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Method Under Incentive Mechanism
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Abstract:  An incentive mechanism based load balance and aware service with service quality composition
(LBQSC) method is proposed. Firstly, a global constraint decomposition model is constructed and solved by
cultural genetic algorithm. Secondly, considering the quality of service (QoS) and load structure incentive con-
tract, a service selection algorithm based on incentive mechanism is proposed to obtain the optimal service
through constantly dynamic adjustment of incentive QoS. Finally, a set of comparative experiments on the
QWS 2.0 dataset are carried out. The experimental results show that the LBQSC method can effectively obtain
high-quality composite services under the condition of ensuring load balance.
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Fig. 4 Comparison of load standard deviation in three methods under different data conditions
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