMRAE 9 2 H AR ILA 1] R A

5.2.2 MCOOP [a] ¥4V, A E B b5 1a] iR

KA H bR IR 8 e AR T T BRI B SRR AR A B L s ] P i
WEFT 5, FEPPOT R, R 22 F b Il BB AL O B A AR LA i AL, 885 R P R ) B H

KIGTT R R U, IR IEIX R B AR 24 E 2 bR i U™ o A 35 R B ok i
i MCOOP [1] @ [ PEAN BRI 2K
Min F(P) =[(T(p)-T")*+(C(P)-C")’] (5.3)
I{Re p(P) > Rep, (5.4)
R(p) =R,

Horr, ey B BUAR U XS T (P) AT C(P) 70 il KB H bR LB A 2 Y -
T =min{T(P)| Re p(p) = Re p,,R(P) = R}

C* =min{C(P)|Re p(p) = Rep,,R(P) =R}

iz HirikS A, RIHGIRS QoS HIREIER M, 1E%IRSHE
S FERAT I 8] e 2D AR 55 T R A 5 AR S5 B RAT I T D T 5 [RIEE, RS IR S5 AP
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WEFEAAT T BRAR AR S5 T2 B A & AR 55 ISR AT S e .
5.2.3 PSO-GODOSS HiEk¥it

BT B EE (PSO) /2 B Kennedy F1 Eberhart - 1995 4F 2 HH it — Fh R AL A
LB B S A R EE S R IS O, A SIS AT RARE ML BE R B AR
IEFEALH], I P A AR P R SIS r) R AR B 2R . BAR B TR . 2805
XK BHH B W] 275 CHR[48-49]  SCHR[BOTUEH] MCOOP il i& — 4~ NP-Complete [ #.
LR SEAE A — R R e T, B AT IR AR SO 2l BRI, Tz M
T & Fh NP-Complete [a] & [ 5K il o

X 3.2 FIARARE R, JETRFREEE, WM. WA m MRS S A,
P MIRSSRERA N A RSS S SG = (5,05, )0 =1 m) > S R EARARSSAEER | AR S5 AR
195 o N T ARSI — A BARIIIRSS X, =S » WA MRS T ZR A m 4E
= X; :(Xilixizv""xim) ’ Xik e[Ln,]-

EHE AL TS PP 0 R A R AR AR A %o 1) S SR AR PR BB SR AR ™, 1T A X, ) i
A E H, AT RH G ) RS B B I R, R (1) B S B AR A AT ek, R
WEPORLAE BE S (B N RAT o BRI, A ORI R AR B s R R b AT, Wl FE A A s 2
HEAT SO AN T

Vg (t+1) = int(av, () + 4 + 4, (5.5)
Xiq (T +1) = X4 (t) + v,y (t+1) (5.6)

He: 4 ela, b SRS AAREE, B plad=1/m, m =|b-a+1];
4, <la, b1 MR AT RIS, B plg3=1/m,» m,=|b,—a,+1].

2 :{ 0 Py > %, (t) _ {Cl(pid X (1) Py <X )
C1( Pig —%ig (t)) P < Xig (t) 0 P > %ig (t)

2 :{ 0 Py > %4 (t) b= {Cz(pgd X)) Py <X (1)
2 C,( Po — Xy W) Pys < Xg () © 0 Pya > Xig (t)

(G5 (5.6) ML T HEA PSO HIEHEATHR A AR, [R]  J A4as il 70 B 4
AN MRIEHAMRS QoS HKA HIEMA EIn & X, M gmid UL B A B Ry et &5
AR AR, Wik K MCOOP [7] & ¥ PSO-GODOSS ik, HikfhiAun T
Stepl: 14 MCOOP || @%b Ay 5. B An i in) 7% ;

Step2: #ILA N ANKLF, W EAHN IS

Step3: KR (A7 B AR BRI LG IR SS T7 Se ik, FIWTZ T S 2 T A R kA
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e, MG Az PG RAE; B, Wb B 2 I — NS R
Stepd: XPRLTFHIYHETALE X, , KHIERESHE TS iR a A B e fE MR
B MnRET, WK X AR NIZRL T A R R R B P

Step5: Xk ¥ RN E R, HHERES A R & e R R e E e iE
RAEVELLER, anSREhr, WK X, AE R 2400 0 = B e e B P, s

Step6: RN (5.5) M= (5.6) H HkL P FEAINL B, XTH=Ar B x, AEE v, #4730 H
R, PRIRL - 195 2 3 R A B KT

Step7: H K Step3 F| Step6, EL I Fh#EH A KT # AT 5E HE

Step8: t=t+1;

Step9: FIT & 733 2 2 b 2 OEARIRER), ATl 2 IR [ Step3.

5.2.4 HERREIEZRESNT

SRR IR B[] B2 2% BBE 3 T2 p R SRR AT S AR IR 8] 52 % P 4 e o BB AR
T, BIFEEBON N, IRSLESECN m, WIEILE IR R 2R omNeT), 12 Hix
BHEE L GODSS [ I 8] 5 24 5 o(mN*+NN") T) , e N %l BhRh BRI . AT %2
H gL SR A R 2 R 2R . GODSS SATE RS ARIR T YL i NAE I, FF Xt
AMEZ TR REATHET, B0 T B S AR, 1 AR FOR A AR AR VAR I Hh
¥ 2 BhR I B A, RS R [F) B B 050 5 A B 3 AR R 4 Ry e A
A7 B8 P& RAE LRI AT . [Rtk, AERIR 4 rl 1, PSO-GODSS HiEMMIfaj 8, 55K
B, URSIGE R, TEAHFNERIRECT, SR MHATI R >, I RZ AR AT AT

5.3 G ESLE KT
AT B0 SCRR[SL] 8] T4 07 B9, SEIRIZE & MR 45 R A F -

Ps — Py
3

Kl 5.4 55 SRR H S
Fig. 5.4 Example of Web service composition process
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AR MRS 45 RO R — MRS B, B IRSEF RS QoS SR HBENLI
THEE—EJE N AR, A8 AR 22 A 4 7 vE R AT AR AL (L 3.3 1) X TEE4SE
%, FIFBRIZCEF SRR E R R T RO 4.2 7). RIEIRS H A AR FEA AL DL
J QoS Ak, 19EIHIRREAL R KA. HIEARIA A RSB QoS K& Hikn]
A, HAERS I SEMLRAEBRERK, MAZE 5 Rep, =08, R =05, 1Z%LKIHT
SRV PR AT IR D) T AT S50 2 SR 56 4IE PSO-GODSS B A &k itk o 47 B S2 B8 O WL IS B
PentiumD 3400MHz &b2E2%, 1G AT, #:4E 24t v Windows XP, 577:H Matlab7.1 S,
SEEG FE AR S BN N 10, 1EARIRE4 v 100, 200, 300, 400 [IfEHL T 5% B At
fE5L): GODSS BT L, il 5.5 Fiaws, RIHEBATH AL T GODSS, MAAT i a]
YLHH 7 PSO-GODSS Hik A #itk . d#t— T, 52 HbristteH ik GODSS i —1X
TR P 238 S .t &l 5.6 s, &I PSO-GODSS HiEINSIGHE L T GODSS %i%.
GODSS HiL7E 28 83 AR Sk B & LMt , 1M PSO-GODSS HyATESE 51 ik D Uesi sl 1
wAE, MUSOEFE F 38 7 PSO-GODSS SA A 241t o

40 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ——
35/ | —+— PSO GODSS
~ —H—GoDSss sy
T 30; s
e ;F//
1S e //
= 25¢ e
c /BV )
S e
220 -
g A
3 15 g
g e
3 10t
5,
0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400

Number of iteration

5.5 Sk AT A EL§5 (PSO-GODSS VS GODSS)
Fig. 5.5 Computation time of PSO-GODSS VS GODSS

=
o

PSO-GODSS

Mean of Fitness Value
o [ N w S (5 o ~ [e2] ©

. . . . . . . . .
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
Iteration Times

5.6 YN SIGH 11 EL 5% (PSO-GODSS VS GODSS)
Fig. 5.6 Convergence rate of PSO-GODSS VS GODSS
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FAN, FECHR[27]H . Alrifai 25 A2 H7E Skyline AR 554 & HEAT IR 5538 B 10 5 1%,
IR QoS B ZE MBI T IR S5, AT BRIt IR 55 AN 45, 8 e IR 5 S B 1) 2
o HARIET Skyline T4 4G M TE WOCHR[27,44] . [FI3E, FfEASCH, X TR
b, BAi1Z B R AR HLAR XS B IR 55 BER Skyline RS A b T RS ES:, mlik—
A PSO-GODSS Ak (AT R

54 EB/NG

AR EE XA RS QoS AR f M sh s Web IRSFEFE M@, J&THFREFE, #7
H T T SRR Z R LK) PSO-GODSS $v2: . 4 Ak 45 sh A& i 5 4= R AL Ak inl AL — A
QoS W2 Hir RS A&t @, ik BAR S 70K 2 H br ) 5 H bR AL,
FI R HE R Re A SR B AT O0A, B 87 A — 4 & 2 R 2 A AR A IR 55 AL
TFESE, AEfE T Hh s L F P IO RE SR o S o AR W2 VA R T AT AN ko, BRIk
PAT AR T 2 B hristfe Bk,
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BANE SRERE

6.1 &5ip

Web JIk %52 # U Internet 23X, G—{F M Internet Pl B, KEAAF
MR 25 PRI I IR 55 TR B 5 AR H B IR 55 . BEAE Web IRSSHORIPRE K R, A
[F S AL I BE ) Web AR S ZHIE 2, 75 Web JR 45 A B 19— A E 2 0 A 2 R 54K
B35 2 P DhRE R SR B IRSS, T2 dn e G A2 FH P D e 75 SRAE IR 25 &2 % 7 () IR 55 2 A
R R AT T # RIS . R, 3T QoS f) Web fil 55645 Il &l iy =4 Hif HIBIF 7T
Wi ARSCEBERF T R — B ZIAEAE 2N R F A DD Re IR 55 14 R At Web iR 55346 4%
G MRS H QoS 4 JR i sh 7 Web IR &3 61X W /> 1) i, 5 B0 A BRI S5 10 0 T
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