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Abstract: In the modern world of service-oriented software engineering (SOSE), the services can be aggregated
from the semantic interoperability level to meet the user’s personal and diversified needs. First, the paper proposes a
service clustering method based on service ontology. It clusters services from the function perspective to form the
service clusters. This can significantly reduce the overhead and enhance the service discovery efficiency. In
addition, it makes use of the service capability and the interaction information to organize the service clusters form
the semantic interoperability level. Furthermore, it discusses the problem of sufficient and necessary capability, and
interoperability type. The users can discover the services that can meet their needs efficiently. The corresponding
service clustering and discovery algorithms are also designed. Finally, the feasibility and effectiveness of the
proposed methods are validated through experiments and a practical case study.

Key words: SOSE; semantic interoperability; service ontology; service clustering; aggregation
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FUbR, AN ) ) 2 b P AN TR O e 55 2145 TORE. 55— O 1, ol AN TR I 55 60 25 BB 2 580 Qos(Un 4R AT I (8], 2l T, 7T
FENE AT ) (AN R [, 42 22 S ORI R AE TGS X S BUAR (] D e 1T B AT AN Qos K1 Web [l 55 I, A7 45 AN [+
i S ¥ FH P G888 45 R 2 AT P ANTR]. O e 38 1m0 3, BRAT — S8 IE 5 5 4 S B 7] B, 1 R AT AN A Qos 24 {E
() R 55 HEAT B S AR I % SR 2 10 IR 45 30 A7 2L 0 Ty T 1) S90S P I 95 795 SR 10 IR 45 6 7, A W A PR RO A
Mt SRBEE SRl AE B IE Al T R S PR A 75 SRAE SR 5 R 55 b ol DU B 4R B0 A2 Qos WIBH MR 55 57
A, I TLIER o4 IR IE A (1095 b I 25 AT I MRS RO 7 10 0 A R0 B S R T TR SO R AT
PR S 8K 25 R IR 55 2R A AL A A3 AL SN R 55 100 LA 1 SCELARAR PR WM BE 03 T LASR v I 5% I 1) 20
YR 256, DT 7 280 M S 43 S5 B 44 75 125 5. ik D T8 1) — SR 505 VA B 5 IR RS (K A L 1 A SR A
AT SCEARAT (04 2R A 2 00 R 55 04T 585 4123 55 4, H BT BLA 1 — 281 55 28 307 V6 DT AR IN 8] EL I, & 50
RCRARTR LAt — L85 (VA 5 AN 153

RS b3 1 A SR AR

(1) $RH—Flmad iR S A RS 2.1 1951 AR 55 2EAT SRR K T7 3k, 08 AN T ik 55 2 3 3% 10 SEBLAR 1) D g
HAT AR Qos {H ¥ Ak 55 BEAT 2RI, T AN [7] ik 55 FE A% IX AR AE 2 $R R 55 I, mT LR 5 A7 31 P 7 Ak 95 4 /D 17 Bk 9%
AR ], B 1 55 A BLIK K.

(2) FEMR S5 IR HE A B, I 55 BRAT RE 0 A8 SCEL B AR A5 S8 A EL TS J7 TR 45 i 95 AR AT SR 15 AL 201,
2 YT AR L AR e 55 AR AR SCTLARAE P BRI ARE R T FLARAR X5 106 A2 1 SCTL AR AR (1 0 BERE D« 870 BE ) AN L
BRAF IS5 ) L.

(3) AR AH 9K 52 56 068 Hik 55 3R 2 7 305 1) IR Vi) RVPRE B 4 25 HEAT 36 AE 20 M, R B i — A S B ST 500 i 428 1 11
W SCHL AR PR ISR 55 B P S R EAT B9

ATCH 1A GO 5 2 gy B R AR 5 SRR S T 58 3 1 WA A 4 I 95 A A SCIL R A PR 2R
FRELVE SR 4 iR T SEHLIR S A BL. 50 5 4 A AR AH R AR5 6 1R A 5 S 98 i 488t 5 - EAT B E 20 A
7 7 S ) SCTL R AR BRI I R R R AR D T AR

1 EXAMSERSBEIER

11 BREEE

M2 R Fa AR RS SR B SEIUAHRI D RE . G AH R A 42 O IAH DG IR &5 R AR 7 — 2 T i — A il
55 I, IRl — R B IR 45 B AN TR] Qos fH.

55 23R A HRTE IR 55 58 ST A ) JI 55 208 S PR R il K T 6 IR 9% 2R A 4 1R — 5 1)l 25 38 10 AT 4 18, )
AR5 S AT TR
1.2 EXEIRERE

— R T U VSO A 1 i 0 OV g B AN SR B 0 B 2R 4 1) A e LA RS O R O K ik g, O LRI
5 BB HE T Hh B0 PR B B T A A IO R (5 RIS A i AL RIS B AR AR IR IR A AR AN
AT A UME S R 5 SCHARAERI 2 B 3 AR

¥ 7 H & F (meaning interoperability): Z8 R ¥R B 15 X #EAE, 50 5€ 408 X H 4 AF (full semantic
interoperability), B X 77 5¢ 4> FLAR B 72 1R 78 L.

#4378 ST 4E (partial semantic interoperability ): il 45 SE A4 2 ] AN it 1% 2R A% B 28 1358 218 L.

JoiE X H 5 AE(no semantic interoperability): 24 % 55 S A4 2 [8] 136 43 18 SR AR S KT — 5 W B {E I, H
TG VE SO AR, AR 1 (B ) B A
13 BREBEHER

ASCHEH T — PR SS SEUE ST AR 5 G AL R HESE i AE SR I LR PSSR 282 IR &5 I SR G A1 21,

(1) MRZSERISAEX [ — A F T Re ) Web IR 55 AT AR 2 IR 25 A4 I it 3e ik Al 45 A< 4448 5
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XL FATSCHUAN A D e HLAN A Qos AL 0 AR 55 1EAT 58 288, T JRA [7) R 55 R JX A A S B 55 25 RIS, ROK B A1
55 A 4R ) 4 AR

(2) M55 AR SCELER A R SRS AE 2 P I 55 A A (1 R it =, DA 95 A AR 18] B 5 A2 45 1A 3 JE AR 55
AT R IR A 1R R A T T — A ELER AR AP R AR 3.1 ), A MO R 5 AR ARSI it T 5 AR 11 v
SCHR e A AU U, 0 T A FLARAR (1 B 58 A A, 7 B2 AN R S5 A AR 2 1 (¥4 A KA et A L 3L

2 REEHE

2.1 HXEX
BT B IR S5 AR AT e B A MEARE R, 5 N A PR R K B i L e 2 S IR AR (1 22 S, AT O S IR T S 384 2
U R G B Al H AU A B S5 0 /0 o] WA TR A SOTR A8 )6 248 (1 il i, SCHR[7,817E — etk A i s 7 X
(O={C,R,rel}) 1%L Rt I 6 FLHEAT ™ 8 A e PR B8 AR A8 2 A A mT LUFH 38 7 R 2 S AOIR &R 1 bt J2 VIR S L A
I AR S AR R ZS B S AR AR MR AR SCTE B PR A 58 SO 2R Alt b, 780 A hsm 58 SRR BE SRS A8 b
Xt Web Hiz 55 (¥ HE 1 AT 4R,
EX 1. B SMCRAEAR b Bffp={E:prestate—poststate }, HH7:
o EcRsc, A A A& 2R,
e prestate, poststatechsm(E), &7~ E 281115 221K 5 I PIRRIR A,
1,45 FH R B AR S2AT A8 R S2AT IR, 38 78 A CreditCard: noncharged—charged. 4= 2% H available 2% A # Tl
MRAS, K78 4 Ticket:available—ordered.
EX 2. REBAL SRS EEALKSE Len.
W e NHEE A, s, sehsm(e), WARES s; AL 2 s LA R A F AT PRSI ST e FEREEEE,ILME s
=Si ... =S S HURES i A E] s PR BRAL K Len 8 UMM s Bl s il B L PR E0 1.
40, Ticket FPIRAS #4448 available— ordered—sold, I A\ available 3| ordered F{IR & 4% K & 4 1, M\ available
£ sold MRS AR KIER 2.2 Ticket — H AL T HARZ (U1 available) i, PR & 25 72 < & Len=0.
7 POk 8 SCHEAIR b A S0 I i R 8 SOMR 85 A Ak 6] B — S8 BY W Ik 45 HEAT 0K AR A AR AN FR I B AR 1)
Web 45 S48, 17 U2 QR B — 2R Bl 5 I 45
E N3, REGAR(SO0):E X kAU T2 SO={ServiceName, Interface,Capability,Qos} .
o ServiceName 7 IR 5 AR I 4 F5K.
o Interface={Input,Output},7& 7~ 7 (157 N F0 4 H 4R, 2L A
Input={IN;,IN;eRsc,i=0,1,...,inum},
Output={OUT,,0UT,eRsc,0=0,1,...,0num}.
e Capability={Precondition,Effect}, % 7~ Ik 55 P AT 11 5T 42 4% 1t LA B 0 AT J5 % BF 55 7 42 1 5% i 36 o
Precondition FFRIE SR AL T- MR A SR 7R Effect HI A5G SEAA PR AL LR
Precondition={Prec,, p=0,1,...pnum},Prec,={entity,:statep,entity, e Rsc,state,ehsm(entityp) },
Effect={Eff,,e=0,1,...,enum},Eff.={entity.:prestate,—poststate,, entity.€Rsc, prestate,,
poststate,ehsm(entity,),e=0,1,...,enum}.
¢ Qos={{QosNamey,Unitg,Ming,Max,},QosNameg, UnityeRsc,0=1,2,3,4}, 7 5l 3K 78 S 502 K, S A7, B /N e K
WA L QosNameg 1 LA 45 FAAT X BRI Ta) S AQH . ml&edh . mp o004,
22 BREBEITE
& SO, RFHFE HK AR 55 Ak, WS, i 347 UL IC 1 H A4 ik 45, 2 3C 433l AN ServiceName, Interface,
Capability F1 Qos JLJ7 T It A I J5 v SR v S5 3 2 T (R AR AR .
(1) M55 2 ARARBLEE
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R 2 A7 445 58 DL IE 77925, He 2n edit distance,N-gram, Humming distance 2545 4< 30 % 1| Edit Distance!'
K5 Sim(ServiceName,,ServiceName,).

(2) HOARLEE

B SO, 5 WS, B Input FE4r KRN Input;={IN;,IN;jeRsc,j=0,1,...,N;}, Input,={INy,IN» € Rsc,k=0,
1, Nih, Fe REAS S 300 ] Rse HMES AT 3R 7R BLAE O — S 805 v S A AR 2 1B PRI A AU, A SCR T iR
% match(IN j,INyi) K T 4 18] O UG e B2 120 L3 1 AE A e f) 91 34 56 3R AT DA T 202 4t BMLAE A7 31 4, f51 4
Pellet reasoner. 7 "' Exact,Plugin,Subsume, Intersection,Fail 43 7| ##fiid T A& [A] A [R5 () DC Fid 2 B, o] F s s ok %
7 b3 2 DU C A, L A4 MR 2 ) UG 50 0 S 481 L 365 6.2 715 A4 Inputl 5 Input2 "0 75 % B AN [F],Sim(Input,
Input2) F 1 Hd FE WA 1.

Table 1 The matching between IN;; and INy
F1 OING 5 INy VLR

NGRS =X
Exact IN]jEINzk
Plugin IN; Nk
Subsume INj2INy
Intersection INjNINy
Fail IN] iWINZk

&% 1 Input AHLEE VL Sim(Inputy, Inputy).

Hi N\ : Input;={IN;;,IN;;eRsc,j=0,1,...,N;} ,Input,={INy, INyyeRsc,k=0,1,...,Ni};
%t :Inputy, Input, 22 [A]AHALLE .

1. If Nj= =0 Then

2. &A1
3. Else If Ny= =0 && Nj#0 Then
4. &Moo

5. Else If Nj<<Ny Then

6. &1 matchpair(Input;,Input,)

7. Else

8.  i&[8] matchpair(Input,,Input;)

HE 1 IR 6 1) matchpair(Inputy, Inputy) i€ X 4:VINyjelnput,

(—3INxe Input2:>INljr\INZkaNlj:)INZKVINIJCINZkaN”EINQk)v(IN,j‘I’INZk),Ul[J Val,;=0;

(3 INyeInputy=IN;SINyV IN |, CINyV IN | =INy )V (FIN € Input, = IN ;A INy), MU Valy=0.4;

(—31INye InputzleIJCINZK\/IN1jEIN2k)\/(EIIN2keInput2:>IN1jDIN2k),|)_llJ Val;=0.6;

(—3 INyeInput,=>IN;=INy ) Vv(IIN, e Inpth:INchINzk),)rllJ Va11j=0.8;EIINzkeInputZSINUEINZk,}]—lU Val,j=1;

=N
I matchpair(Input,,Input,) {75 4 ){\l Xy Val; A AESRAT Inputy TR AE Input, A R DT BCEE, 71
J j=1

SRAAR G P E AR _Fik 51577 =k £3 matchpair(Inputy,Input, ) [ {H.

55 80, 55 WS, [¥) Input £ AL 115575 ¥5 280, WK 3 Sim(Output;,Outputy).

(3) feJIAHALEE

i SO, 5 WS, {5 ¥ Precondition 1] Prec, 73l % 7~ A Prec p=entityp:state;p, Precop=entity,p:statesp, it
5 SCHR[7 T 0 58 AR N7 (K] THSM Rk 55 4 5 2 ) (RIARALLE simPre(Precyp,Precyp), WA 2.

&% 2. Precondition AHMLE W4 simPre(Prec,p,Precyy).

N Precp=entity,: state;p,Precyp=entity,,: state,,

i1 tH :Prec,p, Precyp Z [FIAHALEE
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1. If match(entity,, entity,,)# Fail Then

2 If state;,= =state,, Then

3 2 [1] 1/2* (match(entityyp, entityp)+1)

4 Else

5. If fE7E 1 state;p~statey, AR B4, HORAS K42 KB Len Then
6 & 1] 1/2*(match(entityp, entity,,)+1/(Lent1))

7 Else

8. Ix[H0

HE 2 HOEHER entityyp 5 entity,y A2 75 ARBL A7 A AH AL, simPre(Precyp, Precyp) M A 0.75 1,2 state,p,states,
FEAH R RS IS, DU P 2 PR AL RE A 12 P9 35 AN A R RS I, AR VIR ES statey p~stateqy < [A] AR S B AR A B2,
SR AT P B B ARBLEE S 1/(Len+1). 88 J5 55 S 44 [8) 1) UG T B SR R0, HCSP 32 (8 3% 8] 43 4 % T Precyp=Ticket:
ordered,Precy,=Ticket:sold, H T-f# 7t Ticket [FPIRA 4% available—ordered—sold, )] simPre(Precp,Precy,)=1/2x
(1+1/(1+1))=0.75.

Sim(Effect,,Effect,)5 Sim(Precondition,,Precondition,) #3572 K FAH [F],{H /1T Precondition &5 Effect
FoRTTEWIAS RN A T AN [6). % Eff)=entity q: prestate,— poststate, ¢, Eff,c=entity,e: prestate,,— poststatese, 1 T
G 3 AT simEff(Eff e, Effye).

B 46,75 match(entity e entityse), # 1% 1E 4 Fail, iR [B] 0,75 W4~ — 25,

FLRARYE Precy v 172, U BDIREAS prestate;e 15 prestatese, LA poststate;e 55 poststatese [ [RIFHLLE;

)5 BT SR 1 simEFf(Eff) e, Effae).

(4) Qos AHALLEE

A SR AL 9 7 v 5 Qos,={QosName, g, Unit;q,Min;q,Max 4} 5 Qos,={QosName,q,Unityq, Valuesq} [ ¥ 48
BLEE T matchqoscluster(Qos;4,Q082q) & XK U1 Qosaq. Valueyq 7E Qosiq.Minyq 55 Qosyq.Maxq 30 Fl 4 I5F,& 1] 1,
7 3 [ 0.

W bk U5 B 5 R — R 45 A AR R AT T E o 55 HOAHABLRE K T B A o A 26 Ik 45 13647 58 28, 7% 1 S AR [+
e HEA AN QoS MH I Ik 55 4 B IR 45 2815, S B ER 1.3 b i i &8 1 P IR 25 562K,

3 BREAMIEXERIEMRESE

3.1 WhERME

N HR 55 A A S I B4 58 T PR RO B 7 A PR i, L B 9 2 2 1) PR R 2R 2% B8 e P 3 A A SLan R

EX 4. PEAE(CO):5E CH = T84l CO={CAMO,CA_MO} I}

o CA RN SLARHPIREZ WS, LR N CA={Eff,,c=1,2,...,cnum} Eff,={entity :prestate,— poststate,,
entity.€ Rsc,prestatec,poststate,ehsm(entity.)}.

o MO R IR 55 A A S SCH B AR AT g AR 5, BNV R AR T A5 R T AR sp i S AT R R A
MO={Mess;,i=1,2,...,mnum},Mess;={con;j,conjjeRsc,i=1,2,...,mnum,j=1,2,...,Ci}.

e CA_MO %75 CA 5 MO ZAIKXRE, KRN CA_MO={Mess=Eff; X Effy,Effj, Effye CA,Mess;e MO}, H]
Mess, #75% Eff; £, (15207 22 B 5 .

WA

(1) A EIRSE A Eff 52 SCRIURERE T 15 55 A A 1)1 SR AT 45 R My 328 T R 52 IR 55 P0A T B2 MUY

(2) 24 SOy 15 SO, AT LU Ik P 455 5124 PR bR A5 AR Al S T 342 5L 99 4 1) A2 455 FR) ¥ JE A 25 I P9 8 ) ) s S

A AT DA 1 R 35 S AACIRAS R AR AL SR AR TR
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32 MREAMIEXNERIEMESL
FR A5 W 5 A AR SR 25 A A4 V8 ST 35V P 2 2 BRI R WL ARVE 3.
HiE 3. RS AARIE SUH FRAE SRS SOInterCluster.
N RS A 4R SO={S0,,5=1,2,...,snum}, } & A4k CO;
it S IS SO A R R 2R IR 45 2K Result, TR 55 AR VEHLXT £ SOger.
1. #4Hifk Result=1,s1,82(H 8] 4% 12)=0,S 0. =@, Type (iFs X H. /A7)
2. Foreach i & Mess; in CO.MO {
G Mess; 71 CO.CA_MO #k 3| Mess=Eff; X Eff;
4.  Foreach k%5444 SOqin SO
5 Foreach SEACIRZSARAL Eff, in SOs.Effect {
6 If SimEff(Eff;,SO;.Effect. Eff,) = [#{f Then s1=s
7. If SimEff(Effi, SO.Effect.Eff,) = i {{f Then s2=s}
8
9

w

Result.add(SOs;),Result.add(SOs,)
) If matchMess(Mess;,SOs,.Output) = #{ && matchMess(Mess;,SOy,. Input) = 5] {5
10. If SO,.Output H OUT % H>=S0,.Input H IN #{H Then

11. If matchCover(SO;.Output, SO,.Input, Mess;) Then

12. If SO,.Input H' IN % H#Mess; 1" con 2L H Then Type=f431 L. #{E PartialSemanlnter
13. Else Type=1% & H.#1F MeaningInter

14, Else Type=JC i X H #4E NoSemanlInter

15. Else

16. If matchCover(SO,.Input,SO,.Output, Mess;) Then Type=#B43 i L H.#:1F PartialSemanInter
17. Else Type=JC i XL H #/E NoSemanlInter

18. SO...add((SO4;,S0%))

19.  Else If matchMess(Mess;,SOs,.Output) = ¥ {H && matchMess(Mess;,SOs;.Input) = i {

20. BT, 10~5 18 17,4 SOy 5 SO SEILTE S H BRI SO4..add((SO,S0s1 )} }

21.Foreach HR%$ 451k SO, in SO-Result

22.  Foreach JIi% 444 SO, in Result

23. If matchPrec(SOs,SO,) Then {Result.add(SOs); SOge.add({SO,,SOg))}

24.3% [7] Result,SOq

IR B SImEST() 2 F RV SR S5 A A 5 1 AR A4 2 T) 56 T BR B S AAOIR R A8 A 1) ¥ SO o S
FEILE 2.2 75 b matchMess() ) SEIL 5 55 2.2 5 ) 500 1 AR AP 3R 11 11 () matchCover(Output,Input,Mess)
H T35 Output 5 Input % Mess [FJVCHCJE .

FE 3 R T AR W AR S IR 55 AS A4 TR SCEERAEME SRR I R S M AR AT e (4 R K

AL (K] Mess, F5 SO HAH N i 55 AR 14 daf 2 pl VT T, 55 R SCEL 8 A A1 1) 20 LAl e J 00 AT I N ik 55 SR A (1
I 55 AR A4 IR 55 0T T4 55 6 0 5 AT UL S L 0 AT fi.

R PBORS 5 B AR M 1R I 55 2 10 1) V8 SCHL AR AR il 3 20 1OV 25 LR AN 5 107 1A 2

(1) ELERAE BT L A5 006 2 1 SCH AR (0 6 2L 58 ) —— 18 UL, 75 R 25 A4 5 0 AR Ak 1) AT — 58 13
SCRHABE AR SR T 1 T 5P 50 T A B S AR A (R AR AR 5 it 17 T SCATBLIR), W5 3 T 2B R 3~ 0 IR 7.

(2) HLARAERUT5 2 A5 1 RV SHARAE 1K) 78 43 81— X7 HLARAE R W s v SO0 BR A R B2 . HL48AE XU P
RE % B2 ot blh 52 A AAHR) v SCUR EE TR, I XU (10 T8 SCEL 45 A1 BE ) B it A SR HI SO 1) AZ 8 (7 JE 0T B 3 AR A
VSR i SR P e 95 AS AU () 1 SCEL AR SR, A% 3 v 2D B 9~2D B8 20 . 24 SO (¥t AT LA A2
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SO, (14T H. SOs, B4 N 55 7 A5 326 10 8350 4 VUL, 5138 SO, FA i H 35 31 22 SOs, HIHI N H. SO, 4 Hh 5 i
FERE T VS HC N, IR 45 2544 SOq, 55 SO, 9B 382 15 X H.45:4E .24 SO, 14 7T LA SO, %A H. SO, 1
IS P AL B 58 2 TN ,SOs 5 SOy LI B FLERAE. T P& 2 18] 0 To il X HHRAE. & 1(A) SO,
5§ Sop SEILE = HLERAE,(B)FI(C) 1) SO, 5 Sop, SEIRH 4> 18 S AE.

—> Input/Output

—= : ’ >
zj SO, ! ( i% \‘ 5 SOp =—— Q Concept

Cco [ ] so

(a)
== = = = (> >
e SO0, ( O SOp=—==> 1 SO, ( %:ﬁsob
e = ===

Co (¢o)

(b) ©
Fig.1 The semantic interoperability type of service ontology

B 1 RS AS A SO A R
4 PBREAI

EX 5. TiRRE):E X WPUIt4 RE={Re_Capa,Re Input,Re Output,Re Qos}.

Re_Capa F7nH 7 I — IR B SR RPIR S B A, % " I Re_Capa={Re_Eff;,c=1, 2,...,re_cnum},
Re Effi={re_entity.:re_prestate,—re_poststate.,re_entity.cRsc,re_prestate.,re_poststate.chsm(re_entity.)}.

Re Input & 0 & MR &AL 1E B A5, K78 M Re_Input={re_input;,re_input;eRsc,i=1,2,...,re_inum}.

Re Output & 7 WIBE ()15 B4 4,7~ 4 Re_Output={re_outputy,re_output,cRsc,0=1,2,....re_onum}.

Re_Qos A HIE MRS QoS 1H,% "4 Re_Qos={{Re_QosNameg,Re_Unitg,Re_Value,},Re_QosNamey,
Re_UnitqeRsc,q=1,2,3,4}, 84S 500T LLH S 804 K, 5047, B R 7R,

ke X H Re_Capa,Re_Input 55 Re_Output =2 2 H F R I AL 75 3K AR 4 A 44, Re_Qos I 3= 2 FH F 7E 45
SE RTS8 05 A A Qos 75 3K 15 B A R B A& IR 45 5008 4 R0k T AR FH 7 R i€ RE 1B R &4 1E k55
B I AR,

HiE 4. k% & SerDiscovery.

N5 5K RE,CO 524 COg 55 9875 Result, il 55 AAAVL R £ 5 SOseis

it WS /2 RE 1R %5 2E).

1. ¥4 . WS=0,Flag=FALSE,e( 5% & X & & 1k /¥ % )=1,SOn( " 0] & & )=0,RIN=RE.Re_Input,

ROUT=RE.Re_Output

2. AR 5 3RTE COu IR FEAIE I B A 4K CO,

3. Foreach SEAAIRZEZE4k Re Eff, in RE.Re_Capa {
Foreach SR A2 4L Eff, in CO..CA
5 If SimEff(Re_Eff,, Eff,)>R{4 Then {
6. F 45 CO..CA.Eff, 7F Result H1 4 FIXT N ¥ il 55 4244 SO4;SOm=SOs; Flag=TRUE
7. Foreach Hi%% services in SO X I [ il 45 5%
8
9

>

matchvalue=Matchqos(RE.Re_Qos, services;.Qos)
) EFE 85 K1 matchvalue XJ 2[R 55 services;, WS.add(services;)
10. If ROUT C servicegi.Output Then iR [0] WS

11. Else{
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12. RIN=RIN-{serviceg.Input}+{services.Output}; ROUT=ROUT—{services.Output} } } }
13. If Flag Then

14. Foreach R4 AARILHLNT (SO;,SOs,) in SO {

15. Flag=FALSE

16. If SO, = = SOy, Then

17. SOw=S0s,; 7E Result "1 kBN W Ik %% 444 SOg,; Flag=TURE

18. KA TR T~ R 12,4 SO Xof N IR 55 S 7% v 8 3 75 38 1 I 25 N WS, O 4 W7 2 175 1% [ WS}

19.Else { e++ 4% 4% 3; Flag=FALSE}

FRSVETR SImEFFO) RSB FE W AR 2.2 5,53 4b Matchqos()Je: FH ok T 537 3k IR 45 5 T 73 3k i 45 22 ) 1)
Qos LHC(H.

TEEE 4 h 5N T N Hi AR RIN,ROUT, 2418 3K R 2% 1) it #8 w459 1 I 3% (B 4R 310 1) IR 2% 56 WS Sk @
A A2 T SRR B A AR KRR 75 S IR i 00 A I PR 55 S IR AR T ) B AH B 1) IR 25 A A%, 88 U 7 A L 1 IR 55
KPR QoS 15 B H BT AL 75 3K 11 Mk 55 AR Ak 45 A% 44 L i oxf, m] BAPROd % 31 5 1 B AT CPME G R IR 5%
AR T ER BUAR Y R 45, 88w T R 45 A 4R I 6.

5 tH*XIE

H AT FE P 40 56 T BR 4% 582K © AT AN D BT 5%, Sudhal P T ol 56 1 R 45 AN A SR S 1 W ks R 45 ke BT 1%, 4%
FFERT RSN S B A Th eV SR L. © =B A T agglomerative hierarchical £ K SZIUE K,
TR R 2y O(n), L n IR IR I R 25 AN B A% AR WA 2 780 1 AR ST A 204 F0 30 3 6 45 AR A 2 Bl 55 2 2K
D7 A, 5 AMZ T VR AR FE IR S5 1K QoS {5 B SCHR[ 14138 H T — Rl FR 2 SWSC ) Web At 45 5 2K 570%, il i
¥ ARACL I IR 25 EAT 43 2 K o500t J 45 R A6 1% D Y VAT 2% B A R MR T P 4 3G 3R N T s i 17 R 45 5 2 )
HERf P % 7 FAE R T agglomerative hierarchical 9% SIS 208 8 2% 1 B v SCHIR[1 5] 0003 ik 2R 2%
wsdl 3 (14 I 45 S 4% 1 IR 55 R AR B F T 2 PR S B0VE AR I SR P AR A B A SR 4 38 Mk 45, 338 1T A A
SCZOR SE IR RIS PN NS T — b e 45 3 28 7 vk 2 1 M 45 R IR M sl 28 % 7 v 0 i e 45 Thie f ok
FEPAT IR 5 7 10 SRR 45 58250 Petri Ay Web AR 25 1 F2 1138 (0 T 2040 T L S B AR 45l FE A R 2R 2%
AR SCHE T — Pl S5 AR S | S RS BEAT IR 5 V% T VR AR TR AR R R I 45 SR R MR RE I L T R
TSR NS R T RS IIRE ) S QoS 15 B U7 H 115 2, 3 MR 45 T ik 5 Mk 55 A 4 v SCHL 48 A/F 2 9 7 T oK
SR 25 10 3R & 4141

KT WS MR G 7 A — 28 50, SCHR 2] PR S 45 U AR 24 T AR SO 4R B R 45 A A4 1207 1 DR 45
[V 25 3% 4 4 AR BE T IR IR 4 R A, T AT T R4S A TR 10 2 B An U010 19 A 55 20 45 I8 B¢ i) J. ) 5% S ik
L1774 1 Bl 45t 5 2 SIS 18 190 45 A A Lb e AR AL D v o e AR A F P 10 A o 7SRO S B R 45 3R
(9. 53 40 AR b 7 10 P P 2 3 0 0 M 45 2 DR I 55, IR AT o L MR 45 1 R B S IR 45 W i T R O TR AT
FESCHR[31 R A Tk 45 4 R A 7 3, T TR0 0 2% P T L 2 2% 5 95 DA K% DAl 45 3l R kg v e 3R AT L 45 4 I 45
YA BT e TR R A A0 1ok S it R 45 B A W V2R T P R RS it R 45 B A i R e N1
P T e B3 T 45 A R P B IR 45 T A SRR 3 T VR AR R 4 R A A R AR R O VR AT 414
Z T VE T RIS PAT I AR A P00 R 2% 336 AT 4 2R, WA AR 55 TR0 VD o8 SCEL 4 A R0 R D) 2 %5 ) R 45 S B
BAHB BRI T A S B A RS 4111 Web 5% = 2 21 ZUVBERY 3 IR 25 0,25 TR 4 VE &% B4 (1 D ik
R 02 50 B S AT B S B0 [ 1R 20 2R 0 O i T B AT 5 R A R 45 T ISP AE K R R L SR
% Boualem!" Va5 A HE H T B 45 4 XN 2, 30 3ok A 25 ek XSt i 45 2047 414, 1T LA FH T 3 2 40 Aii KK Web 14T
PRI AE SCRR[20] 7 K I HOA R 77 S AR T — A Web IR 4545 FILHE 48 ke S B A b 4% ok A 50 8 IR 45 i i
9 T 170 AT 45 5 7 T 4L 0 45 R it A2 P 7 s L3 U J7 92 B IR 45 38 100 4 B EAT 2% e A A I S T v
AN RE R X6 52 IAH [7] Zh REAH AT AN W] Qos (B IR S5 (A1 00, 5 0 1 M 55 R I3 5 R ff 1
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6 AERW

6.1 SKIRIME

A 34 Bi :Windows XP,MyEclipse 6.0,Pellet reasoner,Mindswap OWL-S API(http://www.mindswap.org/
2004/owl-s/api/),xampp(http://www.apachefriends.org/en/xampp.html);

A fF FR85:CPU 24 Intel (R) Core (TM)2 i5 CPU 760@ 2.80GHz, 4 /74 4G:;

H 35 K J5 :OWL-TC(http://projects.semwebcentral.org/projects/owls-tc/), X NMEA A E T 1 000 MRS,
A T 7 AN H A food,weapon,education,communication,medical,economy F travel, H:*F ontology 5T 7
AT AR, A S B education AUHHAT S5
6.2 RESHEXSH

I8 1. R4S R S HER R LK.

Richi & A 75 SCHA[14]0 R A SImX-Y=(TXY)(TX+TY+TXY) IR KT X 5 Y 82 0] (AR AL, B ke sl B
MR 45 B 2K, i% 07 k0 E SWSC.— b3 BB 25 45 vk v ) T IR 45 28 28 b b 1 K-means, Binary-Positivel®!,
Graph-based,Hierarchical!' 4%, SC#R[13]5K ] T Hierarchical J7 #1728 2K.

AN B SWSC, Hierarchical A & A 3C SO J7 75 S BN 45 58 2 AT ek D) R MEAff 238 IR 45 SR A8 o ) A2 R 2%
2 H0CE IR S5 B F S TR], w0 BT B TR ) 28 S5 ) 288 2 gt B v AN S (1) ke v 5 IR 45 58 28 ) o i
accuracy_rate, H:H Numyg 4 75 2 B2 I 55 B 20 H  Numo,, KR AT LLIE AR R AR S 20 H .

Num
accuracy _rate = Ww" (€))

total
ARSI A OWL-TC H services H1 1] education 4k H 347,38 F T ontology £ H s SIRIMES 1) 15 M6 &
(WLEF 2.2 1) AT HEHE, Q1 education AT H I K 1R300 A M 2 J 2 e i SUOG &R Qi 2 JiToms.

—> subClassOf

Q concept

Organization

ecturer-In-
Academia
Distance-Teaching- enior-Lecturer-In-
University Academia
Fig.2 The ontology instance of education domain
Kl 2 education ST A A 7R
MRS 1,180 2 r MR T F UL S 17 8 L3 2.

Table 2 The matching of different concepts
T2 AT MR A DL S

Information -
Bearing-Object

Request Advertise Result
Organization Organization Exact
Pulication Book Plugin
University Organization Subsume
Journal Book Intersection
University Academic Fail

ARSI HHE JEAE OWL-TC H services H1 [ education(f2 45 286 /MK 45 )43k £ i FEmt I, F-3hids o 14 ANk
2,753 300 ARG (OWL-S k) Hp kA7 S 06 A S 06 T 7F LU AR AR 25 28 288 07 v 1A s ) R ME e %6, TR) ) &85 5 S B 15
B ,OWL-S TE R ik 19 %5 % & T ServiceName,Input Fl Output 15 B . A 52 56 76 IR 55 4 04 5 4

© HEBEERAET hipd/ www, jos. org. cn



36 Journal of Software #fF3 4% Vol.22, Supplement (2), December 2011

25,50,75,100,125,150,175,200,225,250,275,300 FH5 . HEAT. B 75 B a0 565 2 715) 4 0.6, 55 5 2K F T L5 M
S 4 B 3 TR,

‘ —#- SWSC —— Hierarchical method —+— SO method ‘ ‘l SWSC O Hierarchical method B SO method ‘

700 1.2

600 1
©
= ]

5 0 “os
g 9
5400 g

2 206

5 300 €
g w0
= E

S 200 // o4

100 Zo.2

0 0

25 50 75 100 125 150 175 200 225 250 275 300 25 50 75 100 125 150 175 200 225 250 275 300
service numbers service numbers

(a) Mess B [a) LLs (b) RE RIS MR LUt
Fig.3
K3

W 3(a) AT AR TR E 10 IR 95 58 98 U7 v, R 28 Ik R BR IR 25 0 H A 06, IR 25> B0BR 22, 58 2 Ik [ g i R
XF TR HCH R R 55, R AN 7] 109 58 28 073, i I [) AH 22 82 K .SWSC 2R 2 75 12 9 I I 1) £z />, 1fi]- Hierarchical
T % X T SWSC T AR HEAT AR & 18] IR UG AT EL A IRy, R 25 18 T 3 TB) PR AR 56 00 &R P B0 % e
B8] ) 78 SCHERE % 2R, EL 4l superclassof,subclassof 25, JiT LA SWSC i 77 72 T € 1) 28 2 1) 7] B¢ /N 1M Hierarchical 77 7%
e B S P AN MR 5 18] (R AH AL, S A4S 2% 77 1k I WS TR B 2 AR ARSI SO J7 b AH 9K IR R 25 % i 3o 5 1)
TR 55 A A4 Sk i I 5 2 1), AN 5 TR SRS P A IR 45 T (R ARARLEE A 494% 5 v 9 F IR () Z2 L Hierarchical Jj /b,
T34M,SO T AR A AN & HEAT DU FC IR, 25 18 T N Tl 10 1 SCHE B OGRS AR 127 VR I F IR R) KT SWSC .

TERH Bk 3 Ty ik SEE IR S5 2R S I BE Atk b 2R SR 25 (R HERA A 18] 3(b) 7= v WL SWSC X & IR ¥ fy %
BRAR, I 1 TAZ T AN 5 8T AR 5 1) R 45 58 31, 0B 5 R 28 ) 1) LAt 1 SCSC 3% 1k 110 52 i Mg 28 1] £
TG TAC J5 R A3 55 ) AR ABLBE ) ME 4 14 Hierarchical 77275 R T ML 18] 1R BT A 1 SCHHE B OC &R 0 HLvH3E T R AN Ik 55
V6] PR AR B B8 12 0 R 2 PR i 5% SR ST it 155 o v HH T 08 LI IR 45 AR A 2 53 Wi A 2 I 55 2R IS IR HE A 1, A S0 SO
J7VE I IR 25 B HE 2T T Hierarchical J5 ¥,

£ L, SWSC g5 58 & 751k (1 i 1 N 8] d5z 2> (H HEff 5t 55 AIC. Hierarchical J7 V4 SR JEHEA 3 dae ey AH B DT
I ) 0 22 T SR P A 7RSO T5 I AEHER A IC T Hierarchical 7746 00~ ROK iR T B I I 1),

KI8 2. AFEISHUE T EEIMR S HO L.

ARG AE IR T 300 AR FERE AR (W5 2.2 1) AL 0.1,0.2,0.3,0.4,0.5,0.6,0.7,0.8,0.9 1%L T,
12 H SO JrvENT 45 AT SR IS 0 TG MR 55 1) e N BOIAT Lo A, 5 3 &5 SR L3R 3.

Table 3 The number of clustered services under different parameter values
*3 AFZHE N RERSNExTH

7 i et 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09
BRMISA K | 295 295 295 291 291 284 284 281 279

TE R AN [F] 1 DT, 28 288 1 IR 25 B30 i AN [i) Bt 1 10 386 K, 28 28 1R IR 45 A B0Z 3 A8 /N 32 el T 7E X
AN TR B 55 5 M 55 A A4 3R AT ARARLRE VI S I, cr B8 1 7880 DR, 20 26 AR AL 82 KT 12 80 1L 1 g 25 A B0 B 20>, DT A8 170 2R 2K
TR 55 B B AR 2.

RRMFE AT ELAE 04,006 M 08 XJLA M LKA X5 AE match() & £ H B B & 10
Exact,Plugin,Subsume,Intersection,Fail [F{HA & AEA L F, Fk BAH 435K 1,0.8,0.6,0.4,0.41 4, & 2 H(1
education 4038 AH 5G W % 18] (1) 75 S o6 28, 03k IR 45 4 PR B N/t R 7 P RE 22 1D 1) o8 SCDC TR B b ok 25 .
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university_lecturer-in-academia_service.owls JIk 25 %t B 1) iy A /%t E 2% 23 5 4 University 5 Lecturer-In-
Academia,university senior-lecturer-in-academia_service.owls Hi 45 %J B (1) % A /i L2 43 504 University 5

Senior-Lecturer-In-Academia,University 5 University 2 [ It At £ 5 1,Lecturer-In-Academia 1 Senior-
Lecturer-In-Academia Z [AIVCHC B 4 0.6, U PHAN IR 45 2 AR UL 1/2%(1+0.6)=0.8.

7 ERAREBIMR

LAt iy 2 H1F 249 451, 1 1 I 55 AR A S I SCH 48 A MR S AR B2, SCUA T JLR IR 55 A 14, SO 7 ml LA

FEAHUTE T Ty BE IR 55,SOp 275 T S AL K5 TUIT D) BE A IR 55,8 O &

PR TRAEHLEE B D) BE K IR 55 (LS P AN B FE IR 55 1) QoS 17 ).

7.1 hEXRKRTR

— ap

7N He

FEAUE R SCAT DI RERI IS5, Oy

R P A2 A A 18 2 S ik i 2 A1 S5 81 A G B0 P 2 AR AR 365 DA £ B HLER 0T R0 B34 I 1R F00T 04 585, L
PR AR BEAT ST, 53 A0 58 IR I 8L, 1% P 8 AR WL 4.

Table 4 The presentation of CO

F4 heAhRon

Parameters Expression
CA Eff;=Ticket:available—sold; Eff,=Hotelroom:vacancy—paid
Eff;=CreditCard:noncharged—charged; Eff;=Ticket:sold—delivered
MO Mess;=ArriveTime; Mess,=TicketPrice; Mess;=HotelPrice
CA_MO Mess = Eff; X Eff,; Mess,= Eff; X Eff;; Mess;=Eff, X Eff;

7.2 MBAMEXEREMREDE
MR SE 3,456 LU ESC T Wb s AR K37, 25 M 55 A A S B SCTL 38 A Pk SR I 1 e L3 5.

Table 5 The process of service ontology semantic interoperability clustering

RE5RSSAME SCHARAF MRS

Steps - - M?SS - -
Mess;=ArriveTime Mess,=TicketPrice Mess,= HotelPrice
Eff sl=t Eff sl=t Eff, sl=h
Effect Eff, s2-h Effy s2—c Effy s2=c
Result SO, SOp SO,SO. SOm, SO,
matchMess ArriveTime=ArriveTime | TicketPrice=TicketPrice HotelPrice=HotelPrice
ArriveTimenRoomTime | TicketPricecObjectPrice | HotelPricecObjectPrice
matchCoverl RoomTimenArriveTime | ObjectPriceoTicketPrice | ObjectPriceoHotelPrice
ArriveTimenRoomTime | TicketPricecObjectPrice | HotelPricecObjectPrice
Type %Bﬁ:frlﬁ)‘(ﬁﬁé@ %Bﬁ:frlﬁ)‘(ﬁﬁé@ *&Bﬁiﬁ)‘(ﬁfs’éfﬁ
PartialSemanlInter PartialSemanlInter PartialSemanInter
SOset (SO, SOn) (SO,SOc) (SOp,SO)

3% Result={SO,SO0p,S0¢},SOse={(SO,SO,(SO,SO),(SOn, SO } AR JE M Hi 535 3 %F SO-Result H IR %A
A NPAT BT 4R 5 6 7 5 TEAT VLT, VUi 7R AR 6.8 SOg ¥R INE] Result H1,K5(SOL SO M SO 1,5 %
Result F1Il 55 A4 (11 SO HRAAT R R WA 4 iR,

Table 6 The process of service ontology clustering in SO-Result

F 6 SO-Result IR 55 Ak T LKL TR

Steps Values
SO-Result SOy
SO SO
matchPrec Ticket =Ticket; sold==sold
Result SOq
SOqet (SO, SOq)
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D Service Ontology

—»  Semantic Logic
Execution Relationship

Fig.4 Service ontology semantic logic execution
K4 JIRss ARG SCE AT &
7.3 BREEH

BB R SR S EEIUE LR O R B0 Ak 95 AR O L A I ) T R, LA R S AL
FEEET 9 B P AR E R

Re_Capa:Ticket:available — sold, Ticket:sold — delivered,HoteIRoom:vacancy — paid,CreditCard:noncharged —
charged;

Re_Input:StartTime,StartLocation,EndLocation,RoomDays, TicketDelilnfor;

Re_Output:PlaneNumber,PayTicketInfor,PayHotellnfor, TicketDeliveredInfor;

WISk 4R H 7 5 KT Result A £33 2 HE 757 Kk 0 IRk 25 (0 R ARl Fe

(1) #R¥% Re_Capa H1{T— Re_Eff, 4l Ticket:available— sold, il i Pp 5 AN A 2 $£ 71 SO, H A i% A8 11, i 4 Qos
i SO KT Y (e 45 2R A% rh #8258 1 Rk 555

(2) ®#r RIN=RoomDays,TicketDelilnfor,PlaneNumber, TicketPrice,ArriveTime;

ROUT=PayTicketInfor,PayHotelInfor, TicketDeliveredInfor;

(3) 1£ SOy T &K SO HATIE L IMER AR SO:ALHE SO,SO,SOy;

(4) XF SOp,SO,SOq 15 Re_Capa H1IH 4 Re_Eff VLHT, HFIXT R SO JE MR Qos 7 ETEH SO X K 1 Ik
by S £ R pnaii)i- & ST

8 & it

1 IRARTHT ] IR 25 (60 4 AF AR I AR b St P 5 SR I 22 R Ak s AT AR a5 S5 I 22 10 R 55 S B A 2 2K
[ 2R 28— 7 TR AR 4% B A4 28] 1) IR 55 A 4 5 | 5 A O 099 IR 45 S I ) 8 J2 TR Y 3R 20, T F A [ A 45 A A %o I £ e 45
S5, 20 /I8 I 55 1 k% T B v A PR A0 5 — T T K R 25 A A S BT SCEL 5 A Ak SRS DT 6 AN [ i 45 6 7
AT V8 A5 AR 2 R IR A4, S it R 25 5 6, FE P T LA 28 )l A 1 5 SR 1 e e R 25 i AR DR IR 1 4145 IR 55, 38
T RS AR I AR R LR

B RS A AR AR S 4 LR 1 Bl 1 DT AR, AR 3 A5 7 T R 25 R 3R EAT %
J&, TR I 3t — 25 IR 45 AR 1) Precondition 55 Effect J5 THI % SR 45 18] 14 78 SCHL 21 M. 53 AR BEREAT T 22 1) SIE 56
DA SE [ il 8504 56 F A ST 1 7 vk
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