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Abstract: The concept of data services plays an important role in the era of big data.

In this paper, an optimization algorithm for web services in food safety traceability is
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investigated based on the SOA (Service-Oriented Architecture) framework. Traceability
services are commonly data-intensive systems, which need to combine multi-source web
services. In this paper, by extracting important QoS (Quality of Service) indexes from
the web and data services of the system, a multi-QoS based benefit ratio (MQBR) is
established, which is then used on the traceability platform for food security management.
Based on the MQBR model, the skyline and heuristic method of artificial intelligence is
proposed for optimizing the efficiency and quality of service selection . Experiments are
conducted to prove the validity of the algorithm. The methods of our study are designed
and applied to a food security management application, with multiple QoS constraints in
the traceability systems, to improve the overall performance and service quality.

Keywords: food safety traceability system; skyline algorithm; multi-QoS constraints;

data service composition; heuristic-based algorithm
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Bt AR 55 T S HR (Service Oriented Computing, SOC) FIN FH (110U & %, Web A 55 11
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S PR AR BERG SCHE A T, S KRB . ToT Z555 N H %, IRgs v S B
IR 21451 843 Web [l 25 Bk BROZEAS) G N T AR GE 1 AT 01, (]I, B 4 — Pk 0 %
7, BlE 55 BE 0 O AL Rz L 3E A ).

L] A5 K 1) Wb JiR 25 70 A 28 2036 2 1 7 22 B i SR 40 R IR 95 02 — A BRI Bk
0781 B 4% 5 & (Quality of Service, QoS) i ik 45 %5 2% #3 i (Service-Level Agreement,
SLA) Fa b AU ECA L, 1 H RS PERE EoRVEA]. #H k5%, & EE RS Fidkie. i
T QoS 5 A & H BIAE T MR S5 e #8362 29 R Fe LR 55 4R &, b 2 H AR QoS 4
12 A iR 55 326 3¢ W) /8 /2 NP (Non-deterministic Polynomial) ¥ ] @, 3k i £ T P8 K 10 g 23 1),
JCIEAE 2 T ) N 58 B R 10 H AT 2 QoS L1 I 414 il 45 3k 6 T mi AE T QoS B AU AT
ORI R FVERE ST b, 75 BN & AU Ry A, R 3 IR 55 1) QoS A R H-121 Ty 1) 04 R 25 119
JR S5 2H A5 100 A, 2 S 1 ) 7L 5 40 5 (AR TR Y0 BB P PR 1 5 SR I R 2513,
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FEAH A JE R 08 AT 1) 3 S (742 77U Sk — V0 9 4% i ) 8 200 o ) (Y 2l 8 s — 2B 052K ), A
A ity B HEAN B B TR B IR AL T R 2 . i A B R SRl FRTE
A MRS, BRI CRF 2. OB, W TR I, R ffis. W
SEZ IR, RN B P RE A R AL A SR TR, 2 U R R A A 4 Vs OV RS
2 X, WG T AR R B SR B A RS 20 AT S R IR ORI AN . BRI 2 Ah,
ARG EALHAE RS AT, B A ARG A o Ik 55 DA D o0 i) Web IR 45 41465 6 £
B B RS, Rk B R (1 s B 1 N A8 HL 161,

AR SR S L T SOA (T i) Jik 55 40 ) HE B2 (10 £ ot W0 5 090 IR 2% &R 48, LI AT Web JI
26 hHERE, BN GIS RS5O HER TSRS @, UL T dh 2 A IV (Food Safety Trace-
ability, FST). FST R4 Zi& N DM . (LN EAE R B3 B . GIS & (E BHR, &
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@ http://map.baidu.com/;https: //1bs.amap.com/api/webservice/summary/
@ http: //apistore.baidu.com/apiworks/servicedetail /2773.html
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Fig.1 Framework of FST system based on web service
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Fig.2 Substructures of web service
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Tab. 1 Evaluation of additivity and multiplicativity properties
i 33 {IEE AT

et wf:wflijs2 wf:wflﬁcw}s:w? wfz(szl)k,ﬂ&%51?@%k?ﬁ( wf:max(wfl,wf2)

WA Eid g X, W ATHSE I AL G IS5 QoS M B, Y 5% F 4 AN slA 3, 72 SRR A
B p SO TEIASCER, XTI &, IR CEC S I PR3, X Tl ek L&, AN
JE PR AR A UL FE R FFAT IR R B KA SR @ VAR

2 FST 2% ¥4 QoS /B R AE 7 ik

2.1 FST 2%

FST & 4t + 2K F SOA. SOA J&t — M b J7 28, & — b g ORI (i 1T KL itk 152 it (1)
TR, W RS H S LI R R R G, AT RIS G TEREM T
ERFME. FST RS 6 KMk 5 A, Bl H Mk 25 Il 45 (Comm Business Services)  Hi 7
AL H. Ik % (EBusiness Service). # 3> &5 W] Ik 55 (Mobile Trace Service). A Mb 3 3] 5 Jik
% (Enterprise Trace Service). WMk %5 #% 0> flt 5% (Core Trace Service). F 4t H )7 & 2 Ik
% (User Admin Service) 5, H ¥l ar ). P B0k ™7 a5 B 55 07 5 R 40 SR R
BEL R IR B U7 ). FST AR 48 Bl T ARG K 7 23 A i i IR ATIE 2%, R ZER ] REST
APIFISOAP APT #ff iR 5 ik Iy =X
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FST ZRGEAE K I 17 2 Ak (0 EUHE B Ik 5%, BURFTE R o2t 2 b, SREURIRS (Data as
a Service, DaaS) #:&, TEUFH] SQL Data Services. DaaS A< fi i Web Al 45 7E 54 7 T i M H
IR T RGNS, RAEAARE G F R G Uy s e L. )2 TR
TER A 73 A T, B 8@ SR [ A7 2 S, oz 3 50 s woR g e N AR K. 3201
Bl I o5 B E AR A B L SEUARERME . VR SR ERIE. HdEPEERE. BuE S AT
PR RE e VRS

FST RGP WA RS FR R SEAR B, Wt RIES . TR S04, JFRAZ
TER H A deah, BCE ARSI QoS B, GG K NI Al M4 vl FHPE . s v] Sk 55
FST R4 s SRR AA At . WA 500 2 B Web IR 416 VR4 — 0 ELEOE IS5 0
DRSS, RSt IG5 I SN a) R 2% 00 m] S DL IR 45 40 & AR i R 4E 1
HEERR.

2.2 FST &y QoS B

FST RG] Web JIk 55 558 QoS $R bR A ik 55 S st Fi b i v, b (6) % (8) W ARG
R4S I SRR, T THX FST &G EE (1) QoS JE T A Al k.

(1) JK45mi i E) SRT (Service Response Time), 14 ¢;, 2@ PEJE T ol kg &, B
] SRT(C) = SN ¢4, 3, SRT(C) R M4 4l C IR BN 0], ¢, 267 IR 45 401 & FL i
50 RSSO NI ], N s kS5 416 BT R 45 I A4

(2) K45 v P SA (Service Availability), i% )&V J& T 1IEAH S ol Itk B2 5. %48 b A LA
B AT Ak, DR o 1) 42 (9 H P 5 AR ok B &, B R D Z IR 45 I IR OB 22, i
2R A5 B A R . R T AEAS [ IR 55 2 TR R AT JE kAR AR I Ab B, R SR IS5 5
FH IR B 5 2 R — D) B8 1 B A7 I 2% B2 T8 5 1 P 190 e 25 e v Ok 3802 TR) AR R LE 3 sk AR R 51
FOHSAC) = N i, Horh, SA RIRIRSSALE C T IE, ws = Cifmax(en,crysein) i =
Lo N,j =1, | M, RS E B ARSI ] Y, o Rk A A 5L AR i A
M55 2 5 I IR B, N R k55 46 B IR S5 AN, MR IRIRSS o RN D Be i 3
A& F; (T RS 1A~ 45

il 5L — T REEE R MRS 104, Horhsgem IR 51 IRECK 10 1K, T84 5] L
S RS 5 24 10/10=1, #F 3RS 51 HIRECh 6, W5 HI# K 6/10=0.6.

(3) Me45mr5EYE SR(Service Reliability), i@ PEE T rl etk B . RGCRHH P R B
B R R 2 f. AN RS O W S T B 10, P RSB v K S 7 5 IR 45 )

N

B L, DRI s R A, R S5 i w] S, v A0 SR(C) = T ks, Ho, SR &Rk

GG CIITRENE, ki =1~ fifei=1,-- | N, k RS G R il/l\lﬂﬁ%ﬂ"]mﬁi‘@, N#%
RS A LR R 55 A3, f s RSS2 6 FTH 2R« AR 25 P SO I R Ik, e Rom IS
A A o ARG B P 5 L.

fan, WARHEA RS, 5T H T 10k, TR GET 6 Dl WSS it 28 6 /10=0.6,
REAT5EPESY 0.4

(4) M2 #mt i ST (Service Throughput) A& Ml 55 B AT P54 08 X T I 416 C,
t(S) Mg S &, k%S4 G C B & ST(C) = mingec t(S).
(5) MZ5AM SC(Service Cost) AAE T A IR S 77 2ESAT I 2 H A SC(C) =
S).

o
(6) i 5 Ih i [ % DASR (Data Access Success Rate) Je Il F2 2115040 FE A% .
(7) ¥ B @& DSHT (Data Self Healing Time), B Z G5 10 AT [ Fo W AL (1)) 1]
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(8) %udii#it & DT (Data Throughput), BRI AR 55 4 SIS 1) P 0 25008 7 X5 AL i %

UbAh, FST RGeAE A —Fp 32 B LR IR 55 R FEmb 1)1 &, FH P S S0 AR 45 AR A i,
AR AT DAIE I S 5 ) T A
2.3 FST 248y Web R 44 K fn &3 4%

FETAREAT T IR AL ) SR R

5 1H QoS AW Cqos = {c1,co, -+ e}, TEMLATHRSAT T I — A AT 4TRSS 45 FS €
S SEMRS P = {Sy1, g, -+, Sn}, NPk #E N ARG K MAE— RS S, i € [1,N],
& CQos(Si) < ek, k € [, M]. JrA B AT Mk 55 416 Ha i fve i ik 45 41 & 4 (Candidate Service
Composition, CSC), CSC= J,_, FS. MRS A G2 75 AT BT AT M55 40 & rh e P A Bt
ANGIREEN S

h T ARUE FST &4 rh Ik 55 (04 i FR G5 PE, H R 48 QoS J& M2 A 1) Web il 45 41 & 16
i R G A s IR D BB 45 p P B — M IR 25 AR A I AR 254, 1 P B IR &S AR AU AR LA K8
AP

(1) L3R (Hard Constraint) 7€ 75 16 M 45 82 I 216 i M AEL 26 200005 A2 i 29 . B2 o m] L
G M 2 A R AR s IR SR L A, skt 1 s M IR ), AT LS E — AN A L A T, X T4
BRI TR EENE, T RASE @ TN IR SS I T SRR Ao, X T R IR S5 2

(2) HKZIH (Soft Constraint) XFR Ay i (201, 27 1 S Ak 38 AR 25 45 3tk A& 1% 40 SRR T Rk
K, MRS S0 QoS BRI, FH s it B . R 45 T PRI, A0 A R4 4F T, ot
AR FRASCHE T, 32 45 D e e v PR A% 32 I 25 4 I B AL 45 IR 45 i 4%

T 29 I RS %2 QoS LR 1K) Web Al 45 21 45 3 5 1n) L. R 45 4165 16 1A 350 &5 ) a1 3 T
7. BLAFh QoS HRbr B, 2 2 Fram kI8 3 & D RET s T BRI IR 45
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Fig.3 Structure of the service composition

x 2 RERSE QoSS

Tab. 2 QoS parameters of the candidate web service

DR Rl BREMRSS  PATII /ms  ATAIMECIEARR)  WEEPE(HAHDE) AU (Cost)

S11 70 0.6 0.7 1
N S12 80 0.7 0.7 1
S13 60 1 0.9 1.2
S21 50 1 0.9 0.8
No
S22 60 0.4 0.8 0.9
S31 120 0.9 0.9 0.2
N3
S32 100 1 0.7 0.5
Sa1 201 0.8 0.8 1
Ny S42 243 0.9 0.7 0.7
S43 234 1 0.6 0.4
Ss1 30 1 1 1.5
N5 Ss2 40 0.7 0.9 0.6
Ss3 60 0.6 0.7 1.2

22U 5 AT RE I I3 MRIE R, REARE R S5 55 44> QoS J@ E: ShAT I fa) . T
IR AT EEE AR, A fe s BRI BB N 3. LS 55 A K Dy oy S, RIVJIR 9% D e T
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RN BN J& TP 3, MR A RS A P AHATIRE, D4 G 20 SR 75 2298 8 AN R R 3t
Fi. BEH P Ny — No — N3 — Ny SFE8E I QoS 77 =K AT I 8] /T 260 ms, f5 i 7]
FIPERT AT SE 1, fEBLRE LR, kI M52 {S11, Sa1, Ss1, Ss1} A AT VEARIL IR 54K, HLw 2 i
AR BR A

R IR 45 PR FE T WL, 22 QoS JiE 1 2 11 Web JIR 25 41 45 36 6 I 80 1) o B 48 2R 2 1)
K, STk [21] Fi H AR S5 v S A R 25 e 1) 2 H PR OL AR R B NP S22 e R, v 2 T i
B) N A5 AR e, DRI 5 SR A A AL T ik
2.4 A% MQBREA

HAE IR R R HE 5, FST R QoS Fia s s 2% 1§ Web JIl 55 R I 25 (1) QoS FEbx. %
X2 H bk QoS LAk il 8, SCHk [21) BFFT T 45 1H 55 b IR 45 s 1K 22 H AR AL S sk i, AR
P THEZ RS B IEZR LR 7 (MQBR) #7%. MQBR ) H A2 0H

( wlsA(C) + ’LUQSR(C) + w3ST(C) + w4DASR(C) + w5DT(C) )
A SC(C) + DSHT(C) ’

(1)

R4S i )3 B 8] 3 A2 SRT(C) < Iy TR 55 i )37 B o) £ i AR, FLrh ) oy R 25 A IR B,

(1) TS ACEREMAEE, Blw, = 0.2, 4= 1,---,5. &2 (1) " SA MRS mr v
PEAE, B RZ 55 5 1 265 SR IR S5 1 o] SE 2R PRI, BV H R 20 45 1 I oot e i 26
ST /255 ARt f; DASR JE A5 A B B Vs ) % DT e e g5 8 77 ik DSHT 2 4
s ).
3 MRGRAEHE
3.1 HEit

FST R4 % QoS JB L) Web Ik 5541 G Mk 553 £, AT EJE— AN 553t i #, wT LA
KRGS, 80 5 e i S H AR R AR R23]. FST R4CR A QoS LK UK 5
B Ja R . RG22 QoS JEPEL I [R] I, PR UE BT ik 21 5 Tk 25 46 2 S D0 AR Bl A
SN

3 THRTHHE IR, 15506 R4S 47K H Skyline Syk AN EE, B 2: B dsi AN AT 68 H D0 AE %
S Web JI%s. SCHik [26] F F1F5T T 5T Skyline F 551 5 1n) .

Skyline 5% & — AN ML (1) 22 H AR A4k 14 10 8124250 SRR O Pareto St i) 8, S 45 45 2
B N-4ES [ R SRS O IR $E 1148, %I s A RERE O AR — AN HAh s T
il (Dominating).

B 2MNRE Sy Sy, W Sy LT S, I ST < Sy, Skyline IR 553 A& 414 24 H A 4
VE € [1,[Causlls Cliun(S1) < Cli(S2), 31 € [L[Cusll: Cly(1) < Ciya(S2). FST AT
Skyline TH 5% 1 i 25 1 O QoS S8 i, KRS BEAT R0 () Ak 2.

TEFST &4, W& T 841 QoS @Mk, Wi ATI Al v TE. A, s IS4
B R ) N2 IS R PN 20 R, AR 2 U ] P EAH O I AN £ o, AT E R A G T
Felk L9, FIEM H S L) B2 5 e N Il 55 15 18] SRT(C) < TN, se/Muikss 4648
Y SC Fildge/MEE S B &t a] DSHT, BPEEEm 2 A (1) BIRSSEk 46, Bk WA 1.

FST &4 o] AT SE VPR SR 2 IEAH DG, HEUE SR A [0-1] X TH), $0AT I () 2 A 24
W AR IX AN IR A5, AN IR SS TEI B)JE R R EOE A

H(n) = H(n)u + H(n)s, (2)
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Horr, H(n)g ABEZIR, BTN R, H (n)s AR, H (n)s (RSB T R 55555 5 1)
WNE, H(n)s BHBOR, 255855 & R k£

Wikl FST RAMMGSHAEGHD:
N AN Cqos, MAFHEA S, RSN
i RESAEGIIR A(N)
1. Compute service Pair-wise skyline
Select the first node N € N, sort service of N by H(N);
N'=N-N, j=1, AN)=o;
h;j(N) =max H(N), T =t(No,j).
if T > I, select the service secondly by H(N), go to 4;
T = t(No,j) + T;
if N # &, select the next N; € N
j=1
hj(N;) = max H(N;), T =t(Ni,j);
0. if T'< I', store the Nij to A(z)//Nf TR NG I3 5 AN RSs
1 else
select the service secondly by H(N;), T = t(N;,j+ 1) + T, go to 6;
if service of N; search complete, search back N;_1.
12.  if Va; € A(N), a; # @, return A(N).
13. else return null.

e~ I A i

FE RS R 3 KPR, BRI,

(1) VHERE—F M1 Skyline, T RURIE RS ISR QoS S8 & (17 1).

(2) AR 1) QoS JE ik, RIFRATES )y ml FHE L wlEE AN, THE AN Y s AN i Ss
(PR KRR H A, R A (2) THE H IR/, 32 88 B KB/ NOIFHEF (1T 2).

(3) M 5 A N R AL AT R, i BER B A(N) PRAF BT BB IS, R
Z I AR S5 A i A2 P BRAT I TR 20 0, DUk [ ik 25 20 6, A5 IR AR AR R S0, AN A2
INF[) 2SR R R 25715 R 2ot IR IRDUIRSS, L2 L BT I TR 2y o (1T 2~11). WSt A(N)
fEREICEAS, WERFTA(N), AR P null, BIASAEAEN L LR IR A A (17 12~13).

BT /eI R IR, I 75 B3 A AT I R) (R R 4 5, IR A 3l A7 A6 5 v ] N T S 1 R
S, AR PATIN R LA g, BRI, B AE50E, A TR 298, an SR P 6CE i
P ) PR 92 T S [P ) R
32 Ik

SIS SR ) JDK 1.8 SEI, Hedi 45 % H QWS® Hidl 42, % H £ 25 Filb 7, 2L 2 3824
AR%s, FEASIRSS ARG 8 AN @M. IZ4T B & Win7. CPU 24 i5-3210M. JVM 4% 512 MB.

BATTI P S0 45 5 O AR SSY AL, BVRISATINAECE; @ NN T Skyline T4 £ 1)
Ja KRS GRS BT B R FE R,

T AR PR SST SF VR IS AT () SE I 45 S an B 4 iR, BRES A145 1A 10 550 03 0 e 5 A 4T,
T I\ AR A 2 7 W) 87 I ) R, W) 7 B [ 0 4B T A R B LB, 433 1 52 24 1200+ 1100+ 1 050
1 000 F1950, PNk Bdis 47k im), A7 hms. B D RIFETRT, REHESHT HAE
J T, RS TS24 1220 ms.

MNSREG &5 nT DAAS ) IG5 IR B RCR 2 B A T2 5 T 52 O B 8515 s £,
SEVEAE R 25 S BRI IS AT (1) I (0] TR A HE AR A . @) Bt 5 i )3 I [0 B T IR BRAIG, Svkig AT i
R3S N, Je DR A B35 i il 4 o L (Pl D 35 2 4 PR ) IR 55 BB A 2>, R 1 s
R EG AR 29 R B T i msg . 588 07 SC R AR LG, AR SO B LR 4R 416 Ik

(Dhttp: //www.uoguelph.ca/~gmahmoud/qws/
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Fig.4 Effciency of algorithm for service selection

BN T Skyline Tt Ak BE ) 5 & 2k 45 3% £ 18 47 52 56 45 AL Wi 115 . 5 1) Ik 45 41
BT EANECY 5, W R IR B T BEE N 1100, BEBER R IR G528 00, 4 ) B A 10~50.
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