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Abstract: Choosing the global optimal execution plan is an important process in the semantic Web service
composition. The plan selection based on QoS is still challenging because the heterogeneous QoS values make data
aggregation and decision making hard. This paper presents a novel Fuzzy Multi-attribute decision making-based
semantic Web service Composition algorithm (FuMuCom) to solve the above difficulties for the first time.
FuMuCom takes all possible QoS expression types (real number, interval and linguistic expression) into
consideration. It includes three main steps: defuzzifying linguistic data, normalizing the decision matrix and
evaluating alternatives synthetically. Other contributions of the paper include an extensible QoS ontology to express
the heterogeneous QoS values, an ontology evolution strategy for aggregating QoS and a set of experiments that
demonstrate the benefits and effectiveness of our approach.

Key words: semantic Web service; service composition; quality of service (QoS); fuzzy multi-attribute decision

making (FMADM) theory; workflow technology
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T SL Web IR 25 20 & F A e 35 B 70 28 10 7 7 T 1 9 b R 2 e M0 2 1) 52 2% IR 45, AT ik A 25 1 i s .
TE—A RSG5, B 1 58 RS A6 5 1 AR A At on] 120 45 IR 25 00 Zh B PR AR T e Pk (76 AR SO 2E4R
QOS) ) 5 3K AR J5 41 & 5 | 3L T T AR SR B A A 4L & i 55 (AT B A2 1230 B I, 4 A 51 4 ) IR 25 e B A
T SCUC T 7 9 BAT B A% v A A AT 25 6 2100 A ) B 2 5 SR R 45 5461 A 3K 2 R M TR 4
HRAT AR 1R T BE A ABL PR 328 . 45, 33K 26 00k 36 AR 25 1) 45— S W1 B TR 2 45 PR A — IR 45 41 & AT - R P2 e de
PLRIAT VRIS — A QoS AN RS- A G B IR R 45 % P A SC R BRI Sl AP s s — A i
FEREAT 8, MR U, i RE AT 232 3 N (1 28 98:Qo'S 8 A (R 41 A R 4% 1) QoS {f - 4 48 - 110 Js A4k
QoS i)+ 3L QoS VEHE I Hk B3 A& % 1 b Al T il 75 2R 10 T Rl ) g 2 e S5 L7130 il A 75 SR A 4k 3 - )
R B B AL T F).

SR, H RTIR QoS 5845 10 Ml g 25 (1 Y SR S0 0 56 T — A v T A A IR 45 0 s 504 0 20 L s 3 1 T =X B
B H X AN 15 AN BB 2 4 B ML R 6 QoS i (1 75 sk sk 8 22 1) 2 2 U R IX Pl R T v A R K
A PHARE BT 54 QoS BN 1% LUAH & I 345 HE, LAY SR 28 1) 1 34 i LR m] LR X )
TR A At R 88 QoS 78— I 1) B A (1 5% % o AR AN /MY, 1) I S 8 5 700 64 4 3R TS 26 AN g LA L
PRB I QoS Jeg MEBL AR M, H Rif £k 5K 5 35 AN AT Wkt =2 F 33 3030 S 44 9 QoS B0 A SR Hi S A 5
HE IR ) QoS 45 H T 3 TR £ J8 Mk v SR HL 8 1 e 4540 & v 3R B0 (FuMuCom).FuMuCom .45 3 A F 520
B Se A 4R — P BRI (4 7 V2K V8 T Y SRR IR B B R D S B AR S A H R SR B AR AL B R B
A R AR R GRS B A PAT R R B AR SOEN A T — AN TR T4 QoS YA A 18 2% fe Ak ik
1SS R T4R T —8 5 QoS M3 -4 8%, il i SR X FuMuCom BEAT 5246 LLIE AR JLA0 8 1t Fn 4

AL 148 QoS ARk Je H ik Ak 3R Mg .28 2 51 i FuMuCom [ISVEGNTT .58 3 45t 92t 45 IR 40 #r .
AT A I TAE IS FuMuCom 3EAT PR35 5 71 5 &5 AR S0, 1 [RTI 405 Hh 7 e 45 406 4088 b oK SR IR E 9 o ).

1 QoS Af{RFAt L

T W R L Web IR 45 E 9T T AR (1 JE il 76 T 600 sl S53sl AH OC 1 A 4, FH ok B iff il A AR RO MR A 2 T 1 5
F NI 2 5 1% B8 2 AR B 0% 11 96 b 58 BOAH B AT 55 £ (it 06 B R S Al WWW B BE (World Wide Web
Consortium,W3C) & It 4 1 T Web A A% 7 (Web ontology language, i #k OWL)PH skt Web 1) %8 i 4T 15
AR F1 OWL-S(OWL service ontology)™ 3 T OWL Jf I ke xt Web I 45 34T 1 SRR AT B 49 QoS A
PR [ OWL-S, AT Aff {4 1% A P fi i 15 JL A2 . OWL-S A5 (1) Web fIl 55 A 1A 347 TG 42 st 8 Rl £
1.1 QOSZA{K

WHEFEULR,3 KB MK &2 5 5] QoS EANIIE X Web 45 4l &l fe ol B e s /' B4k, Is4as
5B RN AR 45 M H 0 B R A P AR TR A P T SR D AT LA B SE B3 4 1K QoS I A (FR AL S 1 E B,
Hi 55 4 £5 51 B BB 1 %5 R0 IR 45 30 0 m oo R AH DA% JR 5 i e Sl R TR 45 0 R 7 SO Ok 1 R 4 4R 4t
BRI B QoS {5 5. o T8 ki P2 B8 B YA MO AT, oAl 17 B2 8 L —> QoS Tl J2 A4, H SR 4 i AH DG 1
N & DA B =5 5 A AR B 1. 125 H T ARk,

Bl A LR T 2 78 IR 2 24 OWL-S Ji S THZ M4, B B [ TE R 7 8 22 5 QoS I 4 1 i L Web I 25 41 &
F A R A PR 30 R 2, 2 R [0 T2 3R IR 216 5 2R KR A RS AE a2 A M AR 2 0 QoS JiT A 1) QoS B k3514
QoS M= ¥ W& A QoS & A AT — AN 0T, A A Y FH A0 3 280 i A P AN [7) 11 Jo 2 4 0 R A 2R i P AE B /]S
F WL TR, I 2, 2 38 TR A Je AR K L R R A 5 A A QoS i Ik A A L B i R R o A R
75 2 RT DA 200 1 R AE, A AT ok SEH X R $E0E AL, S QoS (ELIE TG 5 L I 1) B A SR
PR TR AT 4 R W2 (1) RS SR A v AT R RO B QoS i B S K L R A (B N KR ) (2) thE
A At B e 1 5 R B (R 15) I b v A mp O AT B e, AT 15 21 A (497 s ) ). 55 A0 FE IR 5 A & 3 e %
g BRI & P BE (QoS F R A1 QoS fmiT)4h 4l & 515, b J5 41 A 5 B K AR 3 T /RS B ¥R B AT
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QoS HH HIEV FHAT VLI 5K QoS JF AT PR B, o & P Ik B B L 75 5. T QoS J@ MEM & € XAE
JEAE IR 47K H QoS MRMER, oAb 55 QoS AH IR I i id vl LAy 5 Hhy 5 T J2= A A B J2 A A v PR R o e VD 2.
FEASC A AT T 4838 1 B 9 (R A 28 P SR 3 0 QoS B (145 B . T TR FRATT LA 5 A ML 1Y) QoS Je& 14 2y 451

LA .
hasLjnit -m
b give~ ServiceProvider
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_Compute/
QoSMetrics proyide— 1

relatedTo N !

\
\ QoSData
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N
computedBy \ ~=get

Functional
description
) \ ! UserData
- intion) hasEffectOn \ i ! -
- A , Aggregation @ =
/ N _Input”

, compute execute__ -
\‘ ex«/elcute
input
—* Sub-Class
————— + Property algorithm
Fig.1 QoS upper ontology
1 QoS WZ Ak
Ak T8 — N MR S5 3 SRk A 70 U Il MR 25 I 5 A6 4 i 1k 75 2 IR S5 4R T 45 e HL AR IR X (L) v
PusmPePs ®
;H\: L"‘ Pus /&i_\‘ijj‘ I"ﬂ EE’(%E@ ps) 'ﬁl\*%,Pt 5’:3{!‘ T ﬁc Ey(trade_off) E(Jrfﬂ*%(ﬁu :*}'L}Jij%)lps 5‘: Web E&%Eg?}‘\"ﬁ:(software)j?ﬂfff
Hrks.
T P55 Web 15 7y 9 0 . JCBUR 1 F 04t
ANS = L (2)

n
FCrp Aus 7R IS5 AT A, T 27 A8 — 5 I 1) DX TR) Py 3% 16 9% 7T H (ready ) (R R30S 7 75 U IR 1) B A A9 05 7] s
OO T PRI H O L3 T2 7 ) S EAT VAR RS 2 7 AR SR IR A5 SRS BV M e B AR, R
SRAFE i W S 454 1, 2 4 0., ] e 1 50

T,=Y f,i=12..n @)

i=1

Characteristics

o i FoR B8 T U SR E R S
IS S 2 73 AN P PR SRV SR et 1 i 28 IR 55 AT 65 AR 5 PR N TR0 . X R U ) I S A 2
lws=ttransaction*ttransmission 4
S Ly FE7R Y 1 01 B oo 2275 G AT 25 2 5 BT I 90 tansmron 7% 0 45 KA 0 ) 6 605 )
P BB U BN AN 45 7 0 1) B A 5 945 S0 A, 1 1 5 1) B T s 1)
B 0146 I A . SR T
Lo =M, ) s )] (5)
S() LT 5 3 SIS U 2 B A 0 5 I R 27
DAAE:, ISf SEE 5 A — 5 I T B P 0 95 U7 Il B T) £ 1 BB B AT T S AR JRAT T SC T i Jm Pk O 50 - 5 A
KBRS AT 1 o SR 45 AL TIN5 B A W IR 45 L AR 25 2 B R 1R IR A2 34 £ 200ms, fH Lys;=[100ms,350ms],
Lws2=[80ms,230ms]. A X Pl i &0, 1 SR I A 42 JH - B0k J0EAT 3 S, A Wi 55 F10 B S8 5 38 A A AT X 53] fEL A 42 TR
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FATH 5 SCAT LA S5 Y 7E LA g s P RSS2 RO SE R I 2 45 1 0 A e HLIRSS 2 BB KRl g/ g
FESIOLT RS 1 LABRATT o] DAAS IR 55 2 BB REAE FEF AR S EOLT %5 1.

A HEPE IR Web IR 45 IERIPAAT S h AR (R B8 ) e 0 IR 45 = 1) — AN g A VP ) S B R B TR
i) JIK 45 I 14D S 4t A 5 At LA A 15 B e e e SO RS A EL (U 7 1~10 PR 50 rP g P — AN Dy T SEPEIR(E) AHR X
Tt s 7 AN T 14 A N R R TA 0 11 205 7, DR % 1 AN 2 QoS 2 5%, Lot T B 46 Jg ik 1) S 5 A7 A 2
g8 = (10 DR 3l D7 ) IR 45 2 5, B R T IR SS ISR QoS B AT — AN MM 1A S B A9 v AR B s 1)
FBEK T AR IX PG BT AT AT — AN B 16 B0 A BEAE 9 25 7 RO A vl 250 i LA 3RATT R 3 LAY 5 B 1 3
i 8 R 55 1) mT S b A IR 55 U7 1) 45 ARG 0 25 14 SR A IR 45 [ mT SR T — AN BB 1) 20 30, 1% 03 B2 4R
4 (5 (very high), % =1 (high), — % (normal), 55 (low), f (very low)) i —ANJ0 25 BLARTE & T Bl L IEff & 28
3R BE ) AR EIAS S 5 B LUK T 5 SR 2545 P SR I 0 2, JR AT 14 T8 5 25008 o0 5 ) 1) e 7 Y g R 4T
G SR g AR () = A A B8 el a™, et e b ala™ At et g s = AR B R S KR B AL X o e S
B A BB o — AN S B A XA A A SRR N, FL DX 1) P A A () s i I — s B R (B IR
)5 %R T B S A9 A [1,3,4] 3 A AR, L SO [1,4 0 (R AT ] — A S5 B0k I — 8 I 0] AR R
AR, FH 3 e (AT gtk D 1. = A BB £/ B — M 75 22 FR AT L % (QoS B R & 1 L )4 i (45t RoR
ANE S BRI T SR AR, ), FAT AT LS ([0,0,2],[1,3,41,[3,5.6],[5,7,91,[8,10,10]) 45 il % 7 L1 5 Ak
BT 20, b 2 i,

Fig.2 Examples of the triangular fuzzy number
B2 =S4
AR, FRATTARAE 25 7 A IR I s 1t s SCRT Sk IR AR R
I am qur I I 150,
Rus :Hé[ai 8,8 ]:{n;ai’n;ai ’Héai } (6)
Hohn FRORAE 72 I 1) 5] B Py IR 25 5 V5 ) )R B (i 7R B 07 D). bt 2C(8) P AL, — AN IR S5 1R AT P 8 SO —
BN o) A BT %5 1 S A R T A
T ELRF R H R ATAT AT 73 RG] e 2 2R & 7 10 = EAR ) i SR s P 5 IR 454 it 7 AR
T, 7K 2 H 5 G 0T TR A IR IR 55 v S 1 9T LAAIR™ 20 50 T R0 5 P R 58, T T 15 D0 A 452 11, BT DA mT S A i iR 7
1 QoS i HIAL™ A Sy il LL A WL VF A (4 M 0] 12 e VR AN SR 1] BB T A SCRIIT 5T S 0 (H o JRAT T/ P 26
ST SUIE HY T — AN RRREAT 23 56 W00 1Y 1 9 SR s (OSP8R4 1 S ARDR 7 B ), 7 B e i 0 ol QoS i
FUH T AT SEPE R R (I K
PR B TAE AR ) AR A48 T — AN Sk 1) Web AR 45 7 2545 0 ——WSrepM L. wWSrep £ i T 3 W 1 % 1
A RMZMAIN T QoS J A4 B m] 135 1k (credibility of Web service, & Hk CoWS) 1734 7 (£ T~ UL Hir 2% =) 311
W), R Bl S T 4T 73 Bk vt oA A iy LRSS AR 41 ik — 20 17 /i WSrrep 135 B 132 AH 5C SCRIR):
Zn:Rating
WSrep :axi:lf+ﬂxCOWS @)
JErP, o1 PRI F 0 o5 B Y R 5 008 B 2o S ).
S 2 DL AR 5 Tl IR 45 5 et Ja 1 o A7 A% AR S8 Sy B AR TR B0l g At 3 v 34) 4 298 2 7Y e 1t
1.2 #H& 518 AKIKF# L (ontology evolution)

Z 5k 55 A IR RE EARIT 2 10 QoS ATRAN K — AR IR 3K Bl 5028 1 BEmT LAy P22 (1) QoS gtk
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AR IR VE M LS MR S B SR B AR QoS e Ak (9 T, R 25 T H A SR N A I 2 e e, P Sl i kIR
55 11 D00 2 PE i ). 3 T30 4 3 % ) At R A % 32 4 4810, 7 P 3 4 08 RN VAR SRR R AT A R 1 T DA R 7 O]
T8 QoS JE MG T RFMR T 414 514119 QoS KR th 7% BHEAT E4k LL REGS BRAF BT 1) J8 M 48 & I T X 37
HH I R ) SR R L VR BT SN HAT UE R B AR QoS e br, b R I R Ak 4 N B4R (2) QoS
S AR X AR T AR EILAE VE AR R 4% BE B T H: QoS Hiedi, et T S 451 A Ak 1) Ak B BL ARG AT B X R AR AL AN B
A TR ENIRAE b, AT T LR AL & 7 SR BRI, SR 3 0T B Bs 3047 SR A RIVRAS BRI AT A 7 48 T HEA T A
A4, AT TP 3 XTI AR AR B O Ch T AR AN R4 i 6 A4 A 4 1) — 3501 BRATTAS Su v L) A4
N [ OWL STARYEAT 16 40):

(1) QoS J& 4 in, Hod% 1 %E X 4 add(QoS,name,characteristic, metric,agent,value). 1% 1 HUGE 1 IRk 4 vE M o
Lo E e Y IR S5 U e T DAAR R B A ) T SR IR A HE LS QoS Mk 7 3 i J v i, R BRI AR M A
(QoS). JEPE4 (name). J& M )Fi(characteristic). /& 1 7 v (metric) . I & 3= 44 (agent) A S Y i ik (value).

(2) QoS Ja VM B, 345 1 5 X4 delete(name). i35Vt g ey U o0 i S8 R RS, — HOZ R AE SR A, U S
28 A D I — VI 340 e ) .

(3) HHT QoS sz, Hod% 11 58 Xk update(id,newValue). i% B AE FHI A b S5 id FHr Jm PR

N EAT IR O TS IR S B G S AT AR A X R L BRI A G B P
QOS M 7 T [R] 25 o, 5 by T TR 1 5 R T OB NN 1Y) QS M7= A TR A A310% 3 75 7 A AH I (¥ B 4
QoS Ja& LM 4 B AR 16 ) KA A AT TR QoS JE P, 34k QoS Ja M AE i 3R A& vk 4% 4L & 45 My A 70 52 451)
WEAFH (BN 4K QoS @ MR &4k QoS ME& I F ML, Bl e XAE T EARM ). T4 QoS A k.
A M55 BAAT 6 48 PV 5 T AR AR 280 o AR e, SEBE A (9 J5 7 S5 0 A U 50 DR IR 850 . Ik BR S5 M R R AT
S5 (] 3 s, B b R R AR A AR 2R 5 IR 45 18— 0T 55 ) P 45 1 32 7 6 71 1) AN 5542 UM A8 IR B
AT 20 TR 450 b (8 — AME L B B T R AT k UGIERE S M P A m ME L5 S RIS AT I AT — A0 30
AT 1253 STARFEAT Y. B4 A7 L R FEAT S5 46 R my /S99 S0 2004 350 ) N 4 AT

k
/_/n\
—O—- () —»Q—» — loop —»
Sequential Loop
Condition(1) /

Branch(1)

D £ D A

Condition(m) Branchb/

Choice Parallel

Fig.3 Atomic structures of Web service composition
K3 Web JIk5s 4 & 144
TX G J S5 R RT LA H A RS, AT R AN IR 55 445 P 22 e RO 8 Jir 1 25 ) 1 S AT 1 45 HE A
17l B 7k QoS L 517 1:(P A LR I Rep 43 BIZE R KMty FTTREL BEAE, 7T 4 i 7 26):
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Sight Bike
search rental

Distance

Initial calculating

Parallel

Ticket Hotel Car
booking booking rental

' Igti;izl ‘ 5233 @ N;g?ele ——  Transition
Fig.4 Example of the service composition model
K4 R4 4GB R

Bl 4 5o B AT 25 5 MR 00T R AH P08 AT 55 J AT AT BB 5 AT 45ty 5057 U8 50t VBRS¢ mU IR 1R 0 25 AR
R VA 45 B 3% AT 42 tH AT 45 s B v 28 AT 450 748 1 U0 0, Bl I e TR AN 45 8 A — M ik
MR 55 HAATT LAT 55 44 AR I 2% 44 0 T3 R (9l 25 445 B0, BRATT 1 o 4 RO 2R A U SR & 1 il t5 19 QoS 2R
Joi A IAE Ry — AN H AR Y 1 1 QoS 4% AT LNIZR & AR5 JHAT 51 QoS 5t ) QoS Al ts,te 11—~ QoS
Fo HEOWL 7 58 2 J M HEAT 3R 4 d5c 445 B HEA BAT TR QosS.

KRIYTVEAMAN AT A A5 EA L S0 % 00:Q0S TR A, 5B b, 58 A A HEAK ) T4 3 75 Bk 53 2% F& 1L
At f ) 451 a1 A 4438 40 A% U (ontology change detection)!819) 7 44 iz A< ¢ il (ontology versioning control)2°1L),
T A A — S0Pk FN 52 B #26] (consistency and completeness) Y, i £ iF 544 A B FO4R v A 4k 1 T =R
X OB 1 A SO I 1R 90 Tl A Y0l 1 152 2 T DAE— 205 B 15 AH D% Sk

2 FuMuCom

AR SCHE (19 QoS Y Hi AR LA iR (K14 3 A8 g 1HL R T mp A TR AN i 25 (X ) 2R RN 5 ) R4 H Ry
F R SS90 0 26 T 80 AEATT B FATA 4 FuMuCom Xk X Rl LS # JE R IR 19 QoS Bl HEAT 454 VEAN
I 4 28 P IR R A R e R AT TR 22 B T e SR SR O AR R A 22 Bl L EAH b S8 ) I T S Atk b A3 H e AR
J5 F AT M FuMuCom Al %8 T 3% BAE 1A% 0 JEAR, FE55 JL 4 R LU 1N S 4 (10 8 T Bt 1 S T Ak
N 3E PR FRE FoATTLE p={p1,pa,....Pa R — AN B3 L 7RI BB 45, 0={ 00,2, ..., QAR AR L V1 JI 11 5 44
QS J& 1, D=(dlif)nxm A PRFHIE, IL e dig K 36 T AMEIE T RIS § A BB PR A 2k — Pk, AT TR B 70 e SR
B ) S AR R 3 KT O X I BBl 1) 1 R RRIYKT 0 H = MBI A b F A RZEBS AT 0N HAH
FuMuCom [1) 2445 B

2.1 EiEHE

W, T RERE ST AT VRIS K QoS HEAT £ 5 VT Al it — 20 M BEAT St v 3R, FRAT T A ZB0RE A B D ik =
SRR E0 2 BN AL 2 BRI Ak 7 v A2 T AR B [0 T AR, TR — AR 0k e, L FE 0 R ) e A
iR 221 B LATRANFH T 1 2 3K A AT e il 2 B Ak

[rutade [ xu(xjdx+ [ xu(dx
R'=2 =E; & (13)
!ﬂ(X)dx [ a(dx+ [ u(x)dx

Horr, ux) s RIS FE R KL, S 3R AH N (AR 20 X [8) . 75 25 BORI AL 1 R 45 R 2 ) WIaR A D 468 il
D = () 3 A 75 55 R B0 0 X 10 28 50 2 A0 A ) 0y 425 2 e S 800 2 — 52 1 V8 S 2%, EL K e
Jr CH e A K BRE J3E 1t ] A % R SR R o AOM A0 I T 4 280 160 el ERORS Al 188 A7 580 TE A 1 7 SCHLBe g
S A B R B AT Z% 5 V55, T DA RAT T Dby 3 Ao 7 ik o A B o SRR B BRI 508l 14 e R 77 0
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2.2 Mgk

3 T AE TR (VPG AN A BRATT R B AR D o (0 B MRS A 2 — AN R B A BRI D ey A s
BB B AR — A LT S DT B L N = () g 22705 B A6 S I AT 3 A5 PR 00 00 A A 5 2 00 1

W

S0, R B e A9 0 L B o 06 1) L =\/id§,
i1

:il
1l

d;/
d~1

d;fl, Characteristic = Benefit
/‘d H Characteristic = Cost

(14)

\/i LR X 4

=1

VU Dz g, 22 X (14) T AR #E 3 A 5 (15) A (16):

=i/ (S
=1

Y —dU/ i(d;)z

=(dﬁ’)‘1/,/2;,(di,-L N
L —1/ /;(dILJJ)—Z
P 5T L AEREE N et T #5450 <nb <1A0<ny <1 FL b BT nd BRI, 2 W1 3L SRR

2.3 ZEITH

,Characteristic = Benefit (15)

,Characteristic = Cost (16)

A1k @ = (@, @y, 0,) HEFHNENRH o RAiwj “1nw; >0 ILLERATAT LA E AL RS

PORFEEW = (W) oy LT Wy = 00, = [0, 0,0 ] TENH Q0S L4 PEAN LA 2 i, A1) 75 25w UHHFEW op
FA) 1 B AR S5 R A7 B AR KA b PP A R FE U,
EMX. IFFRAE S (8 ) AR A (5).

Ao IEFUAR R R AR E’JB&T)‘EHE%QﬁAﬂﬁfrkU 1 4t IEF*E RN AR e 25 v RIL R i BT
AL R JEE o SR SR VP A 2 11 M 55 21 45 AT o el

o d(w,) 20 ) (o =7y
fin(Ww;,5*,57) = ———~=x100% = - x100% a7
d(S ,S ) Z\/(SH_ —L)2+(S+U 7U)2

DB R RRECRE 2R | ST VR AINAL QoS A VAT IE L A7 BEABLSUAE D S N, bR Bl d() s P AN X 1) 234 ) 4 Y
SIS A I RS (R BRAT T FE £ T A e SR R AT A T LK s SRR R P R AT Rl 4 A
BLJSE () e IR AT B P IR P, AT 75 28 J DL 1 e S 45 18
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3 ¥ I

BATE P64 B FuMuCom 532 1) I 1) 522 2% B35 A8 182 i N (1 3 026 v R B0 o n, SO0 2 000 e 3 R 1 A 4 X i)
B 5y BURASECR 1r,QoS JE Pk IRy m 3Lk | AN vk A0 Bt e SCAZ Bk b JR0ATT i e PSR BE R ) Ixn
A BRI R 2 O AL, IR TR] 52 2% FE O O(Ixrsen), RS AR 21 (14 I8 18] 52 2% B2 2 O(mxn), &G P4k 7 2K 1) 1) 1) 52
JeBE Sk O(n). BT BA A SV IS T S A9 Bk O((Ixr+m)xn), e Lr A0 m o BT B 45 5 5028 1 B I 1) 52 2% 1 456 11
FuMuCom HAT R & is 173K

AR AT 6 PSR SS 1 QoS Bl HEAT SL K K G UE FuMuCom A 34 ot S 56 AT L4y kg N8 43
o5 1 8 5 h, 3RATTHE FuMuCom Fi 55— Fi B H bR vk 55550 (single objective decision making, faj#k SODM)iEAT Lt
BUEM] Tl FuMuCom & 48 H R THRIA 2 S G dae U0 10 B8 5 Bl 1l i 52 30 38 iE T 7R AT TR QoS e AR I
FuMuCom H A5 1% s (1) 1 55 R B AN AR € T
31 KEHIKRKRE

BT FuMuCom s &% i i fig 77 BT 5 1) 8 = A4 1) QoS B £ ke 1), T AR AT TGV T IA 11 QoS %k
it (H 1 QoS i 34 LA 5 1) S BOHEAT $ifi 3k ) ot H kAT 2 36 FRAT T K S 38 77 vkt AT IT K Web il 45 1 4 A 3C
& HH AR ZR S I U £ QoS i d5 28 5 J R SR B AN S P SR 10 IR 55 215 3 e Ol — A TR SRR R Vi IR 55, 1%
R4 AR NLEETUEAT S5« AR T AT 45 AL AT 45 ,3X 3 T0AT 45 4 WP A YR AT FRATT A X 3 T0AT: 55 49 il i
T 34 Web Al 45 524, [ iF AT T T 7 — A% 416 518 H k1247 FuMuCom.

TR MRS S, AT L R E I QoS 15 B, X T L LT Jr v kAT R AN IS5 I 5 b S 21
3 48 58 (IR 25 R A ) B AN IR 55 18) 7 25 1 42 R ZRY 8 0 A il 11 (B O B0 512 PR A8 5 FF AR BEAT i LA IR AT AN W] i
73 3 JSE W 75 2, AR Y QoS 5 Bl I AR 100 4 &I (%7 )l 1 s it it i 2\ A8 A & B Rk A
— JE N RN IR SS U T 100 DX (FEAE T IR [R] S 22458 P AT Ao 1 0 A i D9 28 BB AT U ), 2% P B A8 145 BV
FEMRAS 2T 0] I GE R ] S (R RO T 23 (X 6 J 15 A 2 Uk A5 1190). A6 e B A W 2 v, 7 7 R iR 45 Fe it
H TR IAT Sy 2 A AT () 48 ) 3% U, S A AT R UK IR 2% EAT AR B T O BE, T B A B AT IS PCOAN
P 2% B AR T AT TR 1X 28 S At R I3 A DG A Sk AN RS 1 QoSuifi 5, 7 4b— A& (G RS
% PR H ExFALA IR 1 QoS 7 sk (P<$150). 41 4 51 A4 s T 4 vl g (AT R1(33=27) 3 HLit 5 i
APATHRI B AR QoS bl & 78 % 1 it K I BRI R, 55 15 IR e okt 1 o vk 35 E AR A E T 34K QoS
EH T3 1.

Table 1  Service composition candidate set
Fz1 REHAEPATHRIMEE R

Plan\QoS  Price($)  Availability Response time(ms) Reliability  Reputation

1 120 0.97 [200,350] [8,10,10] 0.91
2 150 0.97 [180,320] [5,7,9] 0.98
3 130 0.98 [240,310] [8,10,10] 0.93
4 95 0.95 [280,320] [3,5,6] 0.86
5 125 0.85 [190,360] [0,0,2] 0.62
6 140 0.93 [210,260] [3,5,6] 0.40
7 120 0.98 [220,340] [8,10,10] 0.98
8 110 0.99 [230,300] [8,10,10] 0.28
9 135 0.87 [180,280] [1,3,4] 0.56
10 100 0.94 [260,270] [3,5,6] 0.97
11 105 0.93 [196,269] [5,7,9] 0.99
12 110 0.96 [219,318] [5,7,9] 0.99
13 125 0.95 [208,271] [8,10,10] 0.55
14 115 0.99 [237,346] [0,0,2] 0.89
15 130 0.89 [188,332] [1,3,4] 0.96

3.2 FRFTIE
o B 0 QoS Hidl, I A 136 7T LA LL—Fh SODM (175 1L AT VEA%  3X P 7 v K 2% e — AN 0 f g ot
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) QOS J& 1 17 A 2 8 LAt J 1. LAt P R 25 21 & 7 V3 AN e 0 A (9 QoS B HEAT LU B AN VPl BT TR % 5 41
At 3K 1 % 7 i ) B 0,=(0.36,0.21,0.23,0.05,0.15), @,=(0.05,0.36,0.23,0.15,0.21), @3=(0.05,0.21,0.36,0.15,
0.23), @,=(0.15,0.23,0.05,0.36,0.21)F1 »=(0.23,0.21,0.15,0.05,0.36). & 5 & ! ,iX 5 AW I AR B T %/ B 50 E AUAE
5 4~ QoS J& 1t AR A B AT T AT P Rl SV K UE B FuMuCom I 45 WA 2 47 A R B (B) 4 T
Pl B2 AE A TR B PR (0 HE P 45 SR A SODM  HL28 7 (1) 563 sii A At %iE Ak, Al 1) ik e o) i i e 98 =
A EE AT HE ).

AT SERE ML UL FuMuCom [P35 AT 44— TR bR (dif) R oH 5L AT R 254 QoS 2.

dif (p;, p;) = fin(p;,$",87) — fin(p;,5,57)

ZFR PR IR S TR 1 AT R R WER 6D T .

2 50 T 3k R A % L R, DA R i FuMuCom 36 Y I SRt TR 5 38 i SODM A3k 4%
KR 454 QoS # . Ni% R AT LI, FuMuCom 7& 5 ZH AT (1 B i) 1 38 tH i e ft vk R 40 304 14,1,2,7 A 11,
[, IX 5 AN RIFER RFERE LTl SODM vk th i Ak 45 91 i 4E oo IO PRARN R, 1 &I 10 S ALK 4
1% 13.0851%, A1ty LA TR 1 rp WML A Y, BAR TR 4 B ARG A (H L T SE R 22 X T RE &5 e 2 K&
KB AT N 1 A0 % P 5252451 2k AR ZH S0 IE W T FuMuCom T fg % 1 £ 486 H (R IR 45 20 &5 AT TF R AT S AR
1254 QoS, 1M SODM H3k H Ak v T M b 48 HA 28 7 de QT 8 Pk e A0 140 o 3k e 22000 JFE At il 25 o 22 1) B0 T
55 SR 55 U7 1) (10 2R W sl A5 5 7 52 80 3V (191 a7 2 R I 22).

FHN RS A A PATHHRIE QoS K AR AR, — ol 1) IR 25 A A 002 O 12 L A5 AR v 1) R B SR AR 45X ol
O R B 3 A DR A B0 [ T R 2 I P R R A X S A B A M, BT A 28 7 TR 1 i b ok 5 4%
X RAPE AR e

(18)

e FuMuCom | =~ FuMuCom
SC:__[}M (ava) |

- SODl\é:[ (average lat)

1 it 13
E Vo \ 3 .. % -
L] O ] e | ] K
L 4 4
- B o fr— { T2 6] 3
£ T{om P A E 207
s 8w il £ ] =
= HI O A 1 =1 8
a:”‘; R e 2 W e = 9 s 9
PR | A ]
16— f s i3 17
i3 — Jf ] - FuMuCom 13 I
13— - SODM (pri) £ —C—— 0 S o ——
2 4 6 8 1012 14 2 4 6 8 1012 14 2 4 6 8 1012 14
Composition plans Composition plans Composition plans
- ;E)T)ul\"[c om] o FuMuCom
1] 50 (re }:;: ! SODM (rep)
K i 3 o o
H ‘.!I" : e 3 . i s |
£ B I\ [Cw s{w/ / .
PR B ! o-ow} w S R —
£ * Fog Rk e —— }'l, f
& 0 g e b\ I i 1 . i ,"_-"
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Fig.5 Comparison of FuMuCom and SODM
K5 FuMuCom 5 SODM ML
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Table 2 Comparative analysis of results
F 2 ERERLEII

Weight/Algorithm  FuMuCom (Plan) SODM (Plan)/Exceed (%)
[on 1 4/13.0851
2% 1 8/31.6132; 14/41.133
w3 2 9/37.3857
[on 7 1/1.989; 3/3.529; 7/0; 8/21.0867; 13/15.2455
w5 11 11/0; 12/3.967
Sen(pi): fln(pi )S -1S )tfl?_(pixs ,S ) x100% (19)
fin(p;,§",57) ‘
fin(p;,5",§7)~ fin(p,,5",§"
sta(p,) =1- (PS8 )= finPy:S -8 )1 100 (20)
fin(p;,§°,5) |
> sta(p;)
sta=dt— ji (21)
n-1

W EE T AR QoS tu& T, B AT 148 H sen() R £k K 7 FuMuCom AHX 12 U1 I ¥ R 450tk 48 F o6 4 sta()
For FuMuCom #%FF A QoS AR 1Rl j Mk 2, sta R AN T 15 QoS A U -k (1735
eV AN S RAVEH o 1EN BT o FIREIT, 7R 6 5. B3] Lzt & o 1 15
FuMuCom HA 1R i (1) R Bt FI R 1. ] 6 45 th T SR B0 25 5 Al v Se M e vk R 6 IR0 s 4t e A8 (LA AR ik $2 3
15). 18 6(a)45 Hi T FuMuCom AHXS T-71K1) 6 H5e38 Ha sy 10 2 ik R etk A 3.1328%— H |- 7t 31 31.8367%. 5341,
AN T $18 IR 6 MHEZ BTH T L AR, VR 6 A R i X 1 At R T A R RE R e S
6(a) A i &7 T FuMuCom A% - FoAth 11 17 34 8 5 PEARHEIR T 100%. 42 1 SR BATTRE VX 6 TR 4 15 B A 4]
BRAH AR G 43 99 250 TG I SE B R BN b B (BAAE YR 10ms i 3k). B8 6(b) 4 HY T SR 45 TR 2 IR AT B A IR S
FuMuCom X+ it%1 6 MR B 3.2308% F T+ 4 33.1256%. [7l i 4% T FoAh v %1 (61 ¥ e vE 4w
95.3209%. 4 FRAT AL L b (R FE B A1), R G (M R (HIE 9.9324%, P38 e ¥ i T 95.2368%. 1% 41 5%
56 A B FH B ZE 0 511 56 1E 7 FuMuCom 8 8% i) 1. 290 5 1D ik 95 5 1278 A4 5 HL A6 08 g K PRS2 b DR R0 ik 25 o R 7
PRV R A R B2 4 5 2, SR A 30 T Kl 1 IR 45 0 15 DA s, DU R 1R 88 2 K 32 4 7 3L HE 7 11 42 A
Al AR I E T R 2 S R TR0 N B 4 e D e R I T 4 )

= =
S S
Bl L et & et et * st S e S o S S = 00— = - SN e
= ] v F—F—) 5
= 90 —=— Sensitivity ; 90 4
£ 80 T Z 80 P
H -o-- Average stability = = lower (sensitivity)
2 70 Z 70 )
= 60 4 = 60 o others (lower)
_-'cg 50 1 g 50 1 /- upper (sensitivity)
< 40 k 14 2 404 ers (UpDe
S 30 rank o = £ 30/ <7 others (upper)
z 20 T z 20 .
R Z 10 S L
I = B T =
A 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 A 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50
Pri changes : pri-x Lat changes: lat-x
(a) Change the price of plan 6 (b) Change the response time of plan 6
(@) kI 6 mf s sl (b) X 6 [ AR

Fig.6 Sensibility and stability of the FuMuCom
6 FuMuCom ) 2 Bt FH A E 1tk

4 MHEIENE
TETE X Web R4S BIAR ST 95 TAE h, SCik[2,3,5-8,23,24] & 2432 1 T A AT QoS A4k A vy DU SCHIR[5,8]

© HEEREETOR

http:// www. jos. org. cn



594 Journal of Software 4kfFZ4% Vol.20, No.3, March 2009

PE H AN AR TR 8 0 B8 ) B, R S TR T2 1) QoS AR S M BT B B KA ATE T E LT — A QoS T EA
A FH R IR 55 QoS A5 FH S s AR T I AH OC F A -2, )5 85 T 5 ST B it 5 A 1) QoS A Y $2 H1 T QoS B it WV & AL,
R A, e A TR T X M) B B R 1 AR SR MY QoS AR S & T DU, B E LT
B R S5 215 R QoS MRS e ol 3, FRATTHM 78 T 56T QoS @ MEME BT, #E 4k QoS %5/ Hudli Al QoS il & AH S
0 AT A SCHR I AR T B A B BRI AR AR T4 QoS BRANINTE X Web IR UG =L, Hifth
AT

BEATRINENN S, B WA W ARS 4L & T RIMRIE VLT Loy 24 3 2588 —,QoS 5. 410 SCHR[TIN 46 T
— MRS MRS LI QoS THEL B (G T 11 B B BT 34) IF HAE S T — AT 2 I SRR RE SR PP Al
1036 1 45 1) QoS. SCHR[8] ik T b ik #1272 T WSMO(Web service modeling ontology)® (¥ QoS 445 1F
il 50258 = BUF R SCHR[2] 4 T — P T A1 55 1) QoS I AT Web iR 2% 20 & 50k A% SO AR A
FEHORRINE N BB PAT T RIBEAT W88 AR T, 2% 7 1R A % 1815 X QoS LA ik 72, DR T 75 T A 1l B )
ATV RIEAT DA, 32 S50 025 1 280 3 B 6 25 11 10 T e 5 e PRI 38 =, 8 R X 35092 SRR [9, 10148 AN [FT 1) QoS
FE D Gt 77 il T s AR R Web IR 25 416 R I R FL SCHR[AL] 8 T T QoS 1 Web R4S ALA 1M % H Ax
ALY TE SCIR[12] 1, QoS I AN R 45 41 G A BN 2 4 i) . 2L RN 0-1 1540 In] BRI 22 R i) 1) e I B AT 4
1R SCER[ABIA B T — &4 QoS A HiE AT R ) vHRIBE B L. B 7k 2 T 3 kB AR, AR AT T
S g R R WY, T AR BRI S5 4G 1) R R e 3RV LGS O R g vk LA SR A (R P RE R g

BRI, L3R 5 1L QoS JE Mk AE e S S H (B AR SCHR[8]1Y 1 4 # 1 QoS B 1t Y. 1% 7% & X [ 7 1L FIiE 5
P RTE R PR RA R O T SRR AR R BT 11 QoS Bl 3 LA 2 1 S B0U% 2045 ). XA QoS BiAY TG
EUERA ML A FELE QoS & M IAF B (W A A AT SEVE). 55 Ah ARAT I T R 2R 1 5 B sk T 1 M A,
TR ) R 25 T Y TR A0 28 2 T 40 A B0 A AR SR SCRR 7], BT et T s e v ) s S DA A AR R
Mk QoS LT SRk T gt 1) QoS LAY, LA 1 ¥R SR HIE A BEW 2 X T R4 QoS AU I 255 VP4l 75 3k 1X &
TERINTE AT 5 35 To v Ak 8 e S B v s i DX Ta) B0RN 05 5 280 5000 1) 48— A A R0 255 YRS ) L R AV IR i
T 1 LA 2SI Ay 27— o e 55 0 TSR VR A A S B8R R X () R 850 #A 1 QoS. g AN BT T 3k T AR
EEA QoS gy AN BISIAHELE bk B [ i 25 HH T AR % BUTEAS R A1 UL N I A Bl A ST AR T,
KPR RN 18 T TEIR S5 4 1 = A0 Ak il (e 4638 6 v (R RN 25 1R AT AR AL).

FuMuCom ikt — 04 & 7 BATT LA (19 5032 LUE B A R A4k v B i, o B 5 oAb 5 v AH b A B
PR RBAILE H T —A QoS A MKk LLSEHON . X W] BUFINE 5 R BHE /A 1 QoS 18 LA K Mk 55 241 & [ 4H
T A S oA AR 45 4 A DG 2 A4 Rl [RD I 4B AR 4 4 S0k VR B AT I AR B 5 A R AT A
T—AHET QoS F A I A gt A0 HE HE A ok i i S 3 416 5 1 4R (W i 28 =, 3T 46 T FuMuCom f 4715 A A
it M QoS HILR-G VAL In) A, 3X AL —/ME 5 B E 1) ZSBORIAL I R L — A S b 1 S5 e R (A o

> QOS L5 TR HE T B 5 S (1 S 36 45 JRAIE B T FuMuCom BE % 15 2% s i v O AT S500E I AS B filt v (1) IR 45 4L 4 vh
) QoS 44 il i, [R] W 1iF I T FuMuCom BRI ).

5 HFRERRE

H & 52 20% 20 FF A0 70 2 b T i B2 R SEBm  . RVG K QoS AR Y X Aol A5 78 rhoofig 40, 75 ify 1 ) (S Ak
B)o AN E 1A (DX TRDRSE BRI 35 B2 ) 5 5L AR, H R0 8 3L Web IR 55 21 5 S0 8 AN e SCHFIX i 57 440 19 QoS 4K
I8 TCTEA OO X L H I BEAT S8 — R AL AN ZR G VRl A SCHR Y T — i TR0 22 J 1k D SR 1 3L Web
Hie 55 445 i (FuMuCom) Rk £ 4 PEAS I S SAAT TR 5744 QoS, B 28 2 % 7 It 4 i dee R TR 2 45 T 58 AR S
FSEH T AFR QoS AR IA 554145 QoS I I AN B 7 et AH K ML & AR R AT A4 T il
BT M QoS IR A SR I AL A3 5 1 A A A SR, T RO 245 51 3 1) SR b A7 v b e RN ST AR 2 A
FAIgr T FuMuCom (¥ 4049, 3K B A5 08 T 35 2 Bcdla 10 25 SO AL ol it ) T8 45 B0 (0 b o AL el A A0 T4
RLBZ R 2K QoS £y eI R doe i, AT A T B S M R 56, UE W T FuMuCom BE R H i g SHEAVE T L
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Ry HRAT A i 1R 1R SRR R AR A

FuMuCom "¥] QoS & HIAAEA G IZMAL S AL NG IL T S AEMRKFEEE LS8 mi AN SA 1 AT RCR,

FATIEAE ) FuMuCom vt — 42 70 Al 30 R R AR 45 8 (AT HE S, L H I AE T BERS A5 7 > B AT o Rl 4K
QoS (kA ik B LA K H I, IR0 AL %5 77 (R 75 SR 50 A0 BATTIEAE 5 18 1) i AE R0 2 7 Ml 2o AN 5
w B ARG N FuMuCom;2) h—SREFIR IR 35 A5 1 55 (2 B 7 2 5) ROV IF O SR AT 3) LT AN
S AN BA 2 T AAHE SR N FRATTA IR 55 41 & PSR .

BOSH At AT IO A SO AR 25T SCRFATEE IR AT, JE R AL SR i K2 R KA A #3% « Abstiip
RETFFEHUR A BOR R IR UL LS 5 SR 10 ) 2241, o k.
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