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Optimization of cloud workflow scheduling algorithm based on
reconstruction strategy

LIN Haitao, JIANG Donghan
(School of Electronic Engineering, Naval University of Engineering, Wuhan 430033, P. R. China)

Abstract: In order to further improve the performance of the algorithm, this paper proposes an improved leapfrog algo-
rithm, which is combined with the scheduling scheme to provide optimal scheduling for cloud workflow resource allocation.
First of all, by means of joining the reconstruction strategy to improve the randomness of data the local search in the frog
leaking algorithm the local optimal is effectively prevented. Secondly, we study the scheduling scheme generation algo-
rithm, and get the optimal scheduling with the improved algorithm. Finally, the simulation experiment is carried out using

Java simulator, and compared with the particle swarm optimization algorithm and the traditional frog leap algorithm. It is

found that the proposed method can minimize the total execution cost while satisfying the longest deadline constraint.
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Fig.1 A workflow example

2 2z 75 P 1A S5 BARH R A8 38 7 1

VM, | T, T, T,
VM, T, | T, T,
VM, T, | T, T,

B2 RETRM
Fig.2 Example of scheduling
AR R WL AR AT 55 52 U TR] ) 5z
MU A fe /M BT A T B R AL 6 2 F AR 2R
o BRULZAL 37 B8 BESA R B AR Y
TR, AITER LS OO, A 25 AR P A T
— ML B IMAATIE, A REAT T — M55 J)



- 824 - R M AL R 2 o R AARREERR)

H29 %

Ob, BRGNS T AR A f5 , B4
RE 3T KO 55 Il A B 05L, O L ey P P 428 41 7 9
JERRTA AT 45 o X AR P g s A T S
SYBCYENR, IF H—H 3L %% v] LARE 5 T4 T
ZRMES . P, B o IR R P S B
PERERY PR . B4 PR VM H TaaS
SRt s at, P AT DRI T SR I A e AT, A
SCH AR FE SR ST 55 RN =2 [ A e Sp, 5
F T R FEAE A VM Y B DA R i AH Y e ]
B HA R B IAT AR e/ M I 58 U 18] 45
TEHARR N
1.2 ETFERRMIUHEREE

2003 4F, Eusuff I Lansey 4 44 SFLA"") | ‘& #E 45
P —REE BT, - HRBE LA A1 76 1 I LA A 3k
EREY . EILSE T AT AL Al R R i Ok
( memetic algorithm , MA ) DA M F& F#- 247 N0y ki F
eI AL (particle swarm optimization, PSO ) B 1=, H &
B TR i e 5 2 2 R A M A 7 8 B AR
Z 2 FM AL

TEALGE RS BE S0 v , D A Fh R ol — 4 e v I
h BT AR, EREYEE 2 BN
WA OVR R > s TSR ZE TR e
T RN ; @ TR B —E BB, BT
ZIAIHEATRERLE (S . X DR b, RO 2 vl
] BRER B I i O 28 . SR, | T AP RS2 B BLA:
JICHY , BRIV 0 i df Y 7 ekt T REAS A LR Y
SRtk NI 2 S BUR AR B AL . U W4 A 7Y
T5 2 Gy B N Rt d It , I HLA R B 0 155 B Y ik
BRI E BT A AR ) 15 2 3, PRI, 7 S ik 1 )
FIAREfFTE A 2 B R0 e o X A] LU S
eSS IUNVHEITD SIS

PRI, FATTE T — b i A e g, i A SR i
W 3 Fitzs o TEAS 3 0 S5 - i Jo) [ FR AL A7 -, 3
TTIE I R o IR 5 VA B T o e ik B R 38 HL
A EZ YR E . TER ML X TR
RACH A B A BRI 25 Ao X TS IR A A R AR AR,
Srct 1) 7 e X T T [ M 6 ASE SR AT ) 67
ACIB & NIOREE S PR TIE O NS SR Av MR RS
KBTI AL E o IR n] LU T i AR A F 2
(B EEGE AR R 8, X TAT: 55 4 B2, 3 3o 7 o
BTy AL R A A AL BRI, IR
WL JRE SR DU B 3 T 4 A 5 5 ) e ) e R
FEENLY G VA R

BiR ]

!
THEEE RN, HEFP S 2 i
X 35N BE RS,
}
PP E{Hd=a*rand (),
RE SCICHF X, J8] Rl R AR B, BEAILIEIR j=j;

Lj=j+d

TR AR IR L A8 X, E B
BRERN f,

—

Yes

jejd

'
TR B IR e A X, I
BERENf,

e

Yes

A7\j=ji+u Hfﬁ—F_‘/P]

i 4T O SRR
R IALEX,,
:

4R

B3 ERRBRER
Fig.3 Reconstruction strategy flow chart
K3 i, rand () BREUTIRAERL O 2 1 Z ARG Rl
BV X, o 4 JRy o IO J3E i e 4 e, BRI 4 ) e i 5
Xy, 05T v 3 O B i 4 e, BV JR) 9 A 5
X, b o ol R e 22 0 e, BRI IR 25 s 0
JEIE A TR H R
O A R 1 R BT SR TR 2 R AT
14« O 3 FE R RE R ACHE AL B 0K 2 B e e A L
Qi A7 B A W e R L B R, 3%
FRCEWEUCHINT iR . PR 1 BPLEES fREF
JRRIEAAE
PR EHENRDER d;
S22 LA EWILG T B P,
g A Ak A0 3 B
BRI i M N E Y B X AR P AT
FFF 5
WA WE R REIE X, WS RLEEN £, 5
TS P I m TR
FEO X TR TR
O E Jay B I I A X, W38 NELE R f;, , Jm il die 22
it X, WO EEN S, 5

o



%6

MRIE T , 55 - BT H ARG 10 = AR B S kAL fk - 825 -

Qi 3 ARk A 22 1 R ¥4 o Mk 1 7
(RIAE n=2) ;
QBT Ry A F b il X, = HAE X, 5
@A SRR PR A X, O3 17 Py, I 7 ek
g 5Ok 1 75 ek 5
O (1) AR T )5 B e - X, , B SR
I ZEMRROLE o AR R I, SRR T e 22 AR
AL
BEERA K
D, = rand x (th -X,) (1)
BriLE H
X', =X, +D, (2)
T SR Jry P i 2 A i 7 A B O T
A B 25 1% 5
@A 7 2 (3) A X T2 JRy e U i Xy,
WG R R B 22 R L o TR A B, BT R R
I AR

BRERA Ky
Dy =rand x (X, - X,) (3)
B E A
X', =X, +D, (4)

COF I, 5 FH 7 1 BE AL A 5 1 e DR T 58 8 46 e
ZEf#s

FBRT K& HEE N FFEER G, RIS
INf BE (R Y X RNEE P EA T BT HET 5

FIRS KA AR ISEDR, &, WSS
S I AL RE IR 3,

TEAYR 6 ik 1R N IS, B S i
FR 22 o TR v () 2 AR AL, Jy &0 d5 - fi
S E A DA SR A ] i L, 1 Ry 3 e 22 R 5% 003
I A AR A5 B A B AT T
2 RREPAERFR

YT T IR B A D SR TR AR RO L
AN I Ia) L, 5 SRR A MR 58 o AR SR
TR T e i kR i O 58, TR SR AR B/
A RLAS g [, HA 6 A Je I FR 2 SR A g
2.1 @

T TR R T A0 A A Sy oS e Bk 0 T A IR
VRS kA TARR T d MME SR 2] r A BE I8
Lo TARRBE RS A, B NN — 1 d
AICACHEHAL BRI A, 6 0 A 55 TAR . 56 k
ANk F (k) RN d AIC I 1) i . BITHs 1L

i (RIITZERE ) d, i TAE i AT 55 B i o
T 0 1 A s 3 L AN S o ol W R R B e Ut
Ah, TSR R r BRI R TP AR EER N
AP EY R . KL, A4ARETE 0 AL AT H Y
BEURE r Z Al R G LR AR AT 55 B B U A
St FIn, — TR 10 4E, WA B 10 Ak
W2oR, B E RN BA 10 ME5 B9 TAER, 245
HR 1 R, W2RA 4 DRI, I8 Aty
AR AR ATE 0 ~4 BY(H, 1E55 5 B A
WRARMZR 2 PR, X B, 55 7 ARFRIME 1. 9 KR
%57 O EIRIR 2, 55 M IR RERIEE i 4
Asp , I H R F AR P AR5 1.
=1 44RE
Tab.1 Coordinate values
Z, 2, Z, Z, Zs Z, Z, Zy Z, Zy
2.6 1.7 3.7 1.3 1.0 3.2 1.9 2.4 42 1.9

K2 ESERBERFXAER

Tab.2 Task and resource mapping relationship table
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