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Abstract Microservice architecture is an emerging style of service architecture, which is characterized by efficient operation and
flexible deployment when dealing with complex service systems. Compared with monolithic architecture. it can provide better
business management and service support. In view of the complex case of the procuratorate affair,it is necessary to combine and
encapsulate the services to form new value-added services to meet the needs of users. However, quality-of-service driven service
encapsulation alone cannot meet the needs of procuratorate affair. Therefore,combining service functions and quality of service,an
improved graphplan under microservice architecture (IGMA) is proposed. Firstly, the method establishes a mathematical model
for the service and user request,then integrates the functional and non-functional requirements of the service,and provides users
with a variety of combination schemes under different case types. Finally, the service workflow is established to complete the case
service encapsulation. This method can intelligently judge the branch structures in the service composition structure and establish
different composition schemes for different branch structures. Experimental results show that the proposed method improves the

timeliness and accuracy of service encapsulation.
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Fig. 1 Service encapsulation method under microservice architecture
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