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Abstract: The problem of multiple data sources selection (MDSS) in DSE (data-sharing environments) is
addressed and the algorithm MDSSA (MDSS algorithm) is presented. MDSSA introduces the concept of Pareto
optimization which reduces the search space greatly. By means of a novel normal-measure based nonlinear cost
function, MDSSA computes approximate Pareto optimal paths to each data source first, and then gives the optimal
data source and its corresponding path by comparing the cost of al candidate paths, resulting in finding more
effective paths and much shorter response time. Extensive simulations show the efficiency of the algorithm.
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O AT R T8 S 408 Rk F MDSS(multiple data sources selection) Bl 22, & T Pareto At #4247
MDSSA(MDSS algorithm) fik 3% B ik 15 B 3 37 64 2L T ix K08 89 FF KM B R A2 31 ok 35 /N 3038 TR 49 5%
5 A2 LA 3t A B AT AR P B RS2 A6 KA 17 1) 69 SR AR AKAB TR AR MR K MG N T A8k N B R B A4
&) B B AR T ok 69 om L B 1E) . K E 45 A S 30 & B MDSSA Hik — A 2049,

KBEIR BB FION S RAERRSRE, S B ARRAL

hESEHES: TP311 XEKFRIRED: A

B A ERAE B D AR I A L, 5 B CH) 78 A 2 v TS I 1 P o o 22 3oy 2 000 52 B
B A2 SRR IR 5 Ml 55 B G 2 T AR B A Fo m (0 5% 0 SR S BUKIHR (0 D IRD 365 . A7 2800 B DA R I 6% (1 42 i 4R B, 2
Al A i A A7 RE D (K B

R 5 PR o B 0 0 4% 110 TU A 2 S AT OB S5 L G DR B0 22 A 11 0 22 T B B0 A 1 2 11 7T
ARAERERESE R T DR 261 el B e 2R 80T 6 10 40 453 2R A 55 SR DG, 5L K0 A P 2 600 o a7 328 % B
A R B 0 B A, AR R 0% LR/ TR A A 3 i b A4 e 1 T L. ol 7 DA IR0 296 DA v 19 B R SR 5 v B
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AETU A B 1) 22 AN B I8 AT T A 7] 16 99 48 45 5 2 b i L 28 A ARt 04X 11, B n] LA 22 4 B A8 U 1) e — 4%
SE PR B0 VB 19X % 7T R b, 80 S R e T e A O 4% T AR 1 22 B VR S B SR W M 4
a2 TR A S AR A AR 45 QoS JE i — A 22 24 TR K A% 3k 5 1) .

ST B e R BRI &2 B U B MDSS(multiple data sources selection) [ BBEAT T ¥R A IIBIFST, 3T 3
T Pareto L E R $2 H T MDSSA(MDSS algorithm) 5.1 . MDSSA 5.2 ¥ 25 BT 452 15 56 i 8 2 A4+ T 21
T AEAM gk 35 B R A 10 e B A5 AR T A o AR A T L e T R St B U ) 1) A B U R A AR ST ) T )
AORNL) EIRSEI T HE T AR M B A A 1 TR S 2R A 14 2R AT AR AR 1 TR B R T I o Y
;(2) i e AR MR AR AN 7 R D A B IS R IE 8L Pareto S A% 12 A K b4 /N T 48 & 25 [1);(3) 2
TR L M i AN O FE D T S AR IR T B A R A B A A e SR N B S R T B IRS R R
FRIIE.

AT 1 AT ) BB R M OCHIFAT. A 2 4 Pareto SR AR AN SEME S 2B 3 44 MDSSA HL.4E 4
A EIETEREVEAL SR B W R LR,

1 EEEEREAXHR

MDSS [i] 8 W] LA G5 i 2 PR 1 100 s (1) 5040 A8 FH = 3005 A 0000 0 1 e DG B A2 Il A, 6 S (i) 0 e 00 B 42 )
#i (optimal paths of the same data source, fii#k OPSDS);(2) 4% 5 5 21 B3 10 1 3 2 18] 1) 4% 4% b 4 il 850, R oAy 3
JE I3 A % 4% ) 5 (optimal paths between various data sources, f&j £ OPVDS).

OPSDS - il il 4% 5 b B B 2 H AR AL 1] 2, v] DA 3 2y

TEX 1(OPSDS ialFR). M4 G(N,E),N i 17 A7 B A 18 AR 4300 B — > 20 4 2 ) B W(Wi, W, .. WA).
wi AR =1, K Peg s B T 35 s B BE VR d (0 B A54E 2 1) JUE: SR pe Py, Tl A2

wi(p)= 2. W (O <wi(@)=2_ w(e), i=1,...k gePy (1)

AR p AT LAS i p(we,Wa, ... Wi BT 2038 BT m AL B B8 A28 ) — AN TTAT B84, wy 1T LR 7R g ALk
(PRI ZE AN T LA HH OPSDS 2 S8 (1) B 1T 2 H AR AL AL il 8.

i 22 H AR AL ) ) 1 AR AR R SR 4tk B AR AN 5 R R TR O R #(dy, Oy, - AR ST € B 1%
HAA R ERI(e)= Z:‘:ldiw,(e). AL AT LI T iZ & A T Dijkstra 532 530 54 M 42 B 1 i A5 4
A R MO LLSE LA [ 48 % AT T B T 22 B0 0 T 4 1 B A2 AR 10 S5 9L B LT LPLF(linear path length
function) 59 ) dee R B 2 AT LE B D0 B A 7K AN BEA ER 2. n 18] 1 o

W A
(1,10) o (99

(10,1)
L
Fig.1 Shortcomings of linear path cost based algorithms
K1 2B AR AR T T AR S50 B ik s
Bl L A R H T A2 AR LR 3 4% 4%(1,10),(10,2) F1(9,9), 3L 1, 5 422 (9,9) AN 1T it i 3 T2k Mk ik 42 A0

H IR B AR MR AR AR 5 B JF R tE T — BB L TR 2R M I AR AR A 10 S50 1B g IR g A 4 Y R AR AR T R
R
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w(p)']
w(p) = [z(qp] ] @

BEF Al G B AR AR A S0 BEOAR LA S 14 R ORI T AR et s AR AR T R N O b R
15 R o ANRE T 00T B, DAL 7™ 55 17 A 1 0 S B 1)
E X 2(OPVDS [B]&1). FHfli 4 s SEI o 2 MAFEEEAR pLi=l,... Kk FHKEE ge (pili=1.2,... k), # 2
W(@)= 2, W Q) W)= W(e),i=1,... k

2 BB T

Pareto fi: 2 % H AREAL 1) S0 1) T B M & pe OPSDS 75 B 2% L& 1) — AN T L [N & 2 AR 1Y) Pareto fie k.

E X 3(3 EE (dominance)). 1 R Vie{d,.... kK usviaTie{1,... K :u<v;, W FR 1) & u=(uy,...,u) 32 T 1) &
v=(Vy,... .\ Vi), u<v KR,

EX APareto BRALMR). WIRAIFARE p'(W,W,..., W) € Py T2 (W, W, .o W, ) < (WG, Wy e, W ) DR 5 452
P(W1,Wa,...,W)e Py 4
OPSDS |1} /8 [f) Pareto i fi.fif.

EX 5(QoS EEBZEH). W TAEEKE p(wi(p),Wap),....W(p))e G(N,E), 11 & wi(p)e Wi, TIFR (WixWox...x W)
4 QoS Jif &7 ).

TE X 6(BRES F). Wbt F 4042 p(wa(p),Wa(p), ... . Wil(p)) L5 S QoS i 4% [a] rr 1 — A 45, 1

AR A% p(wa(p) Wa(p), ... Wie(p)) X ¥ QOS i 4% 1] HH 1) 5 (Wa(p) Wa(p). . .. . Wi(p))-

Pareto f5 A fif (175 SUAE T W SR BT AT ¥ Pareto 5 fIe A 415 AN B A2 23R I8 4 1 58 AN A7 536 A2 ZE R (1 oAb AT
il IR T8 R 2 HARUAL 19 B Pareto #4085 W K 455 /N8 28 25 18] AE 1548 R B0 B 2 MG 10 2 H kRl
A ) B —#¥:,OPSDS il /5 [1) i S5 B b & 24> Pareto B4R AR 4 ¥ OPSDS Il [ G B 3 2 4k 311X A~ 4R
& [FIAE ,OPV DS ) 52 L It H A 22 AN i P B0 0% 3k 146 450 22 1)y b L 1 738, 2% i 801 7T AR ) Pareto g I B 18 i
B HI 2 Ak 45, TR 25 FE P 1Y) Pareto BB 4%

3 MDSSAH %

T O R TR IR 22 B Y B 1) R B AT T VA 9 57 MDSSA.MDSSA S B ARk ik
AR 7 R, JE T Pareto b, B Th SE I T 250 L T BRI 1) 22 B0 VR B MDSSA B0 B P RS 105,
FEF AR LR Mk B ARARY, AT 16 7 3RO A A B0 V5 A R S S L B AR R 5 2 20 MR B A A K A
ST T S AR B AR B v 5 I AR (AR R AT T B B 8 A S ST B U7 il ) e A B R A B A R T B Se A
SV IR AR SV 1 R e AN AR R S D IR,

3.1 EAik

FL 145t T MDSSA Sk i) - 20 B MDSSA 501 St il ik GCPEDS(s,d;) iR £ 4 B A B4 U5 oy 2 i Ak
I B AR Ay (o) 120} ST BEAM B BRI don, 'S 5 B AT T 8 s 2 M B A2 45 A { py (dw) 120} AT REFT 2 4
Pareto f AL 1% 4% A6 B3 A0 FH A8 A T A] D G R0 175 00 1,30 418 i 420 2 e P B 40, B 5030 4 ) 2 vl AR i 4R 5
oA AT: T I A SR AR R VR o BB A B A T 38 I e R 155 0, P AR 8 O 215 S5 (o, 0t ., o) R TE B 4%
AR AR IS B (0n, 0, 06 [T H0HR A P 4 58 3 R A M 25 00 A B o S B T s AR R A 4% 5 T LA s
A5 A B VR AR 10 e /N 338 T T T T 2 % MR I8 1 s /N AR 8 e R TS B VR, L EVE 1 T IR R 2~
I SAHMER H L 1 bR 2~ 5 2 RMF YL OPVDS [, 5 1 7 () GCPEDS & 41 FH K Al vk
OPSDS 1] /8l th, /& 31~ MDSSA $3%: 1) Sk
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B3% 1. MDSSA .
SR A AR E R 1
o B 4 IR
(1) Fori=1,i<k
{p;(d)|j=0} =GCPEDS(s,d;). //Generating candidate paths for each data source
KA EAR IR o AR R L AR R
(2) KR s 45 B (o, 0. 0m),
30 =Ly 20, TR B A
cost(p; (@) =TT, 2., (o) W (©):
(3) #¥iVE D=dy;
(4) Fori=1l,i<k
(5) if min(cost(p;(di)))=min(cost(pn(di+1)))
D=di.y  /j,n 73 50 4 Bl o A1 oy I ER AT H 0 H
3.2 GCPEDS(s,d)&#

GCPEDS(s,d;) b& £l I ok Az jle B AN B st o -5 Bt A T 385 22 1) 18 4% 326 i 422 GCPED (s, ) R HU A B ik Tk 2%
I F A 2k 1k A2 AR 75 7 NMCF(normal measure cost function), 7EAS 77 28 Ay 45 H M A% 30 5 20 R B 4 1R 52
U} AR AR DU R R 1T GCPEDS(s,oh) bR 45 1 U S T 35 T 2k Mk B AR AR A (00 F00 T 50, B8 o 17 B2 £ g 7 52
JE NMCF (4 2 2552 3] 7k 2k 1 5448 X (normal boundary intersection, & NBI)J7 v (1 3 %17
321 HEUALX
NBI Jj k& 4 it 8 % H SR AL 1) 3 Pareto 2 I F- Bt — i P R 61 S 50 BNBI 7] LUAE BUAE QoS fE
F 5 43 4 1) Pareto S L NBI 58 42 % H R AL ] @AV idn ~ 1) 7
Minimize 4 3
Subjectto @B+ AN=F(x)-F" 4
FEIKANF ) J o, @ e R A2 R (R 5 1 9000 F (X)) — F 7 0, F () A ER | AN H AR e AR IR A 7 F
P2 1) ot IO 6 1) et B Db (0 B R T AN RS T A H AR B DR AR, BT B SRR 14 4858

(convex hull of individual minima, & CHIM).

T2 Hbn Ak w8, 7 3R 7R 038 B AR s { FOO} M-S, A L on 378 A% | NBI J5 ik 2 iR B
75 o kB Pareto AR 5.

ST —ANEE I Bgft K~ CHIM _EII—AN FL.T0 ¢f +th te R K miELk i b1 AL i) B (3) IR Al ) 2 94k A
55 on 1AL s R B A S A I — AN B (4) 25 I AR UL RH T AN IMVE R R 5 on A AR AS AL Rt A 53—
A7 T BT NBI KA iR 8 TEARE LR A b 1n) () SURR i NBI T i) /. 30 A NBI g, 38 1 25048 o)A it vl AR 3]
AFE LA, Pareto s AL .
322 ELWMEAUN T FENMCE

IE WA TR T 1 18 1Y), OPSDS il {2 25 50 % H dr ik il LNBI 772 5 % 4L 2 B AR ) U R 1,
CAANBE FH KM g OPSDS ) f 3 J5 DRI AR f7 2, th - H A 25 02 B 801 6 45 1 B0 4k R 5 on nl RERR A AR AH
A2 PRI T AN B S BILIE v 2k 5 A s R AT 0

EF XS NBI J5 125 ¥ 3% — F 2 B, FRATTHE SCHR[8] P e v T8 (M e 1tk B A2 AR 5 782 NMCF A A3 75 on AN ISR
(RS LR AT AR T DL o 9 4 B B om b (1 55 I8 e N CF ] L sk A i B8 1 %2 B AR A Ak 1) A8 (1) 30 1B Pareto A1
fiff AR SCHE SCHR[8] IS IR I AR At b IR vk T 5 T AR Gtk B AR A R Tl o S5 4500 D0 0 9 A T i e i
|

ST PR 22 M U 6 ) AL
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B B i LA PR P B T A QoS FE BN 1 4, B pl i A2 i (p")<Fi(0).p”,0e P,
1<i<m.

R F =[f(0Y), (0%, f@ )] =1 F, £y vy £ 1T A B G Y F(R'),=1,2, .., m LRI TR S 2% 4B
#ESFI 0 A U,

IR, 5 SR U — A

L=[lylp... | J"=FN=F" (5)
o, FNALEN, £ BT,
fiN = max[ fi(pl*), fi(pz*) ----- fi(pk*)] .
% T QOS JIE k% 1] i 4 25 45 F(p),JA— 165 11 15 F(p) s by
F(P) =[.(P), fo(P)soons (P,

e fip ==t
AR b e g H N e e s AR Ay R
len(p)=—min(Ay, Az, .., Am)" (6)
Wi
st. g8+N=F(p) (M
Hrp N=(4N1, AN, Ai)

F(p)=[,(p), F,(p).-oms (P
WLk A= (0,0, )T 5 A 20 (A) VLR EATAR R 15 S ST 1) B (7 20 )T 22 0B, U A 3R (7)
2 T LT
an=f(p)-7, i=1,2,..m ®)
AT H, 20 2 (7) 28 10 240 TR B0 AT PSR o b 5 0 B 1 5 (B ) — s AR 2 A b SEBR b U Y

PRARTEVE 2R LB 52 A5 B mT L ST B4 AR B I L BRI T ,NMCF BT DL T 25 802 H A 2 1) FRATTHE STk [8)
HR s HHIFIE I T R 4R

EIE 1. WRBEE p(WeLWa,... W) [ E KT a AW c(Cy,Coe..,Cr) (KB, W42 p Z/A0H 1 A4 EASBET
SELTRELK.

TEIR 2. X T2 (K P 4 B AR p(w, W, . Win) 2 QW WG, W) TSR F (D) < F (), MR A2 p IR AN 2y it
PR o A

EIE 3. X T H. Pareto LI P14 B 4% p,o, N Al p (8B DRV 46 7 10 8 i 1 B 4% p AR
/N T B2 q AR

B 3P U T BRI AR p,g IR AR AR [ 2GR AT RE 25 IR R Z IR AS R] T AN ) AHURE T A ] i 4%
HRAFAEAE H A SN B P T vk 23X 1E 2 5 F FAR R S 2 B AL ) B ) NBI J5 ik — 302 ab 5 Fiksk
WA B PR B B S R bk e 3 R 4IIE B, 2 L SCHR[ 8.
3.2.3 GCPEDSH % ik

RN 5TV B B RO AR AR AL T AR TR R BT B s # GCPEDS RGHhis FH T4k
W 773 S T R AR B R AT AT A R 0 2 451 T B4 GCPEDS (1 3= 220 8] .GCPEDS ¥ et B84
QOS J Bt e 4% ", B T AT LA 5 1 4T 0 SR T 1T, L0 2 v P20 R L RD 38 200 3R 4 v s T 34 QoS
JE £ 1) 5 SR RE b RUBR K, 25 58 (R RE B A 4 2R 1) 5 T A 22 | ARV 1Y) 55 2 e g O T s 4 AR L R S T A
SE BT TR _E (18— 55 @B, LT 7T EH @B il o B - T 1) — VR £ D TR 5 A T 3 TR 4 I A 1 Dijkstra$ ik it
AR R,
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3% 2. GCPEDS(s,d)).
G 199 28 41 ;B0 A FH 2797 R o 5 0 L
(1) Fori=1.2,... k 5 p”
(2) #ie HHEHs
F=[f), 5 1T = F20")f2(™),- . FP ]
() At =
L=(Iplp... 107

@ (77270 A 0B
(b) W2 (1,160 T FIEFETH U 4%

(5) FETIEZ M FEACH ) Dijkstra 5%
Kl 24k T GCPEDS & 3 (K48 2R 1L e, w) ATt o o522 B4, mT A 3R BIA ) £ i 42 55 4b
122 7 b IR/ AT ASEBAN [RDRE B K93 28 b fEDBCR 48 3R FRDRE 2 A

W,
Fig.2 Search procedure of GCPEDS(s,d;)
[ 2 GCPEDS(s,d;)f#4 2% 1l 72
324 SFMMDSSAK %

319

MDSSA S A Bt A0 T # BAT D 445 8, R i 447 S B 5K QoS 2 1 (1 254 8. >4 Hdls A 11 4 %

HERARM QoS JE i FLAT B Ak BRI, i S AN i Ad, AU WAV I Ac MDSSA 5Lk T RE N 1.

ESNTTIE: A (e

P IHE T MDSSA SEVE 2 M T 0 BT B AR 1K) QoS L HLAT B Ak BRI ST A 45 B B A B IR ik
HEFAR 5, 15 SE R RER I 2 LR BR AR AR & AR S AR Pareto I DIt 5% 2 A 5 B V5. 2 SR - H00 U5 10 B A ik i
e A2 H AN RE W AL 20 R, UE ) MDSSA SR AT s 29 R Ad, Ac AT AT T 0 PE IR R 0L 3 #liid T et id

MDSSA 7.
H% 3wk MDSSA.
S R AR EHE A o B U QoS £ K.
(1) Fori=l,ick
{p;(d)|j=0} =GCPEDS(s,d;). //Generating candidate paths for each data source
KA EAR IS o AE UL R AR
(2) T SRS AT 2 AT O 0745 L % EOR BV R AR 4R S AT, 2 LA 175 )
I FEMEIE AR SR AR IS W AU R B 222 & PLED P={pwi(p)<c;,i=1,2,...,K}
Il 7R84 P LB S B4R, JE OB SR & P/
1 R P B AL (Cr,Ca, -, O I B A3, T TT DA B 4630 A2 B A7 5 7 1 3040 U
A3 00),i=1:
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i WELE(c,Co... ORI IKIEL A ;

i, VRSO 6B By, va - 1) T RS,
iii. p=NM_Dijkstra(G,s,d);

iv. W py R AR R A R

V. s+ R ik, S A TR

4 MDSSAE XM EEITEML

FATTRE N ELR 3ANT7 T MDSSA Hk b AT VAL B 4, B A8 F 3 U i 115 5L A 0 QoS i i =tk
TR BT SR AR AR S W A5 B I R AR AR B0 R A0 A B SR i BV 3 1w T B U 1 R 2 B JE VT B
TR AE AT B AN T SRR IR R o 7 S 7 B SIZ 6 SR T Waxan B AL Y 25 A5 Y R 2% 1 i Ak 200 16 R 2%, IR 4 45 43U
A WA IR [1,200] (]38 ) 43 AT AT A0 QoS JiE 5t B A 3 1 mURN R U SR FH R AL =X A8 i, HE AR UE - B0
TS B0 A P 270 2 T 22 /0 2 BRI 28 0 JE R ) 0 W I 7 3 R v AR e D 8 v LA B AN B U
4.1 FEMIERR

T T84 VLIS (A T, B 138 B AN P B B T 0 28 L B9 MEFPAMIRT H_MCOPRl5 MDSSA 43k
HHAT L MEFPA B2 JE T 4t B AR AN I T S50, T H_MCOP .32 I 2 3 T 4 1 B R AN IR e 2R 51
5 ESRE T MEFPA F1 H_MCOP AN B X s 452245 (8] 22 B 5k 45 ) /4t ok i) AR T T4 R e /N5
RSN 22 TV 4 B o 0 A% R 1T 8 o AR 92 000 A0 P 8 R0 A A B30 058 2 T I Yt m A 2% R RV 1 S 0 B 2, N T
L MDSSA HIEHHAT L .MDSSA Fl MEFPA BV 1L br v AR S5 2 11007 QoS FE HE (R B2 45 0%, BV B3k
MDSSA 1 MEFPA 1[50 b SEWa IS bR S A (B3 b RO S5 T L BOB $AT e, K
Dijkstra £172). K 3L AE 47 2SR A BT T MDSSA () AT MEFPA () 78 5925613 QoS = Ik &l b,

BATH RS B AR RIAE 45 5 315 B 451 N MDSSA S35 22 51 (1 308 A 25 3910 4% B0 U5t 1 B /D 1%
AR VEAL MDSSA B4 31 AR 107G 2500k T R 32 BB 3l 2 I 29 SRB H 5 R0 29 SR H I Bl 3RVl
B AT IR AT AT P P ANASGE o T ARl e % i A 20 R 5 29 A B B IR Bl e BT B i ) 26 R PP Al BV
Wi JS. BNF ) A )5 B S 56 B P, IR P REFR B ERIE T 1 000 YR 14 JT AL 6 3845
42 RIFEERM

BAVE SC VPN S Al 2 HAT w45 B MDSSA SV 4F B 2N A T R FER /N T ST ST
MEFPA 123 b L 7, MDSSA 453 192 50 73 I B 3,5 70 7. i1 T4 4 () i A2 AR e A 52 B 2 3,3k AT1H MDSSA(7)
1 B AR AN A — A6 A B 0 /D B AR AR T 3 o T LA R T R R AR bR A A — Ak B i 2 B A AR AR
(normalized path cost, fii #x NPC), 1% A5 ¥7 2k 1 #1175 JE. (prefer information, fiiFKk P1),PI; 28 75 i 445 B, 47 2L 2 i 3t
EH T 6 M F W 4F (1.2-0.2i,0.2i-0.2),i=1,2,...,6. N A3 H 5 535 MEFPA Fll H_MCOP A Lt ,MDSSA
VL AT D B G B AR AR, JUH 2 MDSSA(7) B AT /MR R AR AR

1.000 X 2l
—o— MDSSA(3)
0.995

—— MDSSA(5)
2 0.990 —x— MDSSA(7)
0.985 —%— MEFPA(7)

—a— H_MCOP
0.980

PIL PI2 PI3 PI4 PI5 PI6
Pl
Fig.3 Preferred path cost evaluation of MDSSA

K13 MDSSA [#fhi bt AR ACAN PP AL
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43 EERIME

SRV T R FH R VA B3 4 FH 5 61T QoS B i HL A B SR I B2 81 11 i A% BB A 3 A 2SR (V) 7 o) 6 Al L
TE R SR T SCHRIS] A e SRR 7 SRS AU A8 FH 2 (¥ QoS & LK E] 4 45 Y T 0 JU&S R L rp LA b
TR T % (success rate, i Bk SR), B AL A 2 o H0d IR 1) %4 H (number of data sources, fij £ NDS), 7 #03d #2 1
IR HCH 43 B8 5,10,15. 011 4 R4, 5 53 BRR LA BG, A5 AN TR AU R 80 H S B0 T MDSSA BVE LA
IR I .2 MDSSA Ek M5 b oA 7 N, B AT 5% i 110 236 2 B SR I 43 1) B T o

94.0

& MDSSA(3)
935 - 5 0 MDSSA(5)
o 930 # - B MDSSA(7)
% o r 0o H_MCOP
9251 1 s & MEFPA(7)
S
91.5 LEd=t=d el BT B | Rl
5 10 15
NDS

Fig.4 Successrate evaluation of MDSSA
4 MDSSA BTG
4.4 BN R A

2 H A 2 QoS & i AT W 4T 47 S I, MDSSA HEAN A E i TR TT 55 35 A3 110 328 i 420 B ] s 4 H 4
o 5 5 s LT 2 A B QoS 8 it FLAR TSR N, i ST SR A I 50 % AR A e i A2 BE Kk ,MDSSA &
K BT KRN B AR PRI — 2D AT AR R AR £ S AR R SR B R (R AR T SRV I g R B ()R]
PATTLL I S P S e A W A AR B B S A R B B R SR RS MDSSA B (1 8 I [ AN R4S S, 47
HARYS QoS fE & TR A J5 AT 9C.Q0S JE # TSR 4% MDSSA FVERATTE L TS0t il 22 | S0 1K i [
A0 T8 P S s R 2, QOS i SRR B A%, MDSSA ST HAT 1 e T S50 At 2 B9 14y e 97 T3 A1 gl e B ATT A
K HISCRR[S) P 29 A e ok 2B B QoS LI 5 45 T 0 B B, o Gl AR AR A SR T S o R
(precomputation success rate, fiij i PSR), B A A5 4 FAEJE 20 H NDS B R A A A # it 92%01) QoS & &4
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Fig.5 Response speed evaluation of MDSSA
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