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Abstract
In today’s society, the rapid development and popularization of the Internet, Internet of Things,
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cloud computing, and big data make network applications increasingly widely used. And increas-
ing industries and corresponding networks are integrated increasing deeply. Many services that
originally belonged to the line have been packaged and put on the Internet, and there are increas-
ing services of the same type. How to quickly find a service combination that meets the persona-
lized needs of users in the Internet big data environment has become an urgent problem to be
solved. In order to solve this problem, this paper proposes an improved particle swarm service
composition method. According to the characteristics of the service composition problem, the im-
proved particle swarm algorithm adds a mechanism of escaping from the local optimum from four
aspects. According to a user’s service composition request, quickly compose a better service com-
position solution. This paper compares the optimality, time complexity and convergence with
other related service composition optimization algorithms through experiments. According to the
analysis of the experimental results, the method proposed in this paper shows good performance
on the whole in terms of optimality, time complexity and convergence.
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1. 5|15

B = THE[1]. 10T [2]4 2% 10D [3J5EH AR BI K JE, #kilk 2 14 T k55 g AR A 22 1,
A2 RS — 2t R PR IR 5% . XUk FIRSSBRRER 2, FROREOREE A, BHTHI K T 10S [4]58
Big service [5]VA K5 R 55 [6]; N T A IR 2T oK, T Bl T RS A . Fodb i Pk St =2 i
Xof 2 A 1) 5 RN B () T FH AR SS, St AR 45 20 A AR DO i s o A AR 25 4 A T . B 11 Web i
FAFAEA REAR AT M 2 B AR 7 H oK, RS H GRS Y EE 7], TS HER RS, B—M
A (RS AFAE K B D REM A1 QoS (Quality of Service) AN [ i e IR 4%, 33 Lo IR 45 we kg B 1 %k B2 il
ZRAMIRIE RS S . QoS IBRANIARSS H & O &N AL A . ok, B _ERIARSS X BAFEE K
ARSI ek, A RERI X L AR 45 D B ie AR AR S H A eI iR e SRS A E, XK RRIR
E RS A T . HETH Web 208 7715 — AR & 55T QoS BN Web 44047715, £H4EET QoS
JERA Web RS H AR, HATmfERoriERE, KETLLoh = K2K(8]:

1) REAEZRI7E9] [10], AFE P QoS JE MA@ — R A MM L N — 48R, S ZHir W
AN IR S5 S I B — A BRI RS SR S — RS H A T S o X R 57255 T4 20 & QoS J& M R il 2 1
IR HEH RO, EX T RERH QoS Jm M MR 1 ik 55 4H & R Bk

2) RIATTE[LL] [12] [13], XFhT7ZREEAN IR S5 AH & i) e A N TR A AR e, sd i — A
MR BT HRIR R B o X PITIER IR BB A G IR S5 A — e IR, BTsR i) B b R B0 402 26
PR, ANBESE A FH TR Web R 4544 1 Rl

3) A RefiAEIL[14] [15] [16] [17], &JTiEMER T AR R B S, X 72 H T R Web
IR 55 A 10 BRI =TTV
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PA_E IR S5 A5 T AR T B SR AT RS 5 N, R REANRE I A2 P 7 3K s AR ST
RSB I R AR I 55 2L T R il 25 50 B PRV RE RVt R A 8 R 0 A A0 BT 7 R AL A £ e R Ok
TREAR 55 414 %% IDPSO (Improved Discrete Particle Swarm Optimization), 1% 532273 i) WA % ik 55 4 1F
T —EERRBUEEER T B SERERRERN S BB SRR T R IR R
TSR L Bk 5 R S ROe Rk 1A B B N R i R I E B, AL ReR AR 3] VIR R IR & .

2. XTI 1E

T QoS AR 55 UL In] A A B E AT AR bR, I RIR 2% Time Complexity Al ALk
Optimality. I [A] 52 4 5 S IR 2 SRR TR I [ PR RE,  TR7 SR (KoK Ui R TR AT BN T, eI S e 1 2 55
R FRE ST —BROLT, IRV R IR AN R AR B oP TR 1Y, 55K i A TR ORI
P, RRZIRIR. FTCL,  Unfal AR I () B2 2% FE AN fe Uk 2 (R 3 — AN 14 i R0 /2 % 7 I 7 SR AR 35 L 11
A RBE R R 55 2 G R AR B A TR SR AR N (Y B R 5525 4L R A2 2 7 T B QoS BRI 5
%, XA NP-hard [EE[18]. H Al AR BEOCAL A XT TR SR (Y 1) L TP RCRAH 24 %f, (HAZXT T
Web iz 55 411X — 2 B O [ it B AR SE ek DLIRT 17 o FIT A O3 R eI A SRR A AL BN R i dme DIE ) il AL,
PR O E DL A SRR AE TR e DU PO A P A — S T LRI, BT AR REAIL AL S i 0] T s Y
{0 T R B R DAE R AR 2OR, o SCHR[19]45 HhAT SRIROC AR K AR 55 A5 R, Ao g A SRR b AT MR 5 AL 65 7 SR I 4K
Seth 7 — Mg oA R IR IR S5 & 7 ST ik . SCHR[20]15 FPRL T REDL AL S ik g o Web i
FSHEG AT (F R Web Ik 55 GO0 R A SR 0%, SRS te, M it s R A
SHD> L SRR R ERZ TR BRI RAFIOTERE, (ERTREE RS MR AR, KBS
BN e L il A [21] . SCHR[22]52 1 — PRI R 55 70 SR I T3 VR R R KA. Web IR 55 416 [t
BETT ISR T — A8 IR R SR/ e 55 M e SR FRU RS, LA B A U ) AL P4 28 2 ) R e TR AR, U
71 i AR R T (14 15 55 21 4 1) X F) % A 55 SR AT 8 080, X RE i BRA T Bk BRI . STl
(16152t 1 AN T RS IR AR 1k Web IS5 & R, A TIERESAN TR TR S H0E D,
(ER L T PERENS AR — Lk STRR[23]32 th T AR S KLU R B R A AU IR S5 A 5 07 i, Bt IR H &
BRIYN A N2, B REAREARR, XRER IR H A& B IR B b2 AR 5502000 W R R 55
HETHREIMEIES: MBS D ZI0E—ERE Likm THGRCER, HERIR TIRSHG TR
PRZIH, RIS 3R IR 55 20 5 07 RAR R iR A o

ARSI B R RIS SN T R R A S DL AR LA, AT AR G PR G B SR o eI
PRSI TR B R iR LA . B M MISEEe R W, 1E Web IS A AL HE L, ARt 77 EA
IR G ERE .

3. Web BRS54H & 0 R IA
AF Sy T E IR Web ARSS4H A7 QoS 152 X LA K Web k55 4H & 181 i ) 52 o
3.1. QS HIENX

Web Iz %5 7 & QoS /& —> 6 L4 QoS = (p,r,a,rep,t,rel), Hr: p R Mi% price, FEiHH —XKMRk
TR B SRA, r &0 ST [E] response time, a A2 H] 4 availability, $8 RS AT BRI FIIRELS B HAT
ﬁﬁ%%@rw%@%ﬁmwmm,mm{ZL$»%%%Fﬁ%%%%n&Wﬁ%%
(5C,,SC,,+++,SC;, -+, sC, ) HISPIAME[20], t /2 vt throughput, rel 52 RTSETE reliability, 8RS Reig4T (¥
[ 5 S TR b
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3.2. BRSSESAFAIE N

25 406 1) B R R AE T L F P DIRERR KA QoS BRI T, xR E AL B bR, 33 —HR I
RS Sty M RS o A RSS2 — 4 6 TGl cs = (T,R,Q08,QC, W, EF ), Hr: T ={t, t,, -, 1), t, |
TR E RS HMTEF LS, RRRCT *T KL S I 7R RES, QoS B HA MRS M B ki &,
QC ={C(p),C(r).C(a),C(re),C(t),C(rel)} FRLULE M5 LA LHIFTELR, w={w,w,, -, w} 5
% QoS Fh 4T IR L R E I L Y w =1, EF RALA RS IRV 50 B e O vk o K AT 555
T HIES t 2GRS, GRS CS PATHT, Mt IIRIEAR 54 CSS ;| ik — > BARK Web 55
as) FREHISNS5 CSS, » as) F&7x CSS; o k Mk, ke {1, 2,---,|CSSJ-|} o HAE MRS AR L R 2
MG P A TS5 BRI & P T R A RS SR HAE RS A R 32 B A~ D I
AT, MRS EHFESMREHEG. ERFIRIED, BEPRIHES T RN TS
{ti,tz,n-,tj,---,tn} s BENTFAEFEAARKPATR R, TIEREHKEWFMC)E X T 4 FEAHAT R R
TR, BB FF(Sequence). FE4T (Parallel). 3% (Selective). & (Circular)%. 7E5E XA #EA
FAT 1P SPGB AT LU O A, AR SCae BRI A5 B A DRI 0 R

T2 P AT QoS JE A MEL I EKR, X H G MRS AT PRk, AR 7 R i DL AGX AN A
%5 15k QoS 18, (A& VN k% EF VXA GRS MERTT R, R EMHE RS . H
T Web JIx %51 QoS AN @ MEHUE L B -G BRI Z 0, AER—1HE SRR b, fEFT Web JIR55 1TAf
WK QoS JEMEAEBEAT THALBE o A SCAE HIA) 2 RN i STHR[20] 9 R 77920 Web Ik 55 1) & PEAB 1EAT T3
SRR, A JE A X R R E N[0, 1], Zeid WAL EE 5 1) QoS % J& AR kMR R R 55 A
4. EHEIRL TR RESE IDPSO

YR PR IRSH G RN, FERMAGEMNEEEATIRSHE, DA R R AR
JRy s g U0 1 i s, H I BEAN R BEAR, Dl A SIS Web il 5% i @ (1) s AT T IR 23 B FOBIE A
Bt 7B Web ik 5% i) @R AT AR P B R B HORL TR 2R 5092 IDPSO, 45 1R I AH SRS B
J2 IDPSO SER B A Hr st it id e
4.1 PENTREZX

B RAFET n 4ERR RS B P AR RN S, BrREe 225 s m AR T4 E120]. Hi
FREREVER — PR R AT EHEOR, SRIE T X f A A 2 B AR AT AL B4, B Eberhart A1
Kennedy - 1995 =3¢ H [24]7E AR T BE 5 7% SPSO(Standard Particle Swarm Optimization) ¥, 7E5t+ 1
RET, 550 ANRLT ISR j g A BIEAR I AR AR (Q). 2)FR:

Vif}rl = W*Vifj +C1r1( Pij— Xit,j )+C2rz ( Py, — xit,j ) 1)
X=X vt @)
H IR EC,, C, R ART, WIE p Al py  WHUEEERIIHARRE, o Al X E[O, 1] E35)5 A
PIBENAS R . wEBK, 2RISR . HERARZ 12 Shi @i Z b Bt A A [24],
AR FTR:

W= Woi + (Woae = Woin )/ (T = 1)/ Trnax )

Hrw,, NWIRE AR,  w,,, J i RIEAREONS BB EA A, — I w,,, =09, w,;, =0.4.
TEHEAT ST A G IR SR A SO — MR T B E— DMIRF A MR TT %, REXIFREMAE ]S TT
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Ko RXDBHRTAEST ={t, 4, 4, t, AR S4E R T, n AR IR AR5 1)
AN, [FIR n RS IE R A n 4E. BRSSO R %I 55 5 CSS, 1 Web I85> %k
B m A, RIRZSRLFAEX — 4B R 2 A iR K 8K, ie[Ln]aieN”, CSS HlfE—NITERN
BLITHRSS asij , Je [1, mi]/\ jeN*, Bikgmidsi=tanE 1 .
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Figure 1. Particle coding in service composition

1. BRSFAEE PR T D

T4 MRV 8 TR L W52 T Wb SR 25460 2R 7 R A0 o 3 P A 8
SR T SR Web P4 201 £ e Iy ST VA, R TR AR IR 2541 R P R
ST, Web Jf 25 41 &R i) B BREAL N 0 5 SRR IR, BRI (X, X, e, X, on X, )
R AL T =ttt t ) NELAIRS CS ML SRa, T i GO 55 0 LA 52 4 HO it 43 50
My, My, my, e,y Home N* A e [Ln] . WALA IR AR [0 m, » SR SR 55 2Rk iR
WRIOI I AR, SAE4 T s PR SR DA RS — N FAE 4 t R MR R 45 m, PO T3 KR, L
SR RARRIE KIS AL AR 95 56V 0 LB SR IDPSO Sk T OB 4k FE b

DB | RY & - Wap< 3o ib]HDE Kb = P PrORE Pryiva Lk -/ R i AR R VA= =Ky oot I EEATE @ ed AR R (D B
AL B L BB X TR]_E
4.2. 1DPSO &%

BEX AR S5 2H A5 1) R, A o R R RS IDPSO Sk SRR AL & AR S5 77 & . AT SR A n A
1 P g 77 SO MR 1 2EAT A AR B o A BAH L TR L, R B LI AT A
DM AR 70 ) 3 B AL, AR I 7 P R B (X)X PR 7 2 (K 5 IR 55 T R BEAT VAl it
PR LIRSS G T %
4.2.1. &N R BT
£ Web 55 H & 77 Mk, MRSSHE 77 Z A QoS X ARSS VAL A BURF M, R4EIRSHETT
ZHEAT SRS QoS JBMHEIHMT R AR, HHRSHETT RN EE QoS fabr. &N L REEN
Web IR 55 H G 77 RV KA, THEITER 280, RSO R G R EUNIE N AR TR R -
Qs = Aggregation(cs, ) 4)
fitness = Y w, *QL ®)
Horp, cs, 2 MHTIRS HE 77 R r MEYE,  Aggregation(cs, ) 2XTIRSH G T % cs HE—ANETHRS
PR r NEYEHATER S, w, RRE ST Web R4 677 ZME r > QoS J& 1 ikl BIALEE, n Ak
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MG TTZRK QoS JE IS AMNEL. AL SCHR[20] 52t 4L & ik 55 S8 PEAE I TH 5053, AEXTIR S A&7
% QoS EVE(HIEAT FALEE, 15t R R 20 & R 55 77 SREBEAR QL JB MEAE, AT A& MIEAH fitness
MR SR AL -

4.2.2. TR RERAEH

1) Ak RS LA THE T

TR ASO LT BEEE AT T RO, R R RS AT R R R R — AR e S B
t—AMLE, RIGE— R FSESM BT HIE L ER ey Ldkriash, Rk FREsvER T
B MR — € J7 ARk PP 1 o) R R I AR A (v e, Gl 2 FoR iR PR RS 2R A e iR B y = £ (x)
BRNRBUERIN B, R F B S — AR RO B S HTTE X, (AL E, XA R 4R W ma #
BN AT LAE T B o5 %, OO E, BT eT LA SR B /N BB A B o T R B Y e, R
H Z AT — AR (0 5 TR A U SR 7 T — 80 R S0 il R 70 1T i«

¥
A

vy = (x)

Yo
Y

X X

Figure 2. An example of finding the optimal solution
2. REMBRRBG

BT BRI REREE M — AR AL A SO IDPSO 0925 1 IR 55 20 & il /B R AN 5 5
B FELEXT G ATHEY . IDPSO BEHR MK B A GOMBE IR 55 88, DRI AR SC R ) ik ik IR 55 5= CSS; i
1rHERE, YIRS (k4 CSS, B AHEF & — AN, St AR SR HTRIL, 1DPSO Hidk x5k Ak 45 5 1)
IR AARIUE CSS, I — AR T IRS as| I — QoS Ja@tk, [KILA S — B B as| 1%
— AL QoS JE MR CSS AT HEF, S TEARYE as| THE— AW LA QoS JE Mt CSS, HEAT HEFF R,
as} 11— QoS JEMEXT I A E w, WF—4> QoS A RIFALE A, FHIXA QoS XRS5 H &7 KM
S B 5 B P () SR, TR G A SO B B KA () QoS Mt €SS, iy as| REATHEFF . ARHE A THI
[R5 SCATAR, QoS =(p,r,a,ret,rel), KRB w=(w, w,, w,,w,, wg,w ), BIJEYE p MIACE Ay w,,
JEYE r IRy w, , @Y a IR w, , @ re BIRLE S w, , BV t BB wy , B rel FIBCE N w,
Rl w=(0.4,0.1,0.1,0.2,0.1,0.1), MBAAHRYEE 1 @M p XHGLEIRSS 5 CSS, #EAT TP HEF, i
w=(0.1,0.2,0.3,0.1,0.2,0.1) , MAARSTIRIEE 3 Math a MEikik 555 CSS, #ATHEFFHEF . QoS IR 2
A JE A I ) JE M R B PR RN, T 4 AN BN IE A & 1 R MR O, B A ARYE AT 2 A4
JEPEF AT — N @ X CSS, HEATHEE , B4R ZAT T, ERYE IS 4 N8 A S8 X CSS,
BATHER, AT EEATRTHT . &5, ASCEIEAHIGRIGR I, AR LA E R SR 3% M 55
£E CSS, [IHER J7 2% Tl 1DPSO 34y [l R 2] 1 — 52 I
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2) LR UHEE EER T RE

BT BRI RL T R BB AR KB T B, R TR TR AT, R SE 2 MR T
BEHLA R MR, R AR T A TE S E IR LR R AR, AR T 4
HE FHIE A B0 T 4 R s AR B, 54 B8R TREB SRR T R e, B TS BV
LY R, WP 3 R, R S AR TFAR, SRR D, b Pyr X WA IR LR B8R
HERBLE, X, (KT p, MEEAFHIERRT p, (ST PUE 2 MR — B, AR p. pyr py
FIEAFAE AT, = /MR T IS AR A g T X, MR, 36— MR T RS AR X, 1
8. B, SRR TR TR AR, IS 2 AR T HR 2151 4 R 5 28 0
B0 X,y o D20 F R BRI DR AT, %S 7 A o BTN H R B AR B A A ko
R ERAR I o, AR B WA R TR R SRR AL, 28—, Kol s O
BETMN T RA AL B %), ECHeRe I B TH N T R a5 UL B A3 DRI, BRI AR S SR P T
TR MR F0, 22 5% ELBE UL 70 AR St R IR AR, % SCR IR O, %S &
S R T PSS AT A K O ) LR S M 93 A R A1, IR Sk KR N T R fE, A
2 T B 2 K AR U B e P A B, A SO N R R, B A2
S 1 S K PR G T by € [(U/5) Towr (3) To A tye €N* o B8 725, ST KL T
BERLEERG R IR AR, SEZIREAT T USRS SR8, BT 5 I, e A SO R it 4 S iR
frBFVRIEA 277, HFASOR R G B ok B 0 B A — R B e, WM E Rk L
ME, LR T RESEM R MR, AR I E B Tk E R MR T RS, R TR
Mo A B SR T 8 B U T3 R R B R AR

Ay

Figure 3. Particle trap into local optimum example

3. WFPANEBRIRA

3) A FIYE IDPSO I HI S 3l

IDPSO B4 S 8411 % IDPSO FiE AT, Ik IDPSO HEMHEAN S EE KL S mT e
S 25 S AU SIS L, BRI 5 IS TA) & 4% % Time Complexity 1 ft 1% Optimality. 1DPSO ) F./4N% il
SH NN PSy Trmes G~ Con Wy Vi s PSARERKLFREMI BRI TN, T, /9 IDPSO BE MK
IRAUCERN R B RIEARIKEL, ¢ v ¢, AN SECNAE U BRI 7, YU 4 R b F ieihr B A Y
HRLF 7 s e A B RL T FE IR, w R B AR, v, R IR R . RS W, Z4L PS
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T BB I R 4 AL e b, BT PS «T AR A R T e vk, (E ] i 2 3 hn g
IR AR, Rl R RS PS # T MHHEAT — N, AR AT DA BRI ) A S B DR AIE BV Y
ARMERITE R ] DL LRI (R 94 PS + T, R 88K, ASCHITE IDPSO BIEM BT A 46 RS I =S
BN m s 2 PSxT =T ,m i, IDPSO 855 )R T A2, B2 m] AR 34 5 5t
P, AT m KK, PS=T  RATNET [T, m 1, ARV, 4 PS«T &/
U (1/1000) [T, m; iF» IDPSO S5 AT B AR LT (R e Pt , PRI A SCBEE PS + T, ~ (1/1000) [ T, m; »
UL IDPSOS Bk W 22 55 )R BEAN fiff 2 ) (1 R 29 T 40 2 — it ol DLEUAS AR 4F i e AR 1k, 9 & P Xt
PS +T, ., ~ (1/1000) [ T, my HOME 5 SRAN T 2% I il AR 2 7 O 5 SR 0E 24 R i 534k, 24 PS # T, BEE S »
PS 5T, [EWHA 7 B A2 —AN )@, 5 PS {H 2 Be th B 2, SuRE SRR T, 10, B AR+ IDPSO
AN ERLTALE, ARSI A I s R, A T, A ECHUEIE K, EVRE IDPSO AR E B
KA E RS2, R Ser 3R B LR 7 (M UIE 2 7 5 4 R AR, (FE kAT R 2x
MR EE T, XFEWART IDPSO Fki) G ae T, Pt A S IR 1:1 (77 &0 BE PS AT,
M. KT con CUEME, ¢ CuE IR, Y I 4w e B A HiRL 1 7 Sk B I o B0 i
FERIREM, H con Cp MIMERIR, MR R ) sk 4w S D07 B R 2 DR I Sk e e A7 8 0 i 1ok 1)
SRR, RZIRIR, c1n o IME H BTA IR IF I BOEbRAE, A SO UGR B 56N oo ¢ EIR KIE,
Rk 1IDPSO S i S AR AR (W i3, W E T s 4 TR e LA B AT 24 ik 7 S e A B e b |
Xof SEVEAL T R LB B BIAR K, RGO AR B30k R B ORI I I sk 4 J) g PR Ao B R 4 i kLT
[y s AR Ar B B SR T, BT AR SCAT BUE AR ¢v ¢ IMEEE 3400 c1 oo I1E, W12k
IDPSO Lk AL IR 2 i RIRBUS I AR S, B 524 R i A0 B A 4 wikE ¥ st de phe Ao B sz
XA S B R T BN K SOE T B, R, I AR ST BN g 5 4 R B A A A 2 HiRE
TP SR AL B RSN JT, BTCAARSCRT LOE 4380 ¢ ¢ M. RTS8 w EIEE, S5
w A T DRSS A RE@)BAT R « ZHV,, R FHIAERE, BT 4R e iir B T AR UL R A —E
B H I, B AR SR F BENL SRS SV, BE —AME, BENLAENE B2 BN LA il — B EORE NV, IME .

4) wE SRR

TERAR S50 BRSO R R, AR SCHRITE AL o3 e I AN B AR (R B I, (EL 2 S PR PR 28 1l 4
YA R R R LU 0 BT LS A R ZE G 2 % TR AR e B — @ S B M, A TR B &
S #) IDPSO Hidkrh, AITHASHREUES T = {t,t,, - b, t, ) HXERIARIE RS N
CSS ={CSS,,CSS,,++,CSS;,---,CSS, } » HI-FAESS t, X R LE IR 554560 CSS; 1 e AT — D T4ES
CSS, ML IR 4R t, PR TCIRSS as TH S T@EM M, HitE AR R:

fitness,, = Z::lwr * QL (6)

Horbrw, A TS as BIEE r NEPERIRCE, QL NHRITRSS as 5 r MEME, RFIEHE MRk RS
CSS, Hh BTl B B B N TT RS sy » RS IRRIURSHETT R CS ¢ » BT R CS HIAK(4).
(B) 5 HIEN EE, ASCHRAS RGN Y fitness, » 24 IDPSO HIZHAT e —IEACG, AEEIR 4
SRR T 103E N MY fitness 52 IEE N JEAE fitness, /FELEL, 5 fitness < fitness,, , WIZR PRI FRESE
Dok T AR AR BCE AR AR R %, s A R SRR TR BRI T %, 45 fitness > fitness,
U 2 R RSV SE B IR SR BEAN T i ae i,  FURL TR S0k tH Bt 7 IR ARGF, SRk %
PR BT R SR AR S AR S BURAC I TR S5 45, T 230k 5% 2 BRI AL IR S5 2577 % CS s 1E N
R4 A MR AR TT %, i fitness = fitness,, , TR HPKL T HESLZ0E T RV AL S 2 BRI
S AT % CS o MR 2, KRRV R B N R SR, A0Sk 7 7 AN R S b7 SR 4k
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LEF T R BN SRR, 54l 2 Ak 7 B i L7 R S RIS H & 77 %
CS,y AT LA,
FTLL Bt mvert, g AT RS A E 1 IDPSO Hikdiik .
Hk 1. IDPOS &k
#WN: PS, T..,C, WV
B P FeRRIR TR E
1 U1 PS, ¢, ¢, */
2. FRL TR E YRR
3. AR B KA E 1) QoS J& Mt ik 45 M5 2k i 9% £ CSS AT B /7 HE P>/
4. :Randomly initialize V,X *FEHLAILGEL V, X, X LT HAL B H PR/
5. Compute fitness/* 151 B BEAE fitness*/
6. Set Py, Py according to fitness/*fiL4fi fitness S 7T Pyog 1 Pyg FIME S  Phog Pypest 7MKL A
A5 3 52 e L Ar B ARL 4 7 I3 e s o B/
7.Set t,, =1
8. While (iterations <= T_,. )
8.1 If (t,,
8.1.1. Randomly initialize V, X
8.2. Else
8.2.1. Update ¢, c,, w*HEiic, c,, w*
8.2.3. Update V
8.2.4. Update X
8.3. Compute fitness
8.4. Update By, Py
85 t,.++
9. Compute fitness,, /* 2 M B 77 58 (13 B >/
10. If ( fitness,,; < fitness, )/* A IEIATE R 45 H 142 e L7 S8 N3 L JEE B/
10.1. return P, I*Z MR Ar E*/
11. Else
11.1. return P

gbest

5. SIS RO
5.1. SLIEHHR SIREE

AR SEEG LTRSS H 50 R Zeng 251K QWS AJLEIRAE[25] [26]. TEARSCILRH, AT AR
AFRFAESE, F05 QWS Bdiage ErIIRSS 73 ml o BLBIX BeFAF 55 b, FRVE N TAE 55 ke i 55 25,
AR BTN TAL S PRIE S 100 K0S . ASCEFREIRE TR 4 A8 M LR BA R T H
FHANBIEEE PR AN A 2 A8 13k 6 AN B IEAE AT QoS VT 4R br & e, BV ma 2 (8] (r), 7T F (@),
HE ), nEEE(rel), RSP, [F2E (rep), HAETHE 4 A QWS B EAENME, &5 2
AN EPERAT FAE AN QWS B @, BRAERRHEWE 1 s, WE
weight(r,a,t,rel, p,rep) =(0.2,0.3,0.1,0.1,0.2,0.1) 9% /" i « A SIS 185505 windows 7 OS, Intel(R)

= set count)

according to fitness
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Core(TM) i5 3230 CPU @ 3.60 GHZ, 12 GB RAM, 64 {7 #:1E #48, K HI5L56 T BN eclipse + pyDev2.7 +
python 3.0.

Table 1. Characteristics of atomic services in the service

1 BRBEIRE D RITARSHIHHE

Total QoS attributes & Value range

2000 r (1 -5000), a (1 - 100), t (1 — 10), rel (1 - 100), p (1 — 100), rep (1 - 10)

52. XWSHIE

ASCARYEA R FAE S B B — S St e, 55— 4 SEI0 M A5 E0CN 2, AR S0 I FAT S H0Z IR
2, e —HER I FAESECN 20, k10 5050, R SLIIHET 50 IR, SER AL Fh 50 ISR
(F384E, 10 AsEie i RS Euk e gk 2 fon. Hf, 220RF M, o [ERHE 4.2.2 FIHH & H
FEENA BT, MWALSH T FARERIYIE, BHAE wARYE A X @) HEVESIES SR, HAHRE A X(3)
S THME, RLTEIE V. RTALE X RIEARQ). QMBS sk hEEALE R AE,
5 ram AERBHUE. F4b, ARSI A RE— 20 S0 Hp HoAth oty HEBR2: ARDRL 7 BB A A B DA Sk AR IR A A
KRB 5 AR SCHE L 1 IDPSO k584 —Ft .

Table 2. Parameter value setting under different number of subtasks
22 FEIFESETSHREMZE

Parameters
TasksNum
PST T Core c c, w \Y X
2 4 4 2 100 100 0.7750 ram ram
4 50 50 10 100 100 0.8900 ram ram
6 100 100 20 100 100 0.8950 ram ram
8 250 250 50 100 100 0.8980 ram ram
10 500 500 100 100 100 0.8990 ram ram
12 700 700 140 100 100 0.8993 ram ram
14 900 900 180 100 100 0.8994 ram ram
16 1000 1000 200 100 100 0.8995 ram ram
18 1500 1500 300 100 100 0.8997 ram ram
20 2000 2000 400 100 100 0.8998 ram ram

5.3. SERER O

FEA S, A e B B B kL T BE 52 IDPSO 5 OPSO [20]. FWPSO [27]. ZP-PSO [28]. S-ABC
[16]55 SEJEAT T EE , RIS UEAS S tH ARV VERE , A K L (1) e A 14 (Optimality) W8kt (Convergence)
DA K [R] 2 2% 5 (Time - Complexity) 25 47 & &N HA I PERE,  Horf FWPSO. ZP-PSO & H it R LU B R
PR F RS, S-ABC BE 2 MERe il RN LIEHERENE, ARSI AR FAESECN & AN EIERIERIR
HOANMEBOESE, BARSHrEs R .
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5.3.1. =it

AR Optimality 2503 (0 SR BE ST E R, BN IR 55 L5 7 SRAE3 2 ™ QoS [
4 T i L RS H A BT A £ v, A SCrh Sk 5 IR 25 77 SR G P A fitness /M LR AR
P, mIRHEARMART) IR, H R TAESEN, RS N B KA 25 5
54K Optimality RN, JLEARPER R . AIRTEA SO I EETE Web [R5 41 & i BT i et 1
TS TAESS AT B BT IR SO 100 A, BEARRK TAES R, TRGEE SRR T7 R K88
J1. BARSZEGZE R 3 LUK 4 iR

Optimality = fitness )
Table 3. Comparison of optimality values of different algorithms under different number of tasks
3. FRESH TARIEENRRIEERIEE
TaskNum IDPSO FWPSO OPSO ZP-PSO S-ABC
2 0.018623 0.028340 0.048990 0.045560 0.033410
4 0.023804 0.035786 0.051323 0.048970 0.038906
6 0.036513 0.052156 0.072334 0.071823 0.056318
8 0.044916 0.053987 0.072674 0.072481 0.057911
10 0.048867 0.055823 0.072563 0.073652 0.059221
12 0.051596 0.057389 0.079865 0.076673 0.060945
14 0.051529 0.059784 0.083707 0.078875 0.063467
16 0.058463 0.061465 0.086237 0.081768 0.065797
18 0.065115 0.067316 0.089654 0.086387 0.077837
20 0.069979 0.073837 0.092345 0.089124 0.080346
95
90 1
85 A
80 A
75 1
70 A
o
S 65 1
% 60
>
= 55
©
£ 501
845+
40 1 —O— IDPSO
351 *— FWPSO
30 1 —k— OPSO
25 —v— ZP-PSO
20 4 —O—- S-ABC
15 T T T T T T T T T T
2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20
Number of subtasks
Figure 4. Comparison of optimality values of different algorithms under different number of tasks
4. FEMESBTAREENZMIEEITEE
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M 3 FNE 4 R LLE H, ERRKRAFER RS 2e50H,  IDPSO BE Ak B IRk 55 46 77 R H)idE
L FEAE B/, RIGE R EEAE B, 3t TR A S B I TR BN LI e R 21 TR KRRIERT, AL
S BT S e Hh R
5.3.2. W

WSt Convergence J WSy FAR P B ERAZ ,  ARSIEG = B0 LS AN FIEEA R FAES 2R,
IEAIRECT RSS2 & 1 5Em . AR A AR5 50N & AN BE IS RRERAME SO S5, seie g Rl 5 fr
TRo

80 1
75
70
65 -

o 60 1

S 55

250 -

£ 45+

5 40-
35 -
30 -
25 -
20 -

Jottte

40 60 80 100
Ratio of the number of current iterations to the total number of iterations(percentage)

2

o

(a) Influence of the number of iterations on optimality under 2 subtasks

0] [ee] [(e}
o wu o
I 1 1

~
w
I

Optimality*1000

50 1

45

IERE S &

40 60 80 100
Ratio of the number of current iterations to the total number of iterations(percentage)

2

o

(b) Influence of the number of iterations on optimality under 8 subtasks
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110 ~
105 A
100 ~

Optimality*1000

Ratio of the number of current iterations to the total number of iterations(percentage)

(c) Influence of the number of iterations on optimality under 14 subtasks

120
115
110
105
100
95
' —v

o
o
o
(o]
*
Fay
£
S 90 A
o
o
851 o~ IbPSO
804 —>— FWPSO
—k— OPSO
731 —— zpP-PSO —x
704 —0— s-ABC o
20 40 60 80 100

Ratio of the number of current iterations to the total number of iterations(percentage)
(d) Influence of the number of iterations on optimality under 20 subtasks

Figure 5. Influence of the number of iterations on optimality under different number of subtasks

E 5 ARFESHET, ERRERMIERIFNE

MBS FRTBLE Y, FEANFEKTAESECR, SRS R T2 S Ui N AR R 15 AU 3
MR AR BN TR FAESENZ D, IDPSO FiESIHE iR, X2 R A SR E 1T
ML ISR B TARKIIMER, Nk IDPSO vk 2 A8 ST S5 v BT S I SIGH FE H f e 1
5.3.3. BlEERE

i} 18] & 24 5 Time Complexity NPLALSIRAEA RS HBE G T, HEVANSATIE, 1EE
A S S RS AE I (8] ERIVERE, ASCRAEAS TR X B A i SR B Y 100 N ERITTIRSS, EARIE TR
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SR AT, eI, GRS N 1 R A B AT 0 2 . S 4
RITE 6 i, HrbATat S B (s).

Table 4. Comparison of time complexity of different algorithms under different number of subtasks
F 4 FRIFESHTARE AR B E ZEXTEE

TaskNum IDPSO FWPSO OPSO ZP-PSO S-ABC

2 0.0301 0.0311 0.0289 0.0356 0.0303
4 0.1794 0.1935 0.1651 0.1865 0.1806
6 0.9987 1.1265 0.8976 1.0031 1.0024
8 8.2725 9.2365 7.9348 8.6554 8.4336
10 30.4751 40.3354 28.6791 33.5643 32.6574
12 79.2681 99.32137 5.238 780.2145 81.3367
14 149.3201 190.8931 140.8879 160.3576 157.9017
16 220.0475 265.3461 201.9341 233.9001 231.9077
18 493.1813 601.3267 460.5609 540.2231 518.7039
20 1198.967 1438.896 1003.89 71289.790 1220.908

1500 A

%ggg ] —O— IDPSO X

1320 A a3 FWPSO
12601 —&— OPSO
1140 4 —V ZP-PSO
1080 1 —1~ S-ABC

Time complexity
~
0]
o

2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20
Number of subtasks

Figure 6. Comparison of time complexity of different algorithms under different number of subtasks

E 6. FRFESH TIRIE AN E S AL

M 4 FIE 6 7] LA H OPSO Bk (IR (R4 BE 2 S 4P 119, X2 KN OPSO Bk 2 Sl (1 ok 1 HE 5
%, WA RN R AT HLE],  BTLL OPSO Sk [ PE R f . (H 78 HoAth i) J LA 503% b IDPSO
VRPN TR P B B e ), IX 7 BH IDPSO EE I A PERE B BT IR .
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6. it

ARSCET X AR AL I R T BRI T REAR S A B, SR R 55 4 R A A MO (B
M5t T . AEBOERHI S, e BUE BB TAE . BE SRR IS5 TR 1
R L SERR WA M AR R L P . WSCSRE L I ) A2 S = AN D TR R I R A R e
B, A FE R S B BOE FCH SEILE S BOE, BEAh, AT ) AR I 1] 44 5E
FHEATR ML ARK, AHF AT AL L2 > A R BOR RSB SEaz i S5 A s b Be, R
Je A8 R A AR S BRI S 0 9577 8 b AR S B0 iR 24 IR S5 AL, A IR SRR O I () B2 2% 2

EEWH
oK it ok R BT B “ BRSSP R EOR A S8tk 7 (Y5 2018YFB1402900).
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