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Abstract

Service composition of Internet of things (IoT) is a key technology to promote the development of
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IoT and realize value-added resources. For a single 10T service, its function is limited. If several
IoT services are composed to obtain a more powerful composite service, the performance of the
composite service can be improved. Previous IoT service portfolio model studies pay more atten-
tion to the time, cost, quality, etc., less consider the national energy consumption requirements
and Internet of things platform user experience problems. The original NSGA-II algorithm is prone
to premature convergence or local convergence in the process of population iteration. Considering
the above situation, this paper proposes a new evaluation model, and improve the elite strategy of
pareto solutions sorting genetic algorithm (NSGA-II), and the improved algorithm to solve the
model. Finally, an internet of things service composition example shows that the Pareto surface
solved by the improved NSGA-II algorithm is smoother, and the running time of the algorithm is
reduced by 6.216%, which proves the effectiveness of the model and the advancement of the im-
proved algorithm.
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Figure 1. lllustration of 10T service composition
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Figure 2. Flowchart of the NSGA-II algorithm
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Figure 3. Improved elite retention strategy
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Table 1. Candidate resource service

= 1 RIEFIRARSS

THES ST, ST, STs ST, STs STe

Sut Sat Sa1 Su Ss1 Se1

S12 Sz Sa2 Ss2 Ss2 Sea

S Si3 Sz Sas Sys Sss Ses
14 Sa Sas Sua Ss4 Sea

Sis S5 Sss Sus Sss Ses

Si6 S Sss Sus Sss Ses

BEAMEIEAL S5 HA AR QoS RARE 5 Z XN, TEARHT QoS FHARE M REVEH #E, I A58 B fE tn

K2 PR

Table 2. Candidate resource evaluation index related parameters

2. (RIEFFRITNIEIREXSE

e BE R t/h rls s e (kW*h) A
Su 36 468 0.98 258 0.97
Sz 86 503 0.93 536 0.93
Sis 25 753 0.95 344 0.91
Su 46 235 0.96 458 0.97
Sis 88 649 0.94 322 0.98
Si6 66 328 0.97 382 0.95
Sxn 111 182 0.94 427 0.96
Sa 39 369 0.97 224 0.93
Sy 72 289 0.94 328 0.91
Su 48 247 0.98 427 0.97
S5 148 537 0.95 493 0.95
Sz 78 468 0.97 474 0.92
Sa 72 638 0.93 247 0.99
S 36 630 0.96 537 0.94
S 82 575 0.97 245 0.95
Su 29 264 0.98 198 0.91
S35 68 725 0.94 305 0.97
Ss6 34 624 0.94 375 0.93
Su 108 395 0.97 482 0.96
Sz 182 368 0.95 285 0.95
Suis 91 642 0.93 346 0.94
Su 35 582 0.97 427 0.96
Sus 38 649 0.95 436 0.92
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Continued
S 64 527 0.96 595 0.92
Sg; 67 358 0.94 357 0.98
Ss, 35 638 0.96 523 0.94
Se3 99 452 0.99 428 0.96
S 56 185 0.96 347 0.92
Ses 87 572 0.94 427 0.90
Ss6 36 494 0.99 483 0.96
Se1 76 724 0.98 346 0.93
Se2 67 742 0.96 532 0.99
Se3 46 346 0.94 439 0.94
Ses 88 537 0.95 511 0.92
Ses 106 742 0.93 247 0.97
Ses 128 536 0.96 532 0.92

PIER R 55 41 T T B S BI Z500 J 8 W = 0.15, We = 0.5, Ws = 0.35; Tinax = 800 hy Rinay =
3800 ', Smin=0.93, Epax = 2500 kW-h, Ani, =0.92.

6.2. HAESR

R KIEARIEL G = 200, AEXHE P = 0.9, A5 Py =0.1, FEHE Ny =500 i H A7 52K
fift, JEUE NSGA- I BVE RN IR 55 2 A A B (1 A ST 2 s aen 2 SR &) 4 fs . 141 5 )5 NSGA- T
i S FC RV 500 B30, Eh AN HACE A Pareto SRR SS AL &5 %, AT A HE T E 45 NSGA-II
LSRR A3 IR B 80y 31 A4S, 31 MIRFH GBI BB TER 3. Ui NSGA- I 5L K
WK I AR 25 2 A AR 1 R S G2 S 36 45 AN B 6 T [ 7 ks i) NSGA- I i AT AT #y I 5 i SRFTAAREE,
B BN R UARE —A Pareto SARIRSSHGTT R, W LLE Hidid ciodk i) NSGA-I1 BRI BT fs 10 iRk 55
HEHEN 134, 13 MRSESTHEABEESL 4. K 8 NFAEERIN BIERTVEN L. % 3 AFHEH
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Figure 4. The non-dominated layer of NSGA-II algorithm solving the 10T service composition model
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Figure 7. Pareto front and Pareto solution set of improved NSGA-II

7. HIFEE NSGA-I TRRIEFNEE SHEEREE

DOI: 10.12677/csa.2023.1310181 1833 THENUR 5 N H


https://doi.org/10.12677/csa.2023.1310181

NI

PSR R SR TRV

® NSGA-II
®  improved NSGA-II

0.95 ® °

0.94

< 0.93 ... .).*.? ]

0.92

2600
2400
2200

2000 0.6

E 1800 0.5 QOS

0.8

Figure 8. Comparison of the Pareto fronts of the two algorithms
E 8. BmANEERMARIERTIAXTEL

Table 3. Pareto solution set of NSGA-II algorithm
%% 3. NSGA- I B AR R TR s

S1 So S3 Sy S5 S QoS E A

3 6 5 1 3 6 0.508929825 2244 0.953333333
6 3 3 1 6 4 0.548350877 2310 0.938333333
3 6 4 2 4 2 0.626145833 2238 0.935

2 3 3 1 6 4 0.639080044 1833 0.94

5 1 1 4 4 1 0.531107456 2133 0.941666667
1 3 5 5 2 4 0.579802632 1989 0.94

2 5 2 4 6 1 0.577580044 2269 0.938333333
4 2 6 4 1 5 0.636843202 2196 0.928333333
1 4 3 3 2 1 0.673310307 2214 0.926666667
2 1 2 2 1 6 0.663412281 2619 0.926666667
1 1 1 4 3 3 0.707108553 1771 0.95

5 1 1 4 5 3 0.693031798 1981 0.926666667
6 2 3 3 2 4 0.613713816 1886 0.946666667
3 4 5 2 6 1 0.530016447 2534 0.941666667
5 4 5 6 3 6 0.579945175 2193 0.936666667
5 6 6 4 1 2 0.563441886 2018 0.945

3 6 6 5 4 2 0.508929825 2244 0.953333333
3 6 2 5 6 2 0.543744518 2551 0.936666667
3 6 5 4 1 4 0.630217105 2254 0.928333333
6 3 1 5 1 6 0.679039474 2188 0.936666667
2 2 4 6 3 4 0.602109649 1942 0.951666667
2 2 1 2 2 5 0.56373136 2131 0.941666667
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Continued
2 4 3 1 5 1 0.68958443 2158 0.935
4 5 3 2 3 0.707108553 1771 0.95
4 4 4 1 4 2 0.601255482 2345 0.933333333
6 4 5 2 2 6 0.734741228 1876 0.923333333
6 5 6 5 6 2 0.548529605 2281 0.938333333
5 5 5 1 4 1 0.586479167 2361 0.93
5 6 2 2 6 2 0.479466009 2258 0.943333333
1 4 2 5 1 1 0.554112939 2128 0.958333333
4 2 4 4 6 3 0.563441886 2018 0.945
Table 4. Pareto solution set of improved NSGA- I
4. BAY NSGA- T BAMMH R IEMRE
Sy S, S3 Sy S5 Sg QoS E A
2 3 1 5 2 3 0.701620614 2343 0.92
1 5 2 1 5 3 0.606801535 1919 0.935
2 4 4 6 2 3 0.649994518 2298 0.925
1 3 3 3 1 5 0.585094298 2336 0.931666667
5 2 3 4 4 2 0.619304825 2098 0.933333333
4 3 1 5 6 2 0.585094298 2336 0.931666667
6 5 3 2 3 6 0.565411184 2317 0.94
1 4 5 6 3 2 0.783558114 1903 0.953333333
1 1 2 2 6 1 0.767578947 2291 0.918333333
3 2 3 2 6 4 0.684205044 2060 0.926666667
1 5 3 6 6 2 0.607122807 2243 0.93
3 3 4 4 2 6 0.576161184 2209 0.938333333
3 2 5 6 1 4 0.59145614 2326 0.933333333

A ECJR AT NSGA-TT B, Bt NSGA- I kg 171 1R %2> 6.216%, B3k NSGA- I BiE K iR

()63 2T T P
7. &

AT T BRI IR 55 40 G B B B E AR SRR, AE 78 537 EE A X ST 6 76 IR 55 S 2 IR AN g 12 i
PR, Pl TR AT S T e R SSma B R A ST R R A . REVRTERER /N FH A
5o s e IR Y IR 55 2L B R AR, R TAEZ A HARRIRHE B4, 12 NSGA-IL X 2 H An A AL 5Kk
filt, T 7 KIE NSGA- T VLA 3, A SCH NSGA- I SEHEAT Bk D (R BE S mg HEAT oGt . 8 41
SEIS AR, i) NSGA- IT kIS 4T I AR /D 6.216%, Heidk ) NSGA- I 5y 3K Al () A 246 10 58 b ~F- i,
BOUE T AR AR B AN O3k NSGA- T SVETE MR R BRI IR 25 20 & 10 i ) A PR ARl AT 1 o
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