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Service Relations and Its Application in Services-Oriented Computing
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Abstract  In Services-Oriented Computing (SOC) paradigm, traditional Web service registry,
like UDDI and ebXML., has been facing great difficulty in information sharing and process media-
tion when processing service discovery, service combination and interaction. Combining Semantic
Web and Social Networking technology, this paper organizes available Web services into service
ecosystem, named Service Network (SN), which explicitly merges abundant semantic informa-
tion and socialized interactive relations, i. e. Service Relation (SR), into SOC paradigm. Firstly,
three different granularities of Web service, including parameter level, operation level and Web-
service level, are analyzed and defined. Secondly, the details of Service Mining, which includes
Web service annotation, service relations mining and its application and leverage on SOC, are dis-
cussed. Last comes the experimental results and analysis. By organizing available Web services
into service discovery, composition, and interoperation with abundant semantic information,
business context and social relations, SN is firmly believed to be a new infrastructure for SOC and

also key effort toward the implementation of “Internet of services”.

Keywords service network; service relation; service mining; services-oriented computing; Web

service

W Fie F 1 :2010-06-08 5 e & & SR e B A 4 : 2010-08-18. A PG B [{ 5K\ 7S =" B H R WF 58 & R v &l 1 H 2 4 (2007AA01Z130) \ R
HET R AR T AU E (08ZCKFGX00700) FlRE FH JE fitlh K 115 £ A W 58 11 1 (08]JCZDJC19800) % By BRHtE & . 55, 1975 44, {1,
OB L BF 58 07 10 9 BR 45 318 . SOA. E-mail: shizhan@tju. edu. en. BB, 5, 1965 44 A, 2082 P2 00 AT 5 450380 iR TR L IR
S AT R. E OB, B 1981 44 1 BF5E 5 17 9 AR 45 L SOA.



11 4 W I 45 IR 95 5% AR D LA TG 1) R 55 3 o ) 0 T 2069

1 5]

T

Web If 45 (Web Service)™ J& f8 8088 4 19 . 1]
SRR e 8  7F WSDL (Web Services
Description Language )™ | SOAP ( Simple Object
Access Protocol)™ | UDDI ( Universal Description
Discovery&.Integration)"*) \ XML ( Extensible Markup
Language)"™ S 57 AR SEfith b, i F 2% B B 2 47 IR
5 B ERl IR SCRS S8 SCIn AT i TR 55 A e b 4 £ 4%
RS A IEAT I IR HH A2 W TE Internet | A [
VERGE BEEF- 6 F0 4 B 1 5 8] 58 B0 HT B 4 it
SCRE 78 NP B S BRI R A BE B B L Web IR 55
b v SR FERRSE R T2 R AR S B, Web IR 55 AR
SRy 214 T figp A S K B A5 v R P A G S B TET 1]l 5% 42
15 (Service-Oriented Architecture, SOA) [ £z 1F 5¢
BREL T R AT DA R A R B A8 B = R N
[ TCAE M IR AR 2 3 A SR 55 OF 4 R O 5 4 E
[i) 750 8 SR ) X 4 TE — R O i ke S R Y ) L X
PRE 5 T PR T KL I 55 1% B RN AR 2 I 55 1Y)
SEBL L BR 2 A SUAE R GER E  E R EOR.

T 9] IR 45 31 3 (Service-Oriented Computing,
SOC) I X 3413 2R Gt 8 B TS o ik ke
BEUR S 1) R A K vy 36 sh 28 T IR T PR A O 4R
AR T Ok T 3 2 (A & — 20 SRR B SOA )i
PR AL & Bt B U5 ¥6 9 46 & i TEEE Computer
Society (CS)H Jr it #f . 3F T 2004 4£ 11 JJ iE X 7
T MRS 385 R % 5 & (Technical Committee on
Services Computing, TCSVC) D 4 IR 551154 19 19
YRR G 55 MR 55 F0 TT e 5505 30 1 Bk 2% 5 40 R
28 LR AL Hf Web iR 55 #1 SOA . = 3H5H Dk 55
R JT VR AN H Ol 55 U AR A L B Ak A A AL IR 55
IR HARZAE IT IR 55 At 35 BOR 34 %0 SCFr
v 55 Mk 55 B G TR S5 BT T 5T 00 R A A= i R
Je I 1) i 55 11 53 /08 K .

AT, SOC 7E H #:4F (interoperability) . A 311k
(automation) FIRL Z Cefficiency) J7 T M I & Kk
U R ERIE AR AR R B TR R N 2
B RS HEE LM RIS ESMA LS
el SR Ml 55 R 5 O HLIR 95 & R4 S Y
ORI KIEL, JEH IR TER IR I 7 5% T

A NN BTS2 SOC 52 B W 55 1Y 3 2 5
PRITE Tk 2 THE AL AT BEAR 1 1 A5 B XA 1R 21
X Web(Semantic Web) flliE X Web ik % (Semantic
Web Service, SWS)M [y HY % . H J&, Bt = & 7

138 H. (interaction) I 2 45 F T 3 (transaction
context) JE Al b 9 IR 45 18] (9 OC R {5 B A 2 B2 IR
BRI AT B Gt WSDL SCRY, — AN R 55 AL n]
ShFUE A TE H O RE AT 4 H R B I A RETE
Internet b CEL# IR 55 1 W 2 Hh) o2 5 77 76 H B IR
557 WARHEARLE R 55 2 ™ TE e S A S AFEAH
LI T 5 BT G B E AN T AFFE DMER AT R 2 B
2Rk % 8] 5% & {5 B (relational information) [ ik
KFEMFZEIEEZ T EEARG, CIE K
T RSS2 VAL A R

FEXT X — IR B0 FATRE AL 23 6 M 4% (Social Net-
working) 1 L Web A @A S Iz 55 W 2 v« $2
B T — 12 Nk 5 M 4% (Service Network,
SN (14 T 7] JR 45 10 580 A 5 ek a5 it o 3 S HE B AN
KRWMEDEH I AP MRS KA HE S HE M
IR L AR A ) Al 55 A

AT 2 N SR IR 55 TSR DG AR 5 I 0 i 5
HTEES 3~6 WA T8 IR 55 08 & 19 L IZ 4
P23 25 5 Ko pe. b, 35 3 55 N Web Ik 55 19
WSDL B K, 8 SCR S5 5 & 55 4 19 W ¢ 40 1)
WSS R IZIE L BT A SE B 565 5 R RS
KAWL BIVIR 55 5¢ R AE IR 55 & 3L A& b i A
F 355 6 A AT Internet EREHLT B0A9 H 52 Web
JIR 55 o W) 1R 55 9K R Mo HLAZ 4 3005 R AT ] B 00 5 GIE A
G353 B T T RGAR A 55 8] 28 HLAF . 5 T A DG A 5
G ARIT B A2 IR — 221 TAE.

2 HEXARERE

TEMR 55 SRR o 0 B S o s IR 55 B AL (service
provider) {5 A3 #5 G 19 IR 55 5 1M1 I 5537 oK 4 (service
requestor) {75 B 4L AR /D B9 AR AN 58 vT LU A RS
iR B AT 2 2 BB 25 Ml 55 T AR

LUK (1 17 1 DA Ao o i Ul o [
FC2H A R B[R] AR 58 1803 KON B2 AT 55 B 55
R HE K HAH B RN SOC SR i) A 52
PIOE DO 2 i 5T R R AR AR RE N R
MR A B M55 20 G Mk 55 W 43 Fn A 3L IR 55
LA 5 RaRh IS5 18 ST PR A R4 S 0 R 55
B E AR PR B LR Bk A LA £ E

AR %5 i A

Web JIg 55 1 W b0 o 0 9 FR B IR 55 i (Web
services registry) BUAR 55 fQ I, & SOA ZE 44 ) B 3
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AR . AR R 454 J5 & - Web i 55 13 0
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tralized) FIIRE A& =X (Hybrid) =250,
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TE— &, AR W, B 1y T sckC21 1 i IR 55 i
JUEAIL ) B X 7 Fg R 55 A BRAEE AR . MR 55 B 1 AR
A LRSS KR Z 2R T Web IR #: 111
S5 A AR R AN S BRI T BC Y. O 1 4 i Rk 55 BRI K
BPERN B S AR B Js AR R R PR R VB T X
FAARLEE )18 SURR 55 K B 05 459 B0 T2 A m] 0

A
FE 7 )
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E UDDI
R
31
E WSDL &I
A};::
= T s e
i Email, FTP, %% _ .
A e 55 5 I T 2 RN

Bl MRS5S A

REHEE

T 1] JIR 55 150 1) — I A 0 B 2 B IR 551 A
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B 1 2l 25l 55 Ui s BRI F S Gl 78 43 A
72 o3 A T 4 b AR 55 8 L4 kR Ok P TR AR
52 R OB AR 55 L B Web IR S 4H & FIE 2258 B
H ARt AR SOC 48k 1) F 5% #4%.

N 5 5 W B9 AR R e 55 45 R LA Ol T 2K
— R JE TE BT I 20 3k T IR 55 21 G R0 g HERLTE .
WS-BPEL(Web Services Business Process Execu-
tion Language) Paf WS-CDL(Web Services Chore-
ography Description Language) @, # & #i[ 4 £ 4
% #9280l % 7 #2. Microsoft Biztalk® Fl Oracle
WebLogic® & #5541 & 51 5 iy e 3%, 55 —
FMETE N L8 68 (AD il L Web H AR il |,
BhASH AL G R] IR 55 W 2 1 P 5 oKL A LTS L )
P A7 AT BG4 AR Web IR 55 19 & 1 A0 i 10 15
SAF B J7 i N TR RERNE L Web 41 X #EFT 1K 7
AIWFSE. — 2L W50 H AR 2 1 TR 2008 5 A Aok
XF AR 55 1 BT A A0 5 5 T 2E AT TR SCH IR AT B T
ik Web HEAT (9 AR 55 H 2 & B0 2 R
I3 — BB 5T E B R TR AT BRI BOR K B 3h i
RIAMUL A Web [ 5575 1 1) Wiz 55 B2 19 45
TERTS RS AT I 2 W b

ST HE N 3 T R S5 R B N g R R
—SEHFGOR BN SORIR 55 ot 5 i HE S A B IR 55 21
Ao BT ER SCUBH (context-aware) M i 55
J B BT (QoS-aware) Y [ 4 A L AE SRR RE
L RS TAA RN AR

7B XY B K AR & A& 4k (Service Ontology)

B4 1) Web lR 45 25 F XML (1) FEHAR R Al
Web 55 10 fg 1 77 1 6t = 15 LK B JT . A F)F it
ML A sh 22 5. Ky R 251 X Web (Semantic
Web)H: A (in OWL-SH* #1 METEOR-SM 282 )i
2| Web JIg 55 55, A By AR TG AR IEHAY e Web
IR 55 B4 i SO IR O AT e SORNHAT BRI
e N NN [ = R W4 A S TR S DS PSR

TE1E X Web 5N A Web IR HF5E R L L 4E
1k LG B B SCAR T R T AR R HE Y
AR 4l 60 % 55 oh— S Bk 58 T /6 0 & 1 %)
WA il 7 SR AEAT TR LY I m) WSDL BPEL
IS INAE SC, B8 I 55 ) B4R, i R MR
B XA ARY B Web IR & 0935 AR . ffi 115
HLRE % 132 . & A\ 38 e £ 8 AR SR, 22 48 52 Bt
NN T B AL 5L Z 6] R 55 i 4 ok
T2 H. s bR TARS SR TE ML 55 I B 1 U IR 45 19 H
165 RE 77 W8 T I Bk AR

Internet of Services (IoS)M* 2 A~ K 7 B K &
IR 55 Ak 77 1) B9 3 Ak s LA O 2 38 4 Internet 4 4iE
MR 55 - B0 F I BR 2w 00 T AR 55 1 8] i R A A
R AR HE P /R 55 38 R it 41 2 1) TG 4 B P
TEZ U B3 24 W WF 58 I H gl 2 e ) el A8 [ BRI
LV M AR T Lk i) THESEUS®, H H br & JF &
—Fh B B ¥ B F Internet %) JEAl 15 Jite DA A6 B8 47 3t )
FH Internet F Ay ITH. 1Z I B [F] B3¢ 1 0 AR i & 5%
J7 T [l 55 A0 b A — S A 52 i H RS 3l OC i T
A R T T 40 IR 55 A0 B ) (Service Value
Networks) \ FI| i} SaaS #5052 41 Al i JH L ToS
(15 B AL 21 % S B Xt ToS 1 3k %, Ferrario™* il
Oberlel™ %5 A T/F 1E ) % # 57 28 36 0 35wk 1 Al
5 ARIE RS — 2

3 HR% X % (Service Relation,SR)
iR 55 R 2% (Service Network, SN) J& 3¢ F Web

http: //docs. oasis-open. org/wsbpel/2.0/0S/wsbpel-
v2. 0-OS. html
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AT IR 55 B AL 2 R 4L AL e A R R R B
18 1R 55 IR 55 18] ) 28 B 9 2% (T FR IR 955G &R & Service
Relation, SR). HAP A AL Hy 2 LT b F
SN(V,E)=Graphsn{VsysSRsx?)
Horr,
Vv ={Abstract Services} U { Actual Web Services} ,
SRsy =Vien X Viy.
BIRL R 55 O &5 5 R 55 5% 3R O i i At 45 Il (Social
Graph). R 45 45 s j& 3+ OWL DL iE 5 4 4.
TR Web IR 55 M HRHE Y R 47 € LA PRI RS,
I MR AR 55 45 55 (Abstract Web Service) fil H {4
R 55 4% &S (Actual Web Service). IR 5 0] i+ 2L 28
HRF RIS KRR & IR G545 5 VLB Vi
D3 AR T RS Z [ AE b a5 b EE LRy
Ly R 1L AR
SRy, (V. V)

Ho, V., V, € Vou» Type = {exa, plu, sub, sim,
seql, seq2, prel, pre2, Community, MemberOf,
Nonfunctional}.

MR 55 O 22 0 BB E SCIY S AR IR 95 28 B R
%5 BN SCER B sk R A TR S Z A Y 2
RETEFNAE DI REE 29 o & 56 T Web Iz 55 [ £ firh | 3¢
28 ORI R B A 2R 2 25 T T 1) O AR B L B AT
MRS 57— DR BRAE— &P U T ik
% FKARM Web RS HES RS

M WSDL SCRY R Web IS5 o] il 4y H
% 45 (Service) | #:4/F (Operation, 7£ WSDL J# hx #
WFR N Interface) FIZH (Parameter) 3 N2 IR A 2H
PFAG A B, T 2 . B SR, RS5O &R
5 LRI 3 FRLBE . ZHUH G &R (Parameter-
leveD) \#RVEZ ¢ & (Operation-level) fI IR 45 % % %

(Service-level).

Service

()perﬂnon/
Interface

K 2 Web iR & iR
FESTAEAREAE IR LB RB R NFE 1 Br
TR E SCT —Ff, BOTH3EAS 6] Al 55 14 i A a8 i 5
B Z & M (Equal) k&,

x1 BHEREXE
i 3R (description)

WIS RAE S5 BB IR L A R
AT LAAR L 5

25 AU (categories)

Equal

g5 WS, i B Afnl e 204 OP, (1, O,) 8l
OP (1.0 P  EDZ RO IE XL H 1.0, P E,
RN IR 55 1 A (Input) L i ) (Output) | {5 #2 5
{4 (Precondition) FIZL R (Effect). H 4k #h , BAE R &
FRAFRRWADSHON Z 0] 156 & B AR E LT 5
(Equal) . 5& 4= VT fig ( Full-matching) F11 %F 43 VG fiQ
(Partial-matching) 3 Fh2E B, dn 3% 2 pr . AL LA 5E
AVCHC K F B R ERAE OP, By A L 455 T #
YE OP % th Oy, BD48AE OP, (1%t AT D) 58 42 i 2
BAE OP, A W R BIEAE OP, 5 #:4F OP, Z ]
FEAESE A VCBL R 1) 5 R, OP, A LA B 3K 2y 5 i
Ml (invoke) OP, . 8. # A A5t OP, J& 9K 3l OP, #)5¢
I3 A

*2 BREZBREXER
i & (description)
F1EOP (1, O)) F4EAE OP, (12, O2) % 4
HA LY L, O O 5 5% K
30, 21,=0P,—~O0P;
30, C,=0P, U +-—>0P;

U (categories)

Equal

Full-matching

Partial-matching

1R 55 2% O 22 A B 1 4 34 iR 55 [A) 19 22 B RN 20 0
SEPRAVE R OC R TE M 55 KL B2 2 0 E AR BE. 7E Web
EL 2RSS TEIEE EAE MBSO BL, AT Z A AR A
TE3E e - BIAE S BE B 37 56 P B e 6 I 55 A
B IEEEIR 5 B A 2 2 W R 2 A5 g
PR MR 55 (AEHE S8 5 37 55 T P Al E 2 [m) i 3 1]
TR Z A KRR .y — T, SOC B N 1
FRrE Tk € 1 Ik 55 Z 1) #7622 B A B A Xt 2 B
A MR 55 FY 55 i A 45 I A Bl 7E SN 3k g
YT 3% 4 % & (Competitive relations) ., th /E & &
(Collaborative relations) #1 H. ‘& 2& & ( Other rela-
tions) 3 K& 11 R BRI IR 55 RO FR N 3K 3 Jr
/K. LA Sequential- part 2y ], Ik 55 WS, 1 # 1E
OP,, 77 A= 1) iy AL 2 WS, OP, i % A Y 35
LR OP,, HARA A REIK 5l OP;, . OP,, {F]
AR AR IK S OP, i) 20 % 26 1F. WS, 2 5 e
M55 WS, 82 A ik 55 W) 25 )5 A4 g 2 [ 3K 5)
WSt iy #:4E OP,, . B0 AY B Ik 55 4 & b 1Y 6] 45
(synchronization) & 2.

@ http: //www. w3. org/ TR/2004/REC-owl-guide-20040210/
#OWL_ DL _tag
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25 (Types) 2 A (Categories) $ i (description)
Exact porr € o IO IO O e s, —ws
SR (WS, ,WS,) YOP, €WS,, JOP,, € WS,=>0P;—=0p,, | "¢ "7 i
N Plugin i, . . i, e . . .
SR SR (W WS VOP,, €WS,, 3 OP,, €WS,=0P, —OP,, i.c. WS,CWS,
(Competitive Sub
. Subsume .
relations) SRuy (WS, .WS,) SR (WS, ,WS;)& SR, (WS; ,WS;) i.e. WS, DWS;
Intersection
AR 5 75 Sh RS T 47 76 ML N ; .
Sk e s A 9576 5 0 A7 A AL (SO - 3 3 A
N . invoki
Sequential-total JOP,,, € WS, JOP;, € WS,=OPMDO0P", i.e. WS, ——~>WS,
SRyeq1 (WS, WS;)
. . WS, | synchronizing, invoke
. Sequential-part J0P;, € WS;, JOP;, € WS;=OP;COPj}, i. e. WS } WS,
HIE X & SRuws (WS, . WS, !
(Collaborative 4 |
relations) Precedence- =
SR (WS WS ) SRyt (WS, , WS> = SR.uy (WS, , WS,
Precedence-1I . . e . .
SR WS WS, SRyrer (WS, s WS;> = SRez (WS, , WS
X FAL B AL MR S Sor A1 Soz s (Sors Soz) € Ro 24 H AL XY 77 1 400 5k ) fig 4% {4
Community FO, € FOS.f§i1§ So1. FCE FO; H. Sy,. FCE FO;. 4 1§, T R 7 44 (fa #k oh fig 4 {4 &
o e U R 5 SR 0 54 30 30 5 7 .

(Other relations)

MemberOf

Nonfunctional

A B AR S5 HR S E T3 — R IR 55
PNAESERZE R BRI El A FI2 F B IR B 56 &R (alliance relation) #4254

relations 235 W B ik 55 1

Mk 55 ¢ FR B 3 FfoRLBE AN S AH BB 57 Y T2 —
DAYV ZHOC R SR 1), BT B4
VEGFN R 55 2% 0C Z2 By H it an &L 3 Bir s (UL R 0. Ik
% Location Information H ) % 1) 715 B Postcode 5
it % Postcode to Zipcode Converter H %y A 4 &
Postcode &3k [ — M & » PR T A8 53X P A4~ TH 5 8] A7 7
Equal 8 B S 86 & (EBRAE )2 10 #:/E Get-
Postcode ) i 1 5E 4 VU Bt #2 /F PostcodeToZipcode
Hkm A B #AE GetPostcode W] LAl 57 3K 2f 42 1F
PostcodeToZipcode. H 5 » 7] YA Ui 7€ IR 5 Location
Information F it % Postcode to Zipcode Converter
FEAEIUT G & BERR € b 55 it fE v o il 95 Posteode
to Zipcode Converter H A 7F Ik & Location Infor-
mation AT BN J5 A AT AT

4 RSEXFEEZE

BT Web 25 A~ B 80 5 _F 1) ik 45 21 23 i
A SR TR AR T U R A SN AT G IR 5
T A R A0 R R 550 S A B R 45 A 1 A
PEHUIR 55 Z (8] 28 HAF B 0 O¢ & 32 48 W K o Be,
4 IR, B SR R S5 A A G IR 55 SORY B
UE AT RS54 28 L T AU AR AR 1 1 AR T DA K
A R 55 A/ W 380 R P v FLUROR IR 55 R R I AE
i LA S MR 55 ) 4% 53 B 46 T AE.

4.1 PR 45 K FERiE (Service Annotation)
F| A& Contology) § & L el 36 I Hfi iR Web il

55 W8 UG R, s J& TR D AR b SOC w1 g
187 [) R A kA

Rk 55 f 47 38 HE

MR 45 42 11 SCRY (R B0 00E AT & IR 55 40 28 AR
FAb B L H 2 X% R 45 € B Internet B4R
By Web iR 45 (WSDL C#9) #E 4753 38 8 A5 &
WSDL SRR A To 350 IR 55 i 22 45

R ES

MR 55025 B B A XF Web R4 %410 —
AR 43 o 02 T B AR AR T 08 IR 45 DR b 3R B 558 1Y
G AA. R 550 RE R 3

(1) )\ Web Iz 55 19 4 i 3C {4 (P WSDL 3C %)
Fh B B A 32 IR 55 T RRALE 18] o 5

(2) #£ WordNet® i X i it fl JWordNetSim®
Al b TR AN FRAE ) i 5 U O (R —
I AS R U 45 SRy — 4> Hhc ) D 915 SR B

(3) AT EE R G P65 18 By TR 432K

WSDL ##i38 SC#4 7] & 1F & ik 55 IF & & X Web
1R 55 o D o ) 1 A, B 4 IR 45 R R B MEAS RL L 2
R 55 47 25 1 B EAR 5. BL4h, WSDL w0 R 78
R4 BT A B R R — R L R O RS
(1) T BE 5T AR — M 1) iy 44 2T B IR 55 (9 484 44
AAEME TIRS WIREM G E. Bk, AT
WSDL SCHY & « H 5 G 3 11 44 FR ok $2 1K

@ http: //wordnet. princeton. edu/
®@  http: //en. pudn. com/downloads124 /sourcecode/windows/
detail52 8580_en. html
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: Converter
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-——-»(PostcodeToZipcode----- GetWeatherInfo
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i 55 28

| S
KA : Information :

B 3

Service Crawler M
Parser

a8 S
& Verification Classification
Service Provider

Abstract Layer,”

. Postcode to Zipcode 1
Converter

Weather

- A
: Information

Input/Output
Parameter

1 55 5% &

Service

Domain Ontology Set

.
, ,
. , L
K @ g K= Registering
. .
.
,

" Service

¥ Annotation
Service
Mining

B4 g5 5k R 2o I

FRAE ] . %5 B 7E R 215 00 T Web IR 55 1 #: 4
IS R A Y B T — S B4 S (U
GetWeatherByZip) , A< SCA By SCAS &b B9 77 3%, DA
KB FREFNT R4 03X 26 55 18 #6417 70 18] V48 5 1A
D 2 e 0 R A A AL B GE O B E 4 A 3R
(Bad Word Table, BWT), 0] DLHER % U0 Get Fi1 By
XN TR 55 53 S WA S B D Sz [m) i) iy IR AEAR 22
WSDL 34+ (4l information £5) 28 5] X 43 FE AR /N

B3] T4 X T WSDL 44 44 vh 285 2 th L0 4
5, i Geo® &5, B B L 1475 1) 3% (Abbrevia-
tion Word Table, AWT) , 5 Hif J5 oy [ 4G A% B id].
R TR Ay S ME A PR B T A i ) P A 4
RER KL, N A TF-IDF (Term Frequency-

@ —ffE HTML #il XHTML th 7 ic WGSS4 i #1 Ak 47 (4
JE 4D R 5
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Inverse Document Frequencey) 5. & %} 457 AF 18] & 1%
B 5 A R) B X6 TR B HAUE N

W, =¢tf Xidf,,
Horb oo f 32075 3% 3] ULE SCRY Hh B A3, id f i 3RO

T Y 52 L SR B i f, = log (1420 )5 N

ST AN SORY B 1 STRS A B8 s 2 A0 32T T SCAY
e

SD, =W, Xmax( fsp (word,; ,CVword;)) ,
Horp W, & word , ) B AL E , CVword, 52 W0 W] 1
PP BRG], fop B D SR T SCAHALEE 1Y eR L
TE IR B ) e B RS A) LSRR

vD=>)sD,.

L A F e 5K
A ] B 5 e 1] B 19 B B 20k % i WSDL

SCRY 55 A S A A A R LS X TR ) P A —
AN B word, 43 B E S5 s 1) R O R 1Y ok
FEARLBE -

KR A ST TS Web IR %4220 T
B 4 35 10 400 AR (AR T %) Web IR 45 347 b7 1 11 - 7 52
e AR VD (H

(D WH VD HATF 0. 6 BSTIRAET 3 4, 0 1
VIR 3 v ) A58k A7 B 7

(2) W VD {EHRAS KT 0. 6, M) H 36 Bt — 4~ 5%
AR 1 A58 2 A s 1 5

(3) B, HEH VD KF 0. 6 B SR THR .

AR & #5%E

IR 55 A 1 A B AR RE 2R AN &) 5 TR, M 2R HE S A2
A A 0] 2 A Ao R R ) T P A S B B O L
SR ME PN 1149 38 0 2 Ak 235 DG TC B SR AR O A S 0 il B 6T R
B AN A MR AT AR

LWSDL

'WSDL Parsing|
Classification

Parameter Concept

Bad Word Yes

Table

Domain

Y

Simple

W

A
Match of Simple|_
Concept N

Word Table

Match Degree

4
Process Match
Degree

Dependent
Word Table

No

-
=

Y
_

Decomposition of
Complex Concept

Kl 5

7 8 3 A L B R (45 5D T8 A [|] (1) @il rp 2 5
AANTE] A4 S T R b R SRR U Y T B
R X 53 [) G 45 5 1m) L o 45 5 R R R
458 % 45 17 F& (Domain Word Table, DoWT). Jit;
HhXF T A B B, G0 name, B B SR A K B
YR A R 1R T — B A A
A SO 3 25 1a] ik B AR i 3R] K H (Dependent Word
Table,DeWT).

2T 2 1) T A A ] 4 AR T 4 3k 3] 2 i
JEHEH . U countryName” 43 5] 5 “ personName”
H“countryCode” 35 AH L EE , 41 2R B #2 L # L 43 S
15 B ARALEE Ny

Sim(“countryName”, “

, “personName”) =0. 63,
Sim(“countryName”, “countryCode”) =0. 56.

25 W] “countryName” 5 “personName” 1 #H (UL 3

TR BREANEGHA. ML E,“countryName”

#Annotation Result

55 b HEAE 2

55" personName” 1) A AL BE 1 2 52 AH AL JEE ¢ 42 B2k
F person I country BAHRLE. 18 13 1% B K {17 35
“countryName” 5 “personName” [t % 5 , #¢ name
i Z 5 b i A5 3] R A L RS 2 0. 26.
“countryName” 5 “countryCode” i A5 &l JE {H A~ 4%
(country AR » IR 0. 56. M REGE ML
“countryCode” 5 “countryName” JL T , X 45 & A
f14) 4] b

Bk 1 AT Web RS A 2 R SEA
F. B, X F43—4 WSDL & $# & PC(Parameter
Concept) s WU AS 4 H 48 5 55 22 e K UG e (9 4 44
% 2 (Ontology Concept) OCmax, LI /E N PC Y
PRiE#EE.

BiE 1 RSIRIERR.

L1 Function annotate WebService

L2 Input Vpc, € WS
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/X T A Z B & PCL 23 5l 4% H xR T T Y AS 1A
& 0C
L3 Ouput OC,,.«
L4 Begin
L5 Float maxMD=0; / /47 fx K VL B £ {4
L6 OntologyConcept 0C . 3
//AF T e R VG T ABE A o RV S 4 T T T 1 AR
L7 for (OntologyConcept oc; : OCSet) {
/A A B b TR IR A TS I AR R
L8 Float temp= getMatchDegree ( pc; soc;) ;

/ /3K BURE & 1y G e 2
L9 if (temp>maxrMD) {
L10 maxMD=temp;
L11 OCmax = 0C; 5} }

L12 End

FEA MR 55 R T 2o A A% O A T Q] SR AT R DT
PR (BN 1P L8 AT B Y R 20 » RIH3R WSDL
SO & 5 A A A Y VT IE B o m] DL R R A
TRBE %) WSDL A &8 a5 5 B2, Ak 2 Fom.

Hik 2. MEILREE.

L1 Function getMatchDegree

.2 Input ParameterConcept pc, OntologyConcept oc;

/ /5N R 5 O 2 FUAS AR 285 5 441

L3 Output MD / /%t & 45 DE L B2

L4 DBegin

L5 Float MD, textSim, typeSim;

L6 if (isSimpleType (pc)) {

//TRT B A VE IR 5 0 2 o 1 SR /0 U 3 LU

L7 textSim= getTextSimDegree (pc.N, oc.N) ;
/ /A P i

L8 typeSim=getTypeSimDegree (pc.S, 0c.S);
/ /45K T L

L9 MD= getintegratedMD (textSim, typeSim) ;
/ /13 B 255 VT IC B

110 else {

/B AV RS s IR A W WA BT bR — A
5 5

L11  textSim=getTextSimDegree (pc.N, oc.N);
L12  for (ParameterConcept sub_pc;: pc.Elements){

/153 51K A% PC FAE& S OC FHER 1 fc K UG BT
113 Sim; =

max (getMatchDegree (sub_pc; soc.Element) ; }
L14 TypeSim:%iZ\; Sim; ;
L15  MD=getIntegrated MD (textSim,typeSim) ;
/ /13BN &4 VCE AL )
L16 End
USRS o S O A N i L Y e U T
CGEk 29y L6~19 17) & & M &L i (5 ik 2
HFEg L11~115 7).

{7 BB A& DT FC 23 A T A 2 K SCAR DR E (L7 47)
Y UEIE (L8 47). faf B ML & ny 2K AL A5 BB Oy
string double 8¢ FEA IS A, 3 46 55 A fA e 1) B4l 2%
AU JE R AR [R5 PRI AE bR 1 A B T LB B AR S
X T RBVR/NA MR A E -

boolean<int<float<Cdouble<Cstring;
int<time< date<'datetime<Cstring.

X F WSDL A iy #le 2 Fc 2 Ah 29 3, i T3
AT OGTE A 2 A (A s WSDL & i 82 55, R4S
A DU A TR R IR R 28 L. 40 ArrayOfString, 588
£ WSDL bRl i & & 2R, HA L string 28 Y X}
Fr, MR B AL M X T string b B XAYRCEE, L)
string RAVE TF. 2 5 MY 28 B DT E S8 ot b o —
AN IH A SRR (L13~ 116 17) 8 58 A M 4 20 i 1K
R A G e I 53 &, B AR AR A8 TextSim F
TypeSim [WEAS B 255 VL BCEE -

MD=w, X TextSim~+w, X TypeSim,
/ﬁ\:qj w vwzﬂ‘7$i{ﬁaﬂ w;, Fw, =1.
Xof T 87 B A s o o o, UEH
le =0.8,w,=0.2, Y4 TextSim>0.8 i}

w; =0.2,w,=0.8, Y4 TypeSim>0.8 i .
He

X T 525 W& wn s w, BUE N P N
RSB YA S AN E T 4 0w,
w, HE RS N A S A S8 2, 454
F T L RO

w1:0. 5,w2:0. 5,

w, =0.8,w,=0.2, M TextSim>>0. 8,
H N<4 i}

w; =0. 2,w, =0.8, Y TypeSim>>0.8,
H N<4 #f

W= e Ty M N

w, =0.5,w,=0.5, HEH

4.2 XRIEZHE

it AainE . RS ITR SRR S ®EY T
XFRE R ZR I A E] SN A fH B ) SN2 AH 24
B AYTE T 2 IR 55 )2 (Abstract Service Layer) 5
HAKRIR %5 |2 (Actual Service Layer) Z [A| fF{E Bk & ,
MA&JZZNRRZNILT A . kR IZI A 5T A]
FAE R 55 v E i AR & B (Knowledge Dis-
covery in Service Network, KDSN), Bl )\ K &
Web iz 55 v iH 3l FiAR B 2 SO A 618 28 B
R EAp PRI E T & [ N NP S SR G
AAAELRY SN S 13 50 5%, BAR UK Ik 55 K R 4Z
AR P I FH A A 0 X A A AT HE L R B Y
WEE& 2 [E] Y 6 22, 2458 A T P DI BE -
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(D X FHi 2 250 (Abstract Parameter, AP) ¢
FRIAZEHE A WA AR B R 2 808 i 47 48
T 7R A0 W) 9 B2 5 6 A B I M R v, AN TR) A 9
B AR (Domain Ontology) Z [A] g 37 T 1 3d #f 22 , 7]
FF 3 AT Al 20 R 55 I 285 1 TU AR

(2) ¥ FHh 4 # 0 (Abstract Interface, AD % &R
FFE T - A ST A 1A Ay BE Al A B A 14 #2145 T B
IR G R 55 /He 1 22 (6] 1 DI G 2R [w] Fof o A [] 5
B RS R 2K K R IR DI RE R R IR 55 &
I B A B2 R Al R IR 55 2K

TE 55 W 28 v il 2 2 808 2 28 R 4T 2 AR
P B RE S Z R S R T WL AT LUK R R 2
B AR AE S50 b R X A A 4R AL A TR — A 4R
AR PR AAS A 28 Z 18] 1) O R 2 B il L 235 45 1)
AL EE T3 Web RS IS B S Z R E R, BT
JIR 55 19 2 B50n] e S S [] 108 S0 S0AS (AR A T 1Y 38
L R A . B S 0 A O R AT T LLE AR
e A A A ] L

BT SR ARG Y 44 AR AL DU R A A AR
A RE R ABLY R SR A AR S 1 Je 1k AR AL U P
AR T AR AR L A D I Al 5 2 4 2 T A AR
JE TSR AL 45 44 SRR AL 5 0 Ja Ak AR BLRE PR . AR S
KA HP &1 Jena® 43, fir 5280 BE 4 06 R 32 9
WA 6 fros.

=
2 Y
@%—%{m%ﬁ }ﬁm@mﬁ}{%%m%}{%%ﬁ%
B6 M0 R R T

AR E S il g4 11 22 18] ) 5 28 2 i A i A i
2RO LA L Y DL Bl R 4 1 22 18] 8 56 R 42 4
i Z A B S RBAZ ISR DR 2 I B P A 12 11
AZBEEE) Z MR R 25 B 2R
[ SC AR INIE 7 BT 7R e 58 UIR 55 56 R A S

S
APs Relations

Y
Output PC ) ati
Iu put »| ParaCmp Output R:l 1ition AT
T Jations
AV;:) PreProcless |Relafuild M;“
» ParaC
Input PC aramp Input Relation

Y

ames N
e G2

F7 g0 KRS AR A

TR S5 M4 d ) Web iR 55 88 5 & T 3h b A
IR b U, 3 2 e B b A o R 55 B A T 0
] 17T X6T il 55 199 2% v Bl 55 425 0 s AT AN Sy S o E B TR
RS BEIR A AZ R

BR T bR ik B A 58 A A S TR IR 55 4
AR B B R & L N A Schema DB g AR {4 i B 45
FBA M RS MRS KRR IR RS2
Hb IR 55 % AT Ty — A0 A5 AR i Ao 1 Y
i e % A28 IR 55 Z A G OC &R L 31X — o5 5 i R
FEPRAR AL
4.3 W44 #r (Service Network Analysis)

42 W 2% (social network) &2 Ji T Migram [
“ONBEAT B BRI R AR OB 414D [E) 45 AL
23R R MBI il JUAR B A 2 ) 2% 55 10 il 15
Internet Fil Web i 5% ik o B 32 21 55 A0, 1M 41 25 ™)
A AETE X Web 11 2 SUE Cln 1145 2 (knowl-
edge management) .{& & & (information retrieval) .
& 11 (ubiquitous computing) 4540 1) 28 B H 3k
WO B W AE L X Web 4 B 4R & 4 5 by
(Social Network Analysis, SNA) , Fl T 3 A {12
TERELAITT S ML B AH B R BN R R AE Web
S I £ 2 BE (social intelligence) ) ¢ H 7% 1 1Y
T R — SRS R S R BN Web 2
TR T S

MR W& A R el Web I 0] AR 55 44 A% #)
FE oA 4 AL AR IR 55 8 SF RE ) 1 e PR B Can
2 0 28058 A AR Ik 5L B R A 52 A ik %5 =2 T
ZIER KRR ZRZE. AL SNA B 7 ik fE AR,
X e 55 D0 2 32547 43 1 1T X i 55 [ 4% b ¢ R B A7
AL B 2E AR AR 55 i = R G AE L R
5 SN R PERE AT R M AT B M s I it 3
TFRAMR S KB A kit 5.

5 BREX&RFA

M55 RBZK— M55 HERFRERE I,
T RETRRZM Web R&SEAED RS (UKl 8
7R s N B A — S 55 1 4k 1Y KR AR, IR 55 4 (service
chain) J& B A~ 8% 0 > DL 19 iR 55 465 s 38 3 10 I vk
AH R B ) — SR % 42, i /E P= (W, R, W, R, -
W, R, W, ®mT —A4WAAm ks
(services flow) , JE M £ 5 & Mk 55 Qli 55 T ) 198 1E
et . BA SR S5 S0 2 A 55 ik 55 A
(service bundle). R 55 SR & T [F] — A~ 52 Ik 55

@ http: //jena. sourceforge. net/
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1) Web IR 586 NE5H L F . BRI E—
BRULIH 5 M 45 45 55 0 AR L DL B (MemberOf) ¢ &
R i1 (0 AR AR . SNAT DL A 2 — B RR iR 1 AR A

AR Z M55 PN AN ) i 55 P I 1) 435 55038 3 ¢ 3R Bk
¥y W B 22 4E R 2% . HR 55 Bf (service cluster) & SN A1

Y — >k 28 T4 (cohesive subgroup) , W 7] & {E &
SN ) —>F 18 (sub-graph) . Hov & 4 ik 55 5 5 41 ]
RE & 5 M 55 S B 5 340 AT RE A H B O AR A
1 /INE /IR Z& (clique).

Abstract Service Layer,

Actual Service Layer

fgff

(ONEFJ T2

HARR 55

Wl

Q I 25 B

~—~ R: MemberOf

.~ R: ServiceRelation

B8 T IRARMMRSS £ S

Mot £ 45 B9 A0 £f SN S AR 45 ol A0 A A4S 4
% 2% (egocentric networks) BF ¥ Ji% 0% € & . & R
FH8A A OBt A2 B B A - FE R 55 TR L
B I A RAKAE AT LR BB R 58 BT O BE /Y
Ml 55 Tl fie 5 W SR 55 4 X T 5 A L [R) R 25 RE I R
Kl L KR T S8 SOC B 5t . A8 B[] S RE $2 AL+
L A
5.1 BR% %I (Web Service Discovery)

MR 55 & RS2 MR 45 i H B b A% O AT 55 T
U PR & 720 M 55 06 R 51 A B IR %5 & 3L o 72
o (D A A LSS R LIS B AR IRk 55 A
KB MRS AR A HER A RTIE T v DR A 4
AR (2) 7850 FIFHHTIK G k5 LR,
MAE SN g $R A B BR 8 i 2 T P 3 SR B B — IR 5%
F L AR BEAE 7E SN A 4% 2w W 2 1 P 7 oK 19 ik
554 I8 2] LI A 2 4R 2] T 2 P SR A IR
55 . BRI 55 A B He ¢ B I 55 97 e 31 e 9 M 55
it (O 55 A . R AT OB e -

H R . £ SN A48 2= a] i 2 P ig R i ik 45 . L
A I oK 22 7R il Request = {REQ™ , REQ™™ } , H:
' REQ™ M F Pt A  REQ™ & F 7 W1 1)
iy 3 B R 2

AR B T AR AR AR BRI 55 5 4l
SR 55 18] S S T X N DG &R L i DL R 2 (8] A
2 EL R R 55 K R R 55 B T2 SN R i il &2
ik 55

PIAAARZS DA 45 28 2 18] A9 A1 38 10 O 45 5 B

% 5 M A REQ™ AH VT IC il R IRk 55 1 ) fi IR
LB AS" 2DREQ™.
J 4k BRI T BK JS 4E O R RE 8 B 3A 1Y Ik 55
FIAR O . A D0 i 52 IR 55 2 & 5 1 7 A
REQ"HILHL, B} AS"CREQ™.
Fe o3 A SN Hb i iT B RS 4k 5C &R R XA
18R R IR 55 R R IRk 3 K.
Bk 3. Mess Rk
L1 Function ServiceDiscovery (REQ"™ , REQ""
returns a solution or False
L2 Input {REQ™,REQ™} //F Fii A
Limit / /1% B K RERR ) 0 A0 (41 175
L3 Output K JF>=1 % IR 5 4% . or False
L4 Static FIFOQueue / /)40 %5 19 Sa i 56t BAS)
L5 Spanning Tree / /WK LL REQ™ g root [
L6 Begin
L7 ChildNodes<<—GetAbstractServices(tREQ™ s SN)
L8 If Empty?(ChildNodes) then return False;
L9 IFOQueue<<— InsertQueue(Child Nodes,
FIFOQueue) ;
L10 Spanning Tree<<—InsertTree(Child Nodes, REQ™",
SpanningTree) ;//FR Iy REQ™ [ #F
L11 For each node in FIFOQueue do{
L12 If Empty?(FIFOQueue) then return False;
13 Node<<—RemoveFirst(FIFOQueue) ;
L14 If Depth(node,SpanningTree) >>limit then continue;
/ /B 3R 1 55 B A AN Limit
115 If Test(node, REQ™ ) then return solution(node) ;

, limit)
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//solution 3& [A1 15 S panning Tree | PAnode | root (REQ*")
//EAELFE root 1 12
116 ChildNodes<— Ex pand(node, i F* 2 ,SN) ;
L17 FIFOQueue <<— InsertQueue(Child Nodes ,
FIFOQueue) ;
L18 Spanning Tree <— Insert Tree (Child Nodessnode.
SpanningTree) s }
119 End
AR % 28 & (Web Service Composition)
R A5 AR A I S R B, E AR TR
f 1 55 205 B8 0. SR . A S840 A IR 55 56 &R LA
e K FR 22 1) 1) A R0 5 A Oy ik T SCRITAE 2 4k
R AR S5 T 5 Al i, SN BT A 7 4 R AR
th . SR I DA ] 48 6 ) 7 F) SR W o 026 42 4 O 77 it
255 5% 2% o 45 ik 55 i 25 45 A8 A0 R AR I OC &R HEFRL S A
B BT A AT HfE 3 i 55 40 5 S S A
Dige 2 E LIRS A AL AA A R — g
M AR, AT IR M QoS %5 Bl &g 5
AR AT AT R 55 B AR 3K AN A AT L R &) A ()
FH P A PEAL T SR 3 & 1l 55 R 1 n] SR
Web il 55 4145 TRl f/ S e 04 o - 72 SN A
AR BN Z MRS (AS, . AS, ,AS; .- AS, ), Hil 2
(D X FaE—A AS, (i==2)  Hikgg A ASP 45
ASMCREQ"UASS U+ UAS™,.
(2)REQ™CASM™ UAS U---UAS™.
7E SN JEfili B, RATE 5 i F i 7 —4 =
W B 55 20 5 RO RE R AR REUAEUI o e R T IR 55
oK Z ORI G 2 1 SE Atk - 52 3 1 ) 8 14 R 45 4 A B
B SR I5 A SRR QoS i B 1 Al 55 48 & # it AL AR Y
4G M55 i e, 76 SN, B R DI RER 214> Web
R 55 S8 T [F — A R 4 0L 58 1 B Beny 2 T T Ag
(4 B 55 4 5 A5 20 5 B 25 A T 5 SR A R R A — 1
FHAS FAR A 7K F- 5 7R E S 2 B B o e 26 ik 55 4 4
/NS FE 53 F QoS S5 45 B ok 1A 2 B A4 HE R B2 AL
55 Wi AR A R .

5.2

6 KIS

BTk = 251 Web iR 55 AR A SCRI AT E
E R LR (focused crawler) M B EBE R |
BEPLIMIB T 326 A SR i . KA K Web fik 55
I3 R 55 6 14 28 JBOHE 1 4 s« (1D Bl 55 % DA
Seekdal Vg3l LLE 5k UE K S Web
JIk 55 F A 300~500 2245 M RA L L+
AR 55 1) SRR, B BBONR 7 R AU A e 55 Rl A
—E R WA LR 15 (20 X B A AR

(NI 3 N B KB N NN DO g
FESEAT IR 55 e B 56 2 32 H isF o AT LA ] B B 1K 400
AR X 45 B R s (3) AT RE #5392 PR, R
“RE AL PR 5 A i K SAH E 1) Web iR 55, 1 A
N A B B I BE . R A 545 LS W] BE b B 2
Internet |1 f] Web JIg 55 1) B 52 1% L.

Z R RAUE . R 2K 326 4SR5 b 0 1k
147 A JCE B 55 © 5 ) it i 450 38 AR 1 © % H
) 3692 4~ WSDL Z B & #4745 v, b v 25 51 a0
4 iR,

#* 4 WSDLirEHR

2 HER 2R/ %
HEME 80. 4
AT P ME 89. 1

MEER AT LLE 1 % T B AL B Web i 55,
A SO AR S AR SR B AR i 0 A 1 E B L 7R X
R ABES AR E E R LR ST L X
Ky WSDL & 45 M4 1 8 SCR P A K AR 25 5
PRI, FL 3 46 4 35 B AT [ R AE  E
7 TH . T TR EAAE s B 4 N R T W AT
Hi . 7E WordNet FI& A5 36 R A A F , LA AT A
PRyE ALY, 5 SCHR62 40 Eb . 76 R 75 BN T8 1E 19 45
B o AR SC 5 st AT DA 4 3 B WE SO I T B 5 5 T
XF T HLHE A BE B IR 55 AR SC2E AR i T L
SE A B AR TR IE B R

20 Wt » 1 AR B R R R AR AE LT L
AN DI -

(1) G A R A 58 35 . 15 4 4 WSDL # &
B 52 T 4K 3 5 22 DG BC 7 A IR AR 8. 40 b 1 2R UL L
i 31.1%.

(2) RN 45 5 1) BT & T Hehs 3 45
i bR R 4. 4%,

(3) WSDL & S bifi 75 4 T 5 3500 b v 2R
b BRSO 55. 6%, AT UL, i WSDL & X # bl
T B AR R R I T AR K B A 3K A3 R
A LR DL A OHE AR R R R L T R R
BEAE AT & AR5 12 1 3Ry

(D e L 8.9%.

B A A A T2 1) 56 35 R0 A T % 455 3 R ALK
HR R YT, — DR Ok D X =g
FEAE DR T LU I 51 A SCA AL B AR LN TR SR
HUME B R AR IR 45 2 100 il 45 0 =0 DA Bl s .

@ http: //webservices. seekda. com/
®@ http: //ikse. tju. edu. cn/download/services. rar
@ http: //ikse. tju. edu. cn/download/travel. owl
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A A7 BB BR T TR 2 A AY bR B BT AN R AR,
GlobalWeather® Iz 45 i ) F- st 45 1 . Ho A S 500
A R R ik g A B R A R AE. X T XRE Y
Web g 55 ALSE T B AL 7 AL & S BUZ AR E R A
Al REIR B B B T B — B AR T RE 2
T AT AR TE.

PUIR 55 A B G i hn i a5 SR an & 9 FroR . Hop
A 67 M55 bR 4 BB OE 85 7E A7 TE AR T A R
80 AN AR 45 Hh L Horp 80 V6 (A 1R S AE Hh B TE H R
28 ARRSS. 5 CHRCAT I bR i B B AR B R ¥ 57 4%
A LE 53X 28 AR5 o B0 A B TR B T bR T A
PRI 80 Y0, T HL 5 B AR AR 45 B A 19. 04 %6, FeAR
EAFATTNBLA L B 80 %0 A4 5 BIAE 20 Y0 Y iR
5 rh AR A R 28 RS . S B bR T A iR
) H B AN 2 2 5 B A Cln 18] 10 ). IR 4 ARk
(14 B 55 s T A T At I 92 2% A ] 305K 20 6 1) il
55 FEAT EE R B BE T AR T A S TN & 12 32 1) el itk
b3 7 . FIRA SC SO IR 55 #2408 3500 % ik b

ZHAH

0
0 oo &l 1 ool
P b B A
g
% O4ftP uﬂ.&.‘uwﬁuuﬂ Azﬁ.:u. /~”.L,~’,&A,¢ .o’.‘ 0 "‘o&”itl.." ...‘u‘.w ~.‘« !
0 15 30 45 60 75 90 105 120 135 150
)
k55 P55

B9 RS FRIESRGETT

Ji 55 44 Fk
B 10 IR 55 bk S iR AT

TEJG Y 147 DI Web IR 55 647 C R IZ MM —
55 190 245 S 451, I Pajek® B 0FEAT 2047

ASCHT VTS B AR 55 5 28 12908 5332 00 = F B A
G EAR BEATHER, R R & & Z A SR
FCIE W PEAEAR R BE B MO T IR 55 b i 4 2R
B s A G4 VIR 45 7 AR 3 T 1 2 0 W O AR 42 9
9 LA P (EL A A ST e BBy 0 3ol 55 v » i R e B
PR g 2 7 5 RS 9 i k. PRI TR JAR 5 2R iR 55 =2 1) 5
AR FEA N T IR AT AE R T R Web IR
55 19 5 ARG AL FE AP AR b S T BB B R]
JH AR 55 1) 5 ZR DL

(1) 147 4~ Web [ 55 360 55 1566 4 B AR A
PR A R % O (U RERRAE) 376 A~ K AU i AT
BEA i DU B A (36 34 1) LR A
5k AE A (50 )X 3 FHREIRAE D0 1 DR PR B R
T LR G 1 (OB AR 292 A, o 369 &
) e i AR RS 103 A AT RUF HY L 3 K
A A% e 10 ) 1 D) R 1Ay T 55 48 40 091 490 D ik S 42 11 ()
BB Jo » 18 2R 2 ) R [ O SRR I 2020 24 B X T
98 I BT 2R 1 Internet [P H)45 4~5 A ik
M55 . 76 MR 55 K BLI 8 1 il R 240 g% 1 (g
B T AN B 1 R 55 12 S HL IR $ R 1
R S AR RE.

%5 MRBEOEDHXRGH

TotalPrecedence

Plugin/Subsume PartPrecedence

69 1439 549
TE AR I 55 00 3R I SCLSE SR S I S AN D R AR O LR B 1R
B O M. Plugin F1 Subsume J& 1.3 5 2 . P& 16 5L
7 F MG TR MEZE X R P Precedence Fil Sequence 1 & .58
Rgiit—f K&,

) TE 4= 1 Z 42 15 29 0 IR 55 K R 48
TR R W R S FroR. F¥mE . A 0w
Plugin/Subsume &} 0. 236, Total Precedence &1y
4.92, PartPrecedence ik 1. 88. i1 % 322 O 8] th 7%
TE— & W R 4t s e 2 1Y g2 . B 3 TotalPrece-
dence Fl PartPrecedence 3¢ % , 1€ F) F # &) F5 A 3
1 MR 55 4G I BRI 1) 23 S R — i Ry 5~8.

(3) % w55 0 &% v 4 fd 14 7] S5 B 8 i AT 52t
DA T A AT 3k 45 A 2 a] fe K R B RS Dy 8 T 1 24 B
BN 3.2829. Gt BE R Ry 1.2.3 .4 By S5 WO
AR S B 75, 19 %0 SR EE B Oy 5 T
SR 2 BT BT 93,9400, X i
BH 76 R I 450 PN B I 94 96 1 AR 45 41 AT LATE T
e Z N 58 L B UL — MR B0 T R R 3% I8N Al

@ http: //www. webservicex. com/globalweather. asmx? WSDL
@ http; //vlado. fmf. uni-lj. si/pub/networks/pajek/
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55 AR FLL A IR 55 — N Bt 6 4.

(4) SN 1y B 2K & % (clustering coefficient) 2y
0. 052861348, 3 K T 15 B MRk 55 BF 5¢ 4 B A & 19
0 R 0. 0012496, 5 22 1 IR 45 ¥ 2 10/ B
PP P B ey o DA T 66 T S A1 R RL 5 i 55 56 &R 1 ik

Hret Tl

GetCountrylist

GetHotelNameCode

5% RIE L BB S BRI 2.

11 R T A SCT7 1 4 8 1 ik 55 I 445 v
GetWeather FH 0 — /N B, Hd SO R m Ik
G HERFRMSZEPA LR HFHNET S W
http://ikse. tju. edu. cn/sn.

AdvancedCheck Address

getWeatherReport

A 11

B OIS ] b B9 IR 5542 48 O IRk 55 416 4 i ik ) S
Fr. NE AR Web Iz 55 i % 42 40 H B 19 2 48 5
M55 56 2L IR A5 e BRI A 2% i I 55 4H 5 4 kB R
BLE W) E B, BEARIR 55 4H & B9 X 2. Gombotz %5
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mantics, service management and dynamic (or automatic)
composition (sometime also called service orchestration or
choreography). On the other hand, Since services are created
by various providers using different programming languages,
running in distinct hardware platforms and host machines,
supporting different operating systems, there exist grand
challenges in SOC. Traditional Web service registry, like
UDDI and ebXML, has been facing great difficulty in infor-
mation sharing and process mediation when processing serv-
ice discovery, service combination and interaction. The main
problems are as follows. First is ignoring semantics among
services, i. e. , semantic relations based on interaction and
transaction context. And second, complexity, reliability and
efficiency are big questions. Today, we are still on the road
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tion is largely a static affair, not automatic composition of
flexible business processes. And the efficiency of service dis-
covery and composition is also a big question especially in
large-scale environment. To overcome these limits, the au-
thors propose to combine Semantic Web and Social Networ-
king technology to explicitly merge abundant semantic infor-
mation and socialized interactive relations, i. e. Service Rela-
tion (SR), into SOC paradigm. The authors propose the
concepts of Services Network (SN) based on semantics and
socialized interaction relations, introducing semantic reason-
ing and relational calculus to facilitate service discovery,
composition and interaction in SOC. The authors ultimate
goal is to realize “the Internet of Services”. Firstly, three
different granularities of Web service, including parameter
level, operation level and Web-service level, are analyzed and
defined. Secondly. the details of Service Mining, which in-
cludes Web service annotation, service relations mining and
its application and leverage on SOC, are discussed. Last
comes the experimental results and analysis. Duo to organize
available Web services into service discovery, composition,
and interoperation with abundant semantic information, busi-
ness context and social relations, SN is firmly believed to be
a new infrastructure for SOC and also key effort toward the

implementation of “Internet of services”.



