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BAFRISATYEREANISAT BAS BA FOR SN () 3B SRR SR Ak, BB SRS 5 2 o B i B B R
RIS AT AR s AT PERE M 028 5 5. AR, ELRIR e 3 22 [ AN S A DAk H s 3 50X — il RS
SRR NP s O, SR N AT S, R AR KRR M 18] . NI M.

Nz A5 T T R AR 55 R A R e D0 7 2B 7 S S B LAt 3R A 5% S0 5 REAUVBIL S 48] 2 T F e
PHCR AR, JE TR AL AR i AL XX S A, AT DR 0 R L B s R R ], R
oy I R K SR AR A . AR SRR 1) SR AN B AR R, R R AR — A M R R o 8 A UB ik, H
EABAE YRR A S A A ROk — Bl BT, K2 H0R B SR 5 T it
P SEEBEAT VT I 010 SR, X 6 BR300 AL A R H e, o i A B S ) R b i 5
SE BT RSN SR i ir k. kst B SRR H R Toa R A I g SR, etk
FEEA BORMTFENLIE, JLALas R ERBIBOR. Juff ok B 8, ASCHRE T8 R AR I 1 — R v
PR B AL, BAEPRE . A by Z5 P85 A I 170 IR 55 (0 0 B 1 e AT A 1) e 10 8 2
YES

2 MxIfE

BB ) — BB RIS TR AT, 2R TN Tk 5t Cm E R ) s 2K F T 7
R Jayasinghe 55 M 5 HH PR 2T G5 A A0 20 SROBSURK A B0 28 T ik, B K 50 vl o AP0 RE P R 95 A2 22
PEY R BRI, FREEXT SR A I IRZARANR] FHPEL R, SR 4 A UE 5% Bl 2 19 77 2USE I
RIUERRAFAE SRR, Malek 45 120 2 H T ™ JR O A 28 DAL HEZR, Sl i a3 0 A1 U 2R
G0 IR S5 TR A IR, SO AR S B DA SR, (L REREARE F 7 QoS i 7 4K 21 d A T PR R 0
#75%. White 55 131 5 H K1 & 2422 (0] BB AL SE Scatter, KR e S A S AVRL 7 R AL
FEMS G, /MU AR o2 2% L ST R G RE R FEDY H AR, BENBARYE =4 1 0 2% B R A0 Ak 2
FT A L RERTHAERARAL, E T A RGS ILR I S MU B AR AN A . TR AR 4 S K
Pk 2R SR SR B AR B AL 75725, S IR A 2R S5 R SR Bl ) D7 2 A AR | SR8 R 9 5125
AR & BE AR LN E R S0200) FLEAT SRAR, 2 1 X Z8 AR Bl N R AE AN R LT3 357 T RO 38 2 7 S AR
oK. AR, JX LT VE AR E F 2 AL HORT T Y B RSE 1 5 R W E 1Y, TCE R A SR R
55 SRR AU S 51 PR o 24 1 L.

BEXT BT T B0 R, Yusoh 4§ 1o~17) BE TR SR th T — KA T %, Tk
& SaaS NFHRIBCE . M IRSEATR o bk inl f. 4550655 18] il f m 3R N SBS A BRI
PR IR S5 I FE IR, St 1 — MR TR S5 B SBS BRRALAL 7 B A, JF et 1 — AR A g
SRR M2, F JLESS 19 BH0 SaaS MIPFILACTBCE W, LB = BRUSRI T3, AR 2 Bl f
FAREA S H AR, $2H T — Fpd TR G BALARIR KA SaaS MAHRALBCE T, 2RI, IXLELT77E R
H I8 T AL S AR A Re v, T 25 RE IR 55 S B (e i A

WA DT LA EE R T IR LA AL S IR A3, Frey &5 201 JET84% 5E A CDOsim
THE, BT AT AL 38 15 5 CDO-Xplore, SCRFL GU M ) 2= R BEIERS I, X 50 1F 1) 28 48
P RIS AT I ) L EE AT OO, SR, 07 A R R S e RS P BN S AT R R T i B L.
Wada 55 21 1508 22 P8 v 1) e 55 12 A0 2B AL e AL, 3R T —Fh 2 FARIBAL 500% E3-R, RIS
Fe—HBERERE 2 N ) SLAs, XRET I Z MM R QoS HARKI Pareto ILETHELE. 2R, 1%
TRERACE FEAA AR RR B LYE, 5 SR HCR TCiR A5 21047 2 PR
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1 —MEBERSRERG

Figure 1 An example for service-oriented software
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Figure 2 An example for deployment architecture

¥

3 [o)RRtREAY
3.1 MEMERZHKHHBERR

T 1 Al 55 (A AT AR i — AR S5 4% IR — € IR AR H R &R (BRI . . IF ARG
AR — N, B 18R 7 AN EFE RS BRG] ZBAH s~ se 6 DRI, HEMIRSS
s JFURPAT, AEHPATR LR, KL 20% MIBERPATIRSS s5, RIRHPATIRS s6; BUEARSS 51 $hAT
SFELUR L 80% HIMER IR IATIRSS s2 M 53, SERFMTT 52 A1 s3 APATSE IR, HREIAT 4 TINS5 s4,
FHATHRSS s6.

PG A A S5 BN R SR A 1 2 P SR ) R FULATL S P DT 2 B LT A R 55 L R 7
P THT 170 JIR 55 B BRI, 3 200 DL R, B — A R 55 S 51 IR RER AR 2B A — S BRI SE 9 L, —
AN RS AT DA [R50 3 22 55 S 51, ABLIR]— AN e 55 180 25 4 S 6 2B 0 8 46 AN [R] B RE AU LS 51
b, AT A I A R s S I SR

B2 g5 7B 1 AT R AR 55 B A — PR B T B AR T B, IRST s0, sa, 85, s6
73 M SEBIAL P IR S5 S, AR SS 51, 55 WG A SEGIAL A — AR SL B, HARST 51 A sy 701
A —ANEBIBEZAELIYNY vg B — D RESLER] LIRSS s, 55, 56 730 —DERBIBEEAE S —D
KN vs FIREABLEH] £, RS s A1 s5 20 AT — D SKBIPEREAERALN vy B RELHLH) L,
W55 sa, sa F1 se 73 AH —DLBIRFRBBAERAN v F—DREAMLLH] L.
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Figure 3 An inter-relationship tree for service-oriented software

3.2 FREMUIRE

ST ) i) R S o gk A R T ) IR 55 B0 5 AR 55 1) B0 75 5K DA B T = PRI P4 AR )
U, 58 M 2% S 3] R ML S ) — Fh 23 B OQ 2R, A5 1) IR 55 SR A AT S DL R84 PR REFIE AT AR
it BB, BRI E OS2I, W CPU. WAE. B, Worss. N8, A % RE
CPU FNAFPR R TIR, IR BEREA AN 8 B IR 78 A2, IR 55 2 B A5 BTy SR (1 1k R A QAN W 2L At
THT 7] JIR 55 SR A % IR 55 0 BRI R SR — 7 T S IR S AR A 5%, 5 —J7 TS5 IR 55 1 5 o 0%, sl Tk
45 %o BRI T SR AR K. S R R B N A (0 9 R SR, LA IR R SR R A SR I F 4
TR, g fai BEe I, A SRS (7] — AN 55 (0 17 SR AT AH (R F0 2 95 RUASE, DRI, IR 55 1) ST S S
AL ] Y BT A P 0 2 B0 9 A SR B AN, AR SRR B IR 55 5% B ) 5 5K 5 IR 55 A P42 1) 17 SR 2
EIEL.

AR LR oA, T THIZA H A ST ) T B () — e ) B A 5 L

EX1 (R RS A TR RS AT E SO —ANU e SOS={S, TR, SR, IR}, HH,

(1) S = {s;]1 < i < sn} o A RS BRI RS 5, o, s; RREE @ MRS, sn NIk
N

(2) TR : S — R MRS 8] 75 5K ek 4k, 18 @ B AR 25 70 AL BE B AN SR I 0T B B0 oF AR 111
CPU I 5 FH IS [A];

(3) SR : S — R RSS2 1] 5 3K eR #, 8 7€ 455 R 55 72 AL B B AN SRS 75 14 A A7 225 [

(4) IR = {N, B} FRRFBE S HHIIRS Z MRS HIR R, A— M4 22 Hod N 977 ridE,
N H AT SR B R, AT s AR e NIRSS, E NS, IRBLT TS Z IR R, B 3 il
THE 1 T AR SS AR R S 2 A B R I LS. Hod, seq. RARMT KRR, switch RoRik#E
KR, flow RIRIFR KR, while RRTEH K R.

ENX2 (WHERE) AT R RA - S — N #E475E X, T 5 2 B 8] Py P % 4% il

EX3 (=FfH) = FPerE X — N nd CPF={V,CP, AS,RC}, HH,

(1) V = {vj|1 <j < vn} AR TFE LRI BRI, Hrh, o; R § FOERALIZEAL, vo
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N REFIHLIE AL

(2) CP: V — R NitSH R ek, R R — KB CPU 15 AE

(3) AS: V — R AT A 1A R 2, 4858 B — BN AT I N A7 25 1)

(4) RC: V — R NRUAREL, 485E 85— RN — 5451 A HLH BeAs.

EX4 (FETTR) =B A RS B 335 T % T LhE U —A~=Jt4 CDS= {N,DV,
DS}, Hr,

(1) N = {ng|1 < k < nn} JEEE T RPTESHIESE T mER, Horb, ny, FoR58 £ NEET A, nn A
IS WEPEE

(2) DV : N x V — {0, 1} NN oR K, 45 58 TSR E 15 AU R OS5 (1 2R 280, o,
DV (ng,vj) = 1 FRHE A ny BIRBEIUALSEEIZEAA v;, DV (ng, v;) = 0 RonHE T8 ng FIREUL
SEFIZRIIAN vy

(3) DS : N x S — {0, 1} MRS SLFIRA K%L, FHor, DS(nyg, s5) = 1 RoREBE T8 ny LEE TR
% s =4, DS(ng, 55) = 0 RoREHE 18 ng LA EE RS s 541

M BT 2 SCHRTEL, nn, DV (ng, v;) R DS(ny, s;) FMEHRE T —NMEE IS 7 5, AR SCH ) 5
FUFAL SR AR REFN A BRI nn, DV (e, vj) A1 DS(ng, s;) HIME. PEREE T N2 AR 28GRI,
AR ELFEE 3 AN EE W RE bR, BRI 7] AR 2% R A i 21 i 14 e JS2 5 ) 3 381 3 10 e e o DA A R 4
BILSIA FRY e R P 238 e e i 381 i PRy o 2 18] 2 7% FH P A8 P T 1) R 25 2624 381 38 G i (] 5 2R P v
FEIIIST [a], e BLHE 2 A A FH P 6] T ) JIR 55 kA B0 AR oy ) o ) A Pk B 3R 7 T ) IR 55 B 1 B
N 8] P A FR R SR B, BRI T T IR IR S5 B R AL R 77 LS9 B e R FH 28 R 4R BT I
(1) R FUALSLAGI ) CPU I 2 (1) e K AR, e AR B 1 T8I ) IR 25 S 1 T B RS vl Btk = BRI A 1)
JIR 55 AT (3 AT A8t 22 D7 T R R A B, Dy T B AL, A ST T 5% R Y REAUAIL S5 BT 55 A
) AR

T [ea) e 55 A 381 i P o 2 BT ) A0 A ik 7 AR BT 3 RS RIS R &R, SR & 5%
[Py me) JS7 B[] AN Fr Ik B R IRAT . BT IR S e 2R [] . ik By & R AUOL S48 (%) R R 2 DR o 1
() R 7 I 8 ) 2R R A A8 F BT B i 805 A N AT R0, 9 7 7 (IR AR SO i) H A ek B, Ao ik
R(s;) M1 T(s;) 73l RSs s B SN AV FI R B, U (ny,) AEE T R g BIERWLELHIR) CPU FIH
OB L, 5 SCHORE LRI BB T e BRI, T A [T 20 00 D Wi SN2 B ) 0 3 e 2 )
AL R A T 4B RS B S ST AL B 1 By et A R LS
R 5 KAR; O T A A AL SIS AT AR, WA SCIR A B AR AT AR R

min R = [ R(s), (1)
=1
max7T = HT(si), (2)
minU = maxy,en U(ng), (3)
minC =y (RC (v;) x Y _DV(ng,v;) |, (4)
t=1 k=1

Hrt) R(si), T(s;) M U(ng) ¥4 nn, DV (ng, v;) M DS(ny, s;) FIRE, SR EGREL [T, M [T,
(T EENAE 3.3 /N TT4E .

719



ZEIRAE: PRI I 55 B R A B A T

—ANTIAT BB 7 SR T B R AR, B, MR B AR BT S, AR LR
IR, R IR 55 W 2528 /D 8 — A S, B IR 55 549 0 250 R e 8 AE — A R AL S 5%
R, WISATFBETH 5, BT B30 8 77 58 7 BEORIE B2 7E — A AL b 10 A 25 S 491 5 B 905 19 75 SR AN
RER T HA B BE U, DU AR RENS IR 1817, fJa, BTgs . BoR . SR A7 TH 1 /&
R, A BEAFAE — S H AR 1 20 R, A S A B A B A AR R L R B R, Horp A B AR FEH T4
A RAY R S5 S5 5 45 2R AL AL S 81 2 (8] ) A7 B DG R, [RIA 20 3 32 2 - 0 AT s A 2R 2L R R 45
Sl Z AL B R R, BT BE RS LC: S x V — {0,1} F1 CL: S x § — {—1,0,1} HTER.
LC(si,v;)=1 RS s; BT LLEETE v; RBYMRINLELH] b5 LO(si,v;) = 0 RRIRS s; HISE
BIRBERSBAE v; AW LSS b CL(si,55) = 1 RomlRS s WISBIRIRSS s; HOSLA D020 5 5
B — N BAHLSER] b CL(s4,55) = —1 RmRMET s; ISLBIRIIRS s; B SEGIAS Be B 80 B A2 R — A
RN b CL(s4,55) = 0 RRIRS s; BISRBIRIRS s; ZIAFAEM BLAR. HET LIAHIR, 2
MR — AN AT RO B 7 %%, 288 nn, DV (ng, v;) A1 DS(ng, s;) I Z0 & LT 464

ZDS(nk,si) >1, Vi=1,...,sn, (5)
k=1
nn > 1, (6)
ZDS(nk,si) >1, Vk=1,...,nn, (7)
=1
> " DS(nk, s:) x TR(s;) x RA(s;) < 3 _DV(ny,v;) x CP(v;), Vk=1,...,nn, (8)
i=1 j=1
> DS(ng, si) x SR(s;) x RA(s;) < > _DV(ng,v;) x AS(v;), Vk=1,...,mn, (9)
=1 j=1
> DV (ng,v;) x DS(ng, ;) =0, if LC(s;,v;) = 0, (10)
k=1
DS(nk,s;) = DS(ng,s;), Vi=1,...,sn, if CL(s;,s;) =1, (11)
DS(ng, si) # DS(ng,s;), Vi=1,...,sn, if CL(s;,s;)=—L. (12)

X (5) MRS LI EEZR DL X (6) FR—MBETEEDH —ANEETT A X
(7) FREEA RS b EE T A RS SEH] R (8) ik TIE AL — A REAHLSER] RS
GG AT Fr e T SRR AN RE R i M ML S B A7 1, =X (9) iR 1 EEAE — A BRI B
IR 55 S IE AT BT 5 B A7 22 TR AN i e i RS S0 /T R A7 22 1) 5K (10) itk T Az B 200, 50
(11) A1 (12) $fik 1 A2 208,

3.3 MEEIEMREE A

A EENG LT HIRRET R(si), T(si) M U(ni) BITHE TR SR [T, M [T B
FoRJiE. HEBGR R T A AR G RESH WA — M7 ik, HOQE KEMBHT TAETh A2 T
AR 12324 AR HEBA VS SR Al 58 R 5 i S22

A TR IR S S O 2 A SEBHEAT AR, DRIk, i 20 TR 7 e B PO P2 R 55 060 L PR R
5 S (10 i S P PR A B SRS TR RS T R g, BRSNS BISRALDY o; (B DV (g, v5) = 1),
W55 si A —ASEGIEEE AL EE T A ne FREIINLSEG] L, RA (ny, s5) 0B 1Z S 8k, thn] A
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PR BRI (8] P BIIE 12 IR 55 S 38 SR AL, BT DARAE IR S5 s B B3 RA(s;) R A 35 1 2% B %
AR BB FEIRAS . A SR SR S i s R IR IR T B i 50k, RIDRE— AN IR 85 1 81 2543 e 2
Z RS )& S L, PRI AT 7
B RA(s;)
S DS(ng, i)’
Horr, Y0t DS(ng, s;) AT HHEIRSS s; (SEB14.

T IR 55 S0 B S BN T TR AR B, 4 R UK, i BRI AR SZ BE I, BITA I R 5518 SR K= 8
B HERR, TG4 B S AR BE. BRIt A A E B T RIBKZBE I WHITE L. FEIXFIELLT,
BRGAE T PHPIRASI, 55 S i) i 545 1 IR 55 S i 3 R Bk 2, RY)

RA'(ng, s;) (13)

T' (ng, s;) = RA (ng, si). (14)

AR LB @B — 4> M/M/1 (Poisson 2IA . GF8H0 A ARSI IR] . LRSS o)
BAF, AR HERNER 1, R 55 S48 P mi 2 IS 1] 5 32 ST 2 B ) BRSO TSR R AL B (B2 I [ Y
A AR ER SR KL 5% S8BT SR BE R Z [ Z A EIEL. e mr s, B ny, BIRSS s 19

SEAG A RE 1] R (ng,, s4) N .

Kki — RA/(nkv 51‘)’
Forb, s NEBE T ny BIRSS s; S )P 3005 SRAD 2 2 T R 2% Sl (1 vl F 950 i 5 e Ak 3
BAAME R B R M SR R 1 LU, /P

R (ng,s;) = (15)

CP(v;) x (1 = U(ng) + U’ (ng, si))
TR(Sl) ’
Hor, Ung) AEET R ne RN R A U (ng, s0) AERETT 0 ne BIRSS 55 BISEBIXTZA
BT R AL BRI FH 265 CP(vy) AR v; FIRIALSEIR) CPU HHEAET; TR(s:) RS s
TEARFR BAANE RIS, 6 BA BT RE /I CPU BRI (R T 3K, CP(v;) x (1 — U(ng) + U’ (ng, s4))
ONHREE T R e FRESUNL S B B AE I 8] A AT AR 55 s; (R SIE 451 v Ak D ) B
U’ (ny,, s;) (B PTRRE RORIE N 290 AT OB, B BEUE0RI Y 0 4 Tk i afe DL IR 45 I 1)
RAI(TLk, Si) X TR(SZ)
CP(v;) '
MR (14) A1 (17) WIAFEBE T AL ng BOBIBLSEBIR) CPU M ZE U(ny) N

U(ng) = Z U'(ng, si)
si€{sz[IDS(nk,s:)=1}
Z RA/(an Sl) X TR(Sl)
CP(v;) '

Hki = (16)

U’ (i, 1) = (17)

s;€{s¢||DS(nk,s;)=1}
R (15)~(17) TTARBE A ne LIRSS s, HOWBEIG 1
= CP(uy) % (1—Uny)

ASSCLAES 4 45 H AR T3 B 91 200 5 P G o 5525 e 5% S A9 1 i IS P ] A e B DR 35 R AU LS
BIRAM R B TGS 51 A1 so 200 — D SEBIFERE T 5 0y BBATH— Rz, o, feds

R'(ny, s;)

(19)
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TR(s,): 0.05 s

RA(s)): 8req/s ~—- >

RA(s,): 15regls  -->>

4 RSBEBITIHRG]

Figure 4 An example for running scenario of services

TR(s,): 0.02 s

51 A sy TEACIRBAANE SR, X HAA BALTFSEE /I CPU BIRMET (B 753K TR(s1) M TR(s2) 707N
0.05 s A1 0.02 s, FE TR HEMNLLBIZRA Dy o), HATEAES) CP(v)) N 2. fEZIZRF (WK 4), Ik
% 51 F so HITERBIEZR RA(s1) 1 RA(s2) 707N 8 req/s Al 15 req/s, MR#E X (18) AI1SHBE 1T A ny
() LS IR R U (nq) = 0.05 + 2 x 8+ 0.02 = 2 x 15 = 35%; WRIH (14) 7115, X PR 5552
BIEIE R T (ny, 51) 1 T (ny, s2) ST EAIRIERBIE R, RIS 58 8 req/s 1 15 req/s; A (19)
AIASERE T 00 ny BARSS 51 BUSZBIIMR R E] R (ng, 1) = 0.05 <2 = (1 — 0.35) ~ 0.038, &#BE 155 ny
RS so BISABIHIME R E] R (4, s2) = 0.02 + 2 + (1 — 0.35) ~ 0.015.

(G EI i & a7 L ) A R ST SRt o= o AT S | e A a0 A LT SR = o ()

R = 32 (Mg o) (20)
T(si) = Y T (g, 5:)- (21)
k=1

2725 M 55 (10 i S R T RIOR FE 2, D] AR A8 iy 2 LA AR 55 A8 LR AR O L &by, RS 5
PR T A0 [T V50T 1o R 55 AP i 380 P 0 SN2 ) AT ek, SR pR B T, A0 [T UARFE AT 5
SCHIPTE S5, 735 33 T BR 20 RF (w) A1 TF (w) &Ko, B

Inax RF(w’), w e F,
RF(w) = { VN (22)
/ / nl
Zw’eCN(w) (EV(w') x RF(w')),  w¢F,
max TF(w'), w € SW,
TF(w) = { "N o (23)
> TF(w'), w¢SW,
w’€CN(w)

H, w R KAWL 2w AT (RO RRIRS LG ) 1Y, RF(w) A1 TF(w) 5
BIA w TR RS WM R 8] R(w) AIEIEE T(w); 24 w AR S, RE(w) Al TF(w) 4051
17 A 5 A i 0 3 A R SL B ) R AR IR B T3 CN(w) AT w BT AR BV (w) SR LL w
NEAT FIARIE; FONERIM R FRic o “tow” BT midlE; SW ONESHIBIHARICN “switch” BT RiZE.

4 KREREE

AR —Fhekdt 1) 2 B brist & 595 MGA-DO (multi-objective genetic algorithm for deployment
optimization) R 2 PAIE b I ) R 55 B0 D0 A Il L. 2 SRV 0 T [ il 9% Sk A () 38 AR AE, IR
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An individual

Crossover point

P — ]
[slaifa]sfalslelafs]s|1]afa]s]
VSSVSsSSsS Vs s Vvs s s

A deployment node

5 —MEES RIS RG)
Figure 5 An example for the encoding of deployment

T R R 7 5 LR R (KA A, [R]85 SE S I s B b 2 AR 4l i, Bt 1 5
ot Jey B A I, L £ SRR (1 JR) S R RE 0 B R SR IR SRR,

4.1 HwEEAFR

AR A RE AU LS A5 A0 B AR 12 RE UL S0 BRI AR 55 SEIAR N — AN ERE 1T AL, — DB T R
ZAMET RAR. ET IS LB R REEE AL — A AN L, T — S LS T LU 2
AR RS BISEG], MGA-DO Sk 2 2 S m o i B 7 ST 2 b, B E0E 5 oy — AN 2k
Fe 3, 23 IA] Py A7) 10 55— A 3k R R s 1% 08 10 s (KRR AU LS Bl RO SR 2R, HL Al i PRI R i B 3 19 I
JR 55 SEGS LR 55 G 5. B 5 Sk Tz MBI v R 55 B (0 — AN T R A s, i Ty
FEE A ANEET R, P EE 2 NEE T A 3456 KRG TN 4, 5, 6 KRS 70 A — A LBl R e
R v B EAIHLSE] L.

4.2 ENERH

MGA-DO FiEME% T NSGA-II 26 Sy fil E3-R PY Sk SC T @ N R B AN 8 X, Wit T
— BB R3E N AR T LTV, R ISESs AR OORE S, SRS A R AT o SRR v AR B S A

EX5 (XAC) BRAFAEDNAME p; M p;, 25 p; KIPTA BAREEL T8 T p,;, HEDAAE—
N EELT p; B, FR p; A p;.

EX6 (CBEEHR) REAAAE—DFEE P, X TME p; € P, R p; A P b () HABAE T AMASL
e, W p; BISZBCAF 2% DR(p) = 1, Jytmim SCHCAE G HAt AMA I SCRC SR O AR h SCRC i MA I T
A SCRCEE G AIR M SC RS0 1, B, WRFHEE P b Sl AME py A MA T, A%
P IR MARI SCRCEE SN j, M ps WISCRCAEZ00N j + 1.

EXT CCRE) ARBAFAE—DFIRE P, XAME p; € P, py (ISCHE DV (pi) JIZAREHIRT 8055
TUEMESCIE R MR (BFRZAME) (REEL

Bl 6 s 1 SCRLEE AN SCRCE I — M. T BAndEsud 20, ok B E R R, KA
8] B3 A e R R LN TR B 4E H bR, AORBIE R T 9 MR SZEL KRR, HAAME py, po, pa 10
XBCEEDN 1, PR AR ) A AMA SR EATT, BATT SCRC A A R R AN S 8 9, AME ps, ps, ps
MSCRCEZCR 2, RN R SRR 1 FMESCECEAT], BT S RCAE A A BB 25 SO S50 1 A
REL B9 — 3 = 6; UMb, MAE py, po, pa MISCACEESN 3, SCRCAE NP BRSOk 25 RC 0N 1 1A
RIS SR 2 A%, Bl 9 —3 -3 =3.

PSR EAT AR B SCRC SRR, SEAR ) R B SO AE s (DR BBV BIAMA; B~k
A5 ) 1 S TC A5 0 BT, B8 AU ) (% B A5 B A o P A 1261,
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® = Individual

DR,=DR,=DR,=1
DR,=DR,=DR,=2
DR,=DR=DR,=3
DV =DV,=DV,=9 !
DV,=DV,=DV,=6 !

Throughput (objective to maximize)

Response time (objective to minimize)

6 XECHEFRBG

Figure 6 An example for domination ranking

EX8 (A3chedk) Mt P b SCRCAE SO R A MR BB S RO — MRS AR

EX9 (FIFEEE) 20 FhRfE P /MA p KIASFEEE iz MA ARSI SE T, A B s B 5%
AR AL R AR BRZAMAR (- 28 R B 2 .

EX10 (WEifE) MHE P PAME p; KIMEE SV (p;) AR AESCRCEE T, MFEE R/
TAZAMA R AR AL

MGA-DO FERE LAME py (G RLEEAIZAA N SR E 5 HA e A, B

FV(pi) = DV(p;) + SV (p:). (24)
4.3 EESRXETF

(1) EHFHT. MGA-DO 1 ] —BER AR FEEREAT SRR ML FE. 127715 5 56 2 AT A o B
HLEFEP AN, SR 5 X LI AN AR IE L AR, K538 LB R R I MR AR AR S I
SCRAMARHEAE P71 N H R s 3R AT,

(2) ZXEF. BTASCRA K205 77 O] 2K FE R gt 77 3, HLARGAHXT 2%, T # IR 52 X
BAFIRT e A ATAT MK, MGA-DO X3 XHRAEREAT T BRI, 1555, MGA-DO MR8 HE 5 mok & 73
AEX R (crossover point) (U1K 5 FHIRELALE), BIAZ AR AR BT m AR A I #R AT T,
K, MGA-DO YA X7 R 2 7 3, A8 FF3AT S SCRAT AN SRR B A b 4y
B BEHLIZE R A Xt (B PIANAE ORI B AT AANIRD), SR J5 0 A2 X AT B (1480 70 2 R AT 20 k.
K 7 B TR XET R — AT

ME 7 AT LR Y, AT A XTI, TR S B AR IR T RS R IR SS BAEAT SE] (0
B 7 AT S T AR I TR AT RAAEAEIRSS s BARATSA), AT ASE 7580 A 1l (1 828 T A
AIAT. BRI, 7 B R PAT 58 LURRHE BRI AN ATAT (8 7 AT 2 15, RN 52, Fil
HUEE — BB 5, RIS R LIRSS s5 9— s (1B 8 o).

4.4 FHEEEAN

WAL R AR T BAE T R R, R %E, Bor-d <R R 2. H
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Crossover point

VSSVSSS[}""VSSVSSS

parent A |31 ]2 ]3]a]s]e]2]3]s[1]2]a]e]

| r———
paent B | 1] 6221 ]3]2]3]4a]s]
Vs s Vs syvs s s

Crossover point

--------------------------- &-Crossover------------------------

VS SVSsSSSVSsS S
cnitd A [3]1]2]3]a]s]e]a]3]a]5]

cnitd B [ 1]ef2]2] 13|33 s[il2]4]6]
VSSVSSVSSVSSsS

7 RNEFFH

Figure 7 An example for crossover operator

VS SV S S SV S S S
chitda’ [ 3 [ 1] 2]3]a]s]e]2]3]a]s]

ﬁ Add missing service instance

v § § § v s s S VvV § § S
RepairedA'|3|1|2|3|3|4|5|6|2|3|415|

El 8 ZEFAITHHELR

Figure 8 Repairing infeasible deployments

i, FERRE AL, A — e i nl H AL P F B PERE AT A, IR, MGA-DO SyL 4 X 6t
ez, o AFERL B bR, Bttt T 250 REHE RN, UG mSA N /RIS R e ). A3 3.3 /)
IR, R S RE S L BRI, PO i A R R A, A, A R S A
2R AT RIS TR R, IX R WA ik B 0L T CLR A ot s KRR 04, DRI, ARSI o i 7
I T] L SR AT RSARIR 3 A H A 1) 2 A LR 28 R

(1) DUAmE LA ). A i 2 [ mT DL Dy o3 e 3 2 i TH SR SR IEORBEAT DAL, PRI, XX
— AR AR R

(i) LA — AW BRI, T i i T, VRS RE IR T iz AL BT S e
FRIRE T A AL S R g, AR T SRR I — DB R, LRI BISR A o), v,
AT — D EEAUHLRSY, CP(vy) M CP(v,) 735108 v; A v, RGN SEEI KT 5 RE /T; 2R
CP(v;) < CP(vy), WHLFH—A v, FEREIREIIHLSEG], FREERE T 1 g ERIFA IS5 SEBIEER 211
REAMLSRB ., SR 5B U2 TR R AU AL s .

(i) AL —ANHr B REAUBLSR B, FF N 508 7 58T B & Y R _EIE RS AR 20 R 55 S8 1 R ML
S b, AR RE AR S8 L P8 B A R 55 S, AR RSO FA 38 5

725



ZEIRAE: PRI I 55 B R A B A T

(2) M RRI I 2. AU )R] FH 22 2 5 97 80 0%, BRI ORI F 2 mT LUodd PSR AT f
A 2R P B SE B B ) SR SR B PRI, X IX — E AR BT A M

(i) BRI R e i (U B2 R b — IR S ST BRI H AR (H 89) 33 1 S L, R
WEIEFRS S5 H 025 R A Z AN 5 T I A% AR B T R 2 B ne ATy AHETER B TR T
M FH 2 f e B IR T IS 83819 0, eI R SUILSE ISR AL 70300 0 vy A vy, RIFHZR ST U (ny,) AN
U(ng), s; BT ng E—MNIRSSEBIRIZREL, U (ng, s;) RS s; BISFIRTEE DT 8 ng 19EEFAL
SEF IR 2 R U(ng) > U(ng) + U’ (g, 53) x CP(v) + CP(vy), MIAEHE T & ny EIRSS s; HISE
BITEAL B EE T n, b

(i) 22 4 FH 28 foe e )R S AT R P A8 28 15 R AN IR 2% S0 A A B, SR FH T 22 8 1 ) FH 26
B¢ e R RS0 e PR IR 55 S B ) R U oy P v R ) R R AR ) A8 8 1 L P IR 55 S B ) B U o
F &, HARIESS # J5 1 5 KM FH 28 AN & 1 22 3 i ) e KR FH 26 ABGAE e A my 9 25 AITHEE 77 58 A
AR B AR AR P AN 815 R, EAN TR KAWL SR AY 53 0 vy R vy, FIFZRSM 508 U (ng) 1 U (ny),
s; M sy, X RINERETT S nye M ong BRI — MRS LG, U (ng,, s:) T U (g, sim) 235009 s M
Sy, Y SIEAG 0T G P A2 3505 282 49 i B RESIL S ORI 2, A0SR U7 (ne, s3) % CP(v;) > U’ (ng, $m) X CP(vy),
U(ng) > U(ne) + U’ (ng, si) x CP(vj) + CP(vy), WAHEERZE N i ny EIRSS s; HISSBITRS BI50E 5 2L ny
b, BB 0BRSS s, HISEBERS BEEE AT 0y b

(i) 75 F 2 B IR R 315 2874 e b3 I — AN R R 9% S48, B 5KAZ i 5% SR A9 i Jeg 11 e 2% 25 204 5 0 P
AR A R S I SRR 2 IR S5 S8 i S 0 e 5 2R AR ), B AR UERE I e B KM 38 AN v
TG IAET R KR 2. G ny B ny TR 7 52 R S d s A AR ) S5 T A BT
REAUBLSEGI AL 5353009 vj A vy, FIFIZEII RN Ung) MU (ny), s; NEE TR ne BT BRIRRZ K
MRS5S IR, AR U (ng) > U(ne) + U’ (ks si) x CP(v;) x (1 =1+ (332 DS(nk, si) + 1)), WA
&% s; BI—Hrsel, HA LB AL E T ny b

(iv) AN FH 2 g5z v PR 30 8 15 R B — AN R 5% S5, 55K ANIRAR 11 i 25 ST 4811 e Jeg 1) i 25 A7 I 1811 8
FE Ho A BT b, ELORUE MM BR J5 ) 85 R FH AN v T 24 i ) e R FH .

(v) AR — AN B RESDATL A9, 3 6 ) P 23 e v D T 2850 ) READUATL 497, B2 SR R AU S48
EU I FH 26 5 e PR30S 285 59 e AR R AUV SR B 22 (R o B 00, B0 e DA 7 2 R 2
(R 1T A, BN SR AL o), v, AW EHLZERY, CP(v,) A1 CP(vy,) 43514 v, 1 v,
FAY ) BN I TH L RE 75 WR CP(v,) < CP(vy,), WIARLH v, B — N BRWLIEG], HHimE
R ng BT RS S RIS BZ R SO S b TR TN R AL S A

(vi) FELH—NHr B R SOBLSE A, S ) FH 2 e e B 302815 RO AR, K350 70 R 55 529 4% 112 R 40
BUSER b, BRAETZREUAL S 50 2258 (0 i 55 5249, LSRR A 2% 2481 P g ) R 35 6 80 5 0 ) 3 de v
) RE DML P IR 55 S5 BT s P R 25 8 B — B0, HLORAIEARAE J5 8t R AUL 52487 £ ) FH AN R T B A i 1 e
PNV EESS

(3) AR, ARSI A g 32 P 5 1) RE LT S48 (R0 AELFH A, T DA sa s FLFH S B 11 ki
ML S A5 = 2 AEL FH £ R SO0 2437 ) 800 SR AR AR A P 28 A . DRI, X — H AR B S R A
U/

(i) AR —ASB RE AL S5, FH T 5 ) FH 2 S A1 1 30 8 50 st (R R UL S48, 2SR kg #UBL S 451
AR M AT T 1) P 23 R UG P 3028 15 R RSO S8 R A A, ELHIT R SO S 1 0 A7 A2 0% 11 B U8 B R ) o6
AR 5 R I P IR 55 S 49

(if) 5 2 H R 2 B A R0 2 15 AR T IR 55 S 7% B FLAh 28 57 b, IO BT A
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i 1 HTRE
1: PY « A population of popsize individuals generated by random;
2: AssignFitnessValue(PY);
3: Q% + A new population generated by applying local search on P9;
4: AssignFitnessValue(Q°);
5: P! <« Top pn of POU QY in terms of their fitness values;
6: g1
7: while g < gmax do
8: QI « 0;
9:  while |Q?] < Popsize do
10: Pa, Py < Randomly selected two individuals from PY;
11: P, < Either p, or p, with a higher fitness value;
12: Pa,Pp < Randomly selected two individuals from P9,
13: pg + Either p, or p, with a higher fitness value;
14: r < A random generated number distributed uniformly in [0,1];
15: if p. > r then
16: Ga, qg  Crossover(pa,pg);
17: else
18: Qo> 98 + Pa, Pg;
19: end if
20: Add go to Q9 if Q9 does not contain qq;
21: Add g to Q9 if Q9 does not contain gg;
22: end while
23:  AssignFitnessValue(Q9);
24: M9 < A new population generated by applying local search on Q9Y;
25:  AssignFitnessValue(M9);
26: P9+ < Top pn of P9 U QYU MY in terms of their fitness values;

27: g+—g+1
28: end while

FORHARE T 1A L0 1 BT RS B LB R 55 S,

FERRE P AAAE IR FAT MARIASTTATANMA, 10 A R BAME, R FAN 7 308 =) 4 R
R X FRATANME, B BN LIE S ML B AR, 85 fEEH 2 H AR BRI A BE A LG 36— R 24T
PAT; TR AAAT AR, WAHRSE 3 BOLA AT B H AR, 3B HAH R AR AT AT

4.5 BEIEER

%1 %5 T MGA-DO SRR, Herh, P9 958 g AORIEE, Q9 NH g AR T MA
B, po N X, pn NFEEHIEL. TEHVETFUART, MGA-DO SKHIBEHLA st 77 04 oyl aa Pt B
SRR AR 2 AR AN E RE 20 R AT 2 T AT H0  J7 Se AR & 19 ml Vi B AR R BE LR B A A 38 219 R4 o,
XFFEANEE A, BEIRSSLL 0.5 RIMERAE LI E T S LA DS e A A T R,
U SRAFAEBOA LRI R F R SS, WAEBLA BOERE 5 mih, BEALIG B — R A, IR IZAE T mi b
FREZ IR SS B)— AN sl R e Se R SR AR, Al P fERE— BTN N DAFTAME, BT
AMAHE Q9, SRIGXTTANMARE Q9 N R AR IS Z SN, JEORT ORI M9, e Ja WA P9, Q9 A1 M9 1)
B pn ANE N EAE FS AT ACRRPEE pott AR MERE Q7 R AR LR
G, M R AR SRR MR P IR SCAME po A pg; FLIK, IR pe XF po AT ps
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*1 ERNSEEE
Table 1 Parameter setting of VMs

VM type Cp AS VC
High 4 30 50
Mid 2.4 20 30
Low 1.5 10 10

PATZZ AR BT PINTIME Qo M Qp; i), HR ERERAE, HE™E N DA MA.

5 SCIGAT
5.1 SLINHIBEBSIFE

A SEEG B S I8 I 1 2R A W) W SR o T TSRO In) R ) R R s SRS AU MGA-DO Rk 528
TR BEIEXT 5 AHUEL/N 1) 5258 Z B30 AT SR A, FF M A T By 1) A48 28 2% 18] PR A J7 THI AT X B 434
PUIEB] MGA-DO 5L RN et T 3 FAS R RIS S5 4146 % B B 81 (14 Casel, Case2
Fl Case3), FIF Fr#E 1 MGA-DO Hik S ian g th 1) E3-R 5% U J NSGA-IT 261 Bydoxf Hlt 47
KR, MR REESE RN HAsE . AAHER R hypervolume 4 AN 7T X ELIX 3 R, PLIEB
MGA-DO EER#AE. T X MGA-DO, E3-R F1 NSGA-IIEVEM 3 MBI 51 1 IRk 55 %070 5l
8, 12 Al 15, HBE X LGk 55 BT B4 52 I e R AR 73 3l 9 $500, $990 A1 $2500; 553 AT FHFH (1) KU 7>
B H K 3 2K, B R MLSE B R B R BN 0.8. £ 1 A T A RSEAL R ML 528 It S 5

S A 5 R 45 FH SR I S BRI Fh 4R e v B B ALAE B B AT, S S BERI R: TR €
(1,20], SR € [2,8], RA € [0.01,0.1]; Je55 2 (M HIAE H G RARME MR BEN LG 2, 482 W &8 R
AR HIX 4 FhAZ B K R IR 7330108 0.25; Hofth— S8 S 508 75 DL X S 2 508 A 5 PRl

MGA-DO HEH TR ZM 2 S T BEAFEM I pn. R p. IAEFR p,,, XESHEH
8 5 2 o B9 P P BB R o i e KA, [T, 75 R X B R AT e A, DA s e A UL
X TR &, 8 BB REROR, PR 2 AR, e R TR B B, SR, BOK
(R th 2 S EURE S AT I VK, ORI T R RO YERE. Sith, RS0 I STk [19,21] 1Y
SIS LR W E MGA-DO HIE A B pn = 100.

TXEFAERNBAEEE FEE T REESRHEROER. T XMRAERE, e 7T EZER4
R RS, BE R, BE I RS SR A RORN SR RS, e H SR E LB
Jei S dm LA RO R 2R, (L) B 1, T R 5 350 DT 2 sk 22 (19 A 0 S i 2 ) 1 0 2 K B )RR ). 9 TR R
SR B AREUE, ASLIGTE Casel, Case2 1 Case3 AT T SIS L. igﬁﬁfiqj, X BUE
JEHA [0.1,1], FFLL 0.1 AR, BT IR L6145 B FI LR Y hypervolume {HANTEAH A (5= 2% I,
(R, ASSEGARYE SCHR [27), B EA 14 LT A (40N R-values:

k
rk — Hl’]
“ 10 x GiJ(maxk(Hi’fj))’

(25)

Ho, HY; N5 MGA-DO IBATERBI i EINER j NSHOER EAMERT, TSN hypervolume 1A,
Forbd, g, k ONREE o BUEVERDY [1,3], 5 RBUEDY 1, k& (BUETERDY [1,10]; 9 4, j BUEEEH &
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0.30
5025
<
7
&~ 0.20
—s—Casel
0.15 —«—Case2
——Case3
0.10

0.1 02 03 04 0.5 06 0.7 0.8 09 1.0
Crossover rate

9 7f Casel, Case2 1 Case3 XXX E p. HPHER

Figure 9 Analysis of the configuration for crossover rate on Casel, Case2, Case3

M1 AREE] 10 B, B3 10 MESERT hypervolume {EH I HKAE; G j(maxy (Hf;)) FoR maxy, (Hf ;)
(IECE L, T 0.02 IEESCN 0.01.

AR SIS X A XA A BUE, RN 45 B ISTIE 4T 30 Ik, FRR A5 ISR ) hypervolume
%M (25) RBHATH S, BRI 9 BRI R WZEP T E Y p. = 0.9 I, 5 MGA-DO
AEWSTE Casel, Case2 Fll Case3 15 3|&H K11 R-values.

S AR 14T 2 B354 CPU Inter Core(TM) 2 Duo 3.16 GHz, /7 DDR3 4 GB, £} 500 GB;
BTG N: #-1E RS0 64bit Windows 7, HiESLH T H MyEclipse 8.5, WFEiE 5 N Java.

5.2 RERTESIMBMMES

XA TR ROR R, 0 ) 98 28 22 ) S i o USRS (0 — AN SR A 3R, DAL, A e B St
7o BB NI AR S AR sn MRS =GR T v RSERL ML, Ho, o, FERNEE
FANLSEG AL R RC (vy); B S5 BERLRS AT AE SR I K BRAN s W — 2 T3 5 P B85 14

FUBLSEA (5 K EN .

min,,cy (RC(vy))
o PRI HR D ) R 25 S PO 8 8 2 180 0 A ) S o — A S 3 PR 21 445 . L T T 1) S
AN, —ANEE T R nn ASE T SRR, BN T e — A R AL S AN — AN B A R S S A
YL W RSB A, ARG H A P Ab e, RIAE %808 B — AN IR S5 S B AN AE 1% 3
A B AR SS SeA; [RI, AR ANEE A R A R A AR SS Se. RL, SR T AR
viox (250 — 1), HT—ANERE T ] RRAEAE 2 AN SRR R 1308 A, B, A AR R DL S A1) 2 Y
IR ) AR 45 S22 280 % il 0 AT DA AR Bl S TR (O FRCBR el . BT, 38 0 ANERICE] m DN T, 0 DERE
X, m ANETFAX, HAEEZSE, RO 7 f480 X8, BEW s BBk, WA EFEET,
MIE nn ANEBE AT s AR B 7 ZECE N (nn 4 vo x (2" — 1) — 1)!/(nn! x (vn x (25" — 1) — 1)!).
BT nn FYBUETEFEN (1, vima] SRR BRIk, Fol T i iR 25 300 i) 48 2= 23 8]
fx (nn+von x (2°" — 1) — D!/(nn! x (vn x (2°" = 1) — 1)!). (27)
n=1
BAE— A BRI R, T RS E 10 MRS, = FEEE 6 FEBM B, 5
ARKIHL S A $10, 3508 1 171 IR 45 S04 vT A6 9% (1 S AR AN RERE T $200, Bl sn=10, vn=6, vipax =
m ooy = 10 = 20, WHRZAL A R R A D 8.00 x 10, HIEAT L, BAERS F-— AN

Vlmax =

(26)
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5 40
10 ——Processing time of brute force (s)

—=—Processing time of MGA-DO (s)
—a—Search space MGA-DO examines (%)

104

98]
(=]

W g W
Search ratio (%)

(3]

—_

Processing time (s)

10° 10 10°
Size of entire search space

10 KRERRTELRSLLIERE

Figure 10 Ratio of search space examined and processing time

R T ) A 2% A, G0 S8 A A ) 0 ) 98 2R 2 R A B K, 98 2R 2% ) i EERE 2 KL (1) ()
FIKE 77

B ] — AN LY NP MR, 25 7798 2 ME— BB CRAUE 3R 21 S0 E SRR I — PR g 7 V5.
SR, FH T 28 /048 R 5 B R 2= 1), R 0@ TR AU A /N ) . MGA-DO B 7R iR it 44
RER A 18], PR 53k i) R AR, (R, WS B T SR A HIA o) . SAAIE I MGA-DO 5
A, REE T 5 MR RIS (BT R TE 679 5 4.36 x 10° Z A& 8T
), o BRI R R A MGA-DO S EATTHTRE, UESRB e EIERLME. B 10 T
TP o B SRR 1 A o T P4 2R s TR RN SR AR 1) ol 28 48 2R U7 v T A 2R ) it () AL
B 10 A IR TN R A58, 1 A48 H MGA-DO (138 28 28 ) 5 AN 2 2510 (thRp S
IR T R A=) .

M 10 ATEAE H, MGA-DO T4 S8 5 R AT A 1348 28 23 ) H BN R (A B LL 2 R D,
H )RR ROR, ELE N, Bian, RN 679 R, B MGA-DO A5 25 1998 28 2% [a] |5 AN 2%
R EEZN 35.6%, MAERBEN 4.36 x 10° IR, Z A 0.7%. MGA-DO LRI ] T
WTRRE /N R RS RS, (15 AR FE A TRz iz /N T 28 7138 2, B SR RIS (1) L4k )
B E B0 R B [ P 4K B B A )30 38 7 8. B, 7R 1R Ry 4.36 x 10° B[, MGA-DO “F15)
RAT 47 s §iARE T BRI E TR, MR IR 4.59 N/, Z45 1K MGA-DO fetig
SACH AR B B AR T &

5.3 BfREDH

AT R BRI H AR R EUE XS H MGA-DO B35 HAREE I MEGE. & 2 SR TRAEIETE 3 A
A RS (A A 22 48] E B ST3E 4T 30 AR BIMIARER T A H bR E WP IEFIbRHE Ty 2. RIS T I8
W BT B LEERVEAE Casel _EHAT 30000 IRVFAL, 7E Case2 3AT 40000 X PFAL, 7E Case 3 34T
50000 WKITAL. teAh, A7 AT E N 4T, A SEI6 A0SR T AME A SCR SR 2R i A BEAL
A FARAE AT RIS R I 5E MGA-DO/S £ 3 FiAR [ 2451 L ) sz 45

IRYESE T LAE i, TEATA 1 3 FRRUEL I S2 50 2491, MGA-DO BIEERRENE 5 H A% ek £k 258
MERME, HEMEASR A Sems, 32 0 MCGA-DO SR B B PERE. H br bR BB bR vE Ty 2
(STD) &R T REN AR AR FEEE, E HMERVD, Ui fREE AR | FOR A SRR ek AR . R 2
HH U AT DL, MGA-DO SIS B A B/ INIARAE T 2, IX U2 FA AR B AR A s A e
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*® 2 BEEE 3 MROLETHRFINERENTHERNSGE

Table 2 Means and standard deviation of objective values obtained by different algorithms on 3 cases

Case Algorithm Response time (ms) Max utility (%) Cost ($)
MGA-DO 82.60 (3.351) 12.05 (0.319) 218.33 (3.16)
. MGA-DO/S 83.23 (3.823) 12.84 (0.491) 230.15 (3.67)
1
ase E3R 83.41 (4.218) 13.19 (0.472) 237.07 (4.43)
NSGA-II 86.51 (4.346) 14.42 (0.505) 246.24 (3.73)
MGA-DO 141.63 (4.073) 17.06 (0.364) 489.67 (5.53)
. MGA-DO/S 148.01 (4.579 20.28 (0.437) 536.79 (6.08)
2
ase E3-R 151.33 (4.861) 18.81 (0.475) 497.94 (6.72)
NSGA-II 157.54 (4.326) 21.61 (0.532) 551.36 (7.09)
MGA-DO 344.49 (6.076) 18.87 (0.421) 1670.25 (7.25)
. MGA-DO/S 349.18 (6.711) 20.11 (0.506) 1743.72 (8.04)
ased E3-R 371.85 (7.327) 21.92 (0.479) 1767.59 (8.96)
NSGA-II 385.02 (7.794) 23.56 (0.543) 1825.36 (9.37)
031 120 500
—— MGA-DO s — MACO-DO — MACO-DO
‘ - - - MGA-DO/S - — — MACO-DO/S 450 | - - - MACO-DO/S
026} z 10}
5 £ sl |
= E £ '
£ o021} S 100} Z 350 |
= S o5t ©
£ 2 300 b
0.16} & 90}
ol 250 F
0.11

. . . . 80 . L . : 200
0 6000 12000 18000 24000 30000 0 6000 12000 18000 24000 30000 0 6000 12000 18000 24000 30000
Evaluations elapsed Evaluations elapsed Evaluations elapsed

11 ZEJAYE Casel LEITHEKEIZE

Figure 11 Evolutionary curves of different algorithms on Casel

N T =B M EERINSAT A, ARG H T IR SRR E At 2 (L] 11~13). A4 b
AN 30 XBSLIEAT IS AR, RERE 1000 CPFAL i s AT B H A R 5 S DLAE -3 4A.

M 11~13 ATLLEH, 7E Casel fl Case2 EHAT 1000 KPFAL LA AE Cased EHAT 2000 R IFAl
ZJa, A R EEERRE R 2 AT AT B, X 15 BT FH 4 e 05 R LU {8 FH B A48 2R B Rt 4R 31 w47 .
TERR BN AT ARG, IR LEmT AT AR 4k SRy A DU R IS )3 [l (R Al D 5 6 ) i Sz B ) - BB AER P e K
R EARH EA. W EREFTUEE, 5 MGA-DO/S, E3-R PLK NSGA-TIA L, MGA-DO 7E#&
AMEAGERE SR RRE R B T AU B T . B2 MGA-DO/S, tHREFE K Z 1500 T
B2 BT RS T, XU MGA-DO S LB A5 A% 8 G Rt il vk = BR B v o
I R 55 A B B AR AL 1R 9% MGA-DO 5 MGA-DO/S 45 Xt b o, A SCHE 1 = 348 2% S
e B 3t — 2D Mg ve SRV O SR AR R ARG L

5.4 ACIRRTE] ST
X 3t TRANEIRAE B 3 BRI ZS] (RIXT Casel #1447 30000 K iFAli v % Case2 4

731



ZEIRAE: PRI I 55 B R A B A T

0.45 210 990 F
—  MGA-DO o1 i} — MGA-DO — MGA-DO
0.40 ¢ - - - MGA-DO/S by - - - MGA-DO/S 900 | - - - MGA-DO/S
2 192 p\v
< £
< - N2 .
® 035 5 183} 810
5 £ 2
£ 0.30 © 1747} = 720}
= g 165 S
= L 5 L
5 025 Z 630 |
o~ 156 f
0.20 |
147 } 540 ¢
0.15 L L L L 138 . . . | 450
0 8000 16000 24000 32000 40000 0 8000 16000 24000 32000 40000 0 8000 1600024000 32000 40000
Evaluations elapsed Evaluations elapsed Evaluations elapsed

12 ZEJEE Case2 LEITHUEKEILZE

Figure 12 Evolutionary curves of different algorithms on Case2
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Figure 13 Evolutionary curves of different algorithms on Case3
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Table 3 Processing time of different algorithms

Processing time (s)

Algorithm
Casel Case2 Case3
MGA-DO 148.3 (4.877) 376.7 (7.779) 884 (10.364)
MGA-DO/S 155.6 (4.553) 391.9 (6.381) 921 (10.576)
E3-R 921 (10.576) 398.1 (6.593) 944.4 (9.724)
NSGA-II 198.3 (3.768) 451.5 (5.718) 1000.6 (8.973)

#* 4 &EX hypervolume {EXftE (& /&K /F19)

Table 4 Comparison of the hypervolumes obtained by different algorithms (min/max/mean)

Algorithm Casel Case2 Case3
MGA-DO 0.0575/0.0716,/0.0671 0.0454/0.0547/0.0511 0.0353/0.0467/0.0421
MGA-DO/S 0.0521/0.0672/0.0672 0.0429/0.0528/0.0484 0.0344/0.0458/0.0383
E3-R 0.0527/0.0666,/0.0573 0.0438/0.0531,/0.0492 0.0378/0.0441/0.0395
NSGA-II 0.0475/0.0647/0.0533 0.0427/0.0503/0.0461 0.0332/0.0436/0.0372

hypervolume {8 FJ B KAH + e/ ME A A
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Evolutionary deployment optimization for service-oriented
software in cloud
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Abstract This paper proposes a new deployment optimization method, to address the drawbacks of existing
deployment optimization methods, for optimizing the deployment architectures of service-oriented software in
cloud. Examples of these drawbacks are the lack of scalability of service instances and virtual machine instances,
and the inability to guarantee the solving quality. The method first constructs a deployment optimization model
with the goals of improving the running performance and reducing the operation cost of service-oriented software.
Next, a genetic-based algorithm MGA-DO is utilized for solving the model. The MGA-DO adopts a group-based
encoding scheme to encode the deployment architectures of service-oriented software and combines this scheme
with a group-based crossover operator to realize the scalability of service instances and virtual machine instances
in the optimization process. Moreover, the MGA-DO utilizes the existing knowledge of deployment optimization
to design five types of local search rules, to further improve the local search ability of the algorithm and accelerate
the convergence speed. Finally, a series of simulations show that, compared with the existing algorithms, the
MGA-DO algorithm performs better on solving the research problem.

Keywords cloud computing, service-oriented software, performance, cost, deployment optimization, genetic

algorithm
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