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Abstract: Mobile edge computing can provide low latency services for users. However, as the requirements of users
become increasingly complex and diverse, it is difficult for a single edge server to meet their needs. Therefore, the service
selection problem in a multiple edge server cooperation environment has become a hot issue in the field of service compu-
ting. In this paper,the problem is modeled as a constrained optimization problem,and then a heuristic service selection
algorithm named the LLMES algorithm is proposed. The algorithm selects the neighbor nodes of the current local server as
candidate servers according to the Dijkstra algorithm in the edge server network, chooses an edge server that provides the
most effective services with the least latency for users as the current optimal server based on the greedy selection strategy
of low latency and multiple effective services. Thus,a group of cooperative edge servers is selected to provide services for
users, that is,a group of services that meet the requirement of users is selected. Finally, experimental results show that
the performance of the LLMES algorithm proposed in this paper outperforms significantly three representative approaches.
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Deng %5 FERS B 2 R 08 1 R 45 RS2 R8 Sl vk A0 007 B AR PR A4 s, B 0 T RS ShASE R AN RS Bk
IR QoS THEFLI SR FH A T2 —2= AL T 7% B Mk A B L AR I D e DL, S99 Sor ik i L T 24 i
PRUERIPEAL R . SCERD S 1400 T e s BREE b IR S5 iRk A ARt B S A B ah ik 8 T — sl ik 55
LT X B RS B IR 55 L AR R A5, R Krill-Herd S35 DR 55 2405 9 [R1 . DL L FER% 30 = TR B8 1 il
55 P TAE IR ET R IR 55 B9 R8 sk e T 1), T 220 % ik 55 BE it FOTH AR L. SCHRL 6 151X B 8 = B T ah ik
2 H 2 m A R A [R), DARS SIS B F P 8 AR I B S e S/ oy H R 7 iR 45 18 48 48 th 17T
GEAZH A AR S5 (0 RERE TR A MU IR FH 38 A5 305 R A RERE L IR A0 0 T AR 5 4. Tong 2517 4R T —Fh g
BN PRIE QoS By TARMA LS, it 17— el 55 fitd 0 A Ik 55 3T 2t 1) e RO 95 e 807 58, O 44
T T B R T RE Y I8 AL % 2 R0 0 IR 5 e R . SCHR [ 8 TS AR 2 AR 2 S SE Atk I
Dhe/ MERE B A& I RE L THAE N B A%, BB B AT 55 TE RS IR 25 Ui B 2 v AU T 1 SR R DR [ AT 55 3k
TR SCOR SEIR 2R BB 1A G 80 2 T AL, 40 AN [0 100 75 450 o0 P 7 B2 1 BE A 55, %o T JE A 7 PR ) ek
T LR R MOK . X T &84T 55 L AE RS S ik 5 Bl = 3T B9 — i B0 Rk ] LARAC 880K
fiff. 383k 5 LS00 2 W DR R 5504 7 HUAS M pA 7 R R AT T B 99 RE.

DA IR 55 B B BIF AT 1 2 DU IR 55 B8 URAE = o A T HR Y. KT, B 25 R 3l M 4 Ik 55 %R H 23 3% 2 AR
P P 468717 B 25 o 2 PP A i s o D) 24 BEL 95 (45 0 ) 2 i IR 95 140 s 3B o v, AN B 2 P IR 38 il 55 Y
R, ATE AL, BB 0L/ MRS A 2 i 4 A 45 1k 4%y X R I T B S OB B R 55 B shih G
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VEPE O PSR ) 100 Sk W0 SCHR [ 12 ] 4 X P9 45 Joit bt 15 | 194 30 % 3103 B 1) AR 45 4850 23R R ol AU 46 ) R, g i
THET R EMH G A IR S a2 USSR 4 T PR AR 55 b ) S i R i S SR R 55 s sk 2]
L S SR A e AR m L G A PRI IR S RE A A, SCER[ 13 M5 T EERSSIA &R R G
Y IR 55 SR ), DAt — 200 /0 Bl 553 SR 8 S Ak mi 1z BsF [] Sy EE Y, 25 58T 388 R 55 i 2 IR 55 A ik 4. 42
BTG s AR TR RV IR R R A R . i S BRI R O vk .
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WEF U5 (R R 55 1 SRt S /0N, T DA, 643 R 55 1) o A s e i LB 3 G NI 55 A A ok 7. T e e —2H 30
GRSt RE RS B P BT T7 B IR S5 TR UE AR 55 10 5 s 4iE 5 /N2 AR S figh ke 1 )

k1 s P T RSS S s, 80,55,5, 555,56 |, TMTAZAR S5 A8 A — A HUIR 55 #5797 05 es, B 55
P PN es, R BESRE es, Tl esy LI IR 55 2R EE B { es, , es, , es | AHEPMEIL[R] 42 41— 2 iR 55
HX 2 R 55 s B AL A IR 55 B A /DN, AEBRSE ECSS IR s, Rk 55 #5500 AR 55 B0 30K, I AE ECSS
o R A AR A — o WOXERE. i DAL S PR IR 55 SR B R 2 75— A 80 J ok il ECSS [h) 8.
1.1 h&AR 2R B &R

EX1 AHRFSEE B DD SGA es, BBUEHH T v BV, FATIRIZID GRS 5 es, 2
FHFP w BA IR 55 4% , B8 UL u 8% es, B, B AR 55 2R 20 B 510 ESC(ESC CES) , R T iR 5
i RATRH —4Em i C kIR ST 27 E & ES TR EAMRS &, .C={c ¢, ,c, | ,c,€ 10,1}.
Horre, BT iFf AR R es, R NARMNRSS 25,45 ¢, = 1 TR es, BAMMS %, P v Al HHEVI )5 )
Z A EAS IR 55 25 , TP w AN 42D,

FEN G S5 a2 b IS5 4 22 180 R LB 42 A0 0030 £, AR ml o ok At Al 55 #2004 7 1) 422 08 P sl £ 2
K 2 FiR , TR G IR 55 2 AR B OME IR FNEE R T es, 55 es, AT, 1M es, 5 es, WITFEIEL es, B es, #F
A 6 R (B0 AR AN SO 1 AR — AT T ELIE T AR | % R hp KA 58 T 2 IR 55 4 es, B es; Z[H]
(i B R O Y P AT A AR M S IR G5 A es, 1) TR A RE R B VT 1) S Gk IR S5 7% es; B, FRAT
PR P VTR es,, B R hp, S hpy. FH hpy, 21055 4% Z (B BEAS 3 1R (0 S R RS, o PR it oh (L, 1] 2
HAHBIR 55 50 es,.
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Fig.1 A scene of edge server collaboration Fig.2 A topology of edge server collaboration

EX 2 ABEIRSA HEEE LGRS es, , AAETAMIR TS 45 es, R es, 16 8% Hh B {EE N
(OShpijﬁhphmn)ﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁ{%‘ﬁxﬁﬁﬁgﬂémg%ﬁ,w% es; IE es, 240 R 55 7. 3 es, ) BT A 408 R 45 7 10
RABERNESIRA es, MBS A4S i/ NE,, H NE, CES.

AT LA 0] ( A DT R S R 0)) S 2 IR 55 4 es, I, A REFE /0 R FH IR, AR T —4E
i A Fm P XGRS S ES VREN B0 A= {a,,a,,+,a,} ,YVa €{0,1},ie[1,n]. HH
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a; FARRYE SCANTF B

1, ¢=1, hp,=0,ie[1,n],
a,=31, ¢,=1, VYes,eNE hp,<hp,;.kel[l,n], (1)
0, otherwise hp, >hp,,;
K NE, KNG RS54 es, BRI RS hp, RGNS A es; Fl es, ZEEEHEEES. P o
B es, BT, BN ¢, =1, P u AT HAE VIR MR 5545 es, L AOR RS U, B @, = 1; M P A B es, 8
TR es; BILRJETT 1 es,(es, € NE,) Gl Bl ¢, = 1, P AT es, B es, Z [ B0 (5 BEAE (es, - es; ) )42
il es,, B a, =124 es, BOA A w P HOHAR G35 ARG 0P w, WA w ATT510] es,, Bl o, =0. 0
K2 A e 5 e 0 i el B AR A, 2 1, MG RS 45 s ANBERCUTI, 105 HAUL AR 55 45 7T LARE DT[], 4 iz
sy A=1{1,1,1,1,0,1}.
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RIS U7 [l 3 2% M 55 A B, A% A B R A ST DA S5 SR [ 18 T AL 19, iX L FRAT AN R ik, P
FHR S5 i B REFNAR 22 R A O, A0 AT AR A7 4% S 0 B0 i, AT R AT 09 A% o o iR 55 1938 47 B
). Z%3CHR[ 19] [ 20] , 4—"H P Sk 55 25 Rk I 5515 K s, B, IR 5538 R i A= A i B =22 0o
4 ARGy B S B B M ZEKE IR S5 s, R BT AR RO IS IR 55 4 es, (IX LU A MR 55 4% ) |5
TSR es, ANBE AL BT IS5 5 SRS W) 2 o) &8 1 4 IR 55 ik IR 510K, % Pl B4 B il i 28 IR 55 4% es,
AL B SRIPR TR R A AL R BZ R 55 4 b BB RS54 es; HERNEKIG BTG s, HRIBIBITE R ; B
Je PR 55 A HRA T 285 SRAL IR S A M 2 IR 554 es, TTHH es, IR . B TS ATRIBE i K TF
T AR, T DA A TR A i B R KT R AT RS B 4 | ik BLFRATT L I AT B AR i . S T
TR AR | FRATTE— 2D BB R 55 A 7 B HE 28 /N T 45 W A% i B B, iy LA 7 5 1 i 55 1 B B R0 P ) 1)
A Hb IR 55 75 (0 A i 1 38 IR 55 i 22 1R A % P A i T 38 ) A R IR 55 AT 5l e A /N A K

fif e ECSS IR OB e 8f— 0 B AEAS R 2 IRk 55 2% 55, ELORUEF P vi B BT A ik %5 R
Y ZE S IR, B e N U AR HB IR 55 4 5 5 Ik 8 — DA M 2 IR 55 2% es, , SRS HEHE es, HREMS SR HERY IR
5 B N es, t1 R I ER R ) R JE IR 55 25 1 A AR R AR IS A2 22 A50IR 55 1 9o e R SR S T B 5 3 i A 55
A, FLRE D — AR S5 AR S IR S5 RERS T B P R A R R, T DL S A TR A A R A, —
BB FH K B 55 5 SRR AL i 2 Bl BE (R A Hb IR 55 2% es, IR I ZE | 575 — &R 702K B 95 AR b i 55 7
es, A% B A% vl 55 45 2[R0 0 B PR B B, 22 T SR FRATT 45 Hh 3K 5 403 F A e 428 11 T 1%,

(1) FH P U5 Tl A i 30 2% IR 55 4 1 s 928

B PR A H IR 55 402 es, , T e R IR S B IE R= 15, ,8,, s, |, W P D[] A Hi IR 55 465 es,
Y 4 A

m Uk
. ) ¢ = 15
Top(i)= i1 o (2)
+ oo otherwise,

b

K, U, RIS s, T Zi A BVBHE =R/, o TP BIAS MR 5545 es, 19 EAT AL %, T 5d o Sk b
AR RARAFS X ERHOEANIR, Top () R RS TR R EAEBIAR MR S5 4% es, MUV
HE o, FIRFERN L NRSGT 245 es, FAHNRSS 2%, FHAE SC1 AT e, = 1 IR es, AR HIR 554 , 75 000 Ry A A 1l Al
55 B

(2) 7 b i 55 2 380 JFL A Al 55 22 10 £ 18 P i 4

L P S A MR 5 B s, s, VAN 35 80 S HE A5 NE, | A M 25 58 s, S48 T3 0
T esj(esj e NE,) BB IE Ry .

2 .U
S[ES’LJ _ 1
TEZE(i’j): Bi,l. ’ 4 ’ (3)
+ o otherwise,

b

A, U, FRIMRGS s, T BAL I BRI, SE; RIR IR S5 4% es; REMS IR BEAY IR 55 S5, oy SCik [ 18] 1
[ 21 ] AT 55 45 22 0] £ A% i 30 24 0 6y 905 8 B 0 FIN 65 R R G, 0 I 55 4% 22 1) F) 8% ph B 2 T 3 ik
Dijkstra 572K A P s 2 6] A B/ DR AR R AR O 1 TR RERL, FATTRH B, 3R A HI IR 55 2% s, 2 2B
T RIS es; [ B AR I P A A . phy o L2 PRI o, S R AR | RS T e (1 48 51T
iR 55 SR R RERH P U ). ARSI Bl e 95 AN AF B 3RS JE U, Al LAIJFATIB AT, WA 3l iR 5545 s,
B A 1 T B HAL R 55 45 B 1 A S IR S S e, 80 T 1) G A IR 55 48 =2 18] I S 1) e KA, T3 X R
JIR

MAX,, e, Trae(in)) (4)
X NE, ARG 45 es, ABJE IR #4515 si4E A HIP LA es, A MBI S5 25 , 245 NE, 83 IR 55 %
HIE YMESE IR AR 55 TR, HLP DI T A IS5 R A BREEE S .
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T=Tg(7) +MAXMJ-5NE[ Tioe(i,)) (5)

Ao, T 7R P B H 0 — 2 R 55 4 110 B 2.
1.3 BSHMERSZERF &

FTF UL, FRATR ECSS [ B T B A a0 T

EX 3 ECSS M (RIEAE—HINGNRS S ES={es,,esy, -, es, | JEE—DNGMREES es,(es, €
ES) FEHEMNRSER ] SE, P AR MR S48 E 5N ESC(ESCCES). FP RS FHRNES I R=
{5),85,00,s, . ECSS [nlBUk e B4 I —H T NGS5 2% ES ™ (145 ES™ W T A 55 4 R H B UME
Iem A P3R5 R, HARUE R P U5 )X 22k 55 10 G B S8 /0SB,

min T. (6)

AR
RC ‘ UEWSE“"’WE [1,n], (7)
Ve, ,a,e 10,1} ,es, e ESC. (8)

Hr g (A 6) Fom P ke —HA RS ARG ES ™ WU5 0] SR (B8N, 290 (7) f#
UERTE R — 20N G MR 55 2 ES ™ Th T A IR 55 S R LA IR 5 e S &% T P T ds ZE I 55 75 oK R, 4R &
ES™ FAEAT— AR S5 25 es, #B 2 MAHIIRSS 25 19 55 es, MHARE AT 55 NE, TS BLAIEE G {es, | UNE, ik
PRI, A9 (8) I il i o, RIRIDGRTF A es, S A AR ST 2519 i, A0SR J2 A il 554, 0
;= 1, BN AEA MR SS 85 5 T @, FHORAZ T R &R G5 1 es, 275 AT LAUTIR); Q2R @, =1, 387K es; 7T LADS
5], T WA FT V5] ses, € ESC HIRAR A 1 R 55 2% 17 s B e P 0 0 AAS b IR 55 #5555 ESC rp 4.

i ECSS [Rl8UE SCATHN, 12 [0 R4 A ] fige 05 T LA 22 20 B[] A48 28 300 0 300 T il o 1) fie J2 4536 2 249
HEAE(7) A (8) , PRt Al R PRl 2 NP (R, A ECSS [a] AT 38 4o 28 LAY fin AR B 5 7 o 1)
( Weighted Set covering, WSC ) £ &7 3R A5 ( H1 T/ R i A, 76 33 AN ASORE A i uERH ) . BT DL ECSS [R) & — >
NP-hard [7] #.

2 Jjikivil

fift ke ECSS [R]85 v S 71 e FH P IR 55 20 I 00 T 1B 4% — 2 R 55 4 52 DR IR B 11 e 55 1 S it
FEfR /. PRy ECSS R NP-hard [R)&, B LA SCEE M T — Ml ECSS [ — M R HESE B3t 1 —F
TR AE 22 A5 24IR 55 1 B0 e PSR 1 BT AR e A0 B LLMES 3503, 3l i i 5 oK i ECSS R Y
Al
2.1 LLMES &E;xB#

LLMES %336 19 3 22 A2 MY RTAS HI AR 55 2% ESC 10 1 PICEK es,(es, e ESCie[1,n]) Kk, 1A
es, MIABIETT M AES NE,. I NE, Tik# 1 ih 5545 es, ZAEER ES™ 118 ES™ AT A h %
IR 55 g AH L DM ESL R B BRIk 55 2N & ST REREWE ] 755K B S ™ 2R 7E NE, Wik i il
SRR S5 A 2N R A S5, — SR es, B2 S5 0 i oh o B A T, R R R A AU S B . TR
TR 48 H5 ( Ranking Criterion ) 1 1645 24 11T 5 0 I 55 i SR s (0 7 s A v, HEF AR 3T 5 A X s
B

T,
cr.= . Ves. e NE,, (9)
" 1(R-S")NSE,| !
Rt o FREN G B s, OEFEASERI, T, ORI 25 38 es, 5 s B0 I6 s T T LOLAR AR 56
(3) . R FRH Ik EG S Fm YaiC &k h ik 55 5, SE, KRB 55 A% es;, LAE
MRS e, NGS5 a es, BALEARURSS (R P B i BoR sk b g R 55 ) Bl 2, WA= (9) 1
I3 BEUBOR XY er, BB/, 2400 T, BOARLB/IN, IR 55 A% 2 18] 1Y) 6 p R S8 80N X 7 69 e, B8R
AN AR YRR 55 4% 1Y or (R EHE 2 Hi e UL 09 I 55 , (BB NBT. i RTINS SiE 22 A7 3501k 55 B e £ R Mg 1
B SEEEA DRSS A or, (B, E8E or (/MRS 28 IF A ES™ b JFRIZIR 55 & RERS 4R A A% IR 55
ARG G S, BHEET A IR R k.
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2.2 LLMES &4

HEA SRS TR AT BB AR, SR — 43 e R B A M R 55 4% es, MIABIETT s NE,. 55 #4016 NE, Hik
PRI RS 240G, (A 1 P B S R 45 2% (0 B B d5 /N, I HLAL A B R S5 #8 RE A f 5 1 P 75 2 T i
% R. VEANA AT,

R HIRILII GRS 28RS ES, P 75 RIS 0 R, IS5 75 AL 4 i Bs 17 1o UC, T2 IR 55 4%
W& G e E, P B4R 55 de 2 (B A& f R 0] 5y OV, IS5 4% Z [ R AB R R v, IR 55 4 &
MR 45461 D, AR 55 2 il ESC IR 55 f 6 v BUAE A hpye

R 2N ESC TR BE B — DA HI IR 5545 es, A ES™ AR AKX (2) B A 2 es, BITLE T, 75
G 1R Dijkstra JE5K es, BIHAR S5 25 1 1 B AR BE S hp .

PR 3B hp, € [0,hp | IITIZKIRSS #4519 VRN A M IR 5525 es, OARJE 1 RE S NE,.

IR 4 ARPEAK(9) TR B D GRS 5 B HE P AEAR e, Ve B fe/IMELT IV 19 31 2% IR 55 4 A
ES™ MRAEAI(3) TIEE es, FIZIRSS 2510 B 1h F4E 7.

HES . EEALR A, B EST EG T RS AR EHE RS L8 R, 28R es, B ES™ —{es, | P IR 55 w4 i
TS RAEANE A AR 55 2 O B FH BT AE T, , V1B GRS SE T

AR 6. EEATE 2 RIS, PRI T /Ny — Al Z 5528 ES™.

IR T K ES ORI N A AE T

£ LLMES Bz it A2 e, SR Dijkstra 575 3R fige o A8 — A 100 o5 380 2 il 100 0050 1) i J 3% A28 1) B ) 22
ZRPEEJE O(n®) , WOR AR MR 55 %8 FO AR FE 1T 5, NE, IR Z4E R O (n?). THE— IR WA HL IR 55 2% es, &
NE, T F IR AR #0258 J] NE, FIWR SAEAEfE. BRI, T2k 8 NE, T FTA 1 i 5 4 ke L4t
M55, XA SRR RIS 24 B 0 (n®). BT LA —DAH R 55 4% es, TFURTERE— AL 55 B B [B] &2 2= B
0(n*)+0(n*). FESZFRR X T P R UiA IR 55 2 A 80— B oA b PRIBLFRATTHE 19 LLMES 83k
HIRTRIE 2280 0 (n).

3 S

AR SCAJ L SL B (3RS 5 Tntel (R) Core (TM ) i7-7500U CPU 2£104%, 4k 2.70~2.9 GHz, NAEH 8.00
GB. 7 EEA K MATLAB R2016a. SR H T EUA BB 2 28 P & 8RR A 1 464 4
FLS RS Y M FE A B FRATT EUA B ML BERE A /N XN n A5G 1E A 55 2. BLAh, 3641
Z R 18 | & I P B 2 e 55 #% EATHER o, 4 (1,3) MB/s, Ik 55 a2 B8] 19 % s 325 B, 24 (80,
100) MB/s.

R T BRAIEAS SCHE Y LLMES J5 3 PR RE RIS, FATIESE Random J5 1%, GES J7 ik GMT Jr ik 5 HiHk
FTHAL. 3X 3 PPy e ans i an

Random : 1%/ 3R TE es, BABJETT 5 NE, "IBAHLIERE — NGRS A es;, N PR BEBT TG IR 55, W 2R
RREWE L TR R, WLk SE AL A AR 55 25 , BB BE Hh 1 IR 55 25 45 & RE RS AR I T P B 3 IR 45 R Wy k.

GES'™ 4 e — NG 55 % ES A5 T AN A MR 55 7% ESC, 8 ESC AT 45 es, KILARE NE,
A AT R 55 2 4R, HEFR IR 55 S AR AL A 5 8 IR 55 B 2 R M AT i L 2 IR 55 7. AR XA e R 4 9%
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