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Abstract

This research aims to design and develop a QoS-aware semantic web services selection model for tourism as well
as to compare the techniques used to classify web services related to tourism services. The factors used to determine
service quality of web services are: response time, availability, reliability, cost, and throughput. The research

processes include creating an ontology knowledge base for web services in the tourism domain, web services
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classification using data mining principles and techniques, measuring the similarity of web services, calculating web
services quality scores, using the term weighting method and searching web services where users can define terms
and weight values for various quality factors. All of these methods will make the selection of semantic web services
effective and the results of web service searches will enable users to get the best quality of the web service that
truly meets their needs.

Evaluation results and performance measurements using data mining methods for web services classification
found that the best technique was Decision Tree which achieved 96.07% accuracy, followed by 84.46% Support
Vector Machine technique, 84.29% k-Nearest Neighbor technique, 75.18% Naive Bayes technique and 64.47%
K-means technique, respectively.

The results of the evaluation and measurement of the effectiveness of the search systems for semantic web
services according to the quality of service for tourism were that, by comparing between expert and search systems,

precision was 0.84, recall was 0.80, F-measure was 0.82, and Accuracy was 0.93. The performance evaluation using

dynamic criteria for precision was 0.57, recall was 1.00, F-measure was 0.67 and Accuracy was 0.93.

Keywords: Web services selection, Semantic search, Quality of Service (QoS), Classification.

UNUI
padmImsrasfisalanuvsandszmandnia UNWTO
(United Nations World Tourism Organization) leeansal
Fewmnanmsrissisnlanluanded a.a. 2030 adula
tnasawins Tapdoudt a.a. 1995 uduan $Twautin
vieafisrhlaniimamssilideudnaduwld anuihvang
wazluamansrmuinvasfisrsewinsdssmnaziindin
Taadsilaz 43 dwan onsvasdisalanduwaliiy
dulaunnduluemaa ﬁﬂﬁﬁmmﬁaamﬁayjaLﬁmﬁu
myvasdisanniuanalude 1w ﬁagmﬁmﬁuamuﬁ'
vinsiien dunisfids Awn LLa:iTaQaLﬁmﬁ'm:uummﬂw
1 ud é’difumsﬁ']muaﬁagaﬁ’mnwﬁadLﬁmﬁﬁmm
andas iuadly waznaifelanudiay snarldyaas
mluauwlamvenfisannniuuazyinliiamsgfiaduns
viesfigvoslanidiuladiu

msﬁ%auaﬁagaLﬁmﬁ’umiﬁauﬁmuuﬁﬂmﬁ
mmsmmmmﬂqﬂmaaﬁu"l,ﬁl,ﬂu 4 ga' Goil

ﬁuluqﬂﬁ 1 Lﬂuﬂqﬂﬁlﬁ%ﬂﬂ'jwmmaﬂﬁu (Static
Web) f‘?j'aLﬂuq@L’%‘m’fmaamﬂ‘[uiaﬁﬁmﬁ@%mﬁaﬂ f.91.
1994 I@U;‘?ﬁuﬁuﬁa iy LWa3iua3a (Tim Berners-Lee) 161
Aassoasnativladanadn (World Wide Web Consorti-
um: W3C) iiaaasnaspunacdalanauusimiuldiiu
%é’ﬂlumiﬁwmqmmwmadL'“Ju"lfn@T mahauadoyau
Lfmvl,snﬁ'luqﬂﬁl‘fnmmé’nlunwﬁwmLfsuvlsnﬁﬁamm
LTNLANLER (Hyper Text Markup Language: HTML)
LflumiaammuLfmvl,sn@i‘ﬁﬁmsﬁ'lLauaiaylmmumw“h
mmzﬁumiﬁ']Lauaﬁagaﬁvl,&iﬁmimﬁaJuLLﬂmﬂayﬁﬂ

. g .
mMysamatianivinlalidayszain
o u da .
Vulugad 2 14 uqﬂmiﬂmﬂ@muﬂnu
(Dynamic Web) gafisinaiuuadwiiafuiiatiianadoya
U 1 dl U v = =3 U )
shumsriaaiien glimansnldasuiuivladld wu ns
6 v 24' 2 a a & 2
Iwgdtaniy Iuﬂqﬂumayauﬂgﬂwmﬂﬂugmmaya
ﬁﬂﬁm'ﬁ%’ﬂm’:“*ﬁagaﬁﬂﬁa:mn ﬁi:ﬂﬂ%’ﬂﬂ'ﬁ"ﬁagaﬂé’a
4% (Back Office) LL@Q@LLai:U‘U‘-ﬂ:@fﬂ\’iL@]%LIN“ITE]HE‘]LQGLLaz
ﬂ%’uﬂ’gﬁagﬂﬁﬁmmﬁuaﬁﬂay;ma@nm ATHLFUD
£ A o ' Py = X9 o
°1Ja;&ammnumi‘ﬂaummuunu"lsmﬂluﬂqﬂuhmm
gASUALWATRN@UY 1T PHP, ASP, JSP, Javascript
Wuan ahug’mﬁaaaﬂﬁwl"ﬁ L% Oracle, Microsoft SQL
Server, MySQL, PostgreSQL 1T611h
Auluged 3 (dugefiGeniiiviaedia (Web
Service)® iHumswawnduwivweUndintwiNaSonly
u%msﬁuLﬁﬁa*ﬁaﬁlﬁu'%mﬂ”aya@i”wumiﬁacn,ﬁm
Guweiiadwmaluladivnlildsunsudszandeng 9 7
. X o X v o
Wawdulagdnugiunisaunisuszaaniagnssud
L e i 4 e Y
LANGNIN mm’maammamﬂaﬂmagaﬂu"l,@%msl‘*ﬁ
muudndiduias (Extensible Markup Language: XML)
Lﬂumﬁ:rmmulunwﬁaawmaﬂLﬂﬁﬂwﬁa;ﬂlahﬂmﬁuim
Innaalasifin (Hypertext Transfer Protocol: HTTP) Liag
Ifsaanunasgiuieaiuiviu 9 Bumesialinim
auidagiaaduan (Web Services Description Language:
wsbL) lumsatun ﬂﬁagmmumiu’%mﬁ aua TR
Gureategtiuersaglugtuuuvaslan (Simple Object
Access Protocol: SOAP) eNaLULANAITIRULLAILANRTS

AULWINIULLLIRY (Representational State Transfer:



306 Ekkachai Naenudorn et al.

REST) Adouinglidudan msﬁnauaﬁagmﬁmﬁums
vionfipuwiulod %mUaaﬁﬂnﬁaﬂﬁaﬂ%ﬁagaﬁmmi
w'aaL“?']Iy’sﬁ”lﬁ%’umnmﬂﬁu%mwaa;ﬂﬁu‘%msr’?msﬁai’%a
Fotemuufiaandnualanudiimmianzem vld
W@T%uiagaﬁgnﬁama:ﬁuaﬁﬂ FIU19U3MINTLALNS
vsnmsiimadvasssuitonlumslsusas

L%ﬂl%ﬂqﬂ“ﬁl 4 °uaaﬂﬁﬁ’nauaﬁa;&mﬁmﬁums
viostRenuw Iy e Lﬂuqﬂﬁﬁm'j’]eﬁuuuam%u (Semantic
Web) n3atiuidennunans™?® [Juvawinisvedian
"Lwi’“mﬁl,ﬁmﬁaaﬁuﬁaQmm:mm’%mmuﬁﬁbﬁﬁ Tums
shsanuduwlileRsvlodessnansadhladsnnudesn
Twosgld Budsnnunaneilusinmsiesinlvaeufiaines
ﬁ%auaﬂwﬁm%’ummsnLﬁﬁlﬂﬁagaﬁaamﬁmﬁumw
vilavasausd sansadlannununsvesdiuazum
mmﬁmﬁs’smamﬁmﬁuﬁﬂmaum@maammﬁﬁﬁaams
muﬁ;jﬁ@umvlﬁﬁmmvlﬂmm%au‘[mmwé’wﬁuﬁ’maa
ﬁagmmuﬁ‘[maa%d BuiBsanununedaiudnuuwife
ﬁﬁqﬁgﬂﬁﬂﬂﬂszqﬂm‘lﬂumiﬁwmszuumsﬁuﬁu
®1IRWLNE (Information Retrieval: IR) luEﬂLLuuﬁﬁﬂﬂ’j’l
YRR WEIANWANY (Semantic Search) #9Liu3Es
AN W NI TRMNARFDINTIINATITTFUNFANE
I@TLéauva%aﬂszmumsﬁmLﬁanﬁéﬁl‘f@’fadms il
mmmﬁumﬁagavl@‘fgnﬁaamamquﬁﬁayjaﬁﬁmm
ﬁuﬁuﬁ%amm%mULm:vl,@ﬁTayaﬁmmmm’mﬁaqms
maaé‘lﬁmﬂﬂ’ﬁu

mﬂ“ﬁagamiﬁwLaua"ﬁagalﬁﬂ'sﬁumsﬁamﬁm
vt v e 4 pa ayUlaiunaluladiuigeBauazns
fududayadsanuninefianuanuddydenisinll
sl,ﬂumsﬁ']Lauaﬁagmﬁlmﬁumsﬁauﬁm walulad
GurediarhWgldmansneanuunussiamuad Wit
ﬁ"l,&iai"]ﬁml,wa@wa%mﬁaﬁml"ﬁr"iuLmas’%aﬁnﬂ;‘ﬂﬁu%ms
Adudeandnuazlanudsrmyianzdmn vlilasu
iagaﬁgnﬁama:ﬁuaﬁﬂ fUMIFUABTaYALTIAINY
winpziligldmusndunivime Haldasiawana
@Taamsmaa;j'lfﬁmn"ﬁu

maduwmdugeSAsludvtudldmunsadum
ledany@@la3iaa’ (UDDI registry) Haritun1svhauas
Lwia:ﬁuLmai‘%agnﬂs:mﬂvlﬂuvlwﬁﬁmﬁagma?}uaa &9
Alinsladszmelivug@dlesiaed dnwacvains
duwmniume Dsdumslddmmanlumsduni laanisi
dadnlluSeuisuiudeysenmsiuwesiafiiulu
gudana (Keyword Matching) HaAWER ldaswLLan:

J Sci Technol MSU

3'1yﬂﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁqmdﬁu%dma"l,u'gn@i”adLm:mm‘hu
wzudume PHrenalanusnnusiuiudniuiwe s
fuanalifidridyiulnngluenmaiumeHmay
Aoy anuduRusludnsaeidizonin anuFuRuELS
ANURINY SINUWNNSEUR B IR IR 0T wuwInng
%ﬁ:dﬁaz"ﬁaalﬁmiﬁum“ﬁaQaﬁﬂi:ﬁﬂ%mwmﬂﬁumwz
munsadlannunansuiaivesenans
FmLﬁnas"%aﬁlﬁﬁmﬁagaéﬁumsﬁauﬁmvlﬁ
%’ummau’t%wn;ﬂ‘ﬁmn%u FarienuiTefifodas
AunsaaldaniuimeimAndunan g uwed Fafinang
ﬂi:Lﬁuﬁmiﬂ%'uﬂEaLﬁ‘alﬁmsﬁ@Lﬁam%mfﬁai’%m%
AR AT AN A WNNT % TR HORE R T
Tymfisdyaecuidefiivatesiunisdaiden

[
=1

GumeHsdaanununslaasit

1. rwaTefifsdasiumsdadenivmeHa
sulngjazinsonislednfifnadeqanmmslsiuing
Yaa Ui Iw LL@ivlaivl@TagaLﬁumsﬁ’]Lauaﬁmsﬁa%ﬁaﬁma
ﬁ'ummﬁaoms“uad;ﬂﬁz“"“z

2. mIfaReniutrasizazAansandaiian
GueSisismuaiifoglugiudoys vlinszuaunslu
mydadanlFnawin SsenuiuedsudiSuime P
fagiduiwiunin FsiunourinnsRansandaiden
dunusiniamaiiaitans 9 arsduunnaiangves
SurmeHaielinmisadenivwe Hatiszansamaenn
;ﬁu5,30,31

3. é’ﬂmm:maamsﬁumL'“Jm,sna%%a‘lui]a@ﬁ'mz
IddadynndleliSoufsuivteysenaaivize s
(Keyword Matching) mé’wfﬁvléfmavlajgnﬁaaLmzﬂiu
ﬁ’,—su15.21.22

4. FumeBanilvusnsuwaiatnsumneiiie
Tulstuddrwananuaznannnaienguuinig wnsy
ldagalriiuzeiialaluudasnduuinisfigunnnis
u’%ms?}ﬁq@ wiolunsaifivnaSume Haldoulale a=d
SuweHalafanaunsaldnaunuiwle

ﬁdﬁ%@%%’y%ﬂﬁﬁwmsaammuuazﬁ@umuuu
Fassnsdaieniuire Asdennunanslasdilee
AMNIANILINT lag il ayaiuime s aflsns
Funsviasdien amﬁ%’mﬁﬂszqnﬁmn"ﬁagaﬂﬁjums‘n’aa
onlunsmsvesasdmsmasviondionlan® swnsauds
16 5 ngu laun fWn (Accommodation) NMILAWNSYUSS
(Transportation) aoufivioaidien (Attraction) FuviIfia
(Location) LLazgNIWaINe (Weather) miﬁwmﬁaa"ﬂ”aga



Vol 37. No 2, March-April 2018

(Data Mining)I@ml‘ﬁmﬂﬁﬂmiﬁmuﬂ“ﬁaga (Classification)
alglumsduunnanangvaniviwasia quninms
Usmsasivimefiafionsanan 5 fade leur 1ad
ADUAHEIVBILTWINBIAALUSMS (Response Time) &AW
anunsanlumsliusnng (Availability) auLEdeTA N
waannuLiedia (Reliability) fldaslumszenldusns
(Cost) Lmzmmﬁ%’n%ﬁfluﬂwsﬁ']da“ﬁaga (Throughput) 41%
Hpdaiuguanuilaslfesulnladvesivmesislu
I@LmuﬁmmsﬁaaLﬁﬂﬁlﬂﬂﬂia’%nwymwmmwaﬁaga
ﬁmsﬁimun%mwgmaoﬁumas’%aﬁauﬁazﬁwmﬁ@
mmﬂﬁmﬂﬁaﬁumaaLfsuLsﬁai’%aiuLL@iazﬂéju N
TenziusnTouifivunafialunsduunninenyues
Fsuma%ﬁmﬁammﬂﬁﬂ%‘%ﬁﬁﬂizﬁﬂ%mwmﬂﬁqm any
AMwimmmazuuwgMIWINILINITa U TIw i
aounsauduleitnnsardinninuesdn uazlunng
ﬁumLiumas’%g‘lﬁa’m’lmﬁmmLi;au"l,mm:ﬁmu@
mﬁmﬁfﬂlﬁﬁuﬂa%’qumwmm ldatn9Base (User
Preferences) S3mstanaaiiasyin limsdadeniuime Ha
Feanunane s ansaw uaskadwifldannmsaum
ﬁumas‘%aﬁlﬁaﬂﬁ%’uﬁuLﬁnas’%aﬁﬁqmmwua:maﬁu
ﬂ'smﬁaaﬂw’uaa;ﬁ%mnﬁqﬂ

%

agusrasa
1. iesanuuuLAsRAMLUUSResMIiaEen
Ao Hadanununslasddsfisgmaiwnisuing
fmSUMIrasien
2. Wedrsuasisuifisuinaialunis
IUUNRNIANYY a9 iU HafiAuTasuM LM%
Myriasfien

DA NRBUINIVY

mﬁ%’aﬁtﬂumﬁ%’uL%aﬂszqﬂ@i‘ Wunsenm
%%’yﬁﬁ%umaumsﬁwLﬁumuﬁﬂs:qﬂﬁ%ﬂﬂaaasﬂwsﬁ@uuw
J2UY (System Development Life Cycle: SDLC) e
GELL Rt

1. @nwmnuduasinaiamdaianiviweia
ﬁﬂmmﬂﬁtﬁmﬁumiﬁuﬁmj"a%lm%dmmmmy 3
Fuunminangzaivimeiia Mamanuasuaiinu
Vo duwe e uazgunMIlLInsTeninme s

2. MIgANUUURINUAUNIINYIITULY SEMO
wIBUUUINRaINITAALRaN LI TaT IR TIANNRNNEY
(Semantic web services selection model %38 SEMO

8 Sl waadlaad Figure 1

Semantic Web Services Selection by Considering the Quality of Service for tourism 307

Web Services Knowledge Base

Word
-« Repository
- (sKos)

Ontology

1

Web Services Similarity

User Interface

Web Services Provider
=

Web Services Similarity
Measurement Module

]

Web Services Selection

—>|
|

Semantic Qos
Search omputation
s

ervices Selection Module

I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
Web Services Classification Module 1
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I

Figure 1 SEMO Architecture

3. nasiuguanailasldoaulnlad
nATeidnsehsgmenuieeulnladues
SumeBsRldusnsaumsviaaiien lagdszgndann
aaquIaEiFJmmaﬁa%a Web Service Modeling Ontology
(WSMO)* 283 W3C LLET’Jﬁ'umJ%'mJ?aLﬁalﬁaa@ﬂﬁaaﬁu
USunvesn1svieaiiisn wazdarinadsdnlasldanos
(Simple Knowledge Organization System: SKOS)"

& -
Gbjectproperty |- / .
e Tiegoy | | Vewon | /% L
H—‘ o Class | e \
Cl
= T [y | [ [y e |
l—l—l hasinterface el

r Class.

ObjectProperty |
haTeam
e

s
L.

OajectProperty \

ObjectProperty

oo e ]
. =
(e ] [[aw | @

Figure 2 Some of the web services ontology

FUTIUTINE W da a9 A gt e A uns
u’%miﬁmmiﬁaaLﬁmmﬂWaammgmuﬁmmsﬁuﬂmms
MILEUNIRAZNNIYiasLiied (Dictionary of Leisure,
Travel and Tourism)™® $1%2% 200 &1 NTUENEEWH
Fr089R leurn ISR UR AN LA Tasa e AT
Fnriasauia (WordNet)™ fidsznauludasdwiinan &
wiow d1fn19nin dfiuaunin wasdnAieTes uas
Tfindndnsinanuafildane Aruewiiasauinaslua s
dnluaoulnladfildanaslulsunsulnania (Protégs)

4. mi'«ﬁmuﬂ%mm‘mgmadﬁmﬁnaﬁa (Web

Services Classification)



308 Ekkachai Naenudorn et al.

mzmumiﬁlﬂwﬁy'u@aumsﬁ‘imuﬂmmwg
yas iU HaRlfuUsmsdunmsviesiien fanszuiums
lumsduunnunengaaivizeiial 7 Tumaudsdaluil

4.1 @ouldsunsunsnieai (PHP) 74
Auuswiaile (RAP API) Lﬁaﬁum“ﬁagaﬁmmaﬁam
naaulnladlasldnwseumutoyssiiifa (SPAR-
QL)” Glumsﬁuﬁuﬁagaluaauiwiaﬁﬁgﬂdaaanmlugﬁ
LLuumaanmﬂaé’uﬁagLLaa (OWL) “ﬁagatf"mmas’%aﬁ
Fasm3leun Fauimasia (Web Service Name) faBung
Guiwaiia (Description) %aIaLﬂaLs%'u (Operation) ﬁaga
1 (Input) Tayasan (Output) RANBLATVBIILITETIA
(Web Service ID) wazdnfiAsdasiu iU Ha (Term)

42 duapumidaiaiasnany syansol
LAY UAZT89919 8ENIINTARATIVAN RAINNMIFOLANY
ﬁa;&aslu%u@auﬁ 1 azvl,@ﬁa%lafmLﬁnaﬁaﬁﬁadmi‘l@ﬁlfi
Fouwe e dmotueiuimefia delawaisiu Toya
\ih dayasan nanuevaIuImeIE wazdL AT
Muduimedia %aﬁagaﬁmu@ﬁvﬁauﬂummﬂ%dam q 1
p1afliedaanany Fyaneol dauay wiatesing e
é’di‘?u’fjaﬁiwLﬂuﬁaqﬁﬂmiﬁwm’]uﬁ:mwﬁayja (Data Clean-
ing) Lﬁaﬁﬁﬂﬁagaﬁvlmﬁmﬁaaaaﬂvl,ﬂ

4.3 MIfaULIgIa8NINN&NII (Word Seg-
mentation) ﬁﬁaaﬂﬂﬂwsé’@ﬁagaﬂﬁ%ﬂuaan‘lu‘%u@au
fi 2 %:"L@Tﬂﬁagaﬁwnai’%aﬁazm@ mIdiaudadnitazu
fansuondRuilnafiduddesandan iou USA SUT
TH SMS API %38 ISO tiudu dunauiazldnasniiin
TAVDIFAW GaEN9LTU TAFATI “British Airways BA is
a full service global airline with an extensive global route
network based out of the United Kingdom” Lfiamu%u
aanmsdaudsiinaanifldazduseniidsiwan 21 é
éun British | Airways | BA | is | a | full | service | global
| airline | with | an | extensive | global | route | network |
based | out | of | the | United | Kingdom

4.4 mMIGadYa (Stop words) udaon
Fadnilaisnduaen Gfa@‘i'mqmﬂuﬁwmmlﬁuﬁﬁﬁ'u6] ua
liflenunansludies Wadaaanud livnlwlannawes
lenastaenudas 1w @‘imwumﬂuﬁnﬁlﬁ%auﬁ’m?a
UGHRRINEETS 1 dnassnmnududilFunudmnadi
ndfsnuiludsslon dduswdndnfivwihiidey
fnud iudn ﬁ’mq@ifﬂLﬂuﬁwﬁﬂﬁﬂgﬂam%\um:ﬁagi
lunniugeiia ’a’iaﬁavlﬁdwﬁmqw,ﬂuqmé'nwm:ﬁvlaj
Lﬁ'mﬁaﬂuﬂ'ﬁﬁuﬁuﬁ%aﬂ'ﬁ{hLmnvﬁmwg Fatiusanns

J Sci Technol MSU

ﬁw%’wﬁmqm%w:m psenianafnduaziaanlunig
UI2UIRNE ﬁ?ﬂﬂﬁdﬁ’l%g@] LT% a, an, and, at, but, by, can,
do, for, go, give, in, is, of, on, or, other, out, than, the, to,
what, while, who, why, will #38 with Liudu Ssgazess
dnrinaudadmgadduin 21 f1 nisndadnyainie
WEd 13 é1

45 PINTINEWT (Stemming Words) 4
<ﬂauﬁﬂum:mumﬂumimgﬂLamj a9f oL TuUTIWlN
Hududornu mammndwriinlwaansaaaialuns
ﬂs:mawaLLazLﬁmﬂszf‘aﬂ%mwlumsﬁhLLuﬂ%mw;‘Jjﬂuad
Gureiala wwu sndwrivesdnin “Booking” fafin
“Book” S1nANYiva9¢n3 “Transportation” fiasnin “Trans-
port” 1 udn

46 MaSoufsusznineddanrinuaae
dnluoaulnlafifiordauiiAuides Tuneuiiozing
Fnudasdnluizuufisuiuadsdluooulnladdafiu
lugtuunaaas (SKOS) \aMdMaN (Prefer Label) 61
Aflanunanomnianiudman (Alternate Label) §19ifl
AMNRNLNINNNTN (Broader) wazffianunaIneLa
M1 (Narrower) annsiwsinéndilemanuaunuaniinidly
Mma@ﬁmé{ﬂ Frasneiiindmansiuan 2 é1 Aa “hotel”
wa “reservation” liSuuisuiuadsdnluoeulnladifie
wdaufifsITes dman “hote ldditAsadasldun

» o« ” o«

“building” “edifice” “hostel” “resort” LLaz “spa” §IBAINAN
“reservation” ldeLATaslaun “booking” “employment”
“reserve” AL “book”

4.7 vihgnizuiwmsviunilesdaya (Data
Mining) Lﬁai‘huuﬂ%mwyjmaqLf“munai’%a Tasyinmsuys
Tayaiuiaiizeaniiu 2 70 it qmﬁ 1 Aagadayavad
BSulwe Baftlildiumamanuduiufvasdgoanna
nune Usznaumiauaanidiands 9 s1win 7 weansdag
Ieun sWaSumadis (Web Service ID) Zaliulmadia
(Web Service Name) @1a3u18 (Description) %amjm
(Group Name) %a‘[amamﬁu (Operation Name) ﬁagm#ﬁ
(Input) uazdayaaan (Output) ﬁ%’suﬁayaqg@ﬁ' 2 Aagadoys
Pa3 iU B aRiIumM I AN LTI LTI EInY
ANBURD Usznaualsuaanidideans 9 sawaw 12
wean3dng leun siauimeHs fauimeHa dratune
‘%‘an@:w (Group Name) Folaweistu Tayaidn Tayaean
fANTNan (Terms) Ariaw (Alternate Terms) fnfine
N1 (Broader Terms) fnfuaunin (Narrower Terms) W&y

'
o

fMAfedas (Releted Terms) nndulfinafiadizds



Vol 37. No 2, March-April 2018

lunmsnasss wWisuisume 5 madlads ldud 1) inadia
FB1aiud (K-means) 2) inafiadTiudniug (Naive Bayes
- NB) 3) inafinitia-1iasisariiuiuas (k-Nearest Neigh-
bor : k-NN) 4) inafinisaulddafula (Decision Tree :
DT) uae 5) afiaddonnasniiniaasuuadu (Support
Vector Machine : SVM)
5. MIRIWIHAIAIANUARIBARINUVBILIL
\Ia33& (Web services Similarity)
mé’amma‘%a“ﬂy’u@aumﬁhLmn%mwyjmaa
SuaBaudr Tunauiazinmsdmwaniiendinny
asmpafifiuvaa v Maluudaznga lagldiinsmen
AMNAFIUARIANNT =) Vector Space Model (VSM) fa
miTaanuasoariwuulalel (Cosine Similarity)™
TagRasad3ouiisuanuasiundsinaniaves
SuweHa delowaistu defuny Tayaldn uastaya
08N UFAIGTIFNNIA 1
A-B " 4,5

slmllar‘lh-' = - =i T
T TIATEI ™ To az Tow o (1)

6. NIMmEIMINTIILITETIE

FFN13L 80N TS IRNAAMNANITRN 1ag

NITMIN 5 Jaduaadt
a Ag ) v a

1) nafNfeuakasadIWesNRLST
Jannazpznnfigraliuinmssdiiasvesanllaunzna
lafudayanaunduananidininesvad IMuTng &9
fudladangunisn 2

RT=1—

¥r

T @a mnaeasuauadlasiads winodulad

T @o L'am"?‘i"l,ﬁ%‘uﬁa;gaﬂé’um nieduliad
Auf

T fa LBuduATNNsssanfasue nindn
afaun

RT Ao edranuuiaziduvasaiiiaiaauanad
Tnsiade

2) anmuanuwsaulunsliusans (Availability)
%mné’@ma&mmawanmaanmﬁmmﬁ;ﬂ’ﬁu‘%mimmm

W lFUINT0 3R O F I TIRIUAIDHATINIANIRNAT

Semantic Web Services Selection by Considering the Quality of Service for tourism 309

AlfusnSonlivimaivweiialutisnmiiiinue 39
fuwdrnlaangunisn 3

A= (3)
Tagi A @o aamwanuwdoulunsliusng
N__fa NﬁmmjaaL'smﬁ”’mmﬁ;ﬂ’ﬁu‘%mimmm
hlFsmsmeBaladnse lugrnmimnue Twie
Hudafiuw

N, fla Nm'smlaanmﬁmmﬁgﬂ%ﬁmiﬁm
IFusmsSumeBs lugranmdimnue Jrihoduiiss
Auf

3) AULENYIVRIIZUL (Reliability) 7a31n
é’mwdmmaaa‘hmuﬂ%\iﬁy'mmﬁ;ﬂ%u‘%mn%mnl’ﬁu%ms
Lsnas"";aVL@Tﬁ%ﬂL%mu@Tam‘i’m’suﬂ%’aﬁy’mu@ﬁ;ﬂ%ﬂ‘%mﬂ%m
TFusnswafs lutrsnafitinue dasuialdain

FUNNIN 4
T )
R= -
oo R @ dranudesuedszuy

T #e ﬁﬂu’suﬂ%ﬂﬁﬂﬁu@ﬁI}ﬂ“ﬁﬂ%ﬂ’]ﬂ%ﬂﬂl“ﬁ
vimsiumeBalednise lurnaimnue
T #e ﬁﬂu’suﬂ%ﬂﬁﬂﬁu@ﬁI}ﬂ“ﬁﬂ%ﬂ’]ﬂ%ﬂﬂl“ﬁ
vimsiuweHs trsnafidivue
dathatu gliuimiiamaliuinwe s

@
o o

FanuasnwIn 5 059 lugnsmiinmue uasdaanunsal
$oswelFUsmsRUssauauiIGIs W 3 59 Auman
$m 2 059 GetiuenaNutEefioazriniy 3/5 wie
Wiy 0.60

4) enlgaelumsSenlsusnms Jaandasns
dueduinislunisliuinameRevesglivinislungy
@i Sednwaldnnauni 5

c=1— — ()
oo C  fo denusinasiluwvssdlsinelunissen
lFu5m s
P @a danmanuauimilumslvuimawe s
Z Ea o I ' A o
Ao NaTINVBITATMITAUAILSTINATIH
u‘%msma%ﬁawaagﬂﬁu’%miﬁwm



310 Ekkachai Naenudorn et al.

5) Throughput BX1854 ANNE LTINS
ﬁagamﬂqwﬁﬂﬂﬁa'é'nqwﬁﬂummmﬁﬁmm fnie
Judadaiuwf (ops) Throughput LHwIwIUNIWUTATY
(Transaction) #38N1338478 (Request) ﬁgnaﬁ”w%m%a
nuldlugisnaminaseunit g dewsurminasey
UszEntawdasmnuatianarlinewaue INdeans
winls e $ruwauls 1 339 wIaduaulu 1 wf udu
wihoAnsuldamiuiad Throughput fia TPS (Transaction
Per Second) TuAesnmunsuusaiufisansarinewled
lu 1 Fud @hﬂumuqmmwmaaﬂa%’yﬁa:ﬂauaﬂiﬁﬁa
UszansmmaasmsiusmaivmeHalasanizluies
mummam’a\wmﬁlﬂumséamﬁagw%ameﬁﬁ
(Bandwidth) tw1zmsuSnsvndasnsdndudasduunais
WednadaazanunsaltanulaesalUszansaw duim
Iannaunsfi 6

T|"' - NS'.ll:
Trotal (6)
Tp
Tpn= ————
TomaxTp max (Tp)
lagfi  Tp @@ @1 Throughput wieidu  invoke/sec-

ond

N_ fi8 9IIUNsUTATY (Transaction) w3e
N1338978 (Request) ﬁgna%’w%w%aﬁﬁmuvl@ﬂwﬁnL'Jm
MINaFaL

Tmlﬁa A1 TIIANNINAFAY %Y second

Tpnfla @1 Throughput normalize

max(Tp) fa 61 Throughput ‘ﬁﬁﬁ’lgdqm

mnﬁuﬁwmﬁwmm@hqmmwmﬂﬁu‘%mﬂaa
FSumes lasldaunstraimin duwmeinnsmsen

Qmmwmﬂﬁu‘%mwaaﬁa 5 123y qmmiﬁﬂmmé’a

gun1In 7
QoS. = E W, QoS
xeV (7)
lagfl  Qos o dgumwnmlivinvesivgeiia si
SI

QoS_ fla mqmmwmﬂﬁu‘imsﬁmﬁﬁﬂ X
284U a3 Si

W fe @hﬁmﬁfﬂﬁ;flﬁu‘imiﬁmmiﬁﬁu
A newilady x

v fla Loae adﬂaﬁﬁﬁlﬁﬁmummmwms

J Sci Technol MSU

IsmsvesweHa lasd v = {Response Time, Availability,
Reliability, Cost, Throughput}
61";amams@‘i’]mmmqmmwmﬂﬁﬁmi
pe9iuime i lasfiasuduvaninniniladudsil
Response Time 1¥inNU 1.00 Reliability 1INy 0.75 Availability
W¥iNA1L 0.75 Cost L¥iNNU 0.50 waz Throughput LNy 0.75
Sssninminuasia 5 i']a%’ﬁ;ﬂ%mmsnﬁmuﬂmvlﬁma
mmmmmmzaﬂﬁﬁw “Setting” UBAUWILAAN
7) NIDANUULLAZ W WINIZLIUNITA WA
GuiwaSiaidaanunang
ATZUIRAITHANITANTOB N LA WA U
NSRRI LT S mTInnunaNg Tiuaeudida
il
1. sanuuuuazNauwdudadafugld
(User Interface) lun3sduniiuisasisidinnunang
Tunsdumdayaiviresis lidasls
f&ATY (Keyword) IR AUA NS ULENSITI
Winyszwiedrdrdgivgiuainuieaulnlabves
Guwwaiia é’dﬁyfu%aﬁmﬁmsﬁ@ummuam@iaﬁu;ﬂ’ﬁ e
udnanslunsfadaszwingliuasgwanaioaulnla
8 Tagltmuftasd (PHP) (unmnanlunsnam
ﬁi’sua@@iaﬁmﬂ“ﬁ lfTamas (Cascading Style Sheet :
CSS)IuﬂWiﬁmgﬂLLuuﬂwsLLa@awa funIRUAuayaIn
aaulnladldmmatiiaa Lﬁ"aaaumuﬁaga uazdstaya
ﬁ]’]ﬂIGﬁULﬁﬂgLLﬂa HAUWNIUIWLAN b
2. mfmuadiminvesdlulaseaine
8AOF (SKOS)
luﬂWiﬁwwu@@iﬁﬁWﬁﬁﬂﬁgﬂﬁ@Lﬁumu
Tansasuuuanas Seniminidumsmnuasizudi
ﬁaﬁ;ﬂ’ﬁmmsnﬁ’mu@Laavlﬁmfmé'd Sssnansorinvuale
lwiy “Setting” uuntkLIURAN
3. MIFARARINAINYaIM AU LA
lassgaveaivime i
lun1sdinuaa 1B minesd1ay
dunislassaisvaaiuise s %aﬁwm&hﬁgn%’mﬁuvﬁ
Tugdunuvasemalueaulnladuss lau FoSuwa P
fasunauwess solowaisdu Tayadn uazdaya
2an ﬁaﬁgﬂ%mmmﬁw%u@mﬁmﬁfﬂ'lﬁmmmmm
wnzan A ERa S %ammmﬁ’mu@vlﬁfl,umks “Setting”
VAL ALRAN

]
A

4. nImruaaIiIRTinve Il T Iy



Vol 37. No 2, March-April 2018

Tumsinuassinninuasdfldams
ﬁuﬁmzﬁmsmmﬂﬁ’]ﬁwaaﬁwé’lﬁtyﬁQ’Lﬂfﬁamﬁwmﬁnﬂ
drelan igu §litlaudnin “hostel booking” #1391 hos-
tel azflanudidnuaziianiminuinningin booking
Jusu ummeseuitazmnualidddysidunnd
drniinde 1.00 uszfamdysaUiisedarininde
0.75 smiminilaansousuaswldamuenumansaaly
nydificEdydannnii 2 dauld

5. ﬁwmmmmﬁ’mﬁfﬂmadﬁmﬂﬁwﬁag’lu
ﬂﬁjuﬁ’lﬁvlﬁmﬂﬁa 3 Lﬁam‘%ﬂmﬁwﬁumﬁmﬁﬂﬁgﬂ
Jafuanlassasuuuanas au1saunuenlaaia
sunsfi 8

n
. I (8)
SKOSPOS = (WSF, = WePoSK)

A

lagi  SKOSPOS Aa Fi’lﬁ’l%ﬁﬂ’ﬂa\‘lﬁ’lﬁa&il‘lﬂﬂidﬁ%’ld
VDIRADE

WSP @a mﬁmﬁnmmﬁ'}ﬁaglifl,mwia:@‘i'nmm
aulasseeveaiuime i

WePoSK (Weight of Position SKOS) fa d’l‘fi’]
ninyszardunisluwlasianesiviwe s

6. NIIAIUIMAIANANUARILARIN LT

ANuRUNETERINdAEIAYNUaawinladiuimasis
sunsounudn ldanuaunisaoil

) vl 9)
SIM = (SKOSPOS. « WPD.
Z SEOSPOS;, Qe

K

[=]

Tag@i SIM e fezunwdsanunangasudasSurme s
SKOSPOS #a mﬁmﬁnﬂuaaﬁwﬁa%ﬂu‘[maaﬁ”ﬂa
283 SKOS
WPQ (Weight of Position Query) da fnsiawiin
Uszdrdnumisvassandnildnngls

. (10

i

Tagfi  SEMSIM @8 f1azunuaInuasiundafwds
ANURANERRINNEIUNNTLTLLF9A (Normalization) lag
ANNTLUITBL NI 0 149 1

SIM fa AMAZULBWLLTIAIUANILVIUG RS
Buwadi

Semantic Web Services Selection by Considering the Quality of Service for tourism 311

max(SIM)
B ULTaTIFNIRN

R @hgmq@maamﬂ:uum?jamm%mmjaa

7. TWAAUNITAWRIIULTOSIFLTIAINY
EUal] ;ﬁﬁﬂﬁwmiaammu“ﬁumaumsﬁumﬁmﬁna%%m%a

AMURINY
[g=wp )+ (5eme)
o _ [laswg 5

gss = [ )

lagfl  QSSfia AWATINAZUUUAIANIN (QOS) Az

ANUATBAEY (Similarity) LULTENRATEN
Q A ANAZLUUAMNIN (QOS)
S e AAsuUBANNARILARY (Similarity)
w_ @a mﬁmﬁﬂﬁ%m%'umqmmw (QoS)
w. Ao dniwingmIuAtauassai

(Similarity)

RankSum{W;) =

(2
F

Tasf w fia Anhmtinuasdaya
r fia SeuANUAYaITaYa
r fia TN VRIABITYS
n @8 ﬁhmwﬁagaﬁ’wm

8. mMIyUsziiung
8.1 MU AUNANTRUA WA LTS IRLETS

ANANY

WarnmsRuawIuimaignaauinla
3] i:um:uﬁaﬂﬁjwaarﬁmsxjaﬁaaam'flu 2 &% fa
= ea = & o & A o
Vuweiiafignasaanutdunadawiannnsfudy (Re-
trieved) uaziiuiwaiiafligniaanan (Not Retrieved)
P ea 1 Ad & ea A
Faiuwaiiads 9 lu 2 nguil enalinsivimaiiah
t!l v = a0 [ = a 3
msmjawqmamummummmmﬂﬂiﬂumwmmlﬂa
LA EIVBINTRUAUATINY KIaAaLIULTRTIFN Q’L“ﬁ”ﬁaam‘s
(Relevant) uazlaitAendad (Irrelevant) "URINGBINT B9
mm‘mLLﬁJaﬂq'maaﬁuwﬂa?’iaﬁwmaamﬂu 4 ﬂéju R

1) Retrieved and Relevant ﬁaﬂﬁj&l
= ea = & o & A v o A A
uwafisngnaseanauidunadwiiaziieiiasnuim
@84n17 (True Positive: TP)

2) Not Retrieved and Irrelevant ﬁaﬂﬁju
= ea AN = & o & L A ° o
Vuwediai igndseanundunaans uazliiisrdosiu



312 Ekkachai Naenudorn et al.

éaﬁﬁaams (True Negative: TN)

3) Retrieved and Irrelevant ﬁaﬂq’u
ﬁumas’%aﬁgﬂﬁwuﬂuwaé'wf watlsiiAgades AU
@84n17 (False Positive: FP)

4) Not Retrieved and Relevant ﬁamjw
lﬁumaﬁaﬁi&ignﬁamuﬂuwaé’wf weL AT uES
@84n17 (False Negative: FN)

NAMIFUAUILITSIRATIAULGIINS
%uﬁuﬂyfuvlaimminﬁuﬁuﬁuma%ﬁaﬁﬁmﬁaaﬁu?qﬁqﬂf
#a9MTle 100% F98n13AaF NI AUNANTRUAY
Vo Ilaun A1anuulngn (Precision) A1AN33an
(Recall) uazdlaniuiras (F-Measure)™

fa1auuawdgl (Precision) fla N1y
ﬁmsmwmmgﬂéfawaaﬁayjaﬁ%uﬁﬂ@? IMDATIFI
izm"mﬁ"]mm%uLﬁnas"’?ﬁﬁﬂ”uﬁugnm‘”aaﬁ'm‘hmu
Sumedaafiduananlensvua (G089 ediainw
WiRGTNAD 1 waasi i Hafiduduinldimua
Lﬂuwaﬁwfﬁgﬂﬁaa) FAINIRIAIAN VLI UEUTAI6

FUNNIN 13
Precision = (13)
FriE
lauf  Precision fia fanuwinen lwmsFuawduma s

tp e L’“Jwﬁai‘%aﬁl,ﬁm"ﬁaaLLazgnﬁuﬁu"L@T

fo fi0 BuweBarliiAsdasudsudule

fAAMUIZAN (Recall) fia NMININTANUATY
n”au"ua\ﬂTaHaLfiaLﬁauﬁuﬁagaﬁﬂ’ssvl,@”ﬁtmm 27N
é’@li']ﬁ«f’;m:m’m‘hmuﬁumaﬁaﬁﬁuﬁugﬂﬁaaﬁu
a‘hmwﬁumas’%aﬁgﬂﬁaaﬁy’mmim:uu (RRNBLAG: ¢
mwm:ﬁﬂLﬁﬂﬁﬁ'\@auﬁgﬂﬁaaaaﬂuﬂﬁlﬁmﬂﬁqm) g03
ANIRUFAIGITUNNTR 14

Recall = (14)

P A ' 2 A v I3 6a

lagfl  Recall fia enanuszdnlunmsfuawivimeia

A I3 ea A A v A [ [
tp fa nmmmmmﬂmmama:gnamuvlm

A I3 ea A A v =} v v v
fn Ao ueisninerdasudiuanlule
#ONINNINARIVUTZENTNINVBITZULIND TR
mmgﬂéfmLLa:LLﬂuﬁwﬁammmmmju{h (Precision) L&z
fANUIEAN (Recall) ua ﬁaﬁmﬁ@qmmwmamams
Aundayalasiudiodoniuitas (F-Measure) Taiu
ANARLTBIANANNLABEUAZANANNTERN LEAIlAa

4

gunN1IN 15

J Sci Technol MSU

craciene * racsl
presison * el

F-measure = 2

]
Ao

Taofi  F-measure @a daviuize IagMNNYBINA
mMafuwlagsa
precision fa @1ANNLNWEIUNITRUA Y
Vume i
recall fia aanuszAnlunmsFudwivimeia
8.2 MU AUNANITIIUUNANIANY VDS
Vuimeiia
lagldnisviuniastoya (Data Mining)
wazldinafindtvi 5 inafiail leun
1) wmafadTialud (K-means) lag
fuuadn k WinAu 5
2) waiadiudWiug (Naive Bayes :
NB) laainnuaen cross-validation tinfiu 10
3) wafaditia-lasisariiuiues (k-
Nearest Neighbor : k-NN) lagfnuad k windu 5 wae
RUAe cross-validation LYin1u 10
4) waiaitauladdasula (Decision
Tree : DT) laainuadn cross-validation \vinfiu 10
5) nafadfannasniiniaasuu s
(Support Vector Machine : SVM) laafinwuaen cross-
validation L¥inny 10
mnifuﬂszLﬁuwaﬂ’mm,uﬂﬁmwgmaa
GureHis leonmsdwimmndinnuuaing (Precision)
AANNIEAN (Recall) ALanWLuLTas (F-measure) Lazfn
ANYNABY (Accuracy) AuRNMSA 13 aunnsf 14
auM3f 15 uazauaNNsT 16

Accuracy = - e (16)

e L e L
primTipTm

=p.

lagfl  Accuracy fia dnanugneaslunsfudwivise s
tp flo VuweTiafifisatasuazgnivdule

A =3 6a d' [ d‘ v =1 v i v
tn fa uiweTian ldiiedasuariudulale
fo Aa VTuweian biifudasuaiudwle

fn Ao uwasIsnnuITasnaauAwla e

WNanN13328
o 1 ® ‘A
1. wamsml,mnwmwmdmaannma%mua:
msdszdindse8nsSan
t!‘ | v & =1 a a
Waldunisuaas At sl EnsaInaes



Vol 37. No 2, March-April 2018

nslggnanaiuuvesulnladlunisianisdeya
Aumeiadananany lapdiduldinmaifvrnung
VJuwwasigann Public UDDI Registry 111 www.webser-
vicex.net , www.programmableweb.com L8z www.odata.
org tud :NEIWIBTIRNG 200 Bulme$ia vinmsda
Lﬁaﬂmwm"‘iuLsﬁai”%aﬁﬁmmaugsﬁﬁqm‘hmu 76
VULTesIR Lﬁaﬁm’flm“l,ums{hLLunmu’mﬁgmaa
Gulmesia I@]ﬂmsﬁ@Lﬁaﬂﬁumas‘ﬁaﬁﬁmmauystﬁ
RarsanniuimeBaniiesddszneuasutin 1mw @
atusivweia lataidu Jayaldn Tayssan uaz
ﬁuLmaﬁ’%aﬁuﬁaag’iuamu:ﬁlﬁmﬂﬁ (Active) 3NNt
ﬁagaﬁmﬁna%’?a“?'ivl,@Tmuns:umnﬁ@i’m 9 1T% NIIAA
L1961 (Word Segmentation) ﬂ']i@f@]ﬁ’]%g}@] (Stop words)
WATNNIWNTINGWY (Stemming Words) tudu lasuwi
Toyavasiuiwaiis sanidu 2 Juuuy fa ﬁagasl,wg@ﬁ'
1 ﬁa‘ﬁaga"uaafmma%ﬁjaﬁvlaivL@Tthuﬂ’lsmﬂmwﬁuﬁuf
PIRUTIANUNRUNE Lm:ﬁa;&aslu“q@ﬁ 2 fa Tayaves
Suafiafirunsmanuduiuivasdlueanlnlad
mﬂﬁyfuﬁ’lmsm%ﬂuLﬁﬂumsa‘]’nl,uﬂiagat‘iuwﬁaﬁa
izwj’mﬁagaﬁy’aaadﬂg@ HANNINARDITNNTAUFAIGIH
MMNHANINARBINIIANg I LTI ANy
1 sl,wg@“ﬂ”a;&ml,uuﬁ 1 mﬂﬁﬂ”?%ﬁlﬁmmwgﬂﬁaa
(Accuracy) gdﬁq@ﬁamﬂﬁﬂﬁ%ﬁﬂﬁﬁ@%ﬂa (Decision
Tree : DT) fia 82.86% sadasanfainafinidiaifiasisariin
\wa$ (k-Nearest Neighbor : k-NN) #a 81.61% inafiais
TANDININLADSUTTY (Support Vector Machine : SVM)
NB) @@
69.46% UaziNARAIBLANUE (K-means) fia 64.47%

fia 75.00% wnafaitiudnWius (Naive Bayes :

luqﬂﬁagmmuﬁ 2 mﬂﬁﬂ%%ﬁiﬁ@hmmgﬂ
@89 (Accuracy) gaﬁq@ﬁamﬂﬁﬂﬁ%ﬁﬂﬁé{@%ﬂa (Deci-
sion Tree : DT) fia 96.07% sa9adanfAainafaidownain
SVM) fa
84.46% afnidialfiaSisariwiuas (k-Nearest Neighbor
- k-NN) fa 84.29% inafiaditiudwWiug (Naive Bayes : NB)
fia 75.18% uazinaiaItialiud (K-means) Ao 64.47%

VNLABSUNTDY (Support Vector Machine :

wafiadtdulddagulaldranugndasg
ﬁq@ wazaudsnainitiaieSiariuauasTnwain
nﬂmai‘um%uﬁlﬁ@hmmgﬂﬁaasaamm iiosanidn
mﬂﬁﬂﬂ’ﬁﬁwfuuuﬁ;jaau (Supervised Learning) G'f%\‘l
Lfluﬂs:mwﬁfnﬂmmﬂmwﬁma:mmzﬁu“ﬁ”aga
SuimeBafiduaan3indsmwiuwinn drmnafiieitaing
ﬁiﬁmmmgnﬁaaﬁaﬂﬁq@ %a%’mag’iumﬂﬁmmums

Semantic Web Services Selection by Considering the Quality of Service for tourism

313

L’%ﬂufl,muvl,&iﬁ;jaau (Unsupervised Learning) ¥inl#laj
mmzﬁuﬁagaﬁﬁLLa@m'%ﬁwTﬁ‘im’mmn

nnmalisuifisuamanugndas (Accuracy)
maaq@iagaﬁtmaa"q@ wuimwﬁagalutmuﬁ 2 (Joya
P9 iuime Bafirumamenuiuiuivasdluoaulnlad)
lﬁ@hm'lugnﬁaaﬁgan'jm@ﬁagahuwﬁ 1 (Tayavad
SuwesHailaldriunmimenuiuiuiuasdn) @i
8.01% lagfnefiedsaulidnsule (Decision Tree : DT)
g@‘ﬁu 15.94% inafiaddswwasniiniaasuasds (Support
Vector Machine : SVM) ga;ﬁu 12.61% wnafkaiBiudwius
(Naive Bayes : NB) gx‘l‘ﬁu 8.23% nafniniaLiasisariine
\wa¥ (k-Nearest Neighbor : k-NN) gaéﬁu 3.28% uazinaiia
Fafiud (K-means) S lailUaanulas ugasds Figure 3
Wae Figure 4

100 0.2 B.07
i 1 4 46
80 4 T 75.00
B0 - :
40
20
0 : : : : : e ALY
" - = -~ e el I YE2
A \,?Q’ S\‘e‘ 9‘\ ('}\\0
*_G?’ @a *\*: o ¥
& & & Ny
Q‘a é}& (3) 25
= &c}‘“ oF S
o R
\tﬁ @
Figure 3 The chart shows the comparison of the ac-
curacy values between data set 1 and data
set 2
1800 15.94
' 1261
1200 -
8.23
8.00 -
3.28
aonp < 0.00
4
-2.00

K-means

Maive
Bayes
(NE)

k-Mearest Decision
Meighbor Tree (OT)
(kMM

Support
Westor
Maching
(SWh

Figure 4

values between data set 1 and data set 2

The chart shows the increment of the accuracy




314 Ekkachai Naenudorn et al.

smi sa
W&%m in‘
Figure 5 Web services classification model for Decision

Tree of data set 1

Figure 5 ugasluiaanssuunmanangivimesia
°11aamﬂﬁﬂ’i%ﬁuvl,ﬁ'ﬁ@%ulwaa*’ﬁagaqﬂ‘ﬁ 1 (Toyavaq
SuweHan W ldriumimanuiuiutuasdngany
2 FUald)) %ﬂlﬁmmmgnﬁm (Accuracy) M3 UUNANIA
wILra Ianay 82.86%

quarter

=0.020 =0.020
A

Accommodation 3
forecast

»0.132 =0.132

h |

Weather object

=0.010 =0.010

b h |

Location attract

1

=0.022 = 0.022
-~
4
Attraction | | Transportation
—

Figure 6 Web services classification model for Decision

Tree of data set 2

Figure 6 ug@sluiaamssuunwanangiiviseis
°uaamﬂﬁﬂ’i%'éfﬂﬁﬁ@aulwaa‘*ﬁagam‘ﬁ' 2 (Toyavo9
FumaBafikumamenuiuiutuasiidanunang)
%dlﬁ@hmwgnﬁao (Accuracy) lun1ssuunnuiany
Vutaiswinnu 96.07%

namInasasdaviundseufisulssinsaw

33,34,35

NUNRIIWIFLDU 21 ks e S uuia Ui
1olasass lasnndenuuandivasteyaiivimaiiai
PN INARBILIZNTZUIUMT HANNTAALRBNANITN LAWY

namInasaslanusaansasnwlnisaanaiaitzng

J Sci Technol MSU

f{huuﬂﬁmwgmaaﬁumai"?aﬁiﬁmmwgﬂﬁaagaqﬂﬁa
wadladulddasulanazltuminmagsanunauisluns
FILUN
2. wamsfalian v aEenNuANILaNY
AWML MmN pafgnuasmslsziin
UTefNTNINW
2.1 ﬁiua@@iaﬁmﬂ’ﬁ (User Interface)
fadndudadenugly uaasds Figure 7,

Figure 8 L8z Figure 9

Web Services  Settings ~

Figure 7 Home page of semantic web services searching

9N Figure 7 §lFaansniwuanamaasseiu
YDIHAANTINNANTAUNRT (User Preferences) baannen
AZUUUQUWNTWMILTNTVRI LA TR FAzuUuAIY
AMBARIAWTInNNRINE IR IR ARINg L TuazTay A
Tugmanuuuuesulnlad andnadsasissasddng
A% LAZITHISIAUUULADNINATIN (RankSum)

Keywords
hoste

Figure 8 Sample results when searching with the term

“hostel”

¥ Web Service Name

« Description

¥ Operation

¢ Input

@ Output Submit

‘Web Service Similarity Table (Attraction)

eContent. Maps to.uri.st
eContent Maps 1.0000 0.7446 0.3000 08193
to.uri st 0.7446 1.0000 05904 0.9117
Google Places 05000 0.5904 1.0000 0.6394
Rezgo 08195 09117 0.6394 1.0000

Google Places Rezgo

Figure 9 Shows the similarity values of Web Services

in the Attraction group



Vol 37. No 2, March-April 2018

2.2 wan1 Uzt U T ENTAINNITA WA
ﬁmsﬁaﬁ‘%m“?jaﬂ’nwmmmqmmwmﬂﬁu’%mi
1) wamsUsziliunamsduniviwaiz
danumIneamugunnnsuImslasnadSouifisy
waé’wfﬁvlﬁizwm;jl,%mmtyua:izuu%uﬁu
NANIU T AU I RN TN WU BIIZ LY
fuduiumeisdanunuislasdIoufiousening
;jl,%ﬂ'smzyuazs:uuﬁuﬁu I¥dnanuuaingn (Precision)
WAy 0.84 dNANTEAN (Recall) LYinnu 0.80 Atawia
1783 (F-measure) (711U 0.82 UazA1ANYNG DY
(Accuracy) L¥iniiu 0.93
2) wamItssfdnnamdumiume g
danuningaugmwnwmatimslasls lawfininasdt
NanIUTsudsranTnnsessruuRuduivisesiage
anunanelasls lawndnina Wenanuutud (Preci-
sion) WY 0.57 A1ANNIEAN (Recall) 1¥indu 1.00 @1
leWiuizad (F-measure) 1YL 0.67 wazd1ANgNGad
(Accuracy) ¥iniiu 0.93

ﬁ?ﬂNﬂﬂ'\i%ﬁﬂllazﬁalﬁ%allﬂz
1. @5Uwan193dy
msf{hLLunmmwgmaaﬁuma%’%aﬁlﬁu‘%mi
@TmmiﬁaaLﬁmI@alsl,ﬁ%'miﬁwmﬁaaﬁaga lafins
nasaslunasmafindimieiouiouinmeialaesd
ﬁs:'ﬁ?w%mwLm:mmzauﬁuﬁagaL’“Juwﬁai’%aﬁlﬁu%msﬁ
Lﬁ'ﬂ’;ﬁaaéﬁuﬂﬁﬁamﬁﬂ'smﬂﬁq@ NANIUIZIABHALAS
TaUseENTAINNLAN mﬂﬁﬂ%‘%ﬁlﬁ”@hmmgﬂ@”aa
(Accuracy) LLM]JR?WI%J’]’]WQdﬁﬁ!ﬂl%ﬂ’]i‘ﬁ’]%%ﬂ%&l’m%%i“ﬂ ok|
SuweBadamaiedsaulidasiuls demansniinlues
maamﬂﬁﬂ%%fmﬂlﬁlumsﬁﬁmw%aﬁ‘hLmﬂvxmw%imaa
Suafalnidliusinsfifedasdunvaafio e
uanawnﬁﬁammmﬁﬂumaf?l,ﬂL“ﬂuummﬂumsﬂi:qﬂﬁ
I%Lﬁaﬁimuﬂmmwgmaﬁayjaﬂs:mwé‘u 9 'l¢
nsRangmanaoeulnladiiviseSHadln
u’%msﬁmmsﬁauﬁmﬂﬁﬂswﬂnﬁmnaau‘[w‘[aﬁﬁﬂu
mmgmﬂuaoé’mﬁagw’%%ﬁﬁ%adw “Web Service Modeling
Ontology: WSMO” mnﬁu‘lﬁﬂ%’uﬂgﬂﬁaa@ﬂﬁauﬁa
iaa%'uﬁ'uﬁagaéf’mﬂﬁﬁauﬁm insvarinariivasdl
FnidiisdasiumvasdiodBluedsdnlasldanos 1
mMIgTeaNNFNRuTUaIfdnridulassaisuuudeu
FumuuuneAmudninasgusesisainfaiugin
Tayaddwrinmdngeuwalng walinsifiuriung

Semantic Web Services Selection by Considering the Quality of Service for tourism 315

FoyaiuimaAannumsnanimaiisianianaiuiu
guanufuuussulnlafifieliaansnefunedayais
m’ml,ﬁ'm"ﬁaﬂm%dm’]wmmaa%’uﬁumiﬁuﬁuﬁaya
HumaSisdsanununsldainslussintaw uasidudu
wuuzssganuieeulnladiiuime Hafimunnialy
ﬂizﬂqﬂ@ﬂ%ﬁwﬁagaiﬂmmé"u 9 16
wUUIIRaINSAALEan LT ARLTIA IR
T,@m‘hﬁaﬁmmmwmw%msﬁm%’umsviauﬁmvﬁa
SEMO sznaudas 1) missugiuanulasmisanuuy
uazRwIaawinlad %aﬂs:qﬂﬁmﬂaauIﬂIa§L§ULma§3a
ﬁ%a Web Service Modeling Ontology (WSMO) "uad@ﬁ_ll,‘.ﬁ
0133 uazasiaddnlasldanes 2) quaiwnisuing
283 3UTa e IMIdIwIiIA1ATULIUA AN DY
VuLmaing I@ﬂﬁﬁmmmﬂﬂﬁqumwﬁé’\ﬁtya‘hmu
5 o3 'ldur aRnoUaues (Response Time) FANW
anunTanlumslFuIng (Availability) aNLEdaTATN
wionudefle (Reliability) dnldselunsidonls
13713 (Cost) LLazﬂ’ﬁ&lﬁ”lL%ﬁlluﬂﬂiﬁ’]d\‘]“ﬁaz}la (Through-
put) saaadasnuNUITBvaIaTlaly uszame® gEauas
MENR® Wuazinag? Aldvinnsanen3seiioaiu
Aumwnsliuinsresiviweiie wuhiimahidady
sugamualdidudimuatisgmaunsiuingg ud
szuanansiwllaunsunuaslamuasnwidein uas 3)
srupfududayaivmeiisdianuning glasunm
fudwinime MauazaunIamnuaguinsuzdg 9 lu
szupfuaulfininzauivanudasnisvesdlsld 1w
ﬁmu@mﬁ’mﬁﬂmaai’]a%’aqmmwma 5 HOAANDINLIH
33uv091019Ua2L038 e uazame’ TWED §9 uasd™
ﬁﬁ%’mﬁmﬁumiﬁumﬁumaﬁaﬁé‘lﬁmmsnﬁmm
qmé’nwm:’tumsﬁuﬁuﬁQ’L"ﬁﬁaamﬂéf
2. JolaAWDUWE

nsviudyedeyaiivimaiiansaddntilu
agsdrlugruarnaiuuneaulnladarnisninldlan
daluld wazanwsndudyidayaldlasrumaslusunsy
Huunawas

NIIEIBIHAIAIAHNINNITUINITV DY
Auweialundaznguivirasiaainisniilelas
daluda Immjg]umzuumminﬂ%ﬁ?@mlﬁﬁwm@“ﬂ"aga
I¢agsdaluidmuuanietisnafimnuaiolien
ﬂf:LLuuqmmwmm’%m?ﬂaaﬁuma%ﬁaﬁuﬁuaﬁyag'l,ﬁma

ﬂ%’uﬂEddﬁua@@iaﬁu;ﬂf (User Interface) 7
IFlunsduniiviseadinnunans auiinsesiy



316

Ekkachai Naenudorn et al.

msnuldungdnsalauninlnuuazuiviia saun3

susnltaulansvuszuudjianisuenasasauazle

laew laovinduluunsuawaadu (Mobile Application)

RINITNAUAIN DA RS A LA I8N 9N E

alas (Play Store) nIauanalas (App Store) LWi’lzﬂﬁ]qﬂu

aUnsaifglamilanlilumadhiisdunasitiaduaynsal

iwnRauflinnitnaufaiaaidaiuyaaa (Cullen, A., www,
2016)

LONAIID19DI

1.

Aghaei, S., Nematbakhsh M. A. and Farsani H. K.
(2012). Evolution of the World Wide Web: From Web
1.0 to Web 4.0. International Journal of Web & Se-
mantic Technology (IJWesT), Vol. 3, No. 1, pp.1-10.
Ajao, T. A. and Deris, S. (2013). Optimal Web Service
Selection with Consideration for User’s Preferences.
International Journal of Computer Science
Issues,Vol.10,Issue 2,No.3, pp.355-359.

Al-Masri, E. and Mahmoud, Q. H. (2007). QoS-based
Discovery and Ranking of Web Services. IEEE 16"
International Conference one Computer Communica-
tions and Networks (ICCCN ‘07), pp.529-534.

Badr, Y., Abraham, A., Biennier, F. and Grosan, C.
(2008). Enhancing Web Service Selection by User
Preferences of Non-functional Features. Proceedings
of the 2008 4" International Conference on Next
Generation Web Services Practices. pp.60-65.
Bruno, M., Canfora, G., Penta M.D. and Scognamiglio,
R. (2005). An Approach to support Web Service
Classification and Annotation. Proceedings of the
2005 IEEE International Conference on e-Technolo-
gy, e-Commerce and e-Service, pp.138-143.
Cardoso, J., Sheth, A., Miler, J., Arnold, J. and Ko-
chut, K. (2004). Quality of Service for Workflows and
Web Service Processes. Journal of Web Semantics,
Vol. 1, pp.281-308.

Chaari, S., Badr, Y. and Biennier, F. (2008). Enhanc-
ing web service selection by QoS-based ontology
and WS-policy. Proceedings of the 2008 ACM sym-
posium on Applied computing, March 16-20, 2008,
Fortaleza, Ceara, Brazil. pp.2426-2431.

Chang, G. (2012). QoS-Based Web Service Selection

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

J Sci Technol MSU

Approach. Software Engineering and Knowledge
Engineering: Theory and Practice. Advances in Intel-
ligent and Soft Computing, Vol. 2, Springer, Berlin,
Heidelberg. pp.887-892.

Choudhury, N. (2014). World Wide Web and Its
Journey from Web 1.0 to Web 4.0. International
Journal of Computer Science and Information Tech-
nologies, Vol. 5 (6), pp.8096-8100.

Cullen, A. (2016). Internet Usage Worldwide: Mobile
and tablet internet usage exceeds desktop for first
time worldwide [On-line]. Available: http://gs.statcoun-
ter.com/press/ mobile-and-tablet-internet-usage-ex-
ceeds-desktop-for-first-time-worldwide

Kuriakose, J. (2009). Understanding and Adopting
Semantic Web Technology. Cutter IT Journal. Cutter
Information Corp. 22 (9): pp.10-18.

Miao, D., Duan, Q., Zhang, H., and Jiao, N. (2009).
Rough set based hybrid algorithm for text classifica-
tion. Expert Systems with Applications 36(5):
pp.9168-9174.

Miller, G. A. (1995). WordNet: a lexical database for
English. Communications of the ACM, Vol. 38, No.
11, pp.39-41.

Mohebi, A., Ding, C. and Chi, C-H. (2012). Efficient
QoS-based Service Selection with Consideration of
User Requirements. 2012 |IEEE 16" International
Enterprise Distributed Object Computing Conference,
pp-183-190.

Nayak, R. and Lee, B. (2007). Web service discovery
with additional semantics and clustering. Proceedings
of the IEEE/WICI ACM International Conference on
Web Intelligence, pp.555-558.

Russell, J. and Roseby, P. (2006). Dictionary of
Leisure, Travel and Tourism (3rd edition). A & C
Black Publishers Ltd. United Kingdom.

Salton, G. (1988). Automatic text processing. Addison
Wesley Longman Publishing Co., Inc., Boston, MA,
USA.

Sidorov, G., Gelbukh, A., Gdmez-Adorno, H., Pinto,
D. (2014). Soft Similarity and Soft Cosine Measure:
Similarity of Features in Vector Space Model. Com-

putacion y Sistemas. 18 (3): pp.491-504.



Vol 37. No 2, March-April 2018

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

SKOS. (2009). Simple Knowledge Organization Sys-
tem Reference - W3C Recommendation [On-line].
Available: http://www.w3.org/TR/skos-reference/
Susila, and Vadivel, S. (2014). QoS Measurement
Tool for Web Service Selection. International Journal
of Web Engineering 2014, 3(1): pp.1-8.

Sycara, K., Paolucci, M., Soudry, J. and Srinivasan,
N. (2004). Dynamic discovery and coordination of
agent-based semantic web services. IEEE Internet
Computing, Vol. 8, No. 3, pp.66-73.

Tabatabaei, S.G.H., Kadir, W.M.N. and Ibrahim, S.
(2008). Semantic Web Service Discovery and Com-
position Based on Al Planning and Web Service
Modeling Ontology. In Proc. IEEE Asia-Pacific Ser-
vices Computing Conference (APSCC ‘08), pp.387-
403.

Tao, Y., and Kwei-Jay, L. (2004). Service selection
algorithms for Web services with end-to-end QoS
constraints. e-Commerce Technology, 2004. CEC
2004, Proceedings IEEE International Conference.
pp-129-136.

UNWTO. (2015a). UNWTO Tourism Highlights (2015
Edition) [On-line]. Available: http://www.e-unwto.org/
doi/pdf/10.18111/9789284416899

UNWTO. (2015b). Methodological Notes to the Tour-
ism Statistics Database (2015 Edition). Compendium
of Tourism Statistics, Yearbook of Tourism Statistics,
and Outbound tourism data. p.21.

W3C-Semantic Web Activity. (2013). World Wide
Web Consortium: Semantic Web Activity [On-line].
Available: http://www.w3.0rg/2001/sw/
W3C-SPARQL. (2013). World Wide Web Consortium:
SPARQL 1.1 Overview - W3C Recommendation
[On-line]. Available: http:// www.w3.org/TR/sparql11-
overview/

W3C-WS. (2004). World Wide Web Consortium: Web
Services Architecture [On-line]. Available: https://
www.w3.org/TR/ws-arch/

W3C-WSMO. (2005). World Wide Web Consortium:
Web service modeling ontology (WSMO). W3C Mem-
ber Submission [On-line]. Available: http://www.

w3.org/Submission/WSMO

Semantic Web Services Selection by Considering the Quality of Service for tourism

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

317

Wang, H., Shi, Y., Zhou, X., et al. (2010). Web Ser-
vice Classification Using Support Vector Machine.
The 22nd IEEE International Conference on Tools
with Artificial Intelligence (ICTAI 2010), pp.3-6.

Wu, H. and Guo, C. (2011). The research and im-
plementation of Web Service classification and dis-
covery based on semantic. In Computer Supported
Cooperative Work in Design (CSCWD) 2011 15"
IEEE International Conference, pp.381-385.

Zhao, L., Ren, Y., Li, M. and Sakurai, K. (2012).
Flexible service selection with user-specific QoS sup-
port in service-oriented architecture. Journal of Net-
work and Computer Applications, Vol. 35, No. 3,
pp.962-973.

Yang, J. and Zhou, X. (2015). Semi-automatic Web
Service Classification Using Machine Learning. Inter-
national Journal of u- and e- Service, Science and
Technology, Vol. 8, No. 4, pp.339-348.

Sharma, S., Lather, J.S. and Dave, M. (2014). Se-
mantic Approach for Classification of Web Services
Using Unsupervised Normalized Similarity Measure.
Journal of Emerging Technologies in Web Intelli-
gence, Vol. 6, No. 3, pp.364-372.

Mohanty, R., Ravi, V. and Patra, M.R. (2010). Web-
services classification using intelligent techniques.
International Journal: Expert Systems with Applica-

tions, Vol. 37, No. 7, July 2010, pp.5484-5490.


http://www.tcpdf.org

