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Abstract: Based on the fact that Web service dynamically changes and rapidly increases in the Internet, a
user-oriented service workflow constructing model is proposed. The same or similar function services are
accumulated into a kind of service set in this model, which is organized by the spanning tree, and the business
spanning graph is formed according to workflow’s business logic relation. At the same time, on the basis of
redefining the position, velocity, addition, subtraction and multiplication of particle swarm algorithm, combining
with the cross and mutation operations in genetic algorithm, the QoS (quality of service)scheduling algorithm based
on hybrid particle swarm optimization algorithm (HPSOA) is designed to satisfy different multi-QoS demands when
Web service rapidly increases. Experimental results demonstrate that the constructing model could effectively shield
the physical varieties and differences of Web service, and preferably combine the Web service resource in the
Internet. It is suitable for the application demands in the virtual computing environment.

Key words:  Web service; workflow; business spanning graph; QoS (quality of service) scheduling; HPSOA (hybrid

particle swarm optimization algorithm)
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WAL AR T A £ R A 49 Web R4 TAE ML T R 1871

R A R T AT R4 F 84 QoS(quality of service) 8 /E 7 ik FRIELE 7T IR 4 TR W7 38 K AT 45 4% 7% 2 )
P ASHEACE R LItk R R AR G RO B R 20 P AR LA Web SR 403 E i T S £ BT AT
Internet ¥ &9 Web AR 4% & 3& & T B dhit B 20569 A 2 K.

KEBIA: Web R4 TAEA; Ak 44 A% B ;QoS(quality of service) & ;e T2 B ik

HREESES: TP311 SCHERARIRED: A

Web iR 45 35 A i i3 K S WSDL,UDD AT SOAP A % T XML I b v RTINS S e T 54 20 A0 33158 LU AR Y
5 b T P45 el R, LA v P A LB AR T 5 e R R 2 10 T A S o 7 T o B T Web IR 45— B (X 42
PG i — Ty e A JC VR A S AR 0 N SR BRI 4 B —Web IR 25 20 4 S T e B 5 KT iR 25 LA AN [F)
J R 75 SR 28 — BT TR R

Web IR 25 T A WL (URR A IR 25 20 A ) A S5 30 T B Y o iR 25 8 0 ) 1A ) — A B B2 B o 220 0 TR 45 40 28
AN LA B KR () 089 8 45 s AR 4, i A 2 01 I8 PR 1 s A 5 TP R 45 TR — ik B SIS L
75 2, W S el P MR T R SO A LR N T SR AR b 45 BB AR AR Y A% AR 2 A R 45T 2R, IR
G5 71 A L AT D fik % I ik BV 1) L 0B I 3 55 o TR B A7 A B AR %« D B R R . R4S R
(quality of service, i #XQ0S) %5 IE Th R E M 5 7t 1A MR 45 ] Wi 6 S 2 ' H 38 10 [ Web il 25 Pk 6 3 2
B S5 RUTBE T SR A B AR AR 55, T — A VTS R AT B T A9 S8 Rk g e 7 B0 AN M A 7 SR ok R 45 TR R
TIF 5 B9 DK B 1) A AN SR EE g I 45 T AV 97 B 428 348 3 1) J % 42 ) RO RO OF 90 2 B W A J7 1) A THBE T SR 1)
£ B AE AN Wi AR 4K T Web I 45 Hh 3k HS 77 6 225K (R Web Il 45 42;2) - Th B AH 7] sl A AL i Web JIi 25 3L e 45 i £ 22 SR 1R
KT TR BRI MR 25 42 HR 4k HH il 2 JH - QoS T SR 1T iR 45 S

AT AR AR R — A5 A1 & B 0 W 18 5 14, 5 D — N Rk 25 & i A AR s S T B b web il 45 i3k
1T 40 5 (R 9T A A 2D b Cross-Flow ™ F Sword® 4561 57 55 H B T Al it — A sh A IR %5 & 4k R B
52T 8 A48 E MRS & kT & 38 1 WSFL,LANG 5 BPELAWS 25 il 45 & G 5 A RS AL A3t T — 145t
— FEREAE LI TR SCiDAC-SDMI F 715 FiY b 4% AV 4 3 104 52 T4 -5 R 2 01 et R 4% 4L A 4RAT T4
ORI LA 43, -4t F -5 200 2 00 VA 4 AR AH SR J7 VoK il 5 T AR TG 0 AT TAE . SCHR 81 I =5 45 1)
ME& P e T DAML-S A4 o [ FRBE 2 R 42 tH T — AN 38 45 T AK Ui A 0 M & 10 IR 45 20 23 8 284 (transaction
workflow ontology, & F#k TWFO).7E LL_F3x S6HIF 5% b, A4 3t b 4% A0 280 IR 25 2R 58 (0 e S R RE kAT #0025 (1 i e,
AN BEAR R AR 25 1) S5 B QOSAR L, FEPAAT I S B4 FH 7 3 25 11 AR 45 S 44

eFlow 4% 15 45 T 11 9 22 45 65 41 4 i 45 P 48k P SR T 3 1 QoS S 3 e I P 1A JBE 12k 3 26y vk v 4% IR 45
I 2550 I (1 L A Wb Ik 45 S 48] 34 4% 2 A BB I, AN BB R 45 T A R I QoS 42 JR I 4K ) . SCAR[10, 11]K¢
IR %5 1) 2 A~ QoS £ W 2 Bl it £ 1 AU Ak kg — A 5 H b i B, 1) F 2 4 10K 149 356 A it R At e iR 5 3 R 11
QoS4 Jmy e LA JEE 1) B ST [2, 3]0 et e A0 vk A6 AR 2 Mk A0 A 11 7 2F B9 SR QoS 42 J) e It 4K 1A 32 ) R, X 4
PR35 TR ANl AR BB RIF SUA7 AL P PR AR 11) R B Web IR 45 111 QoS 4% Jay re I A4 T 52 SR il 5 IR 45 3h A5 AR 4k 1) 5 s
SEA R SR;2) 2 R 45 Hh AT I R Web il 25 K8 TE K 00 I, QoS 1A FEE PRy Bsk TV Wig S50 IR el A2 ) ) 5 i 5 3

Bttt LA il B, AR S 2 T AR A b TR T R M 45 A gk PR (1 A A A AR A R
RAET 24Dy ae A R 503 AR L Web il 45 48 & AN IR 45 45 6 R AR p 19 75 kAT A0 23, IR 4l AR At IR) 1
“TRUEIB IR G R A O S T ARG R, TP AT LU 18 B A A T SRR Il 25 1B AR HEAT 3BT 5 BR L TE K
ANPEAR 5 IR Y - B ) T A VTR T IR AR T R B QoS IR 25 i oAk T 3B R m T 32k I 4% L 1 6 5 i 6
AL N 75 SR TAESRBAT B 42 512 56 5 308 3 7 38 B A B2 BE % S Bl 45 (1 Web il 45 1304743 3k 4 & % TAE R
AT B A2 077 $R LA R A A () 5Pk 3 A T R AR v B3 B 055 1 9 T 5Kk

1 BRSEXRBIETERER
AATH G I Web AR 55 RIUTT 7 1288 T AR 3R 45 #4107 4% 58 SC i P 48 AR 8 SR 1Sk bria 17 A 3L
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e S5 1) 552 o O 2% R0 IR 45 S 46 (R A T I AR DB FE 36 20 45 e & Hh 1l 55 A il 1 1) T/ i b T S 2R A 2R 5 ) B
JRAERS 3 14y AR T QoS [ AR Wi M BESTIA.

ARG B —FR 1 Web JIR 55 (18 H Sk 56 18, T T8 Je 45 H Web IR 45 1€ 3.

TE X 1. Web JI 55 (WS) ] LU LA —A =76 4H:WS=(D,F,Q).

1) D 2 M4 s A SR MRS 1D RS 2 FK Mg 1 v b 52 DL B R 45 18 S ARl ik ;

2) F S R4S W REH & A0 45 IR 55 110322 11 244 Parameter.  Fij & 441} Precondition F1 J& & 4¢ 1 PostCondition;

3) Q & XT AR S5 AETh e I M 1k . & A AL AT LU SOk

QoS(WS)={QoS(tim),QoS(cos),QoS(cap),QoS(ava),QoS(rep)},

FE v, Qos(tim) 2 Jir H ¥ I i) ,QoS(cos) i T 75 1) 2 F ,QoS(cap) >4 v 5 fig 77 ,QoS(ava) % 7~ IRk 45 1) mI H 1k,
QoS(rep)# s ik 45 1 75 25 FE 6T QoS WI Re A7 AN [R] 1 52 S (HAS 52 i A SC 1 = BE 45 18, T H. B T 19 K 22 410 Web ik
Sk F AR A AR (D,F,Q), L i OWL-S 4%.

TEX 2. TAERNS 2 AT (workflow business logic model, fii#k WBLM)J2 $5 41 5 T 1 3 i1 &2 IR 45 4
OGR4 ) ] AR ) R BB T ) IR S5 R AR — P IR 45 SR B T AN A B AR IR I 45 24 I Tk
S Y IR 55 S5 250 AT LA S8 e 2 R BT AR SR 5 B0 181 1 BT Sk T A G S 4.

True Control link
W. —_—
L]

Fig.1 A workflow business logic model
1 TAEGNL S Z A

T ARG 5 18 45 B ik WBLM=(MODELS,CL,DD), 3L

1) MODELS={W,W,,.... W} IR & KBB4, b Wy, . W R TAE R A 2 5 IRk 55 28 1Y,

2) CLcMODELSxMODELSx o2y 42 il 1% B (control link) (114 & X (Wi, W;, ) e CL, 45 il 4 K 18 545 st Ly
AW W P 428 ol 7 480G R

KA 5% 18 I A7 2 0 45 R T AL G R 45 AR L AR AL IR I 45 A4 B S AT K 4 BPEL (business
process executable language) 52 X 37 5 4N, 4 3 H sequence,switch,while,flow 1 pick KRR . EFE. 1
L IAT R LR L R G R

3) DDSWxWx 2 Fi 4l 4t (data dependency) FI4E & 6 T-(Wi, Wy, w) e DD, £ 5 4 R 40 i S AW j.input
FIW;.output ) b8 BUKIBOC R, IFFRW,IE T w Bt A8 T Wi, i/ E WG ;.

H I, 32 FE R R 25 9 R 10 AT 415 R AN e SCIR B U0h fE B 46 BPELAWS, BPML AOWL-S 55 "B AT 11 H 7 2 44 Ik
5 R 52 SORELAAR IR B 45 S BAR 43 B8 (RS B S L 4% K38 22 REAL L AP AL R ) 250l 45 75 S DT I AR 45 1y 3 i,
AR H BPELAWS K i i T AT i b 45 38 BEAR Y 32 BERE 00 R 9 J7 1R R (1) B 3808 77 300 A A v, R FH b v
IXMLIE 5, e 4 oAb R G HT5(2) LA A REAilh, LA (R A1 A s T A B ASERE vh Si B, DAk b AN M A 5 1l
TIELI I L.

2 ETFA % MENTERREMEE

AT T B IR I Tl 55 AR A 1 T A B R Rt IR 45 TAE SR AL BGER 2r HHA 5¢ QoS i B 3R I S A8 SCF AT
B A 76 26 3 1 R N BB IR,
2.1 W SEREMERITR

T2 Web Il 45 2 ZUR R i JLAN FEAS 8 XL

© HIHBREBSAHIGIT  http/ www, jos. org. cn



AL S —F T L 54 R B 89 Web R4 TAFEAME T & 1873

EX 3. R4 AR N H e A0 IR 45 WS il 2 1k e 2SR, S REAE IR 45 WS; 45 B 1 Rl A2, T ik IR
WS AR R 25 WS;, ic b SIm(WS;, WS;). BT AR AR 45 14T DG P K 22 SR P 56 T A 4 19 13 SCUE G 7 3.

TE X 4. Webflk 55 4E B b4 (Web services spanning tree, 8 FRWSST) & — 28V GE AR [7) 5 # AH AL Web IRk 45 1196 34
B BRI SS A2 e F B AL TG ) B R 7R, DG =(V,E), e v V=n, s 0 i Il 25719 8, 1 e S L T BB AH ] 0 i
55 E=m, RV (32 55006 1 R 45 26 B WSS T 4T 5 W9 R 45 (WSi, WS;), #57 Sim(WS;, WS;).

TE X 5. Webn 25 4= 5 &l (Web business spanning graph, & #XWBSP) 2 4 35 T/E R (KL 452 48 56 R, th 2 14
B 2H A i ) B AT LU G=(T,E) 2 7, B v T=WSST(Web il 25 4 1 B 1) 45 4 ), 52 2 B J&1 o g 1 A 7L 100 4% A
Web it 25 7 B s E=(T, Ty, BT AR Jiz B mh v A A b 22 1) A6 3 82 10 R 2538 30 R A R O R T B 090 30, T o i 45
0% R T b IR 45 TR i N RIDEE AR SR A TR S5 10 Rl 2 ;.

LI R 25 R S R A TR B A A K 2R 1 Ty R A [R] sl T ) i 25 AR A Web ik 45 15 Y 4% R R A1 K4 L,
AT LLSR FH SCIHR[10, 1314 115 1 5% ms ot 0 J8 1k b AT v 350 48 2 8 1y e AT ) CRELARL) B0 IR 25 4t B T i i A SO PR
AR S A2 A 25 b R H R (REABL) R 25 Sim(WS;, WS;) 7 18— R A Jl B 45— R R — A4 B4t T4 47 it
BT A5 R I AR T X 4 b A I IR S St m T LB R T 1 ] R SR H O N 380 iR 252K i (WSST)

Step 1. R4 $2 43 LU S 1924 SRS Jk H I Y& 4R 3 (Join_Probe), B Il A\ WSST.

Step 2. SRS %W B FHEHR 3 (Join_Probe) & AR 4 M 55 18 Gt — g 1l Jy V51 72 6 IR 45 BT Je8 1R Bk £ B ik i
SRS 77 #,0k SRS £ A kMR 45 BT JE 1) WSST ¥k 3% Bl &5 Hii IR 45 0\ & (joiner) AH 5¢ WSST Hh (¥ I 45
A1 sl B R M IR 55 I VA AR S5

Step 3. 40 joiner 45 2 (K12 WSST Hudik, I 4k 45 Step 4; 75 W), Al [ 2Rk 28 WSST (#1565 1 AN 4, 24
FEEAT A5, U N I R 45 0

Step 4. joiner 1] WSST NN, & 5 56 & tH R SCGE /& Join_Probe), 24 WSST Hr 375 s v H2l B E00 i
R 3C Join_Probe B, W3R [H] 45 e S 35 1 58 N2 4R SC(Ack_For_Probe), 3 7@ i 5 s A %) WSST .

Step 5. WSST H T s 20 T 8T IR S5 BN 2 0TS A v 1) S 2 e 411 A 4 FELIR 1 A ikl 5 4L, 3R
BB T — AN R4S

Step 6. £ -5 B P8 A AS TR A BB PO AT T s Semi-adjacent T LA K QoS A SR IIE 78

Step 7. A TR SUFE T — k) RS S A% R BT AL

b 25 AR 0P IR T B T AR AR G SO R AT SR A AR 7 TAR RO 4538 48 (W SR N, T AR SR 46 il
55 %o N 1R 2B AR 2 HE I 45 2 i B B T 0 SR 1 ST MKHR A R I 1 SOOR R A AN LRI I MR 45 28 AR S )
SRS £ #1145 2 LR U 16 A8 b kil 3 TR U RS I R SR T e I A 5 % B i R AT T Lk 55
A R B L AR 25 2 PR R B

=B N Ra S A iR AP = AT

Step 1. TAEJAR LA MRS TAERAE AR E0F e iR 55 1 250, LAk i) SRS & HE 70 1 b0 Al 25 1) 5 940 P i
3 (Query_Probe).

Step 2. SRS FY 3 A iy HITE L SC(Query_Probe) i MR 95 IR 25 (¥ 88— 4 1k 5 12 52 D IR 45 T I8 1R B )k 47 5
AT SRS T A, ML S AE R T A AR SS BT B 19 WSST Hiuhit 3% [0] 25 5 ) IR 45 % WSST FF AR 4515 i ik mi
e a BRI B RS

Step 3. U1 F R H AT F (1 WSST Huhik, 4k 4: Step 475 M) ik FE45 R

Step 4. K M WSST BN, E 1 58 K H R SC(E S Join_Probe), ™ WSST A5 0 v #2208 n
AL Join_Probe ;) A AT s e, 1A T SR [RI45 Ak 3 1 8 R SC (Ack_For_Probe).

Step 5. K M IE 1S B MM B R JLAS T BUE B mnext-adjacent; link-band[],int link-capac[].ix i« I
PR RCE L.

Step 6. HTMIA WSST 1 #)4 JT s EiiAL i ke () CAR A Yoe R Rk S UL PR H A AR
MK R,
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22 WEEERTERER

55 TAE A 35 4557 (service workflow constructing model, fii#% SWCM)& &l 2 it 7w, t AN HL S 23 4 R
451 it & St (service registrations system, f@ii A% SRS, WLE 2 75 ) F1 Web IR 55 1T 4F i A& il € (service workflow
spanning graph, & #X SWSG, WL 2 F4).

. . TTL
Service register

system, SRS g

Service span_‘r_]vin"g' freeﬁj\
S, TILS N

e
“» Broadcast

o

. Workflow

Relay request S
y e . control

Workflgw to SPT
request

QoS negotiate

Service node

Result Logic workflow

User SN
Token SN )

Fig.2 An availability model of Web service workflow
Kl 2 MRSs LARG T AR

1) MRS RS (SRS): T B &R 51 MRS L, JEBLT DNS FR G, A7 0 IR A2 38 S8 R 455558 B 114 JIR 25 26 J b 3t
Bk 5 SCHR[A5] P 42 0 =3l 20 A 20 Web JR 53 M 2R 48 1 X o) 2 e SCHR[A5]H =22 2RI HT 5 DNS S8BL 1 Ak 55
TN RS (SRS), kS5 1R M2 H B M) SRS VI B T A SR I A B I 1 77 2R 40 23 A 3t oo 12 ) I 45, BT G 7
M55 IR b A TR — A MRS FR i 38 B ) SRS VEM, 17 42 6 T — BRAE b 1 55,326 rp L v — AN A T
1, H SR A7 ST AR 5 SRS RS B RS XA XTI A () — SRS A R AN S SRS &R,
KIEERADT SRS RS A5 B YL (¥ 1 Bk 7,10 B T | T IR 55 M ah &7 A, LR 737 AR I R L 4
P 5 AF R g K e

2) Web il 25 A A= 7 V] - 20 2 1) 28 v 5 20 A [ sl A AL 25 Sim (WS, WS;) T2 Fl— A A2 AR, 18 s — A & W1
FR TR b B AT AR RS O T ORI A R T 1, %o 4 BT AR T AR SRS [ I A4 BT 5 5 SRSTH]
AFEAEE MRS B ETTL(time to live), H ¥ /& ik SRSAITE 38 “ViE 35, ' B A M1 RUZE TTLAS B B P9 45
5 45 SRS; [A) I AR 4 AR VR MY 55 18 580G 28 K R 45 TRD P I 0l 2 PR 28 Jlioby 2 ] DG I Ak ke (161 2 v 1R K £
LI 7R), TG IR 25 LA A e P B 20 ehoAa BT s 1R P P 38 2 T A W 380 5 o IR 45 A i B 4D R SRT ER AR S
QOS A F S v R 58 F, 1T 2 48 A IR 3 F B —"19 1K) e L 2 SR sE .

A TAERAZ BB 2 s g 5, P i RS VE I R G0 (SRS) ke Ik 45 AR it 17 5Kk SRS 2 313 3Kk
Ja A R XML Rl (UL 3.3 719) 1) ARt 4 IR 55 2 B R 208 I 1) JIR 45 A2 by, PR AR 4R 55 4 35 82 Hh )T
BRI P SRV AR i [ 0 95 2B e I 3R IR 4 H Pt — G e AR 1 AR S AT B A2, AT AR an R 3R B 5 0dE
FR R A, U] P AT ELRRAIR QoS i) 5 ik 55 2L M 54T QoS Wih i, PR REAT 73 4k, T 1) P 7 B Dy i R WA 1k

K I 25 B B 1 s R AT DA R L ase(1) SR 2B b e R 45 3 A A5 B4 97, Be 98 A7 B0l b Ik 55 H 4 55 SRS
AT HL TR SR IR AR B s ), EEAR VY B IR 55 B A TR AR DR, AT AT 28 408 10 At 8 1A DR R4 v (2) v 3l el A BB vp 35 R
MR T PRI IR 25 W H ;(3) A LR BT 5, A U0 8 3 IR 45 S 491 1 e S AR 43 U (8 B Gl R R A i
SRS o AR R 1 Ml 5 BE 3 92 BRI IR S5 R s (4) AR 2 — Rl A L B IR YRS I AL S5 R, A AR
ABAIRI IR 25 AN 25 B IR IR 45 3 2 A8 A T A8 R 2% AR R A w] H I %
23 TAERA L EH

AN AR, 58 HIAR L SR A4S T A A ARSI i, R XML E 5 5K 8 A T4k 1) AR 3%
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il 3 R £ 779, T WSFLOWL R “E B4 5 3 A7 1 0 52 ) A% £ XML il USR8 A5 ks, 43 il
Mr g GE . PATEEACE R QoS ZHUE .

1) Mb 55 5 ) R M 45 8 AR AT BT AE SR XML IR i 1 S iR s B 45 (2 service-control
), AR 5 R R 45 2 (£F service-model T ), 3X I, BT BAS MY 4538 4R HEAT 5 ). H P defaultmodel 327 il 4528 1Y,
WA Z AL S A, T CLA allow Jh BLER# Bk KE B B AS B ol &5 i e

2) AT B i A2 HE X IR 55 28 B IR 4% S 48 B AR OC &R (1 5 il 5 PR e . 7E (instance) T il ik, H (allow
instance="*"/)3 7x AJ LL B 55 34T 5 19 ik 45 S5 4 (B A 25 42 L ), (deny  instance=""."/) 4 7x A~ fig Bl S 114 ik 4% S5
B, U AR AN A BB 2k K L0 5 X 3, U7 Btk

3) QoS ZHUE il ST Hig 0 WK 1) IR 45 S 481, s S 1 BT S A AE T e PE QoS e PE ¥ B 8 , R 45k 1
JE ) 4B 11 IR 55 S A 0 20036 A2 1 QS B SR, FE(QOS) T K7, it FH(time <10/ 3 715 B SR K Rk 435 11 e 45 S 481 Fr)
AT /N T 10,55 40, 75 42 JR 7 il 719 38 43-(globalizationy th AT DL e XAEAN TAE A QoS 23Kk, HY ik T L g il %) A
[F] QS )i [r 4, 1% A2 £ Weeight) 15 H 6 AN [F] 1) QoS F s 1 B A [R] AL F oK K 7= ).

NS R XML e

(service-controly (1--52 Sk 45 38 45 i 4 1) 735 --)

(mode="flow”/) (1--5& il IR 5525 &R 53 --)
(service-model)
(defaultmodel="A"/f) (1--AR %5 B30 A 55
(allow="true”/) (1-- oV IR 45 5 --)
(instance) (1--3%J [ 25 S 45 1 52 1l 356 4 --)
(allow instance="*"/) (1-- FLVF WIS 1 1R 25 1480 (R 25 B 1L 7 ) --)
(deny instance="."/) (1--/~ fL 1 W5 [ ik 55 S 461 -
(/instance)
(QoS)
(1--%F QoS ZHU I & il 7--)
(IQoS)
/service-model)
(1--5E T AR IR 25 253543 --)
/service-control)
(1--HoAth s B 53 --)
(globalizationy (1-- T-{F i 4 &) 2 58 40 --)

(QoS) (1--%1 42 Ry QoS ZH Ity & HilFH 43 --)
(time<110/) (1-- TAE L& B9 $AT B (7] /N F 120--)
(price<350/y (1-- TAEJLE KT 2% HI /N T~ 350--)
(capacity<75/) (I-- T{E# & T EfE KT 75--)
(availability<0.7/) (\-- TAE RS AT M RT 0.7--)
(reputation<80/y (I-- T E L & 45 2 KT 80--)

(/QoS)

(Weight) (- AN [A] QoS 8 b HIAN F 5 1fill--)
(Wiime=0.3/) (1-- TAE VAT IS [HI AL A 0.3--)
(Woriee=0.2/) (1--TAFURHAT P IR Ny 0.2--)

({Iweight)

(U--3%F oAt A S 5 ol 50 --)
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Ry A8 AT e P % A 9 A 4% o e ) SR Oy tim< 210, pri<350,cap>75,ava>0.7,rep>80.
3 ETEESHNFEHELMN QSAE

LR P e ] I A AR O D REAR R (FHAE) IR 45 B (QoS) % 5+ 11 Web JIk 55, Ll tn 181 2 Jir s il 95 21 4
R LUK Th REAH [R] (HE T ) 1 R 45 EAT 5 3 4 28, 58 O 2 T i B2 1) S AR T AR T e A [R) (RH ) 1) Web iR 45, 34
QoS AHZEAR K, ] A v 4% S A" QOS 114 I 25 SEE 4811 ke A4y 3¢ JIR 55 T AR St A2 FH 10 5 SR g i AT T AR YL 1)
i) R.Q0S YA i S B b At A M4 FH 7 A Ak a8 T A 9L, M 25 A ) P DA IR 25 T 5 S D IR 5 3 3 E
“Ipe 7 QoS MR 45 S (1 ok B, th B R 45 T AR AT Hp < Bp B PR T B AR I T B R
31 BENTFHEE

Fifi 25 Internet 7 Web IR 55 (19 3858 386 K IR 55 ¥ 0 2R 458 7 0o (SRS) FH IR 55 25 BB 7 T 328 IR 55 #4000 ek 344 o 6T
QOSUH JB£, 55 2% 12 DRI 3E Jk 55 Ak 22 0 M LAl A 9 222, T A vk [l A A S 45 08 Dt 49 2 I 1 s PR B e 45 A
TERGE,6 MIREE (W, Wa,...,We) 1 RF AR S5 25 10 ML I 45, ) 95 2892 94 22 23 ) o 108,95 289 BAR A
TR A, 80 B0 1 B T AT S AR 0 1 55 A1 3 37 S50 O S oA X o Sl 2 201 45 PR A ) 02 — 2 NP il 8,
RLf BESH 2 (PSOAYTE 2 HARLAG TP )72 W, LSS 5, BT DA, A SO DR~ 30 B 0] ) 3 B 28 30E 4T QoS Y
o, DAY FH P (R AR DGR 3K

BT LI 56 B Kennedy ATEberhart 1 1995 4E 45 Hy & — 25 A A 3k Ak T 557 v, JLAC T2 ) A
G5B R B BRI A R AAE BoRE SR R — kAR A7 B T R AR e A7 QoS K A% il i, I 1 w7
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e vk B A, I K AL VR A8 Sy AR S AR S| KL Bk P B R Ak T B 7% (hybrid  particle swarm
optimization algorithm, fii FXHPSOA)MEAT SRt AL 5 kAR BE % S8 KL F B EE AR 5 B R fs B
A JRBARAR B SCIAT AT 18 A% Bk rh (028 X AR S 8 A ASRAS “ B " QoS TAAT I A%, N 1T 405 Hh 3 o L5 Vi
B R SR I8 5 A EARAE T

B X ={X", X5 1o X } R ARNR G5 ARG BEAT I — AN, I b, m g 2R S ef Web IR 45 AN 55,n O 99 48 o AR
P TR RR AL A SRS 4 A% A B4 - AN B B0F BT 1 AR HE T, AR Ji5 1 SO P46 B AN R 36 01 A 3041 1 — A 78
B, T FXGON 1IN 2 AT I (1 55530 N % 4 A2 b 5 )% AN iR A B AR

ARV =

X=(X1,X2, -+, Xm) 1)

KR A7 E X R )8 — A B m A TG AN 0 HUEAT PIA0 F 1,1 F o AH B 1) S
AR AR 0 UM S 45110, %(1,0,0,1,0,1,0,1) K /s — 4 40t 45 1,4,6,8 AT S A%

L5 1 T

V=(Vq,Vy,...,Vp) 2)

R IR VIR B A% 10 5O 7 1) BV AR 408 3 2 7 190 97 5 0 G 30 SRR B AR AT B 4, LT R A 3
AN=1,0,1. -1 F5 718 Bk M (0 BEE G 10 A6 7 T R 428 SR 0 AR 1 38 7 T 1) % A 32 5% 110 454610 401:v(0,0,-1,0,1,0,-1,0)
PR AR NER 3 AN RUBNEE 7 AN SO BE BB AT R 40, DR Ok 58 3 AN TR AR 7 AT R MM N-1,3 B 7 43l
TN AR (RS A R A R S 4,5,6 N TG 3R ARG 7 B I 5 A DR T A v A I 1 — B B
NG 5 A MINERCE 5 M TEN 1),

“InET (@) E B E SCA®B R E B A | NTCEMIEE | AN TCER -1 A PR i+1 B -1 s R B iR
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X(t+1,i)=X(t, ) ®V(t+1,i) (4)
2o AT X R) R (4) IR EAR S, FT LAAS 31— 4 00 1) AR T B A% 2 M A2 7 J A2 il 388 =3l i
RE A A5 B 11T I A A T I A A A IR 55 BB v SR T T AR S A A, T R AR, T R L R R
UF T B AT B 4 4 G DA B R, DS T 4 . 0k 22 AR, T LA 1 38— s Y TR P O e 0 B A T R 8 ik AR
(1 R, DU AT DARIE 75 3 A ) 45 v 1) S A B 42
ER 1. WS IR K 10 1 X B) A (4) 2 TRk ARG, AT L3R BB AR 45 TAETRAAT #5412
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A2 1) 0T 5 3 A oK B30 H ok VT ) B A 1 R IR A IR BT HG R v ) 3R R 0 B AR O TR R 9% TR A i A, o
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FR 48 A 2 (4), Bk — Wk A 15 208 1 B 5k
X(t+1,)=X(t,i))®V(t+1,i) (5)

LT I A2 1) DO A bR B R F(E+1,0), S8R, AT F(t+1,0)2F(t 1) A2 £ BT 1 5 428 300 v ] LA S R 20 2 0K
IEAR S, FE TR AR A R A f (e, )2 F (g, 1), o byt g 3 2 0, 22 DB ARUS 459 3 B AT 18 422 25 L LA IR AT
AR E (R D —F).

AR 2> 3X(3), i 40 48 R Wl 7 T T 9 R R b A A S SR R IR T 17 2 2% T LU AR B2 77 1)
LA Je 24 i B AL i A 1R 1) AN T T DAAS 3]
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M) V(t+1,i)=V(t,))®C1®Rand()®(P(t,i) e X(t,i))DC2@Rand()®(P(t,g) e X(t,i))=V/(t,i), A\ 1 7T LA 5 Fledh oy 5548 H kxR
P AT 2 2 (3) 2 =X (4) T BASK H AL IR 45 A it i A2 O

3.2 QoSIEEHEEMRITS A

FIEARE ALY QoS i FL ik e, HL S BT aft J MU 181 2 o /s 1) e 45 2 PRS0 v i 9 5 3 PRk 6 I 55 E AT 4RA T 11
T AR, HAZ O D BRI AR AR 45 1R 3% 8. DX DA IR 55 25 Jeoby o (i) B A 8 DR d D R AH [R) (RH AT « R 45 5 £ 4% e 19 ik iR 55
JT LA TAERIAT R P T 6 QoS il B i 53 e 45 Al A2 1 P AN PEAL 5 3K b T AN [R] ) JIR 55 S5 B 4R A A
TAE G A B AT AR 090 5T, A B E A AN, i P AT I ) AT 2 A T A L de As B AT AR SR, o] B R
P 58 TR0 T R AAR TR T SRR U, A S0 2 BRSO R [2042 S 1) VR R IR 25 o vE BTV,

K F1(x), ..., Fo (%) B8 H0 53 50l 18 3K QoS 1 1) 2% & K] % QoS(tim),QoS(cos),QoS(cap),QoS(ava),QoS(rep) & . it
W R AR R TSR DR R P AR N L AT IN R N RS T IR R R RS T SRR R,
W R A QoS LA B 2 LN HARIALAL H A

f(x)=F(maxf;(x),minf,(x),minf;(x),maxf,(x),maxfs(x)) (8)
2 (8) T I max R HnT LA AL S min R B, BRI sk 79 455 4% B % 0 256 I 45 2 kR B0k
g(x)=min iwjfj(x)zaj,XEX ©)
j=1

L wy A AR T B AR SS 5 K — AUBUEL, S 13 SROHREAS IS4 H AR FOACEE. D 38 45 AN TR 7 (11 QoS i &, A~ 3L
SR 1 A T AR 2R R A AR VAL T 4 ) I 0 5 AN [R) QoS bk O AN .
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TR 3R 55 AR AU B 45 R A, B e 30 n BB, & K 2 I 2% 00 el R A 1 4 BUBR i e A28 5
JIR 55 Jo R o A A8 T AR BB B R R R U AT,

G(9=3 £, (10

FESRE QoS ARG LA ARAT B 42, 15 58k ZE AR MR 55 2H SARE B0 IR 45 A% 0 38 4 SR HA IR 45 A%
TR R o P A AR B AR, A ST A A A B T O AR, LA A B R (R B AR A T B — D W
BEAUIE AR, 75 ) 55 2 EHT 7 A M AR TR 45 HH AR S (R T A i A7 o 0 T R R o R S T L R A T AR R I
S5 B AT FE N 1R IR 2% R B S ARG, B QoS(tim),QoS(cos),QoS(cap),QoS(ava),QoS(rep) & . 5 JI i 4 4% % 1% & 15
W2 2 H bR 4, B 562 A 3(8), 35 AN 2 W) ZE 40— 4k 42, R AR 18 2 30(9) K Hh g 4% % B 1R 255 6 I 55 o ==
1B, 2R 5 AR 2 3K (10) 3k HH A 4% 8K A% 1) 255G IR 45 T 0 o 0. 1 TRTERAT & HE SRR IR 45 T A i 3 2 A R B9
S

Bk 2. (HPSOA) FH VR A7 By sk AR R 25 T AR it % 12

Step 1. B IR0 (Max-Num) BL & f52 K 35 AR Ik 1 (Max-Iteration). 25 55 N K — AN AL W 4R AL
B XO,i) AR — A BENLI I LR V(0,i),(i=1,2,...,Max-Num), X(0,i) £ 7~ i IR VO,)ERE | &H11h
R A5 R S B B T 1R B AT B A% Pi=X(0,1), & A 4% Py 2 AT Pi vh B 1 R AR

Step 2. 1R M ATk AR KBS T oKk AR KB Max-Iteration, U] goto Step 5.

Step 3. XPRLFHE A 1R — AR M HE 2 2 (3) VAT R AR 4 2 (4) VLR A B WOR B AR R S A
AR T AR BR 2 4% 10, i R AR JU P 0 A ) o 4 R T i A2 A xR (8) 45 R 1K 22 H o PR 4 A4, SR 36
B AR 24 2 (10) sk 45 11 397 36 450 000 385 I 55 o 001 L 24 iy J) 3 0 A B A0 1D 3 1 JF R 50D 2N, T2 T 19 7
B 5T X4 BT R R S AN B 4%, goto Step 4; 75 W) 45 B9 i Sk Y47 goto Step 2.

Step 4. QISR FASKLT (K JR 5 4 A0 M AR 1 24 00 10 4 JR s 00 18 20, D) FH S A Jm 3 4 0 0 422 B8 37 24 Wi 1 4 R
4t 4% 4%, goto Step 2.

Step 5. i H K £ 1 Jot At 8 4% B G . JE vy BB

EAE 2 w5 S ) B AL SR AR B B8 T 3Rk T R 5 ]S BRI AT DA PR e B A A S A
Step 3 1, B JefRAIE T 5 AR AE AR R R AT R IR 25 T AR IZ AR A O HL B A% 1K A5 40 i B #0996 I 2 B AR 400R,
VAR 4% J5 B 465, T QoS(tim),QoS(cos),QoS(cap),QoS(ava),QoS(rep) &%, #i ik B 1E I # 5k . 283 £ YA, 15 3\
XL R 2 H ARZ I B A 8 B H SR (M BLAT B4R QoS W Bk 42,

EIR 2. BE 2 AT LR B w7 AR SS TAE R PAT B AR

IE U ¥V Max-Num 9145 5645 X(0,1), 35 20 (3) 0 2 (4) AT 411, — WGEAR G Gkt B Ry 2243 33 Ay

V(L,1)=V(0,i)®C1@Rand()®(P(0,i) e X(0,i))®C2@Rand()®(P(0,g) e X(0,i)) (11)
X(L,i)=X(0,i)®V(L,i) (12)

I VI ER AR X(0,) T AR S BE M HEAT B e e B 1 WA REAMIIR I R A B E 19 B — A ik 12
X(+Li)=X(t,)SV(t+1,i), B X(+1,0) BAT € MBEHLE, I 52 B Js B A2 A0 R H A 00 B A2 A0 4 SR LI B A2 1) 5%
Wiy, HC 48 2% % ) S (Max-Iteration—i); SRS 35 B4 B 420 R0 4 JR B 0 B AR R T 1 52 5000 0 6 e Ak e G B AR A 8.
AR KB P A B AR AR — E H A A T ARG M IEA QoS BABE R, UG A& TR 8 Y8 H QoS
BRI B F(E+1,1)>F (L 1) B A0 B 6 45 4 2 AR A T R IR IE, 28 (Max-Iteration) & AR i, 5098 2 7T DR B el R 45 T AR
PAT AR O

L 2 FHag AL S R BEATL Ah ATl B 0048 FH 3 I 5 o 5 R A7 2 PRI 295 R, R e o 7 8 o 4575
B IE ALK EAT — @ B HUIE R AL 2 AR IEIE MRS R, & — IR R A B3] T AR RS
A TEAN 53 31 JR R S A B A0 LA 4 JR S U s A0 2 IR0 f 2 ), LA — i (R0 R 2 1) J) 38 e U0 B A0 0 4 J) B D ik A2
I R AR T 1) B3 T 51 S TR o SE R A R M R T I S R BT 02 B R, T L@
Tk A 43 S (A SRR D26 43 IR B HEAT 43 M, T 4k K T 22 (45 5L, A R0 5 T 10 B 1) P 4% 31 B SR AR
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77 L S0 PR RE A 2R 46 3k T IBE AR T 42 IR 5% %% T100 Sk SRS /1.0;5 & PC HL(CPU A Intel Pentium 1V 2.4GHz,
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42 RBERRDH
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fL(x)=t, +t, +mxt,
f,(x)=co, +co,+mx co,
fy(x)=a, xa, xa, (14)
f,(x)=min(ca,,ca,,ca,)
f. ()= xr,xr,
f,(X)=t, +m x t; +t, +max(ts,ts)
f,(x)=co, +m x co;+C0, +CO; +CO;
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fs (X)=r, x 1y x 1, x min(ry, 1)
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