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Abstract: In order to address the trade-off problems between time and cost in the grid workflow scheduling with deadline constraints,
this study proposes a new algorithm named path balance (PB) to adjust the length for each path in workflow and develop a heuristic
referred as path balance based cost optimization (PBCO). PBCO makes full use of the workflow cost optimization space by setting a
deadline for each task, based on the results of PB, and enlarges the optimization space for multitude tasks by distributing the redundancy
time, based on the quantities of tasks at each level, this is divided by using the bottom level strategy. According to the experimental results,
the average execution cost of PBCO decreases by about 35% relative to other famous heuristics, such as DET and DBL.

Key words: workflow scheduling; utility grids; path balance; deadline constraint; cost optimization; bottom level

B S DR o 00 0 A R D9 e 22 5 A R (O AF 05 24 R T, 1 i P85 v kel 95 JEAT A+ 2 ) e ik —
Tl IR 55 B A A P RS TR U5 38 T 2 PR 55 R S (IR 55 PR 8 — U I 45 1, [ AR i e 55 9 % 11 B2 5Kk (o
CPU %t WAER/IN . AR 9 2% 415 90 55) 15 I 25 19 QoS Mk BE (B PAAT 3 2« Mk o Wi 2 g i) 25 ) i) 5 i
DERRIE, AL I S AH I 55 14 [ Bt 1y 7 WAC R — 5 2l A 3R SR A0 I v x4 0 3 oo 9 5 e v S A
AT VA PS5 TR 5 B RS AR SR AT I 1) s AT B T B O R e 2 2 A H b S R ) AR LR
A HA L2, Q] #5224 F bR 8] BEAT BUIG 9705 2 22 H ARS8 6 Pk BE 0 B DUAE, 2 — AR W H 28 H R AT Pkl ik (1

« HERIUH: H K BRI R X1 (863) (2006AA01A123); [H 5K H SRR 2% 4k 42 (60903042)
WA f): 2010-12-21; &SR IA): 2011-10-17; 5 Fa i 1A): 2012-04-16
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PR AR5 2 H AR Ak ) B, AR A AR BAT B ) 5 R T 2 P A 4% 52 G R S A, A 2
ARG B FH AR A R M T R R
EF 0T TAE G I 20 52 T A Ak 1) 8, 22 A3 T T KRB, B AR R M I R g K S 310 5 55
OHR R LR R o 3 4200 4 b S 20 R B35 17 43 )2 599 DBL(deadline bottom level)®!, 3 i /iF i) £ H 2 557k
BSRD/FSRD(backward/forward serial reduction with deadline)!™ ., ¥ 1 #1 £ 3¢ (¥ J6; B 4% 45295 DET (deadline early
tree) 1L 2 3L T4 56 2080 0 BFTCS(best fit with time-depending coupling strength) 3848 4% 2194 Hivh DBL 4t
T AT AR 1) R S R AT 45 AT 43 )22, I AE 45 2 1] 3 T A o T T, A 2080 T 384T 45 1A D25 58 BUARRAE 38 K T 4%
155 19 B A AL 25 6], 38 31 7 T AR 0 3% P A 4k &% R BSRD/FSRD 7& DBL f35A FdE4T T kit 7 DBL AR5
3 T A L B TR] (R BE At b, I AR G v R U 240 s 1 2l R A 2 T R 80 2 R K 77 2 A R VA 240 s A O B AT 9
PRAR XT3 VALY T3 70 50 R T 45 VL0 50 7= A IR I T i BB — 20 s T AR U 10 9 FH A Ak 3% 9 DET SR
H VAL 05 1500 D B A% (R AT 55 3k B8 JIR 45, MR 0 DG B A 55 1100 5 3 IS W)t S SCBREAT: 55 1) 240 SRR ) R AT 1 4
BB T 2 HARAG SR BFTCS i — 7 J T 000 58 20 U 11 32 AR A0 70k 12 SRV B 1 AR A ) I TR 5 it
SR P R ) L T 2R ) R AT 55, 0 A B 1) 40 A R 2% AR T AT 55 10 24 i IR 55 % F8te pl A T I T
KARHRAT Bl FH AR 1 B 45, AT AR AL AR 38 AT 2 FH . Yu 5 N EAT T K S 5, 38 th 17 35 - I 0 4 TG 11
TD(time distribution) 572 M0 12 53 M3 1 25 4145 BT A6 1A W 4% P B o7 £14 EL 491 Sk 23 T2 48 1 B 1], 76 4 T2 B 1)
P EEAT B HIAR AL AN T 38 A% S5 10 2 A AL SR T L S 4 R G 45 (10 24 o3 1 -3 ) BR B 4T3 BT (back
track)2, JEFRETRE SURESEVA S 10 e A R ST R B AR £ (K L2 A UL b B SA A R T
A 8 10 8 1 39 240 3R - 2l PO A ) AT A A T At )RR AR AR A A AE — SS B, 1 :DBL. A& A DBL BEAili kit
) BSRD/FSRD 1034117 1 38 FH 1 52 R A1) 1) F3L, 24 240 SRR 100] /I8 T+ S5 /AN 40 J2 5 S A ) B 395 AN 3k T, L R e
/N % 4% (minimum critical path, f@Fk MCP)ELEEAT I8 BE MCP b G Bk 4% b AT 45 i B e M IR 45 AT ASU0)
JESCHE B AR BT S HEAT H0 0 A, D ML A T S35 1 ;10 BSRD/FSRD 1) 9 FH A A R B AR T AR it vh
ALY L H T A LU DET AR 5 KRR SE AL AY T AR b OC B B AR K AT 2 H L (H b T DET AN %5 18 7 O %
1 AT 25 1 00 JERR AT, 220 T AR S BT 45 1) 0 JURE IE B T A IAC 1 85 R R A K1 7 A7 45 1 DG SR AT 25 1) 2l AR Ak 2
T 2 S AR R BE AN ERACL B AL L TR SEVA . BT RESS I 8 R AN R EVE A A R R A A R AT R, Y
AT 55 FRASE 15 RT3 I 45 ) AL A DK I, 9k 30 i LA 8 KD Ik ) 484
FERN S BT FEAIF 1A G303 1 I [0 240 0 - 9 FH AR Ak ) 85070 St b, DAk 3 06 i) 8 () O B 7 1 5 1 98 L A4k
2% ) (B & 240 SIS ) 70 45 A 45 T ) 2 30 T, bR 1 AR 000 v 5 4% B 10 K P88 48 A [), AN T i 42 AT 55 1 9
A 25 1) 25 S, DR O T A 9 11 445 A O A2 6 W 2l DA A 225 ) B0 T ) R 88 TR 36 22— [ B, £ T 1 A 8 3 o
o R 2 AN ET IR AT 55 T S5 T AT SR AT SE RS AT BB I AR AT, 20 SR T AT SR 35 RETR] B 58 A, ) i 4% 2>
P T~ 25 R i I O o T 36 8 10 6 A i K 1 2l O Ak 245 10 0 9 Bk JK BIIX — H AR 48 B AR P i 57k PB
(path balance) %} T4 It 45 P HEAT T 48, 76 CRAUE TAE I d5e /N K JEAN AR R 4% 1R 188 25 by J 6 428 v 1R AT 25 43 T I )
Wi B SOk B T ARG BT A B AR K B AR S5 2L T B A1 4 45 SRR AT W 26 2 SR 8] 40 B 46 B2 B 1) 4 B /R
FH 3 4 J2 SR T AR REAT 4 2 38 T 5% 2 AT 453044 L5 43 e 0 4% I 1] 5 28 4 1 36 B 4% P48 1) 3l R Ak
1% PBCO(path balance based cost optimization).
ARSI A B TTHERAT
o BB WU PB SR IEE TR EVE N U S A5 BEEAT I AA I (] 4 I, O R O BT R A A RS 4k
FAIAT 55 4 IR I) 6 280 0 B ], 0K 381 77 4 3 0 T 240 3B T 5 78 R F 3 AL A 2 1m0 1 H
o T AT 1 B N AT I TRD AT 6 A YA R G B T 43 7 S R e AR IR e N R A
KA, A A TS AN T AR e A I, 34T 25 AE W) U 240 RIS T) 1A — 5 4% 31 28 /D — AN il
JE IR TB) 29 SR B IR 45 Pt e T DBL 45 550925 143 FH AV 52 B il A
o i PBCOBVERL T 1 ) 43 2 HEWE 6 AR SRREAT 7 )2 ARG 4% J2 AT 45 24 L 481 43 BC 0 A% 1k [], B 2k
155 B 22 1 2 00 TBE T 88K 1) Bl AR A 2% 1) A7 28008 K T 22 50T 55 1) 2l AR A 2 T DR b Ak 14
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T ARG S AR AL CR.
1 BEHAAREYE B ML R

A (W) 5 T8 ik A5 17 53R B (directed acrylic graph, i #k DAG)#ZEAT id:DAG={V,E}, .+ ,v={1,2,....n}
Fom WSS, T E={(i,j)]i,je VIR SRS M PKIOC R (1)) eE RS | 5 j MHOBOCR, RN i 4 j
FIRTIK,] A 0 HJE 4k (2 AN ATIR AT IR 41322, 30 0 pre(i); 2 AN 5 4% 0 J5 464132 30 A succe(i); 24 pre(i) 4 04T
SE BN i AT B 28 4 08 Wrp AT — AN JFIREE S Aok DA NSRS (GA A n). X T V R AR A 5%
i, 5 8 E 2 1) A A7 AE — AN N R R 4% 91028 30 R S(i), R 4% 41 328 K BT (B AR 25 M08 8 1), 8] —#il
AN [ i 3 R 45 B BIAT IR TA) R0 AT 3% FH 85 AN TRD, Si= (g, Cin) 7% S(1) R 45 k(O<Sk<I(i)) AR 25, Hod, 5 5 ey 2 991 46
7 Sik BIPAT ] 8] 5 AT 2 0 AT I TR 3R 9 TR 45 AT 28 AR

A R R R R A A 5 T R R (1 4 32 IR 25 471 3 rh 3 B — AN IR 45 BB TR RS AR R A L b AR —
RS B TAE R T AT 55 (0 IR 25 Y03 8 2 5, TAE S I RAT I 1) 5 04T 9 AT A 2 T T AE U IR AT I
B R 1 BT B ARG R, BT R &5 A 55 n 1R 58 G (], 3047 9 0 BT 3 4 5% I AT 9 R AR S ) Ak B
FRBIR VA AT AR S5 0 AR 0 R 85 51 3 S e 45— MR 5% siw A0 A AR VR A AT I 8] 7 29 B 7] (3 4 6)
Z AT B IR B e /K 12 )] T AL HE IR A

min " S e, x %) 1)

ST. <6 @)

Bi= B = xx, = 0,Y(i, j) e E A3)
%y =LVieV @)
xie{0,1},VieV,0<k<I(i) (5)

Ferb i AR BRE 2 1 I sic I xi= 157 U xq=0; 8 A AESS T 158 B TR 2 (D) HE T T AR 2 A H
bis A ()R T TAR RN I [R5 H AR, e, g, W SR AR5 n 1058 I 1] 2 SN @) HiiE T AR K4 7> O &
NG ()RR BEAMESS R REIE £ H AL AL — IR S5 AT

2 ETRETEMAEETE 5 E

TE AR G 138 L 3 240 o - Bl PR A 1) 780, DAy sk 2D B T 58 A7 5 — 7 O AT 45 5 J 5 | 1 At i 3 2l FH AR
2% ] RV Bl I 78 43 R0 AR 38 1 ) 200 8 AR AL, BIRS S A6 45 AR 3t v B A AH 5] 5 4 IRAT 4538 e [ 20 58 . R 1K
FIX— H bR, & B 42 VA 5% PBL B8 TAE T AT 55 BUAUE A AT 25 (K 4RAT B 1), PB B2 10 H BRI A A
RS (F TT AR AT 55) B A L I ABAE 55 (P AT 55 TR Pk, 35 45 AT 55 ) IR 1) 22 2 B AR QS A A5 . PB. B0 11K
TV AR AT 25 DB HEAT T8 B, 80 5 Ay 3K AT 55 43 i BT i) 38, RL Bk 1) 45 4% B AR IR A P A 55 R A Mk 3
Tt bR AT WG L0 SR ) 43 B A1 PB. B33 Ik 1 I AT 25 350 0 0 B DU 45 AT VB0 4 41 6 i 48 AT 45
(AR AT T 3 %0 B P O 2R B TAE TR A BEAS R A2 A8 4k, DR, 24 45 2 IO 240 SR N 1) AN/ F T AR S dse /N K B
B, AT 25 16 23 B 1) 2 AR A 2 1) PN — 58 B 4k 381 42 20— /N0 2 B I 240 T 00 A, DA T A e DBL 55 5035 1) 3 T 4 =2
B Ir) R AE XS PB R HEAT R IR 2 BT, 648 th DL N AR OGS X AR 8 SO T AR R T A AT 45 3k P et IR 4%
PAT.
2.1 HEEX

EX L(BRERE). HE—EE LA T4 BT B [ 2 R 58 SR 2 A2 I B AR K

TE X 2(KBEBE1Z critical path,f&FR CP). T AR - MU AT 55 B 45 AT 45 1) e K B 128 2 SO T AR IR G
B 15,0 CP.

TE X 3(TAEFRA€E ,makespon, & R mp). TAE G OCHE I A2 101K 8 52 SO TARRASEE, ik 4 mp.

E X 4(FE) R 7E E temporal mobility, B #R TM). £ T45 i MR KEEKIES THERRKEZ 28 X i
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(14 I i) R 37 B3 A TM).
FE X 5K critical task, B #R CT). ARG AT I8 18] 235 & 0 AL 5552 SOk OB 5%,3 0 CT.
AR OCHEER AT b (WA 55 38 Dy SC AT 45 LAt A 45 P IS ] SR 3 Tl o A 8 R (A 5 R R T AR I R E
AT SR A 35 T TT 4R 05T 18] 29 BT A R0 SR AT 58 8 IR PR 4T 45 3l 28 B [ 5 7 5 3R T 4 T 8] 2 CRAIE T 5 i 4% 340 B6 7 BR 72 1
V) PN BIAT 58 18R AT 55 e 38 T 4 Wl [ 0, 3085 7 v 5 A 506 7 V2 0t % A 55 %) e 1 I 3 1) ) (earlest start time, i
P EST) M5 5L 5¢ J I} 7] (earlest finish time, & #Kk EFT)EAT K AR
EST(i) =0, i=1
EST (i) = max _ . EFT(]), else (6)
EFT (i) = EST (i) + z(i)
For, o)A i B B /NPT IR T 2(i)=ming < iy 7 EST (1) A T 1R 5 S o T, BT A 28 B8 TR AR 55 1 3 i 10 B
KBRS )EFTEA 0 08 558 s 8] 2 1 TAE R AN RE N 85 R AE S n (18R 58 ) [R] :mp=
EFT(n). ELRIUF 4SS SRAT S RETE mp B RN PAT 58 1R 4 1T, 54T 25 1) e B T iy A B 3R 5€ BB 7] (latest start/finish
time, AR LST/LFT) i 38 [] 5 B AL 5% 7 ¥ kAT SR R

LFT (i) = mp, i=n
LET (i) = min; .y LST (J), else (7
LST (i) = LFT (i) — z(i)

HAvLFT@) A i BB 58 7], 24 § 26 % %10 2 A7 R I Z0 90T 58 e, TR SR BEAN B I mps LST (i)l i F
BORFFUR I ), 55 FZ R BE N N i B0 45 5T 45 n (B A2 BE A mp—LST() (&5 i) IRk, i 9 ) 1) 2R 35 FE 4
TM(i)=mp—(EST(i)+mp—-LST(i))=LST(i)—-EST(i) (8)
Bl 1S — MR AR RS, 3R 1 2 8T 45 %0 R IR 4 328 IR 55 41 32 A5 AT 55 04 B /N BAAT B I1] (i) (A5 D A1) 5
I ) RS S TM@) S IR I 1 FToR, i %8t % 42 CP={1,3,7,9,10}.

Fig.1 A simple workflow instance
Bl L AR AR S B
E X 6(IEMIEFRES/EEISRFIER). WE TM(I)>0, H TAEGR A7 A ICBEAT 55 31 0 5, IFR i 4 1 1) i
FHAT 55 DT AT 1E 1) 1l FAT: 55 AL A 810 3 58 SO 1E 1) i 7 51328, 32 4 @
EX 7(#EE IR RES/FEEIERFIFR). WR TM()>0, H TAER FAFAEN i B OCEAT 55 090, WIFK § 398 1i) I
FAT: 55 A7 308 1w W AT 5% 2H R 91 5 Sk 3 1 s 540 36,38 0 s
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Table 1 Services of tasks in Fig.1
F1 B 1P &SRS SR

S(i)
{(7.25),(25,7)}
{(10,55),(24,50.6),(41,33.6)(55,10)}
{(28,51),(51,28)}

{(6,26),(8,25.8),(18,18.8),(26,6)}
{(4,23),(6,22.8),(12,19.6),(20,9.5),(23,4)}
{(11,40),(25,33.2),(29,28.8),(40,11)}
{(10,45),(16,44),(45,10)}
{(5,22),(16,14.9),(19,10.5),(22,5)}
{(29,45),(45,29)}
{(8,30),(11,29.6),(15,27.8),(27,13.6),(30,8)}

Soo~NvoohrwN k|-

EX (REANEHE). X T HA R BAA AT S E o5 o , N AT 55 TT 46 51l o THAE 55 45 R 1) o3 4 I A
& SN @5 o 18] (1] de 2 7T I8 B AR (MR I, B A2 4 B i B AR IR AE 55 A 40),18 0 plo, ¢).

BT TAER P JAFE— NGRS L A — AN HAES n, H 1 5 n 34 08T 5%, thoe 6 S5 X 7 w4,
M e RIS AT 55 TF U, — AP AE B D — SR B AR 211 g TP (1 BEANT 45 38 Ik S UE 2k v LAIE W AR T A 0 P A7
— & MIFLRIES 1 BISRATSS n EEAR p,p I o T IIEE—1T55 I BALT op T EAT S, e 3L 7 A4,
A2 p LIEBIALE RAT S n, 0 BUEHE; %45 R MU T o 5 @ 11— E A FE AT B2 LA, o 55 g 7] 11 B3 JH T
IS AL p(or, ge) T A AT 55 B 0] R 3 B — 5 KT 0.

[ 30 2o S 31 ¥ AT AAIE B A B p( e, 98)={(i, - k=1, K k+1,... i} i€ 0 j € g, T, TM(K)=0, 1l k—1 & oo, IA I, A
o s B ITEE P17 D(0rspn)={ir-on k13, 5 1 P(0rs5)={i oo KoLK KL, .. YT 7, i) B EHIE.

Kl 1 1, 0r={2,6}, ps={5,8}, 1M o 5 oo ] (1] 5 2 7 I8 #5422 p(oor, 08) M {2,531 F1{6,8}.
22 BEFEELER

TM 5B T AT 55 7T FH 049 dpe ARt By 18], AT 55 i R AT I R0 386 AN R I L i R A st s (D B, TAR R A K
A U5 AR T R Tl I 8] B[R] — B AR b 00 2 AT L S B AT & I AT I 8] 38 K, 5 AT 45 A IR R
(LA B B2 MR 1) B2 A0 ) (4 BT AT AT 55 (0 4 st BT D00 460 k2> SR st BT ) 6 542 55 D) B A7 45 3 93 T - S K BR
J 1t ik ) - 4% B AR 1 K ST Al I, EL A A )5 4k 1) 22 AT 5508 B 08 7] 25 56 1, N T sk 2D T 5 4k AT 55 o1 T 55 Fr
— IO PAAT 58 o T 8 8 P Atk 37 B0 AT 45 1 2% PR A 22 D 10 7R 9t A 43 130t 1) 3% R A 4k 23 1045 381 72 0 1 . DA
N R 0 A AR R AT 45 4 T R ) 484 R B AT 45 O FAAT N T A T O

@) W p( e @8)|=1(Ip( e, @) N B4R p(@k, 0p) AT 25 A 50, B TAE R A7 AE — A TRE TS i LA
icor && ie g I, LI T IOAA SHLIE 1A) FHAZ AR 45 T AT 65 i (R BRAT I IR) o)A T 2 4

(i)« TM(i)+ (i) )

(b) WP (@, @p)[> 1, M) T A G A AT RAT 45 (K08 5t B 10349 p 22 A AT WG 2 (AT 45 S 22 0 B A o 1 11
R[] 43 P LU 8 52 4%, 0 ) 38 4 ot e 208 I DT 7 4% D 0 55 — D 0 8 2 e 8 T 0K B AR v AT 4528 — P S R
P IR AT AT 55 L D TR D < R T S B AR Y R 45 B A 12 B A ) Bt I T g 2D AT 45 3k = 2 IUAAT 4
F4) 5 W) AE K 485 2 TR I A 3% 4% HR AT 45 TR A8 st B D 288 /I8 AR S e L AT TR B R e B R AR IZ R R I I R K 5 T
VEPR A AR S 2L T DA _E St ) 78 AT 55 1R AT I 18] 8 BN 3 B o 5 o 2 TW0) 1 e 2060 T 0K B A2 0 5 TR 3, 24 T AR IR
HRAFTE 22 4% B 0 T IA B AR B 0 R B A2 I B G (B TM B30 ) I B A 0 2 TR 38 DU 40 JLAN 2P B8 X6 p (e, 08) >1
S (R34 45 SR T B ) S0 A T 18 3

UL A g PR TM B/ — A AT LN o ;

B 2. W R R T IRT K or 5 o IR JE AT IR AR, S B AT IR B AR R IR 1 4RI I B4 AT
5 TM {E5/N— 545,080 plor, og) - CRAN D B8 L #5040 7T ik M 4% 5795 SRP(shortest reachable path, f& B
SRP);
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LI 3. AE plor, @) A HRIN R 235 FE BRI — 4 PR 2,000 p7324 p(or ., @g) P ITAT AT 55 1A I ) R 35 3
BIMAERS, p* = plor,0e)-
BE plor, ps) TS5 BN T R 35 FE R TM™, 9 p™ P AT 25 AR T I T 2EA T 4 S 9
TM™ —max{TM (pre(p")),T™M (succ(p )}
|p|
Hoehpre(p ) p'fEE 42 plor.5) THITT—4E4%, W R pre(p”)=null, ] TM(pre(p"))=0.1r ¥ succ(p’)hy p 7k 1%
p(or, o) H A —4F 55, R succ(p”)=null, TM(succ(p”))=0.
B3% 1. SRP.
1) #I4E4k :minSize=co;
2) FOR Vieg; .
2.1) ¥tk Lei, p(i)=i, tmpSize=co;
2.2) WHILE (true)
22.1) AL HIEEEE 1A AKRBEE D RAESS )
2.2.2)  IF p(j)>tmpSize, break;
2.2.3) FORkesucc(j) && kgL
2.2.3.1) p(K)<—p()+k, LeL+k;
2.2.3.2) IF ke gz && {(|p(k)|<tmpSize)||(|p(k)|=tmpSize && TM (k) <TM (p(i, 5 ).last) )}
tmpSize=[p(k)|;
p(i,0s) < p(K);
2.3) IF {| p(i,g) |< minSize}||{| p(i,p5) |= minSize & & TM (p(i, @y )Jast) < TM (p(er , @5 )last)}
minsize 5 p(i, @3]

(10)

(i) « (i) +

P(or ., 05) < P(i, 05);

3) R AE plor.03).

B 1, p(i,pp)dast R R p(i, 0p) KRG —ANEN TR, por, 0g)last i 2 plor, 0g) IS —
AMENE.SRP 5% o T IAT 55 HEAT I T3, A o IR AT AT 45 15 $k BIIE g 1R85 J7 B 42 (S5 B8R 2) 11 FOR 45 44); 7624
@r I BT 55 1 2k o B AR I, T 0124 45 10 J A4k (CEL 5350 0 TP 482 5 4 ) 30 AT 3k 77 (25 98 2.2) 1) WHILE 45 49),
N 5] 52 2% FE S O(n); Kk, SRP & K IN 1) 53 2% 2 O(n?).

LA b 43 PR 05 0 A A e ) R AT 45 T T K ] 8 e, 213K AT 45 FF) PAAT R T) R 48 S 3 4 5 L AT 4K
819 ZR AT 55 ) 1) 28 375 B AR K B 2 A A 502 . TR U e 6 T 40 90 B 8 A 3 g, I 5 54T 45 R B i) 2R3 BE e T
VEI 1) o I o 6 A2 1487 550305 PB S AP BB AT 08 B, 15 380 AR 8 b BT A3 A 25 10 Ik (1] 22555 J3 359 O O, RIT T 4 8%
PRI K B S R A5 N 1k PB IR HAR R A R

E3% 2.PB.

1) WIAAAAT 55 RAT B ) (i) =ming=yeiqiy i, Vi€ V;

2) MRIRSARE AT

2.1) MK (6)~ X (8) i TM(i), VieV;

2.2)  U={i|TM(i)=0,VieV};

23) U=V\U;

24) IF U=0 Hik4dR,

3) i TAE UL, A5 2 o Fl g

31) ¢ ={jl(i,j)eEieU,jeU};

© PERREERSMROT  httpy/ www. jos. org. cn



X bkl 5 F AR P AT TAR R T A AALT & 1213

32) ¢s={il(j.)eEieU,jeU};

4) Xt e 55 g AT S5 AT R A

4.1) IF Ji(icpr) && (ic@p)

FOR Vi(ie ¢r) && (i€ g): (i)« TM(i)+(i);

4.2) ELSE

421)  {Ege TR TM BT 5512 o ;

4.2.2)  HH SRP 133 of 5 g I [ I A2 plor,0p) ;

42.3)  1E plor,ps) T HRIN ARG B K M 47 pT IE A 2 (9) h p R AT 45 40 T N T g B

5) goto step 2);

PB SV AT AR IE T AR TR ACBE A K AL R 08 A5 R K — N8 22 AT 25 (1 40T BF (1), g 284 158 i T A%
AT RAT S 2D — &R KIS TARRAC A S I 2P 1) IR (1 52 2% 28 O(n); 20 B8 2) 10 B 3) I i
] 5 R BE 41 0 O(n?); 20 B8 A) I ) 52 2% 3 ) 20 8 4.2.2)h SRP (¥ 0]) 52 2%k O(n?); A ik, A3 VR A 36 (01 18 2)~
AU A)) (I TR B2 1% g O(n?) AR R B S T AR b AR S SEAT 45 HOM 55, 15 4T 45 3 A $O 42, N B SR 1 o 1
PB VA I H) 42 4% 5 A O(n®).

23 BIETEEERIGA

B LRI TAER R R PB S5 A 54T 45 43 B I [R) 384 2 (X 11 S0 45 SR a0 P81 2 B o L e i 20 g

1) U={1,3,7,9,10},U ={2,4,5,6,8},pr={2,6},05={5,8}, ¢ ={6}, p(or.¢;) ={6,8}=p", TM =23,

7(6)=11+23/2=22.5,7(8)=5+23/2=16.5;

2)  U={1,3,7,9,10,6,8}, U ={2,4,5}, or={2}, ps={2,4,5}, TM(2)=18, 7{2)=10+18=28;

3)  U={1,3,7,9,10,6,8,2}, U ={4,5},or=s={4,5}, TM(4)=16.5, TM(5)=6, o(4)=6+16.5=22.5, o(5)=4+6=10;

4)  U={1,3,7,9,10,6,8,2,4,5}, U =& FiE45 .

P A b4 SR 0] 0, PB. Ak e K B B B A T A ik o 45 4 B A% A K BEAR 25 e T AR S HR BT AT AT 45 I AT 1 )
a1 20 YA J5 BT B D), D) LA [R) 25 58 BCREAE AT 45 34 i ) 20 5 7, T A 48 09 of R0 2 ) 1 BB 19 38 78 49 R T

Fig.2 Path balance results of workflow in Fig.1
B2 &1 AR R R AR T 4 R

2.4 ETRETERXERE S E
AHE T PB V45 50 AR AT 55 Y BT U0 2 SRR T KA 55 1 FK) B % 5 B N 1] (1) 538 5 J I 1))
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BEAIZAE S5 BITAG 29 R 0], 30 0 6.(i).
o(i)=EFT(i) (112)
EFT(i) 1 2 (6) AT 75,3, i) 4 PB 5 BN TH SR th T PB JE T %A1 55 (¥ a5 /N AT I T) 2 A7 10, DA o
AR A5 AR A BE AV T ARG 1 fe /MK mp. 24 29 SR 0] 5=mp I, 54T 55 £E 4T 4R 20 AR 1] P9 — 5E RESR
B DN R SIS i vk T DBL A S 138 P A 52 PR i) AL

3 ETHRETEMERMRLEE

LT PB SIS A AT 5 BB T HT4A 20 A I 1), 4 AR U8 1) 29 RN ) 855 F AR 3t (6 B /N K BE mp B, T AR
HH AT 45 140 240 SRR T BIT R 47 s 240 SR ENE T) Lk B, D B 5 A% T P AT 45 34 B R 09 88 d DR AR 45 AT, v AT B AR
A, T 35T PB BRI 4f ) 7] 43 B0 S A AR DG S 6 42 B AT 45 40 B T B0 T 4 o, DR b o/ — e R B Do T A DG e it
1 AT 45 (6 3% AR AL 23 0], FE SCHEAT 45 8 45 i A2 I 1) 20 SRR 4% 1 3 R AT I () AR 3R AT 2 e A 1) AR 45
PAT; M S<mp B CEEEE AR b 04T 45 4% 108 48 B DR 25 ATt D V2396 A2 T A 8 %) BF 1) 240 5 e, BRI AR A7 A AT ]
AR BE AR 24 o>mp B, T AR R U B R A A AR DU AR I TR] (S-mp), K5 3 8 0 4% B I 40 i B TAR R AT 45 B
BRI AT 45 11 9l D0 A 225 10, R T 0 38 AT 00 A% BT 1) 93 T R, 2 — 4 45 140 9% R A 25 0 (0 385 o 5 S50 G At 5 56
FLA O ¢ 2 (BLHE B3 K- W) A0 ) P A 55 140 2l LA 2 1 AT 9 20 R L, T 4% B ) A AR 3 b 4T 55 |
£ 4 T S5 s b 465 5 ) 38) TR S 1) B PO A 80 SR AR YT 2 A S A R 8 0 AT PR AT i
3.1 ETFiHmEy RERITT AR E S

DBL S35 (A3 [n] 43 2 SR I AT 45 TR0 300 i) YR S RHAT 45 04T 43 2, 45 TU AR I IR HE 4 J2 AT P 3 4 .
tH T DBL A T ARG 1R 25 58 B AE 38 31 T 80 4r (1 3% FA AL AR A S A 45 DBL A (19 43 )2 SR s o TAF i ik
T4 )2 05 DBL AS[E MRS, AR SCAHR I 5% 24T 45 $dse Le Bl 43 FL U0 4x I 10D B 1 0 AT 45 30 2 I 2 A0 B TR
o AL 23 ), 5Lk e AN b 53 TR 0 2 TR O AR A0SR 6 1300 1) 49 J2 IR L 4R B ) 4 B R 2

APUR L. 8 I3 v R L S VA SEAE S | R R 12 S BD().

i=n

[l

BDG)_{mwkwmnBDU)+Lehe (12)
S50 T4 T 5 1 05 ) Y BE S5 49 BID(L); 5 T 45 10 g VR FE 8/, .
SR 2. T R BN T AR BEMEAT 402, 3U 38 K J2AE 5 BLOKGLARBT A 10 VR K IR FE 2%
BL(K)={i|BD(i)=k,VieV} (13)
SR 3. KA 4 AT %5 MO RLTC AN IR, 96 4 8 K J52 0 TUAR AR 1,324 ).
_ 2o 1BLO)]
5,(k) = x(8—mp) (14)

>0 BLG)|
L BLG)IA BLO)IIAE A4, S0 BLG) | A TAESR IFURAT 45 5150 k 2T 45 FAE S 52 0, S 27 BLG) |
A TAETR AT S5 4
W4 HFATLS | BB IUR LR E S,(31).
Sa(i)=64(K),ieBL(K) (15)
32 ETFREAFEHNERAMLELER
DL AT 55 (1 4 20 RIS ) R0 AR 29 SR TR B AT T 43 B, 24 B A 4T 45 39 76 43 L 16 5 20 ORI ) 2 17 AT
56 B, AR AT 8 75 29 B TR A $RAT 58 8. T 78 43 0 A 3 A0 AL 2 100 B AT 45 B9 T 4 B8 1) 152 89 AT 55 3k &5 )
5], BB A5 510 R AT 56 BRUG AT 55 T 4R AT (A 3C 208 1 B384 T I [8) FHAT: 45 1) 1R 2000 A% a1 485). 45 1 e o
JET PR AL P-4 11 2% 404k (path balance based cost optimization, fii#% PBCO)LEX T /E AT 27 FHBEAT A4k,
PBCO HiEfid i .
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3% 3. PBCO.
g N AR M BAT 55 (R iR 45 51 e 45 8,
L 18] 6

TR AT 2 C.

1) A PB BIVER TAE G A AT 55 B PAAT B ) AT 18 2

2) AR A (A1) A5 B E I 4G L I ] 5.(i);

3)  AREEE 3.1 WM VEN KAT S5 1 B LR LI [R] S,(1);

4) N TAER P HIFATS | B LR R 5(0)=01)+ 6 (i);

5)  WIHWIZ AT 555K RL 5 45 KA 45413 FLIRL={1} FL=0,C=0;

6) WHILE FL=V

6.1) 7E RL FIEIN—MT5 i

6.2) b i BEEITIAIN A o4t ci=maXj cpreqi B

6.3) f£ S(i) L B 2 A e Ki)— o H BT B NS sis

6.4) PASE sy ATIFTEH RL; /A RL WP ER i, 044 succ(i) P It 45 4% 25 I RL Hh

6.5) C=C+Ci;

6.6) FL<«FL+i;

7)  IRIFC;

PBCO 2B B8 1) 1] 52 4% B ol O(n®); 1M 26 38 2) A5 B8 3) KN i) 52 2% o O(n?);26 3% 4)h O(n);2b %% 5)
h B )20 B8 6) A WHILE A 28, 06 TAE G A 9T A AT 55 04T U8 B2 A0 0 3 — AT 55 i g7 R EE M 2 P 20 18 6.2)
55 6.4)5%F i ¥ T B Bk f5 48 571 2 B AT 38 DT, I 1) 52 4% BE S O(n); 25 38 6.3) % R 45 41 % HEAT 38 7 I 1) 52 2% B oA O(m),
Forbrm IR 4% HURE T HLAG 25 BRI 52 2% B g i RO 1) 1 n>s>m, B 38 6) IR I R) 52 2% O O(n?).45 BT ik,
PBCO [/ 7] 5 4% & [F] PB 403k (1IN 1H) 52 2% 1%, O(n®).

T3 LA B a3 B T A 2 TR AR I S P A S R AR T 9 P AL AR A AR AT 25 T ) B4 L T
Je— AT 55 B T Al 225 1) F0 398 Drofs sk /> FEAth -5 0 L AT 1M G 28 (B 468 ) e 4 R B B2 40K H00) B AT 45 1) 2 A Ak
T, DR SEG 7 43 1E 2 A 9 1) 2l D0 A 225 1) I A AN 75 2% L8 6 25 1) 8 AR AIE, A W 1) 45 A R A A 2 06 200 2% SR T
FHEMNEZ —PB FIEHE T TR & &BANK R 25 0 H M A LRSS D 4 Bl i R 36 5, R A 15
A R AR I FE AR SE,PBCO 2T PB [ v A3 45 SR EAT W4 i) 1) 43 B, oy 56— 4T 25 (¥ T A i 9K 40 G 17 AH IR B 00 4
Ly IA), R T ARG 1R D 58 SRR AR, 46 TAE M AT I R sl T DR S5 A 58— 1 SR AT 45 AT 5 i 368 %
{10 At 17 9K AT 25 9% R AL A0 225 00 (4 ¥R 9 s ) B, g T390 1) 2 P55 A ) PR AT 25 38 5 LA TR 20 58 UREAE PBCO . AEHEAT L
SR I 1) 3 T P A0 R T 3 — SRR e AR R A 25 103086 1) 3% B8 B AT 90 J2 9T 4% J2 4 B U AR IR IR) O [R]— )22 1R 4T 55 43 B AH
[ B8 O 4% W 1] A 45 T DK 810 26 v R4 25 24 8 ) 25 58 B B A0 0 A 45 B 10 0 4% I 1) 40 TR 46 8 o5 T 4% I ) 76 4% )2
)42 4T 55 B LU B EAT 43 B, 9 AT 55 B0 2 1 2 o L T 55 2 i gk FRAR AL s ), — e AR RS K T 2 40UT 45 09 2
Ptk 2 18], A LAk T T AR A 3% PR A R L.

33 EFHEFENHEBRUELLHIRH

ik — Ui B PBCO LA, A5 LA 1 b ) AR 3 5249 k461, 53 ) SR HI PBCO,DET A DBL S iknt Hiidk
APV PE . 1 1 7T 0, mp=BLyin=82, 3t BLyin A LAV S5/ 43 J2 58 B 71181, 24 5=93 i, DBL {1038 J1] 4% 13l 12, 4%
SV AT 45 U 10 240 AR [ R L A 1 R 45 % L3 2. PR 36 T %01, PBCO X 844 45 1 2 AR TRV 04T T 488 4 5 BRI 152
. DET SV U A7 76 W B A B [ DET SR HR U4 5 v o i 4 45 {1,3,7,9,103 330 47 2R A AR AL, T AT 4%
{2,4,5,6,8} 120 T I 7] 15 2 00 A4 A0 T DG BAT: 45 B0 58 B TAD . ]l 1 R U ) 07 9 U B8 T S AT 45 O R AR AL,
SERATSS 10 ST T 5 KR B P AR Ak 2 1), AT A #5-{1,3, 7,93 10 2% 1 DIt A4 2 10 Stk o 2, 1k 17 i 453 Al D B AT 4%
{2,4,5,6,8} 2 4k == [l th B8/ it DET AT 45 8 W& LRI /)y 74,3 /N F PBCO(h 83.9)5 DBL(H
83) B I LU SN )L IR, DET  BLARS OCBEBE 42 1 AT 45 8047 T B R BR EE O DL AH, A5 h F A AT 45 10 3% TR A
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A28 R b B 22, DXL O T A ) B P A 280 R B 22 A DB g BT A5 305 17 9 B A 1) R4 450 TS T A [+ ) 24 3R I
1], 401 A 45 {4,5,6, T} B I A A TR 20 52,3552 b {4,63F1{5, 7} A B A [A) 25 58 RS AiE, DA) okt A 3 ol ik 1) 43
I B AN A B i S2 Br 1 B 45 5 (Cpeeo=300.4,Cper=324.9,Cpp =318.5) AT %1,PBCO KL iE 1k #E4 T DET 1 DBL.
Table 2 Comparison of scheduling results in PBCO, DET and DBL
% 2 PBCO,DET } DBL 5t T4 Uit it 13 45 5 Lh 4%

i i) Sik
PBCO DET DBL PBCO DET DBL
1 8.1 7 9 (7,25) (7,25) (7,25)
2 383 35 39 (24506)  (24,50.6) (24,50.6)
3 38.3 35 39 (28,51) (28,51)  (28,51)
4 65.2 57.5 52 (26,6) (26,6)  (18,18.8)
5 52.7 45 52 (22,9.5) (12,19.6)  (22,9.5)
6 65.2 57.5 52 (29,28.8) (11,40)  (11,40)
7 52.7 45 52 (16,44) (10,45)  (16,44)
8 83.9 74 83 (19,105)  (16,14.9)  (22,5)
9 83.9 74 83 (29,45) (29,45) (29,45)
10 93 93 93 (8,30) (15.27.8)  (11,29.6)

4 FTWERSMHEST

T % PBCO HSVEVE REHEAT 2 R VP Al A SCAERSUL SE IR BR85S T T 59 40 3 M BAT AR 1 HAR St 1) )
% X 59 DET,DBL K ATD(advanced time distribution), 7 K & S5 oot iX 4 P 0k B 47 AR A B 23 #7 ]
HITD SRS TAT 25 AU A8 B8 A2 4 B2 o B o 10 LG 481 43 B T 0] 1K A 55 19 JF 4 T ] 352 2k AT R AT 45 1 249 R I
[];ATD 76 TD Sk 2t b EAT o0k A 55 IR I Gy B T 6 kg 0 3R A 55 04 56 S BT T T = 249 BRI TGS 3 T 78 43
I 2l F A 25 i) 42 v D AR I 9 ARAL BOR W B oAw i B8R A Java A2, 384T TN 2G. BFEH
2.53GHz X% ab L 3% L
4.1 HWRIT

S 0T O 2 A R S A (] R R A U] v ) R RV R REAT b B T AT L AR R T R A — AN
YR, AR SO VE R 520 T — > T A 8 45 060 R A S UK ] 43 (R B AL A B8 1% AR A% A SCHR[16,17] T 15
BTN AL AR B A B B 6 T AR AR (workflow size, fRi K WS) A T3 45 # (B 454 45 1 B N
J¥,in out degree, fiFK 10D)WEAT B 'E A LI I FEh ¥ E WS LA 100 2 3 57 [100~1000] H H A ; 7] I ¢ 58
10D={3,5,7,10}, 24 10D=3 ], #-AT- 55 1) thh N\ o5 M [1~3] 2 W] (1) BB WL A 44T 55 A 32 e 25 271 2 AR AL A2 o, A ot
P o iR 55 51 2 1) e KA (service size, fij Pk SS)HEAT #2511, BE $S={10,20,30,40}, 24 SS=10 I}, &AL55 1155
B2 K B I [1~1002 170 1) B AL AL 54T 45 B PRAT 1 7] X [5~60] 2 18] 114 Bifi A58, $0AT B FH 2 SRAT B (70 1770 R 4, SE 56
AR, 23 i 3 2 2k FH oF £l (cost function, AR CF)#EAT 2%, €45 ™ B4 concave(cev). [U15% i convex(cvx) &
ek R 2L Linearity (lin) e 45, DR UE AT I TR 19 IR 95 04T 2 SR, e A, 236 oG A [R) 25 SR [A) 51 (1) 50 7%
PEREBEAT BUARL, 24 T A7 A1 45 340 308 o A R 55 AT IF 2% 0 BE TR A B ) AR VRS BE S SR 5ok o T S T A 45
B 108 S 18 R 25 AT B R B R A B CAR A EE A S B e DLSEE il R 6 SHEAT I T
=0+ ax(D—d),wld 0.05 &3 & 7E [0~1] REAT BUE. S92 50 S ILEAT I 9250 41 20N 10x4x4x3%21=10080.

bl 5z & 3 o fe A A L 49 (best proportion, A B BP). 5 s il 2 0] (1) °F- ¥4 4 2= (average difference to best,
TRk ADB,LL N e BR-F 34 Z2)« P30T 9 H (average cost, ik AC) . PBCO AT T S i34 2l FH ik
Ek (improvement ratio of average cost, & #% IRAC)BEAT i £ b 41, 38 i 8k 10~ 34712 47 I /] (average runtime, &) #5%
ART) LB VLR 2 & PE R BE i FR AR it
Ne(H)

N

BP = (16)
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n C.(H)-C.(B
3 i(H)-C(B)

ADB - —— ,\?i (B) (17)

AC = ZS(H) (18)

iRAG  AC(H) ~ AC(PBCO) (19)
AC(H)

ART = ZNllF;T(H) (20)

oA H ARERAS R 575 N (H) 9% 415250 H 9 H br e BB dse AN B S8 B0 AN 20N k8 1 S50 41880, Ci(H) R 28
ASzfH H OB B bR R EUE, Ci(B) A i AL S B B bR R 2 e /MELACH) A T SEB R H 33T 3 H
RT(H) A H 5L TT4Y.

42 HBRUEBSSH
R 3 NPT I 2 KR &R LE AL L.

Table 3 Comparison of all problem parameters obtained from four heuristics
F 3 JH B SHOR AT R LLER

H BP (%) ADB (X 100) AC IRAC (%) ART (ms)
PBCO 89.8 0.35 8553 0 175.9
DBL 10 48.34 12921 34 33
DET 0.2 56.59 13 104 35 70.6
ATD 0 94.29 15981 46 5.46

N o A A LU 5 FH 1 343 4l 22 K - PBCO I T A5 45 SR W b AL At 3 b B9, S B A A LU 481 Ay 89.8%, 1341 1l 22
WY %5 0.0035.3X % W],PBCO ANHAT 456+ 4 (¥ foe UL At L 491, if HL 9248 e M 4E % =5, DBL 5 DET H st
EE A1 43 504 10%-5 0.2%, 1 ~F- ¥4 4 22 )3zt KT PBCO, 23 %l 24 0.48 5 0.57;ATD fEiX 4 Fiif vk rhdE B 5 22 WP
FIPAT 9% 5 PBCO AN T HAh 53 (1 3 2 FH ek L ok B PBCO P33 AT % Fi B /IS ARG T 55 4b 3 Bl 3%
ST 34%~46% A 55 AN WEIETT AR E,PBCO I FYITAS A 176ms, AR i T HoAh 55032 (¥ 735 745 (DET
4 70.6ms, 1 DBL 5 ATD 124 3.3ms 1 5.46ms),{H 50 1E T 45175 b 4 & 7.

4.3 FEPIBESH T B LML

% 3RW]T PBCO HiEAHX T DET,DBL J& ATD MIPLBEPE, T 0 Stk REREAT AT FL A RO PR AL A5 78
ANFE S HCN (R R T TR, TAERS . ARSS MURIRN 2 H ok $0) 0 4% STVE 34T LR,

431 ARFRIZHB NP BAAT 9% L

Bl 3 & A SRR TE AN [F) 2 I ) 45 21 1) S35 04T 2l it 22 1.

PBCO SVETEA R £ o I [8] T 1) M fig #48 L3R AR, U H 2 21 s [R) /N B, PBC O 1P 34 AT 2 i (K T
fiby 3 Fh A IR R T 24 2 SR IR /N ) S B B AR AT 45 1 B R Ak 2 TR0 BB/, TR 2 A Ak R 7
ERRERE BT AR S B Bk A2 AT 55 10 38 A A 15 50 PBCO K B 45 V- 485 7 10 0 AR S B B 45 b (04T 4% 23 B B
i) 38 2z K P JSE b T 38 T % 4% AR 0 K B YA 40 TR 3 T R AT i 5 SR IEAT WD 4R B IR 4G, 0 BT B A AR R
S5 AR (R AT 55 43 BEAH [ (%) 20 oI 8], 78 43 R T DR b #5455 1) 2 ARG 2 ) BRI e SR Pk e AL T S 4 3
595 DBL 1E 24 SIS [ 45 /NI (0<0.25) 1 6 U 15 22,33 2 DR DA 224 240 ORI (1) 43¢ /I Ik, DB L. 550325 1 3 T 42 52 PR, B R
9 HARAG RS ZE 1) MCP SR REAT T RE, DA S 3 AT 9 F v T oAt 3 o 8002 (LBt 2 249 RIS TR PR 24
@>0.25 [, DBL 3% FH M2 i 15 200 2, 3L T35 $AT 28 F Il BRI, BLZ Wi 55 PBCO #:3; Y ofiE T 1 I, DBL
SR MERE T T PBCOIX /A HHT PBCO 1% 24T 45 B0t TU AT I I BEAT 40 I, AT 45 B 22 (1 2 A Bl i K
(1) 2 LA 25 18], U 21 RN RN T DI PBCO W] RE AR S5 $U3 2 2 /0 TR T 3 22 1) 2l FH A A 2 1], BV A 55 1
e FIOR AL 25 [0) 0] 8 K 124 45 19 S R FAAT B 10, AT 38 B 77 9% FH LA 25 100 (90358 43 YR 2% [RI I, PBCO. 1 iy oAt
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55 BB A (1 )2, JE R 10 1 R B BOR (02 20 TS T 820 10 31 23 1) 3 K 2 J2 1A A 55 vk 78 20 kAT 3 AR
A, PRI, 55 TUAR I T £ 25 T2 AT~ 34 70 L ) DBL SEVEAH B A oI T 1 1, PBCO S VE RERY % . DET 554
F L TN S R L B AR s (T2 2 T L PBCO a1 35% LA 3 15 W] DET 71 4B 49 i i) F 571k
RE A AN A BRAR, HL DA - DET SR A IH 2077 1000 S B 45 B AT 25 64T 9 AL AL, O ik T DG BT 55 ) i J3E 45 21
AR R B R AR L AR 55 BEAT LSRN 0] AR R N 207 VR A SR B A2 B IR 5519 B T B KR BE AR 2 AL
P AE R i R v U5 R T DG BT 55 K R SRR AL, 2 T T AR VAT R 45 R R R R HE At A D% B AT 55 1) B SRR AL, 1T I
IRBEAT: 55 10 20 PRI T 23 P50 AR KR JSE 3t AR O B A 55 1) 32 4 SR AT Wb T i ol A O B i A2 240 RO 1) i
AN B T 5 BT AR A 2 P U0 A0 R0 R LA 22 e A ATD B33 1A 55 K BEAE BR AR 7 I oy 9 BEAG 328 AT I 1]
IMHC,AE 4 Bh R P e B %

432

AT BT

x10*

3.0

AT 2

0.5

0 0.2

0.4

0.6

LRI ] (@)

Fig.3 Comparison of average costs for each heuristic as a function of deadlines

3

AN AR R T 1 24047 2 B
Kl 4 551 5 2350 0 AN A ARG R 48 530 0~ 2 AT Bl R 2 S5 DT it 2 .

3.0

25+

20+

15+

1.0

0.5

0.0

Fig.4 Comparison of average costs for each

x10*

—=—PBCO
—a—DET
—— DBL
—— ATD

g
e
He
e #
Eiy
200 400 600 800 1000
TAE R BB (WS)

heuristic as a function of workflow sizes
Kl 4 FEERSEY AT 9 AR AR
RIS AR AK 1 i 25 I

BB 1 24 9l Bl 249 SR TR 2240 1 i 26 1

500
450
400 -
350+
300+
2501
200+
150
100
50r
i —

400
T ARG (WS)

800

Fig.5 Comparison of average runtime for each

heuristic as a function of workflow sizes
K5 &EENSE TR RE AR
RIS AR AL h 25 I
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PP BRI HAT SR E (& 4 FToR), LA GBGE K, PBCO AR T Ath 8032 i DBk 1 B W 2,
XKW PBCO B NS F T HUBL 5 K W AR S 1 5, B T R Ay s A I RS, &5 f e A2 2%, T o b A T G
4% AT 45 $0tk 2 ,PBCO ik AR e T R PB S0 4 4 12 L IR 45 40 T 77 I ) 18 8, g O IR J5 ik )
T 24 BRI S5 A1l 555 T 6 A2 S i 5 SRR AT I 1) 3 T, e 28k 3145 B 4 TC T [R) 78 40 )T 9l AR 4k 225 )
(1) H bR R JE B 45 £ 2, PBCO 1 0B A 1 B &2 ; [R] B ,PBC O 2 T % J2 A1 45 H AT TUAR I 18] 43, 24
A AL A A B 3 o 0 4% ] 3 A 6 g6 ) AR B B W U2 .DBL Y5 DET SVATE &R T AR B ik 1 R
FEAFF I 2 BT 29 AR I R /NI, DBL 78 501508 T 1t b A7 0 BB AH 2208 T 4% AR A5 2036 2 )5, 01 35 1 R A
T DET,H M2 & #2975 ,DBL F1 DET [ B IE AR FE1 b Ak, WAL FF 8 K B (W B 5 o), &5
5 110 ST 2 T4 B A A R () 88 K 340 BT 10, e 6 PBCO 1 8203 T4 189 n £ W 83 = TR Oy PB Bk 0o DA
RHEAT 22 Ui J77 LLIE B TAE P #54% B A28 10 1 1 P4, T AE S FURSOK PB 503k 75 E3m [ 1) IR B508k 22 | TR It 4
I A EE B W] W DET 1 S80E F RS A0 L AR ST/ I (<400 INF)EE PBCO K fH B AR i LA (1) 31
K,DET (W52 P85 pr i R ILH IR B2 2 PBCO /IN;1fii ATD 5 DBL M SEEFF 470 & Fh AR AR 3y
L /N iX % I ATD 5 DBL (535005 Ll i
433 AR TAERLE W T REEERE LR

L 4 AT TAEG ST EE e P iR 4 38 b & T R W B TR 45/ 24 10D 13K
PBCO HI&H ¥ PERET BT s, B A At L A3 A 80.9% 42 i1 35 94.7%, 1M ~F- 34 i 2= I M 0.85 F4 % 0.1.3X /2 /1T~ 10D K
WK AT TAE G AR S B AT 55 1 ELABI A T35 0, T PBCO o) JAF S B AT 45 1 28 AR AL &5 IR EAT T & BRI, B K
R T TAER I 2 A6 25 18] ik /D T AR AT b R v s Te) e 1 14 7 26, R G PBC O R LBk P Bt 10D 1)
WRKAT TR . RN B3 PBCO SLMEREMIBR &, i 4h 3 R AL )M e AH R T FAAIG, 40 DBL (W SRR L 451 AR
18.8%% &5 4.9%, 1M “T- 344 25 M\ 13.36 14 4 79.38;DET 19124 f 2= ) )\ 31.38 1 55 79.83. P 3047 % H ok
F,% 10D M 3 K2 10 ,PBCO AHX T H AR 1) 2 F 50t E A 15%~26% 34K 22 47%~60%. tH LRI I, T
1 45 4 2 40 10D ik, PBCO 1) 8035 B AT Sk v

Table 4 Comparison of four heuristics at different workflow structures
T4 AR CAEREA T R EE MR L
10D BP (%) ADB (X 100) AC IRAC (%)
3 5 7 10 3 5 7 10 3 5 T4 10 3 5 7 10
PBCO | 80.9 89.2 945 94.7 | 0.85 0.35 0.11 0.1 11520 9254 6 860 6578 0 0 0 0
DET 0.3 0 0 0.4 | 31.38 4121 73.96 79.83 | 14442 13095 12486 12393 (20 29 45 47

DBL |18.8 108 55 49 |1336 2868 7192 79.38 | 13548 12721 12745 12670 |15 27 46 48
ATD 0 0 0 0 |40.62 77.58 120.88 138.08 | 15484 16297 15772 16372 |26 43 57 60

4.3.4 ARIMREHET B H 5 fE H

F 5 RATRS FUBL T 5 505 1Pk e LAt 45 S M s DRl LU 491 0 ~F- 38) 4 22 K & PBC O 114 550323 11k 1 o i 25
HE I B R AT B AR, L B LA LG 481 AN 91.5% % 2= 88%, 1M1 “T-34 flw 7= M 0.001 9 34 %S 0.004 9;4H 5 b, DBL &4
fife LU A5 B AR 55 FUASE ) 38 K N 8.49%038 K 28 11.8%, H T34 i 22 1) Gk WA KB 2 A FE 383 AT 28 5 PBCO A%
T A B 134 B T TS LSk R BE A A SR RRASE (A 3 % SR I - 3 AT 2 T B A AS TR R 1 B A1 3 2
FH T 15 45 FIAE (197 395 Af 73 54T 55 10 00 3 TR 95 389 00, 5 4% 346 JI 55 TV 3R AT F 100 10 22 B ok 2D 4 T AR AT It e e
A TR I TR R R gk /S T 3E— 2D R T 9 AR ) IR R T A I 2l AR AR R e Ah, ISR T Y SR
F,PBCO, DBL Jz ATD ¥4 35 145 B ik 45 FUA (¥ 19 AR A0 AN K i DET 149 450305 T 5 I e 45 RS [y 348 4 b sl 1
£, SS=10 i ,DET {73 FF44 0 68ms; 11 24 SS=40 i, HT 3 FF 453 K 3 140ms, #218 T [F 45451+ PBCO 1)
SVEIFAS(178ms), iX 2 BT DET SR AR A 20 07 v 50 B i 42 L AT 45 34T 2 F LA, 1% 0 V6 A A ) 42 %
PEARDAK IR T OCHE B 42 LR AT 8 U 20 04T 55 50, IR] Bl A AR08 T 54T 45 140 32 I 45 S, 224k ) 2 10 P9 3 2 4R 1 1)
IR 55 B3 22 6, 5 J— R AR T 5 FRD B 1) 8 7R O, D1 e 44 AR 45 RS 38 A I DETT 19 580025 T4 th B -2 35
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Table 5 Comparison of four heuristics at different service sizes
F5 AR HUET MR ELE
ss BP (%) ADB (X 100) AC IRAC (%) ART (ms)
10 20 30 40| 10 20 30 40 [ 10 20 30 40 [10203040] 10 20 30 40

PBCO[91.5 90.6 89.2 88 [0.19 0.32 0.4 0.49 {10077 8395 7944 7796|0 0 0 0[178.68 173 172.67 178.66

DET (0.2 0.3 0.1 0.2|40.9158.28 635 63.68 |14 104 13139 12 686 12 486(29 36 37 38| 68.1 98.6 117.85 139.95

DBL |8.4 09.1 10.7 11.8(43.15 51.53 53.72 44.93 |14 809 12 956 12 392 11 526(32 35 36 32| 3.35 3.1 3.22 3.53

ATD| 0 0 0 0 |68.0695.32 113.13 100.65/16 925 15 984 16 081 14 934|40 47 51 48| 54 518 543 581
4.35  AN[E) B H R ECT ISk e AR

6 AN ) 9 H eR BN I RV e LU AR 4 R N s LA L 9 >k B PBCO 7E 1M R 450 HSVE PR RE A 25 T 1™ o
BOFR L R H T B SRR RE T DBL 78 111 3R £ ) S5 0 8 B A8 SO AH B2 B oy S 38 i 22 SR, % S TR 3
i 22 75 1T R 50 m P RS B G Atk o b B L /DS () IR % SRV 7 1M o 5 v 1) 1 3 Bl P A Bl HG Atk o b 1)~ 3 2
N T T R B AR 55 TR ST A ARAT B /N T R O 2 P R B0 AT 55 B S R BAT Ol DR ke & R
13345 2 ) 1R 72 e /b X R IRAC B 7EMT e 4 PBCO 1) IRAC {E /) T~ Joth i £ (1) IRAC i

Table 6 Comparison of four heuristics using different cost functions
F6 AN RECE ARV RE AR

CE BP (%) ADB (X 100) AC IRAC (%)
ccv CVX lin con cov lin ccv cVX lin ccv  cvx  lin
PBCO | 91.7 865 91.2 0.43 0.26 0.37 9584 7349 8725 0 0 0
DET 0.3 0.1 0.1 65.57 4137 62.85 | 15020 10405 13887 | 36 29 37
DBL 7.9 13.5 8.6 52.67 44.03 48.3 14340 11302 13121 33 35 34
ATD 0 0 0 110.82 73.46 98.59 | 18547 12908 16489 | 48 43 47

5 #RiE

el St A 40 SR T A O 2 PR AR 1), A SC R PB SRV A T 45 A AT R R A R R T 4R T
AR 1 B8 AR AE 3% PBCO.PB SR AE GRAIE T AR Wit doe /NS LAV R AR AL I DL R 380 TAR TR AR 42
(KT 55 73 T INF 170 98 e A R 32t 3k 380 45 2% B A0 PRI B~ A O i T B A1 A7 445 SR UEAT D4R I 1) I, A 4545 A
5 AERIUA N 5] Py 320 BE £ 2 52 > — AN AL 0 PRI 55 A g T DBL S5 S5 1038 1 2 52 FR I3, ) 1y, 2 1 PB IR
SR AT I A) 23 BE N, b B A7 B AT AR [ 5 4 A4 55 23 BE 1 A TR] O 20 oI 18], 9 /D 1 1% 5 4R AE AT I R v il 1
S5 R I SR AT 58 AR T 3 S ) JFC A i 50K 110 9% P D10 A 22 ) PO 9 B 3 21 17 78 20 A 9 I IE A 22 18] -8 v 28 1T
AR H AR 0L 41, PBCO Je 41 55 130 [0 YR BEX TARFREAT 730 J2 I AR5 % 2 AT 55 Bt B9 73 BE L AR I T,
HIT AR 55 B 2 (200 B0 T 8 2 (K B A0 2 1) 2 A B3R i 1 AR 3 A0 9 DA 28R K S 56 & 2RI 1)
T PBCO 5L ML BE.

BOS ARSI AR SC T ARG T SRR B R AT, JE G BB R R 2 g Y ST R L R 2 T AT R
7S UG ) B o S8 Rl 8RR = D2 10 01 98 O T8 3 705 Sl AR SC A R ST A5 3] 17 X g BH ot - 1) 22 B
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