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Service Matching Model
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National University of De fense Technology . Changsha 410073)

Abstract  Currently, syntactic-level service discovery methods, due to insufficient semantic in-
formation and the adoption of keyword-based match, easily lead to low precision and difficult re-
use and composition of Web services. Meanwhile, semantic-level service discovery methods, due
to the adoption of ontologies without quality of service (QoS) and logical reasoning-based match,
result in low matching efficiency and failure in guaranteeing the performance and quality of Web
service composition. In this paper, on basis of systematic studying on Web service descriptions, a
QoS-based Web Service Description Language (QWSDL) is outlined, which supports overall de-
scription of the functionality, behavior restraints and QoS attributes. Then, a matching model
named “three levels and five kinds” is proposed to discover Web services and similarity functions
is introduced to rank Web services in Relaxed match. Finally, QWSDL and the Relaxed match are

proved to be feasible and effective by some comparative experiments.
Keywords quality of service; ontology; relaxed match; similarity function
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N RGN, Web IR 55 & — Fh T B Web B FH 2
P BA B AR B ARG SRR AT
LIl Web & A | A $& R F. 5 B4 i, Web IR
S — R A A, BIALTT H 7 #T Y Internet 2, 32
T 55 S FHANZE A, R 3 1 0 46 1 A 7 5803 7
i Jo e HLA

TSNS 2R Internet RS, &A1&
(4 1R 55 2 52 0 M 55 Sk = 52 D i) B i 4R, Web iR
%5 B AR L O RO S5 BRI I AL s ) 2 Al
5544 0 A 2 M Ccompatibility) #1A] 5 # P (sub-
stitutability) , ¢ Z FI| fig 75 L 1F 52 30 ARk 55 1% B 475 RP
7. . Web IR 55 % BLAE hy 1 1) B 55 1 2R 2544 1
— AN E B RS AT 2 T R AR L IR L
AR A 4 R BC ROCRAR T JLRRE 1 32
i

Web 45 1 3 18 5 F1 DG i 3895 J2 1 Pt Web IR
%5 & PR In) R A B AT B L BT X Web iS5 (5 B Y
FEEENAR, HAT Web IR 45 & 87 19 = E6F
A W

(DIEER

ERRIE T b L E EIIE Web IR H2 1115
B KT AR Z A B EE AL LR E
ER TR FIUUA. LA RS IBM, Microsoft,
SUN 4§73 A 4426 UDDI & 48 0 (5 T il i 43 25 A
WSDL 818 5 ). 18 R 55 & B 77 15 52 A XF
i8] B {HL 2 o R A AR XE PR TIE R 55 A1 A 0 AH 25 4 L X
Web %4552 F 36 TE 01 HR (%) 32 35 228 58 A 1%

()i X%

FERR TR T LR A RIE Ok i A% e 1R L
Web R 55 $i i 189 5 44 2, B 58 X Web AR 55 19 Dh k.
1120 W8 SO A 5 76 D FC SR 1 L A T 32 4 1 28 R
R, LA A R DC O ARCR AN L S 25 5
AL BRI AT RN 3 o MRE K221 augment UD-
DI Registry™” & 4t (3 T A& DAML B 3k % & %%
7 DAML-s) . 77 3R W R %% (1 SpeedR 1 H™ (J
TFAK OWL 1 Web IR 55 i id 15 F OWL-s@, |
DAML-S JG 22 hiA) . SR Ut A 15 LT R
) Web 55 #3815 5 i T 5 2% i A 42 1 GEF 3 Bk
Z MRS i) . B = RIE A R0 Ik 55 DG i 45
FARTHA SR RGN RIS
PHEE.

BEXT b (0] B, AR SCE SEAE 4 il FH Web Al 55
FIR BRI LR b, 5] AAS (AR R R 55 o e A5, 4 4

BT R S5 Ui R R I Web ik 55 il id 185 QWSDL

(QoS based Web Service Description Language) ,
7L Web IR 55 DI RE AT 29 ORI IR 55 5 4 1)
IR 5 U K BRAT DG TC 55 3% VA 40 Sy A | 9 AR
LY = AR KRG TR AL RH S FIAL st DTS T
T 28 B 25 T dz FH AR 0L R B50H) 3 8 st DC IRC 59092 , 7 AR
TR A R A R A FT$2 T, B3 MR T I 55
VLRSI IR B IR 55 DR C A8 2345 1 5 B 1
T NS b S 9 IE W DG TR B f) AT AT R A R

2 Web IREHiiA &R

B Web BR & H# A 1E 5

FE T 1) JIR 5514 Z2 25 44 v Web IR 55 485 38 g0\ hy
S IR 55 B AL T R SR A ) — Fh 2 8. BRI R 2
TESCHEEME ARG RE B & 22 5 (H iR & B W &1k
JIR 4575 3R 55 1 L 0 — S Hb LA IR 55 B0 S RE AN AT
AR Web IR 55 & I R REE. F55C 1, Web
IR 55 45 3% 38 8 A (AN R T3 50 b S — R 4 A 4
P A R TR R TR B0 R 3 R & X AR 45 B 0 B A A7
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ZH.,

EX 1. Web RF#MALE WS=(S,.C,P},
Horpr S JZILARHEA L B R 55 44 BRI SCARHE A 5 C S iR
S5 UIREH IR L RO 55 DAk AT AR s PR JE M A
FEAFEAM (cost) (MR B 8] Ctime) | Al 55 15 56
(priorities) ZFIE T RE J@ PE.

FE R AR A v, R IR S A S A
I s TIREHE AR C J2 IR 5518 5K 2 I Web IR 55 fig
A R LT BE T SR Y F BRI A SRAT N R 8 A% LA
T A HL IS ARG (0% R AT AL 4 s JE R A P ol
IR 5518 K # B MR 55 SR HE B A B WS %, B
REH Web 55 Hid 55 # A &K G (S.C. P}
R

(1) UDDI, WSDL & i IBM, Microsoft 25/
] W3C 4R 22 I Tl A 12 R F i AR k. UDDI
il FH G B 7 R 1902 43 2545 B WSDL; WSDL B i
BE MR 55 44 BRI SCAS Hi i A1 L 38 SR B AR 2R AR
(Types) il B (Message) , ¥ [1 28 # (Port Type) , 4§
FE (Binding) Fl ¥ [T (Port) R 35 B 0 28 Ok 1 ik 4
I, s R XML Schema #LHI, E B % %

2.1

@ UDDL org. UDDI spec TC, Version 3. 0. 2,2004. http://
www. uddi. org/pubs/uddi_v3.htm

@ The OWL Services Coalition. Semantic markup for Web
services (OWL-S), Version 1.0, 2004
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PR T H SRR, R 2 A7 TR IR 55 il 3k 1 - A 5
FPE” (UL 2.2 735, % R 55 B9 AT S 249 SR s AP 4l 3 dke
Z SR A F RIS A A R S,

(2)SCDL" & —Fh i 5 9 Web I 55 BE J1 4 ik
T AR A 5 I 55 44 BRI SCAS i A, I 4K
PEIEH (Type)  H A (Input) , i 5 (Output) , B &
2514 (Pre-conditions) Fll |5 ‘& 2% 1 (Post-conditions)
EITCR KR M55 DI REFNAT M 18 L. A8 LR R 55
A BRI A )20 Web I 5547 4 19 29 G
B A AFTENRSS TR 1 P S 4 P, B = X 0 45
Ik 55 J5 8 7 N 9 FE 2l RE T M A

(3)OWL-s 2 5 T AR OWL MR 5, ok
FHBTEE A B AL AT DL 0915 5 PR EOR 5 iR Web
Ik 55, X1 A0 T 3 S A 3 R 3% A 4 B e 2 S0 0 R 5
VEBC ) A 34k 15 BB k. Service Profile J& OWL-s
B AR AY , BRIEA AR Z A A (Input) |
i (Output) | 7T # 2% 4 (Precondition) #1445
(Result) FE L& #i i Web M55, 10 5« 51 A 1R H
R Web e 55 ShRE FIAT Ry il X, SC Rl o0 Ik 95 H A 1
TOCHER. R X Web IR 55 04T S 29 HORTAE ) g
o A AR T 3 B R 52 A 5 B B M 4 T B
Web 55 (4 Ik 55 o0 5 B AL 5 1 5 LU A2 4%, B aa )
IR €8
2.2 ETRERE Web REHIZIEFT QWSDL

SN e I TR S S B TR SR N UK T B S e = DO ]
i Web IR & H#iid B8 (S, C, P M Bk =Z % — 2T
A, FERIAELL T LA T .

(DIREG Web I 55 i 8 1 5 5 8 A7 16 P A>
SERYPEET, B S5 # 5 M (structural heterogeneity)
i L5 #4 (semantic heterogeneity). 45 4 5 4 )&
T8 FHAS [a] B0 5000 285 0 A2 2 Ok 8 4 1 S8 1
X H R A8 f# A W] R 35 (terminology) 3 3 ik [F]
— 3 S8 8D R R 5 Cf# B (interpretation)
25| Rl L 5.

(2)Web IR 5547 Ml iR 5 BA L, HE YR 55
IR MY . B X Web IR 55 W4T 2 29 1) Z) i
AN S A - B 55 2H G S AT 2 ) AL

EX 2(Web lizgs HEAMA). B Web 55
A XML ¥ B 25 message W) H AR — 4 H
T EAEE Web RS WS, BRI A FAF msgX 5
FHi i F M msgY; 72 Web IR WS, , Bk A
A msgY o T i i A msg X, 5 A AR IR
FRE S WS, M WS, LA IR 55 4
B AFHE.

Bl 1., RIZEZEMRS OrderingTicket F1% /1
it % Customer # 17 k55 41 & . Customer A — i
A ticket F1— % 1} money; OrderingTicket 5 —
ANHIA money Fl— A% H ticket. NH% RS 1T HN
AW, F N E RS Customer B4 H 2B E RS
OrderingTicket % A 25 5 A W IRk 55 41 & 2 A 5K
B, 3552 | A7 7€ Customer §iy A BT $2 2 26 15 2% known
(ticket) 7" BEARIE R H money . Ordering Ticket#ii A
BTV SEICIRER known Gmoney) A BEARIES ) ticket ,
FER A IR 55 BN R 55 4G AN A

(3) % 3k ffe /b %o ik 55 S5k ) A 3 L AN ) T i 55 3k
PERIIR 55 20 5 9 T REVEA , 520 Web JIR 55 52 JH 1Y 52
i ik g5 B AR IR IR 55w F PR AT AT SE AR R,
FCAE T W0 A& IR 55 1A & 25 #9 OGSA (Open Grid
Service Architecture) . # 3l H 41 M £ (mobile Ad
hoc network) % ik 55 3 5] 1 T v 473 36 A% 8 28 1
.

B OXF b 3R ) A 3 — b 42 ) R T e 55 o Y
Web %5 ik i 7 QWSDL, 5] A& 5 #b AR5
e S5 81 7] — e S AR (AR i e — SO, DT 3 A 7 X
oS BEARE ] Web JIR 55 i iR A5 8Y £ DR A5 IRk 55 44
PR SCAS R (4 B il |, 38 5 i & 29 SRR S 8 2 R
i — 251G SN R 55 AT O 1 4 34 5 R T IR 5% o A R A
QoS SE#Ali & Web Ik 55 14 5t i AH OC J& M, At A7 )
TR 55 4G B 5 i B R A

(HDQWSDL iy FZ N .

DOFEAFIR, R FHITE serviceName Fl textDe-
scription 43 Il & L Web |55 44 FR AN SCAR S A

QWA @I ICE Input M Output F B2k
TR T 1) ok g SR 55 D6 . RO aA 5 A BE 9. O T
i R gL HAT R T4 5 1 RS A < 5 4 S 4 7 R0 i
Sl R A AR A 380 288 Type. 515810
IDL 1 WSDL i i 2 £ iR 1 75 A 6 19 2, if S FF A7
J AR B, BIR FH ST & Pre-constraint F1 Post-
constraint 735l & X FHI 4= 5 29 3R

QM 55 o i 4 3. HE TR 55 B & AL B QoS =
(time, cost,reliability, -, Fidelity) & X R 55 it &
Ja A il 2 IR 55 20 14 B R SR ORI R 46 5T R 40T

EX 3. R EREA QoS= (time,cost,reli-
ability .-+, Fidelity) j& — /> Al 4" 3¢ [i] & , H rp i} 1]
(time) 7 — > BE B PE 68 19 F R, A0 45 Ik 55 1 oK
B 5 S8 Y B (8], fd 455 B 3R ][] | &b B ] 2%
(cost) A8 PAT Grid/Web RS B9FE 3% A, o] 524
(reliability) € 3L I PRAT RS 8 B Th AT SR
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B L B reliabilitnyjv/ﬂéﬁp s e LR

FTREC £ 0 R WO AT K 8L B 92 ¥ Fidelity =
(fidy s fidy sy fid,) & XA n D EEJE A WY
) o, FLAP S G S BT M T IR 55 W R A
AR 55 Jo i e Pk Y L S AR B
Bl 2. WA Thing fA7EMBEERL R WA 1
JIe 7. Ay T A il R 1 52 A M HLBE VM BT QW SDL
S5 A 0 T RJZ AR R IR R s &
KRERZR. RH QWSDL ik ] 1 v Y 8 ZZ R 55
OrderingTicket.

serviceName: Ordering Ticket Service
textDescription: Ordering air tickets from Flight Company.
Type: Date= {year,month,day}; Money: real;
Ticket: string
Input: yourMoney: Money; ValidateDate: Date
Output; changeMoney: Money; ticket: Ticket
Pre-constraint; Money
Post-constraint: Ticket
QoS Model:
timen, =100, time,, =
COStmin =42 s COStmin
reliability=0. 88;
fid, =0.89, fid,=0.94, fid;=0.87

120, timen —139;

=63, COStmx —83;

Class Class

subclassof

Class
subclassof | subclassof
Thing
I subclassof subclassof

Class Class

Money Ticket

. donpain dorhain
am

Date CalendarDate

[quTypeProperlv

J quTypeProperlyJ [DﬂmTypeProperlyJ

DataTypeProperty

DataTypeProperty DataTypeProperty

)

DmaTypeProperlyJ [

hasDate [ hasMonth J [ hasYear hasdayof Year hasdayof Week hasmoney ] [ hasticket ]
kw %m P“ lwe lwc - ange
Xsd:int Xsd:int Xsd:int Xsd:int Xsd: int Xsd:real Xsd: string
Date Month Year dayof Year dayofWeek money ticket
1 7K Thing
(2)QWSDL Ay EZ 4 45

ORI 7ot FERRAEET
AT AT 4 78 IR 55 T A AR

@427 L $ 3 M 55 - 38 108 38 ] IR 55 4 i A A
{S,C. P}, 5=k 5547 20 0L 2% A R IR 55 Jo 2 A
R e W AE Y IR 55 2B A AR . X 28 Web Iz 55 0
H AW AR GFA R e 55 A $e it 7R or 32 BT
SC, AT DA RO A A g5 A

QWSDL A J2 5 iR 55 H % 15 B9 D g PR &
117 2 368 0o V7 AT 22 88 IR 55 A0 A S I 4 A S 2R L ik A IR
FUORERIMBE RS A B A 1EAT AT 5 R A
2 MR 55, AT BHL 1k A AR IR 95 46 N R 25 1R
Bl 1 Ty OrderingTicket 147 4 By 2 (Pre-
constraint: Money) #& Customer 1T & J§ £ (Pre-
constraint: Money) , 1M Customer R % 17 & 6 #&
(Pre-constraint; Ticket) & OrderingTicket B 4T N
Jii B (Pre-constraint ; Ticket) , P & & Ml 29, T ik
PRAE P IR 55 180 2h S04 T F A2 B

3 Web AR LA =AY

PR 5% IC Fig 2K Y
FEC MRS I K H— MR gs PR e — R 55 FE Mot
() Web 55 B4t v, IR 55 2 L2 1) R 5 1 W v o0 %
ABIG(S.Co Py 5 15 38 5 MR 55 1 M b 170 53 4
PPN IR 55 T A 5 MR 55 3 SR A ) I 55 i W
O B A A SR I L IR 55 9 M v 4 37 R e S iR
SR RIS T SRR A AT IR, TR RS A
F18 e B0 568 2 A oA 17 SR R 55 ) 4 4 34 22 1) 7y DG e )
BT QWSDL il i i 5 ARG L e BE DT BORS
iff B B 25 S, T LN TR DR B 2R A

EX 4(Web RS VEFEL KAL), B A7 A6 KAl
WA STEMIRALE A S A WA ME RS,
BIA=A", R AR ICES Exact (A, A" ;37 AJEA )
THEE L EVAC A FR N AT T UL B Plugln(A,A/);
FTARAEEM S, A AN IEE

3.1
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Subsume(A A ;B A'5 A 0388 200 2 8, R
HAAZIEHL Overlap (A, A" ; Hoe 1 VU C 2 .

P A SC 4 R R RS A T TG 2 AT A DT IC A 6
VT (YRR IR A E O HL 4% b DT FC 28 AL 2 [8) A7 7E 40 R
KA.

Rl 1. SUVRRAT KRRV IR EEIF
K Z, WAEAE Exact (A, A) = Plugln (A, A
Ezxact(A,A)DVPlugIn(A, AV Subsume(A,A" )=

Overlap(A,A").
Rl 2. >V RORVCECRS B BE T R 0 A R 55

VCPie 2K BUAFAE Exact (A, A') > PlugIn (A, A") —
Subsume(A ,A")—>Overlap(A,A").

DL b5 SCHY o Fef DG E 26 A, M (AR AE A8 2 22 ()
4% FF 5€ & (A0 supclass, subclass %) H &, VLR 55
RIW B SRR Re AL B bR, ok R 2 58 1 B 7
VEAT IR - D BE , B 4 1 3R (precision) & FIAL &, AS
A 3BE G M A7 7E A 4K (recal DMK SE LK 2% R 05 1
LEFATE.

HWHEEOLT RS RE K22 R, IR
55 R I B —E I RAE 1Y VL B8 7, R AIE — 22 (1 &
E R AT RE AR A 4 3. [ i) S IR R A AR 1T
AN S Al IR 1Y, R IR 55 D BE AT — 72 1Y 5K 5t fE
J3 AALE SRR 0] D JE 45 28 58 25K f83R ] AH B Y DL
BCREEE W P S AR A B U S5 AL
Xof 33k B[R] L, 5 LA A il VAL (relaxed match).

RESX SCRASVETS). R FHECE T3 i B R
iR A 5785 AR AR ARRLER BE L FR A AL Bt DT G

Relaxed(A,A").
3.2 REBEEERX

1% G0 15 V5 IR 55 1 R R T OGBS DR IG, JF %
BT IR 55 44 B0 ORI SCAS Sl 3R, DAL A v 4RI IR 55 17 5K
T R Z R R AR 2 1858 ] Web IR 55
R AAY vh () iz 55 44 Bk SCAS$ 3R IR 95 T g, i
IR 55 AT A R S 2 SRR S 2R LA KR 55 T
& AL GE AL 1 DT FC BRI 2 B W MR 5547
DT FE ™A% T2 B2, 85 i 55 DS IC Jal 73 O FEAS DR IC | B
VCPE (signature match) Fl#L 2 UC BE (specification
match) = Z R RE 5480 T E L.

EX 6(Web lRFF L.  WAMRME A S
IR AT WAETE A 5 AT IR SS DT RC T

Match: Web Service, Web Service—Bool;

Match(A A =match,. (A A") N\

matchg, (AAD A match g (AAD).

HAFEARVCE match,,, (A, A" FoR RIS 1 Ak

55 24 T SCAS 1 3R ) A 6 5 5598 DC S matchg, (A,
A" FoR LB R 55 1 s A Clian ) 28 B8R 5[] 14 AR
Kot s LA VE IS match . (A, A Fm 5B IR 5517
TN AT B AR OGP,

O S 6 T FH i 5 45 AL mT A, il 55 DR AT LA
S DB R . 4 H AR DG I U S Y A 2
% WS 5L, &4 IR 55 i — 2 2 52 It
JiC. 3 58 T LA R A 55 1 R 3 AN TR 2 IR 2 ) —
D5 T S 3% = AN DR HE 2 YR SR 09 580 3k A] D) A Bk ST
(), VT BC 28 B AT DL B AN AR [A].L X T B AR DT e — e R
DB AT SR R B2, RIVAR 5t DG FC 5 7 X6 T 25 9 DG i
FIVER 24 DG e D) A4 1 T 32 8 0 B4 ) 7 vk

(1) 2 AU A e 1 -

X T BRI VT IC B 25 0& i A b oy 1) —3Ah L 2R
RUMEWT 2 FIWTE R IR A 5 &k ARG 2
KB AT AR L IR 28 DT TE Y 322 4 4 2 Ll

BN T(FRAHEIND . B 2,550
A MA B A SR T s e, FOR 1 & L1
KA =0, Fom ALY H ALY W2 o H
LA SIFHBEA . (o A — 1. ¢, = 1,5 (b) X Fx .
bl =t t,; (OEERYE ([ e) | ts=0, | (| 25). W]
FEERAY ¢ JRATY ¢, -SRI HEWT RO

HL<t,

L=l e oA A
1<ty — ISy A R
®1<] 23 ®t1[>t3,®ﬁ 1 ZIE%D’QDZ’Z’

1<ty + 5159
Do 1tys @t 5 @#9
tlsits s

Ltz <452 ® 1<t
(t1,51)< (15 55,) 7 = Setof(1,)<Seto f(1,)"

(2) 25 T B

i 45 F 24 DG 5 $H ) R0 SCHR L9 T, AT 60 4] W i SR
Tk A R ICE ) & H R AT SR 2 HE A T
B Ay L Atk BB A A . OISR R A BRI E A%
FARERBEES) SR A Q) &g A
T B AR A ROE R A A B SRB T
E L.

EX 8. TR A G R AW R LT
fic >4 HA 24 [] of 3 2 B2 DEFE R pre-A=> pre-A") N
(post-A"= post-A) K.

B 3. WAFTEH T AR Thing 1Y 8 5k %5
OrderingAirTicket, H:A# ik K

serviceName; Ordering Air Ticket Service

textDescription; Ordering air tickets from Flight Agent
Company.
Type: CalendarDate= {dayofWeek,dayof Year, year,

month,day} ;
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Money:real; Ticket: string
Input: yourMoney: Money;
ValidateCalendarDate: CalendarDate
Output; changeMoney: Money; ticket: Ticket
Pre-constraint: Money
Post-constraint: Ticket
QoS Model.
timen, =98, time, =117, timey,, =140;
COStmin =40, COStmin =062+ COStmx — 833
reliability=0.95;
fidy=0.96. fid,=0.92. fids =0. 91
Z &) 2 %) OrderingTicket AR i ik 5
OrderingAirTicket JA ) 2 4 1 7% B 29 UG I 3o 7. XF
F OrderingTicket R 5 i %1 A ¢, = { yourMoney} ,
t, ={ValidateDate} fll OrderingAirTicket IR 55 %) %
Aty = {yourMoney} ,t, = { ValidateCalendarDate }
AT Ty ) 2 — 3 AR 1= R < s B
{year,month,day} {dayofWeek, dayofYear, year,
month,day} ,ia FIELI QAT Al 2, <), X5 T 9 il 55 149
it 1, = {yourMoney} ,t, = { ticket } #ll ¢}, = { your-
Money} ,z; = {ticket } iz ] i 28 B J7 1] 2 — 300,
R =050 =t0 B R Qo< RRESC 4 FE X
6 Al A1, W 2 AT B AR T EC Plugln ( Ordering Ticket
OrderingAirTicket).

4 1EPIEE

W E SO0 PR R 55 Y AR 2 JR A R T
N R TN E =S AW RN UM e N S SRV
HEAT B AR S b DRI a5 2 3 M R S M 25
FA 5ty DG FC SR FH R T 5300 B2 i e 55 A AR AL AR 2, 3l
I A W R R T R A R e R I 55 4k B E 3L 6,
F3E 140 B AR AL eR 4L
Sim(A,A") =& XSimy,, (A, A)D)+6& XSimyg, (A AH+

£ X Simy (ALAD), D6 =1,0=6<1,i=1,2.3

(D
Hrp Sim,,. 2 Sim g, Fl Sirnspccﬁil\jnﬂi%%jgfﬁ‘%\ (B35
JIR 55 44 °F EEAH AR ) Mk 55 Jk 9 AR 55 B 24 DL I5C AR
AL BRI KL 5 &, 2 AL R B0 B B9 A AL, I ELRE S Sim,
Iz 55 5t ek DG T5C AR 0 R B8 A 36 % i 55 B4 2 2%
(1) JEAAEL bR 2
Simy (A, A )= 11 X ST (A A )+ 1 XSimy . (A LAY,

Z,,,zl, 0=p=1, i=1,2 (2)
O Simn e » Stm e 53 5 J2 R FH G B 2 DT T 59 1 75

B AL T IR 55 44 FR L SCAS i 38 B9 RH AL R 5 e 2 AL
1B, PR B 55 3 oK 3 X0 IR 55 44 7 B0 Ak AR il 3k 1 o AL
PR,

(2) e VA FRL 249 HH AL B 5

Bea’ b K A A p Flg B SRS Sim,
Sim, Fl Sim, 53 5 KR AR EE T [7] i) | Ja M A iE
MRRZRMAP R, 0, 0, Mo, ZAE W o, 00 1Y
S AR AL R £
Sim(a’,0?) =@, X Sim, (a’,0") +@, X Sim, (a’,b?) +

@, XSim,(a’ 0", ©,,@,,7,>>0
3

T Tversky "™ HEAF Andrea FH 1L BR % M £
B A,B a0 AR RS (R 2k |
JEYERE SRR N L a2 A R IF e
B0 AN IR A X AR, W) Sim,, . Sim,
H Sim, #RAT LL3E i °F 51 Kot

Sime,..Ca’ b)) =

|ANB|
|ANB|+6|A/B|+(1—8a”.b")) | B/A|’

0=5=1 €Y)
LV VC G T BT A S B A AR AL B, AT
SE SCHEE AR eR 5K
Sims;g(/\,/\/):#] X Simi, (A.input, A input) +
12 X St oy (A.input, A .output)
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