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Abstract: This paper proposes an efficient algorithm LD/RPath (lowest delay/reliability path) for service-oriented
reliable multimedia delivery in a pervasive environment. LD/RPath estimates the dynamic data volume on service
nodes and links through reasonable data volume approximation. And the data splitting technique is imported to
convert the node delay into the edge delay. In the mean time, the reliability of nodes is considered as a coefficient of
delay, so that the multimedia delivery problem is transformed into a conventional shortest path problem. Simulation
results prove that LD/RPath achieves good path selection performance while imposing low overhead to the system.
Key words: pervasive space; service-oriented architecture; multimedia delivery; delay; reliability

B AxTEEmE T T 69 S AMRMEM AL 42 5 T LD/RPath(lowest delay/reliability path)#-:%.LD/RPath 5
FB LS BRIEFHMRIMEIRES T Sttt Lo S TMNEIBEE FINT E 0 ARRKE T aatdie b
BYAE B BEH R T W ST S B TR b Y AL 4G A AL 8 A AR 69 AL B 1Ay AL T LA SR AL ) A G 40 SR AT K AR )
kMR B2t R & 9, LD/Rpath #8454 2| 56 49 %42 B AOR, B & ST 4 831K

KR IR | @RS R AN B SRR AL 5T S

hEXSES: TP311 SCRRFRIZAD: A
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TF 1f IR 45 B ¥ 4 (service oriented architecture, fii FKSOA) M F T F AR 45 7T LA bR g 0 FA B & O I FH Ay
SOA# Fe b H A, R 45 4145 (service composition) P rf LUIE A S . 2045 1 FR L AR IR 45 20 4 e ok 0o A2 J1) 0 0 2
(R 45 5 3K AT RE 08 3G B T35 00 TH PR B X SRR R4 SOATE T I AT (1 23 A0 1) JIR 25 W VR, Bl 25 A e A
FAG 05 J& PR B rh 1) 2 AR AR i R 4.

53 R D RER 25 FIAE Th 8 IR 45 D B8 IR 45 00 ik N~ YA N s 80 R G i) 4 A S5 500 54 I R AT A0 2 1) A B 6
P T B 3G AL T RE AR 25 8 SR IR 40« SRFE S, A 1 R 008 B0 50 A i 1, AN 1T ik /> 50 A% i 119 I 4 D0 L
R CE BN IR 8 i 5 X e R o e R 25 B8 W6 AT 203t P B3R 1 IR 45 ¥ vy Sk (0 LA 5 A 4
BN SiE, 4% AR 20 A (10 5% 35 T 3L R 0 10 Iy B -2 2 00 380 0 7 140 IR 45345 S I, 2R 8 I B0 0T 4y, 28 3o 4
Ty e 25 FAE T B MR 25 A BT A 0 — 4% 22 A5 LA FIAR 16 B 1 22 I A 15 5 LU ARR 110 o) S 0 888 vy 11 ]
SEPEARIR LS Zuit P A AR SO FRA TR B P IR IR 5577 K2 18 A 13K 14 4 B2 IR R .

TETHT i) JIR 45 119 S I 22 SR04 £ 2 3R e v, 2L A6 AH ) B e 5 SR IR IR 4533 SRAE AT 280 IR 45 41 & U7 e 118 56 k.
1M HLAEIBAT B, A5 — N R 25 Dy B8 20 4 S RT LA I 46 AN 7] 119 Ik 25 ) 74 Sk S 30 A S B 22 04k 3R 4 v T 7 56 B B 4 0
U, N 2 AR R IR K B (B B, P e TEVE R 2 1 A IR 2548 5 T ik s R 4, ELAE S 2R
B IR 550052 B4« IRBE A5 BRI 38 10 R W), IR 45 A 4 2 IR B AT 480K 0 ] ek 28 S IR 9% A 4 1) ) S P g 254
B T A A TOT 0 1 B DR bt 2 T A 05 3 A 05 o I 3 — R A 3 R IR 45 R AR ) Jl— AN SiE HL AT e )
15 TR IR 25 88 A2 02— A H A B P 1) 1) 3

Zeng 8 NPV g IR 55 ) A (10 395 0 N 4% £ 38 4T IR 280 110 AS 2 B I 220 e 5, DR 1R 22 S A I 45 1) o 1t 5
IBAT 2T TE ARG (0 AR JLAE AL — A T UK S 1R 28 PRI A 1) JK A v Gu e NBBCHR L T — AN ikt P2P
5 4 G HE B2 SpiderNet, 18 1ot J5 k3K 1K 77 125 28 Wk Rib 108 86 e 45 ) 4 LA A2 22 A 0o 25K it A, SpiderNetid %) 471 4
B — 52 (1R AE .Roman % A U1 (& T I 45 @I AS 2 1) 189 41 4 34 5, 32 4 T LIAC(least-inverse-available-
capacity) 503k A 15106 3% 2% A7 I R AIE IR 25 Rl AR 2 R) ) 47 280 B3 i, 9F BR T #5415 LIACTE i v K.
Roman A\ BRI Y T 35k 90 Fp 56 T R 2578 76 19 10 IR 45 401 4 A R 48 Kalasapur®s N IR T — A sh & IR 45 4
A HEAE JE L 2 U R 45 7 5 9 ok A B SO I T TP IR Bl 1 R sl A

AR SN S I 22 BREARAL i R Gt R A 1 R 2% 5 n] & 22 L R4 i 1) IR 95 18 A0 1) U s v — 2 S I
FH P A B A 380 1) 2 S A R 35040, SR 5 A i A AR K R AR, T8 6] P 1T 55 A AN A2 T A5 ). R T A e
T ERBEIR B 7 PR S b 1 A5 A IR 25 R AR B TT R R I ZE A SR R Ak BRI IR 25 B A R I 22 B R AL T
T — 4% IR 45 W5 470 2R 5 IR 2537 Sk, AT 5 BS503R G 10 A7 4 1 . it L 2% 420 07) 96 ol 45 T 4 R g — 20 b 19 om0 4 %
P E R G A 1R 45 3t A 15 0] 52 A SCIBIE ST B A5 A 78 45 58 MRS58 SR I I B G & I I 45 R A K it HL A
VR o S R 7 T S ) 2 AR i s 4

ARSCEE 1 LS A P 2 AR AL B R AT A 2 5 A4 LD/RPath ST3. 55 3 4 HY SE e 45 A H
B4 RN A TAEM B NP1 T
1 LEINEPZHEEERARSGIRE

7R — AN 2 B AL A1 P, 22 WA IR 25 4% S50 90 48 B 1) 25 0 1 3 5 TR R0VR 1) I AR B R R R AR T
T BA LY (1 240, IR ) S
11 BHEX

SEAIIF AR ) AL FRATT 5 SO T JLANAH 5% S 40075 96 (bandwidth) B4y 4 2R I 7] (unit processing time). J&
4 L (1ORatio) A1 ] 5 P (reliability). o f] 5060 WL, BATTRE AN DX 3 4% B A% 3% A6 T T IR 4 3k oy, AT AR iR 3R
Hfls N —A T s T IR AR, B R — AN s e A2 I R

R AR IR TE 2 B AR IR BT b PR A IR G5 2 TR PR A m B e AL T e ), FRAT T B R

LA Ak ST ) BRLASE Ah B ERF ) I 1) A2 A A R 50 e b A BB S T A I D T 0 3RO, 1K R AR
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2 BEARAE RVRFIE B2 L 10 22 WA 2R 4 e 3 AR 2R 1 T, 5030 6 ) DR /D xe e B I ) A7 AR KD S 0 e A, el T i
551 IR S A e AN TR) IR 45 TR o B 68 0 A AR DR 1R 222 S TR b, AV SR P A B B0 5 25040 £ ) Sk 8 S5 R 1 Ak
B

Jis 246 b 3090 20 5 — ol iR 95 Ak B BATT T 3K bl Bl 9% A0 B 2 Jim A AR B 2 i PR a2 PR E SO 4 b, T
rARORIX SR 1 2 WA R G AR PR DDA DG I, AN [R] Ty B 1 IR 55 A A 2 e B0 a3 e AN [ £ 56 ). BE S ik
N HH AT B L AS 7 A S ) AR A s A A AT K Bt A /MR 22 A I R AN TR ) IR 55 4 P 44 L —
S AT 187 AL [ T e 55 AN [7) A 1 s 4 B e A ) 17

AT S R AN IR S5 A B S0 T SRR H e R, i I S B A5 ok AR SCAE T SRR [4] R 1 s X
2 AT 221 — BT 1] Py 2R e x BN R 251 AU KU 25 e 1 FH B0 880K C I8 4 A5 e=CIK. B T 1T S 1 i
TR R IR 1) 2 M 1O — 4 R 55 i A0 10 T S A R 0K 4 R A M0 T A IR 45 R A T S P R A (X L, TRATTIA A
JITAT (1 B B # A2 PT 5 117).

i 22 : o Z2E 0, 45 1 i oS08 R0 K509 A B S, Y O 7 . ol B 0 1) 2 4000, — 4% M 45 ik 42 00 S8 45 1
JRE KSR MR 25 6 A0 AT T A1 Ak R S AR B 114 A B o S P A
1.2 MREEFIRRSE

BT 0 T P I — R R R 45, — AT 2 i T BB IR 45 10 44 2 R AL 7 oK, O i, FRATT SR H T e 1
(functional graph, i #RFG) K37~ F 4t b T 7 ) B (¥ DI RE IR 55 IR 4145 O B AR B R S8 P AT B ML 1) 22 L A Ak 1
M55 P 1 s 08 I Bo th A Bf,— AT 4 Frn] e ¥ IR 55 2045 07 2K, 23 i (fof ufa, Fof 1ot fof s Fofa, fof Fofafa).

Dy fie Ik ) Je R e i LA G ik — 0 M, AT e A — Rl IR 95 2 ARG5S RIA SEAF — Fh IR 55 1 438
FIAS TR B BE B h 34T 9 R AL I T el 2 B i 55 [ (service: graph, fi R SG). Hik 55 P i 3k 1) 52 BT 1 M 55 il
A TR R HH K 2R LS T R4 A5 B AR 2 P AR BURSS o fT L AR F AT 2 ANEIA AT 1L ANRIA f 1T 2
ANENA S AT 2 AR, I BRI —ANSAE R 2 B B e A% 16 BE 10 H 11 /0 3-ATT T BLE 5 B T FG
w1 Ty B8 5 A2 fof o fofa, 1 S 3 ST AE A fy IR IR 25 241, S7 1 A 10 AR 45 S 491, 8 4 £ SG Hh L A4 1) R 45 K 422 1
SoS7S,Sy . AN 5 S, W YA AEFT [ SR 11S;, WUIRRS; 47 S5 0 i 3K 45 81,5524 Si ) J 4% 47 24

fo: Media source ]
f;: Media logo fo |- f
f,: Compression

f3: Subtitle embedding

,,/// )

A

f4: Transcoding \
Fig.1 Functional graph Fig.2 Service graph
1 el 2 kg5

1.3 [EREEX

TN M55 B A AT LR 7R 9 — AN DY ST (f,r,0,8) MK R R X IR S5 B AR IR 25 Fh S8 . IR 3. B4 4 21 B ) 1
A EEPE I, S2 7R N (F1,1,01.2,81.2). R GE I F B 2 7E M So RIS [ T B8 4% rhr it 56— 45 N 2 AL AT 5 /N, [R] I 7
PR RT BB OK 1) % 428 AR (AN 25 L B 2B PR T, b T 20 AR A X S B A S T — A 2 2 R B AR (multi-
constrained path, & #XMCP) i) 5. Wang 2% A POHIE B 13X A 1] 1 i NP-5¢ 4[] . i i ik 18] 42 2% BE A 550928 ol T B I
% AE S R G NG T IR, PR 75 ST V) 5 2% 5 26 /I [ W 80 SR 488 e ) B

— 4 IR 55 W5 AR 1) W) 22 O 2 B0CHIE 7 B L 140 AP i S AR 5 40 E 71 A A R S P S RN R AT ok JEUUR R L
P 18, WIm- 0o 38 7~ BOH A So L T A AL BRI ZE . Sp 7] LA 7S
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ij

Sp=m-0p+ 3 {mi'r‘+mi-ri-ojj @)

link; ; <P

o mye v B A B A IR 25 RS, 1 B [”g'“+mi.ri.ona%mnnki,,iawiﬁaamwsjmwws@

]

L R MR S5 R AR I W] S Op ST 3K A MR 55 R AR L B AT AR 55 WA I R S PR AR SRR,

O :Hsiepei @
T b O T N I G S FT R, i T/ 41 4 L 52 2, T T8 1 5 2 A A LBl
mmﬁrmma"[ Delay ,D/R] Y0 AL 19 1 A
Reliability
0,
(D/R), =+ ®)

TEATHE 1) R SR A 4 8 R 55 BEISG(V,E) R ot 1 Tt 4] 16 86— 4% MASo 2SI M 25 % 4%, 1 FL /R W g
R TR AT K AE B T R I P A B VE A A AT AT e LR K — RO U vk, AR 3k LD/RPath(lowest
delay/reliability path)5i v, ¢ 22 T [R] Py AR 47 M fi e 77 ) .

2 LD/RPath &%

LD/RPath 352 — R B S92, FAZ O JEARURE 3 — 2R 471 1030 AL e 48 g Tt il AU A6 DA — A% 0 11 e i it
A e L8R i AT AR P 28 0t 1 i i 4 55035 (U Dijistra 5535) fif v LD/RPath 5534 R % 75 2 T CIN i) 52 4% 2 A ™
AR AR T R NP-5¢ 4 1) 3, O AN RAIE RE 15 2 e U 45 2R (H 5206 45 R R W) i SR AR (1 45 21
B AR N W AT B =TT 46,20 D M40 4 24 LD/RPath 53 (1 B vH IS AL
2.1 HREIEM

H T 28 22 BRI 55 2 D503 Bl 8, DR P A 80 A T R AR I, FRATT TV S IR 55 R e B i S B
A () B S5t P 2 o BEAE So kb 1A B A m, I8 & 75 B80T 0 32 B 42 2 i, Sy A FR ) s W g A I SoZ8 ST (5 S))
A iy B35 AT T RE L HIS o 48 ST (80 ST ) ANS o A% %y 234 T LL, S b FE A B W RE A merg-ry, B AT AE S
M-Fo-Fy- 1o XM ANA S VA8 [ AR 4 52 2%, DAL e JRAT T 7 0T Bl AT I DAk 2.

Kot AT R SR I SR 1 PR, L SR ARUR TR IR A5 A T S, (B LA R 5 P AT LAY

ISR T R SR Bt R B AR, O — N U L

XAVE BB WA 50258 1 Ao (B 34T ~11 A7)0 iR 55 P v A 45 AR s AT — AN HE R DA £ T
SEREASTY R AU ot I, ] 30 BT A A i S35 i PR (Al . BT AR AT A5 B2 mT UK R 25 79 i AT HE
A5 2 JROK A e SR S5 A (030 AL 2 8, BT A 6 KR 3 A K e A P S AR I

UEAT ) A 1R R 57 5 KT 8 575 AR A AN 1 R 55 P (R 320 TR 6 1 AT TR () 45 A1 B BK S8 e 55 AN
AR A b 2 TS (35 12 47~20 A7) S AR L HR SR (079 RO AR U ST R T A ah R XA AL B S AR A
LR BR AR 52 T, ATt T LLJIIE i 55 B v A8 A R I SE AR T

Bk L Bl R A

1. Initialization: index[i]<0 WA AREAN IS s 75 0}

2. flag«true

3. while flag==true do LR S5 KA T AR 10 Bk 82 427 5}
4., flag«false

5 for each e(i,j)eE do
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6. if index(j)<index(i) then {RIEF AR fUP 5 KW AP 5)
7. index(j)<«index(i)+1 SR P-Vasatik Y

8. flag«—true

9. end if

10. end for

11. end while

12. for each index[i] do

13. c«0, sum«o0

14. for each node veSG do LERBERAN T 22 0 T IR R}

15. if v has a service link to index[i] then

16. Ce—C+1, sume—sum+m[v]  {Z 3L ETA AT IR AL R B dE R EG
17. end if

18. end for

19. m[index[i]]=sum/c {EIT A BT IR s A% s W BAREE
20. end for

21. return m[O,N,—1]
22 TimnE

0 A0 AR gt v F) AR £ 30 PR U0 A L e T 4 4 ) R AR T R AT A TR 25 P L B A A
M (BUE), T2 T 7 BT I 55 AR — Lo Ak A HC B 6 o FH s I A2 SRV

Choi%h NP2V H 3 5 73 54 10 5 0K B A 0 2 o 2 1) 0 BRA A5 56 73X — 7 ik Bl e 181 2 v 3R 1A S, 50 %4
RPN RS 1 FHS 0, 2R 5 LE SR AT T UK 15 BRI 3 S, 1, 15 S o EHE B S, I T A7 S5 4k &5 i JFOR S, 71 AL LI i)
K0 K0 BRI FE, B AE T S 1 A1 52 1] R T2 (R ARAN K 26 7R FRATTRRAG S0 1 A1 5 2 THVIXFE (9321 Ay P 356321 (inner- link).

FRATIHT R 55 V&l v A — A1 AU 4 R R B 0 TR IR R T BR T IR R TR AR A AR R Ak S T IR 25
KA R AR
2.3 AEMEEER

T P K S A TR AR B 1 IR 45 BIASTY i n] Be 2 R R GBS B AR L 4R I G vy B/, [ IS
AT PR AT B v 0 AR 25 B A BRATT AR AR A, L AT FE P XA S BRI B R ) A RN SE I

BATE S T LU A QOSHI I W 5t T A4, 2 R 45 P&l v A 4% P 35 20 18 o0 — A 2R 580, 3 A FR BURE 3 4 19 38
AR MR S5 715 R T e (10 450 B8 X FE AL B 2 5, PO 4 PR 268 v 11 IR 45 B AT R 20 TG 1) AR AR L /N Wl SRR
G BRI IR 25 R A1 R 23 T P R 5 B A K3 2 g 08 0 3T 110 I S AR A A2 DR AR 0 3 LA 8- 1 1990 R 0 A A P S
1) 4b B H SiE

X o R A ABR AR T 50 T e T S A2 SRV OB R ) P YR R A, T R A A T S MR RIS I IR 45 N A
JITAE T P9 322 R AR A 75 L A v S A5 P A 0 v 0 IR 95 ) A 9T 1 11 PR 38 322 (R AR A2 15 E A, AN T e ot i A2
SRV A 0 5% T S A2 TR A 1) T 22 49 v 5 M o 1100 TR 5 BT AS A g 2 00, v S M v (1 TR 45 B AT R B O
IRIEFE XIS LD/Rpath 5920045 H 1R 8 428 0 I S 2 /0N [R] IR mJ 4 P v, 8 P 8 2 TR) s 31— AN P4l
24 RMERE

M5 B 200 B 3 45 (e B AT T L e 0 5 4 LSRR I G AR A

DRI 4102 — 45 AR TR 4 e AR 2 W R i T X

1
5

o e 02 IX 4% Y A4 P A (10 iR 25 B8 AR 1 i 60 v S R0 A7 Ak B IS [ 2 3 AL 5 115 00X 4 34 R AX

‘M -G (4)
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e~
= (%)
Ferp By 1R AR MR 45 30 1A 5 i X 2% R 55 30 A% i 1A AU K dfe A

3 JER T AR ] 1 B 3(a) A A 55 B AR P R AN R A5 AT L AR S5 I (2 AN RITAS T
T DL B ), 4 3 242 4 P 3(D) T 71 1R 465 H). So AN S Adi (11519 )l AT H 18740 o

@

*@**@ @@@ 0 R

(a) Original service graph (b) Transformed service graph
(a) FRIRSS (b) s R 55 &l

Fig.3 An example of transforming

K3 AT
Lia 7 B A I DLM AT B M e AR B AE So Ak O] S0 B D m I A 18 3(b) S 1 MISy o 2 [A] HK Y EIL
A g-mmo-ol,ﬁ%%ﬂslE‘Jiﬂli‘)ﬁ%&iﬁﬁﬁﬁ%uslEI’JW%‘E‘ﬁB’\Jﬁﬂiﬁl;ss,ﬁﬂsz,lZlEJ (¥ 34 A

(1R AR A 1 B AR A

RSt SRR

%,Eﬁ@ b A T S A 135S 2 FH S g 1 Z I AT AR

3,2 2822 41

1 Kt A PN T RE I MEL(— T2 A So S NISs R A 21IS, S M So 2 Sy A% T £11S,), WUAR i v A7 Bl T AL AR 93,844

Ml f G +Mel -,
0 1 "2 0 1 3 "2
mery-f-n+

FS 4 5 2 1A 1 P 34032 m&Mﬁ—— 5 2 L0, I 2 PO A BT AR 3 M MR 45 T
T AR IR o5 10 EL A — AN H IR S A A BT IR T AL 2 R A A R AL 4
25 BEEZREST

ot 1R 45 PR REAT AR i 2 J il mT DA B i 6 A5 SV ke A vl ) R SR B A B AR 2 g BRATTRS PR AR BT R
B o B e 2 T 1 R 45 B 25, 0] DAAS 21 LD/RPath A5 1 % 4. AT LE N AN 23 591 5K 28 7% T IR 25 &1 v g =4
AR IR 4 50 A8 B0 e AU VR R IR 58 1 3040, Bl TR RSS2 NG AN s 4, B LU ) BT A Y
TR B 22 HEAT NI BE 43 1) R 2% B S O (N Ne); 55 2 35843 vh [A) AR A AN 4 U7 ) — I, T I 3 1 L B ] A ) i
IR 55, HE 3 0 0 52 2% 5 1 O(NN). 5 25 43 24 5 30 o 0 B i) 3 PR AR ARALL, 75 B2 Ab B4 — A5 550, 8% i 4 I iy
DT P R0 5 0710 A B T3 B U 1) N2k, IR I 3 358 40 19 R 2% BE Sl O (N N) A il St P e e b bl T B U N AN Y
B, T 2% g O(N ) AR B vE 75 SR AL B 4 — 4530, B2 2% D O(N,). 5 i 1 45 S0V A 148 i Dijkstradi v, &2
e JE O 2), Horb n 2 o B Ab TR S AN B0 AR 9 Y 50 2 24 B A n<2N R I R R e 4 T 0 R A A
N, < NZ,[5 it LD/RPath 50925 1) s 1) IR 18] 42 4% B

O(N,N, +N,N, + N, + N, +n*) =0(N}).

3 AEXW

AT I A TLSE I K 7 VP4l LD/RPath 515 118 47 350% RS A2 5 PR RO A L SEIGFE Inter(R) Core(TM)2
Duo CPU E8200 @ 2.66GHz,2GB RAM 1ML 5% |17
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31 EMAE

07 BRI H ) 2 BT AN — 2 AL LD/RPath S35 3B AT 30E, — R AT AN S Rk A0 .

FeATT LI T P P A SOk X LR s AT R — A2 B HL (random) £, Random &5 725 7E 3 B ik 45 5 A2 1 BE AL
I T A AN GRS SR R B AL BT R R R Ak (optimal ) 535, Optimal 55032538 3 i 47 ] fig
1 8% 4%, 2R T HH s A 1 R A7

KT B R 45 4 SRRt BL FRATTHE S [R] 1 9 28 FILBE K LD/RPath %503 . Random #.3:#1 Optimal $.32:4) Jil
PAT 2 UK BATT AR I B AR A LR, 43 03l BB 3 2% B AR IR IR AEE | o] 0 PRI S8/ T 5 L P S 7R /N 8 e, vy Sk
A A 47 W) 22 /T S L N T

Optimal 435 ¥ B Kz S A HL AR 7 BB AE S B 2 SR AR 3 R G b, P ) LA L 0 B 28 2 Db A /N 1D, i
Optimal 53275 IR 25 B b1 RURIRIR 31— 52 B2 B A0 AN 79 52 FHL DR G A R AT R S4B S 46 v, 2 Optimal 8095 1) I
SEB I — AN R ME 2 5, 3 A1 R % Random £732:#11 LD/RPath $132: 138 47 2300 28 Mk 2630 L.

3.2 EKIigit

17 FLSE50 H Java 8 5 SEIL, FTERIER 55 B 5 Rl S A0 AR AT 3 P AR ) S

R 2% F&1 v 0 2 BB 2 e v S FT IR, I 3R T BB T MaxNode=2000 AN R4S 5 53X 6 g 453 51 W) 0h I v
A 22 AR AR 55 B AS SR T 2 AN Ti) B 190 448 JABE K 7 A S g L b, R 8 R MaxSerrvice=7 Bl IR 45 4F
b IR 4% B0/ 47 Minlnstance=3 4l 4, 5 £ 47 MaxInstance=7 /™ il 4%, 8K J5 A TRE N 42— AN 38 1) 1) ik 1 %) 45
Fh AR 254 Minlnstance Al MaxInstance 2 8] BfiL7= A= — A~ SE B @I A £, 46 MaxNode A7 2P B ML Pk ik — 28y
B B R SS EIAS IR 25 0 R 46 26 JIRSS T A5 1 BAR7 Kb B IS Do) 10 W) 50 o A B 007 i S R — S IR IE S A
A BXRERU AR T RS B 3ATT AT LLIE 3E MaxNode,MaxService,MinInstance F1 MaxInstance %52 3 i 18 4 I 45 &
(A0 A1 IS AT AN 1] 19X 4% 4 0 A b (9 6 b sz 6

7E 3 M E ¥ Random SR 4 B S IR, Optimal 553 55 25 b B i A 77 LU A7 T A 7T B8 1 1% 4%,
LD/RPath 5244 JURT T — 9 WP Tk (1) 4 A0 B AT Ab 2.

33 IWHERMT

PATTE Jent 3 Fh LIS AT I ) ZE A [ () 199 445 ¥ 0 FUBE N JEAT X bE. 23 il 32 4T 3 A0 100 I, 48 )i X 100
UIBAT ISP IAT I TR SR EAT 55 b, W 4 7w 32 AT AT LUE Y LD/RPath F1 Random %3 (132 47 I [R] 4 iz 3zt />
T Optimal £03%:.247 S ¥ &7 50 /247 Itf,LD/RPath #1 Random 5353z 4T I 1) 23 SI4E 1s 1 60ms e 47 H B,
Optimal 5y Bk 20s.24 W 4% MUK AR K, LD/RPath 532 ()32 47 i) JLF- 5 Random 4332:4H [, 7T WL, LD/Rpath
LB AT BRI T B R BT O B AAR FRATTIE ok B T B KRR 190 4% 37 b TP % S R B AT I TR 7 Y A
Hr s 3 70 W, Optimal ST I TA) 2k i 80s. 78 — A 2 I 22 A4 % i ZR 4t v, 80s 1) I 4E 2 SR & AN RE 2 11).
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