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and sliding window mechanism. IgS-wBSRM initializes the environmental factors” weights with a certain amount of initial training
samples. It also employs the theory of information entropy and gain to determine the chaotic state of the samples. 1gS-wBSRM reads the
sample data flow in sequence, calculates the information gain of each impact factor combination after the arrival of sample data unit. Then
it updates the initialized weights with TF-IDF in a dynamic environment. In this way, IgS-wBSRM can correct the uneven classification
problem between classes and the off-line constant problem in traditional monitoring approach wBSRM. Moreover, considering the
timeliness of the training sample data, 1gS-wBSRM combines sliding window mechanism to update the weights of each impact factor
combination, so that it can eliminate the impact on the recent service running state that the accumulated historical data bring. The
experiment results under a real world QoS Web service data set demonstrate that with the sliding window mechanism, 1gS-wBSRM can
abandon the expiration information of historical data effectively, and the dynamic weighting method combined with sliding window
mechanism and information gain can monitor the QoS more accurately. The overall monitoring effect is markedly better than existing QoS
monitoring approaches.

Key words: quality of service; time-aware; information gain; sliding window; dynamic monitoring
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3 —METRUR A A Eh 7S 04 Web BR % QoS ¥5#% 75 3% 1gS-WwBSRM

3.1 1gS-wBSRM773% 5| A 5tk
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T REAT AU E 5, 100 391 P 110 A A AR I 122 S P A0 4 AU R AT A o B, SR W S S B e K
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o Monitor: i i I F £ ¢ 5 i HEAT AL (AT 4 A AAH 55 2 BOR A B A M 42 45 R A RN 3 ) 2 11 Lo
T T4 S8 25 B0 A A 7 92 B 11 % 5% i DR UM 45 2 ROk AE I R 4 2
IgS-WBSRM  Jy v Rl N\ 35 ) B 1AL E 1T 45 4515 501 o AR A b fgf o 17 Bk BT £ HR 1% () R TR, LA B 3k %)
2 ) {1 T B R, 2R 1gS-wBSRM AR HEAT s a1 LG B 45 ROk A T B Hoan T — s A
b, HARBUE L3 3.

Table 3 Compositional impact factors’ weight table

R 3 M AL AN R 2 RSO R I BUE R

el
R T A S Co Cy
DCO,oId DCO,new Dclfold Dclfnew
(China,China) 0.0048  0.007 2 0 0
(Poland, Turkey) 0 0 0 0

M 3 ] DU B AR A3 A TR 50 P A 200 (1) 43 2545 )5 i1(Poland, Turkey) PR 455 5% i P 120 45 T~ B sy R A
HFRT Coty Cy IR BB I E. 0,1M1(China,China) i Wi A5~ 21 & AR I 2 SEFUI 00 F 70 Al £E. Co 287
AT P DU H RN 20 WL 3 7 5 1 R 3G 2 T oSOk ) AL Bk e A A0 e 2% IR 40 A A ZE B, TT
AR et b 3 5 W37 0 6 7 M 28 4 SH (] 4015 1) 5 (RS2 W D 485 75 TR0 5 e S8 43 28 e 00 11 5% i) BRL 445 DS i 1)
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FUH.
3.2 1gS-wBSRM 7534521

& S QoS JBMEARHE A, QoS J& MEE sk QoS_Value LL KM B T 11 (11K /s mBEA 43 4 I 2B A R Fs R A
S I I R A SR A U SRR A s SR e R 4 e A PR 5 DR 2R R AR SR IR e R 4
(FERH P IAE KRS AL B A E),H S &S 45 AR L QoS i M8 22 3k i FE A %, i i
ST 2 QoS ARAERI XL 15 BIE S TF-IDF 5L S5 AR N A R (7) TH B4 7] 6 BR 45 52 g DR 216 06 43
SR ; 1R B Y1 5 H R A D 50 30 A 6L, R 28 B, 0 BT R RE AR ], T SRR AR (19 45 JE 319 235 B 3 I 2R B B A5 3 O A
{8, I W B0 B 1R/ R TE A AR 1 I 2850 T 9 A % 1 25 200 2 B8, LA i 60 MR 236 05 K IR0 280 O S 28 RE AR B 1) 4
ey Rt U

B C={co,Co i Wi #7503 2 1 45 B4R, Co K on it /& QoS JB PEFRTHE, Cy KR Aili A2 QoS J& PE bk, Bl 1:QoS Ji& 1k
FrUER Web IR 45 i 5 B[] 28T 108 HIHESR KT+ 50%, 8 X={X1,X0,Xa, .. ., Xn } R FEZAS 1] 55, B0 308 AL B B, B ATTKE 6
JEREAR R ZER REAMIRAE N LA LA S M Z R R AR A 0,8 0<x<1, 3t ke{1,2,...,n},
BN — AN QoS ARt AT K 3, 310 sk 2 QoS ARk IR A, 18 3 F B ANFE A4S 2 1535 /2 QoS J M {H 23k
LA AE U A Ak B RS JHCRSY 56 BT, i 5 i A2 0t W 110 R % i 4 R 2 R AR 0t 0 30 3 B 11 (K0 DK/ B e
—ANHT I RE A I RIS, 26 i e T B ) — AR AR, ) I AR 5 25 35 (R AR T A3 /2. QoS i A A1 SR R AR 5 DL T ke
Iy 30 3k R 25 i o v S SR 1 K, I R e 288 88 v R AR 1 4% P AR, BT ST B T 2 T 11 SR, PRI M AR A2
B INE S SUR LTSRN EE 7

FRAR I BURN 22 I 3076 e 06 B0 7R (4), 1556 33K p(ey) BT pxles)-plcs) o K — 2K B S o M 2 Bt B 1t
R

pe)= - (©)

Hrb, ng 2% QoS AR T A FEJE T ¢ (K9 Hen MR FEA S T B AR RE A HL

POXilC) AR AN AE ¢ M A AS x; [OME R, L TH B 24 ot

Xi
S

nci

Stopt, s B oy B UL, ng, 4675 ¢ 251 0B 6 MO LIV ZERE AT AR 0 0 o T g LI TF-
IDF 51727 LA 575555 50 DA 4125 R RE A 52 0L AL A S 0 AR R AL 5B 2 U1 4519 ), 4 5
0 5T S0 055 500 DR K2 0 40 1 17 AR ORI 2 W5 M 4, T e 2 5 S 45 R
R L A SO L G155 00 DR L2 0 S0 TE K 40 0 SRR R R s £
NI ELPK B WD 741 £ B 6 £ LM 25 KL TR-IDR S0, M6 28 5L 0B B 1 2600 500 B 7
LA A AT 7 5 T A S A S DRG0 3600 DR 1L 5 B M M S M

A L3900 2 190 5 I A LR 20 2 0 B £ L8830 1 2 s

R R R,

Rl 1 — _— 1 —
IG(Ri)__Z{nr? ]X'OQ[%LJ-FE'?X Z:‘CiXIOQ[n- ]+ n nnRi « Z N, — N ><|Og{nr? nnci J (11)

Ci
GeC e Ny Ne, gec N—Ng R

p(x [¢;) = (10)

S DA 7 2 R B0 PR A S i PR DR £ 23 SR IR 2 A £ SR 3 SR BE ) X ik, FLAR R A
55 H oy JE 08 0 BGE B 52 W IR 1K) 50 S B8 ) 55 FCAE S IA] 1) 3 A1 () 259 2 R P52 Bl S L, BIT 238 W [A] 7 93 A1 AN 35 2
SCAE T A 70 RAR OB 23 S RE ol 0 o £ SR 0 R v B A L B TR b AR R AR R Bk
S DR 1 £ 2R ) £ 73 A ot 58 30 £ S 8 i DX X AR GE 1) TR-IDF S0k 5k, S BB ) 2 248 12 T 5
B B PR A5G AL 1 3 PR SUARL 1 B 2 s
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w, =TF xIDF(R)+IG(R) = (nf |n, ) x Iog[nn]X IG(R) (12)

Ri

d5¢ I YA P IASCRD 28 DU 357 73 28 45 (4) 45 31 i 42 45 1.
1gS-WBSRM AH ¢ S RSl ik 1
B 1 X 19S-wBSRM J7 v I SV IR, 43 S T4 40 S B0 2R B B 5 i B B

WP B0 T30 1 ATHIE — A R DR AEBUE R SR 5 NER 2 AT JT R 20 3t T 91 4R U 25 R A
B 44T S AT AW M AT A A TR T CAE LA BUE R h W a4 45 58 6 47 B 7 AT A A 2(AD
StandardDecision J5 ), I H 15 1  SLAF ) QoS M= i i & A ME SR QoS J 1t (B I {H QoS_Value X
WA AN AR A AT I 00 1T AT 5 2 e R A 4y B G T AR 5, T3 8 47 3 9 AT IR T 194t
T B TAL48 TR-IDF St 5 & 5L i I 1414 6 A /0 2R BUE; R, 58 10 47, 58 11 4745
o B 43 1) e 5 RE 2R AT 58 B R W) BR) - AU R S S BN AT iR AL

WS F By B 2 X I P REAR (O UG VB S, B 28 2 AT FRUREE AR, A5 VR B 58 B 24 1 BT 21 1 W
FEAZH & T5 305K S5, WA A 22 A I8 56 W PR 7 20 65 1A ASCAEL B 3 DA B G eF W 9 e S 1 i 6 v 158 3 47
T 5E IR SRR 58 I B2 R 121 A B AR 43 30 I I 38 o 4 B TRUK B (R A 2 AN A R O, T35 5 4T~
% 9 47 1) StandardDecision 7735 SEIN £t v B 1 YA KO & O 45 & 1 3 B D S A R e
PIAREAR B, B T3 10 47 28 11 AT 48 ST RSB0 K88 2 K (L2) W BUE R AT B A58 12 71
pOxilcy), 326 1 T 58 13 AT 44 55 7 & A AR LA Z2 3T 45 p(xilc;) ¥ I 4503 3(RIT computeAftPro_c; /7 v%) v 4 itk
B853S0 B i 50 W6, 75 136 14 47~38 17 A7 U505 I3 2 LU A4 LU AT IR 45 MR 42 &5 SR I ok

B 2 55 B 3 S R M AR S v (R AN 43 D R I SE I B 206 N TH SRS I B R IR o b M S
DR 2L T o B, LAE — 28 SR YR B S B n g LUK g [N 3 [ 73 SR 45 2R COX) 0 14500k 3, 145 1 4T3 il fif o
FeBl 5 p(cy) 2R 5 T35 24T+ 35 3 AT LI SR I I A AR 21 & T006F IV 45 43 JS IR 4 A%, 58 4 AT ~58 7 4T UK
i 8 A (4) w5 T 20 1 1 AT 8D, ARG RE 20 T R ORD 3 DU 43 S 1 S B R S IR [

H3% 1. 1gS-wBSRM &%,

e

BN NZEREAR T={X1,X2.Xa, .. Xn};Q0S Mk % Jit f5t & M bR E £,Q0S Jig 11 A2 il {1 QoS_Value; I U AL FE A IE IR

HE n;

B W R DR 4 B pro_cg B B R

© © N o g ~w Db PE

10.
11.

i
Create weightTable;
while (x7 eT);
n++;
if (weightedTable.contains(R,)); ng ++ ;
else weightedTable.add(R;) and n, ==1;
if (StandardDecision(x; ) ==C,); N& ++; ne, ++;
else N ++; ng ++;
wy =

Ri _
W =
pro_c, =n /(n, +n;);

pro_c, =n, /(n, +n,);

nd x1.0/n, xlog(n/ng) ;

g x1.0/n, xlog(n/ng ) ;

12. Initial weightTable;
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I PER .

NS R A S:{xl,xz,x3,...,xn};n:XﬂL%1ﬁﬁﬂﬁ?’iﬁzliﬁ&%ﬂ‘]il‘%ﬁ?ﬁil‘;iji S N T 4 A BUE R pro_cgiot
I R348 30 1K/ m;QoS J& A R iH:QoS_Value; QoS Ml % it 1t J& 1k Ar vk B,

i E - CO): M 4 R K5 B MR AR s w ST PRS0 R 41 25 B R

1. n=0;

2. while (xfeS);

3. WCRJ_‘ = getWeight(x¥) ;
n++:
if (n>m);
if (StandardDecision(x) == C); nf——; ne——;
else nfli—— ;=

if (x%_«<QoS_Value); nfoi ++] N, ++

© © N o g s

else N ++; Ng ++;

10. 1G; =computelG(R;);

11w, =updateW, (x;'),w, =updateW,, (x);

12. p(x [cp) =ng /ng, p(x1e)=ng /Ing ;

13. AftPro_c, = computeAftPro_c,(x), AftPro_c, = computeAftPro_c,(x%) ;

14. k=aftPro_cy/aftPro_c;

15. if (k>1) #3525, B 95 40 T 1E RS

16. else if (k<1) 90 & Jsif v, W R 55 2 %%

17. else (k=1) ¥& NS X, ok AW IR % K3 5 75

3% 2. StandardDecision(x) 572

N IREREA S={X1, Xz, ..., Xn};Q0S M4 it it Ji M A vHE 5,Q0S Ji& VA 13 {E:Q0S_Value;

B C(X): L 3

1. if (X <QoS_Value)

2 successQoS++;

3. c=successQoSx1.0/n;

4. if(c=p); ng ++; return co;

5. else nj ++;returncy;

%% 3. computeAftPro_c; (x).

BN REAR S={X1.Xo, ... Xn B BN T K/ miii /2 QoS J& A1 B SR 1 4 A 3 successQoS; WCR; S ASES
1 BUE R  recordPreProcy: 47 515 4 W ) & 11 BA A1

i th 5 9 % afterProc;.

1. double pro_c; = computePro_c; (x) ;

2. double RPreProc; =wfj' x log( pow(plcO,temp) x pow(L— plc0,1—temp)) ;

3. recordPreProc;.add(RPreProc;);

4. if (n>m), prePro_c;=prePro_c;+RPreProc;-recordPreProc;.get(n-m-1);

5. else prePro_cj=prePro_c;+RpreProc;;
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6. double aftProcj=log(pro_c;)+prePro_c;;
7. return afterProc;;

4 FKBWRERS

H T IAEA AR K 19S-WwBSRM M 2 U7V I A B E 5 A R, S8 0 i TE 45 58 AR E R IR B SOBLR BN
BRI [ 7 7 P SO R A (1 FU S T - Web IR 45 )5 5 (quaality of Web service, fij i QWS) %4 4212451 R K A )y
V5 SCEk 11,12 $E i wBSRM(weighted naive Bayes runtime monitoring) J5 v DL A SC R [10] H 42 H
iBSRM(improved Bayes runtime monitoring) /5 VAREAT LI 20 BT B T QWS B85 B 42 ¥ A f 7 1 A= 28 R0 IR
55 i @ P pm Ul DRI, B8 1 4 S0 b i S SR 5 e AR e 1 B 8 SOBAU) SR SR AT S5 5 0 AR v AT S B
YO UE; TR F QWS B S B4 AR R AT B S A 4R 1 10 52 56 DA IE AR (19T Rtk 55 S F A
41 FRHBFERMEERE

SCUGEE T Eclipse FRSF & A A Java S A2 15 5 B vk IS4 HA 14 5 325 il B AT FH 1 9 A A T ) 5 0
i 48 BAH R LI I S 8 LA 4.

Table 4 Experimental data set and the main related parameters
F 4 SEHCEREE RS HOR R AH K SR
(a) FIEACE

Configuration item Experimental environment parameter
RAM DDR4 12G
Hard disk 5400 rpm HD
CPU Intel Core i5-3337U 1.8GHz
(b) HARAEAE
Relevant parameter Custom simulated data set QWS real data set
Client location 2 fixed position of the client Part of 339 Client information
Server location 2 fixed location on the server Part of 5825 Server information
Data set 5000 Response time QoS value 6000 Response time QoS value of original data set

4.2 1gS-wBSRM75 3% RYI8iE

421  [E BB T S50 5 b 5 5 iE

LERERLSERS o 5E X QoS 7 3K Wi B2 I A) N T 10s (AR R MK T 50%, 5% T 4% — & L W BE LA B 10
5 000 AL Y. 1 7] QoS £ dii IR BT 3 500 AN, 4% 556 it K 5% M Rl 74 A (United States,Colombia) X (United
States,Chinay, 3 v, 5 5% Wi P57 21 5 Jr % 2 14540 G UM 5 b 1 50 S 080 4 T S 46 49 7 — 3, B9 08 s 4
P52 QWS HH AR R £ 8 B 1) 1 000 AN 2058 B B A VI 25 3R 15, T 1200~1700 Kby A i . i 117 QoS 4 {H KT 10s
RIS IR FEA KT 50%, 5 #F /K 1000~1800 [X 1] [ 52 1 K 120 75 2 A (United States,Colombia), % B 75 X co 251K
BLF A 0.006 929 84,5} ¢y FERLH 2 0.002 031 05. 7 T 2000~2500 Abyd: A i 3 i i) QoS Z# AT+ 10s 14 i
FEACK T 50%, ¥ FE 4 1900~2700 X [H) (1) 52 M X 21 & %€ “h(United States,China), X N A% ¢o ZEHIALTE Xy
0.009 516 66,%] c; FALHE %y 0.084 154 64.

PR AN R B4 3 3 % 1 (static sliding window) K /N 1gS-wBSRM (143 28 3 34T 43 #7149 52 56, e i 06
LR F 00 B 1N LB aQHE AT R S 36 A0, A LB AT 50 26K, A 50 B 11 K /N TSR 4 v (B 50,100,
150,200,...) 3 [ BEAT 52 86 S0 25 A 3 B, o AL bR 3 M 45 SR IR 40 28 (1 AR 1532 R I, B Lt i) g
Wi Web AR 454k T 155 R A -1 AR B 4 s 5 L, B D e o W % Web IR 45 B 0 o IR G5 AR 200, B AR b R s
P BUHR R A KR, 5 A AR ST AT I 2 A 3 M s v SR 1) 0

t B 3 AT LUF H 3 B N B, ik s 3 SIS I R o RO B M 4R o R A IR S A,
25 H IILAH B 1) 0 W i SR, 7 10 AR, L S R v L[] B T AR ) o 0 R/ I i R 4 52 00 TR R
{17 5 WA P B R A 2 224 5 LW A /N B 2 Tk k1 B, T ) 43 SR B 5 4 52 204 i M — PR Bk 0 5 i 1 g
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A7 T A M R AR AE A K 22 B DL 2 5 S AT 1 1 1 e /N U 3 BSORBBURE oL v, AT PRI B A

_gsﬁ
f/ / ! / [[] e

C\

\—c‘—q‘—q

<
OHHN
m on ™

2
2
296
303

m 50 metric ™ 100 metric 150 metric 200 metric ® 250 metric

M 300 metric M350 metric MW 400 metric W 450 metric B 500 metric

Fig.3 1gS-wBSRM under diffrent sizes of sliding windows
K3 AREDKE D KA T 1gS-wBSRM

[ I W0 52 1] 3 v S B A AT — 340 % B A /)N (50,100,150 £5) R 1 i 428 w55 45 SR T- 1700~2000 4k &k 42 T 2038,
TR I /N T SR E v T A I T T 10 328 T 38 KB 2 AR B TP e W R/ R M A R SR SR T 2R
XA I A2 PR 2 3R P 48 K BT S 0, MR AT I e R 1) KNV R S i B e M s v SR T A ) S
R/ (BRI 200~250 8 R/ R0 ). T 7E 48 T SR IR S v 2% 1 BIAS0L Sl 50 B 42 eh A\ B e S0 3080
e 5B M v T B SEBOE A v RBOE  BOAS SO B R 200 25 KR/ IR BT T EEAT 0 B LSRR 4R T (RS2, R
B, MK 250 5K/ B O EAT B Sk IR B0l B 4 s 56
FER RIS g K 19S-wBSRM 55 B0AT 56 T IBURN 2% L 47 55005 1% 43 25 Uy ¥ (weighted  naiive Bayes
running monitoring, f&jFx wBSRM) LA J & T~ 4% ¢ D1 i [ s 28 J7 ¥ (improved BSRM, {7 iBSRM)IEAT & 53 Ht
b, Ho, QoS AR i SR Y i AR,
WK 4 B0 1A R (A 2 4 1gS-wBSRM,WBSRM LL & iBSRM 74 Wi 45 TGRS #1280 B 7 — S0 1)
Wi, R T 1 25,10 Web Ik %5 L2 QoS & PEFRUE, k45 I8 T 1 W IR A T B A8 D BB AR ),
iBSRM {5t L 7 iRk 25 2K R4 1 40 7, T 19S-wBSRM 5 LA & wBSRM J7 72 7 M 43 4 AR B AR — 30X 5 FAT 17
S XL, QoS R AT A HE I [ B8 4 R s L — 30 AR AR KON 1392 1 ,1gS-WwBSRM 28 1 Ukl HE T IR 45 B 4k,
BRIRF, W DLV AR A N 1200 JFEA7E A (United States,Colombia) s Wi K-~ 41 & BT 3545 (1) 2 3o fs B At ke
14354 W7, 1T G I, WBSRM A & iBSRM B 4 R i A7 i 428 v SR 45 AR R AR AR AKX T~ wBSRM 2R A 11 IR 2% 252K,
D) — 7 T2 BR 2 052 17 s BRI 1 2R 8005 L R ), o i 380 5K 10 3% SR 5040 T 485 707 1) 43 2845 L AN IO vk ) e
2 T IR 25 18 2 A% 1 52 W BR 7 21 A1 43 288 ) BT VR P 7 A, 5 50 52 380 M 94 43 288 10 288 W) A1 i 22 2K 119
SO AEAE A S 2 163 B4, wBSRM 77 VA5 I 3] 1) ik 55 SR 20N 2 HOZE A E 2 000 A 4% Ab JF 46 102 N IR R A AR
GFEIR P AR R BT IR SR 3k AR R B IR R I IR T 1 700 AR IR RE A N SE UG I —
BEIX[1),19S-WBSRM Jf A 72 A VR 43 28 1) e o 5028, T DR ) 2 R A9 b b w38 DX 1) 300 AN B A7 — i 24 6 1)
B FE A H AT 47 25 L0 30 92 B 1) Ji5 50 5 LG A e S SO bRt T L B 3 013 AMFEAR 4 4, 19S-wBSRM
BT M A 0 280 T R 95 AR ACBR AT [ 1E R A, S5 A48, QoS Bl A A 19 i A4 T A 45 R — 5K
K 5 XK T 19S-WBSRM 5 i [ A £ 1) M 45 38 e i AT W R b i 3L b — IR Sh A& TN 4
ISR IR 120 A BUAE Y 2 i 38 vh A1) 26 T RS B2 8 1 40 4 (United  States,China),(United States,Colombia)— X
SEHT A S AIARUE AR Ak TR HR] DU HE b 2k S T LA A R R S B B SERIR AR T A LR B A
A (WAL B T 5245 59 4h— Fh TR A 3R AF /2 1gS-WBSRM 75 SE i I 42855 5 v 6ok W 2 4R 2 10 ) .
IR ST 25 A A TERT T 19S-wBSRM i 44 5 i 1 A B 5 AR E AE RN B B AL R S IR R
2 AH 45 A OEE IR 19S-WBSRM 71, V) SE IR T 0y SR SR B S IA) 43 AT DG FR IR RS A LA R 7 Sk T AR 0 X S N B
ASERBE T 10 43 0 W 10 57 T 500 920 7 A 9 5T M 238 8 U1 110 W 38 T A7 A0 T 3 43 % ).
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Fig.4 Monitoring results with different approaches
Bl 4 R[]y i i

Table 5 Experimental data set and the main related parameters
RS IKEFON oy R A A A AU 5

User location/Server location ~ (United States,China)  (United States,Colombia)

Wo o1d 0.009 516 65 0.006 929 84
Wi o1 0.084 154 64 0.002 031 05
Wo_igs-wsrm 5.08E-8 0
W1 _igs-wesrRM 4.19E-8 0

SIS 5 E R A [R] IR BEAEL B 48 K 1 3 i DL ek T i wBSRMLIBSRM J5 v, 3 5 19S-wBSRM
HEAT R LG43 8, B 200 25K R /N IR B 1S 4005 3 b AN TR RUAR 1) 2 11 K70, 4353l 24 200,350,500, 73 73 3E 47 552 46 0] L.
S M A 5 SR 1] 5~ 181 7 BT R, WTUR B AN R A R IR R B 1) R AR AR OR AR T A AR X e g TR
PR S5 R T AR AT S 1 S PR (LIt S o A 3 T A 5 e (1 IR AT M 4 VR b i e b TN
T30 B DL DUPE RS, 1) 3T 905 00N PR O K EE R AUL B S B sz n 2 S0 S0 O S22 LI RE 1) S0 245 AT 2
I\ L6777 T 43 1 0 B A AR FH S I 0 A A — A g S A s B kA AR

1.5 15
1 ._.!.l._.!,... - 1 ____._,!._.-.-.-J‘_._.
05 H ¢ 05 :
iy ! = = Ig5-WBSRM i J — = IgS-WBSRM
0 ClS s WBSRM 0 ; — ceeeee WBSRM
2 Sﬂ§‘£$£g?§$ﬁ =+ *iBSRM 2338238525382338 h & = - iBSRM
05 | - STIAILERAR 05} TOMROgNINENARNNISEESR
2l - LA I R S S
1.5 -15
Fig.5 Result under 200 metric sliding window Fig.6  Result under 350 metric sliding window
A 200 A A R AR 2R K6 LL350 MK I g R
15
1 o e e - == o == - o
:t li
05 H i
b [ = = Ig5S-WBSRM
0 " ! ...... WBSRM
eRegeieskisgedegedig = - BsRM
05 ) TR AIPRIIINIILRIRSA
PR I L.
-15

Fig.7 Monitoring result under 500 metric Sliding Window
K7 U500 Al K HR R
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422 FSERSEE T SRR b

A F IR S 50 %) A 7 vE A BV I S TE IR AL b, R TR S QWS TSR B AR SR U0 UE AR 7 VA A Ak S sk
F .

M I QWS BT Sz i 45 P 4R X 6 000 ANFEA HURT 1 000 4> QWS FEA B 1 S #I4A 1L I ZrbE A 4R, LAk Sk
WA — MR BUE R 5B M 88 B2 J5 10 5 000 AN 1 by M 45 5 4 AR I 2w (0 52 46, 3L o,
1gS-wBSRM J5 v 13 3 & E KN sEE 2 200.

WKl 8 ik 12 1gS-WwBSRM,WBSRM,iBSRM 7t QWS FLSz % #a4E N It W 455 25 5L IR KR, L A8 s 2 7 M 4 &5
I 2rJ5(1 ARFR B2 5B 5, B b v ot B % Weeb JIR 25 4 1B B IR A -1 ARSRFE 28 JRU A 52, B Bk ) gt S % Weeb JI
S I RS RN M AL bR A 7 W 5 B R AR JE QoS BRI [H] /N T+ 10s IR AL T+ 50%.
P19 24 1 480~1 720 FEAHHE Bt 1) M F4 45 5, 58 by 40 S50 B8 L 3 i Wi 48 5 VO A BB B v 1) 43 R M s 5 R 1
k.78 10 S 1F ik QoS Frifk I, Web fik%5 QoS ZHiuili & br vk 5 A B ARk (1 J5 I M2 2 M LU, M HL KT 1
I, R 7 52 JRU R i, B LG I 4 M 45 Weeb JIR 25 Ak T 0T 6 R A — 1 AR SRR 48 S M 2, BT B gl IS 2 Web IR 45 HA 30
W MG e FLAR AN A T S A 2 LK R, W T B AT R o AT 3 A vk I MR A A R AR R A

15 15
1 s a e eeees e R C e T e ] pmemenguessccsss .
0.5 : FR I F : 05 : :
0 - e 0 - —_ a——
9 r\mmmﬁl\mamﬁl\mm = Nm m: AR o O NV TMAN—TONDONOVOTNANO DNV T M
oI m-H O N O S oM oy IS O < o~ N~ G m 0 NO = ANMTT INOONNWOOOdNMT N ONRDO
05 Hmm'\mHMQ‘DWONZ Mgy o ~ O N O X -0.5 S SO NGMOOOWOWWOOOOONNS
) NI ¥ RN L1 - LI 4 LSy IR T S X -S| M- S T J-L e (T .
15 0 eeeeee 1gS-wBSRM WBSRM == + = iBSRM 15 0 eeeees 1gS-wBSRM WBSRM == + =iBSRM

Fig.8 Monitoring results under QWS real data set  Fig.9 Results during data segment from 1 480 to 1 720
K8 QWS H ¥l Mg R 9 1480~1 720 ¥k B i 5 R
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- = WBSRM
02 | iBSRM
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Fig.10 Ratio between posterior probabilities under QWS real data set
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