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Computing Power Services (CPS)5%& — 18 & & 4% VA 49 3& IR #% (Web Services).& k7 44
EHRA > FHRF BESELERGEHEL T HATAZKXGERL 4% Web Services
#n Business Process Execution Language(BPEL)#2 4t v [ % AL 55 & 38 35 Fn IR AZ 3 4] 5 22
By AR o R fLFAMA CPS S AERPBF M R EH R - & T 2 AL ey EH 2 at
HAELARAL P EROME - Bk RFFRAAEMBER R R 75 1£ CPS £ 4
B A BR A 5= B (Quality of Service)ay Bp BF & 543 3 A6 71 AR AT SRR AR 04 BT 2AE >
FEFEER  HEHETRGERT  THAEAAHETHELRD - ELAFRTY > 7
% XE R A AT BT E K ER R T 0 filter bank #3F o B AR R BATRAE 0 Ao kAR A A
EHEMBAL  ERRABEE L R REFFRMAKLE -

RE#E . Web Services ~ BPEL ~ B8 2 % - »#HXEE - RBE LY
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Web-Services Based Coordination Design for

Computing Power Services

Chen-Sheng Wang
Institute of Information Management National Chiao Tung University
Min-Jen Tsai

Institute of Information Management National Chiao Tung University

Abstract

Computing Power Services (CPS) is a lightweight, Web-services-based computation
sharing architecture. It can be implemented within the trusty enterprise network which
utilizes Web-services and Business Process Execution Language (BPEL) in order to
provide a visualized developing environment with workflow management capability.
However, the coordination mechanism of the computing resources is a key factor to have
the optimized results in a real-time distributed computing architecture like CPS. Therefore,
a fuzzy group decision-making module is proposed in this paper for CPS to provide
real-time computation coordination and quality of service. This module increases the
computing performance efficiently and shows stability in various environments. In this
research, the module has been applied to analyze the robustness of digital watermark by
filter bank selection. As the result of this study, the performance can be improved in the

aspect of speedup and stability.

Keywords: Web Services ~ Business Process Execution Language (BPEL) -~ Fuzzy Group
Decision-making ~ Distributed Computation ~ Quality of Service
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MEARAAKRNELZTARATHFIEIE F 0 B 3538 e 1R 409 £ 4 2 M (client/server)
T 45 3% B 4k 48 4% 3 5 (Grid Computing) &%, 7] £ 3E 3 (Peer-to-Peer;P2P) ¥ 4 44 i 18 48 3% 4
FARKERGEERATRR  BESRHAESUAELFHRANENCERZLA - =
AL EARAEEN Ly R XELBEXF  MAEEEAMO TN KK 7
ME AR Mo AR B PR 0GR 0 A gk 0 (Tsai et al. 2006)32 3 Computing Power Services
(CPS)Z2 4% » CPS 5 A R 7 4 ) 42 # (Service-Oriented Architecture; SOA) & B # » ] A
Web Services K48 & Fn B 34 X AZ 4 69 45 M Fo Business Process Execution Language
(BPEL)#y A A2 & FL AL 7 SR A ok P2P AR M - M A M AR AAZE I Loy 4 - CPS 4%
¥ aeE g EEFRE  WMAF CZM@A EHHEERRDERISEH EE
TRAG IR H Fo RS2 A F wEE T AN ES MmN - AL CPSuy B 6 £
Ay ARE RS EARREEE T AR EH RN AL M RE LETH
FHRGEFL T R BH CPS ESER - ik HAE L AR I EMEL R
b b S i DR

fe CPS wh33t P » A& TH G 5 ERT AR CPU SUTHFM R FUTTHE > B
o EFREAARMARIEGMME S THALEFAARETRAKRNASIITEL
TAEGY SRR o RRMAADSE R BEM T — AT @R E R RASR - BILA MR
KA S S Rk ik lde ¢ B 4 5 ¥ 7% (Analytic Hierarchy Process, AHP) (Saaty
1980) B2 — MM EM ST oM BES MHAW TR AEEN X Rz
B BT Y B B W ik o By (Kacprzyk 1986 ; Chiclana et al. 1998, 2001)4% & | i 42 41 22
3 04 B B% & % 42 /& (Resolution Process of GDM;RPGDM) » H % RPGDM 4 A #2#1 & &
R A A T A A By e R AR T H AR AR R AR AL 0 T R A A CPS 42
M A AT A Pk R B E L0947 L o BT KRB R iEHE RPGDM 77 ik R 1 3
EHEROGMEN -

AT N E  F = TRRIR 40 413 CPS 45 & RPGDM 75 A& » 5
ZH R HATH E R R AT B RPGDM #49 7 i% » /£ CPS 224 L 3T AE L T
ey B RE IR B A F R EP 58 L 64 filter bank EHF - RF R AFF R AR 0 FwE A
W B 4 Roe 12 RPGDM 77 ik B 64 2L Ak RAS T I 83t 547 » 5 & & B R 4K 3
WAMHH TR EER AR EHELAROBE FANRRAAROESR -

R KRR

HWARFROEAE»RAEL > B HAA ISR ERRERFEN AL
CPS Z# ¥ » ApAEL A REIN I T E TG T BRAGHKH /K
EH - CPS B A EMBR AR E = FMEFTEANE -
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BAT £ &ag 5% XEH A P2P fo Grid Computing » P2P Computing & i% % %
EREOTHAR EREL RN > AAFRARSHELM AR SBEL T
- EHE IR E-EETKENTR  THERETRENEREE FRARSKE -
Grid Computing R & % — & » CHEMETHAS PR T EHERL —EE—E
#& N AR 4 A (Carlos et al. 2004) = AT T g {8 A & [& %] P2P Computing #= Grid
Computing #4 £ £ :

LEREEFXTH

Grid Computing 4§ ¥R EHEZ — BT HR REHABGETRMA - KA -
Boy kg AR AR - RSB RNET R T EBITRE - LARFERAGEMS - &
P2P Computing #9 & R Z Sy B 40 ok, > 2o k8% ~ £ 45~ 544> ® 7 > B L& P2P Computing
2 #x & 48 87 Grid computing 2 B A M -

25401 ETH

Grid Computing #4 B2 & T R LM B E S > R FRAMHALEL - 2
AP M RAETFE LB R— 8 T EROBETN - ATRARAHK
09~ AR R E 6 F R FE 0 B 341 Grid Computing 84 & 85 — A2 #7T & AL &
g B 2 o

# P2P Computing £ £ 41k X $ R LB EATH » EHEEERZEKR - B8
XEHBZHMY AR LR AT ORBAEM AL EXRNFEETHKE R -Grid
computing —fZ B AR SREBRBERW IR AL - BLEAFRBUERREE > £+
Mg EE BB Y o MR H > —fx % ¥ P2P Computing &4 5% 33818 A E A » P vA #h 85 ¥
B 4,1t Grid computing %

3TEAETE

Grid computing # /R K 5 4R ¥ £ 0% - —RIKMET - 2B &M - WL
TMEE S o ffe P2P Computing W #i Bb 64 v A Fm 8 B P85 PR R > SRR S ML B 0 ERE o

dRRIEERN

Grid Computing & 3 % #AZ# % A& % > #]4» GridAnt » GSFL » Pegasus + Karajan
GFMS(Zhang et al. 2004 ; Pichet et al. 2005) - X & 4~ #9 Grid Computing % % 2 #) 7
ORI AR A T A G ERAG  BAAEN EAWARET  EAT A
ik 8 B AL 5] B AT 48 B RAZ 5 B 69 5 0L - 4] de GridAnt o Karajan #R 3% ] Apache
Ant 5] %€ 5 - {a @ 2 & ik ¥ 5] Z 38 4R 4F 14 (Interoperability) - B & - (Pichet et al. 2005)
B — A8 4R ) B AR SR AT Grid ey iR AZ4E B A Ay 2 365 by L@ AR Je BPEL 69 A
# 3]/ 7 F) Grid Computing 4 % ¥ 7424448 Z /& M) + £ 5 P2P Computing t 7 i 25 &
Mk > Ak BAf A b3 SRR E GRS -
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— - CPS %48

CPS & — AR L ARG EL RN ZTEM - TR ST RBRA LY
5] F & 7 7L 2001 oy Intel~ 2 K 5 32 B B K& £ #F %8 & £ @ F» United Devices, Inc.
HFBLE 09 BR R IR o T 093 £ b3t £ £ 2005 SR HR 5 300 ¥ S B AT
Ao Rt EA AN B T E  AEMRFRA (Loo 2003) © & i -
(Tsai et al. 2006)5#§ CPS 2 HEE R A S E N T2 o0 H3E > 30 A 4858 IR 75 34048 &
B A XAR ey 45 4 & BPEL 09 RAAZ B ILAL /1 > 1£/F CPS se Atk R MRk 7 £ -
(—) BEBEE

W # Web Services £ AR & & Teyey 22tk Hubfe CPS ZM Y EHLFLF R
TREHEHRRMLSRBF  RARBEFRNERE LT FRRA o REAK -
AR AR A R AR AT L T2 SRR A
NER HER2E-—MBRALKXARE  FLHEBRFETHRE  SHEEY
ASEMER R BRI FHOGERFTHRE DR Y - Bt KFFRHFAEZEF
“A Thin Client 89 &R 5B E L AT TR —MAH FALX R FEET - o R R SOA
RBh ey 35 F24E CPU M EoF M 6y & o AR B K& EHF KE AR a4
HANAEMASBEELFREOFTR CPSEMELZ R —EHALREMLRGF
Ko AR A E ok AT TAE RE K o ARYE(Tsai et al. 2000) » = 1A # /& SOA A & Ff
aEWITAET

1.3% 38 3% (Coordinator)

HAFEAANAEF = FAC S ERNARLTATHE TR AL
HEERGOHREE  TNFRELERER B ERMmAE L - EH K0 LA LB A
H AR R G A A TAE o WA R @R E F 0 484 69 (round robin) R IE F Kie F
KEOEi@ s ERLE - 2% EHAFATRERLREBELIHE HAFXRAE
Wb o B WHAF LIS — e log RIRFEZ AT LA o £ %M@ CPS 4
T84, SOA #y UDDI 4 & - i » UDDI € R A RI#yE R MBRXAEL EE L 510
UDDI’ % %18 UDDI{¢ Rl b5 125 B4 23 — KM AR KRR B AT
CPS & 2 M /2 — 18 40 8k ) 3R 69 15 FR 48 96> P 2A R ) — B4 38 H A T A i Rt R eg & K-

2.3 B F K & (Computing Power Requester)

FERFARIEA TERL KA BPEL R B MEL AL RAFTRERMAH
B 2 E5CHER @B CORKRIMELRCHELGELS  AHHATTRE
B it B R R AAZ G AT o B8 TR & BPEL 5] %3 4F > R K — AR FEBIR
BT IEREK -

3.3 & # (Computing Unit)

EHEEEBRB T L ETELTNAE - F@E L2 T ¢4 CPUME
HEAAMBAZREA AN IEER - FHAFDET LKL Oa0E  EHneEB
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FERFERPTRREBRRFRE REFHL B R ERFRFINPTIERIAE - 3T K
IR EMEZBERALET TRECHRALE R, BELEFE—ABRLEST -
(Z) Theedft

(Tsai et al. 2006).% 1 %18 CPS AR B L > R RILEC T L ER - 57 5E
5 #% /1 » £ & (Power Sharing Layer) + # 3 & (Communication Layer) - # #5 23T &
(Contract Layer) » % 3L & (Discovery Layer) & 4% fl % J& (User Layer) o L 24T 44 8 1.

1LEFRATZR

¥ 3] 49 38 IR R M b 09 &5 L B (Description Layer) « £ % Rl F K Hx o EH H
Z M Z ey AR Ry K o

RGN -

TR R EA TR > %A SOAP #HE »
3G FETR

RAE LM FERFHE— B - CPS MMM FHBEMERYFZT > £
XML T & 2 # X AF -

ABBRE

ERREZRZHWHAFIIT  PAELSFRELE > B SOA + UDDI &y A & -

54 RER

ERAER AR EGREBMAGAEEAONE - > 55 KEMELs R @I -
FEHEFE o EEH A B ERAFRENNE 0 FRERA AL BPEL TRARZSL £
B TAEBAEAL AR BPEL 5| ¥ REFFEHERAZ > BET —ERAEIL
HkATERARIEERD IR -

WA CPS ZHEBE  ARFEASAAABZNMENTIEER > A HER
NETEL T ARt S AR 03B 80 B 0 AR 5% 38 A6 592 G w9 OB F 12
A o i B AU BE T BE B A N R B B o 3 sk 4 B % P2P Computing #4 4% & - 4% CPS
ZEAE A P2P A L A AT R R A - 12 4 Mk P2P AT ML BORAEE I E oY B
7 > CPS #]| A BPEL ¢4 AA2 5 B A8 /7 - 3% A A4 BPEL 424 B #5649 BPEL B #1L%
FE B FRELFEFZHETRAL BEEANARZTELNETRRES N
MItEpmb X FRARERAELRAGB -

L
=
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RAFALELCERZER Y —AAMERERGHFRAR > BAA MERMBAAH 5%
B iR 0 e 0 B B 5 7 % (Analytic Hierarchy Process ; AHP) (Saaty 1980) » & & —
M T g ALES AN EZRAANGAREN A REMREG R Lo
¥ 77 ik ot s (Kacprzyk 1986 ; Chiclana et al. 1998, 2001)3% s #] JF) B2 41 32 34 04 B B2 ik R
#2 (Resolution Process of GDM;RPGDM) @ R M Rk T Kl fe ¥ B R E T &
oo 3R FAEH % B (Fuzzy Majority) sk ik € sk £ 7 F o SAE IR R AEE B AR
il &R R4 CPS BB EHRAFEA L P ILREBHELhi7E > AEREHE
AR S R R EEAE L GTH AR - PTARST £iZ4F RPGDM 7 ik ik
CEEFEENAARETRELBARPIUTEL TG R AT

Z& (Chiclana et al. 1998) ¥ 3 RPGDM 42 # 3% 2 £ ( The transformation phase ) »
% ¥k By (The aggregation phase ) & 4% % %2 ( The exploitation phase) = B £ -

i fe 43 RPGDM ey @22 A7 » AR K AR - Bx AL —BFZHMRGE
& A={a,ay,.a,},n>2 > RBARGERES E={e,er,ne,},m22 » FHREELAF
PEHEMETENRTER  RERBEIERTFREN LR T FIERAREFTZE - &
TR Z B R A BT MR AR L -

(—) BEREEES ( The transformation phase )

WA LRHMHAPATRAARATENEFERL CRLRMBFFEE WALTER
0y EAFAZ R TR 0 BT AL B RO R Rl 8 EAF AR R R T ik R — e Row ik o
VAR & K E M ey 3k -

#& 4% (Chiclana et al. 1998, 2001) #F % » ¥ RAFE EFAZEF » Bar A Witk
TFH R 2 BlE BT HER (Preference ordering among alternatives ) ~ A& #1148 4% B 1%
(Fuzzy preference relation ) » % #E B & 4F B 14 ( Multiplicative preference relation ) » &
B % ¥ (Utility function) »

2% RPGDM #k F %% #1185 45 Bl 1% (Fuzzy preference relation) R 47 442 oy &
o R ERABM =AM FERTEFARE L AR BTHGEERTFE -
BB IT AR THRE RS Pijk,lé Lj<n I<k<m > EHiEH R RXmzs > HEak
e & a; t942 % © (Chiclana, 1998; Chiclana, 2001) #F %32 3o F e N X -

1.3k BFHE /R BB BT HAAOARX
k k
1 0; —0;
o =5(1+fn—_l) (1)
Ad ot kThe RRAFTERLGYATHEGQRGHR -

2.4 3% % B AR 4T B A% 2 B0 R 4T B4R A X

1
ph =-5<1+log9a§> (2)

fba hrhe PREFEESY  AWELESL 19 BT FEaHFEa,
1 &F tb A o
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3.3 KB AHRMBIT AR AKX
k_ (“f)z
Ty )y
Abu kThe, SREFEELTLTFH Fath2 A SHRM -
(=) =%[E; (The aggregation phase)

EHBPTH E RGBT FRLEMRBITHARZE - LS B oy £ BT —EER
45 B 1% Py, 1< i, j < n - RPGDM 1 i £ #13& & & 7 (fuzzy quantifiers) &k =8 #1 % ¥
(Fuzzy majority)#. 4 » 3t B A 3k 5 /w4 F 35 (Ordered Weighted Average; OWA)E 5 T &
AR T A MAITE] Py o

SHAMASARG LT R EBBREPTE FRARGITEAM - Ri £ 8EH 5 &
b AE M S kA 0 & E R AE S B 1L i B (linguistically quantified
propositions) &4 4% # ¥ & 3L £ sk 3 F (Zadeh 1983 ; Kacprzyk 1986) -

A mAETHER T AW (Yager 1988)4R oy — B & HLEH T > # M & H 757
RO REALM N A RN R REL TAT A A E A M o AR HEF w3

3)

EF 2 AMFRRE— AR = (0, won w,ow, € (01,0 w, =1 0 2

i=1
B RAG AR R T EAPE A GBIBIT MR ES (P, Py, P %k Py o
— 8 om R HBEFREWMETHELTFABALSRBEEET A Q A K

@Vdﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁgyﬂm’£¢h%%£%%%%%é9ﬁﬂﬁwﬂﬁ¢%%k

REJ{E °

el R A A & F AL R HE R e T35 E H T aF ey B4k 0 A (Yager 1993)F » 3%
& A — 18 &, 4 3F 3k 3% o 7] X 32 & & %9 (Non-decreasing proportional quantifier) Q &4 1% 5
T T

' ' EO r<a
w =00 izt b 0 ==L a<r<babreo]].
n n Db—a
o1 r>b
fBlde » de R4E R T S # BMEZEFNFLE [a,b]=[0.3,0.8] - B 1A% E 4
" 0.2 1 10
W BB B L 00,2, —, —1] .
w AE E%KE =) IOE

(=) FEEEY (The exploitation phase )

F i A& P RPGDM 14 A 18 #2 81 3F tb (Fuzzy ranking) 7% /% » Quantifier Guided
Non-Dominance Degree (QGNDD) #» Quantifier Guided Dominance Degree (QGDD) 2k
R T RO RIER 0 QGNDD &k w — 187 £ 7 th 7y R ey % Bopr R ey A2 B
(Dominance degree) ° 3 QGDD 8| & % = — 18 7 L4k e 4k 77 R ey Bi# % R 48] 04
A2 )E o ¥ a4y QGNDD Al A T 7 A X3+ 1 OGNDD=Fy (1-max{P;"- P;* ,0},
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J=ln, j#i) o ZAEA a8 QGDD » K AIH A F 7 AKX HE : OGDD=Fy (P,
J=1n, j#i) e
FihE mEREARE  EERPSE A TR EEF T EOELBR
1. 4o % % % UND(Unfuzzy Non-Dominance) 7% (i.e. QGNDD(q,)%# 1)+ 4 /A
QGDD Ff & 4 th HE - VASE 15 7 FAR A ©
2. 58] > 48 QGNDD R 3k F- 4 13 77 Z B R -

5~ HAEFEERA

F CPS Ak - S % KAk QI E I AR & KA 200 904 5% 0 B 8BS
CEHPELFREREMRALE BRI Tt o mTFL EM e EL
WATE - B AT RAER K F 0w €A AB a3k A RPGDM % gk “i23%
FHAARAETRGEL B RIUTEL TR A B RERMAE ALA
AREFTEEEGMERES - GAEFTWHAB A B o) AR B RAERAGEL S » BT
AT EREVT GO ARREFTTRGEELRNGELR  nERELANTREE
4 TCPU # g ~FTCPUMEME  fo TaRBMEAE > GRS HEARETVERFN
TR RSEAF M - — AR BA LR ZARESHANEL R LR NEL A
BRGPATIFR o Ry - CPS RMAFZ AT HEE L EFEMHGHERT - A 2E
R E B RPUTERREL A 9 EL > BB A RS RMAEL %
TARE G ARG PATIFH > B SEE R TP IITHFM LGP EEL
SHIAF TAE R E O AM - PTARR T ATREIG = AL R U &40 T TP AT
EHOLESRESY - GO LT TR A AT HEAES I RES OGN
NG HH e T BT A&

% R%E 4 E={CPU %)%, CPU %A £, LGB A £, TAE-F34 AT}

FEESA={ TR TIREETR T GEL ).

L TRFERESF EE L0 5 Ry RATBALAJE A £ RPGDM L » K RIE K
CPS & i 3% 0942 X » 48 38 S 30 T (1o 55 5 48) A XML R & X w3 & B 5 ap 0y R
FHEAL - b XML ALK B 2 FfF -
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B XMLA LS kAT @ EL TR A S EMELZHELGDR TRy k
T ARt o s CPS R ALE B MEME » 47 2ESE L H A A L m R
WP EAERISZRMBEARPENRER AL EL T RAMOEAf — 21
MEWRE - X AELRI»FR L EHMHAR A MANELE KEH 0 £
4% i /7 RPGDM #9314k » @ " Generate QoS | MM m AE H Zs% - pEE H e w
BEHOEETREME - TEEHY XMLIREL T EA AN EBE - B 3 il A
WAEL AR 0y CPS ZAEY AR M B5 @ oM R R AP RAT T ER
WA 48 M T o

R REL ARG RITRAMAE - E L WAL AN 1450 RPGDM ik 5 75 ik Rk
PR EEL I ETNSR c RARALRR  EEWARACE AT RBHF > R &
EHB THERE - — LRk TAEPATR B E w2 & THT B o THEPIT R
3 » RPGDM A & 4 i #1 69 TAF o ik 46 38 3 BT -

AEFFRATIREAA RO - EF WA AR & TS e & F sy AF
QBAAREERBAAN AR AEFETRBANNGBGHERFER - ey 0
EH AR F RPGDM ey E ko Akl » % R Z A - ABrkieg - A
AE RIS XA(FZATHFFNARITIHFERSEREMBITFNAZ - £
RPGDM &y g 2 Fr b o e A MR EERITHMGZHEL » SHRBORBERALRD
TAER S IREF » @ RIERUT & E 5% 00 F 4 TAESUTIFR 0 BT A H — R AR B AR
BEE o EHE WA AN ES CPU & E ~ CPU &8 et 155245 A £ a9 B 816 4F M
1% FR =B TR B 6 K () A BT R AR AT B AR o AT AT AR 69 OWA EH T84
HEE G2 R A B — 35 &% (Identity qualifier) - B sFE 2 &[1/3, 1/3, 1/3] » &7 CPU
A~ CPU {8 Ao in 18884 A £ = F b & — 50 o sl & /£ 2 R T T4k (subtask) #u 47
TR A EB T TAEFITRIG T RTE » st CPU @& ~ CPU & A g5
18 & = e F T AR (subtask) FUTBF Ml ey AB B 1R 3 - B RBER R - B R R ERBITH
GO ERE P  ERE —RITFRORERITHAA I FE TAEHATHEHR > BT —K
FREBITHAAOERL  AARKOEERITHGZ  F_RELSBIFHFHEL
Bt AREZE—FEEZFAMMN OWAEL THEGEARSL[1/2, 1/2] - FRFH&
0 AR AR K > EAR TP 0 A1 QGNDD Fe QGDD oy A8 8L #13F Ho ik 4R &
o MR RZBFRN R EESEL S AR R TERE  BAIITHR
BB Z 0B A o @ A 1K e9 QGNDD s QGDD # 14 + AT IR KA #F RR#E A R AL HY
QGNDD s, QGDD # 18 ¢4 3 3 3% $h 47 — 18 F T4k - o A& sy Purey F e %
F - AlRE IR 4 69 QGNDD s QGDD #t{f % 3 /& QGNDD 3% QGDD #t 14 14 £ % &
RETARRE -
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TR ERERSN

— - BERARRIRR

% TR CPS A &6y LAt + A B %848 A A B #0) ok 38 4 (Discrete Wavelet
Transform , DWT) % Sk # 84 1% /K Ep 38 % (Tsai 2004) 1 4738 X 3048 » o)s ok 23 04 Jo 38 T
F R I8 35 AR B IE A bR B R S R EIR R B X F 0 4 RIS JE 35 (Analysis filters)
R B B A 35 F 09 KSR SR A B IR IR M & R I8 Ik 23 (Synthesis filters) 8] ] i 4
SAMIE A S HAAIEAR RS R o BT A ABERC e A KMz R EE OS2
(Decomposition)- # A (Embedding)- 3& /& (Reconstruction)- 1§ 4] (Detection) vg /8 42 5 (Cox
etal. 1997 ; Wang et al. 2002) » X & 1% ) vA A48 4R M (Correlation) 43t % A2 64 48 0 F
¥ (Similarity function)i% i@ vt # JR 46 1% KR EP Aok U BB IFREP O H > RBEABALE
B IRAEARIE - AR BBR F R BRI M T A A AL BT
BFORG « B 4 2R A RO R %R o A Lena FR 00 5] - F AR LHRBKANLEHIR O
R o WA E L DWT FRPELFHEEME > RUEEREHELAE A4
XEHRESATY > REFRAGOBEABZREA > BBRES A CPS BMTEA4T -

1 113

4 {5 DWT 53 Lena R {5 AL

TR BRI AT 76177 M8 K 5 R IF R » B F BiAg SR ey E R
B o B LT 4w T6177 M8k 5 R T TAE & R i 41 0 B T — 18T HRALH &
EHARME TAF > RS A BPEL %3t E B ARG EL R - AFTR T 76177 iR % %
RO 100188 —meh F TV » FFOAKH 762 M FTAEE BEL - 548 F T/Eeh N
B RIAE R R 698k B 0 ¥ A KRB By raw 4504 & JPEG 2000 4 [ 4% A% & ik
Ep o b ST ok ¥R e A B AR B -



174 SENEREBR F+=% =FH

F & CPS 2% A RFATAH AL AR AR 24 E K2R AREIETR
B B RS BITEE LR AN BASIEELELS Wk 1 FFT - FTHBEHRY
HFRESEEHELEL R MANETRAEFREL SR T RIEEY — M -

&1 BERPFAMAR S BEE&imIIE

I o CPU ik /% (GHz) 1% (MB)
A P4-2.4 1024
B P4-3.2 512
C P3-1.0 256
D P4-3.2 512
E P3-0.67 384

- RE—

K B 09 B 69 72 gk CPS 22 AR 8 A 4k A AL 4T 64 1 A % 41 (CPS w/o Coordination)
1% JA 4= (Tsai et al. 2006) &4 1 78 #% %] (CPS w/ Coordination) ~ 4 f B = # ¥[1/3,1/3,1/3]
49 RPGDM 3 38 # %] (CPS w/ Fuzzy Coordination)#» RPGDM 4% Jf| & & 4 & % vg 48 4% 4]
Ty A 0 SR R 2R o T R EME S A T B 6y B 5k AR R
FRANCAEL T - ERAREEA R ETHECAFTRAM A EEA -

BB KA 50 48~ 100 48 ~ 200 2840 300 40F TAEEATHIR » A TR LB =

/;\I[X—Fi’j MR E B4 Rdek 3 7w o &£ CPS w/o Coordination » CPS w/ Coordination »
CPS w/ Fuzzy Coordination([E & # £[1/3,1/3,1/3])#= CPS w/ Fuzzy Coordination(#; & #
F)WAEFRT ®%3%%%ﬁﬂ’w%%1¢%ﬁm&%ﬁﬁﬁ XL 10A
F700 A K% - ZFUAE S RE > KB ERR Lo T Eeys £1K 5 & CPS w/ Fuzzy
Coordination(#y f& 4% &) - CPS w/ Fuzzy Coordination(E & 4 %£[1/3,1/3,1/3]) + CPS w/
Coordination * 3% # % CPS w/o Coordination » 42 & VA EFF & » #sk 8 & 18 s R E
ARG T - A AR AL E A R EL T RFMA X% 28R A L
& 4] 89 15 L+ CPS w/ Fuzzy Coordination(#y fE#E &) s 69 & 3, -

Z< 2 : CPS w/o Coordination - CPS w/ Coordination 1 CPS w/ Fuzzy Coordination
FRARMER °

CPS w/o CPS w/ CPS w/
Coordination Coordination Fuzzy Coordination

EEE S FREF Tﬁu EEEERET ’iJu)\ EEH oy ZERHMEF 0 le X RPGDM
NAEATIE B W AR A | R E AW RARR o & EE W ARE L;;'%‘/T»%Lj.%fﬁﬂﬁ
@ﬁﬁ%&mﬂm#@%ﬁﬁ%%%%lﬁﬁéﬁé# EOESEES C By Rk
T T £ (subtask) lﬁmﬂﬁ%$%I%ﬁwﬁwlﬁ%%’%%%%%%ﬁmﬂi
RIEFE R RERR T R E) @R TFTREERGEREETETTR -

— {8 F T ﬁéﬁwlw Ik &5
EH %
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< 3 1 CPS w/o Coordination - CPS w/ Coordination #1 CPS w/ Fuzzy Coordination g9
THEEAFERERIRSHER T F)

TAEF3
= kB B CPS w/ CPS w/
m(sec) CPS w/o CPS w/ Fuzzy Fuzzy
Tasks ¥ B Coordination | Coordination | Coordination | Coordination
weEE [1/3,1/3,13] | [% A &]
(4)
50 1752.3 1770 1624.3 1589
100 3108 3052 3151.3 3142
200 6302.3 6158.3 6299 6085.7
300 9635.3 9162 9015 8898.3
CP3 W/O Coordination ve. CPS W/ Coordination vs. CPS W/ Fuzzy Coordination
12000 T T T T
edees CPS WO Coordination :
CPS WY Coordination
CPS W/ Fuzzy Coordination (Weight: 0.33, 0.33, 0.33) H
10000 - —&— CPS W/ Fuzzy E}nnrdinamn (Dynamic Wfa\ght) 77J77L17

3000

G000

Times(sec)

4000

2000

|
100

| |
150 200
Number of Tasks

|
250

|
300

5 : CPS #17/\Vk 8RB K 23 {4 B AVHEE HAF (50 ~ 100 ~ 200 0 300 #H)

it

A Y

B

BB — 69 B 692 £ b CPS w/o Coordination ~ CPS w/ Coordination + CPS w/
Fuzzy Coordination( 8 & 4 € [1/3,1/3,1/3 140 [y i 4 & ) va A& 4 4] 48 B T o938 B g o2
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FREGEFESMATRGEN BT RECGEL S RE T TEZ 5 0 EAMEM 7 X
#47 SuperPi #k5¥ - ?ﬁ?ﬂ,%@ﬁ'ﬂ I AE TR A M 69 @ AL o SuperPi & — B85 £ H B
ROy p  THRTHAB N RBROEE  FEH AT LA REN CPUER lk
FEAEARRZ KA TR - SARMeY B BB EN B APITEF T

W SR M o AT =) SRR T o B A RFTF RS B an A R R R E R lﬁ%’
RFOEWATHIETRTHMA LT E KM EeTHRER L F’ﬁﬁiﬁlﬁ%’\ ¥
REWZE  HBARATSDERAINET > FMEFTR -

BB = » B vA 50 éﬂ. 100 41 ~ 200 #afe 300 40 -F TAE EATH R » A F 5% &BAT
ZRBTFHEM BERm&ERwEK 4 B - £ CPS w/o Coordination + CPS w/
Coordination + CPS w/ Fuzzy Coordination( ] & # % [1/3,1/3,1/3])#= CPS w/ Fuzzy
Coordination(#y & )W AT R T > B R 4B BERR  wHEY T T REFHE
RARE > ABE AR E SO F] 2000 AR F o FAE 6 R F 0 KRB ERR - AR
CPS w/ Coordination #2 CPS w/ Fuzzy Coordination( [ & 4 & [1/3,1/3,1/3]) % ¥ 84 B Bx &
YEIEF vt o 12 T A E 3, CPS w/ Fuzzy Coordination($y & # &) £ & 4150 £ » At
Fft = AN UK BAF 0 PR OAFR ) RPGDM #3844 - TAAH 25| TR RET -
fRA B AL TAE TR AFH o

#< 4 1 CPS w/o Coordination - CPS w/ Coordination #1 CPS w/ Fuzzy Coordination g9
TEEmAER(ER B TT SuperPi)

T
2k B CPS w/ CPS w/
>~ sem) CPS w/o CPS w/ Fuzzy Fuzzy
Tasks # 8 sec Coordination | Coordination | Coordination |Coordination
SRS LT [1/3,1/3,1/3] | [# feHE &]
(#2)
50 2127 2031.7 2043 1994.7
100 4379.3 4192.3 4170 3985
200 8237.7 7853.3 7937.7 7559.3

300 13420 11872.7 11783.3 11257.3
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CPS WO Coordination ws. CPS W/ Coordination vs. CPS W/ Fuzzy Coordination
15000 T T T T T
e CPS WO Coordination : :
CPS W/ Coordination
CPS W/ Fuzzy Coordination (Weight: 0.33, 0.33, 0.33)
—6— CPS W/ Fuzzy Coordination {Dynamic YWeight)

10000

Times(sec)

5000

i I i i i
a0 100 150 200 250 300
Number of Tasks

6 : CPS ME1T/JVR MR =3 4 E AR E EAFRA (50 ~ 100 ~ 200 F0 300 #8)

EE=
B =6y B 8y £ 4% CPS w/o Coordination~ CPS w/ Coordination #= CPS w/ Fuzzy
Coordination =4 # ] 18 5] 4% /A bF » B8 H )R8 39 TAE ey 43 T A2 L - sLiEHR 300 &
FIEEBITS RER > MAEZEMATROTE  MTHAELREREE T/
g o G ARE M 89 7 X AT SuperPi 388 0 B RBEHBAE A E R EFHERERKOEIRLT
BR AR BE R B - T DA R R e AL o B4 0 BB AE CPS w/ Fuzzy
Coordination ##|4& F B » W ANE LB AN EL S > ABEZHEHBIEITE
B SR T A i B 24 £[1/3,1/3,1/3]=2 4k » 5 304k A B £ 4 £[0.4,0.5,0.1]F2 & #& 3R
A E o B -

] 2 #E #£[0.4,0.5,0.11% 4] ) i X 64 B 5308k A4 & CPU & ) R et B 8245 F £
WA G R AHBER(FEHRTFRGFZHAH  ARETR %%J‘J’F
PATHER > B M CPUL A R g RN FRHERARL L ORE - Kot RA A
Minitab %% d’ﬁz BE T4 K é’JE‘% WG R KiFmiE a4 X4 Cl=10.3+0.648 C2
+0.795C3 > 9 C1, C2, C3 R AT TAEHATH M » CPU £ A & A e et A &
i #] € A% ¥ (R-Squared) K 43 z% 57% » dst & CPU 4 A £ sg 858 4k A & T i #F
57%(# 3 60%) 8 T TAEHATH M S B HH -
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sesh o B CPU iR & & % # - &k 4k 48 M 473t 5 - 1238 T4 9k % 4k#8 CPU
WE o PTAME R CPU k% M AER T 69 40%% % » F v b Minitab 3+ 5 th CPU 4% %
Ao LGB AR B F H AT TAEPAT R R e A8 B AR B 31 % 0.711 & 0.235 0 4R K # rfil#
HEHA[0.5 011 ik » CPU &  CPU (b M ZAn e jE B (b 7 R oy M E 2 5
[0.4,0.5,0. 1] /7 % % -

EAME TS RAE - A E — A F AR A A A A] T AR AR AR
WERTSREITRERE -

FRERWR S HF 0 RS HIRAGRTRATHA TG EL ARS8
HAEHRE 7> B 7 TAK H CPS w/ Fuzzy Coordination &£ < Rl &4 B F » T4k
7 A% ] £ 18 % 34 't CPS w/o Coordination 2%, CPS w/ Coordination 8§ T 52 &%, i ]
EZRWED  BTEERRERLEBZE - GIT A > kA Fuzzy EH G AREELRE
TS IE 4R R BE 0 ARG L S M A A T a9 KB AE -

sboh o @B 7 4T A K & CPS w/ Fuzzy Coordination ##] - 4o £ 4% F R IE B 5 &
%Eﬁ—f iﬁaﬁ%'&fﬁ-ﬁﬁ’ﬁ“ é@ E#§§[04,05,01] ’ &iﬁ”&ﬂ%ﬁ‘gﬁﬁﬁﬁ&.ﬁ%]‘ﬁﬂ%q’g#}%?
Bt sk AT OO HE E B AR - B4R 0948 L3 E 5 CPS w/ Fuzzy Coordination(
EHEE[1/3,1/3,1/3]) > duih A RARIEIE Hop 2 AT 091 H e sh PR oo M Eoe 4 HEMEAS
RAA AN B 8 R TG A o LA 5B 20 KERLER LR
it —F HE CPS w/ Fuzzy Coordination /v E# T8 A EME] > TEZRH EURHFE Y
w AR

# 5 : CPS w/o Coordination + CPS w/ Coordination 1 CPS w/ Fuzzy Coordination Ay

300 #A T ESERkAE R
%ﬁiﬂ%f’aﬂ T X
(sec)| 1 2 3 4 5 %;;;i’*“
#% ] "
CPS w/o 19102 [ 11731 | 11712 | 14177 [ 11424 | .00,
Coordination | (5472.8) |(-1898.2)|(-1917.2)| (547.8) [(-2205.2) :
CPS w/ 12132 [ 11393 [ 13288 [ 11824 | 11549 [ 0.,

Coordination | (94.8) | (-644.2) | (1250.8) | (-213.2) | (-488.2)

ggrgfxg 12209 | 12585 | 12247 | 11387 | 11716 | 5000
a1 | (1802) | (5562) | (218.2) | (-641.8) | (-312.8)

CPS w/Fuzzy

11799 12227 11388 11956 12152

Coordination 11904.4
[0.4.0.5.0.1] (-105.4) | (322.6) | (-516.4) | (51.6) (247.6)

CPS w/Fuzzy

Coordination 11753 11924 11704 11692 11871 11788.8

(35.8) | (135.2) | (-84.8) | (-96.8) | (82.2)

(%) A ]
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«10% CPS W/O Coordination vs. CPS W/ Coardination vs. CPS W/ Fuzzy Coordination
I I I
2.2 (o e CPS WO Caardination B R LR R R B
CPS W Coordination : :
CPS W/ Fuzzy Coordination (WMeight: 0.33, 0.33, 0.33)
CPS YW/ Fuzzy Coordination (Weight: 0.4 0.5 ,0.1)
L === PS5 W/ Fuzzy Coordination (Dynamic Weight)

49102

Times(sec)

, i i i i i
a 1 2 3 4 5 5
# of Experiments

7 RIEHEHIENTT 5 1 300 A EERAER

w10 CPS W/O Coordination vs. CPS WY Coordination vs. CPS W/ Fuzzy Coordination
2.2 T T T T \ T T T T T T T \ T T T T T

----- 4+ CPS WW/0 Coordination ' ; : | : : : : : ;
CPS W/ Coordination
i P34/ Fuzzy Coordination(Dynamic Weight)

+
i

Times(sec)

1 i i I i i I i i i i i i i I i i i i i I

o 1 2 3 4 4 B 7 g 9 m N 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 18 20 21
# of Experiments

8 : CPS w/o Coordination - CPS w/ Coordination 1 CPS w/ Fuzzy Coordination
(ENRE#EE) 300 #H 20 X EERMER
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{ﬁ‘ d-A

— - ARG B RigHIEE

w7» RPGDM 7 ik £ B R R R #HHZ LMy S R E L @M% - RERIKER
AR E R Mk T B LR A m B R R AT 0 18 5 B MR FRIE B R
FEBRIRRZBEETEOREEL RE S FMH R ma(n-1)~ mn(n-1) R n(n-1)R > VA time
complexity & =4 & O(mn’) » A RFRG FT ERLEZLTHAGEL » B EEL
AR S0 0 W AE A AT E e R SEAR A o do RAE % CPU 47 Bk & 2.0GHz H bk #5 1&
B BT % e i M 2 8 clock time » Al — B L EE o985 M 4% Ins > FbEEF e R
# 10° & 8F - 2] RPGDM 75 ik 48 £ B B B B 49+ 40 £ 45 b iF 48 #5051 5 B 5 Pt
BRI REN  BET AR -—ELRPITFHHE BOURBEER - AmisH
J& CPS Rk B —AABNREHEABRE  EERBRBALREBTEALL  BIPTA
AEEH A4S T AEH] 0 B AR AT R RN B AR HA AT
TR TR ME e R AR R MRS e o JEZA T AR HAAFRA -

~ ih Bl % 1) 3 i ) 2

At A XML # X @REF R BRSFEINE Ko LT AREL W
M AR B RO AR YE i&%ﬁ%fﬁ%’?%%@%i&ﬁﬁ%z 2AE ? LA ET )R

A % B W % & R AR 3

HAGERE  WARAFERMENERSETF A CPU % » CPU 4 F et
RHERNE  PABERA ZLHOZRTE > BhIUTERZ—EREMARNGIES
W AT B R 09 S B E lﬁ?%éaéﬁ%%lﬁi’»ﬁﬁééﬁﬁ*kﬂ%ﬁ AR E R WmECIER G
ReGFE4 RELRBEHAEREL A ZA G @ ERRBELRK -

EA LW EATE l**fﬁé] XML 3R & (Je 8 2) K N85 256 famta k4 » HTE
B D2OMEE R AR EERA RS EEIATL - 2o Ry FRFHFIITH T4
TREHRXENELLRY  SHEEFIAFNALREN S ZADEEL R s
R AFTERT KRB RBEL RO EITHER - R RF RO HARP T EL
WM ERLZELE RO T IHEITFINCEN > T THIT  EEBFWwRIAFREESR
SHERAEARLGIR AHGFEELRRI ARSI B TR EA LR ELERE
Te AL ABHEERAEEY XML RAAAEPEN  KAMTHSALFARLE
QYR E - RAFR IR GFHEEETN -
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= EEHERNENESR

S RHF R PTE R 49 RPGDM 77 ik R AR HE 5 Ao T 39 18 5 F(OWA) 2k 5 %
EERHFTENREARE  AAZTRAB L LRI LT OB R &S H LR
HUREAERXFE > WU RPGDM F A4 AL AR TEZERFTEL T AEeHRES
FHBFEEARE KAMEAFRAIRZIZRLELROERSE - IATRZL
T AEEBANE - B THER(ERSR) M A8 HAE & T o R bl A2
BtE  BROERSHROEETAL 9P EREARTUVE -

' &

ARHE FE 3 oA B T 3 B R BE 0y B RS R R AZ B (RPGDM) R ## ok o = X IR % F &
B H RO WFAR A - 4£ CPS Ak LA IR o= H (Quality of Service)#y Bp iF XE 1) 34 Ak
T RN IITRE > BEALERGEHAR T HTEGEL » B4k
7l Web Services #» BPEL #2 4 T [& 5 /L4 R IR S fn R AZIEH] B LG AL ) o AR A L F
1 1 57 AL 1% K Ep 58 /% 84 filter bank B4 - A AR X IAT AL - TR RER -
RPGDM 7 % F R £ # E-R H i o F T /HF-R K ¥ B &L 2 & RH
(First-Come-First-Serve)# %] 093 L sk st - AE L EFE ARET > LEKRIFRITFH
EHAARRAZ T R REESEE > F RO AR -

2o

Rt 4P F X A H A XPTRM 09 B L H HA R - AR TAMGRUATRE
# (NSC 94-2416-H009-018 F= NSC 95-2416-H009-027) » 45 s 32t © 4o & 2t X 18 K 4
AHZBRBARET 22 HTH BT RELRETXFREGHB - AT
7oAk 3+ A AT
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