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B2 LA R 2 LAR SN H TR 228500 — F S LA, v LS Bl R332 SR AT SI2 56 005 3 A 508 43 17 55 L
PEUL 2 B e 2 2R s 2P A i 2 VS e LA B R4 T R G I S 2 2 1 R 2 AR
I LR R B I P, T B DR RIS 1) e A A it , LU 45 5 %) S T) PN AT, A 8 1 o B B B AR M v A 2 B 27
ARSI R 2 T ST T A G R DA R R R T AR D N b £ R AR AR T R
AT I7 %

A% T B AN R T A R R B TR 9, AN 10 2 TR B A 00 2 T 55 H b 1) 22 FF R S8 BUAS T AR DRk e 3R i
Xt 22 Rk 2 U AR A VA B (R RIE A e AL SCHR [ 71K 22 AN AR & A AR LS, B R B 1A 30 B S ok
VA B B I A G, AH X 7 9 A A U TR AN 2 P P T R SR (81 B X 22 T A U I 1) 4 S 12 ) A 1 T
Fairness 8 (U R BN EHEAL 2 BFE TAER G DLTE = 85 R TAE R BEERR T A2 7E 2 A A TR 45 1
PR 2 A L ) W) 4 A8 7 AT I A B AR SR AT IR 0, DRI 0 B 6t 22 e ) ) 2 LAV W PR R B8 B0 o A
AR AT IR ARG IEAT 55 I A 3R 1) D Re.

AL R DA T /NI 0 5 A S i A B, T DA 9 P S ek A AT (N I R L — 0 A R, = R
55 J5e 0o [ 1) 12— 2 2 A MRV B TR A 2 B 25 o R P BT AR B8 F 14 385 = 5 IS PR RS2 3K R Ay T 2 4 Bl My
A P25 R 2 R ae Ak AT fig 4 S OB TR U BE RO H R 6T B AN B TR R BRSO A IR Ok
J& AR IX SERIF AN il 1 s T AE 2 B2 AR R L

mRFE TAEGER R ™ 32 B2 R8I 8] 00 2l F 200, e 7R IX P AN 0 R 18 = Bk 22 LA S AT 5007 1
FHET RIS,

o AT R 2 B AT I R 52 2% FE AT A DA 75 T S BT rp A P AR R A, SCHR[12] 48 2% 58 R P i) ) 9%
MAR TS T RA Z kA 8 2% 81 &k X B DBCS(deadline-budget constrained
scheduling).

o EIXS H AT 11 th Ak 2 AR ) 25 4R 4 7 2L RS0 6 D0, SCHR (13138 5 48 i Ok i i 12 5 i PCPA(partial
critical paths algorithm),$& i T —F £ 2 {84y Ik % 42 517 MCPCP(multi-cloud partial critical paths),
5T A2 0l FH 2 R e K R R ek A AT B

o SUHR[I417E 7% I8 = R PR T 4 Hh o e R ot A S0, 70 o A I [B) 249 0 e DR R B AR AT 9 .

o A IEATIE I ACO(ant colony optimization)’ %Ml PSO(particle swarm optimization)$dyz: 216155 %
SUBLVEAE I TR) A0 2l ] 20T BEAT 04k

IR S BAT 5 10 2 A RO AR B B B IR T 1) 22 A B2 A U 2 F A IR AT A X 48
b ATy — BT

FERR TARR AR v, e At BB A = VRS R 5 — A QR =2 U0 H i, i 2 =i B e
SR EUAR . (10 2 4 475 i SRt B0 22 4 S 20, DR b, 2 T PR 55 (1 2 4 A 35 ol A0 e g b2 T AR 9 AR (0 F T A
BEX R AR AE IR A 2 U SRS A AR O RS Il R, SCHR [2 1178 7 I 25 16 P F IsF ) 0 2 F 29 3T 4% 1
TR e ARG & PR P B FA MM 57 MHPC (multiterminal cut for privacy in hybrid clouds). i % 4> %
7 L8 A B B DR BRIt DR T R 70 2 vh o v B 3, SCRR (22058 BG4 M T 22 4 R T D e L A R JE R
SABA(security-aware and budget-aware workflow scheduling strategy). T 5 1F TAE AT 45 4 = %I _LHAT &
AR, SCHR (23138 T 150 T4 55 a5 st 2 5 T 4SS 25 Sfe S0 Rk 2 T 40 2 R 3 1) 9% e e, AT S 3R E ) 2
IR EVEAAT I T SRS ARG 2 A AT 0 B NS 22 R AR I I 2 A T e ARCHE — 25 AR ST

Bt nf L3 i) R A SR AT AN 2 IR TR BIE ST A F P R N 5 28 22 S i R AR R DA Bl A $R 2T 1 1R 7,
Gl 1Y) 22 A RN TA) 24 I B 22 Bh 27 AR U 2 FH AR AR A B rh 3R T 8 BB T 1 2 4 1k T [R] 2 SR (1
Z R TAER S AR, JF 5 T B2 R 1 2% LA 5% MSW-SDCOA. 5L B SEAEAT: 55 T L Wi
R FR R AR G381 B8 At e LR AT s 448, I T 96k 2D A 4517 U8 T i i HEFT SRR % BT 45 42 K
JE VA B 22 4 FF8S 1 43 2 o AT S5 15 s B T ) R B2 e 91 20 AT 45 R B I R A ACO B b IR 45 3 T
SR MR e A5 R DA B 0 — 2 s 22 Bk AR 2 A A BOR.
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o TARE AR TAERIESIEAT =16, 14, = (.0, ,Ly WA} by (VRS | A TR | AME
S0, IF by G AKR S, O, AR ) MOH MO AR, L, 1R 6 IOTR R BN, A IR% by BT
FEE T AR

o E HIRETRPBIE TARRAL S5 Z RIS 3

tyy FT BT BT 46 40120 pre(t)ty 05 4647 %4610 9 succ(ty)).

E= {(ti,j’ti,k’dti,J,tl’k )| (6,55 ET’dt,'j,tivk € O‘i,] and dtlbj,t,'k € It,~k b
(tivj’tisk’dtl.ptl,k )& tj Atk H"]i&ﬁ1&ﬁ9§%,tu S i BIRTIRAT 55 A2 tij I JG gkAT 45, dt.,pt.,k RFE tij
8 by RS, L, ) REHIER A

THESTE 1R 1) AT BT wy A1 w, X AN RFE TAERSEBIRIR 1 5 NS 55 B A
P AR A g b AR SR BEAT PE AN R

Fig.1

Multi-Scientific workflows instance

1 2R AR S
Table 1 Multi-Scientific workflows instance parameter information
x1 ZRFETAEREHZHER

W W] Wz

t A1 Az A3 A4 A5 B] Bz B3 B4 B5 B5

I NA 3 5 6,5 7 NA 5 4 6 56,3 6

o) 35 6 5 7 NA | 54,6 5 6 3 6 NA

L 11 16 15 20 6 17 14 13 7 21 7
pre NA A, A Az, As A, NA B B B Bz, Bg, B, Bs
succ Az, Az As A, As NA B,, B3, B4 Bs Bs Bs Bs NA

AL K = PR B 56 T 22 A PR RIS 1) 49 3R 10 22 b ARG S AL i 2 B, 2Rk TAE
TR 3 RV AR S5 AR SR FE P 41 AR M BETT 58« BhaS T 2 B TAR VX 4 704l 73
FLU 7R H R R i) 2D B, 20 AT AB,C ARGRANIF] IR 22 ARV AR B v ] P 3R A8 22 A B2 TAR IR X
SeRL S TARRRBIE G, 8 o208 2 B AR REAT I i, i b HAE 55 9 0 80U AR e T 50 (K HEFT S0k )2
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Fig.2 Multi-Scientific workflows scheduling flowchart
B2 ZREE ARG R A
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TAEWIREE 7 %
12 BRZFETERRZREHTE

W EIRE P2 P2 2, ARP ¥ 0. WEWr. 4RSS 2 = RGN 3 Fivey W, AV 3 Ff
GA RS (RO B 55 e B I 45 DL 28 T IR 55 ) K B S Bk 2 AR T AT I gl i 220 00 1 5 4ok B A1
1 H a,b Fil ¢ - BIRIR SR WAEIRS ST IEME R &5 FIpL 3 PR 4

AR IR 2 AR TAE R HAT T A T8 i P S A AT 4570 AAE B RO b4 =2 50 AT DL A A
JSCA S X RS: 2SR AR AR W BREANMES T B 3 POAN ) 22 A 0] 1) 22 4 M 45 0 432 52 S N 5l 1648 5 4 B
UE AR 45 70 AT 55 PUAT I8 ) 50 48P A 25, 7 26 B HE 5 3o 2 o 56 P L 85 P AR 45 A9 a5 38 1 R 45, R 1) 45 A
W i o B B AN () A B A WS A BRI 22 4 ) 5 HL I 1) 8 B LG A58 AN UG A R BT 22 4 0 43 L A
0.18~1 Z )31 g5 fun BATTHs 4 A 9 50 1 53 i 40 200 SR ot e AH 52 B 5 15 1) W4 755 K 31 TIGER.

AR5 8 b AR 22 4 W%MﬂmimﬂfmﬁTw
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G REAT A1 3 Fh st A 45 AT 55 by I U Pt )5 Xk B

PG, )=1- [] a-Pd,.sl ) @)
le{a,b,c}
TR AU wy B0 SRS P (wy) T BT o JEAT 5548 45 SR R 15060
Pw)=1- [] (1-P() ©)

ZRFE AR W 2 PEREAR S(W) T DG o R AR AR & 1 AR 3R 13, 2 B2 AR W s AT )
(25 B B2 AR UARIZ AT 1, O oF SR TR U0 XS 4 T 45 el 3 )R % b 2 AR U AR el ¢
ARG 2 B TARW W22 PERER, I B S(W) RT3E L h

SW) = HN(I—P(Wi)) (C))
13 ZRFTHERTHMEITE
BBty B e SRR AL E vmy  BAAT, I TR I DR AT 2 AR A

avai

st(t, thivj):max{ti,j ,avai(vmtu )}

i
5= max {ft(tvm, )+t )
tiepre(t ;) R (5)

L(d,, . )/b(vm, ,vm, ), vm_!=vm
t( ;. b0 = o § o i i
T o
B, G ARFR g AT HIRAT S ABAT SRR LB AR vm, 1 AOWTE, avaium, ) 03 vm, | AT 1)
2T 5 5 (I Tty Rt PO T AR 46 T o B AR AR 26t O 52 N )t ) 1R 2t B A
Aty OB IR), 24t 0t 5 23T 0 R FOUBTLAHT T e, A B IR0y 0757 UL A e 1 04 L(d, ) R BA PSS AL TR
it % bvm,, ,vm, ).
t REAT e A IR 55 T4 e (K I0) st 53 Oy SHOR R IR 55« Se B PR R 55 LA WL PR MR 550X 3 AN, st | B0

H lei,j = Vm‘i.k

st =t(sly ) +(sly ) +t(sky ) (6)
tsly ) AR B 43 BT TR 55 T T RE A INT 0, e(sl ) AR e 2k S 55 T VR RE ) I, sy ) AL % A R 55
T FE (19 16T [1). B 73 560 Al 55 T3 6 010 68 T) 65 B9 6 8 (1) 22 4 Rk 5 00 AT 9%, 56 B AR M 55 A0 BIL 3% 1 ik 55 T i 11 1F
I 15 3 1) 2 4 M 55 0 0 B4 019 i RN AT O sty ) PR SEO7380 1, /OD(SI ).l ) I 50535
O, /OD(sl ),OD(sly ) 1 OD(sly ) 73 AR e 486 1 ik 55 FBIL 4 A4 e 55 4 A T A P K 1
i PRI 58 BRI T80 D TSR IR TR0 _E 38 4T I [) LA B 2 4 5 55 T A6 3% (K I 18, ol A0 A 4 1 28 st 5

ft(ti,j,vmti’j )= st(ti,j,vmti’j )+ et(ti‘j,vmthj )+ stti.j (@)

oty A vm, L AT et(t jvm, )= Ly /My AR v, 5T DUAAT 4 B
AR it B T — AT 45 45 SRR IS T DAy A 22 Fo) 2 TR 3 18 56 G PR ), 530 22 Rk 2 T A 348 11 5 J3 T 1) mp Ay

mp=_ max = ift ;. vm, )} ®)

o N ARFR B TAEGR A BN ARRBL 22 TAEGR | 5 R 4551
14 SRFEIERERITE

7, KA 5 6 R U8 07 3 et R B9V 9,610 Amazon EC2 BN g 8 - 8 247K 2 —
AN /NI S, M AL 2 0 S 40 12 G 8 0. DR, 25 B SR 1 98P 4 A L LA 2 0 2 1
2 LB allc %
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allc= i price(vm,) ©
vm,) | x

price(vm;) =] ft(t
Horh price(vm) AU HEFUNL vy 18 3 (10 98 T, m ARG RE DAL IR AN teng AARAERESUNL vy L85 58 B AT 55 tetart
PRAE vmy b AT AT 55, B, AR vy S I ) f) 9 .
15 SRFTIEREZRMMED

ASCHRE 0 25 58 R 3 T2 A MR i 1) 200K 1 22 BE 2% AR VR 2 R LR B R Bk 53— FhfE il e B R T
AR AR B 58 B TAIARS P P 990 20 88 5 AR b e 0 DA R 22 Ak K1 P B 5 10 22 4P 1 B /N L 55 28 A6
B 7 %8, T XAk fn A 20 (10):

end ’Vmi) —st (tstart >

minallc

s.t. mp < deadline (10)
S(W) = scon

Horpdeadline AR3 7 B 5E 10 2 BE2% TLAE SR B (AU IR 18], scon AR H 7 B2 5E IR 22 BF 2% LA U R 5 11 e AIG

ZAaPE.

2 RIMETETZREZMMNBARMESRZETIERERRILER

AR SCHEH 1Y MSW-SDCOA S32: 1) FE A AR 15 S X0 2 AN Bk TAE G347 B4 2% )5, 18 3 gk HEFT 593k
52 Bl2E TAER BT B 7 55 B AL ) ACO BiESREAT 45 17 4 (M e A R .
21 ETFHFERBNEZEIERES

FERFE T AGAME 45 5 H AT AR 2545 1R J5 A 545 157 26 MU0 M6 2R, S B B T 4545 1
AIEAT 52 AT 55 1 A RIB AT, AU RATAE—AME 2515 10ty ORI 551 A LAt I L i FEO I A AT45 45 15
1 U b T8 T Bt 0 by R AN 2505 IR BRI 4 Tt 0 b 2 T K0 A 0, SR T L4645 18,
T T 5 R e 6 L 52 U8 3 2 P S S 1 0 g WA WO o e % 1 M S )

22 SHETERESAERINER

BRI A R I7 00 K IR — R AL 5545 AW — 22 A% SO0 2 2 T LA 46 I 9 A i B 0
JLSH ok HEFT S5 52 BLRG: 1 76 SR 2515 s SRR TR A SR U A 2 LA 405 1 R (A 3 17
HE PP B 1 2 MG B0 555 2 7 9 HEAT 4 96 357 20 B2 AR OAR % V0 B 81 3 76 40 (AT T % R4 T
P AL I 1 2 T

S AT 4545 SR A B 5 303518t 5 AT 26t 2 B4 K JEE Len(tip) A J% b 1052 4 PE T
B A AT 25 1B S e 3 SR A DR 50 4R 2 b R A T Bt ORI 528 2

rank(t;, i) =avg{w(t; )}+ ma)(( e ;s t,, ) +rank(t )+ Len(t;, )} + avg {t(sl' )} (11)
tj k esucc(t lefa,b,c}
%ti,j%ﬂj DE%HTLen(ti,j)—O *Xﬁ‘ﬁ‘ﬁi\\ﬁﬁ”—l:
rank(t, ;) = avg{w(t; ;)} + avg {t(sl' )} (12)
le{a,b,c}

FE 558 BE 7 2 I AR R s 1 TR,

BiE 1 AT T A A U

AL RSB TARRAE %515 25 B BAZ Mqueue.
v CAERAE S W74 Q.

1. get the max depth k /3R M2 Bl T ARG 1 5 K24 k
2. Q02,050 {5

3. Q={}
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4. for each task t in MQueue do
5 if t==tot;
6 Calculate the rank(t) according to Eq.(12);
7. else
8 Calculate the rank(t) according to Eq.(11);
9 j==t.getdepth(); //ZKHUAT4% t KIJZ%
10. Put task t to q;;
1. endif
12. end for
13. for i to k do
14.  QuickSort(q;,1,0;.5ize()); /44 BA B AT 2544 rank(t) K/ i HE Y
15, Q+=q;
16. end for
17. return Q
S B AR AT S R
(1) BRI BLE LARR I 5 K Z 5 kARG RI a6 46 kA2 BA A LA BT 46 4 CAE VAT 45 7 51 Q D73 (38 1
17~5 3 17);
Q) RS R REE TAERAL ST 55 R IIBA S MQueue FIAESS tAIMTT45 t 215 4 W AT 454
I 2 22 (1 2) T SEAZAT 55 BT AR 77 W, 28 (1D T S AT 55 BT AR, AR 5 B2 IBUZ AT 55715 1
JITAE B2 50 R T R AT 55 t RN = BAA qi(2F 4 AT~28 12 17);
(3)  MKIAG K ASBAF R AT 55 44 RO AR I S HE e A5 BRSNS N 22 Q (3R 13 47~2 16 17);
4 REITAERAES R BEE S QR 17 17).
23 BRFEIAERESFIINIAE
AP ARSI T ACO Sk, i Sk 2 70 3 e s, B IR S ) 5 AU 8 g, T LARIHE R AR
VLI K ACO S T 3R 22 B T AR VR 88 o fd, 75 2% 18 14 5305 F0 SR A0 L B2 & SR R
KAESS 6 20 e A R AUL AL 2 U
a Y
(o I ] —.(vm;,vm,) € allowed,

D YENS T
My, = L/(et(t;,vm;) + st(t;,vm, ))

Herp, DR BRI, i VR VAR B, 7y, A9 HIAESS G SURIUNL vy 10 B4R 05 B3R IREE, py A IBURHAT S
730 B HE ML vy 1 1E 2 allowed, AR e % A8 F W) K UL B2 U5, ok B AR, B0 3 R MEAS IR IR AL

TE AL G B BB BN 2 2 )5 8 58 B8 1) 5 VE R B AR5 4 3 TR R WA UL

H T R A R AR g5 R N LR AN T TN ACO BEHEAT 4L,

1. % B3 58 S 1 04k

15 T3 17 I FE2 7 i 5 A Ak S P 8 1 B 388 T o5t J vk B 7 =

(13)

P=[1—e” N, (14)
S n 2 AR IR IR ACIREGN 2 B8 AR E pr T B2 B AR B SR BRIV 28 R R A o WAL IR B R

() e P e B IR Vs A [1,5].

PEM LT BT 1 3Lt v, B8 S DI R I 185 D0 AR R R AP AE P BB O ] i, 1R 3R 7y, K
T O I8, AT LS D05 30D 1 LI R SR 3R 1y, N T B o I8, A 380 88 0 £ 5 3% B 1E 34
U1 R AIRES I
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s

0.5 .
) X Tt m, n)+ A'rti ;> if Tiam, N)> 0
z-1i,vmj (n + 1) = o

£0-3

5 .
P x Tti .vmj (n) + ATti vmj > lf Tli vm; (n) < O min

D SRAE AR YCIE A 5 I e I Ak, W) A B o A A 14 e A R EG A e 0 — 5 BT 56 B A% B I A B & A b
SEFF AT — T, D A WS T A AU R

z-ti,vmj (n +1) = P* X z-ti,vmj (n)+ Arti,vmj

(15)

m
D ATy + 2 X AT\ » if the Ant find the bs

k=1

ATy o, =
1oV m
Atk others
é t vm; (16)

b _ 1/bscost, if bs contains(t;,vm;)

WY , others
k _ Q

A‘l}i,vmj = ZLk

ek m Oy BRGNS IEAIREG Ay IS K R 574 T 6 BRI vy (R0 4E E BT R R 0 o
HiE LR R R BRI A K R g ﬁﬂﬁ,@?ﬁfﬁ%%iﬁ;ﬁ%*’l\lﬁﬁmi&,{{[o,1]EF‘iz*fﬁiz‘iﬂX;zm:Arlfyvmj HE T AT 1 Y
k=1

I BT A7 U 3R sbs O T SR DL % sbscost A A iy dee LA ) 8% HIAEL; D L Do it ke i 12 07 5 2 AL
2. RRMEAR B
J9 T IR 1) R AU AL 2 A, A 50 AR AR I o, 21

(mej /Pva )X m

Y="m
nZ:;‘m”"‘i /P, 17)

T am, = y /(et(t;,vm;) + st(t;,vm, )

o,y AR vy 76 T RESAHL R 2802

ZRF AT A P B SRS R A R P AR AR A MR TAE R PAAT 56 B B0 T 1848 T 8 MR TAE R, &
25 HOBT I TR BE S 30 B SR R 2% AR AT TR 4, L IR T SR R T AR RN 51 s BB L R AT
S B AR AR 5 RUZEONE 1 2 IR T8 8 5 4% )2 BOMC B SR B iR 2 TAR RS — 251
IR AL 326 14 HIE P 0 D 5 5 38038 AR AT 58 BB 2 AR T AR IR S AT 45 BA A b A BT 0 SR
A e AT ACO BEIEAT TR BE X HE W] LARE 08 (1 B2 LA it B8 2 AR LA iR 38 4R AT 45 318 R AT
T A5 AN B J32 i 24 3 SCHRAT I ) 85 5 2 KA ) .

MSW-SDCOA H ARSI 2 o,

3% 2. MSW-SDCOA #ik.

B W={W,,Wo,Ws,. . W) R TAER S 3

VM= {Vm VM, VMs,... VM }. /23R8 NS %

% tH :bestschedule. /22 A= PE RN ) 29 51T I e DL o B2 7 %
Workflow compress
T I A 55 T B 0 AR VR AR B4 Q
WILAAAT B 7 W IR LU Ants
for n to maxgen do //WUHE T URiEAT 154X, maxgen & f Kk AR EL

for Ant in Ants do
Choose the VM for each task t in queue Q;

S o A
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7. Calculate the Ant’s S(W) according to Eq.(4); /& %4k
Calculate the Ant’s makespan according to Eq.(8); /v 5 5¢ I (7]
Calculate the Ant’s allc according to Eq.(9); /115 & 3% H{A

10. if S(W)=scon && makespan< deadline && allc<bestschedule.allc
11. bestschedule=ant.sehedule;

12. else

13. continue;

14. end if

15.  Update the z;

16. end for

17. end for

18. if bestschedule==null
19.  return “please modify the scheduling parameters”;
20. else
21.  return bestschedule;
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Table 2 Virtual machine parameter information

x2 JRUHLZALGE

%5 MIPS(Hz) 95 (Mbps) it ($/h) i 's MIPS(Hz) 5 95 (Mbps) A ($/h)
1 531 1200 1.59 6 890 1334 2.67
2 1550 785 4.65 7 1223 1350 3.67
3 985 980 2.95 8 1079 1 446 3.24
4 605 558 1.81 9 1237 980 371
5 1345 899 4.03 10 786 1043 2.36
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Fig.3 Scheduling results of different multi-scientific workflows under different security constraints
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Fig.4 Scheduling results of different multi-scientific workflows under different deadline constraints
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