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Abstract: In an open Web service environment, it is difficult to guarantee the authenticity of the feedback ratings
reported by users after they have already consumed some services, which leads to large deviation between
evaluation results and actual values of service reputation. Therefore, there are much more failures in service
selection. To address the above problem, this paper proposes a reputation evaluation approach for Web service
selection. The main idea of the proposed approach is evaluating the reputation by three reputation evaluation model
including feedback checking, feedback adjustment, and feedback detection. Simulation results demonstrate the
proposed approach not only improves the objectivity of reputation evaluation effectively, but also reduces the
deviation of service selection significantly.
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AR 45 5 7 b oy Y B 60, B 45 2 BE R O AR 5= QoS & 1 (domain-independent QoS attributes) P it 45 B
(configuration management)2& & [F] I 45t 115 2% B (507 R T AT W8 e T 2 T8 X QoS AN
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S (R I 25 15 25 P L S o {2 K.
SCHR L1148 H T — AT ) FF8053 A 2R 55 B0 35 10 B T 20 2 R IR 45 mI 15 78 BRATE 28 0 2 T A IR 45 B
(trust management service, & FK TMS). TMS AN S FE 2 FlAS [7] SE A& 145 4E 06 R, 7 Ik SRR A 2R AN R
[ 25 V43 R B (scoring function) ][RI FA) 5 0t 500 0 AT DVl A 48 00— AN 0 2 00 s 02 S0 R 2 5 25 B VT
il vk HA R IR S8 F (AR AR AA TR LUR AN B A
o B TMS K& i s RBHE(ER)RAEEESE 4 Fhoo s WiE N IS A I 3Ll sk
(service invocation history record) 15 25 FE V¥4l 1fi LU SCHR[1, 2] 70 %oF S 5 55 20 1) L B v SR A9 09 1 2%
FESEUERG A BLAR R T e 3%, JEVE RS P R B 0 SRR . P i e SR R T R A AR
MR 2R BT YU 10 Sk e B, T S0 A5 B VP A A R KR 0 = R R 1T S U B R ke
B,

o ZAEZEGR DGR (T LR SO M SRR AN LR SO T R R R s R AN RAH ],
PR A 28 B VP AN AN 25 JB P P b SO s 1 5 4 09 5 i, AR R L s U A ) IX 43 1 DX SR A e
S R BEVEAR 10 2 L e 2 11324,

SCHR 12148 W T — AN 3 117 25 25 B0 119 I 45 VF 40 R JE P HE 28 HEZE vp ) IR 4 VPN R T T 5 4 2%
(market science) ™ ] %2 2 5 ¥ 16 (expectancy-disconfirmation theory), 1 T-BF 57 7 i 2 B 15 IR 4% o 2 1A 64 5
FRAF BN P RO (1% R vk B IR 4% 5B I 4 26 B (perception: function) AT 2 5 & %% (disconfirmation function) ()
A M T P B3 R ). 7 50 IR onk i R 45 1) 5 22 44 22 (expectation) 12 i1 (perception) # 2% [ &
M, LA ILIE B R0 R0 AT B, 4 38 4 FH R 45 /K P 7 (service level agreement, i #% SLA) SR &4k H 7
140 ik 25 i s 9028, 2R P ot S 0 (quiality: monitoring)) s A4 7 149 ik 25 0 et SRR 61 [RD ST i VPAN 5 ¥k P A 28 S
SE A 2 RE T 3 A TE RS VAN T vE Al B AR B R T — A IR Sk B R R R I o R IR A5 1k
Ferh 1 2 JE v o S ) U AL AN S 1S 3 AN B PRI IR 45 188 RIS B . e, ek R — 0% Bk 3 FhJa
HRA N B MRS P = T IR E P BE. BH T2 AE L v (1915 25 R 402 56 T Ik %5 (per-service) i 3E A

© PEBEBSAITT  hip:/ www. jos. org. cn



EHT FWeb RS- FF AL IRE T % 1353

J* (per-customer), A I 75 35 1 2 #1k % RE T /7 EAUE . 75 S 15 (sy bl attacks) O] {7 2% 3 HEAff M 0 2 W
G AR IR HERENS IR 45 1045 2 B B SR MR DR A (R AP AR DU R 3 AN 2
o M Vrmithid 2 M B MRS RS E, R TR SOE R R R K R
(disconfirmation function){E 45 /IN I 5 BUE 26 B &M . 28 IEPE T B0 o, P 704 e AL L is AT 2 4
PR S5 A0 IS5 B i b At AR AT 21 55 ] e s AT IR — BRI IR 45 I A IR S5 B b AR R T
FO SR S LB T I B AT IR BE N R R R R SS E T B R AL B SO (1% R S5 AR
15 B I PR B 1 S ), S SUR P o e 300 S 5 45 T e 2 e A I 45 S ot W S A, 368 o o ] S PR S
NIBATE B AR RS S N B
o AR SLA M — &R L AEAEIE T P B 00 R R (RT3 AR JE v 45 ) 482 1Y) Sybil B 451 4, B8 4R
FUE R GE P ICTE BB W45 HEAT it AR AR e fig ik Sybil Bk # FH sl by i 2 AN i T O
ANELIEAE M5 (W v 45 SR, R RE N O 5 305 8 300 28 155 0 95 B 22 ) 6 K A A I 45 VAR 7 VR R A
R S5 B A T 4 % 3 b PR AT T S 15t 55 40, AN T B 1% () 422 31 Sy il i 189 H ¥ 53 41, 76 FF T80 Web
IRBE TR I IS5 P G JEVELE SLA g JEAE RS4R3 A P 2 M a2 48— 1 QoS [ & Ar
HE IRE S5 SLA KAk
o ERARAE R AR rh SR B 1 245 $F Wi (simple exponential smoothing) 77 2 ) R 4% (45 26 B B A P
B8 AE T IL P R AT B AN ] T Pk, S SO TR0 ME A T AR
JbmtR 2 A 2 P AT 31 QoS IR AT Wb I 45 i B HEAT T #4401t H AT QoS 57 v 4 FH ) o i
PRI TR PR LA Rk /i R I w5 1R T SRRk 5 A 1) R B T — 5 QoS B I {5 1k 1 IR 45 ik B v
T35 A AZ 0 R AR £ 0 DR 5T s M P (AL A QoS FRY v SRR X M, o 2 {38 Ml 55 328 9 45 R S I eI 45, MR
37 BT R SR
A e RL KA A 2% 95 45 N BV A B 03 Wit J vk v A7 A S R P I R R 3R T LAt R LB iE
FERE A B VPl S0 0 5 N 28 M5 B RS LA 7 R A% 7 B R T A% G2 it P AN P BV A
FHEE s, B A A S R 2 0, AT VP Al 4 AR R S
A PR RIF 5 3 A7 R T {5 25 85 S 10 R 45 4L A 0 £ 28 T 1 IR 45 R IS0, S o N R 45 £ 8 45 U
A0 T TGV ME R b A 2 R R L ) Wb IR 25 145 28 B VP AN O vk, BIE S 22 1) 6 FAH VRS (P2P 7
)V 5 2% B, REMANPIZE:,

2 EEEITMHAIEREAWSS)

TEN L RVEGE Py T 33508 A FE 645 PR 65 DAy A THT PR 86 R0 1T 40 R 0 — AN ) o, 205 52 BT AR
A PERE . AT EEPESR R .

EX 2. [FEERAZ QoS &M M —Fh & ok, e & T A Mk 55 F P 7E A8 A 3EAN IR 55 J5 45 H 16 FH P I 1) Ak
IR T 3 A I — A T e P ) R T A R B AR IR A IR 2% s T AN R I R] [T R 9 R4S 25 R q(sp) T LA
R JE (L) 3k A

anwj.i i
Q(S,-)=Hf @

N 2 2l ) 9 A 2 58 20 0 B, 2 5 A P 25, 0 S0 640, A S (9L 4 1€ [1,101w, 1€ [0,1]
TR BLE.

HT7E () eV PR UE P S A8t rys LS AT 58, R B0 28 B VP Al 45 SR 5 B S I B UK &% S Bl &
AR 45 BAT R BB R, Pl T B T B A T A e R 1), BRAT DB — ol P Web AR 2535 R A B R DEAG
%, Bl REAWSS.REAWSS  Ht (¥ £ 25 F V1 A0 50 20 2 0 AT B 4R R I 4 A s Web R %% QoS ¥ R4
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S VR EL S R SO B R R B Wel R 45 S R DTk £ 470 1 5 e, B 1T 4 0 A 45 0 B 4 R4 2
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L] DU P I8 SOt R 00 BB R AT A A AR S AR A A 4 R R R B i 0 A P ) R T A
P FH T VP AR Bk 55 it 0 4 22 1 P 040 R B A A5 S VA AR BB 2 B J 151K I (feedback adjustment) (17 H
) 2 i8R e O 2 Sz it HC R PR 3 5 B R SCHEBE (context inference), i B¢ 5 1% 7 AEAE A i A IR) Web iR
IR S A2 1 P AR P 22 TR R R R TR SO B S S BT (feedback coordination), 4R )5
FEIRAT 00 SRS B T 5240 F P 0 R 0L S A5, O 5 S B S I RE AT LG, X S A 9 B AR ORI s At AT A
I Kb R T I8 380 55 4 FH 7 2 00 R 25 (i 467 ) R0 2% gk FH P B TR 35 (LR SC) A IR 398 e e it 500 1 2 W4 R 8 I
45 [ I AR 38 43 P 10 % R R Wt AT — e AR IEAE Bk 3 RII e 45t A% il (feedback detection) 1 H (1) &
I X5 S S i, F TR B BTN G T2 R R AR SR I 8 B 3 AR ) CUSUM (cumulative sum) 432 A 44l
IR ST G R st T U R T B AR KT B T T R ST T ST Y B R SR R BT R B AR
T2 R 158 P 000 J U8 S5 2SR 97 1 5 B R 0o A B B (0 e, N T a2k B4 1 £ 28 B VP A MRS M 1 H .
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Fig.1 Framework of the REAWSS
1 REAWSS HE4e

55 3CHR[13,15,24, 34 AH BN, 75 A SC I 50 Web IR 25 4 A 22 R P A I 454 B B A6 5 4 381K 8 11 J 15t 4
B 0T RS 5 A BRI o, 8 HH AR S I S L T b K 2 PO 2 T AP0 i AR L B A Tl S5 1Y
WFITRLAE. 53 4h, 45 5% Q-peer J I Data collector 1 Repository 23 At Bh i 52 44 1) 5 £ A~ 48 nl WL SCik[31,33).

2.1 RIR%E

JRAZ AT MO SR B R RS 78 T TS B B VTN B I AT A B A I H IR R AR Y BT Web
e 55 3 B AT AE B P P VL S B, 0 9 55 e 2 A I A TR 0 P s B T A R T VA PR R A
1] A 1k LTl e S IR IR A 4.

TEX 3. B A AR PU T A i P R 57 il sk, Bl SF = (ID,, FB, ;,CL, ; ., Ratio) Lo 1D % 7R 5
i(i=1,2,...,n) AN P (W1 1D=2 2R 55 2 AN HI ), FByj #i 1D 456 j(j=1,2, ...,n) 4™ Web Hi 45 1) 5 15 25 2% (f01 FB=6),
CLijx Rk 1Dy 45 [ FByj I A5 KCE b K (AR k=1,2,...,5, 5444 5), Ratiof &7 1D; 78 A {5 7K°F CLijx
I R IE AR,

AR 2 S 3, I S (1 AT {55 7K Cljp b A6 A 38 K AN, IR B IE R Ratiof 7]t F U3k 7S:

Cck
Ratiof = ——- @
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e, RNCY 475 1Dy 76 1175 7K P CLjic 1405 60 T Bl 2 88 10 05t (G 0 J 84 9| F By - () a(sy) < cf a(sy) A& VF A
E%ﬁ%&ﬂ%&%%ﬁmﬂmﬂﬁéﬁmﬁﬁﬁ?Qmmimﬁﬁﬁwiﬂ%¢m%ﬂﬁﬁ*cmwt
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25 R T IR B B

4 Ratio, A BAFNAEIMHPAESE kK ANAEKT LG B0 RS ZOER R T TBRE, R 1D 1
Ratiof = Ratioj , I 50 1% FH 45 HH (10 s 0155 202 ml 38 10 (S Wi R T 43 B0 T, i DA B B0t A BB 2585 1.2 1Y),
5 0], T R B I IE A 28 /N T 1 BRAEL, T2 FH 7 1 F B 78 2 2 (L) Hh A B w5 4 — NN M
(H Tl D T A5 25 BEVEAS B AT A5 Pk 5 ) b AR 2.w; IR(E 7E A SC 4324 0.1,0.2,0.4,0.4,0.5 1% 5 /M4%
GAE (T LAKR A LA 0 T 250 ), A A S5 A 43 5l 5 B AN TS KT S GO Rl G 7 1 4% 45 7K F |, wi=0.1
FIRZH P SO AR K B, RS 1Dy 1 5B RE AR 22, 1 SREAS KT LR 50N BB (0 4 3 ol A5 25 1
PP A 7 g 25 3L 5 B

AR R e 1 WO RS v R P S U LA R R A KT SR SR F T R A B A N
T RE T 0T AN A BESR I I 5, 99 A L TEAT 25 B2 VR AL b ROBCEE. 59 A, AR S 37 1) S AR 8 B S Db 7 S
A5 FH P AR 7K ST B 42 b A S U 55 40 T Ok 5 B, AT A5 25 BEVEAN TIAS o VM ) S SR ER AL T AR B AR R
BRI R W R Y Ratioy, PR EUEDRF R L ST LA S5, (HX JE A fe ORUE 8 T e 5% £ 1) T R B 2
UL HEAf ). 0 T 52 20 F R U B TR SCIR S I S BRI A A T 18 e AR JEE I S 0 S8 5 T A S A 5, DR R
HIAMEEHOT K BB 1 B E AT R IE, B AR B 2( S A% 1E ) vt Hh ok
22 RIRKIE

SRS IE AR 52 FH P i B FH B SR M AR I R U A AT RO B A L H B R AT Web IR S5
T8 B AE i AT Bt R A P e A A ARG B R, L D R SE IR T TR SCHESE B S R BT B
BRI MK 2 Fros s B2 R GRAH 7 B SOE B HE SR TR SOHIE B4 A R IR 55
SRR 100 ) S U R B 88 I 4 C A S i FH P S U s A R v R L s e, e il 3 5 R T SR IR
HEAT T EC AR 3 S At 5 B2, AR 4k JHE BT 28 DX 8] 50 FLARCRH Y Ak 2.

R SR

BUimzg | [ BR[| RS | e RBNE

T
SE

Fig.2 Feedback adjustment
K2 BHIE

221 AR oCHERE

A P B SCHE R SRR W IS AT IR IR I 2 AR R2E A R R W B R SR —
MeREZHP BN UE RN —AGEEENE. & TR P BN SO S E Ny T AN R AR ), 12 4 8 B H % —
FR) 58 S AR A ST BRI 9 B LB g e ) Rk 2 il B SR A P BT SC0E X

EX 4. P BRSO P IEAT Web JIR 45 J7 Ab 1) W9 45 R i PR35, T LU — A FLt A %8 UC=(Band;,
Power;, CPU;,Delay;, Smooth;y. Hom i SRR 5 | AN el % IS Band; 7R W 4% 1) AT 415 %% Power; 3R 7~ IS
JBAT 23 1 LB K, CPU; R s 231 (1) CPU (R H % Delay; % 7~ B 2% 4838, Smooth; 26 7 IR 4538 47 19 38 1 (i
T 2R RS b )T B =1- R AR,

M X4 ] LB L UC AN [ 76 22 B A SR 98 T S 3L BT AR SR 1R s SO AR ). SR A oo 25 4k
M TR P BRI BAR TR R G 1k B AL A B H S R 5 TS TV 52 1 R e, A SOl I RS
BE UCV kR H P BRI ENZEREN P B UE RSB AP UCY Rl 2R B R 4
(hierarchical fuzzy system, f&i#k HFS)X H /b F SCHERE R 3R, Wi ] 3 Fror. A 2% HFS 18 140 A 44 I SCHR[35].
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J= U R 4

FHIRE(—2R)

FIIREE(—2R)

y
il = H AR » Ucv

uc Bt

A

Fig.3 Framework of context inference

K3 A B RSCHEEHE S

AL HFS @ BUR 3 AN ERNT UC BHTHEFEAR R B SOE B ZRG H UCV:

A 1. BRI (fuzzification), BT 5 AN AZSH(UC H1# 5 NI R) Ak AR B UCV HEAT BOBI 1h. 3 Ak
W14 2 {LM,BY, AR B B35 5 48 5 0 L (little)=/)y, M(middle)="1, B (big)= k. 3 FE4 i A\ Rl AR B4k O A
[F) 5 2% AR 5 A FH S V22 (knowledge base) 1 SR B R Z50RE 4 JH 68 V. 1) 51 B8 B2 (membership) kAT AR 44, 4% 3C
SR FH = A SR R T R B T T AT B AT ORI Ak, 191 0, B 4(a) R 4(b) 43 45 T Smooth A UCV 13 J 2 Bk 8.
I 0, HAth, 7 ) SR S R 4 5 L AL A s

Membership functions plots Membership functions plots
B ' Mo ' ' ' ' ' L ' ' Y ' ' ' '
10§, L 1.0 =, B
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Fig.4 Membership functions
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Fig.5 Hierarchy logic of user context inference
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Fig.6 Change of user feedback mean
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Table 1  Survey form of feedbacks
F1 RBHE

ID FB CL Ratio (%)
1 43 1 86.2
2 5.2 3 95.3
300 75 5 57.6
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Fig.9 Simulation comparison on reputation evaluation of single service
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Fig.10 Simulation comparisons on deviation of service composition
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Table 2 Contribution rate of modules
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(5) 151 H IE K ratiok,, , FE46 3L 5 T BRAA ratio] E47 EL, 2R J5 AR L &5 SR T wy AN [ (10 A T A, 5% i 47 R 4
wi F S e 2 IR 58 B A L5 R B B L 60% 1R L S WAz A, AR X L HiAth 3 Bl v SE A B L b B T4

B Jack 187 FH Web IR 45 7% £ )38 I, 25 B S 12 > g 07 At %) S 15t B8 7t 70 AH L3 . — HL A B — 58
K- (ratioly, > ratioy )i, 24 SN FE TR LSBT R AR 1T 3K I %5 1 30 N 2R AT R AIE B IR BE IR 26 Jack (1 )%
TR 45 5 5% A N I B A FH IR 25 I8 1 BT SOAR R 2 AL BT RIS, AT TE REAWSS Bt T R RS IE BB,
FTEH TR P G2 I A SRR SO G B AT 25 0k DR S B R #R  BUE
B RE N TE PR RN 2 UL B A9 G Jack 75 A5 SCIRR [38]H 1) 22 A2 43 R 6 55 1 At otk 4 ik 25 (40 A A 2SR AN 1w TG
Tk e S B[] (At A B0V S A ). AT, T SR R 45 P o 7 B [V S At ) 12 Jack xRS 45 T
ARG R S A A AE PDA AT IZ RS I 45 1R R B A R ek VP S laptop B0 R TFALAS [T DAL FE
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OB E R b AT R SCHESRRT RS ANE B AN S 4R S IR E Jack SRR G AR B B VRAL
)5

AP SR, T PDA IR 48 TURE A2 A7 /K -F- 3 1% T laptop, T 806 T Al — I 55 411 laptop (¥ 7 45 H () S
PR Y T PDA IR P 0 A 7E LR AR S S AT R 1 TR SUE B AR R T Ao v L
ANTF], REAWSS i J22 A0 HE BIRE P b1 SCHAR 5 = AN R 490 2, T PDA G g A\ UC R A 2 8l &
A FH PR RECR JE U 41 F (CPU is low) and (power is low) then (device status is low); If (smooth is middle) and (band
is low) and (delay is middle) then (network status is middle); If (device status is low) and (network status is middle)
then (UCV is middle)”, £& ik i 500 vl LA 24 R H 7 1R SCE BRI (E UCV=0.47.11i%f T laptop, #2 #% UC &
A FH A RER 8 U, 2 “1f (CPU is middle) and (power is middle) then (device status is middle); If (smooth is big) and
(band is middle) and (delay is low) then (network status is big); If (device status is middle) and (network status is
big) then (UCV is big)”, 45 F| ) UCV=0.85. 24X, i35 b F SCA5 B HHE R 45 B3R W e AT W B AN [A) (22 FRAOR), T X
TSR] 06 8K 2% 5 20 P 100 5 ot R ke T S dsfe /o B SC DR 25 190 % 08 T L84 Jack 1R s st 17 25 JE VAl 2
ANE I X IRATHR T R BRI S e g v S Jack A8 IR AR g SR B P (W Rose) 1) J A5t K
HEFXERYE Jack M8E 245 2 KR E ( FClagorose ) MR SRAF 1 FClg rose T H M 10 515 LA I Ji5 B8 11
TR TEBE (Fyaci) SR G AR F ok T 7 FRIAR N DX TB) S Jack  FAY 5205 43 I AR S ASCER A7 B 485 SR B/ B 3k 82%01 IR
Tt RE AR I

28R, R Jack SR AR Pt AR g HG S AR T 1T A9 38 B Al 5%, TR A B 5 MR 40 9T i X T
%o JHL it Jom 53 W) (T 0 S8 2 s Ut AR ARG I o A2 A B D ik e ek 159%). Wl AR I b ELAME AL ASC, TMS il ASSQ J7 vk
AR M. 534048 ASC il /b2 18 F P i def A0 b SO 2 B (052 T B4 0 15 5 B vEAl 78
TMS o, AR T LR 22 Bl 25 B VP4 LA (H L S BURSEAK IS T H=(C, S, Fdbk Attrs)™, 4% e bk i 1
T 2% 8, UL E TR H IR 4143 5 (composite scenarios),H B3 ] T & AN 0E4) 56 5. 81k, B8 AN 2% FR A7 1F ) 2%
RS AN AE A )i 47 S At Be A TMS {5 728 52 1 v M e 29 SI2 B (L, DA TTD 38 2% G 23 TE P AR 20 0 . B AR 7
ASSQ 1, B3 IR 45 B B RE A AT SO AR AR B VAL 1 A L BOWLE B B TR S5 Bk v v B b TR SO(E B 3
R, BOH 7 o R 5 R 55 0 A 2 0 AR, S B KT 30 Al e 5 ot R TG KT AL REAWSS Hh st FH P i 4 1
RSO, A AR TR B VAN 0 A T R B M L I A v B AR

ZE LPTIR, W RAFAE AR 245 Jack X FE IS = s i, o HLUn SR A 5K (6) F Rose & 14 Ji A [R] 98 55 I 1, A0 -4
REAWSS Hffith 2 [0 ReHE R R BRA, B 28 2 25 4 AT R a2 i 0, FR A1 0 oh 77 S Tt Al A e, 2 = 2 A U
Web filt 45 #1355 o 70 00 5 IR 1 Sybil B 51, Jack I Jd £ 1 al i T 45T B R AR 1 2 AN IR g5 T B,
MR HEAS IR S5 ke Sybil Brihi LA HR = BT TR A% IR 45 HOA5 25 B, AT 3R A3 AR5 R 2 AR IR A 7 56 4 A Bt o,
LA Jack #fi i 12 IR 55 1R 45 25 B Ok 49 A K BSEAR AR 22 FH P 45 T 12 9% K et RRURRGIE B B 3t T 3K 46 S A/ — 5 il 1)
R P 1 B A KT B S v T IE 8 KCSF e s ,CUSUM i S8 AR AR [ B P S 57K 1 5 T 6 AT 1R A 25 (), I ¢
HEBREMBME h TR — B f=h RS kA% 3 BT K L 28, 75 W, 45 700 87 00 145 25 B VP
fili A1 B4 BB, DR Ik B 84.49%, R B 8006 1) B S A5 BE 0% Bl S I 2. 1M 72 ASC, TMS Il ASSQ 4% 3
A ASC /b % B R SRR . TMS AR B2 3 T SCRFTR S U5t ER T 0t 2D WK Al 4 5 ot R T L e 3t P
fil P T VE ATR AN R A Jm) B4R A7 25 B VR Al PR BELASSQ  HR I AR 45 B T AR BB X 3 0 2 S I Wt b B4 FH LR
BT H P A5 1 R, e B TG ik L8 Sybil 1 (8] B2 Mok Bl b 5 ASC —#F, TG0 78 7 3% 5 I 131 1K) Web fik 5%
RGP A I IR S5 IR 25 B 4 T L1 AL

4 HRRRRIERE

N T SENRIT B3 A 3K Web [ 55 S5 A7 A5 (KR AL i S R K 3 Foft S AT 2K 1R 0435 25 B2 DAty o f 78 F) S i,
ATCEEH T —F T QoS A Web i 55 12 4 P 75 25 FE PPAG 1 75925, Bl REAWSS. 1% Jy it o A i S A% £, J
TSUREIE AN S ASEAS I 3 AL LR IS ok 1 7 114 3 Foft S on] £ 25 R VAl 2 WAk R ff P8 1) 5% i REAWSS HAT LR
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B FAEL) ST R R S AT R BRI T TR L S SR R A7 VA TR R (K R 2) SR (KR O AR
0L L e 30 ASOR S BRG] TR SCHEAT S R B R A B A 3) AR B SOAR R X B ISR I JRE AT Tt
PR BE RV SR R 1A R B VAN A MERA 1k A O A T P i e AR SO R 2 VR A ) 2 TR A
R K 5 ;4) CUSUM 4 H T 6 0585 o S 5, AN AL RE 6 A7 0 st e I APURRE 88 5 5 8%, ) Y- SR ) 9 00 o I it
(KPASE 0, AT GRIE 152 BE VT Al (0 AE A A, G20t T 23 58 44,5) 3 MBEERAE JBAT 1 5 S5 Il I B B 2 )34 L AT
B PO B R A EAME, NI AE A i — 2D 4 i T REAWSS VAl 1 iE. REAWSS [¥)75 R 48 /1 5 e 1) 7 2L
RGBT U 07 S5 R R REAWSS AN RE 58 i 514 ik 555 25 FE VTl 0 R 152, T EL S R 45 415 ) 1
FATT (KRB 73 50 A4 i 55 45 R 55 R 0 SRAE AR 2 P i 18 2 (1 A1 38 2 vy 17251 QoS ) Web
JIi 55 1 P HERE.

B HHT A 1k, FoAT T BAT B8 ) AL S BR PG 6 5 1K) REAWSS 5 23047 #8538 F1 N, LUA WA A 4 ECRR G
ZANEIVEAL P RE. I Z Web i 55 % T Internet, 13- W0 45 IO ANERUE DR 38, SC AR P TR SR 5 iR B A HR R B
s S AN T PROY PR AR Ak, T T3 S A 3% P AR AT BOR P Ak B0 o B AT S AR A, LB T R ASOR R
HJRE T ECHEEL (0 R SOREE ) SE R IR BT AE A 22 0 A SR K 5 S i B 2 b S Y 1
HURI B> S 5083 B, 5 8O A 0E 1Y B8 D B D ok, FRATT A BB AE 4 I, LAY B AR S 98 0 S i 4y 3 —
SEBR IR (K SE B0 1 6, LUK I S 56 &5 AR HER . S0 H AR R AE AN ACTRPRE K D 52 B B S5 r (1 358 38 R Lk R 9
PSR, T I 5 v Web IR 25356 5 m 10 5 25 FE Vil RO AE A MR 3 B iR 25 T 4R &l T SERO 55
I3 4 A8 1L 53t SCH BT B 47 B EAR S FR A I S A T L g 2 [ R 2 S I S RS IR 4 AN B A AN T E PR R
SR £ 2 Bn BR 55 v S A VT £l REAWSS J7 35, T 523 REAWSS 33— 25 S 3 .
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