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Abstract:  This paper proposes a process algebra called PPPA (priced probabilistic process algebra) by extending
an existing process algebra with QoS modeling capability. This paper presents its syntax and semantics to prove that
it can model not only functionality, but also non-functionality, such as reliability, performance, and cost. Finally,
this paper moves to model and analyze both functionality and QoS of Web services composition in a united way
based on PPPA. The paper illustrates the effectiveness with an example to prove that PPPA can support formal
modeling and analyzation of QoS of web services composition.
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LRI SR Web IR 55 B U AR ORTIL 52 1) Web JIli 9520 &, 3 QoS(quality of service) ik vk e e GE 7T L)
OREE R 3 2 — AE R T BY B g7 Web IR 45 414 1 78 B AL IE 20 BT 30U S Th BB IE A R0 QoS ml il i 1,
P Web 416 k45 15 T A 30T B

T Web JIR 45 20 & 0 5 SR AL AE T 40 &, TR RE B A 21 A R AE RO RE AR B 3@ A 25T Web IR 45414 785X
TR (R AT 5 R AR BOE — FE RGBS 5, 4 UL A SR 10 05 300 I 8 A4 45 2R 5 A 1 e i 1. L 92
BET T R IR RIS E A EHE TR, 7T LU 7 R A A OE KBRS T 3T 0]
O3 fRFZH A 2 UG R LT S B e K 2R AN SO I T 0 B A P B A AT e S R R A B T
B 105, LA T 7 1 05 V2 RO 0 140 08 SR TR AT T U R IR R0 36 T B2 40 T BRI & A0 T- SRR SN R 43
I 850 i8] £ R B T 4 KA AN D B 97 2 ) E R AR BRI AT Web IR 45 4 i 7, S 8L 1145 - Saladin 76 SR R HUAT 1B &
BPEL (business process excution language) 13 #4t % CCS(calculus of communication system)® . 1] & 37 e,
MNITTAT LA B CCS (A 7 100 T B BPEL I LR T (0 1 i 0 EAT 364 1), Koshkina 42 132 F CCS el At
R IERET BPEL ff) Web 25 W15 Lucchi 45 i 7 56 T ¥ER2 13 Pi-Culculus 19 BPEL (1 i 2 it P ik s
FEH— AN JL[E H 2 2857 WS-BPEL 5 HERRACEC IA] (Rt 42 57 WS-BPEL 5 R R ACE St 1) H 12 AT
WS-BPEL BAF M REAREN A 5 8 20, L iF Ab 76 T2 — 248 Web JIRSS 20 & % T M B 40 A AR AR g v 3k 1
WS-BPEL [1) Web Ik 45 214 (#8228, 01 B 1t AR A0 B 18 23 B 90 UE Dy V20 1 2L 43 BT 3 F e vl [n) R 225 56
UE 4 AT T DL B3] R RS 8 WS-BPEL i RE R %, A 1T 2 780 i 45 21 & (0 AT i 2 i T AR 4 96 AIE 1
WS-BPEL ¥t #2257, 1T LA 21 b aok 36 ) T W S kg 108 AR B0 5 0 XA 280 0 FH 0 R AR B i) o0 A D i R
FORG T AEAE R ). 53 40, th T~ WS-BPEL & ANV T A e 52 FHA AT (1 2 TR AR 41 & Web Ik 55 (1) 3 SEhr
XFE WL 75 WS-BPEL BLA5 T HERRARER W7 204k St iy b 2 AR AT LA AR 10 7 U IR R R R G i
PR A 40T, DR T 0 R AR BOE 57 A Web i 25 41 25 (1 T 2 B 8 S ik 1781,

Web 452045 14 QoS 2 I P 75 Ja 1tk AN 3 WL 1k i T 42 110 £ 55 R Web JIR 45 445 52 b die ok G 1K QoS
JEMEE A ATEEE . PRRE. ARH.QoS BRBNIT Web RS A AL —MEER RS A A T iEENEANTTETIRE
RIS A T PR QoS WAk i 45 41 &1 L8R iy, b3 il FH 3k R A B BT 5 #4541 4 1)
A AN 30 UE 7 10, AR T M 45 416 1) QoS B, I IR 70 T B )E R AR O QoS d B[ ST R A & A I AR
Hr 4522 gk FLAR3 CCS(calculus of communication system),CSP(communicating sequential processes)#il
ACP(algebra of communicating process), LA & 7F 25 it BEFEAC KL L& @ R I 32 J- 4% 3l v S A1 Pi-Calculus, 32
FFSZIN 28 40 AR A IR ) A TPA(timed or temporal process algebra), sz 5V A 2B I BEHLIEFEACEL SPA
(stochastic process algebra)s. 4% TPA F SPA 43 5ill AT LUk Web JIl 45 414 (1 e [7] R 1 fil A5, H 2 13 AN S 480
Web 45 414 (1) I 1] 0 A0 PR AT 58 AR A E B 53 A0 06 AR X — T 1Y A Th B R 1 A s R AR B WA S
R o L A 5E, B 4R Eberbach T i) Agent AU 7E Pi i 5 B8 T AUME S M4 T cost J# 5, {H 1% cost il H & &
A Agent 5E I EVE S 2 B T HANE AT Web 4541 412,

SRR b6 Web Ik 45 21 1T 2B I S R BT D e TS 2 6T B BT QoS R4t — H AR (Ch AU 17 A,
RICHL I BERT Q0S HE— HEAR MR B A BE — EE ARl G — A ). Th BRI QoS 148 — FRAR AL U UT B B HE AT 40 AT QoS
JEPE R E RS QoS FRAR I DG EE IS B, 10 5 AR G S, AN ITTAA B T B T R AU 32 w8 AR 48 ml 15 k. R b, A
B FUSCRF Web RS -A DR A AQHr . MREc 48— @B R U7 A0 RN SPA I E i iR R 4847 4 AN
fiff 5 R LS P BB R R 14 1R R I T Web IR 454 & 1) 42 BB FH RT A 14 2 FE 21 QoS SR .k e AR SC 2% SPA
HEATRAN T 452 B A WE % 33E 74X % PPPA(priced probabilistic process algebra) 3/ T~ Web JIlk 45 2H &5 20455, L)L 37
R Web A B Th A TEEPE. PERERUR M B0 RS R 247

AR 1R PPPA S H ILIEANE S IE RA TR, M. R — @ piae )28 2 e iz
PPPA # L Web JIR 45414 W24 28 3 1 4h th MG AU MR 2 25 [A) LSO Re T SE Ve L PR REARACAN 007 58 4 5
SEAHCHITSE. 28 5 F 0t 45 B A1 N — 20 1) TAE.
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1 PPPA

H T AT REARH DI RERD QoS Gt — TR F AR B AN R AN B R B E P th T SPA
TP R T MR B HERRACH, fT AN S B B R SPA R T — N SCFEThBE . BERACH 4 — @
S .40 SPA fiFE:PEPA(performance evaluation process algebra)™ TIPP(timed process and performance
analysis)* EMPA(extended markovian process algebra)™ IMC(interactive Markov chain)®14& & 411 3 7 2 4k
7T, 30 40 ek R A BRI S0} 1) 1 /K W] 8% CTMC(continue time Markov chain)#H 454 UL 45 B i 2153t
FRARE ) AE b, DT T e 37 (1 488 B B ] oz A 28 Uik AR AR EdE AT D e 3R AiE, SUPT3E F CTMC 3E4T 1R RE P 4T
BN ) 2 AL TE T %8 I 2 ) 25 Bl A S 103 1 [) P Ak 88 DR Ay PR A A AR 1) [ ¢y 0t IR A HE 50003 A B B0 4% ay AT ap, BAT]
FER RS I FEIR IR A] t N E 6 A1t (3 R (E, B t=max (ty, t). (H t AR H8 500 A A T 5 /R m ek, fhix A )
F AN [R) AL 3B TR 18 T A [ ) SPALH v PEPA AT t A7 SR A Sy Fi £ 23 AT Ak 38 AR 23 A0 S 20O r=min(ry, 1), Ho 1,1y, 1,
YA ag,ap M AT S8 TR HE T PEPA 81K By JR m) Pk, [R] Bk S A 73 PEPA I A5 Oy i vk R A3 T K&
FH. DR, A0 2% PEPA SR A4 4 PPPA.

R R WA AT AR Y R e S NS B A A AR TE PPPA o B U A — ANl % (A
&R 56 AT 45 1R I FR b 2 00 5 Rl U B AR (RS PR T AR BB I (R) L AR AMAEL ThEFE. AR Y
K (price) dig 04 /2 BEUR (A0 bk, 2 0 S IR R 2 AN (cost) Fig (1) /2 BEUR (1070 9 A B A & % 2 S R AR R
1. 29 BRI AT IS, 75 B DA oK T 2l (0 B URAN A% 24 Bl A AT IR e RS Y 1R 0 s 7 AR AR T AR (cost) A2 S5 IR A
AHER R W, R G0 BE AR R PAT — RAVBNE M &5 K 7E 80 145 TIX — RAAE R AR th T2 R AU
AR RGEAT HINTE T A RFEAT N R EZARILAE S ERI BN E T R PRI B A1 h PPPA Mz {E
156 243 2 1 P IR A B T ERR AR LUBEAT SR, 76 PPPA i (i I BN VR S T TE A RN I IR T
AR BRI T B0 g R BEAR AN AR P2 A X 3 W) P9 2 SRR R AR el T g AR A b i gk A2 (R T
FEHURR 7 ob 1R adh ) 2 0 2R ASE 1) S AR, 7 S % S0 AN M A A A5 2, 0 J8 T AN A% R A5 B 1 PPPA JEFR AR
S AR W 2 A4 BROIR A 3k 75 PPESP (priced probabilistic finite state process). T % ) PPFSP (170 5E Y.

FEX 1. —A> PPFSP #EFE i —A> L7641l PPFSP=(S,s0,Act,—,1), H 17,

(1) S RAETAH I BHURSEE.

(2) so —RWIIIRE.

(3)  Act={}UA SZANESE Hrh, R EFEN BN VE AN T WA 2 T ) VR & 6 SR mT I

(4)  >SSXACtKR=gxR=oxS AR 50 R, I 5 LA R G HUI R o & B4R 5 R RS % % 1|

W5 2 AR S SR EOIRR - o 2 s A A% 10 {35,

(5) Lo (ActxR=xR=g) bR it A 5.

EX 2. MR ENIER N =I0H ap=(a.r,p), d 1 acAct;reR=o, A FI1E a RS H R IN R I 1)
i NFEH o A (2 B peR=o, MBI a FIAT4%.

TEX 3. —MNRABE RS A =T 5=(5,05,C) T H,5€8,05,Cs 73l A2 M 8o ZIIE s (MR R FIRLA.

TEX 4. PPPA [ idisE LR

E::=0|(a,r,p).E|E;E|E+E|E|E|E\L|A,
Hor, (a,r,p) 2 W Hs 2 5 1R By PPRSP i 1A 20 242 15 CCS fitHF— B 2 JiT LU FiT CCS 1 AR Sk %7 PPPA
HIEE, 2R CCS RA & B,

25 W ERRAR B IS R A RRACIT B & 45 LTS(labeled transition system)sk 67 (1% A 305 AR B2 4530
T & 8t PPLTS(priced probabilistic labeled transition system)>k 3 7~x PPPA ¥ i 3.

X 5. PPPA ()15 S5 SO AR BE A AR 1T B R 4L PPLTS = (S, 5, Act,{—="E}), ey,

(1) Sc IMAMRIRESE;

() sy, =(50,1,0) Ay WA A BERAR
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(3) Act MEhfE4E;

4) —flerp) o SexActxR_ xR_; xS, AR T R O &,

2 iR B 51 5B DG(derivation graph)®t R SL LTS, wf TRk g R AT A B 4F DG (o 2Emt F
S M2 5] 5 K| PPDG(priced probabilistic derivation graph), [ T-#iik PPPA HEFE (K47 A4k,

EX 6. {E— PPFSP [¥] PPDG #f i — AU M b i IT B R 4% PPLTS = (S,, s, , Act {— =205} .

PRI, T EIX B L& PPDG 1 AT 5 — 45 B A IO MER 18 1A 2 % i 4 L T 100 (R N /RS A ) (T bt
R AR 1) AR Fi 1) S 2% 5 42 DT S IR AN A 2 R AT T — AN IR IR M 26 45 1 2 B0 IR 25 1 T v LA
Ay B30 2R A 1R T AT 38 A T AR 36 2 R UK A 14 A g 1 2 00 120D A 10 36 42 1) AR, T S T i A B8 IR A 11
AR AN [7] F A /AR T8 S AR Ay d5e /N AR 1) B 420 11 R AR

RIS PPPA S 1) S5 A Ak B A1 18 S AN PPPA 1138 S H 3 N3 04 Bk

1) BIEPAT R4 S A5 1 1 ST 3 20 15 20 S REAR B 1 T S — 3L

2)  BERAT I EAE SCIXSEA SO SPA 1 SUIIE 20 R SPA L4 T S BT (KT R 3 2, 1T A

SCEE A T SE S DI 1T BRI A

3)  FEBAT AR T S A S RRARE AR B R T4 L 1 S

N RIRTTE, A Sp,5e 73 MR R E T HATHT 5 IFPRZS 2 Co_miniCe_min 73 B 78 T HRAT T IS 100 BB /N A 4
Path(S)# /R MR S R MIT B 44

FEX 7. PPPA 5 1 & AL B E LR

(1) Prefix:

) aE_GIISE;

2)  Pr(s)=Pr(s,)+ Pr(s,) ——
jePath(s,)

3) Ce_min:Min(cb_min+pnce_min)~

Prefix 5718 R W

1) SERTERSE T T LLE AR AT
2)  JEREHIF MR F RS R R+ (RPRES MR x SEEZ DN ITRE h e se 4 %), 1X —
FWET-© BRI EIACEAESE 4 TN A)RATBRAIGIRE WA DA T A RESE I
14 0, WERBLEFEARSAATE 2 A BEAT, WHZCIRES IR A b 3 L PR A2 (R 28 2 A
3)  JEARASH RN A T LT HUR B AR b 55 AR A B A AL
(2) Choice:
(2,1, P1)

11) — o >

, if a; executed;
E1+ E2 (a,n.p1) , E1,

1.2) Pr(s,) = Pr(s,)+ Pr(s,) —<>
jePath(sp) !

13) Cefmin:Min(cbimin+plxceimin);

E (8.1, p2) SE! )
2.1) 2 O 2 | if a, executed;
E1+E2 2,12, P2 EEé
2.2) Pr(s,)=Pr(s,)+ Pr(s,) —<2
jePath(sp)
23) Ceimin:,\/lin(cbfmin"'pzxce_min)-

Choice 5118 X & MH:
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1) X EyEp ARE R WIER AT ag, WIEHE By WRIAT a, WL FE Es.
2)  WERPAT an, W ry Z H BRI SR AT ap, ) r, Z 5 BRI
3)  WRHAT ay, W py ZH AL W R AT ap, U po Z HAUH AL

(3) Parallel:
E1 (8.1, P1) N Eil
(8,1, p1) ' ’
E |{®} E, —2LR S F |{®} E,

1.1)

1.2) Pr(s,)=Pr(s,)+Pr(s,)- Zrl
jePath(sy) !

1.3) Ce_min:Min(cb_min+plvce_min);

E, () yp

2.1) ;
E |{@} E, B E |{@} E;

2.2) Pr(s,) = Pr(s,)+ Pr(s,) —<2
2
jePath(sy)
2.3) Ce_min=Min(Cy_min*P2,Ce_min)-
Parallel 5 if LR W
1) EfE, BB R PUT.
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2) SRR UURAT ag, W ry Z 5 BER R AURIAT ap,l rp B 5 BRI
3) IR URIAT ag, M py Z 5 AT WUER AT a0 p Z2 5 0 5

(4) Cooperation:
E1 (ah,p1) E{:Ez (@n.py) E;

1 - ;
) E1 |{a} E2 (a,min(r.r), P +Pp) N Ell I{a} Eé
2) Pr(s,)=Pr(s,)+Pr(s,) M ;
jePath(sy)

3)  Ce_ min=Min(Cy_min*tP1+P2,Ce_min)-

Cooperation 5178 X F W

1) E M Ep AP IR AT,

2)  H MRS R IR ENERE R R min(ry,rp).

3)  ZHFEWIFRIIASIE R H o S BPARES BA .

(5) Hiding:
(a,r,p) ’
1) E——~>E

,agl;
E\L—@rR) SEN\L

2) Pr(s,)=Pr(s,)+ Pr(s,) ——

jeats,)
3) Ce_min:Min(cb_min+pvce_min)-
Hiding &+ 1% X & H:
1) EES L PO s EA R GE4 T I
2) BRI T AR A
3)  RHIE A
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(6) Constant:
E (ar,p) SE’

D e ASE

r
r’
jePath(sy)

3)  Ce_min=Min(Ch_min*P,Ce_min)-

Constant 51 i X & HH:

1) RIEAPE A AT DL A2 OB, A B A AR U R R AT RE )

2) BRETAEmRE AR HE.

3)  HRET AR RIEXAM .

R A FL AU T 20 A ) R AT O SR 1 R RO AR O e — R A R WAEA, W 7
BT S E o TR0 e vt 5 LA 1 — B 7R R I A T TR A S RI , 20 TRDIR S 2 ) LA R3S
V) AR A I 0 5 AR AU AT SR 99 2 40, 59 EL AU 2 BN (R R 1) A0 34T S S 0 2, 2 7 S o B FH S A %) LSS AL
MRS, T 4 59 TR TR 2 0E X

TEX 8. WHRTCIEFR HSxS WA 55 B, 4 AT 5 (51,50) € WL AT s, —2> ) AE1E s, 15 SZ:a>s2 H

(s1,sp) € 97 FLrf, = WAL ANBENE a W0 B A HEE I BE R,

NS AR 10 52 5% PE R A B 58 & P S PR — PPFSP EREf PPDG ik T iR BT i i A Mk
ZOPRAS A B 2 F8 AT — AR M R 25 5 B 1A RME 26 2 B0 120TR 285 110 I A28 MR 23 2 0, % 2 () AR A BT RS 1
I/ N AR

EHE 1. {T— PPFSP M2 1) PPDG #Id T % B FL I (0 A 2R A LIRS, BAT — A 2R A
V141 R 2 2 08 R AS T B A M 2R 2 R 56 T ) AR 2 BT 2R A 1 e /N B AR AR AN

RO SE A PEIE B . DG #3817 R T (RS & LT % PPDG J& DG MR AR A e, B il PPDG ik
TR T RS R ILER . W IN 6 PPDG T RS FIT R A R TR AN 15 B, K PPDG & T
HERR T A (0 A R ks L LT .

A LR B .PPDG HT — A 2R A T (00 M 28 0 Rl AR, #0802 42 J e S 5 e S 7 B3 SR 193X At DR IE
T . AR 26 2 B TR 20T A 1) AR A 38 2 R K RV P A 2 38 R A 1 e B AR AR I e O

T it PPPA I PEPA 1565, h LTI ANIRAERIMES IR W] PPPA J2 PEPA HIURAEZE BT PPPA #7728 T
PEPA FIAR M i e 7).

EX 9. W A SRR AEATE — AR AT 852 5 5 AR B B SRR A SN FR P 2 52, T8 4
R B R RARER A SRS IR A2 25,

EIE 2. PPPA /& PEPA IR,

HERA:—A~ PEPA BEFE #0038 T I ol AT 4 2B 3B S H W B 15 )7 5 48 & B {8 6=(a1,p1)(82,p2) ..
(anpn)}; — > PPPA A2 T $ W 1) 15 5 o0 Hom AT 0 A% R 28 B 1R P B4R & TE Wi {olo=(ay,r1,p1) (B2, F2,P2) - -
(an,Fn,Pn) -2 /& PEPA TR — AN IERR, gREFE ZINTE B4 Ly /& PPPA HX) N gt — IR, B Z B S A
Lo Lk gRE 332 10 T A S A 7 5L, 00 @fE 45 52 [ T A M 4 ME 2R B AE )7 51 %0 T Ly P AT — A 1 7 4
=(a1,p1)(az,P2)-.. (@n,Pn), WIME—XF NV L, th — AN Heds ME 2 1 45 )5 51 0=(a1,r1,p1) (82,1 2,P2) - (8n, Fn,Pn), RN ol REAE 52
L7 LA, PPPA J& PEPA [fJIR 425 1E 2. O

SEBE 2 4EW] T PPPA J2 PEPA [FJRZEZS Bl PPPA 7E PEPA JERE B 78 T AN B BE J7. 52 kr b, — Al gk
T AT 1038 5 o8 AT AT IR P A 4E & B 0 plp=(as,az,...,an) }. I UL, R FE AT UE. PEPA J& 48 B FEAR B IR
AR AL M FERBOERE B Y78 T MR EAEE ) i L PPPA fE& LB FR A S sl RE M A A U B YR T
HEZ AR AR ), NI BERS SRS fE . MER . AR 48— A5 40 SR 4 T3 M A A 3R Bh VR B TE N R 0,

2) Pr(s,)=Pr(s)+Pr(s,)-
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W) PPPA JRAL Ny PEPAUTRLIE 204 AT Hr e MR 3 41 wh I B A IR 2R 2 SR 3 41 4% #5 0 0,)U) PPPA R
o 28 et R AR

2 ET PPPARIBRSZHEBER

F PPPA SRERIIL T BPEL 117 Web Il 45 f 3L 45 il (orchestration) 20 &, 15 56 it B4 572 PPPA F11 BPEL 22 []
FR IS 2 2 SRR [B] 0 (R 7 v, 36 1 45 1Y PPPA 5 WSDL/BPEL 22 [A] (1 5 3 2k 2R MR 48 26 1 FT 7% S 0 ), 30
WSDL Hiiid (1) Web ik 25 Wbt 4 PPPA [HIHEFE, 3% Web iR 25 (1931 B 28 HLAT Mgt &y PPPA [¥13) 1,3t BPEL )
JP BERE IR GRS LWL S PPPA [FIAH B 4544 20 iR mesid BPEL ik 1) Web i 45 41 & 5t il AR S
A PPPA (1) 33 R A, b i o FH gk R AR B ¥ J7 VR A0 T HL AT 3 W FR SR AIF . 75 2 U R, B AR RIA gt 2 PPPA
1128 S50/ R 45 Ky 55 BPEL/WSDL 2 J8] [ W5 (H PPPA IR 2 i s VR0 5 T A8k R A5 ELRTAR AN 45 S8, AT 7] LA 7 3k
BRI ZE AT WA, TEAE. AN SR ERBN TR &I 58— 73 AT 50 IE 1K) PPPA FL7Y 1]
PIAE N BPEL JAE SEEL 1 25 1A, 285 WS FORS AL 5 38— 20 vl By Web 4541417 BPEL 32, i Bh
PSS A A BT IE A E. R I PPPA A5 21 ] QoS 43 HT BEAE 75 B AR i e T2 7539 A2 QoS ZE 3K, U v s
Z 4t QoS [t iE 2, T 48 S IR &5 44 1 S .

Table 1 Mapping between PPPA and BPEL/WSDL
% 1 PPPA 1 BPEL/WSDL %} N5k 5

CCS BPEL/WSDL
Actions WSDL: message, portType, operation, partnerLinkType; BPEL.: receive, reply, invoke
Sequence ‘.’ Sequence
Choice ‘+’ Pick, switch
Parallel composition ‘|’ Flow
Restriction set ‘\’ Interactions, assign
Termination ‘0’ Empty
Recursive While
Dull action Assign, interactions
Process Service
R RASCHER[2]H PR AT T SR R G0N HE AL, A% T 5 PPPA B AT IR IR T, /3 2 0 B 1 Fros faj 4k 1) i

ATAT 22 40, LA A 91K BT+ PPPA [¥) Web IR 45 4145 f A 1% i 1711 52 % 4 (BookingSystem) ti /e 47 1% 2 ik
% (TAgent). T Ik 4% (Hotel) AT 25 Ik 45 (Airline A Rl AirlineB)%%: 1~ Ik 45 20 4 1hi B A S4B # BookingSystem 2
PR 55 25 W FE I Ah BEUR 2 T IR 9% 2 TRV BV AT HL IR AT 98 DR R o5 T IR G5 IR T SR R A R AR Y AR B
2 PG IR K /N R T (1R 8 45 R — AN BT P 0 B R A A AR R 1% RS I UE B R IR G A
18 B LLZ IR 45 (A5 21 FH 22218, Tk %7 ik 5 /1 UDDI (universal description discovery and integration) |- 7 ]
(Ip A, FLAECRE A Wi Bl 1 T TAgent (404 ok 5,Hotel (141 4% 4 2,AirlineA [ kS % 3,AirlineB {1 4% 4 4.181
A REFRAHOR: LABNVE SR A I R GEAT Ay (1, 75 FE 3 W W 5 00 s Bl S 308 20 A Ay ot A A A 2 B0 1 o A0 A 4t
e ATER a=(a,r,py.ps). 3L 5 ,a A EEr AEHESHE TR 2 (%S 50T @il S5 Web 45 169 SE 7 D7 52 4L
A3 30).po R BNAE IR 58 TR IS ps 0 BN i LS 1 7 TR 45 1 0 s A VL, S A R S bR 28 At 4 Ay T
3 8c=(5,05,C0,Cs), He 1,8 MRS, 05 1y BIE IR A ML, 0 o BIE IR AR (0 SR AR 56 BRAR 05 b BIE IR AR 1 SR AR
JIR 55 A

1 f TAgent 2 2 45 414 % 0, B, e AT T TAgent 1 1 13 Sk 138 il 45 241 A5 IR FE. 55 CCS IRERE SN 1
FeoR—E TAgent Kk B BIER AT, 8252 3 F 6 AT 24,
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(FAQ,,1,1,0)
(FA()0.7,1,0)/(AT1040.3,0,0)
('FAR,,0.5,1,0)

AirlineA
BRoLL0) (FAALLL3) !
(FAC.,1,1,0)
: TAgent
Client g (ACIAL1,-3)
(BiALLL5)/(BR,LLO) (FBQ,1,10)

(F:B110.8,1,0)/(BT1040.2,0,0)

(FBR,0.5,.1,0)|
(FBALLLA)|  AirlineB
(FBC,110) | iy

5}

S |(BCAGL1-9)

— -
S
a ()EAL
- =
— )
| X
T o
R 4 —
2]
S
Hotel <
2z

BookingSystem/

Fig.1 Travel booking system
1 FRATITE RS

1) TAgent ~F- i 4b T8 5 & 43 Ik 45 R i 31 Client 13T 5235 3K (ByRq, 1,1,0). 3L 1 58 1A~ 1 248 TAgent 755
FRPE IR 45 RS N H32 05 B BiRq T MER 2 1.1 0 TAgent 76 % Rrdt i IR 45 IR N A& PiiziE w8, 75 W) L
3T R W TV R B 2 A 1 RS2 I I BiRy MU TE MK A 1,0 F5 %31 S5 V5013 S R 45 A A

2) TAgent Jf-47 Hlu 7] AirlineA F1 AirlineB & Hi 5245 & i) FAQy,1,1,0) I " FBQy, 1,1,0). A i 4k 2 A%, A1 TR
(CFAQ,'FBQ,,1,2,004 — £ R IXH s L FAQ,I’FBQ, #5347 &% A ity )2, 1 5 TAgent 7E42 3 ByR, 1)
W& T KIEFAQI'FBQ, MMy 1,2 17 IFAT K 1% FAQy|"FBQy K 58 1A% 2 2,0 i i1 S BEAT WIS Mk 55 1 4%

3) TAgent J4T Hi gz AirlineA F1 AirlineB 1 5. AirlineA )1 5. 43 A4 (FAl,0.7,1,0)/ (AT 40,,0.3,0,0) % Ff
o, o (FALL0.7,1,0) R 78 IR M 22 4515 BRI MEZR 4 0.7,(AT,0,,0.3,0,0) 38 /158 6 i N O ME 2R 0 0.3. v,
AT0, K7~ TAgent [N B I 5 1E, A o5 F 45 %6 AirlineB fr104 5 43 4 (FBI;,0.8,1,0)/(BT10;,0.2,0,0) P Rl i 0tk
fAi AL B, AT TZE— AirlineA Al AirlineB (KM 4 4 P ot

3.1) AirlineA Fil AirlineB #{ i [0 22 45 % &L (FAl|FB1;,0.56,2,0) (3 f7,0.56=0.8x0.7; 1 % i ks Ay 2; AN et Je 4%
g AR RS T TAgent B2 T3 Le bRtk (LL 1 QoS 45) kI £k 55,1 ¥ TAgent Kt LIEE#E 0.5 ) AirlineA ik
1T 2475 5k FAR, B LAME R 0.5 4] AirlineB & 3% 1T 52375 5K "FBR;).

3.2) AirlineA i 1] 22 451 KT AirlineB 38 I J6 Wi Y (F Al{BTm0.,0.14,1,0) (Fi tf1,0.14=0.7x0.2; 4 S Ak by 1;
AW RS A% 6 BEARZS TR TAgent 4 LUBEER 1 1) AirlineA & 1677 2275 K FAR,).

3.3) AirlineA IS JC R B 1 AirlineB iR [0 22 4515 B (ATmO|F{B11,0.24,1,0) (3L #,0.24=0.3x0.8; 4 56 th A%y 1;
AN R 55 U ks AR MOIRES T TAgent 4 LUBEA 1 ) AirlineB A 1% 1T 5235 3K "F(BR).

3.4) AirlineA F1 AirlineB #F#8 I5f JC 1 5 (AT Oy BTnO,0.06,0,0) (3 7,0.06=0.3%0.2; 115 Fa A K 2 0; A Wl 5
Sk AR AR TAgent #5 LLBER 1 f) Client /& 3% A 45 203l 8 (CBR;, 1,1,0)).

4) —H TAgent [ AirlineA &% FAR, 1 IR AT, WM 5 AT 22 7] R 8 0 7 — I IR 45 A1 & F 5 il R oA
T LR, U TAgent WE] AirlineA 1= M IMEZE N 1,48 B0 7E (FAAGL,L,3) (3,3 RIRILBIEM T
AirlineA [ iR 25 11 4%).

PEEBCRATUEFUIT hups/ www. jos. org. cn



2706 Journal of Software 334k \Vol.22, No.11, November 2011

5) AHRZHE,— H TAgent ] AirlineB &% FBR,, 7E MRS N, WM B E AT 2 (R I 7R — R IR 45 G 450
TR AT IR, ) TAgent CE) AirlineB 1T T IIAEAR N 1, HT(FBAL,1,4) (P4 FoRiZah M T
AirlineB 1551 #%).

6) Tl )E, TAgent 1] Hotel & 3% 7T 55 m) i K (CHR,,1,1,0).

7) Hotel [ 5324 (HA,0.9,1,2)/(H,T10,,0.1,0,0) 4 Ffr 15 1.

7.1) (HA0.9,1,2)R 71T b [ B U I HE %l 0.9, L T Hotel RS 1M 4% 2. 75 MRS T~ TAgent ¥4
LAE 1 1] Client ik IRk 55 e UiH B CBiA1,1,5), 31,5 iz gl fEWLST 7 TAgent (i ik 55 .

7.2) (H(Ty0.,0.1,0,0)7 7B I JE i B2 R O 0.1 AE RS R IE 75

7.2.1) W E i AirlineA T3 ZZ U] TAgent 375 7] AirlineA &2 HUH T 22 W A (CFAC,,1,1,0), 3B B B 7
I B CACALLL-3)( -3 TR ERIN AirlineA [RIIR 551 b T 55 8k 21 45 IR 55 2 LLR S 4R 43 K 45 ok
VB AR AN B DD S B IR 55K ANV 55 98 03X W] LA 1 A2 Web JIie 55 < 55 A2 BILRI), 22 Ji5 1] Client ik e 5%
R B.(CBeRy,1,1,0).

7.2.2) AN AR ) AirlineB 1152, ) TAgent i) AirlineB A& X HUGH 1T 5271 B (CFBC,,1,1,0), Hf 4 i
WA S (CBCALLL-4) (2L 4 KR ZERGHE AirlineB RS % T1-5), 2 J5 1) Client k1% ik 55 2 W iH
B.(CBR;,1,1,0).

AT HIRIE T PPPA XTI 45 41 A st AR 3 W 14 i B, 03 S 483 2 4 1 — S8 T4k, 2% 1 8 23 4
REE W R I 3 S

1) RS BIAMEAT 52 A S0 ) AR B HB 1 )i B A B

2)  THRSSZ A I A A R A Al A,

3) WAL PRI TT B A) SRIBCIE 0 R T AL SR A IR 55 45 5 A

W iR &4, AT Tagent,Hotel AirlineA, AirlineB,BookingSystem 43 5l @tk PPFSP. Y3 4 75 32 5t 1] 1) 2,
Client AN 4H 1% BookingSystem (K1l 45, 1M /&1 4 BookingSystem [ 75 5k & K 56-11E IR 55 20 & 2 15 i 2 75 3K 1A
3 Client /&5 BookingSystem 28 . [, U1 BookingSystem 3 /& Client 75K, )l Client 55 BookingSystem 7] LA %
PER—X H AN RS, HE 7 %HE RClient(RI L Client Bk 13 2 7 3K (M ELALE 2, %) Client B fE ik b iy
(1B VR BCH L ¥ b B4, T L4645 3 RClient 1) % 12 () 55 BookingSystem 754N AT 4 bW & — By, 3 iF 2 mJ B
B i RClient 5 BookingSystem 2 75 55 H B R 56 IE. IR ik, AT 14 Client A1 RClient th #4554 PPFSP. I 4 tH
‘EAIH PPPA ik L.

RFLAR 45 TAgent [EEFE R AN F:

proc TAgent = (B,R;,1,1,0).CRAQ, |'FBQ,.1,2,0).TAgentl

proc TAgentl = (R Al; | BT,0,,0.14,1,0).TAgent2 + (R Al ; | FBI,0.54,2,0).TAgent3+
(AT O, | F.BI,,0.24,1,0).TAgent4 + (AT O, | BT O,,0.06,0,0).TAgent5

proc TAgent2 =('F AR,,1,1,0).TAgent6

proc TAgent3 =(FAR,,0.5,1,0).TAgent6+(’F,BR,,0.5,1,0).TAgent7

proc TAgent4 =(FBR,,11,0).TAgent7

proc TAgent5 =('B,R;,1,1,0).TAgent

proc TAgent6 =(F,AA ,11,3).(H,R,,110).TAgent8

proc TAgent7 =(FBA,,1,1,4).(H,R,,11,0).TAgent9

proc TAgent8 =(H,A,,0.9,1,2). TAgent10+(H,T,0,,0.1,0,0).TAgent11

proc TAgent9 =(H,A,,0.9,1,2).TAgent10+(H,T,0,,0.1,0,0).TAgent12

proc TAgent10 =('B, A,1,1,5). TAgent

proc TAgentll =(CFKAC,,11,0).(AC,A,,11-3).TAgent5

proc TAgentl2 =(CFBC,,11,0).(BC,A,11,—4).TAgent5

© HEBEERAET hipd/ www, jos. org. cn



H 5 S :Web IRF-486-7 65 QoS 897 Kb — AL Fe A7 2707

Pt TAgent 1R IE e X IR RS 40 A7 TAgent JiFe 1 &2 45,
L2555 AirlineA [HEFEFRIA T
proc AirlineA = (FAQ,,0.5,1,0).CFAl,1,1,0).AirlineA+(F AR,,0.4,1,0).CF,AA 11, 3) AirlineA+
(F.AC,,0.1,1,0).CAC,A 1,1, -3)AirlineA
Ui B AirlineA 7ESEfHE IR 45 FPIR S T nT R AE AR 3 FPAT 4:(FAQy,?,1,0),(FAR;,?,1,0),(FAC),?,1,0).1X 3 Fif
AT 4 BRE 2R AT o v I S s AT B AT B B 7E N KB AT TP TR IX 3 AT N B IS I AT AR EATIAE N IRis AT
HPRR) R AE TR G 3 S AR A E AT R AR SCIBCR B AT R AR IR 43 ) D 0.5,0.4 FT 0.1 7 BRI, X 3 AM3)
Y52 AirlineA (41 BT 5 19, AN T TAgent (18 1F.
AL IR %5 AirlineB 1 IRk R e ik Xl
proc AirlineB = (F,BQ,,0.5,1,0).CFBl,,1,21,0).AirlineB+(F,BR,,0.4,1,0).CF,BA,1,1,3).AirlineB+
(F,BC,,0.1,1,0).(BC, A ,1,1,3).AirlineB
yiW]:AirlineB 15 £55 AirlineA (112541
FEIE R4 Hotel ByEREgRIA T
proc Hotel=(HR,1,1,0).("H:A«,1,1,2).Hotel
BE:Hotel AT A AN AirlineA,AirlineB JEALL (A T I £ 45 S5 ] 4k, Hotel 1R TR Al T 7 4k Ak B, A0 2%
BT T
20 45 Ik 45 BookingSystem [t ik R0 R
setIn ={FIAQy,F[BQy,FtAIf,FtBIf,FIARS,FtBRS,FIAA(,FtBA(,FtAC,,
F.BC,,AC /A ,BC A ,HR,,HA, AT, O,BT. O, ,HT.O}
proc BookingSystem = (TAgent | AirlineA | AirwayB | Hotel) \ In
i B:BookingSystem 1 /Ik%: Tagent,AirlineA,AirlineB 1 Hotel 315 40410 5. ZhESE S In TRIREh1E 2
BookingSystem P 4% -l 55 2 18] (132 EL B4, %5 1 ) Client 2 A o] WL 1%y, S AE S 1 BB 3 1 4l T e 5501 B ie ok
% Client [ FER L U
proc Client = ('B,R,,11,0).Clientl
proc Clientl= (B, A.,?,?,?).Client + (B,R;,?,?,?).Client
B (BiAK?, 2, )M (BiRy,2,2,2) % 7 A Client [¥) 1 LT &, 4 E BIA(t IR 35 4115 e 2h) Bk ByRe(tH B %
HA RO T8 A LIRSS AR N, T AR IR 45 A (4 60 U1 50 3E i BB SR e, 2 9, e A S 75 ik e (1) )
Bz —.
 EVE RS, XA SE S K 1 T RRTE K 3 4E CBAGL,1,5) F (CBiRy,1,1,0) & AN [ 11, )5 95 A Bl 1 & A
TAgent B A BET &, 2, (" BAw, 1,1,5) K 7k TAgent 76 T LT AL 2 F1 s 8] 4B 5 D) AR FS T 4 48 1) Client 4232 B B
RO 1, (CByR,1,1,0) 2% 7 TAgent 71 T HLEE R OB FILT 55 ) SR R ARAS T 448 1) Client ik MG B,
M H 1.
% 5 B RClient (¥ E AR IA T
proc RClient = (B, R, L1, 0).RClientl
proc RClientl= ("B, A.,?,?,?).RClientl+ (B, R,,?,?,?).RClientl
Bt :RClient /& Client FoXT H2ERE, 2 75 0t Hik 5 20 & R AR0AT 24 5 sl Ho 27 K 3 LU Cllient ik A )
AH .

3 ET PPPARIBRSFZHEE LR
T PAXE R T PPPA & 7 [ iRk 45 20 A A T b AT 4 R 45— 4 e
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31 NEERHR
YR F RS TR e R SRR A B 6 AR B T AT B 1 ap=(a,r, Py ps) K1 (r,py,ps), U AT 15 31— 4~ 3
BERE R T 32 R L A B BAIE T 2 CWB-NCII Th ERE RS AT T 0 F D e 0 W MR AE (6481 CWB T H
IO AIE I, 75 JEFE 2R 5 5 44 CWB 455 U EEAT 2 o, i B b A nill 3R 48 78 AN PR R):
a) AR ArAIE AR I Ay 4 fd XSS T MRS AL G IR 45 HEAT FE IR £ RO GE PR A £
b) TEZIWELTTIEH sim iy & D ERER S HERRAT N B2 0T % T IR S RN AL A I 55 I REAT N A R
THHA AT BEAT-7E B ) Uk AT 3.
c)  THAEIGUE: T iE I B AR IE Ay 4 eq-S obseq %1 RClient £ BookingSystem Ify A #5714 [ 33k F 2 ik =X
JE AR 59 TSR, AR B 56 IF 21 & e 25 02 75 35 42 0 7 D Re i sk S P 3 AN 99 TR, ) AT 4k 2L ik AT Bk
TSl D), S AEAE B ) AR AT U, AS W 1 22 BookingSystem FZH & v, L 22 30 i 56 AIE.
e Mt AT AR I 7 IO A A P
3.2 QoS4

AT LT PPPA 1 QoS 23 M G 4% P i 43 2k T MR A5 R 0 Al A3k AR (5 B 20 B i 2 TR A5 B
19 3 81 SCRT 43 S ] S A 43 B Rk R o3 AT O b, S R R AR T A MR AN AN S KRS A ) B R IR R] B
F ti,BookingSystem i i 4 Tagent, AirlineA,AirlineB Fl Hotel Jf % 21 % 1M i, BookingSystem Fpk 25 25 [] B /&
4 AT IRSIRES R I 8 R R BARHE O 8%, 7T UK Al - BookingSystem  [RHR 25 7% 8] L@ 535 19 I a) A %
IF) 52 252 J36 46 it R 55 () 18 22 52 35 5 8K, )l A RDR 74 24 T A0 1 3T, Dl e, A SR 1 — T 6 4 40 87 9
SR TE G I ] % R RE T BPEL (1) il (orchestration) Ik 55 2H &5 5 IXFE IR IR 55 20 & SRR AE — MZ0 T IR S 1%
BT RS Z S5 G TIRS KT AT R AT 45 R4 1 Dh gt in 124778 BPEL #7514 T4 4 7k
5510 BPEL VRAEFE W LA VRS 2 5 IR ST IR L1 1R 55 TRT e, o) 245 T 55 R 285 2 T 18 23 A T DL 4 Sy A
TGS IR A2 1AV 20 A, AT P ARCDR 25 2 1) A P FR) N i) 12 i) 3 2% i

AL TAgent 1] LUEAE /& BookingSystem (4% 0TIk 45, %1 BookingSystem HE & F4X {1 1) 43 #7 7T LL%%
1A% TAgent BEAFARA IR 2087 F 4 AU MR A kg i . MR 0 4. AR 204 3 ANBE - EAT A4,
3.2.1  ARH MR A () i

R PPPA HIACH HEZ T R 18 S, PPPA BE L2 ik 20 I (A A M4 2% ) 52 B b 2 — MR B 51 3 ]
PPDG. 41 Bk, T TAgent i & E 244 k45 BookingSystem [¥)4% 0 Tl 45,5+ BookingSystem [1) 7341 ] LA
HeAL Xt TAgent (23400 TAgent th (9 JF & ARl I IF R 57" o Ja  F R S AR T B AF & — A sl k. L,
TAgent #FE LB 0T K (CFAQ)I'FBQ,,1,2,0) il FAE & — M i M s E. th T TAgent 22 B4 51 IRk 55 7E 4 I
RAMEAEH I RE T "R R SR G, AP @8 B AR 3 MR AR G U . I HE . IR AL Rk
BREANE=a,E+a, E+.+a, E S5, a, (=1,2,...,n) J ks BE% 3 1E5E Jy B I 075X S 4 40
Fe B A T 48 S R 32 % 5 A T e A 0 ) R R R 5, T 08 B 5 A AR A s A 25 X 4 b BERR R 0 R
Feik A N BERE I WILAIRAS A PPDG Hpoed I AR TS #4255 7 BERE T A v B8 B0 ERR AT — AN SRS B — 2K
RS AL PPDG 4 N — 453 IR A IR AT U8, AE AT S AT I 1 22 T8 AN (7] IR 23X SEAR AR Y
BEFRE AL AR P AN R A BERE L S 7E PPDG Hhot WA [R] KR AR 5 . 5000 AR Ym0 4, LA e R e i s £
“H LT N 3 B RS B AT M3 — 434, A S A AT T K 2R Ik AR 3 T A VR B S i A M A 3
PPDG. I ifi%5 Hi#yi& PPDG f 5%,

&% 1. Generate PPDG for PPPA expression.

(1) GeneratePPDG(E,& ptRootT)

Input: E, a PPPA expression.

Output: ptRoot, a pointer pointing to a node.

Function: create E’s PPDG whose root node pointed by ptRoot.
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Steps:

1)  Register names for all E’s process expression agents prefixed with “proc”; //For example, register
names for TAgent, TAgentl, TAgent2,...

2)  Create the root node s, =(s,,1,0,0) and tag its name to the original process expression, i.e., TAgent,

and let ptRoot pointto s ;
3) Call GenerateNodesEdges(s, ,E).
(2) GenerateNodesEdges(s, ,E).
Input: s, , apriced probabilistic node,

E, a PPPA expression.

Function: create PPDG starting from node s, and meeting E.
Steps:
1) ScanE;
2) For every o, i=1,2,...,n, separated by choice operator ‘+’ do
3) { |If(E=0) or («=0) then continue;

4) If (E does not match any registered process agent) or (E matches to TAgent)

5) Create a node s; for E;

6) Elseif the registered process agent matched to E has not been tagged with a node name
7) Create a node s; for E and tag name s; for the registered process agent;

8)  Create edge s, —20PPs) sq
9) Justify (ds,Co,Cs) of s, =(s;,9,C,,C,) according to the minimun cost semantics of PPPA;
10)  If (E matches to TAgent)

tagged with recursive edge

11) Create edge s, So;
12)  Call GenerateNodesEdges(s,,E) recursively;}

L 1 Sent R AR IE b UGB 7 “proc™ brid: (R Bk A2 & ik sUACBE (FL - TAgent, TAgentl, TAgent2, ... )i

AR T AT IR RS TT  ZAr 0 BN Z M RE R A AR B DLJR TR 3 3012 00 RE 3R 08 =UAR BRI, JU) TE 400 7T
HANHREE T AT A H A — 4510, MR AR BE AT 7% 18 SO HEIRAS Y fU I BER AU B 5005 1 B
HERR R IR A 7 S O o I R FE AL S i I M R 3 PPDG. R R B8 A — AN WTER IR AR, T A 3 Hi 1) PPDG
B AMHHET RLRRIE S n ANENE, R B R Z A B — 4518, 0 B0 11 I (8] 52 2% 225 O(n).

W 2 B o 56T 58005 1 4% IR AN FE 2638 SR 1 1) PPDG. 78 X 1] 2 JEAT ] B2 358 0 4 IR & BT 4 1k
AT HIRES IR A LA 0,50 % TAgent FIHIEHFRIE R, XN PPDG AR ™Y 1 (s0,1,0,0). #4047 Bl 1
(BkRq,1,1,0) J5 1T # FIDIR A5 5 45 (51,1,1,0). 2 J7 , 84T 8 1F CFAQI'FBQy,1,2,0) iT # FIIR A5 75 47 (52,1,3,0), X B
TAgentl FiEX FEIIRZE T, AirlineA F1 AirlineB 75 E (K1 3 2 4 4 Bl T2, 50 N 4 TR, 4 5 BPIR S
(55,0.14,4,0)(1X A5 AirlineA Wi 5 (AR 4) (513,0.56,5,0)(AirlineA FiI AirlineB #7G Wi 5 (AR A)+ (S10,0.24,4,0) (1Y
A AirlineB WS AR AS) (Se,0.154,3,0)(AirlineA F1 AirlineB #BJGMA K (R AR). % TR 4% (54,0.42,5,0)(TAgent [ii
AirlineA & H T 23 R HRER), Al HIRAS 55(55,0.14,4,0) 8% $15(515,0.56,5,0)iFE & 1 2l A IR A sq, R AEIR AirlineA
BT SR SR T sg PIRES s TR HIMEZE N LTAEARAS sus, 7T LA AirlineA B AirlineB &t 1T Z21% 3K, H.In]
P T 25 K MR %2 0.5, 35 s, (IMEE 24 0.14x1+0.56x0.5=0.42. H HE 48 f5e MU T8 SCARZS 54 103K
A5 ERRHRES 5o I AT A5 S AR T B 1 R IS0 AN T DR 75 (56,0.846,9,10) & 41 & I PR AS RS
(510,0.154,4,0) /2 A A RIBCIRES, B AT A2 21 4 46 AOIR A 18 18 R 208 2R 9] BB A IR

© HEBEERAET hipd/ www, jos. org. cn



2710 Journal of Software 334k \Vol.22, No.11, November 2011

@ TAgent
-~ ———— - — — ——— —— — —— — ———— A

(BxRq,1,1,0)

——Action transition (CFAQ)|'FiBQy,1,2,0)

— —>Recursive expression
(52,1,3,0) ) Tagent1 (ATnO{BT1,0,,0.06,0,0)

AT,O(FBl},0.24,1,0)
(FAl{|F811,0.56,2,0)

(FAIBT,0,0.14,1,0

Tagent4

(519,0.24,4,0

('FiBR;,1,1,0)

(FiAA1,1,3) (FiBA,1,14)

(55,0.42,6,3) (515,0.52,6,4)

("HR,1,1,0) ("HiRs,1,1,0)

Tagent8 Tagent9
(50,0.42,7,3))' 9 (516,0.52,7,4) 9

HiTn0,0.1,0,0) (H{T0.,0.1,0,0)

(HA,0.9,1,2) —l
Tagent12

Tagentll ¥ Tagent5
$17,0.052,7,4 S9,0.154,3,0)
('FBC,1,1,0) ('BRr,1,1,0)

(CACA1,1,-3) (BCiA1,1,-4)

515,0.052,8,4 510,0.154,4,0
i
[}
1
1

Fig.2 Priced probabilistic derivative graph
Kl 2 MM sE

3.2.2 ST BT

BEF AT BRI 43T 43 by o] S 23 AT AN E 2 4T
3.2.2.1  WlEEMESNHT

Web JIl 45 (%07 FEVE7E K 2 B Web JIi 45 BIF 9% F 315 10 2 7l Sh 32 6 K 45 K A 2 O3 A St PR B RE 1K) Web 145
AT SRR S AT AR P 2 W B AE R 45 416 B T B0 IE B B 4

1) BT AR A 25 A A T T R 2 A o T SR R4S 4 L TR A

2) WA ER AR T BURS AL G B BRI T REE B K, DA X 2% % A% 1A 2 SR O IV £ B 5 i 2 Ay skt

T B R T SO 45 2 B A R IR S B K T 8 4%

3) AL RIS AL T S S A 45 44 T SR T e 4R K2

AT LAFE S 1 AR R TAgent [¥) PPDG H 25 21 2 R 45 1 00 1) B AR R 56 R A 1R A Fobas it 1A R € B4
4 4G Y . T Agent [n] Client A3 B2 1 B BiAx 51 R J5 IR S BV IR 45 41 5 B (RIR S 108 B T
A A2 R 2 1A JE6 TR G, T8 o 72 PPDG H Ay #2431 S8 L5 RIS S5 R A5 gk vl DA A IZR A v 345 M 45 401
& BN IR R TH 4 IR BEAR S 38 [T PPDG [R443: 2,1% 84 :4F PPDG 2 4% B A L H 5 RIT B G IR AS 1R
[ 2R 2 T (MR8 A8 Eh T B0 M 45 A1 O ORI BB AT AE 22 4% B 48, 06 25 A1 & U B0 UE B B 7 vl BB IE 2
ot B3 IR 55 A LI ARAS TR A [7] 6 428 P R 3 S B BV 2 GBS 1 T B0 IR 45 21 2 I TR 25 1 AT it 4% B 3
KRR B0 2 TRUAIN WG4 — N AR S FI— MR AR 04 arrPath, 76 53K FE A0 4k 17 PPDG ROt R rpi 205t 1
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RETT RN S o IHEA 1 AN SRR SURITA 73 SO Dyl R mbrid o4 il )y, 2438
FRFETH L aOK (AR I BA) I, L5 1A IR I AR A BRIV e 5 21 B RE 2 (IR 28, LML B O BT SR <.
W HER S PR U A RN — 20 AATEARAR 25 Y R B8 I 55 A1 5 i DR 25 (0 B A4, X A v A T A 14 R A
R FRRI A 12 5% B8 AR I ME 2 LI STVEE IR 55 21 & PRSI BE R I 25t 2 rP IR HERR S SHHIME A 2
arrPath ) —ANJCERSFIEAR G XSS T R AR 0 IR AR Sk 77 77 K SR A 56 3t iy, AT K L 3 A7 M)
GRS H R B IR IR 55 4 IIPIR AS B B A2, JFE XA O % 42 52 1) 21 arrPath.

H % 2. Reliability analysis algorithm.

Reliability_Analysis(ptRoot,aOK,& rP,& arrPath)

Input: ptRoot: a pointer pointing root of PPDG,

aOK: a specific message indicating services composition success.
Output: rP: the probability of services composition success,
arrPath: an array of pathes by which to reach the success composition state.

Function: In a PPDG whose root pointed by ptRoot, there is a success composition state in which aOK is sent.
rP is the probability of reaching to the state. This function returns rP and put all pathes in arrPath by which to
reach the state.

Steps:

1) Initialize Stack(S); Initialize Array(arrayPath);

2) Mark ptRoot travelled; Push(ptRoot,S);

3) While not Empty(S) do

4) { ptParent=GetTop(S);

5) if (all children of ptParent have been travelled) {mark ptParent travelled; ptChild==NIL}

6) else {ptChild=Get non-travelled child of ptParent;}

7 if (ptChild==NIL) {Pop(S); continue;}

8) else {mark ptChild travelled;}

9) While (ptChild!=ptRoot)

10) { Push(ptChild,S);

11) if (ptChild has only child) {mark ptChild travelled;}

12) if (aOK is the message of the edge between ptParent and ptChild)
13) {rP=ptParent.r; copy S as an element of arrPath; break;}

14) else {ptChild=Get a child of ptParent; continue;}

15) }

16) }

ok 2 AELE PN ER AN 20 ER L T-F ic 38 7 15 A, A S 0 T3 7 DA DS AR 5 v 2. 5 PPDG Hh Tl
SECh N ST 2 (R TR A AR O(n?).

{5k 2 BH T TAgent (1) PPDG, AT 15 A1 22 W B BiAw 71 T )5 (RPIRZS O (6,0.846,9,10). 1% K2 L1
MEZ 0.846 BIE MATURIRES H R B0k IR 45 20 & D R AS I HE SR B 20 5 IR 45 1) PT 2 0.846. AT LA IR H
R EBNIE MRS A A BIPIRAS B8 12 4 2% A2 arrPath 1,43 51 ok (5 2 iR 4 arrPath HRRE&TT SUF 51 K g1y
F) e I AR M2 BT R I, A5 SCA W T3 43 A BEOP IR (W k)

Pathl=s,——>s —>s, % 55 155,155 155, —2 s, —1ss,,
A _ERRA BT NI AR AR Pr(Path1)=1x1x0.14x1x1x1x0.9x1=0.126;

Path2 = s, 1 5, 1 5, 056 S5 05 5, 1 S5 1 S, 09 5, 1ASB*
A MEZE A Pr(Path2)=1x1x0.56x0.5x1x1x0.9x1=0.252;
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Path3=s,—>s—15s,—% 55, 20 55, L yg L5 2055 Ly,

& 72 WL % Pr(Path3)=1x1x0.56x0.5x1x1x0.9x1=0.252;
Path4:so : S : S, oe Sig : Si4 1ﬁ515 1ﬁsle o S : Sg)
P 2 ME# ) Pr(Path4)=1x1x0.24x0.5x1x1x0.9x1=0.216

X 4 SRR Al 0.846, 1F 4 /2 IR 55 20 5 I IARAS sg MRS ME S i) K IR 4% 4% & Path2 1 Path3,JLHE
HHRHE 0.252,1% 42 K g A SR 5 TAgent 322055 AirlineA A1 AirlineB 25 Wi 5 (55 WL R, ) B AT & 26 1T 2291 18
(1) 185 28 AR 45 7E IX 4 4% % 12 7P Path Rl Path2 [t 2 i 0.378, 24 i ik Tagent, AirlineA,Hotel 21 4 8 2 ) 2
Path3 F1 Path4 [{I R % 2 i1 4 0.468, 438 5T Tagent,AirlineB,Hotel £H ¢ i 1 (¥4 % Bl i it Tagent, AirlineB,Hotel
YA M 25 B RBE 6 K R) BE T SR I By Ry DAy 47 7 1 5, i I 509 2 ) ISR A 3108 I 45 AL R RO 2 1 i 2, DA & 31
TR BT B Ae S S 2R AN A
3222 PMkEESHT

TR (K e 50 AT 3 9 RS 40 T R 25 20 A T3 AR SCBLIY B TAE % FEARZS /0 M M e R s o0 M7 7 ok
fift AR R BB TG H LT S ARG IR, SR 5 0 2 ARSI R — AL B8 2 55 (o iy W2 IF ] 98 05 R) FH 242 46), AT
Ak R G PERe. S br bR LRSS 2 58 Tk R A A B AR Sk 1 ORNBE 2 28 5 SR AT B RS
A1 A J SRR TR 25 O ME 2R 23 5 A2 0.846,0.154, 115 4 1) 32 iz 45 20 A5 1l 0 0 2 WHCIR 725 66 i 3 B 1) 43 531 2 0.3
0.75(F% 18 2 W T 1) I T ), DU 4 55 Mg 25 14D ~F- 320 o 2 1 7] 247 0.3616(R 0.846%0.3+0.154x0.7).

323 ETAME RS

AR SCIARA 43 BT A0 56 16 e 45 20 4 1) & o360k o B

1) K AR (1 B 2 A5 90 A2 AR 24 3R

BGHWELVE 2 REIHEE e 5%k 2 3 ) PPDG f ik 72 P IR 75 1 B AR 55 e A 2 SRR AT Ll e, T AT AR AR
P19 5 AR 2 75 5 A S A 24 SR A8, T SR SR B TR R 45 S T PR A T A 24 AR (9, 1 L) (AT — A A B A, S
— @A N RS 2R, 1 T Tagent,AirlineA,Hotel 5 Tagent,AirlineB,Hotel #§5h 405 % 19 BLAS 23 531 24 (9,10) 1
(9,11, 0 i o e A% 249 A ; SR B SR B 0K Tk 55 21 A BRIPIRES B A 29 2 (9,10), M A Tagent, AirlineA,Hotel 11
YA 7 FE T AL A 2 B T R I TA R4 A1 A AR A T B AR 24 AR (9,9), WIS il AL A 4 5R

2) SKARAATER IR A H R BIA R A I T B A2 AL AR, T T4 5 AR AL (0 I 25 21 & 3 ¢

S5 2 SR T SRAR AU TR A H R B0 IR R R A I I B AR, 48 5 o BV 20 R R A, 0 % 4 B AR 3 1
AR SR Y0P 45 H 25 4% B A0 ) BOA T i I, 308 TR 45 S 45 B RS IR AR 4 4% JEREAS 43 0 R

Cost(Path1)=(9,10),Cost(Path2)=(10,10),Cost(Path3)=(10,11),Cost(Path4)=(9,11).

TEIX 4 440 Pathl A R /N A B4R EIBIAE T 505 51 5 AR S5/ (R IR 45 20 4 Bl Tagent,AirlineA,
Hotel [f14H & AR B AT F 21, Pathl MHESRTE 4 4% 8% AR Pt dp /N, R AT L4 SO 26 0 58 B R AR R 5 ke 28 ol
IR 5% 4 PO 22 8, B HE T e S B A0 P 2 Ja v 5 7 VRO A 1 A SR B IR 45 4L P B, B e AR B A H
FRI) Markov v 53 7 0L B T R i, ) 22 J8 1k e 577 35 R Markov w5 it 2 AN P 1R IR

4 HMxI{E

QoS HEAII Web it AL £ Mol QoS Hhi M AN ShRE TR AOAL 25 77 %1735 £ Web %%, LA EE QoS
(AL 11 Web #0145 77 5. AR F R T 11 Zeng 45 AL 1AM S5 41 £ O SEBEMN B A T IRE I, R4 T 40
A7 24 QoS HERRUEBE Web I 45 17145 41 5 138 56 T4 He 3 F AL 2 TR 5 JFHCHE QoS Hivhik
S IR 5 47 4125 ST, 4125 T 9 1) 5 AT QOS 48043 26t 8 VA BRI TR0 4347 P00 1 S 10 A 32 32
S5 Web [ 41 2 R J2 T, 7 1 B B Xt Web 25 20145 1T 3% A 35T, 54068 4145 1 25 119 50 R QoS
RHERIEAT T 42 BT RIRAE I 0% QoS HRALIALE s %, AT A LR 2 T R4E 55 41 45 0 103 AN QoS
S o JETT 60 3R 400 56T, A7 B T A TT 5 PR B B 6 TR 0 £ .

TR SRR 2 15— R BRI BT 77 UM 56 T4 S 12001 Petri ), SRR 547 T 10 T AR 42 1)
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HLAT R, Behrmann 25 A HE H T 4k i 0] [ ShAL, o Ar B RLIE R price S48 7R T & 0 R 45 98 IR 10 %, 3 3
P T SEIN 2R 58 vh 5 A AR 6 (34 2 43 47 PO Kwiatkowska 25 A 7E M4 I8 6] (3 ZHL A i B % 2 50 R
FMET R MR, 35 5 1 4% i o W P AR 64 8 (1) [ s LR B e 4L A i L BB 7E Web IR 4541
4 BN AR Petri 45U, BEAL Petri 02— P28 JL I NE SR B0 R 48, ) FH 1k RE AN W SE 2L (R VRO H H BT R Rk
BEARAH 22 Liu 25 A 42 0 W6 I 1] Petri 0,3 2647 2 (%] Petri W4 A 455 A48 1T 15 22 I (0] BN A% 800, 008 T 5 oA Al
6 {10 AT A PR 1, A e 2 4 T R A R 1), FL A 7E Web IR 4544 BRI T Web IR 4540 & 10 2 2
FRAETE T 44, TR AR B A SRR AE I R A B 0 38 A 3 7 IR 25 20 45 T OB 28 ) A0 5 4R, H T B
HERRAREON IR S5 414 QoS HAS AN ) AT I 2 F 1 AN 78 4. L, Bl 1) 30 A B30 88 S 0 o 0 B R B i) &8 — A L
B SN B G R AR SRR AR T, B T IR 45 4 A e i T B A B L R FEAR KL SPA T I B R R 4
— R MR A BT U VE R RS T Markov [RARS 2 AT AR S 2 W7, SR P (R0 5055 AT g ik, ] SRt B 0IR S
UL (EL AN Bl S 72 132 DR 25 1) T A I 1 e T 3 3281 A e 4 1 ) PPPA St PEPA AN 47 Ji PEPA J& —
28 HL1K) SPA T PPPA 1 H AT ik SPA [T JBT.SPA 143 A1 77 vk & JE FHE SN (1] Markov B 18U 23 Hr
J7 V5, AT LSRR BB R g R AS IR0 PPPA $RAIL T AN MR 2 22 1) 2F Jl 77 v LA S kT AR MR 24 22 1] 1) B 422
T 7595, 68 T AT LASR AR 300 R TR A A 2R R A, 38 T LA SRR AR 381 12k e DR A D 8 A58 A TCAE 28 R X — R 11
TIEH T A2 R & 07 k3 QoS AL It Web IR 45 41643 1. 53 48 B HERR AR EOR A (¥ A5 43 A7 3 2D
Eberbach H AT [7] Agent i3 AE Pi v & Ly TG S T cost y# &, 1H1% cost S5 &% Agent &
R R A T AARE S T Web IR 4541 A2 10 0 A R4 M9 408, Mei 845 T PR R 450
BEE HRO6F T RE R Th REVEAT G5 — H R ) AH ST 9 P4 S e if 5 3 MR RY L 73 L HE 28 (Framework) ) £ J8 ¢
HEDNRE A AE DI e 48— (8. 5 I L8 T AR [A) B2 A SCHE T — R SR DD RE RN AR D RE 1 48— B ) TR 5
PPPA LM JEF %15 & M@ AR 7 o 04T 77 16 PPPA S hfie. alfedh. PERERMCH I8 — @A Hr

5 SZEREMT—FHIIE

AR SCERR H AT QoS B PEAE Web 454145 1f R Ge @ Bl ih i FUAS 2 I BDIR 48 1 T & T AR AR B R e
MR AN G — BB ERBIE 5 PPPAS I T PPPA B VERITE SC, 45 v SLAC M M 2R 4 1) f) 43 LA J ] 5
PE PERERARAN 23 AT 1 BVl S B T LA RO BRATTIA R AR S SRR K PPPA S HL g — AR
e 75 Ao RERRAC KT 9 AT 10 A7 2540 78, IR IRF ol Web JIZ 45 IOF 98 3 638 77— o 160 0 A R 4%, H 1T IE 78 12t
AT TAR IG5 B ST P BT 44 R RO 5008 D F SR BV B RORERR AR T B,

AR A 502 W 55 22 T PR A 2 ) 250 TGS T S B I A7 S D B A5 06 7 20 WA PR R e AT Je AR S0 — 2 %
FER T AR R I AR SCHEUBE T Web IR 45 414 1 BPEL AMEHLAI A HARAY Y, 0 9 b i A7 48 5 5 AR BE LA . S Ab 2
LTI A5 52 % 1) A B, T ] R ASTK 26 Kb B AR A ST — 25 R AR 5 A0 AR SCHE ) PPPA HAR WX D BE . Mk
o AR AT S8 — R (L B SRR I R Y BB PPP A HR (1 M 3 2 3% 2B 1) Markowv i HR (¥ RE 36 i)
[0 50N, ] 7 48— A5 5 B S R M 3 I T S35 Aff s IF T, AN SN D i MR AR IS IRD PR B A
5 T Web %8 21 & @EBE 2 AN SO — 20 % B TAE.

BOgt A SO ARG T SCRF R UK [FAT, JE AR 2 i R 00T S Ve T b 1) 22 TR (] 2% 2 7 Tk
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