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Abstract: With the popularity and the increasing of web services, how to composite automatically web services by request of user has be-
come a challenge. Presents a way of dynamic composition of web services based on domain ontology. This way generates a web services
composition graphics that is based on domain ontology by using domain ontology and semantic technology, according to graphics can sup-
port automatic discovery, dispatch, composition of web services. This way considers synthetically semantic support, domain characteristic
and automatic composition of web services. In the last, validates the availability of this way.

Key words: Web services; composition of Web services; semantic ; ontology

0 51 §

Web RF BT RHESHITEURAB S
HEASEE, AAEENELREE . BYEHE MM
EHAFES, N Intemet FRGFZEPERME AR
HTEAERE, AT AT AR R AT MEREF AT
fE, B-ERAEMFIAR, NRELE, Web REFE—
AR, EmSb A RE N — 1 B E T Web #1T
FERAED XA, REEEHREN HiRET Web
RAAXANARBF. fln, mREFEBEHE — R I
BHORGE, XM RHEERSKEN. EREHE . EE
HE = IIaER R, AR X KE AT HNRS,
Al REFE Web FEAA LM DIBEMN BT , IATESR
ERFEERKENRATETRE XSENX M6
Bk QEEHEAR Web LELEENXKEREIN
Web 4. $BIEAXA Web IRF BN AR ME

1% B #2:2008 — 09 - 23 ; # 6 H 1 : 2009 - 01 - 05

BE T  LROEHCF BT E S5 H (KJ2008A102)

EEFNT B2 (1981 -), 5, 8L, Y, EBEHRH M HIEX
Web IR o

FLEAFE Web £ 8 A F X B F Y Web R %5,
Web IR 5 X R &[] T CORBA #1 COM 4 4 R,
CORBA F1 COM #R {2 A #th, & FH 5% A= 5 338 9 8 A /Y
K, REEM Web HiEA, T Web IR E T ARIBSHE
W EREFREREAESCLEL AR FEREAERE
FINFARES, B 1R Web REHER, RS RUEEH
HREEGIRSFREHY—-NERL, YREERSE
FEARZRSH, BE ERMHRS BB R
ERRZMES BEIZRSFHERE, REREXEFER
FRARSREEE ZHFORS .

Service Provider

Publish Bind

Service Broker Find Service Requester

B 1 WebMRFHA
SR Web IRFIRELAIIEER R, RAXMCE A
) Internet L) Web IRE#ITHE A HEHIEKRIE Web
RSB ST, BT HA 8 PBCMARHERT IR 5 B934

7



- 66 - TR S KR

BRFEERBIK,AREELEXFEL, T BATE Web
MRE4E, N Web IS5 FOE 1R VR A AR
FRIFRRFE LAY, B AR Web IR 5 1938 o
FLROFTERNEN, MEFIHNFEEREN,RE
MM EANEEN RS WIS LHEG, BT EH Web
BREHER B L, FELE Web RE BT AE XN
fito & Web 893 74 B 48 2 i i3 4 /& (Ontology ) #1
Web (RZAKNE XARiC, ST B YLAEY B 3h b ¥ fF fn ik
B Web FRIE B, 18 L Web IS8 1353008 Sk # B
HERS RMMASETERH MBI, A
MIME AL HE ITHFRYET RFEM,
BT, EEE X Web REMRIBEEFH OWL - 173,
WSMO(Web Service Modeling Ontology) #l SAWSDL
(Semantic Annotations for WSDL and XML Schema) % .

“I R 3 — 4 BB AR L SR TR SR B L A
AREFBEZNINER S, P ER THXREN
PR, BN X T AR AR R AU, iR B AT A i —
TREFGH R XA I, TRk brad e k%
RERE N, MARRERE AR, HSEFENM
BRAREANRENME AL EREN, RS ZHAR
GH—SEEREOEP ARG LFE AR/, — 5%
HEBSTEZGHFERS METHEERENNEZERES,
HILRI T —4 Web REAGER, KR4 XK
MEENOE, EFRER . ZESWIF, U RERF R
HAEETRE—EAN 2.5 E0E 3T HEA4
B Web IR HEGER, 43T AR AP FR, L
AP&ERERH#ITEXRE, RF AN ZIRL
Web REHAASERFERB - NMHEEHAPTRE Web
REHA AL Web REMBESER HEUR
AT E 2 F0lE 3 BN o

B2 4Rk Web RFAFHA

B3 &t WebJRFG-44

a @’0@

HI19E
1 EBEE#ER
1.1 A

SR A AR X} U P HE S R R SR R K
WhR

SEX 1. AR UAATTAER:0=1{ C,R,
H,rel, AL, KH, C R ENES; R R RENE
A HRREEREW  rel R EB AKX R ;A RRAE
RAH,

1.2 EX Web RS

Web IR %5 14 O 2 k76 R %5 Z 18] % 33 5
BIESE R, HI3 Web [RS8 A AT LLFERRED
ZIEBAEN T T XA BT LR AR A R
Web iR 55 8948 O {5 B 3T SUVR i, ATITHE Web RS
WS hBE A B LK, B Web iR 5
BT

EX 2. —RF Web IR%, T LA — 1 MTH
WS=(I,0,BC,Qos) 7R, K : I BARZRENH
AEE;0 RTRERFS B LES ; BCRAEMFH
THARES ; Qs EREMFNRE RBSBES.

EX 3. —MRPERTUHE—-ETH WS, =
(1,,0,,BC,,Qos,) RFR , HA: I, RINBRFERE
REPBAES; O, RAMFHEREFEBING
HEA;BC, REMFBFREEBLNITHARES;
Qos, B MFEREE X MRS RBSEIHFE,

EX 4. — Web REHAERIEANEFTH Web iR
FHRBB—DRFFI: WS, WSy, -+, WS, XA
MR FH B R — T F RS, CEZ AP RAHN
WA, £ P HEBRE I, ZEH P ERAREA
BME WS, WS, WS, M SBERO, MWS; A
BRES [ DIARFEEN,

A 3 3EME 2 #) Web R HEHER
FRAN—TEERFRROBRSAESE

2 ETOUEHRIEY Web REAE
HR
Bl 4 B3P 5 T H R E X
Web iR %5 4 5 BAS, AR R R AU A 14 L BB
BATHREFH AR AR A0, &y
GAHEIET REIIE K FEEE RS EsH4A

s
3o

Domain Composition Model (475, Web IR 45 4 &
1) BRI Web %5 B 31 R A& U RIAT
FZL, BESEEEANES THRESHH U LR



FEoH

BLg M TTE M Web IREG SAH & J H L - 67 -

FF RS REBOEHR AT IXESCR— A 2 — 8 E
FOBNET MRS — MRS HSE, BPiEt
WS; R —4> Web IR 55 o WS, SL{A i B35 A S50 S
SHE R B A AR E T OWL ~ SH HF| 4
AR BB S HATHORE) X WS, BIDAT
EIR R TIE N, IR SR BB HA 1R
T B

F P &R 4i(User System)

Domain
Composition
Model

Request Description

vA

I
1
' )
' 1
! '
! '
t f
¢ i
! '
! '
! 1
! 1
1
' Match-Agent !
'
- :
! 1
' P
' 1
i 1
! 1
! )
! '
! 1
1
: 1

v4

OWL-Agent

Fiig Atk

___________________________________________

B4 ATHKNEL WebRESASER

UDDI B M0 R FIFHEAT Web IR 45 6 T 42
6, BRI Web AR5 ERE AE UDDI #4785 M, & F
TEFAFEA Web IR 5 8Fi# 12 UDDI 3 M .0 #0 5)
% Web RS FH#4TIR A

A I8 3 X B B A R SRR R Y 2%
RORTEMSHERE L, FREFIATT 8 FTHEY
FR, AT R Web AR %5 #E47 18 U I, H B Web IR
% Z A EAHIRMB MM SO, RS RBLA S %
R A = SRR

R EfT R

BABEGHP AGERAERAAFYRSERRER
WRNERIRF MTIREMLYE , BT E RS RN T
REVR B RARE, RIFIEMFERFE B LEE Re-
quest Description( 75 3K # 38 ) 8 B 47 ML TG 4L R 4L
¥, HITHEALEENRSERFEHRET
OWL — Agent(OWL — S AR iE AR ) #EAT#5 1, #ATHR
EAME B RA RS ERE B #1718 AL, 31T
OWL - SHRERMIER TR FH R OWL - S XH.
Bt Ja AR 558K A9 OWL — S X4 & 2% F Domain Com-
position Model( 4713, Web R 55 2H-& 44 ) , Domain Com-
position Model R#E R 55 183K OWL - S X417 Web
BH5BE, 74 Web RENAESE R, X MRS HE
HZRBE3I-HEBZAN T Web REMBH. FTE

EERXNHEERTFTAF Web RS X Bk
HEBIE Web IR %, G TE S UDDI F M .ok
BE ABEEZIEECAIAEI A Web IR%, X TEH
Match — Agent (AR 4 VT BC X 38 ) 3 58 io

3 KRB

AR B AL RX A GUS A Bl HEFT LRI FT o XTIk UF
XA Domain Composition Model (413§ 4 & Bl ) 2
SLHNE 5 BTAR o

PR

1 RAHEH HEHE P o,

B 5 AR AR
BIRGE N 4 DIREER (B 6 BRIRIFRER
)
(1) REAEHIR, R F 8RS KT R
RRPREERE—TREAE
(2) R FEBR, BEHSEREM OWL-SH
I Agento BIBNEEREAFGEERAFERRS

“H9HEEO . OWL — SHRIE Agent AT X P& BT TR

AbHE,

(3) R FHEH, BETHRERAEHANEREL
%o BB E R a. RIEMLS ;b EFRBE M
% FEEH FEGBE;c. NIEH M 5 HIZEZ ]
e GBS ;d. WIS Bk 5 B HE R E.

(4) MREFICELE R, BFERSFEM .0 (TUDDD)
PAK Web R 45 ILAC Agento BREIHEMA.OCRHET —F
ET OWL-SEFHRNSAXNRSENILE, A
T TG WA SN EEMA R, Web IRF
VCAC Agent I TR F M A CELMAH, B
RERZEM A 6 BT,

FR U ¥R 2R 48 1Y AR 55 T8t .0 (TUDDI) 2 AR 4
UDDI B39, % F Tk S AR X Web RS MM
EHMER. REMEELFEEL RDBMS §
XML B R FTFE S RIX, A\MAROLIRE T R
SRS, R ESMHLSEEATH
5, 4 AR Web IR %338 15 OWL - Agent iR
£ KA TUDDI #, P, Web il 55 #% ServiceProfile.
ServiceModel. ServiceGrounding = #8433 i i& , X Fp 4R
Fit 22 OWL — Agent B 31788 KA Web 55
AP AREEREREN RS KN E” LRRBE
KA Web RE W EARFELR, RFBH ¥4 M OWL
-SRI EH AR TUDDI HEM. EFRR



- 68 - TENERS AR

% 19%

Gilb 509 F P, BT LAE R & Sh 2 TUE AR 559 R
{5 8JE REF] OWL - Agent HATIE SUFRIE, RIEFH
RIS AR, REHAAERRERFEREL
HITREHE , RFEAEHEZ BB MHE A TUDDI
M Web IR45 , 7618 i TUDDI H #9 Web il 55 B¢
RESICMR R RSFHRE B UL P & mfs 8k
OWL — Agent, OWL — Agent ¥5iE K i B 05 Bk B
SRR S M ThEERETE &R IR 5 M IR 55 Y0 B TR K IR 5 19
& MR HEATRRE B B OWL - S XY, 3F £ # Match
~ Agent 5 TUDDI ¥ # Web R % $# 18 SO 347 L L,
TRAAEXE Web I %o

- e e e

B

A Match-Agent

iz

" _———— i _______
Pp| OWL-Agent

¢

Apply Interface

oy R

B 6 #HERARM
BlIMSAPENEHERNITMARSFERER
WARRSFRE BB S KX OWL - Agent n&
BT EEREE RS HSER REFAEE
RHESRERANRSHERERHITRFAS, B
KWHXIEM Web ]R55, WA KT RIS BGE A
KRS E#H Web IRF (9 OWL - S 3R, REFEE Ry
OWL ~ S X4 &% F| Match — Agent, Match — Agent &
BB OWL - S 3 F] TUDDI PR BMAEAH RS &
#] Web IR %5, RIERX KW Web R EIWZER AP
B RAPEANRSEREEHRERARERTE
Web % B RILEHE Web IR 5, TR XK Web
MFEBEEMEREER, FERHPEARERLER
%&“ﬁm %Mﬂ%%ﬁ %?ﬁ?ﬂé‘*ﬁﬁ%m@?ﬁ% Web

AR %5, B Ja VA T TS TiE Web BR%F o

4 SXRIE

BET-METOEAKYSISHEGFTE, KF
BRI HSUEAKLL FOE L EARZRRFO A SR,
VR AE, ZHEESERT REMIE U S
etk RS ANAES I RS S BRIE T RN
A, XM HTEHBBERELMFEAOEYRECH
WA HEER, RS REH P FREFEE LK
AR P RES B EIKR Web IS, ZEFTENBRER
GEBRFHEERNMETEAN TR, BETRS
HEHHUNEE. B, T—S ¥R EHERX
FhE RN — SR SRS A S AsLERE,

SEH:

[1] Prieto — Diaz R. Domain analysis for reusability[C]// In:
Proceedings of COMPSAC’87. Tokyo, Japan:[s.n.],1987:
23-29.

[2] Li Jing — Shan, Liac Hua ~ Ming, Hou Zi - Feng, et al. A
dynamic service composition method based on semantic inter-
face description inpervasive computing{J]. Journal of Com-
puter Research and Development, 2004,41(7):1124 —1134.

[3] Zhang R, Arpinar B, Aleman— Meza B. Automatic composi —
tion of semantic Web services{ C]// In: Proceedings of Inter-
national Conference on Web Services. Las Vegas, USA: [s.
n.],2003:38 - 41.

(4] Z=EX,FERZF . SEARBEFERR] TR
HLITR5i%it,2008,29(2):381 - 384.

{5] & B,EE3, AHE Web RFEZLLIEHERFRER
[J]. 8R4F2£41] ,2004,15(3) :428 — 442.

(6] W¥i{E#%. T UDDI K Web IRFF &R HENBEA
5 %% ,2006,16(11):7-9.

(7] & &% #H.EX Web REWBIERTIFTLERO]. 3
HUHEAR S5 KR, 2006,16(11):134 - 135.

(8] A6, MEE. —FFET OWL-S#) Web RF B REH
U1 HENEARSRR,2007,17(5):195 - 198.

[9] fi%T.& %3 F.%F BETELH Wb BREKRE
W] HHEYEAR S R &,2008,18(3):28 - 31.

[10] 3Pk, F,BEN. ETEHEH Web IBF RIKRIBH
FI]HHEHBAR S % ,2006,16(6) :207 - 209.

(1] =48, FHL. IEX Web PRyAEERPIE] ] HEN
HEARERE,2007,17(1):101 - 103.




