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SLA-Aware Fault-Tolerant Approach for Transactional Composite Service

ZHANG Jun-Na, WANG Shang-Guang, SUN Qi-Bo, YANG Fang-Chun

(State Key Laboratory of Networking and Switching Technology (Beijing University of Posts and Telecommunications), Beijing 100876,
China)

Abstract: Addressing the status quo that fault-tolerant logic of composite service is not separated from execution logic and service level
agreement (SLA) violation appears frequently, this article proposes a SLA-based fault-tolerant approach for transactional composite
services. Firstly, finite-state machine is adopted to model the execution process of the composite service and monitor the execution status.
Secondly, monitoring automata is employed to monitor the SLA attributes during its execution to avoid SLA violation. Thirdly, an
improved differential evolution algorithm is used to quickly determine the optimal recovery plan for the compensation process. Finally, a
process is given to illustrate that as the approach is isolated from the execution logic of the composite service, it is easy to develop,
maintain and update. The experimental results based on the real data sets show that the proposed approach is superior to other approaches
in both the fault handling time and composition optimization. Meanwhile, the approach can deal with different fault scales.
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W15 A TR, Bk R 2 19 B FH AR ) (R AL 4 Ik 45 ,composite  service) H 418 Ik 45 (BRI 41 44 il %% ,component
service) I I 45 41 & BeAR 4 & .

Lo 748 T 20 2Rl FF R N D3 PR Ta i A M AE 2 RS T B L B R N AR, H TR 2 A W
H TP & BIIR 45 (platform as a service, @i &% PaaS);™= i, Lk i1, 1BM 28 5] 1 3% T Cloud Foundry [ FFl = N H 1 &
Bluemix,http://www.ibm.com/cloud-computing/cn/zh/platform/?Ink=bucl#infrastructure.i# il PaaS, 21 21 ok Jf & A
A AT LI £ (K APl(application program interface) B[} 20 4 I 25 & A1i 1) 2 #1485 b DA At G A 20 2804 P ing L mf
LGP & ECAM APL LTS S E IR %, BRI 4 IR 25 . R bk, 8 d PaaS 414 24t R 45 I AR AR KRR B b 46
MRS B R R WAR R R R PaaS b VAT AL AR S5 o1 & 2 W) sl 38 = 7 de i, H LT BRI 5 R 01 A
{109 09 28 B AN AT 5 1) Internet, JIT LA b I 6 20 11 R 45 445 1T 110 20 4 IR 45 A2 AT It R P g AT T e K1 A o 5% L 28
SRR S5 T A IR 5 2 s L5 ) 8507 R BLAA T W B (Faiure). DAL bk, 7 AR R S 1) 36 D09 6 355 e o] £ 41 2025 R 55 11
AT SEARAT I AN A A e 16 i L

BPE ] S PR R BAT 4 BT (Fault prevention)!! . # k& HE B (Fault removal)®l, & 15 (fault
forecasting)(®. 24 (fault tolerance)l. 21 B 4145 Ik 45 PRI LA R 25— 8 T 55 == 7, DXL G AR sl 3 753 2 1 i 201 B 45 4
5 AR S B, 8% 3R P SR FH e i 70 977 AR e i ok e A A 3 T B TR 2 A IR 45 A TTAT ) LR LA TR 55 T
A PAT PR 8 DA R 20 1 R 45 (¥ 20 S A S R [ b s, A B 45 AVAT o B 1 A 1 000 (¥, T LA T 3 e
FEAR AR 2 B I 55 (ATt 1 TRt 7 2 5 A A 2 1 A R 48l 4 4L 10 IO WA ) e 1 £ s R G 4k 482 IE T 08
AT I 58 BB T Tl e (10— P B AR [ I, 254 430 A 5 70 7 A L o 31 e 253 BUR 4 2 W (FaiNure) 1) F (1] 1] B o 48
KH, H R TE T4 ™= 2 2240 0 115 40 a8 4 38 45 2k W0 H IR (https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Fault_tolerance).
DALk, 240 B AR ek H AT ORAIE 20 A IR 45 ] SE AT 1 B 8 R V.

S MR 2% (1 R4 B A 32 B4 5 255 5 b B (exception handling) #1545 4b 2 (transaction) 1. 7 25 Ay iy 14 i i
P & H A (forward fault recovery), H AR B & & b, il A 20 & iR 45 4k 230475 )5 38 8 5 ) 0 Pk BB R
(backward fault recovery), /e #bi AN AT % 45 5 OG0T, RAIE 20 & IR 45 28 1 A0 — B0 AL 2 71 T 4k 3 5 45 7
Y1 AR 25t B IR s e g 45 AL AL 45 O — R R R AL A & M 55 L AR G sl 3oy o B LA SR TR v R B A
IMPAT B A A HAPAT X T 55 B A R 55, 29 A I 74 Pk 1) 4 A IR 45 b B0 e s b, a4 20452 11 40 5 IR
G5 W4k BEARAT, B 26 1 B — AN AT REAT AME PR ARG IR ZS TT 46 8 B R TR M AL A R 45 5 v B
BT I B ALE IR 45 B I DK ST A A IR 45 S B A T B 5 R g5 45 b B AR BOR.

FRANZ AL 1 S HL 5y R IR AR, S DR AT A A1 5, BPEL (1 71 8 4 S DR IR N 10 5532 4 v (BRI, 7%
BB AAEARZ I T VE 2 S L) A A I8 AR (R TR« A 0 S TR DR G 2, A T A ) s Ak 358 % A
AJ LA A b 3% (compensation) SR AT, 4 U 15 UG, 2 45 I 55 RE A 6 AR AE — SOIRAS 10 TAE B 4 T Al & IR S5 T Rk

DR, T R AT b 55 38 i 2 AN il A B A I R 2 A A UK IO AT I A 2 A T VA T AR
(KA Philik.

B T DR 2E 5 IR 55 LE AT 2 A0, B B AR AR R A R AN i S IR 25 A8 FH 38 0 TR 45 B 0t 2 1) 19 IR 45 45
W (service level agreement, fiiFx SLA).SLA (K13t 2 I T {5 1% 45 S5 fit (quality of service, i Fx QoS)M ™, Hi 2 fiR
5 AN RN IR 25 48 FH 22 1) 1 2B 0 8 SR, A A7 A T U7 2 TR R A 240 (BRCA B 0 1) — 38 ), o A 6t I 55 o
JSEIH ) TP R RSB BTN LS5 A T A R UL SLA S bl P A 3 S RS R A A AR (1
FE L) Re AR Dy e JE M) 1R 7 v a0 e I T A s W — A IR 45 o A0 BN AT ASE AR T AE S iR N H I R L SLA AR E iR
S0 St 2 0] 1 v 2 O (top-level interface)*? Bl SLA Wi¥s TR T 4H & R4 H R & . Kk,
AT AR A5 R 45 AR T I R A SLA, J30AT 24 T 5 7 10k T B A e 1) 7 A — /- Bk ik

N T ek IR, A SCERR T —Fl SLA KA1 AL A R S5 5 71 (SLA-Aware fault-tolerant approach for
service composition, Rk SLAFT).SLAFT 254 18 45 5 41 4 Wi 55 PUAT 18 45 AH B 40 35, JUAT 6 77 A ek (¥ i) ik A 2
T il % :SLAFT K F A BRR AL (finite-state machine, B Fk FSM) ZEA AT W 328 21 45 TR 55 AT R A, FE M0 47 7 A g s
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W e 15 B AE — AN —BURPIRES, 5 (B EAT T — 20 M2 4 R F IR 98 B 3L (monitoring automata, 8 B8 MA) i #25
YA M 25 AT 2 T 1 SLA JE P, 1T DR ik 25 B2 (3t 38 5 I 45 A6 T 8 2 0 8 8 1) SLAGHEAT M2 #4E BF R F T
HE 10 22 43 HE AL 5L (differential evolution algorithm, 7% DE) b 54k e A Wk 5 A0 ).

h T B UE A S TR TV SLAFT (AT R0 315 A B2 51 £ 48 :QWS(http://www. uoguelph.ca/~gmahmoud/
gqws/)F! WS-DREAM [ QoSDataset2(http://www.wsdream.net/), I ATTHEAT T 1 B SE 50 1556, 5% FH SLAFT 5 Hiftk

S )7 FUE5 R0 2 B (SRR REAT T 20, SE 00 45 SRR IE 1 I 2 B0 i 1 A

ASCES 14 HASCIRIWT 837 5. 55 2 795 15 Yo/ 40 SLAFT HESE, SR Ji5 1 41 i 38 A S0 o B 555 1) 3 A e (B
FORAIAE . SLA M. REBURITHE) A SO R 28 3 145 Hh R SR o S50 v R P ) et 2 23 AR SR 1)
FASCHUE R 5 4 174y 07 550, An se i gl v SEIR . M0 58 5 W AR TAR R — 1o &
SCREAT BGPTSR,

1 HRIFE

B AL — A SR Pl PaaS IR 3 T-A7 8 1 ik 45 HE 4 5 4 (service recommendation
system, fRi K4 SRS)B, T TR A B 58 A Ik 45 & A P (0 467 8, 33 1T DAy T R 19 il 25 (L an 8 4%). el T4
S AN IR 25 S — TR AE T R IR I 45, B B 1D IR 4% T 6 FH (L 77 B v 1 L 5 b 145, B U P AT B
PaaS £ A7 & A IRk 25, LA SR 4 5 SRS 1R & Ji 30 AR ¥ 7 1 7 47 IR 45 5 B2 40 6 1A FH 1 181 IR 25 Map(F 2 B £
A7 5 P DX sl P R E) R A7 IR S5 Loc(FH Tt 8 H P B 740 2, - JORS v b R AE M 1 ). DR R AN ) 24 1 o F
{1 b AN [, BT SR 1 5 8 S5k R AN [RD, T DAFE T8 FH 31— A A 30 1) b P81 AR 45 i, 0 20 8 FH G 5 A0 IR 55t 3 A
Ui, 1 P A 45 RS A R 25 L TR T RE I B AT A A AT A AT A4 AN AT AR B T 41 A IR S5 1R A 45 i 42
REM TAERME 1 FiR, AR L IUE 5 R BPEL.

b

e EE sk
(rec)
v é v
A % Serl A k%5 Ser2

i E IR % (mapl) Hh P e 2% (map2)

TEA7 g5 (locl) TEAT %5 (loc2)

HEEEVEAN L 1Y A P D 2
fik 45 (list1) HEFEAR S5 (list2)
I T
1
JRIFE SR
(reply)
[

Fig.1 Workflow for service recommendation system based on service composition
Bl 1 BT A RS IR S e R g8 LA
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BPELMSLZ sz Bl 20 45 I AT Web JIR 25 1 — AN 52 B 1R TV A vhe, G 3 i s — AN TG s LIl AT CAE R Sk
SCHLAL A el AR G 1 BPEL [15E AT 5li(receive) (invoke) A1 reply) 7y 5 St LB WO B BAT 4104 IR 45 AR 91 AT
g BN R TP SRR N R B i (i) B AN T Bl S B 2H A IR 2% 1 42 4 O 1 (sequence)y (while) FT
(i IEB RS M SEBUBUT  AF P00 5% (o 54003 v] LU I (Flow) 51 3L AT 45 #4) (scope) 1T LA & T v& 3, HLRE 4
TR B — AR A) 4 (compensation handler) 1, iZ AR 45 & T #MeER A 77 ZERAT IR 5 B X ).

B 1 b 2B 7 7 K Ree I8 5 —AN(pick) i 1) CR F 5 5 O3 7m) I R 46 s 19 /S I 25 (4 45 R 25 Serd,
A MRS Ser2) i — AN IR 45 il mi R 4 SR Serd 1 5B M H T Wi 2, —N(sequence)idi B CR FH 4 5 <O R ) R
F b B 55 Mapd FTRE 467 IR 25 Loc K 45 I 4 P 4 SR Ser2 1 506 At w15 F 155 T 5 e 2R AL 21 & R 45 AT i )R
— AN G B R FF5 O 7R) FH R P2 4515 FH - 10 D3 S0 A5 U2 SR 801 sl #9237 268 47 19 R 45 (list )
WA AR T D7 A R R T 4 19 e 45 (list2), 55 HE 4k 42 41 2 3R (11 25 F 7 (reply).

IUAE AR FRATT R R 137 5 4 B P (R SR B, 1 26 A3 8 17 Serd (190 5, AR Gl % gk AT T 3 FH (R
7 B B AL IR S Mapl SR )5 I 41AF IR 25 Locl) AHAE Tl H] Mapl 5, B Locl ANTT .48 i A5 4
WG - UKL SR MG (point recovery strategy), BVt Loc 34T B, Bl 4 G R 4 s I I RE Ty RS 1 R 25 4L AR
AL FE T2 LU N 5t i Locd A SR n] F (EE R S 2% 35%), ELAS A7 0 38 6 JIR 25 If 75 TR P 1) 25 46 SR H 0
DU W e ] 3 T B SR 2 A — ol R 1 2 A SR S, B R DK &2 SR W (workflow recovery  strategy). H: FE B4 a2 Wi
X IAT TAE R HEAT #1M2 (compensation), ¥ [F13 £1 LT (IR A&, H 78 3% 3 — MR ARIAT #6512, 50 OR 416 I 45 11 4%
SEPAT . — AN L (1 2 SRS I 75 BERAE AN SR 45 A8 5 15 IR 25 4R A 0 2 o e 1) SLALIT LA B X i Pk A 5K
7 BT IR (1) AT A S IR S5 I AT RS BEAT BB (2) AT /R AR IR I R v AN [ SLA;(3) G -
A AT 12

2 SLA BHMESBASRESBERE

St 7 A i L FRATTHR T SLA RS I 2 45 B B R 45 A4 T v SLAFT.SLAFT 248 1IEH M4 & k%
PAT 2 AN JG 4538 48, ) I M 428 20 A IR 25 I PA T IR S FBRAT 1R FR P i) SLA J&8 M B S A TIRES 1IEH FIAS
HUL SLA 33 S i I 35 i B B R 5 45 ) — L BAS OIR AN SLA 33 ), 3t fish & #H B () #2235 /. SLAFT
JEREAR AN 2 s, LR AL A 3 A H L 1A RS R A I P A R R A A RCR AL AR AR AL & IR 55 134
ATIRES IR AT I AR b PR AR HEAT I 42, — HLk N RIR S 4 Ak A e 3 Wk 2 IR oH S 0 AT (PRl 23 BT 028
2.1 F9); e 2y SLA Wids, HoR A IS A S L AT FE 1) SLA JE M7 I, i SR I SLA 3 J, 4 fi
RBEYE 3 AT (FE4H 20 BT 2R 2.2 749); i 3 S0 WS RT3, L 0] H I A i Rk ZS F0 SLA 8 3 R

‘ Vet 72 2y BEALSE

Fig.2 Framework of SLAFT
B2 SLAFT JjikHES

A S AT 51 % ——

i .~ & ] I K
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2.1 RERBYKE

A IR SS 10 TF AT R R IR IR TF 4, 280 5 A op DR A d 26 30 45 HORAS AR A m BB BR1 4 Bt 26 Ji
AFAF A M55 15 B AR A P PR TR 4R S AT 8 T AN IX BOAR S PR UE 41 IR 55 1) 1E 8 AT, 400 506 21
A MRS AT RS AT Ba 45 A% S0 R G FURAS WU B AL A IR 45 AT IR S 5 JL AT I A2 b RS AT I 4.
A5 A A MR 5E X ARG T4 A BRARAS LI 8 S, 3 ) RO ] 31 F A BROIR A HLE BRI 45 4
M5 IRES.

EX 1EERE). HEMRS CS &2 —A=J0dl(Var,Vy,Po), Hip Var J— M E IR EES Vo NESHED
A HEALE HAR I A TR HI LR IR AR, Po S W LA J5 41 & IRk 55 AR R AR,

€ X1 Var oA A RSB AR A IR 5S84, T Vo Je X & ANl 5 414 IR 55 W UR T, Po b 414
MR 25 R RAT IR (0 HEAT R AT ).

EX 2(BRKEM). FSM 2 A TLITCH(ZS,50,6), H b ZRMAFT 5 AL A RE S S ZAEZ AT BAR
BEA 502 S I — MEFEHARE B IFIRES;F A& S 1 52— MRS, 85 AOIR A o/ — AN S R Sx ZH1 S [k
9 R B 5 Sx 2 8.

KK FSM @B A n AAAEIRS A SRS PAT IR, RS s BN (V,P).se=({Var,—> 4,
Var,—¢,...},Po),si=({Var,—>Ser, ¢ Var,—¢,...},P,),...,f=({Var,—Ser,,...,Var,—Ser,,...},P,). H: /f Var,» ¢t % Var;
WA € X, Sery, ..., Serqe ZIRE s A B SEBR 2 SR b 416 IR 45 I BAT T 3l = LA e 45 1903 A8 SE 4K P ol
20 A IR S5 B PAT R, TT RE B A AT L FE A T SOt T e — B DR RE AR 3 B 5 A A IR 55 1 R AR s 4 4 o
AR,

A AR FSM A — AN IR TE S RN 5 )err(erre 2), H R FR A& IR 45 AT 1 2 Hh a3 1) — 28
BRI 1 5 BT 1R Il A, bl 4 PR AR 45 A5 7T L SLA i J 55 HLARR TS 301 err (1 A\ BEAT AR AL TEAE IR K FSM
BB TUIRAS Serr(Serre 2). AL AE UL, VS € S|{Ser }.(S,€T,Serr) € 6.

X F—AFSM F=(Z;S,50,5,f), BA TR s —2> ' MTE XK IR(s,a,8") € .45 78 — MR seS,enable(s) U MR
A s &b TP B enable(s) ={s'|s'e S nae X As—2>5" €8} .F 583 HAT nd — A BR KRS T
B A P 51(S0,81,50, -+, Sn-1,8n, ), FE 180,81, .. Sn-1,F€S,81,80, ... @n € 250 1 £ 73 I AU FSM (K2 SR IR A 45 HOR
AN FIAMO<I<n-21 5 —225s,,, Hs, , —2 > f TARAEN sj—2>s—2>..5, ,—2>f RETE
AT AT 7R T2 (prefix) A mif) —AN F Be(fragment), Ho I URIRZS so FFAR, AEIRAS si(i<<n—2) 45 o AT i1 5 2
(suffix) A ni ) — A B (HHACIRES si(iSn=-2) T4, 25 I T 45 ORES f(— /MRS seS 2 — S HORE, G HA
FAERE s'eS FED) ac 2l s 2 s ;B M FRHON JE L HOR D).

X T35k SRS [ FSM F(SRS)WIIA] 3 Pz (iR ARR AU SCREAE SR 2.3 1 H i FE). % 5% SRS [¥) BPEL
BT SO HE T SCHR[L5], b w5 TIR AR s IR 45 AR5 30, 2 45 A1 L (URAA H 7 0 S5 L) I 3 3 List2 B 0475 1T 24
RN = 3 5245 B I 76 30 Listl B30T B2 3, AVIRZS s T PN AT REI AL B ARAS s10 B spq fH S
WA N EE LN, — BHAES E AR BB R — MRS 5 &5 3 KL (pickyiG s LA P W e i B
W& ME I EPAT R A R e R R — A RE B 3 1 ARSI AT LU BPIRES err (H24 T 390 mT 32

S TR s AT IR RIRES.

R RS BA ZERAT T IR (migration state), i 2 Ud, 0T WS T AT IE R 2
AN APAT IR AR FEABLL AT LA FH (Flow) & 2« (pick) i 2 8% 34 38 % 25 7% (non-idempotent) ik 45 1 H (Un
SN T AT ARTAH [R] N 2 550000 R 289 PT 45 380 R [ 10 &5 58, I RR X A ik 45 1 P o2 e 458 110 5 S 2 A A e A5 P e 45 1A )
PR LEE 3 1 ABMIMNIRE s R BIITBARE N 55,53 F1 s,

BPEL & H & 44 M2 ML HI (compensation mechanism), H % 45 /2 # gn F2 7 SORHUAY O 20 58 s sh 7 4E
1) 45 SR AR IZAME WL A R B, BT, AR HE ORIE 320 U5 28 48 T 75 (R 25 Re 9% 00 12 R AT D RB P 225K, 2 T A
PRI T B A TR R AL AN B 2 32 )5 3R R AR RPIRES N T S IR AN & BRAE, FeAT T3 7 T BPEL 19
FFANIE B T DA A (R W Fh A8 Ak, BT P 3528 4k (internal  change) F14h #5258 1k, (external change): PN #5454k 481 15 5 28 M
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W s BERFPIRZS o 1AM AR A0 532 LA il 55 (R

Fig.3 Finite-State machine for service recommendation system based on service composition
K3 BT AE RS MRS 447 RGN BUIRZSHL

N T AR AR AR A, 6 ZRE — AN S B AT 1T KPR (AR il D oK ARV K R bl 4 i IR S s
STRRATAEFPIRZS s, 2 140 3 A2 A6 0 47 AR A2 A A ATl k. BPEL (113 ¥ ) (communication activity)
RSB, E i (receive) (invoke) A reply). IR Ay 38 15 % 202 ME — RES 15 21 1 ik 5530 45 A998 30, B LA T 4R b s A2
AP 5 ZEO R IEAR W53 a i 52— N AME OISR E — AT apay, I PAT apa AT AU 15 35 a )™ Az (1 45
R IEE] a AT TR Bl 4 B, 2 0 B 3 AR Locy 48 5 1AM f A, JL ik o B4 CLy SR
WK 55 Locy i BT 22 (R 46 R AR AN B2 DR I #AF Locy B ZE O Ak BB A2 4K

(pick ext: isControllable=true...)

({invoke operation="Loc;”...)
(compensationHander)
({invoke operation="CL,”...)
({linvoke)
(lcompensattionHander)
{linvoke)

(Ipick)
Fig.4 Compensation for invoked location service
Bl 4 5 A7 ik 55 1 H kb 43
B FEEANE SN a, 784 — AN N IR 5 19147 5 (backward action)ayay, 36 5 77 il X1 R A58 i 330 5 Py 3R A% Ak AT ik
T AR SR 3 A A, DAORIR [ BT a Z T IRPIRA&S.— AN F(SRS)JS AT B (K161 1 4 s, —2— 85, i%AT
SMEH G MRS HRPRAS H s7=(PVIAMEN s5=(P, V"), HAME R RE A DR AA V 0 4 DR A7 RS V7 RN I 3l ek
FMEE ) CLy 3 X € A7 IR 25 (W L BRATTR A 5 ok 7R — 285 AT 3, JUAME T R A 77 B 4 S Br s 4.
JEJ 1 AT 3 4 1 11047 30 (Forward action), bl s, —% s, 25 52 — X i (114730 a¢ RS 4T3 ap, B s ——> ' Al
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S5 MG TN T s 228 Lt s 0% s s JR AR 2 1 5 AR AT AT B A T i AT
BHG AT AR
2.2 SLAKEE

Jg T AN I RSB IR S5 4 1 3 550 75 i 10 SLA, L U6 2 A IR 45 AT IS A2 P 1 SLA s P HEAT IR 92,
TR0 5 A B A B L (deterministic finite automata) i 328 SLA J& 1, A STHR I g W 458 E B HL. 1 25 45 He s
H 3L E X R

EX (EEIE A ). K% AP MA b 1t 241(Q,Q0,2,6,F), HH,Q JREEE S, QucQ WHIE RSS2
JIEHTE SRR, 5QxIxQ N LR FeQ N HZIREESE.

BMFA/ ST HKr ARG EH.4 2 WAL AJFEIES ag,a,,....a,e 2 W A 2,
WERAE A PR SRR 0y —2> 0 — 20y, —— 0, HE T, 00€Qo,aie F(Ii<n) aie I HLX Fvisi<n,
(G, a,0) €8N PUT n=s—2>s —2 .5, ,—>s ATH A BN, MR FIES) a,a,,....a, T A 852,
RZFERE A FEL ) AT RT3 A 32 10035 35 51, AR #F5 L(A)ER R,

58— SLA JBYE Psia,A(Psia) UK MR EE B S — A AT W APsLa) 252 10, W R HE e T % e 1)
SLA J& AR 2 U0, 415 IR S 3T T FE B an R IE R T e 1 SLA JaE P, 2 i ke L AR Y S 5 1 3L,
WA S AN il R 45 € — A B PLAE SRS 1 A AR SS OASTT 48 AR 2 A7 2 LA AF IR 5 AN
Al B Al H R TES) err i B — RS SLA JRMEME, RATE X —ANAE M CS HIE AN Mcs=
(A(Py),...,A(PN)), L1, Pi(I<SiSN) 4 SLA JE k.25 58 L(CS) ™ B — M PAT m, W Rl i A7 (9 LB L A 448 98 A
WAL Mo, oAb 5 30T it & Mes A2 00, M AT i RE AN e SLA I MA B 31 W 2 4 F i i s SLA I, MA
B il VA5 K 2 B 216 T 25 AT 5 | BTN 2 R o SRR R A 281) e 2 sl e AR I (1 i SRR, AR R AN 7=
AT SLA AT 45 .

23 MEMXMITE

Bl 3 R BRI (— =) B R — IR IR 51 BIPIRAS s7 AT AR ss, 1 R %S Locy REHE BTh I L, 41 &
W25 AR5 S ) T A0 L DR ) 48 500 525 0 Lo, R R bl 1V, A1 25 RS HERE A B ELRS e,
IR 55 RS MR 45 A 0 37 220 K T S BELRS A 6 IR 45 L 5 AT RO e 8 77 DB v ik &2, 55 ZE 0 B 5 R
SR — A T IR LT AL A BRSNS PR S AN B — AN E RS CR A G AT 8h) AR e ik B — A
] BABIA 45 dOR S AR B A2 CR H AT AT 3h), DAk i AR 41 & IR &5 10 AT |6 3 3% 5% SRS I— /N1l fig
IR S TR K rops 8 R 2R (———) KR, g e R R RAT B err IREAME B —MERIRES 50,88 5 KA AT 19 4T
FIHRTS 5o BPIRES 510, B, G M 55 B D HAAT 76 K.

EX A(REMR). KEME r 22— HAT s, —2>s—2>. 2y i yg o Imz G, f
Horp G HOIRES s HIERIRAS, AL :(1) 0<Sm<{n;(2) Vi<<m,a;e 35;(3) Vj>m,aje 3.

PREEN v BIRTEEN v B MCIRES Serr TFIR, FPIRAS si(i<<n) &5 R — AT )7 B, JLRZ00 v K MOIRES s T84,
BEYORE R — AT B

103 5 SRS AE IR S so AR MUK rops, 4115 Mt 55 e BE Gk L L 30 BIPRS00 2 AR 40 (pick) & B (115
SCL LR A PR PAT F5 S AN e B D AR 45 SRR A S T e SRR S R AT AL A IR A5 O S DR kAR 4
BPEL 4 J& J& L4 1, A (pick)iG 204 e — A isControllable J& 1M1 I o7 T i it bk 53 M e ske 48 s ml 5 01 (00%
FAEBAITI 5 K 3 Fros X TURE o, i % & L1 isControllable J& M AE A H (W&l 4 JiT7R), 415 (pick)
% B0 395 B 1 28 o PR DR 28 T 9 o1, DR ot AT 4 B S R R B AT 4B AR 45 B T (piick) i Bl 7E B et Bl e i
8 (Flow) FICif) 3 20 1 R 48 42 . 4 SR (Flowny ik 2 4 i 5 4 mT 458, 9104 AT 5 1 280 2208 3 i S AR Mk 52 0 ) 4
TR 05 AT ALB I 55 40 SR IE B4 F8 8 0 AT 458, 918 4 AT 51 20 2006 ) W v ) PR, 1 4 4 R 52 R )
FR0E 1043 SCHAT A IR 45 AR AR IR A s, 1I(Flow) % B 1) isControllable J& 7558 & K B, M AL IR so [RI(IHIH NI
isControllable J& k¥ & W84 Wk ST FEFF FF L BPIRTS  so, IR R ()G AN T 488, Wk ST #2485 O, AT 5 1 200 4
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VI IR RAT O ST & T AL IR 55, BRI G VR B0 3 8 BRES 510 BRRES s, BTG H M I 45 B
BATHR— AN PAT IR T30 A 2 5086 T SRS, S AT B MRS e FFIABVIRAS 5o &5 AT TR
So A B 1T 7, L0 AN TT 5 B AS AR IX A IR A& G5 R T AT E WAL R RE A, FRAT TR — AN WA AT 42 R S TT 4R A AT
I AT G 8RR G B (RIACRE s BPRE si) ARG DRI — 3o (H R AL T — DM MR AT IR
BIFIRIAT S5 AL T BRI FE b A AT 438 5 287 LU B 4k 21— A4S DUAS ] 428 0R 25 45 31 1k 52 K1 R
— AN IS BT PR3 TR 1) S L A BT 5 486 TR b 70 W R T AR &5 R R L AT R T LA e A A RS R B
P2 T LRI 45 45 T R A4 RN = Th e 1tk U7 T 9 75 2K
SRS U, MRS RI I VT 43 D 3 A4 (1) B TR RS Ser LA AME B —ANMT AR E;(2) MUILIT
ORI, 75— BEBR ] IR 28 10 U0 I 42 (A0 36 HE B () 6 12, (B) VS IR A AN T 44 5 4515 1 358 40 AN 2
2 o A3 B WK RN K T IR a0 4%, 56 3 FR A BIA TSR 4020 1 4 v B LA B, LR IR R BT R K
SRR TG B MRS Sere BT RS PRAT= 22 19 PO AR A0 R A1 3828 14, 9 3828 A0 4R I T 2L AT IR AR 52 4
RAEIIRZS ST SRS, M1 3 FoR w2 10 4 HIR A e PR R BPIRAS 50 /838745 £ 75 030 i $AUAT M2 A0 W 45 22 1
FEAE apay, LU CLIAT IS 2 7= 2E 1 45 R T SRS, R EHUATHAE CLy,CM, Fl SR B S $ATVE3) Locy,Map;
I Sery PR AR S HLEE 2 FAr RIER 3 oy T O R AN, 3 O 4 A IR S5 B I A G LA IR S B R S ks AL AL
PERR S5 R 5 2 30 558 3 3 43 Rk — DX T At 2 55 2 308 40 10 T B R v 9 2 2 I R e 1 R A 4 S
A RS B Bk PR S O A IR 55 5 %o AN 21 5 IR 45 308 ¢ o A0 4 1 TR 45 1 o R I AL, 3580 75 0 i
(P 20 A R 25 AR 3 2L SLA JBPEHEAT 4 A B3 2 SLA 0 aT4e F, T 3B Iu gl & 45 3. Lo o100 45 #4
WA GE R MRS m A EAE R ANE | AMEE AT RS B2 1" P A 7k, b il
SN BRI, A TR S H 2 IR B0 B A AE — 4 B — B R A5 R v L ok X R AE 2 4k
PR R, A G 7V 5 2 T LA B G S S A0 455 B 1R 38 00, 2R 1 95 28 38 R SRV AN AT AT SCRR[ATT 0 A T
X 4B ik 55 3 $R s D04 A MR 45 e F mT DA 5S04 22 1 6 1 A i) 8 (multichoice: multidimensional knapsack
problem, fij # MMKP), H SCHR[18] CilE ) MMKP 24 NP-hard [5) &5, it LA RE 5% ] — 26y v9 53 Feam AL 10 it
BRI S5 S HR s L A R R 25 19 0] B, DAV 22 25 3 R AN R S0 T LASK A A0 1R 2 380 SR 55 254
R AN SLAIE T A G B H B B A6 R 55 TR R B i S PR E 3 n, 020 5 200 S IS B0 o 1
e, SR FH 99 254 2R B0 S A (10 I 1D K AR K, B0 B A TG 3 SR AR AT 140 25 35 SR PR b 1 e A 90 o 3 A 31280
KWRBE LM SR L, AR SR B R A A 0 SR 45 51 W0 45 R0 AR KT BRI T S 50k
BT AR, 7 4y BEAL S VE R L AT B 08 /D 8 SR it 4 SR S 50 /N ) A0 3, A 2 A 4043 80 e o 17 T 022 e 1A,
PATRRFH CS3E 11 22 43 AR S50 T SR A 20 G TR 45 5 R e U0 2 AR T 45 10 ) R L AR S B FR DL 3 19,28 4 T
152 56 8 BB G IE T TS0t 9 22 0 HEA STVE L T 0 e AT i

3 ETFHMHENHLME LN RMIRENK

T T BT A B e 1) 22 43 A B S AR B UK SRR, T LA AR T 1 S A 4 2 oy R B AR
S T A SRt P b T, B T T N B B K i T v
31 ENHUERE

1997 4F,Storn FI Price 75 3 fhdk 4k &3 (evolution algorithm) ) 5Lst F4% t T 224> M4k 2% DE®L.DE £ —

SR AR T OLRE ) A8 0 25 A AR R sE L R
1) MR
FEMRAS ) ep BEAL . 550307 2 NP AR (RO RURE), 58> el DO 0 4 250 A G o A 4 ke, A 9 55 04X
FhEE AR 1E k)
X(0)={X1(0),X2(0),...,.Xnp(0)} (1)
o 5 i APk Xi(0)(i=1,2,... NP IS j 4B 7 o0
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xij(0)=L;+rand(0,1)(U;-L;),i=1,2,...,NP;j=1,2,...,.D )
Ferb [, UA 5§ 4 (R B S0 TRl rand (0,1) 4 4T 0 1 1 22 1) (¥ 35 20 43 A B LA
2) &5
25k g-1 IEAUG, AT RIS g-1 AUREE N X(9-1)={X1(9-1) . X2(g-1),.... Xnp(g-D) F MR ¥5 55 g—1 ACAHREIAS
PTT LUAF 258 g ARFEE AR 1 SE HEAT I R S 4 AR A5 B 4 Hi(g):
Hi(9) =X, (9-D+F(X, (g-D-X,(g-D)1<i<NP 3)
Hrp, X, (9-1),X,,(9-1), X, (g -1) I g-1 AR REHBEHLERE) 3 DK pizpozpsris A, (9-1) =
X, (9 -0 =X, (9 —2) A 250 i f;F O 4 F5OA 5 BV B O [0, 1], 42 A 22 4 i) Bk iy 56 7.
LSRR S S 1) S AN T AT (R A2 U B T 4 R 2 A LA AR ), TSR SC ik [24] 7 £ B H SR R AT
BAN 5
3) X
h T SR A 2 AR, DE Sk IN T A8 SUERAE S AR A R e I T 2 Sk 18 A P R B UE AN AR
e AR 1) 28 AAEAS TR, DE 1 (138 SCERAE SR T FEUEAN R 5 28 S AR AT 238 SR 1, LR
hi’j(g), rand(0,1) <CR . .
v‘*"(g):{xi’j(g—l), Hof i=12,..,NP;j=12,..,NP 4
o ,CRe[0,1] 0 28 X M4, rand(0,1) A AT 0 A 1 2 [A] {13559 43 AT B LA
4) EF
R P35 3 3 R A 8 Vi(9) Bk Xi(g-)1E N Xi(9):
Vi(9), if f(Vi(9)) < f(Xi(g-1) .
X‘(g):{xi(g 1, et =
DE (135 B3 VE A 45 14X 0038 I B2 A AR 2 2 - S AR P03 07 AL, MG A o 0 4 2 1) S DA PO 67 2 A, 1
BB AR AL .
3.2 BMUHENHLEZE
DE 75 %% & S50 PR EAEL NP 48K T F RIAE SCHES CRUTTA T b F IR ERAE B 22 45 1) & 1) 5
3 B 3R DK A SOMERE CR a8 22 KR Ik 36 A HH I BRI T LA F R CR )8 B o A vk e 288 Pk 50 i ¢
ORI B e, AR SO 36 F AT CR AR5 B SR O3t A 48 19 DE $53. 55 6 F Al CR 9% 8 7 ik, T LAYy 3 3%
SRR BEAL 3G MRS B R A SRR A DE S #R S T R R i 2 PR 2H A IR 45 1) L AR AT S B
FEASIE], R R4 F A0 CR 8 A 8 Sl B LI AN REAS BB 45 3 BT AR SCR ) 3@ NI J7 1 8 F 1 CR 1)
B SO I 1 2 43 1t AR B2 1 B A S T3 R LB L.
B 1 oz s RS IDE.
i\ Fy, Fu, CRy, CRy, Gy, NP, D;
Hr: BALf# best_vector.

1,2,...,NP (5)

1. X=FEMas I s BERLAE J— > NP 4T D Z1 48 B HA I FN B
2. H=zeros(NP,D); IR T 80 A e s 1 v TR 4E
3. V=zeros(NP,D); IR T Ae Sk i e
4. X_next=zeros(NP,D); I FRCE S 5 T —AUE
5. G=1; TR A AR E T T 6 1Ak I Bt 5
6. while (G<G,) or (7] 455 i3 & fi%) G b ¥ B 1 5 KGR I
------ A A -

~
I
11
<
.
R~
QD
=
o
>
~
>
ol
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V=Crossover(X,H);

R SUEE 27 LS

10. fori=1to NP

11. if Fitness(V(i))<Fitness(X(i))
12. X_next=V(i);

13. else

14. X_next=X(i);

15. endif

16.  endfor

17. fori=1to NP

18. fit_value(i)=Fitness(X_next(i));

19.  endfor

20.  (value_min,pos_min)=min(fit_value);

21.  Gmin(G)=value_min; 1133158 G AR dpe /N adE N FE Al

22.  best_X(G)=X_next(pos_min); IMAAT5E G AR 73 31 dge /N I8 N B A N
23.  X=X_next; 1143 BT J5 1R —ARRP B

24. G=G+1;

25. Endwhile

26. (value_min,pos_min)=min(Gmin);

27. best_value=value_min; 1Rk B0 B A A 1 g /N Y B A
28. best_vector=X_next(pos_min); ITER A5 B /N 38 I AR /A, RIS A

Sk 1 R Ry R R 1 R PR B R, CR, CRy & 428 A1 B T RN E IR, Gy 2 3 & 1M 55K
PEIR KB SRS VAT ~30 5 AT W IR MR A e L R A BERI a1t - 0E A i o (0 o D (i R0 3R A0 AR B T 4R
WO HIELE 6 17~ 25 47 N ZE 0 ML B G IR I AL T2, B R A B 2 T A8 e B A (BRVE SR 7 4T) 28 X AE
(G5 8 4T) MEREHRE(GIEEE 10 47~28 16 17) LA AR B ML IR A B0 3 . B S /N A PR (B B8 17 AT~38
24 AT). 110 45 FAE R (1 4% A1 A ik g Ik AR Ik Bl o 45 28 P ) 88 32 0 A 06 P R 8 Fitness T EAS &
)3T 5 A, A i e R AN LR SE B PR L3R 3.3 5. BR 4 Mutation by 48 5454, B8 £ Crossover S48 X AE,1X
P SR B AR SE I I R

1) FIE N 1AE A

X5 g AR AT AR S 4 VR B B AL R B 1) 3 AN A4 4 R L I B 5 FL 047 R 2105 HE /7 B 1A Xo(g-1),
Xin(9—1), Xu(9=1), H X B2 I8 W FEA F(Xo(g-1)) < F(Xin(9-1)) S F(Xu(g—2)) (15 %5 1 bR 1 S5 /N A il 288, 5 d KAk
i) 8, PR AT A A1 HRAE 5 e A A B /M ) ), 2R g A A o

Hi(9)=Xb(9-1)+Fi(Xn(9—1)-Xu(g-1)) (6)

TR A 3(6), B AR RSN R ZEBE FLE B AR 3 AN R 3 R R e B A R T AT A S
AR SIGH 5 SR A R B ATLIE HE 10 38 . 5 e e T A A A S22 4 S AH D, 3 LI ] LA 0 ol B 22 45 42k 4 B
N Jr s .

[, A TSP 4 R R 5 R R Z R JEF I EBUE AR 5 A 22 43 1) 12 PR A MAEAT 1738 A8 4k,
HEEDT:

F_F (R F) L a(g-D) = 1(X,(g 1) -
F(Xu(g 1)~ f(X,(g-D)
Forb Ry R R FREE0 LB R B, BT AT =0, F,=0.9. 5% 1 44 50(7) BB R (R0 DR o 24 BB
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B3 AN AR 1A o7 A 7 T R (— MR A 3 AT 3R ) I SR FH A8 R IR 48 TR 7 FH T4 v 4 SR A R B 00 36 8 1 72
SRS (R BB AR ) I, SR 480N 18 4 T30S 9 1 el e e DA B P T4 v JR B 4 R i ) O I ) 7 e
1 R RS R LA 2.
BiE 2. A R¥RAE Mutation.
N FOTEX;
v AR AR H.
1. fori=1to NP
2. (numg,numy,numg)=7E X [AI[1,NP], 72k 3 AR HANEE T i i3
3. (best,middle,worst)= sort(Fitness(X,,,q, ), Fitness(X,, ), Fitness(X ;) ;
T2 8 3 AN (38 S AH AT T 7 HE 7
4. Fi=F+(F—F))x(Fitness(Xmiddie)—Fitness(Xpest) )/ (Fitness(Xyorst) —Fitness(Xpest));
I | MR AT F

numy. num,

5. TemVector=Xpes+Fix(Xmiddie—Xworst);
6. for j=1to D

7. if TemVector(1,j)74 €& fif 2% i) i

8. h(i,j)=TemVector(L,j);

9. else

1o. h(i.j)= RS AN S 34T 1 4 1151
1L endif

12. endfor

13. endfor

14. return H

VL 2 JEXT 5 g1 ARITAT AR REAT A AR AR b B 2 47~ 5 4 AT BIE | AR AR IR T R AR 2 40
JBCEE 1 R 28 AN AN AREA T 2 S S (BT 20 447 ) . i A 28 (10 2 S5 A0 10 e (5 AT T RV AEAigt 225 1] -2 Ah, DT LA 22
KHMEH S AT EAN T SE (GRS 6 47~58 10 A7) dse 23R [ 249 9 A1 it 2% 1) o (10048 57 o

2) G N A SCHR AT

X3 N JBE (S A HOBOR K CR, TR 32 A A2 N TR AR L 08 K060 35 1 2 22 1A /A4 UL /NI CR, T
PRSCAR LI G A A 2% A AR RIS DR AR U . BT DA TR AR 1 R, 42 1 22 3 (8) % CR AT HUH:

CR +(CR, —CR,)ffi_J, if f<f

CR; o N i (8)
CR, if =7
FLA i AN X 0038 B foi 1 Fina 23" 1) A0 24 BT B e DR 5 2 A R (03 IV, A 4 i B o 88 - 1)
{,CR, 1 CR, 73 % & CR [ F B AN _FBR (b i CR=0.1,CR,=0.6). [ & ¥ 3¢ X 34 AL AR s B e F WL 513 3.
Hi% 3. &L XH#AFE Crossover.
R X AL S A4 H;
i RS X R A V.

1. fpin=min(Fitness(X)); 12T T o g ) PR L A, BT 224 i o DA A 11 3 R 8
2. fma=max(Fitness(X)); T ROR: o e KPR T 2, B0 =24 7 g 22 P ) o 1 B
3. faer=aver(Fitness(X)); I bR 1 34038 B B A

4, fori=1to NP

5. if Fitness(X_next(i))<faver

6. CRi=CR+(CR,—CRy)x((Fitness(X_next(i))—fmin)/ (fmax—Tmin));
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else
CRi=CR;;

. endif
10. for j=1to D
11 if rand(0,1)>CR;
12. v(i.j)=x(i.j);
13. else
14. v(i,j)=h(i,));
15. endif
16. endfor
17.  endfor
18. return V

Bk 3 Ent g1 ACR AR il S5 HEAT A AT B A LR 1 AT~ 3 AT R Y R AR S N R BN . R
ISP A0 FEAS PRI 3E Y BEAE /N 24 50 P B T 380 38 I3 88 A, A XM 6 42 R 20 3 (8) T B 4 5 75 ), A8 AR K
CR|(5¥% 3 28 5 AT~ 9 17). R 5 3L MR AT UM 6 PhBE R AT 28 SCHRAE (598 3 20 10 A7~%F 15 47). I &R 128 X
Jii B AT
3.3 BN E R EEE R &Y

5 08 A SRR MR R SR 2R AL, 22 2 08 A SR A0 SR P o 7 B B 2, P o S A o (1 2% S M AL A T 55
A AT REIS B ol R T e B T P B B AR A D0 LR 3 A P R A AN R E N B — AR BE R AR, T i
O P AL 265 g ) A P N BT — AR A R AT /s — L2 (BB X foe /A DA il A8, 35 KA A T ) e 2). 2
NI IR PR R HORR 3 7R o 5, L — M b e R T R

BEORT A S 1) R, FRATT 4 e 2% 1 A 2 4R B S 0 W 2R, DI A B8 v il 55 1) SLA Je M f . i — Nk B2 A el
WH FHEALIEZ A SLA JE Pk, I LA B0 X2 SLA JRVENEAT 5 A A SO 22 AT 9 AR 2 % Qos
RA TR SLA Bty JUH LB T WA b 10 /N, % F BB b R FH e L —L (SR S Al 5 1 o 0 Wb ),
FF R I SCHR[3L,32] %S AT SLA Jg Pk BEAT U — AL Ab B A4 A ) 20 11 SLA Ja PR T BAEA T A, O SR D i o
IRALCTT K e 2R £ pR HL

B W SRR R 5 A e AN 55 O I 22 7 1 A 2 P A ) 24 20 D), B M 55 7 289058 IR 55 5 255 18 1 A
SLA J&TE,Sij R i j AMESS 5 BG0 58 45 158 1 A SLA V1 — A6 J5 1 & PEAR, wy -0 35 i 4> SLA J@ PR £

BUEE ($L ﬁT*EWﬂ%FTﬁ%LXE)HZW =1, AR EmEh

m |

U ZZSU i (9)
j=li=1
AR I e P 2RI g A 45 2R 5 o 20 U A e /MBI FRDRE m AN 55 18— 2 A 95 40 5, B
r=argminU (10)

gl A2 U, 2 20 (9) A AR SC H bk v B BT LA, FRATT T R B LA A 3 I SE e A, B A s 2 o A RV 1) 3 R
BRI B 2 X (11):

m |

ZZ (11)

Fa) 3t NV BE R K T RER T #%J&ﬂcﬁzﬂz H g DLW SR, 3 5 BN SR IR AN AR AT G B X A
S i 7, A AR P R KR 27 B2 A TG 3R A B TSR v it B LA A B B P R R EOT R N
G ANE T IRE AL MR 5 He i ME R 1 KAE AL rT IR A AF R 55 (0 i H S AR PR IRAQ, e
SO 0 3R IR (20 R AS AT IOCAE 15 1 45 2 9 200 Ak 2 1) 1) 2 580 4% ) 532 h B AL R AL IR 55 200 2 Tt 2 93 4k
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VR B 2 H AR AR I8 A, v A A5 B R A A M ) — A A RS &R 5

YL 4 D938 N B B AR ST B R, AR I A A (), X X B AT S5 IR A IR 25 46 s AR R —
AN MRS 0 VA —4b J5 (19 SLA J& AR, V500 52 R K B 23R 4 R 50 {1, MY 7 {1

BiL 4 GNEAATHAE Fitness.

BN AR X BUE w

iy M 3 R BE AL .

1 FRAEAR x (REUAE, B 6 BB AT 45 I AL R 25 2% 58 LA BB AN AR 251« 23 3 — 465 1) SLA JE

2. f=0;

3 forj=1tom

4 fori=1ltol
5. f=f+Sixwi;
6 endfor
7 endfor
8. returnf

4 HEXRE

HTHAE SLAFT J7ykmuAa st AT T KR E M7 B2 50 8 58 B FATT3 W 1 75 v 5 SLAth B b o v 4
T B Kb P TR R 4 2 B A B PR AN PR BEFR AR HEAT T 9286 5% bE AR 5 %) FRFTA iR B S5 4T T 00
4.1 SRIGEST

TRATT (K i 399 T 4202230 o RIS 2 5 R 55 A 7 3k AH HC R T T T AR T 4% TR A A IR 45 T A s 4%
RULH A5 R 55 00 248 )5 10 5 A 5 45 R 354t D7 VEAT AR R A TR), T LAAR SCRE S BATT 00 i 393 40 5o 2 45 A 4 45 TR 55
(R 2248 7 IR HEAT T W90 AT IAE B T ST IR PR B A SE A L HEAT 7 ek, DU S & A S 5 AR T ek 1 s 5
BT T A SO 5250

H T HHAT ORISR, T AT T S SLA e 45 (0 FAT B AT K 20 2 68 HEAT 5 50 R AR DGR i R 45 1)
QoS B 1] LA Ml 45 1 1 5 M 45 $R A 3 i 2l i 1, G T IR 45 B i 2 onf T LR AR IR 45111 QoS 7 T ik B 11
SLA, R QoS Jy SLA [ — B4 AT LAAS 2k — Mk, FRAT T3 4k 2922 FH 3 A~ L S22 T IR 45 1) QoS F &l £ QWS Al
WS-DREAM ff] QoSDataset2 #:47 AT ¥ 5 4

QWS 5 2 507 AN KT8 Web M5 AF M43 445 9 4 QoS JE . WS-DREAM f) QoSDataset2!**™) 1,47
339 AN 5 825 AN Web IR 45 (1) Wi N I ] (response  time) A1 45 IH: & (throughput). 52 56 3£ 5% 2 :Intel (R)
Core(TM) i5-4210U 2.39GHz,8.0GB of RAM,Windows 8.1 Ll fig.

AR S S T AL IR S5 B AT 55 B 1 O 5~60, 166 iR 45 B B E Ol 60,414 IR S5 I B W 1 L AT %
48 ATl I C A SCHR[38,39] 1 7 v sk 1 A B 45 AT I R A% B A IR 55 R 4 4, AT L B — AN LA R 45
21438 38 I I, R P A 7 R Ik P A AR U A SR AT A R S, T L A A 45 X R AT 5k, e 2
A5 IR 55 S AT 0 mT S P (software: reliability) S B0 2= 28 B2 (0 45 1 RITRI A f0 B 1) X 1) 5 B 2 2
REMIBE 7, FAE D A AN SIS 2R G0 2R S0 A 26, BITAS HE I 5 () At 2 A, A1 R 45 o] ekl g T 46
S5 PAAT 1oL v R 6 S TR C A ) L S v BRAT 3 S R 2 A TR 45 1) AN [ T K 7 B A R S5 AT
LR P I AS ) R A D T T Al vk AT Bl A DA R i WA AR ST TR T T A R A O S R R
L e Ak SR )R 201 B 0 5 A P e i b LA e X R

TE X S(HBELLIRAT 8]). AELLA MRS (AT I R A HE Bk H LA e BT A6 9% (D N ) S R B

E:iﬁ (12)
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Horb m AQ R AT IR b B A AR ) R, A Kb B AR i YRR R B 1) I ] (A R P A ZE R, R A
B MR S5 MO BHAT FT FE 2 (19 50 B TR], BN A ms). P B 10 DR /0 Sz B 77 A 8 g 5 e 0 23 L /I O v 2 2 il vy s L E
8 R, D) B39 250 AR
EX 6(RETRME). NALE MRS 1 SLA JAH, H R FH SCk[31,32] 11 fa B 0 A g v 44 4t W
U =§Nj(o.5ri +0.5th,) (13)

i=1

K24 WS-DREAM [¥14i4 4 QoSDataset2 WA w25 () i B b () 175 ik 22, Bl ) 2% 18X 4~ SLA @,
P AL 3 % Ay 0.5(t m LARRHE FH 7 fw i % ). A 2 (13) N Ay 4 A IR 254 3 BT 55 AN B r R0 thy 4300 A
K SCHR[31,32,40]1 9 i A — Ak R B RS 0 (oymia R i) gk 3,0 AR A& Bt B, HAE I /MR R AL A i
% SLA JEYERIIR S (M 7, A 3R SLA J& MR AL (2B, I AH 2 .
42 TIXFLE

ST T 520 b, LU SR B GE FRATT T ER T V5 SLAFT A 250k % e 5 3 W b, 43 3l 2 FACTSE (42
T AFHAES FACTS, Hoh Si 5 ML A & IR 45 M AR 40 T — N EFE MG L 50 UE FTPAT 1) 48 B3R 355 ) A
rGAMS(IE T 03k ()38 A S0 00 4 A IR 25 AT A B2 AR [ TR PR 241 45 T 45 6 2 B AT D AR P IR 45 5 AT 4%
B0 L ZE R AR R, AN 2 — e, BRI L2 8 10%,50% 1 1009611 3 Fir 28 0 (¥ Sz 86 (43 Wl K ) A 2852486 . B
KGN C RSZRIR), 2 DR IATITAR J7 3 SLAFT AP Fhxf b 7 v 3k 4T 25 48 SE 16 . WS-DREAM [
QoSDataset2 %4 B AT AL AF IR 45 16 T S, i DK 2040 IR 45 1A T S 3815052 ok 0.9.5%F 1 3 S, 43 44 R
P25 08 N 5 FFAE, FF AL LA 5 AR I I (R RS F 3 285 E 40 Tl kAT SE0 . Oh T ORAIE S50 19 23 1 1k, 45 SR 3 B
1217 100 K25 )5 T34 14A.
421 AR gR

5 NIRATFTHR 772 SLAFT SRt EL J i FACTS A1 rGA Sf 1 A 25286 R A B AT 45 B A5 vl 1 1 5
B &l kb, 1B 5(a) BT o B A BRI ) 45 B T 5(0) g 21 e S i 4 At e I 5(a) AT 5(b)FT LA
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Fig.5 Comparison results for experiment A
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Fig.8 Experimental results of fault handling time for different value of reliability

8 ANIR] AT AR M HCAE A i e Ak B I [R) 2 56 & R

MNP AT LA H B A 2H A IR 55 P S P DRl /0, e Ak B T 9 ¥ 46 22 5 B A LA Jit 7 R R AR A 25 20y BT
55 (10 BE A< TR 38 0, W b LT T4t s 2 369 03K A2 DR Dy I8 T S G AR AU, S O R ROE A A 1, i Ak
I Te) th B 22 38 . i Bt T R R A 55 B0y B A 55 B L AR 8 n W SRR T AR S B e 1 2, T R i
AR AR R IR ) B - 8 T, 5 S50 P i s Ak B R ) 38 i 2L 7 e 5% v 5 1 e e AU 2 1 il B A, A I 8 T LA
A L SLAFT 5 300t W RIURE S A (10 75 AR B v S50 W3 A S T i Ji R R A 25 B0 B A 55 2O AN ] B R



3630 Journal of Software ##F%4& Vol.29, No.12, December 2018

R T AR A IR 55, 16 8 o SLAFT J5 it Xt AN [R1 S R [ 41 45 FR 45 340368 B [ &

Bl 9 AR TSR PEHUE BRI SLAFT J5 3% IO 21 & S D08 S0 405 R B A v S A1k DA 1) P AR o Jid 1 A
PR35 B0 SR 55 HOLE AR 40, 41 S DI B 2 P A1 3 DR 4 T 3 R AU I AL P I 55 A AT e R o s )
NGB, 0 B SR AT 45 B A 45 B b A PR n W S R T B A A5 O 2 1 2 T PR DL AR
PECA A AL PR AR A 9 W LLF Y, SLART J5 i35 ) v 5t Je 24 A 45 e e PR

—100% —a— O e B0 —se JU%
S LV T, T

g 1% g 105

(AETRE

s 0.8 0.85 (2] 085

0.7
it

Fig.9 Experimental results of composition optimization for different value of reliability
K9 ANIR] A e I R 2 & dee D0 S e 45 2R

L S8 6F B AN S B il LU Y SLAFT 5 i35 060 LU S0 LU, A0 B AR e Ak S [ £ [] I 3 LA 4
e PR 2L B 0 P, HLOGS AN [ st RS54

5 tH*XI{E

BEXF g 55 VA G R 55 1 3 5 e M 5 AR OT VL, VF 2 2 AR T ISR B U R T T AR TR AT I R
BEL T i T IR, 4% 3 R — 26 05 A S AL SR BA 23 A

TR SN IR 453 5 7 AR P A A IR 45 R D R v 7 SR I A2 T ZESR 1Y QoS Bl T AN % e 41 A 3k A% vh I = 4%
£y 3 (transactional constraints). M SCHk[41]1A 2, 55 55 J& 11 2 A OR 4115 e 25 1T SR AT 190 2% S At 22— i LAab Jit
I 55 38 B 3ok R v e = 45 PR JE v R R T R T A R S5 e B BRI B B IR 45 G R ik LA PR R
T34 (integrate) QoS FH 45 1 5 Kl Tk 12 7 12 Ay 21 A I 45 R 11 R A 4L 4 IR 25 7 i £ 2 4 SR 3 45 20 BRI
RIHE N 202 3 Q0S L3 v fet f (1. SCHR[42] 5K FH T 7 # il (user query) J5 ¥ % 2 A s SCAL 45 B 55 i) 78, R
¥ CPN(colored petri-nets) s A >k S Il 5 IR 55 3% 156 72 o S0 = 45 g 1k A0 B IR A SRR AE 4L IR 55
PAT BT 10 IR 25 3L R B % 18 g 45 1k 0 BB A0 414 IR 25 8 56 4 IE i BAAT I A BB A £ T 454K 1k 7 — L 24047
AR, = 55 R PR TV AR B

SCHR[43) 0o F5 45 VE A A IR A5 $2 T — R 2l Dy 25, 0% 0 V25 ) SR IR 5 R 1) WA K B T ) S A R K
SR AR it (1) )51 B0 AT (relaxed atomic exectution) s B S IR, [] T 45 58 Pk 52K 5 5 A B SIZB. 2 T SEBRLSL1- BhAT
T — A AT #AS A MY SCP(scalable commit protlcol), Hi o ¥4 —AN 20 & IR 5% 40 53 3t 19 3 4% 1k Web JIR
25 TR IR 3R T — AN 2 S0, mT DU A% HH B e 1180 2145 IR 45 10 4k B AT . E SCHR[43] 4 HE 1 SCP LE IR AL,
A B IS YRR S R P — BER TR B %

SCHR[44,4515F F CPN Hi A Ab B = 451 20 & IR 25 S0 A7 I 78 bt B ) e SCRR[441 82 T — AN i &, T3
FVERE 5755 1 20 45 IR 55 WE A PAAT TR HE B2, 12 HE 20 T 2 1 IR 45 32 RT3 B0 150 S ¢ 1) i 8 1) 5 1 1 2, L Ak s
PLiLFE R H CPN.SCHR[45]H $ H —AMHESE, #4 By FaCETa(fault tolerant cws execution based on transactional
properties), J: 3L T CPN ) JF i Rt oAb PR i s, B2 A% CPN AR AT LI e Ab FH 2 45 M 40 & AT i A b ol B A e
B, {H Petri-Nets 4% t SR 1B — i B 4% e oK, HLAS SR I USRS 72, BT L SC IR [44,45] BT SR AE 28 L3S & W



KRR 5 SLA Bty F S5 AU S 24T ik 3631

FH T A R 45 LA 20 1R 2 55k A 6 TR 5 P g e A B L 722

CHR[O] N 4 B A RS T — Fh A A HELE FACTS, o AR ML T — N EFE G . B E AT I 4
BT HAZAE 2 5 21 5 RS AT 8 48 4 & A 19 Wb b BEZ 48 ) T 1 R . 43 R0 w8 Lk SR Al ECA(event-
condition-action) }i JU S5 4 i a7 sy FH Qi fe] i e kB Ak BRI AR 55 Ab, $%2 HE EXTRA(exception handing+transaction) L
i, He R A T S Ab BRRIEE 451 R (transaction techniques) W5 Fl 24 ML, T T 389 98 24 & AR 45 () A 5E 1 EXTRA %
G 2 5 A BRI RAE B AL A IR 25 AT I R o Rl e 25 1 T — i I Web IR 45 55 45 100 28,40 i T 4
25 A 45 IR 55 10 o B 1 BV IR 2% %5 % (service transfer) 3% ) F4 ) (vitality degree). [A) I 5 X T — AN i
STTP(service-transfer-based termination protocol), H AT 45 21 & ik 45 7= A= AN T & 52 11 W i 28 B fE— A — 30
RS AR SCIRAFTE — S8 JR BR k1) s A 21 3o A2 R BB AE 2L AR 45 10 AR 2 TR v - R 1 SRR, 34 b 45 3 3
PRI E Y R 2E,2) A B R b e % re SLA JE M, B AT 3 SLA J&8 P 1Pk 2 LRI v g
HE M55 SLA 1.

SCHR[16]0 BPEL HEAT T4 78, A8 2 B3 45 8 F 155 25 1Pk 21 45 JIR 45 BIAT Ik 5 o 180 A3 450 1 R 0 2 00K P A
AT I X A Gt AR S b AT T ok, T SRR IR o, A o D i) dl SR B A KR B £ 44 (dynamic-
length chromosomes) i R 47 1% 5 K0 Kl , I 75 328 VA 3 2 v w AR 5 552 B 75 oK A U7 A7 22 TR, T AR A1 ARV 1) 2 ) 55 O
J5:2) 5 MRS RN T2 416 IS5 11 QoS Ly Ah, H2 18 414 45 1 30 DR A 23 ) v ol 5 42 381, S8 —
R T AR AT I 8] A2 T TS G B0 A A IR S5 4 2 ) A A IR 45 T i Ak B 2 v B3 R Y B 4 5
A A B 3) WA R VA R i v R AR A S 5 A A IR A5 I 5 ke SR TRV T T A O R A AR 15 B s AR
SR A LN K. B AR SCHR [L6] X st A% Sk AT T ook (H A% 50300 2 50U b B U AN R S 50 B AR A
] &5 5%, H L S B B 2% IR 1 3 2 VA A S8 P D, 5 AR ST B4 SLAFT 5 A1 b, STk [16] e R Pk &2 F [R5
K, FLAH A dme 0 AR PR LA 4.2 719). ot 2 U, BI04 3 R B80S 483 5t 2 oy AR SRR LA Tt
fEEE.

6 HIREARRIIERE

Bt 0T = 55 W 2 M 95 AT S ) L B PR i AR SCRR I T — R AR T 75 SLAFTLE 58, SLAFT 7k lay T4
B S5 AT 2 A, HOA A H B ) I A e e A, DL G 5 0T R RS RISERT, O T IR AL B IR S
H I e e I B A5 B A S BURRAS SLAFT SR FROR S HUE B AR TR 2, JF 0 FEREAT IR A W 428 7K,
T AN B 5548 P 2 MR 55 S B3 2 1 5 19 SLA Ja L R T 4% E S LBEAT P0AT Mt B s e i JOEAT A2 e A
I SLAFT SR St 1) 25 20 R A S50325, 36T DA DR 388 EURS Al (0 e 38 f A0 Wk SR 66 - P A S0 S 5l 4R 0 S 46, 56
E T ASCT R SLAFT 575 A I i BRI () R4 5 foe DU RE L 38 418 T 6F B T73, HOREAS [) e B U I 1 R 4

HBARPTEE SLAFT J5ih b5 HoAb 5 i A EE AT — € M0 95 (0 B A2 AE AN AL (1) AN 3 ™ 6 (10 20k W]
SLAFT JiiEL T HAtx b 753, SR N SE B 45 3R L 45 T TH0AIE; (2) 7220 BEAL RO A UR R e S BEHIL A= 1 i, 2
SRR HR BT A6 PR M A DA S, AT AT REE 2 b SR AT IR T 0 T B v A ) SIS (3) AAE B
TGRSO SLAFT J73k, o G ey 5 S s PR 199 2% PG A 0B AT B0 o A R0k A i AR 7 40 - LA ] B AR
BJBATAG LURAE. AT TAFRE B X A7 A5 FIZLE AL 30— D4R R SLAFT J7 ik A7 24k

Bt AEUE R QWS BrdE4E i inEE ok 2 /R K 2410 Mahmoud 8 -1 Al-Masri 8 1=, DL 324t WS-DREAM
B £ 1A HH 1L R R 48 T W Bl 304 3R O 0 B

References:

[1] Delac G, Silic M, Srbljic S. A reliability improvement method for SOA-based applications. IEEE Trans. on Dependable and Secure
Computing, 2015,12(2):136—-149. [doi: 10.1109/TDSC.2014.2327971]

[2] Li G, Zhao ZF, Han YB, Liang Y. CAFISE Framework based development for service oriented applications with high adaptability.
Ruan Jian Xue Bao/Journal of Software, 2006,17(6):1372-1380 (in Chinese with English abstract). http://www.jos.org.cn/1000-
9825/17/1372.htm [doi: 10.1360/jos171372]



3632 Journal of Software ##F%4& Vol.29, No.12, December 2018

[3]

[4]

[5]

(6]

(7

(8]

)

[10]

[11]

[12]

[13]
[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

[18]

[19]

[20]

[21]

[22]

[23]

[24]

Zhuang Y, Zhang PC, Li WQ, Feng J, Zhu YL. Web service QoS monitoring approach sensing to environmental factors. Ruan Jian
Xue Bao/Journal of Software, 2016,27(8):1978-1992 (in Chinese with English abstract). http://www.jos.org.cn/1000-9825/4850.
htm [doi: 10.13328/j.cnki.jos.004850]

Yu WD. A software fault prevention approach in coding and root cause analysis. Bell Labs Technical Journal, 1998,3(2):3-21. [doi:
10.1002/bltj.2101]

Littlewood B. Stochastic reliability-growth: a model for fault-removal in computer-programs and hardware-designs. IEEE Trans. on
Reliability, 1981,30(4):313-320. [doi: 10.1109/TR.1981.5221099]

Vergura S, Acciani G, Amoruso V. Inferential statistics for monitoring and fault forecasting of PV plants. In: Proc. of the Int’l
Symp. on Industrial Electronics. Cambridge: IEEE, 2008. 2414-2419. [doi: 10.1109/ISIE.2008.4677264]

Randell B. System structure for software fault tolerance. IEEE Trans. on Software Engineering, 1975,SE-1(2):220-232. [doi: 10.
1109/TSE.1975.6312842]

Issarny V, Tartanoglu F, Romanovsky A, Levy N. Coordinated forward error recovery for composite Web services. In: Proc. of the
Int’l Symp. on Reliable Distributed Systems. Florence: IEEE, 2003. 167-176. [doi: 10.1109/RELDIS.2003.1238066]

Liu A, Li Q, Huang L, Xiao M. Facts: A Framework for fault-tolerant composition of transactional Web services. IEEE Trans. on
Services Computing, 2010,3(1):46-59. [doi: 10.1109/TSC.2009.28]

Wu GQ, Wei J, Huang T. A dynamic QoS assessment approach for internetware with uncertainty reasoning. Ruan Jian Xue Bao/
Journal of Software, 2008,19(5):1173-1185 (in Chinese with English abstract). http://www.jos.org.cn/1000-9825/19/1173.htm [doi:
10.3724/SP.J.1001.2008.01173]

Ludwig H, Keller A, Dan A, King RP, Franck R. Web Service Level Agreement (WSLA) Language Specification. Watson: 1IBM
Corporation, 2003. 815-824.

Wieder P, Butler JM, Theilmann W, Yahyapour R. Service Level Agreements for Cloud Computing. New York: Springer-Verlag,
2011. 13-20.

Jordan D, Evdemon J. Web Services Business Process Execution Language Version 2.0. Vol.2. OASIS Standard, 2007.

Baresi L, Guinea S. Self-Supervising bpel processes. IEEE Trans. on Software Engineering, 2011,37(2):247-263. [doi: 10.1109/
TSE.2010.37]

Foster H. A rigorous approach to engineering Web service compositions [Ph.D. Thesis]. London: Imperial College of London,
2006.

Tan TH, Chen M, André E, Sun J, Liu Y, Dong JS. Automated runtime recovery for QoS-based service composition. In: Proc. of
the Int’l Conf. on World Wide Web. New York: ACM Press, 2014. 563-574. [doi: 10.1145/2566486.2568048]

Alrifai M, Risse T. Combining global optimization with local selection for efficient QoS-aware service composition. In: Proc. of
the Int’l Conf. on World Wide Web. New York: ACM Press, 2009. 881-890. [doi: 10.1145/1526709.1526828]

Parra-Hernandez R, Dimopoulos NJ. A new heuristic for solving the multichoice multidimensional knapsack problem. IEEE Trans.
on Systems, Man, and Cybernetics—Part A: Systems and Humans, 2005,35(5):708-717. [doi: 10.1109/TSMCA.2005.851140]
Wang SG, Sun QB, Yang FC. Web service dynamic selection by the decomposition of global QoS constraints. Ruan Jian Xue Bao/
Journal of Software, 2011,22(7):1426-1439 (in Chinese with English abstract). http://www.jos.org.cn/1000-9825/3842.htm [doi:
10.3724/SP.J.1001.2011.03842]

Qin AK, Huang VL, Suganthan PN. Differential evolution algorithm with strategy adaptation for global numerical optimization.
IEEE Trans. on Evolutionary Computation, 2009,13(2):398-417. [doi: 10.1109/TEVC.2008.927706]

Mallipeddi R, Suganthan PN, Pan QK, Tasgetiren MF. Differential evolution algorithm with ensemble of parameters and mutation
strategies. Applied Soft Computing, 2011,11(2):1679-1696. [doi: 10.1016/j.as0c.2010.04.024]

Das S, Abraham A, Konar A. Automatic clustering using an improved differential evolution algorithm. IEEE Trans. on Systems,
Man, and Cybernetics—Part A: Systems and Humans, 2008,38(1):218-237. [doi: 10.1109/TSMCA.2007.909595]

Storn R, Price K. Differential evolution—A simple and efficient heuristic for global optimization over continuous spaces. Journal
of Global Optimization, 1997,11(4):341-359. [doi: 10.1023/A:1008202821328]

Wang Y, Cai Z, Zhang Q. Differential evolution with composite trial vector generation strategies and control parameters. IEEE
Trans. on Evolutionary Computation, 2011,15(1):55-66. [doi: 10.1109/TEVC.2010.2087271]



KRR 5 SLA Bty F S5 AU S 24T ik 3633

[25]

[26]

[27]

[28]

[29]

[30]

31

[32]

[33]

[34]

[35]

[36]

[37]

[38]

[39]

[40]

[41]

[42]

[43]

[44]

Tang L, Dong Y, Liu J. Differential evolution with an individual-dependent mechanism. IEEE Trans. on Evolutionary Computation,
2015,19(4):560-574. [doi: 10.1109/TEVC.2014.2360890]

Wang SG, Sun QB, Zhang GW, Yang FC. Uncertain QoS-aware Skyline service selection based on cloud model. Ruan Jian Xue
Bao/Journal of Software, 2012,23(6):1397-1421 (in Chinese with English abstract). http://www.jos.org.cn/1000-9825/4084.htm
[doi: 10.3724/SP.J.1001.2012.04084]

Wang SG, Sun QB, Yang FC. Reputation evaluation approach in Web service selection. Ruan Jian Xue Bao/Journal of Software,
2012,23(6):1350-1367 (in Chinese with English abstract). http://www.jos.org.cn/1000-9825/4051.htm [doi: 10.3724/SP.J.1001.
2012.04051]

Ma Y, Wang SG, Sun QB, Yang FC. Web service quality metric algorithm employing objective and subjective weight. Ruan Jian
Xue Bao/Journal of Software, 2014,25(11):2473-2485 (in Chinese with English abstract). http://www.jos.org.cn/1000-9825/4508.
htm [doi: 10.13328/j.cnki.jos.004508]

Wang SG, Zhou A, Yang FC, Chang RN. Towards network-aware service composition in the cloud. IEEE Trans. on Cloud
Computing, 2016. [doi: 10.1109/TCC.2016.2603504]

Zhang JN, Wang SG, Sun QB, Yang FC. Fast and reliable fault-tolerance approach for service composition in integration networks.
Ruan Jian Xue Bao/Journal of Software, 2017,28(4):940-958 (in Chinese with English abstract). http://www.jos.org.cn/1000-9825/
5051.htm [doi: 10.13328/j.cnki.jos.005051]

Zeng LZ, Benatallah B, Ngu AH, Dumas M, Kalagnanam J, Chang H. QoS-Aware middleware for web services composition. IEEE
Trans. on Software Engineering, 2004,30(5):311-327. [doi: 10.1109/TSE.2004.11]

Zeng LZ, Benatallah B, Dumas M, Kalagnanam J, Sheng QZ. Quality driven Web services composition. In: Proc. of the Int’l Conf.
on World Wide Web. New York: ACM Press, 2003. 411-421. [doi: 10.1145/775152.775211]

Wang SG, Ma Y, Cheng B, Yang FC, Chang R. Multi-Dimensional QoS prediction for service recommendations. IEEE Trans. on
Services Computing, 2016. 1-12. [doi: 10.1109/TSC.2016.2584058]

Zhou A, Wang SG, Cheng B, Zheng ZB, Yang FC, Chang R, Michael L, Buyya R. Cloud service reliability enhancement via virtual
machine placement optimization. IEEE Trans. on Services Computing, 2016. 1-13. [doi: 10.1109/TSC.2016.2519898]

Al-Masri E, Mahmoud QH. Investigating Web services on the World Wide Web. In: Proc. of the Int’l Conf. on World Wide Web.
New York: ACM Press, 2008. 795-804. [doi: 10.1145/1367497.1367605]

Zheng ZB, Zhang Y, Lyu MR. Distributed QoS evaluation for real-world Web services. In: Proc. of Int’l Conf. on Web Services.
Miami: IEEE, 2010. 83-90. [doi: 10.1109/ICWS.2010.10]

Zhang YL, Zheng ZB, Lyu MR. Exploring latent features for memory-based QoS prediction in cloud computing. In: Proc. of the
IEEE Symp. on Reliable Distributed Systems. Madrid: IEEE, 2011. 1-10. [doi: 10.1109/SRDS.2011.10]

Wang SG, Hsu CH, Liang ZJ, Sun QB, Yang FC. Multi-User Web service selection based on multi-QoS prediction. Information
Systems Frontiers, 2014,16(1):143-152. [doi: 10.1007/s10796-013-9455-4]

Deng SG, Wu J, Li Y, Wu ZH. Automatic Web service composition based on backward tree. Ruan Jian Xue Bao/Journal of
Software, 2007,18(8):1896-1910 (in Chinese with English abstract). http://www.jos.org.cn/1000-9825/18/1896.htm [doi: 10.1360/
j0s181896]

Liu XZ, Huang G, Mei H. Consumer-Centric service aggregation: Method and its supporting framework. Ruan Jian Xue Bao/
Journal of Software, 2007,18(8):1883-1895 (in Chinese with English abstract). http://www.jos.org.cn/1000-9825/18/1883.htm [doi:
10.1360/j0s181883]

El Hadad J, Manouvrier M, Rukoz M. TQoS: Transactional and QoS-aware selection algorithm for automatic Web service
composition. IEEE Tran. on Services Computing, 2010,3(1):73-85. [doi: 10.1109/TSC.2010.5]

Cardinale Y, El Haddad J, Manouvrier M, Rukoz M. Web service selection for transactional composition. Procedia Computer
Science, 2010,1(1):2689-2698. [doi: 10.1016/j.procs.2010.04.302]

Liu A, Huang LS, Li Q, Xiao MJ. Fault-Tolerant orchestration of transactional Web services. In: Proc. of the Int’l Conf. on Web
Information Systems Engineering. Evanston: Springer-Verlag, 2006. 90-101. [doi: 10.1007/11912873_12]

Cardinale Y, Rukoz M. A Framework for reliable execution of transactional composite Web services. In: Proc. of the Int’l Conf. on
Management of Emergent Digital EcoSystems. San Francisco: ACM Press, 2011. 129-136. [doi: 10.1145/2077489.2077513]



3634 Journal of Software ##F%4& Vol.29, No.12, December 2018

[45]

Angarita R, Cardinale Y, Rukoz M. Faceta: Backward and forward recovery for execution of transactional composite ws. In: Proc.
of the Extended Semantic Web Conf. Montpellier: Springer-Verlag, 2012. 343-357. [doi: 10.1007/978-3-662-46641-4_26]

Mt o 32 2 %8 STk

[l

[3]

[10]

[19]

[26]

[27]

[28]

[30]

[39]

[40]

ZEI X e B D, A U T CAFISE Framework (14 & i B 1 1 1) il 45 3 A TT & 541 2 41, 2006,17(6): 1372-1380. http://www.
jos.org.cn/1000-9825/17/1372.htm [doi: 10.1360/jos171372]

FEUR, Ik R, 2 IS 8 R R — Bl R B R R AU Web Service QoS M 44 5 k. R M4 2% 9 ,2016,27(8):1978-1992.
http://www.jos.org.cn/1000-9825/4850.htm [doi: 10.13328/j.cnki.jos.004850]

5 [ 4 B T A T AR s A B 0 0 R B IR 45 5 R B A VR AN U VR R 1 22 4], 2008,19(5):1173-1185. http://www.jos.org.
¢cn/1000-9825/19/1173.htm [doi: 10.3724/SP.J.1001.2008.01173]

E)T AN TR LT AR QoS LA 1 Web IRk 45 3 A b £ B 1 24 41%,2011,22(7):1426-1439. http://www.jos.org.cn/
1000-9825/3842.htm [doi: 10.3724/SP.J.1001.2011.03842]

T AN KO T iR T s R R M QoS KA Skyline AR 45 ik BB 1 2% 1,2012,23(6):1397-1412.
http://www.jos.org.cn/1000-9825/4084.htm [doi: 10.3724/SP.J.1001.2012.04084]

FR T NI A Web IR 45 8 1 A5 R BEBEAN U5 2 R R 22 41, 2012,23(6): 13501367 http://www.jos.org.cn/1000-9825/
4051.htm [doi: 10.3724/SP.J.1001.2012.04051]

SR, EWT IV R, M ES S EER UM ER Web RS QoS 5k 1 % 41 ,2014,25(11):2473-2485.
http://www.jos.org.cn/1000-9825/4508.htm [doi: 10.13328/j.cnki.jos.004508]

SRARYIR, 0 ) AN I A O A T 48 IR PR T A 1 IR 55 AL B 2R ik AR PE 22 41,2017,28(4):940-958.  http://www.jos.
org.cn/1000-9825/5051.htm [doi: 10.13328/j.cnki.jos.005051]

ARG, T A, 252, S B B T (R A4 1Y) Web %% B B 4145 4R 2% 41,2007,18(8):1896-1910. http://www.jos.org.cn/1000-9825/
18/1896.htm [doi: 10.1360/jos181896]

SRR YT, B 5 M 2 OK B0 1) R 55 5 T i B ML S AE A R 12441, 2007,18(8):1883-1895.  http://www.jos.org.cn/1000-9825/
18/1883.htm [doi: 10.1360/jos181883]

SRR (1979 —), L W R A AN W B,
T R 55 v B

INEL1E (1975 —), B i EI # CCF &
Mk 45 51, 2 BEREZT AT A 1) 4% il 45 K ) 4%
B e, I N B AR

E @& (1982—), 5 1 b m o A
S0ili,CCF g4 5, 5 EmE 5740k b JIR 4%
LR B B TR R R 4 A

BRE (1957 —), I 1 B 1 Lk
Jili,CCF 2% 25 53, 2 A 5 45Ul Ay T8 155
A, 0 5 2 4, I 24 38 g 4K




