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WX g7, 3R S5 R IAPRLEEBOR , A BEHERG b A B
WRIIBETR K Web iR 55, ACRM T —MET
B Web Jiz %5 R FLAZHE O T BC A A IR &5 48
Trtko BITHEKIE X Web IR 5 5 ERMARIEAN T
AEA & AUBRAERT R, AT S5 2l 2% B s 2 L P
FROBENRS A S, EHGIRP RS LR
SEAR SR AR I, BT LASE ik HREE S Web fR 55 4
HRBEATAR RRA RN TR, BTFHMR
AOE AL , TR O Bk W R P 4k AR 45 B R IR0
RERECRUEMS R - 75K, SUAT DA B0 #E AT i 45 4
A, RIS R A R T AR B AT LA R PR 7= 42
PEREE TIRA TR IR S5 AR

1 Web 4% Xk

Web [k 5540 & BT >R FH 9 Bk J B 0 45 AR R e
T Web fR&H#R B R R R, A SCHR i 2 2
TiE X Web iRk 55 N ER AR O ILE K A 31 iR 54
BT, TESLI Web RS B 31418 ZBILHX Web
HR 55 AT R S 3E

HBI7EE X Web iR SFHI TGS, A R0 S HY
#RE S A OWL-SP | WSMO/WSML!'™ | SWS0/
SWSL™! | WSDL-S""* #1 USDL™', kT % #% Web
R 55 AL 3R , A SCR I8 Web iR %5 Web
4155 (ontology Web language for services, OWL-
S) Ky Web ik 55 fi iR A, OWL-S &£ Tif L1
Web R 5f#RE S, 1 OWL BT E X Web R
A, I B B Web IR 55 1EH Web IR 542
B —AN B LA AR . 7E OWL-S R FH#AR K
HEABREBEF=ZHS: (1) RFHE (service pro-
file) , /U TR F W EAHR; (2) IBRER
(process model) , A E AR T REF S F
AR EBRATIEF; (3) MEFE K (service
grounding) , $#3AR F F V5[] (iR 55 49 BLAR 40T, SR &
f# URI ssht il T B

OWL-S K iR &+ #1 ( service model ) 38 T IR %
PIERAAE , AT DA MR 5 UL e R I R 4L SR HETE
HARMER. M OWL-S R Web R 55 ATAT
H,Web IR NMAEZETEFRE (atomic
process ) , 33X 6 [ WA M 37 e ALHE—Th 8,
SE3E T S AR R (process model ) 52 SO il 5544
HETE—RIERE & WA (composite process ) , A3
BX R R A HLB YN Web R 55 30 BB 4 52 A
—ZHRERAR ST T BE R TT , BRE RO Y ER s 45

1, 5HERETFRESRN Web IR 5 A,

EX1 Web RE5HNIMIEp B—-ETA
p = (IDy:pu,Ip,0p,Pp,Ep,On) , Hor:

(1) ID,, &%t #E p Bri@ Y Web R 55-7EMR %500
P b M —ARiR

(2) pu REFERIZIR, 7E Web iR 55 HHRAZ S
ME—IRIRAE R

(3) Ip = {iy, iy, ,i,} REREHMALES;

(4) Op = {01,05,+,0,} BZEWBENEHE
s

(5) Pp,Ep AR GHRBPATH HWETBERHS
JEBBOR;

(6)XT Ve e Ip U Op, HS5RGUBAKFH
BERRER

(7) On RREREEFTB KT AE,

Web R MAEED FEGATFREFR:

(1) TifeR {5 R 171 0;

(2) BEA R & P ( precondition ) 1 E
(effect) ,

7T OWL-S iy Web R 552 68 /& 4 IR FC 5 T
FERAREFEMETET IR 0 WILE, %t
P E WBFR TR MEAR S — T R T30, T
WA W T IREA A M R L B FZR A “ 159438
AT (inductive logic programming-1LO ) ” 45 s,
By 6 A ITE" %7 ik R R EE B RHATIT
B, Rt 0 32 NP B2 R, AXWHE %
FERETIRMREE 110 ML,

7E Web k55 AR H R BAR GIE R AE B
2, NETFRESESRE, EREARTHN —EIF
AMUX 5, &R RENREEEOFRET
AEEHAER SN, 5B REFRE -8R
AR IR S N ERAR, ZE B AL ERAT
45 i Web 55 LA B RSA & ERMTE R,

EX2 —A Web R SR—ITITAHS =
(D, P, ,Q08,0n), H;

(1) ID,, 2% Web iRk 7E MR %5 V0 P Hh B M
—HRiR;

(2) P, = {P1
£

(3) QoS #ikx Web R 55 IR 55 B & , 4R e B
I AR R R SR

(4) On RREREEFTB A,

EX 3 Web REIHR WSR o] IFERM N —
ANVYIEH WSR = (IR,OR ,Constrain,s) , H.H;
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(1) WSR & Web IR 5HRKHIZF

(2) IR Bk 5 ER BB R MALE S

(3) OR BB 5 ERBER DI HES

(4) Constrain 7 J] P #& i M 24 3R 4% 4,
Constrain = (P,, E,, QoS,);

(5)0<é<1RAPENRFIEHRTE
BifH.

2 ETHREBEOREWESRSG4E

2.1 EXxERE

Web R BEATIRESE R 2 B A& M
TR, B Web IR 55 HF AT ik #ATT 52
&, Web R 54 &R LT ER Web IR 55
RERAEE . ASCHRH ET RS O LA s
G B ¥ (process interface-match based composition
algorithm , PICA ) 2 FiX— 5L, || OWL-S R &%
RIDL R FUBAAR NS Web R4 FAR#HEATIE LR, %
IR % B IRARAE R MR &5 4 S BRE X &, S AR
O Z [E B8 L FE 3 4R —H T BB R BR Y Web R
SRR ETHE W R ER,
2.2 BRERBINGEXREE
2.2.1 MEEESHELEHSE

AR TR F T BE S HK BE SR 1 A [R) iR 5 AR =
THRERERASRES L B, T DD RE SRR R I O S48
BB HIESCRUBRERZIBERN, HOSHBESRW
BAKFHENES, ERR ISR REEES
FRIE SO BERR AT AR Y — 2 I iy e AR R Bk
ft Bt TR S C R, A
DABmN — 28 6 = (C, ¢, E), HHE =
{(x,y) 1 x e C,y e C, Cip(x,y) >0}, BFH
KMUST BRI VS B) €, 1 G FIMERE A
BALILH M J HAVE W(M) , T ES HHERMAME
SESESVEURE C8,.(C;, C) BITRAE X,

EX 4 BMEESEXHELE: XN THENM
MEEES C 1 C;, FIFH KM F AT LS BIRT LY
— IR =5 6 = (C;, C;, E) HRAELE M,
W C #C WEHYURE CS.(C, ¢) =

Weight(M) = %Zwk % M HUC RS, B 30 A9

S, B
(1) 1w, 2 M FARBUE. 0, REFAHEEES

S RERAEA ¢, 5 ¢, 22 IR ¥E SURIBLEE , BT LA

AR
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(2) Weight(M) —5rE G = (C,,C;,E) &iE
DL FE AL E

4 RS R SR SR, RITET
KRG M ERE FHEMEES

EXS5 BEREHFME: N TR
PMEEES C MG, RHBE CS,.(C,C) =
y(y RATEZ B SESMUERNTR) 5K C iF&
SUEIE G, BN € 2 € IBA €, 2 G EC 2,
WFR C; #0 C; & XH% i8R C = Co
2.2.2 FAETNBEREKE

AR P AR 95 5t A D BB S Bk BE (association de-
gree, AD) e B %R 5 AR Z Al 9 D BE S Bk AR
BE o MNRTSCHTAR, FAREE O 2 I8 o Rl SC 16 B AT LA &
X R OMEESHE S NY R 0 B RERESR
%, B RBI SRR B 18] B B AE I B A B AT LA
B R S RARR R DR RBREE , T HL AT DAS B4
2408 1 —— B R, O SHORER R

EX 6 RFEMBEINEEXREKE(AD) XTFHE
—A SRR D = (I, 0,) SRFABEEE Py

=i{pi, Py, = Pabnz 1, py 5Pi—prior TIHEREREE
AD(Pi—prior7 Pi) = CSsim(OPi—prior7 L), ;H\:':F' OPi—prior
=0,U0,U--UO0,,

T R S5 AR T AR R ER B T A R SRS
SEMEREXRMNTH, SRS REZEH
AD(Pi—prior7 p:) R AD(Pi—prior’ pi) = Y A ( Y lidin)
HBEHIIR S AR Z BB/ NREREE) , R P B
MOZEEES p WRASEESIEKRE, /)
P 55 p: TIRERER, P;_pe FTEAR p, SRHBEPT TR B
WMASE, X BRATRE Pr_pee T4 p, WIRTIRAR 5558
B Pi AP JEBIR o
2.3 RERSREEERE
2.3.1 HAUEHEE

AT RIEH S RBEE M LW R HEX,
ARG H & AR 55 PR 2 BE 7 RBE (function satis-
faction, FS) BIME:E, FIFH FS Rl R A S/ RE
JE 4k R %5 AR

EXT ABTREHEEE(FS) M THERS
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i p; EHAIWR S REES Pi—prior = <}Pl s P2s
<+, paton = 12 p; KBTI AR 5 WA, FS(p:)
= AD(Pi—prior7 pi) X minFS(Pi—prior) °

B FSESAIA, Hn = 1, B p, HE—AEIEE
Hﬁ%ﬁﬂ]ﬁ i, FS(p;) = AD(Pj,Pi) x FS;; Xn >
1k, BP p, FEEZ A IHATRIBR S- WA, FS(p,)
= AD(Pi—prior7 p:) X minFS(Pi—prior)
CSsim(OPi—prior’Ii) X minFS(Pi—prior) » B HIFATRIIR
k55 JAE AR FS {HE/NRIR 5 MARDE
2.3.2 JR4EIR S AR EERE

HTRIER S HE T RED B LEBHEER
R, 7)o By L T e 3 B AR 2 % 7 A F P SR R
FARITTR MRS AR A B A ST R P, 53R
S HEWR WSR = (IR,0R,8) , St FEEBR S HE
D ﬂﬁﬁﬁ%ﬂﬁ%ﬁﬂ%% Pi—prior = <}Pl s Pas "7

pubon = 1, R LTI 4R, 7T U p, B
ARERBHE TR

(1) {p} & P;_ior s HERIEBH H B 5

(2) AD(Pi—prior7 p;) =86, PRAERT IR 5 4K iR 552
AESREK;

(3) FS(p;) = 8, LA B WMBRIIEHE T,
TR

(4) CSsim(OPi—prior’ 0;) <8, %ﬁEPi LR
POLBTIRR &5 BB HE SR XS, BB F RS
2.4 RERBAGHE

S BT ICS  B9E SCRA R 5 4k AR 55 AR PRI
W, RMNEHET RS RBEOLRMNASHE
(PICA) , R 1 B,

1 PICA e {L#ik

HT IR & AR O LR 448 Bk PICA

WA: PSR WSR = (IR,0R,8)
MR VM : Repository = {py,p;,ps,**"sPal
Limit of steps: StepLimit

Wb RSHBAEE G

PR’

L. WA QRIS R Pusw = aansOuarn) 1 P = o s Opat) s MEWMBHEE G = (V,E),
2 Iy = 0py = IR\Dpy = Oy = OR,V = {pos} ,E = @,0utpus(G) =u1 Op,,Vp e V,1 <i<n,

3. FS(py) = 1, £JRE & CurrentParametersMap = @ ,CurrentParametersList = Qutput(G) = IR.
4. While(! Goal( CurrentParametersList ) &&step! = StepLimit )

5. step ++

6. for every p;, e Repository \ lisVisited(p;)

7. do

8. get an optimal matching set M according to Qutput(G) and I(p;) ;

9. Compute the similarity according to M: AD(P, .., p;) = CS,, (Ouiput(6G), I(p;)) = Weight(M) ;
10. HAD(P, .., p;) =8

11. then get all the possible prior processes from G according to M and CurrentParametersMap

12. compute the value of

13. FS(p;) = AD(P,,,, p;) x minFS(P,_,,,) = CS.,(Output(G), I(p;)) x minFS(P,_,.,);
14. HFS(p,) =6

15. then compute the value of CS,,,(OP, .., , 0;) = CS,,(Output(G), 0;)

16. if CS,,,(OP,_,.., 0;) <&

17. then add O(p;) to the CurrentParametersList and set Visited(p;) = true;

18. add O(p;) and their associated process to the CurrentParametersMap;

19. add p; to G according to their prior processes.

20. Search the prior processes to remove the redundant process nodes along the inverse direction from the goal

21. node pg,, to the virtual process node p,,,, to get a new graph G, return G

PICA FE S AP WiERE R, R EWHEH P
FRORSRBAESE, BESIHIG B, F—
BRI ZEERAERBEN B, BE#HRE6
F 19 TRARIEE SRS EERBRTERAE

RAEFMERFREHS DAG B, F_HEREE
1] 25 BRITAR B 55 FAR T s B B, IR sk HR o 20,
21 177, LB IR 55 FAR T R paon AR,
HEAR S PR R Puan HL R, IR 11 358 7 BT — B B
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A BIR S 4E DAG B 35 HE 15 i DAG HE,
H B WU v R IERT— B B M B IR AR
HHABTI RS FARKRR R I7 T DAG B i A
M A shif 574 AP &RE B EE BERERNTT
KRS HBET S LR, ENRETBREEBRER

BEITIE, ASCRNE IR . BIEHRS 4 TR
PATH IR, 10K 2 Bin, SRR &BRE R
HAH A 55 WA A DR 2 Fl P B 1 B (EL AR ]
REHEGTR,

F2 BEREASELESEH

Goal
Imput: CurrentParametersList

Output; true or false to judge if the search procedure reach the goal node p,,

1. Get an optimal matching set M according to CurrentParametersList and OR;
2. Compute the similarity according to M:AD = CS,, ( CurrentParametersList, OR) = Weight(M) ;

3. fAD=6

then get all the possible prior processes from G according to M and

CurrentParametersMap , compute the value of FS;

then add the virtual process p,,, to G

return true

4
5.
6. fFS =6
7
8
9

else return false

I HE A HEIR H PICA FyiHIR] 2 2% BE O 20
RGMIREZRE 0(m’nk’) , Bt m Ry AR5
RAEEO SN BHBR KM, n RRFRENE, &
2 MR PR A B AR EUE MG RIR
RS R AP StepLimit, FELIREL L RE
B Web [RF AT HEE D MSE NP, m
fert TEARERT M ARWER, & 2
EN—NEE, RURENNEEREEREES
B o TR 2 T R P IR S B RO
2.5 =

Bl AR\, EEHASHERFEE WSR =
(IR,0R,5),8 = 0.7, FEfR S MARTEM B T4 —
H RS WARE S A 5E AR S, LB IR % TR Paa
= (Ista.rt’ Oan) ﬁﬁ?ﬁ)ﬁ, Psinal = (Ifmal7 Ogua) H
BREAS, BSRBAS T RAERIRMA 1 B,

Y

I .

(I ERFEHEE

@ [ oy R =
L] DM R Sk
Qi TEhEEE
— RSN

- = RHEEHA

1 ATRERAERSKE
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\":\, Ty 093 ~ 4
W Py SN P ¥

O EESChEEER
——»  RESHSRA

2 RALHBHBRSRREAAFTE

3 SEBERRKAHHN

3.1 SRR

AR R SR I B ATHE Dell Optiplex 760 |,
i S 5 . Intel Core Doo CPU 2. 66GH:z, 4G
RAM, Windows 7 Operating System
3.2 XWmEIEE

ETHEEERENNEEEEN TETEL
A1 Web lRFHSHSHIF. A LET LR = RFH
AR OWL-S APL 7R T —MRFHEREBL R TE,
FEHL 24— B R Web RS fERNIREHFEE.
RERBAHTHELRE BEORRTFS
OWL-S N, HHEMRFRBEE ST IRFH
o WIAAER , XA AR & 5 B LK
Web iR 55 HBH X5,
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ERBEERE.

(1A 30hZ EEA AR EUETE,
FAZEEEY myGrid 51 H BT 7 5041 myGrid Ontology ™,
BAREEENE T EERFHEANE 5 Web
HRE 35 A B i B 3] FI el AT BE W 2 B BE &, Bk
AR X Z B R {E B U R E ) Web
HR 5. FAIM B —i~ B 200 & R 4k
FECREMSI T H, AR T EF R
YL ERE T R K Jena 2.6.2,

(2) AP #REER WSR FIJH OWL-S 2y
Service Profile i, [FIFEF & T OWL-S 7R T.
BREILAER, B TEAEZE P.E X QoS, Frll4
WSR = (IR,OR,Constrain,8) F Constrain = (P,
E, QoS) = @, A EBHANREBIELR M 100 4
3578, IR F1 OR 53 5i#ER T DL GUHAAR o B HE &
E.EESHANEN1 ~4,

(3) WEBNMRFWEp;, = (L, 0,) BEA.
a0 o 015 BB B 3] U AR A& B SA
M NSRS SN EN 1 ~4, FEYLER S A
BAURSE, BT & M IR & FE B 50 512 200,
400,600,800,1000,

(4) X TFEHRFSMARNREIEE B 314 fH
NERY Web fR 55 UBEE , SRR S 4 Web fRS5FHHRSE
& Web iR 55504 B2 60,109,172 ,231,282 {1# 3
B, BEBA Web [RENTHAE 2 ~5 M,

£33 WURBEENE

g HRE BREE HEg RS
1 2 3 4 5

Wi

s
FiR e 200 400 600 800 1000
Web

60 109 172 231 282
55V

3.3 LMERRESH

L1 REFAE BRI

X FRENL= A B 100 MR FA AT R, 2 F7E
5 AMABERE EHTIRSHE, £ TE X RS
HEFTETREDEBEREBRMES =0.7, £FX
BENREHES 6 = 1.0 BT, R R A 3
i o

S TR TEXMRSAETESET
KT (key words) IGFL Y iR & LR 4
ERYR, EREW, ETIBEXHWWbRFAEGT

41 ga - BEFE
=
=3
2
1
0

200 A0 600 0 Lo
BREHFEE

3 BRBAEHIIRMK

WIELL Web iR 5 AHEBRIEXNFRIERLL Web R
NERBERNA S BRENR, KRR EE L&
FREFHMFHESITE, XU THITETEX
f Web ff55 H 31 A& LB

S HIR T 435I LA Web IR 5 B Web iR %
NERFRE N S BRAET R IR S5 HE MR, 5L
e R, 3 BIFER] FH OWL-S By Service Profile
AR H) Web R%F1 OWL-S 39 Service Model 3R 5
Web [R5 FF2 B A DR EE B 34T IR &5 48 Ak
B AR, LAA0RLEE IR 45 WA AE M R &5 4 & 8
fEX R BB RABEN RS RBAESHEHFNE
R, B RE T L Web lRF1ERRIEN R AR
HE Tk ; AR, LG RIER I FEE RS0 E+
RS BEN, HRASERNWRSFBEEEZ
R, IR A6 HRIIRRSEE

X2 REASHEEBES MRFAEE
i Al

X} R4 AR BB 800 HBIRE TR, 4
MR HEHEEEBES 4514 0.4,0.5,0.6,0.7,
0.8,0.9,1.0, xR~ BIMHE, BEHLAE AL 100 4R 5
HEHR, FRAA RS AEREHTRSAE 5
B ML B R 55 S AR A B BT SR AR [BIR R 4 BT
o

F4 BBAGHEEREMNRSEAEZIHZD

8 MFEHERIRR(%)  WFHEHE(s)
0.4 9.1 8.5
0.5 91.8 9.4
0.6 91.6 10.4
0.7 90.0 11.6
0.8 78.4 12.2
0.9 60.8 13.1
1.0 38.2 13.9
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LA RR, P BOE MR 55 A W R
16 & MHBRIEBITI HBA K KHIR R , H X
THERINRREER . 6 BUEARK, YLl P X+ T
H A MR g5 BT RE I AR B , W R ZOR A B ik
SRal , A IR AP,

4 i

AT T HTE L Web RSN HRERED
RERMASIRFHSTE, HFETRET: (D5
FF OWL-S Service Profile —Z5 3 %7 BF 1) Web RS
BOREMNAETEARR, BRI Service Mod-
el IRFWMB—RAB BN RSFAH S, HRFABE
B IS DI RE A B TT IR S AR N R 55 4 B B R
2, WIS A0 & 3 B P % K A3 7E 9 iRk
FHE, KRKEETREASHBIIE; (2) HEL
RIR—ABREAP TR 68 EE LRBH
Web [R5, F ) — 70 B B R UG o AR R IR 55 AR
V482 F1 15 SC VG e fry (i) A0, 38 3 33K 4 O v N B A] DA
B3 20 1 AR 55 AR 161 2 BB A4 SR BR AR BE, T L AT DA
FARAEIL BL S 8= 8] SR — it R R s IR 55 Wi AR
BOSHEZ R MRERR; (3) FI G 90k 5 8%
RESRAREARIR 55 13 8, BErT LUR R 5 4k iR &
BRBE, BB RIERANAE T REDE L
P RESR, I HAERT I8 R Ea BT &
B ERRITARIRS WA B 2, 48 B 28 A U IR &
RBEHE T RIPASCENT=4 TR R
FRAE; (4) BREERWMEFRBHSTRIFE
A5 Zt, IR E TIRF AT 53 KR
FINASHELR, X 58 KSR F4HE T RIUR
FIRFPATAR , EIRFE LR IR S EKR,

T—2 M TAEREREARKYBE AL A
AT ASEAS R 55 Ty BE 15 SO BR B8 Fr) 221 181 S I AS 8 5 76
WA BERR 2R QS NE, MARANASH
FTETI6E L BB 52 AT 55 BRI e BE_ B RB R
RAP#&ER. P EILEERSE B MHERMTFRBR A
DMER T — R TN %, B AP R A
b, Web IlRFA SRR RS

%30k
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Semantic Web service composition based on the interface
matching of service processes

Qiu Shuang* , Wang Yadong” ™, Liu Yongzhuang**
( * Center for Biomedical Informatics, Harbin Institute of Technology, Harbin 150080)
( ™ School of Computer Science and Technology, Harbin Institute of Technology, Harbin 150001 )
Abstract

This study proposed an automated semantic Web service composition method based on the interface matching of

service processes. The proposed method distinguishes service processes with services in order to obtain the potential

service composition. By computing the relevancy of different process interfaces and following the selection strategy

of succeed service processes, the method can automatically generate user-oriented combined processes using the

OWL-S to describe the semantic of Web service according to ontology. It can eliminate the redundant processes as

well by examining the combined processes reversely, resulting in the final combined services. The efficiency and

the accuracy of the method were tested with a series of simulated experiments, and the experimental result showed

its feasibility.

Key words: semantic Web service, service composition, ontology Web language for services (OWL-S) , on-

tology , service process
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