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Abstract  One of the most promising opportunities from a Web services engineering perspective
is the QoS-aware selection, composition and late-binding. This allows you to dynamically assem-
ble a collection of domain-specific QoS-aware Web services providing the required features into a
composition services that can meet some non-functional constraints, and optimize criteria such as
the overall cost or response time. This paper presents a query infrastructure that considers Web
services as first class component objects. It evaluates queries through the invocations of different
Web services operations. Because personality and efficiency play a central role in such evalua-
tions, the paper proposes a query optimization model based on aggregating the multi-attribute
QoS parameters of different Web services. The model adjusts QoS through global constraints and
preferences set by the user, a dynamic rating scheme, and multilevel matching. The rating gives
an assessment of Web services behaviors. Multilevel matching provides the expansion of the solu-
tion space by enabling similar and partial answers. The paper describes a genetic algorithm for
solving the model, and compares the optimization performance of the genetic algorithm using va-

rious fitness functions varying in terms of static penalty, dynamic penalty, and stretching. The
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proposed approach has been applied to a service query engine system for SEIFCW, which conse-

quently shows its applicability, feasibility and efficiency.
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PN AT FE M2 T 1. Switch #1 1) Case 1,2, ,n,

FEARREBEZR SN BN ars Pass s Pun s I D pu =1
i=1

5500 (s tos oot} s ROR BN I N BT 55 1)
BEHAEZ F.3 E g Case B 2. Flow 4 i i
REREIEA F[F Sequence 4 3 A1 [7] . B 1 1 1]
BB RIFATAE S (it o, ) I BRMH. BT
HAES ¢ %k KA While #3855 T & IRt 1Y
Sequence 14 1.
3.2 Web REEF4R

— > Web fiie 55 76 HA: 6 1 al GEAF AR K, 5
EATRESE 2L SLA i 4 1) QoS Z 4. — i
HKeidi, KA F P e 32 QoS S8 S bR E A 4%
B 2Z 18] 9 40 sl it 25 SR M. B R MY 22 RS R W T

Web Iz 55 Fr 2 5 DI 6E 09 1 RE R AR T RE. B T ik s
Rl R G0 B w08 i Web IR 45 19 QoS %5
it W45 . AT | QoS S i B R4 Web IR
55 PR AL — A PPAL L 1Tk A PEAS FE R A A AR i T
— I

— PR A — A Web iR 55 19
AHAE op BF L R GEJE IR A QoS TS PR & A 1)
QoS Z [H [ BE &5, tLAL 1Y QoS BB T A QoS =
B 22 (B8 T ARIE50 A Fi. SE0RS B b 1 f1R
W pQ A dQ .43 5l & QoS HIEH ¢ >S5 i) W15 Fn
SRS AHE S pos Fl neg 43 31l Iz B de K B A /N ML
1) QoS ZHUT Z 4 w48 — IR 55 5 UE (BUH P
45— FEE R QoS J& P i KT 19 B I QoS
BB (Daos) IR A L NF

Daus (0p) = D w,(dQ; (op) — pQ. (0p)) +

i€ pos

1 1
_E‘”f (dQI»(op) - pQ, (op) ) (L

i€ neg

Web i 55 55 M 1 22 3Ok %0 1 -
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rating(op) =
0- 5+1+e f1<0105<~p> 75+ Daus Cop)<<0-
a - <Daus(op) =0, (2)
10' 5+1+ew<Dios<~/»—o+> + Das Cop) >0,

A 2) gt B O- FIE BE 0, 7 B FR o B
fFE N RAENE LR g HIAEE QoS FEE I 8 24k,
HHUE N L AR AR —A Web IR 55 1) QoS BR
B SLA BT HLE I QoS 28k sl X8 (0 .0, ) ,
2 EZIEFEEH 1; IR —1 Web IRE 1
QoS FEEAR T (A 0 B 4 & 1 55 0 /b 5
R— Web 55 1) QoS M & & T 1E B 0. . Ak 4
BRI, — R Web IR & S0
19 QoS I 3 IH 44 3 5o — 1y A 2 v Sl i 43 T 45 B
SR A& B S g AT BE 4 A Ab B A IR 55
QoS. T A B A 2 800 55 R4 B bR R B A
N QoS WAALE , 5 2R 5 B A 4 9, I e B &
AL A

£ Web 1 HATCAFEEZ D SR IT R ARG H
SR A SRR P B B B A T 2 R R
IR 55 DA LA Kok B 4 1R A RS AR SO T
1A SRl 2549, T — 4% Agent™™ it
X Web il 55 B AE 8 I 09 W45 . DT BE J7 f b 2 1]
BB T A4k B R 55 SF K
3.3 BREHMAREMS

Web Ik 45 & 15 B 2 b & A 1B AT Dy g 32 2
BT QoS. B At Ak o F2 19 H A A2 2k 5 0 4
HA Bl QoS %41 Web JIk %5 %%W\j/\?@ﬁ%
Z (rating) FUC L BE (md) #F— 2 g4k T IR 55 T 6E
A B R 5 SC. TR FRATTRE G A R T 3 A EE hEL
WIEE ) QoS S8 55 ¢ RN T L 3, O 21 1) figf o — >
290 TS S AT Web iR 55 B 4E.

EAETE D ET T M QoS S E M #:1E &
A 0T S 1 2% k. A R SR e R b U 0 P A P
USSR 7 1 BT BRS04 R 3 i R 0 o o &
() 77 35 I AT B HE P 45 2R iz O iE DU 3 ANt
AL YR ERAE B R B T — P R AR BV Z L

(DX L AR QoS S8k Ak LU (&
fiTA] A,

(2) WZH5E MM —D QoS S ¥t i H 7 &

TE AL o, I Hl 2 o, >>0, Ew =1.
) N —THEAIER IS TMﬂﬁﬁ@%iﬁ

J5i B QoS S 4.

NIRRT — A~ A B Y A Tl R ERAE op,
O b7 DB Ay HAA i 55 B A ot H R 5D Hls 0 X
— DB KRAE R HARREL £ Cop,) -

fiCop;) =ratingCop;) Xmd(op;) X

(D w.N (op)+ D wP.(op,)) (3)
i€ neg i€ pos

K
N, (op;) =
pQI"™ (op) —pQiCop,) Q™ (op,) —
PQIM™ Cop,) —pQI™Cop,) " pQIM (op)F0  (4)
11, 7 )
P.(op;)=

o - o0 ; i
pZ%-(<f}f >*p1?Q"“§<ffle> P PATTRATEO
11, gy

Hr pQr Cop,) & VE LA [l G #24E op, 9T A B
VRS © > QoS S B KAE L 1 pQT™ Cop;)
Je H AR /M.

XAV £ Cop;)(G=1,2,++,N)IEH b ab 3, %
S Cop ) F L7 Cop) 5350 BAR £ Cop;) W B KAE
AR/ ME 2t IE AL JS 1 BARE v, Cop,) N

fiCop)) —f7" Cop;) (6)
fiCop)—fCop,)

Fra EBRAE op; HALE  IF 1 e, >0, Za =1,

M c; (g) KA 281 19 9 R AR AF 7&%{£EEM§
W AR AT R UR ) - 03 I e R4 7 SR 9
BeAd ORFER A L ) A i 3 72 09 mT AT A 1) B g =
sopn) A2 HARL A IR fiF -

‘Uj(()pj):

Coprsopsse

max F(g)—zav Cop;)

j=

s, t. c,(g)EO, i=1,2,-,K (7)
g0

3.4 EABEEREENEERER
GA AR S — A~ 2o A 1 32 AR A 1B 1 A
(A FR 0L B TR A L E X [ ) ol 2 AR i 1
P ARG 5 e NP ) B 55 2 1 4 SO &) AN TA]
GA XU IR Y H AR o8 BOR 29 3% AR 19 e AL A
Jita Jin R ) o DTG o 17 DG A A5 L A T 25 AT BE Y QoS

Ja& P CEE 25 D

ﬁTitGAﬁé?Jl‘ﬂ%ﬁE’J A 1 S T A
B T A A PR 2 4 (0] R e B FEAS S B DR 2H
A%zﬂlﬁl?ﬁﬂé%‘zﬂvﬁéﬂ*ﬂﬁlﬁHﬁﬁéﬁﬁiﬁm
IR 55 B il 52 1R 55 %5 B i vh i B A D R AR IR & —
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A5l 5 R 55 AR D PE A B AR IR 55 XAl ot H & 51
2 25 T R N A A R A T S L

CS,;
I
i CSy.
[}
CS,, ! '
15 I mmmmmmeoes ! H AR %
CS, I !
] [}
S, S, CSw
| . | 1 | | ____________ | ' 5 R 41
OP, OP, OFy

2 B T

2& X (crossover) B &y 1 1Y T s 28 X, T A2
5t (mutation) 5 Bl A1 b 36 £ — 4l 2 IRk 55 (R
R4 — A 8D IF HBEHL b 55— 7] A H A
I 55 ARG I 0 2 A4 i 55 AR BB AN GA 4k b 3k
FAA — A AR 55 7R i 52 R 55

HEHE (selection) 55 R AT £ 1) %2 4 1 (rou-
lette wheeD #E#E. Forr, 25 BEAS A4 o, L 38 By B
K Fitness(i) , I 1E H A2 P,y

topsize
Di :Fitness(i)/ E Fitness(1).
i=1

BRI — AR A 2 SR R A R R AR
12 Celitist model) o RP 4 5 35— A HF A4 rb 35 1 B e e
A3 B /N 2 — AR SR A A T 2 — AR I
FEA AR GRAE AR — 1K

F2 ok 1 1) B2 3 F — 438 1 JE (fitness) bR
B 38 IV BE PR BT B — 28 QoS & 1 (i nl SE M) B
KA T H B — 26 g M () n 2% FD SR /M. XY fil
P SO AR A S 1 QoS JE M L IE B B R B2
B2 TAR MR T . J3 40 3 1 B oR B b AU AE ST AN Wl
JE LSRR A A A L B 3 HE A A Bl T 29 R

xR B R FPRE BRI ) W (T i 2y
HRA 54 Ta) 1T R FH 1 2 1 st 7 31 6 L 24
HAAF g=0 S WARAY. L, W] R SCINR i — 44
R AL ST PR

K
H(g)=>)c () Xy, (8
i=1

KOFRE v Hh
0. =0
YL ao<0”
A 2 A E — AT R E R S AL g YA N PR
BaF
Fit(g) =F(g)+rH(g) 9

KO r T RBORE R r=>0.
BIG .8 DEE L GA B ALHEN] . AR I8 25 £k 1k
HE PR %X (off-line performance) ;

T
PF(TY=[>] fGx.0) |/T (10)
=1

Horp T R 5158 T B B s AL AR, f () =
max{f(1.6) . f(2.0) ==y fCnyr) b BPERE ¢ AR 1 5
A RIS A 32 oK ECHE bR S B 1 O o e A 1A
T8 WA 28T T AL B S B AR AR B0 B R T A AR 3
LRI A GA MR AR 1 I S 4 a1 — AN UCSIUE
FFLART DL PE(T+1) — PF(T) <<e ff & 1L 15 30
(52—, CH L e=1.0 X 107°. S} T Bi - #F &
PR R K 48 Z0KG B 25K K - S B R it ) 4
A S [R] B R FH 8 e KARE 7 A o — A&k
TEIR S AF
3.5 ZhEENE R

E AR AR C9) Hh A N oA BN 1 R 2 R A
AL BT — RSB, e m) s Ul B — R BT 2
AR . 3 %, RAE S FIALE r & A R
Ly I A A A o XU R AT BB ST T —
R UF T AR AT LR A — A S S R &
i1 BIVAR T AN R o BT G . 7 5 A% 0 R A A
R0 T RE T 25 B — A RS R AR g T
PG FIE KA b N BB L 29 0, SR AR T I TR 2
o] B0 35 17 R PR 3h A4S 3E I R BRI R A2 SCINF

t
tMax

XLz AR tMax 2 fi RIS AL UL
3.6 ENERHMHOALMAIE

BRI AT AR 2 AR R A4 A
W 5 S HEIS S J5 A7 A B A MR 3 I R/ ik
TE FE PRI 7 B30 25 ) A 0l e A A AR 0 05 AR RS T
HEAS TR 3 L 4 (premature) s 7538 1% B35 J5
T I R ) — 3 P T AR TE 7 A S AR IR ROR
B I, DT i 4 A Fofr A% 3 £ 455 il AS i (stalling).
X3 30 4 Cstretching) 24 % £,

S MR HLIE ok (simulated annealing)M F
R L AN 3 W BE Ak

Fit:%e”“*m"“, A>0 (12)

Horp AU R A DRE T A2 B ] 1 A )
S 4 i A Aol 8 ) S 28 EL AT e ORI N A S
A SEG R WY 2 A B 0. 95~1. 05 I, BT A Y M B
B AR A=1.

Fit(g,t)=F(g)+rH(g) X

an
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AL
-

4 RERZFHWIAMGE

4.1 FEBRZMHIH

R T IR BT A A ) S A R e A A R, 3
TN v o S B0 T — > il 55 2 1 51 & (service query
engine) , W FH F FRATTIF & 1 5E F 55 19 s ol 9% 531
Rl Uy [) B iUARE SR SETFCW v, 58 R 45 5 4 Ml vz
B AR Web IS5 #AFR 4G & M fb. g 3
Fizs » SEIFCW {43 & 18 @ P i) WSDL S i A

AR Web IR %5, {8 i UDDI tModels 7 SLA
1R QoS S %, I H.AE UDDI 7 Mt H .0 i . UDDI
EMPLEEW T (D T Internet B2 JF
UDDI 4l 73 M % (UBR) , 52 #1283 UDDI 4 47
fith 1) 21 245 38, 40 A A5 B T P (PL) VL F 1 55
(EC) fI40 G4 1) R 48 (LQ) 4% 5 (2) A5 UDDI 7 M
Rt s Ak R I SE AL 55 T BE Web il 45 76 31X BLvE
TE 490 0 W 4 A 45 B (BMD L B K R 55 (FS) L A&
P TR (PM) L 28 & T (RMD) | SL il 5F X (BD) Fil 45
HlH (CP)2&,

Jik 55 A5y 5 | 4

A
GA LI A
g &l
Tl kg >
LR
A

Hod

A

__[ETWFI‘EWF] [%ﬁkﬁ%li’*] [ammw]

Weblik %%
XML | [

F# T‘W\ebﬁ/‘] 7 ; ; 1 ;
WD A m | | e
R
26V ﬁa

— p
fe—o — .
WS-QoS e

Al
~—

UDDI

_H&%%EFH(S()Api R
’ Ak I AWeb il 55

Kl 3

iR %5 % 1) 5| # (service query engine) , {E N 7E
SEIFCW H 52 BLAS SC BT £ 5 1 J5 5 19— 4% 0 3
g3 ALAE QT A

(D AL %R (query optimizer). £ 1) 5] # #Y
Bl 1A B BT QoS Mk 55 45 2. B i B JF I )
GA BB PR LUE € It 19 iz 95 4 & AT 3 4.

(2) % B a4 (discovery middleware). fii
T —M3EF 2L Agent FIiE LK Web It 55 A 3K
KA R S5 (MASWEM) , 7] 76 & 24 it & )5 fig
B 35 UDDI {3k s & B 28 5 i 16 40 1 5 19
kA Web ik 55 #4 £ 1) WSDL i k. — H & 3
o] 3 ] — AR 55 A2 5] S0 1 SOAP JB5E 17
R, I Apache SOAP API ¥ H & W 1E.

(3) $EAE WL I 2% (operation mapper). Wit 5 k&
b E] 52 540 WSDL e H2H R 43 1Y QoS 3T
B PR IR 55 AT TR P 2 QoS JE R 2 Sy Bk
et

(4) W ¥ AL 3 (monitoring agent). WifE Web Ik

M SEIFCW HEZE ) Web iz 55 25 1) 3 fili 25 #4)

S B H bR AR C A B QoS X HAT A AR
Y.

(5) #4751 Z& (execution engine). TEALAL #% 7%
A — AR IR S5 SAT RIS L Jl i SOAP i ] 52
Prit) Web JIR 55 47 1 41 & e 55 #4731l

Web fiik 55 45 1) (1 4b B ik F2 02 « H 3d i o] Ak
AW T, | el — Bl N XML OB A il SRS o
1 25 ) 15 5 RS XQuery™ ™ 4 1 — A T 1] 41 52 IR 55
KR PEMECA A QAR5 XML 2 fig Hr 4 (XML
query resolver) 18 2% il 2 8 /F 0 A K JE (XML-QL
ontology) FRAF X I (1l G B2 VR 2k 5 fe 5 A i 5 | B AR
Pk 2 fih G2 B2 A1 ) Category Ml Function {8 E 145
Ak Fe A Web Iz 55 19 4 Bl #8:4E (FF &5 4 — S DL T
JEAIERD . - 171 5% SEIFCW Hr) Web IR 55 1 1E
PR AL AL AT
4.2 {AEMMEEITFN

AR 3 A S50 0 A T R R R A M BE L B G WL %R
I8 R TR GAACEORY AL 5 LU A il N T R
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B RV A 80 25 R0 3 28 20 A5 DA SR . GA 1Y
FESHOREANT « B Al G B AF 09 e 55 32 41k 25 5k
1~ 63, EFEHLHI R A 5e B e 5 R 88 2 Dotk
AR — A B A S R Po=0. 7,748
SR P, =0. 05, e RIEAE MAX =100, FifiE K
/N pSize=50 M HRNFIE e=1. 0 X107, &L il iy 2 Hl
PERB A=1, LR md=1.

AN RIS N FE oK AN [6] QoS & PR T
Y45 AUAEL o 0 e 28 22 ) 37 St M F R B iR AR
— LR P X BRI . GA B IRAT 50 IR B 1 2
I AR O 25 BRI AR ER 50 Z TN
T HBOAS [E] Y 3 7 R eR R, kBRI A5 e ok A
= HEE 9 MRAAN IR RSB 12 4+
AR R A B0 TAE L, H B K A% B (eyclomatic
complexity) & F 10. 3 K 41 i — i il 45 5 K S
=72,

K4 A S s BN AR A T 3 AR
[Fi) 325 17 3 o 5 1 2 9 IR 45 19 QoS S B30 1k il Ak
TR 4 SR 2SR AR & B0 S AR T AT AR Y ol 1
SLAE AR, BN Y fCu 0K e GA 8 R 3| 4
Jr e AT AR A R R RN R B RS L L X B R GA
FHT R B AL % Y 2 A B IR) 8 1Y) 4 Jey o A i 18
581 =K (10D fy £ 2 1 B I e A 4 o g 1 A4 R 34 7
B 287 A B8 1 28 A0 1 OO 15 38 T A 1R 1 it Ak fig
J1 R GA W1 & g J1 . #F 4k 7R 34 8] /Y 38 B

1.0

0.9k |-t #5Tr
—o—3)A A
I |—e— iy

%10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
AL
[ 4 B R N BEfE A R L i R
1.0

—o— &5
—e— Jufifijy A

1 1 1 1 1 1 1
30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
R

Bl 5 BgLkthREm ik id 72

JE R ECERBE LT GA Z B0 2 29 A1 A o [ B 5 4>
J QoS Z ¥ Bk A4k,

XA 2248 g AR Ak Tl 80, 2 28558 1B O A L A
T8 V7R i EL 2 3 N RE AR 1Y AN W) 220 B AR Ak AN
PRALHS By, bR T B A3 N EE 0 )3 P DL ROk AR 45 R
1Y 4 Ak AN ) 35 3 Pk K SF (significance level)
a="5 Y0 1) ¢ - 55 2% B 22 I 9F A SR AR K. (H & i %) gl
AT IO BE AR 38 Y 1B BRAS S5 0 e 1) P Sh P LR AR
FREICFN W S ) 55 1 fE A W) I 2 . S IR AE AN (A
P O =1 S ol e N = 7 N o 77 N W

4518,

5 MHXIE

Hy T 187 ) i 55 4 A0 B 45 v o 22 T U
G, Q0] T QoS 2y HfU PR M & PR L %k B 0T 4 G R
o 2 R P R W IR 55 €A T 1) AR 55 R T
T P B — A B R GE B0, B SR 45 & BT QoS
T LA A ACRE T I 29 AL Ry 1 F 2Ok H s %%
=W NI - OE R o S R T 8 N
SEk R Z AR IR ok 3R R 18 R Bl I 4R I 55 Y D e
PEFIAE D REME & M 1 FLIZ IR 55 T BB AR 5 — £ QoS
AT HERE B FE. 8 2 PR AR A A R T oL, &
(S5 MBI SRR A A S M R IR &5 R . B
P N QoS WL AT 2l 75 1 4% 3 fe o 1) AR Al 55 2 &
i F Web 55 3 5% 09 sh 25 R, X Fh 4l & 7T RE7E TR
A7 R rp B A AR L PR, — A E A T SRR — T
T I A SLA 1 Jr 28 7 50 10 D9 W % o &k 3.

SCHRL8 I3t ¥ — D T8 L Web IR 19 QoS
TR A IR HE T — 1 QoS FE & E LB AL
BRLI2 T4 7 — B A s 3 1. QoS & A1 )
Web iz 55 3% 8 i W 45 07 15 AR A f B AR Ak Tn) /5
FEREBL A e, SCBRC13 ]38 1 T — A 3 F iz 55 o3 &t 1Y)
Web IR 55 iR 15 F QWSDL, I 4t 7 — R H $2 4%
12 e 55 AL R AT ) 4 R 2 B0 R Y DS T
BERL. R 55 & B In) BUEG AL N i R Hi ik 5 T A ik 2
(i) fy G C [ . Sk (14 42 3 T —F iR 55 o o 145
BEHRY, I3 3 3 QoS FEM L L EE T HTF QoS
() Web i 55 3 #5. ik 55 V0 b0 AR 46 B 15245 80 %
QoS HEJF . A B X5 QoS J& 1 i 47 By Ak Ak B AS i
TEXT QoS HEAT HLYE Ak kb BRI 35 A 2 18 FH ™ (0 Ak
BT SR SCERL1S AR Rt 3R Bl i) Web i 45 41 & 3
$E T IS5 0 Ak 5] A, O B A R0 2R e R O
Piffo. SCHRL16 42 1 — R T QoS JE i iy ik £
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Web IR 55 098 16 5% 524 RO TAEM . A
SCHR M A R 55 375 2R o A% 0 19 56 AR A 4R e 55 i 4
it QoS My BB AL SR IETC . AT GA £ H
P R 55 D16 A 326 9 A 1R 3 5 L B 52 o 5 0 B 1) 2
991 ) A 2 R AS TR A IE JE B L DA T i 2 P P A8 AR
S ET K.

i

6 %

ARSCHEH T —Fh QoS JEHI Y 4T Web IR 45 45
4 A5 1H) At 25 4 5 000 Ak 32k R B RL L BT {5 A e DA
ZA A IS T B 1 450 1R 55 b R B 3k R O A AR
SRR IR 55 110 ) B30 30 5 ik 45 48 AL D P TE A R 2
i AL G5 110 56 2 3k 2 035 5K - BB e A1 5 e 3] —
AN A0 G B T L 88 U5 {8 4% ol D i A 24t
Jiht S 4 VE i Bt B S B Web R 45 v i B R B . A
TSR 254 3 T Web Al 55 10 95 ds . RUBE R i ol s 1k
TR QoS Wflid I it — 4% ] Agent i 5T X}
Web Al 45 #2168 F 0 Wi o 8 100 BE 4% % Al 55 1 QoS
J& PR DR AT Sh A PEAL . JT S S B Web IR 45 19 IR 55
JohE . [ I A A AR 45 i 3 a5 | A BRI DG e R
SR PSP 5 BB R SR IR S 1 ik R A
AT B T ORGSR

T R R AL AE A T QoS BT Web AR 45 ik
PR BRI AL RE 1, 4R T — A ST AU L QoS.
DU FC R S Al AT 9 2 H bR Ak e B Y L 9 44
T AR GA Bk, %A ME . (D RAHE
21 i 5% 7 3 DAAT R 0 2 4 A s [ A9 R 43 (]
(2) 38 33 3% 1 5 W 1) 306 % o LA G 5309 — 2 RB e Sk 3
SR 5 (3) S0 e A2 14 58 ) P 2R 4 DG i RN
AR SRS DA BRI M RE e () A HA
5 QoS Ja MY & R BE R K, DA — 25 4R Sk
RE. 5256 2 B FRATTHE Hh s AE S A A ANES IR RE
FE A4 NI 5 B0 B [R) P S8 e A i s SRR R W] T
FRATT BB B 3E N R KR O Ik A B S O
P Pk R R R ABL G e S8V AR (0 335 07 13 BR B0
A B /N AR BRORD B S 4 B 18] PN R 3 T SR A A

T2 TAE R IE T A Web IR 55 £ i) £ R
A 8 A Ak 5 9 1 — 45 g ) 1) — 2 52 B £ KR ASE 1
) {45 BRG0P v o DA o FE T SE 1 Lo R M 0 BE
(R INE I ITE
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Background

The group’s research interests are currently focused on
the service-oriented software development approaches, mod-
eling notation, and the integration techniques that rely on the
specific domain ERP systems and Grid Web services compu-
ting resources across the Internet. They have presented a
service-oriented ERP integration framework with Coopera-
tive Work (SEIFCW) from the views of the distributed com-
puting and XML technique, a novel XML-based Architecture
Description Language named S-XADL for describing service-
oriented software architectures, a Multi Agent-based and Se-
mantics-driven Web Services Middleware (MASWEM) plat-
form using existing standards instead of proposing other
standards, and so on. One of the critical challenges in reu-
sing and integrating existing Web service components is the
efficient query, selection and composition of potentially rele-
vant Web service components based on functional, operation-
al and QoS requirements. This paper proposes a new QoS-
aware query infrastructure and dynamic selection of compos-
ite Web Services, which takes account of both the QoS prop-

erties and interface parameters matching degree. When doing
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the selection, the authors consider that the task is more or
less a multistage decision-making process. Motivated by ge-
netic algorithm’s powerful computation ability, a genetic al-
gorithm is proposed in this paper for such task. In order to
make this algorithm more adaptable for multistage decision-
making problem, they use various fitness functions varying in
terms of static penalty, dynamic penalty, and stretching for
the optimization performance of the genetic algorithm. The
proposed approach has been applied to a service query engine
system for SEIFCW, which consequently shows its applica-
bility, feasibility and efficiency. This work is partly suppor-
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