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Abstract: With the increasing diversity and complexity of distributed systems in network environment, web
application server (WAS) is required to transform its service model from “Best Effort” to “QoS (quality of service)
Guarantee". However, most existing WASs are relatively weak in terms of QoS provision. In this paper, OnceAS/Q is
presented to show how a QoS-enabled WAS can offer different QoS provisions for applications. OnceAS/Q provides a
set of QoS related services and a framework to support QoS guarantee, in order to realize a QoS enabled WAS. This
paper first describes the architecture and main components of OnceAS/Q. Then two key issues, related to QoS enabling
and the corresponding solutions, are explored in detail: one is the definition and mapping of QoS specifications, and the
other is the dynamic reconfiguration of QoS-aware service components and resources. Ecperf benchmark, a well-known
performance benchmark for J2EE Application Server, is used to evaluate the effect of QoS enabling of OnceAS/Q.
Experimental results show that OnceAS/Q can support better QoS for applications at a reasonable cost.
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(web application server, & £k WAS)A & K 49 R da 4 VIR 5AER 4% K 4 IR 4-Jf Z (quality of service, i #k QoS)#k &
AR B KRR E R4 R 4 R RAEE B4R SR BRI B AT 89 WAS & S fE s &4 2K P42 % 55 OnceAS/Q &
—ANEE QoS #) WAS £ 4, "€ vh QoS HLEY A Jah, A ) i Al -4 R Fl 49 QoS #RI fit /7.0nceAS/Q I T — AN
F QoS PRIEAELR 4L T —240 QoS MR 42014+ £ HEA QoS & R B L AniE A7 A2 T OnceAS/Q 44k & £5 M Fn
E AR IR T A KA AL, — R QoS ALY 8y & XA LA, F — AR EE QoS MR ST RGNS E
At.OnceAS/Q BAFE Ecperf MXH A T 53 QoS REEAL AMATT F1. T I 4B AW, B KAL) B ) IR 5%
TF,OnceAS/Q fe A 4- A3 BT 69 IR 57 =, 5+ LA 4K R T4 69,

KR Web A A R 4-25:QoS; P 184+

hEXSES: TP31] CERFRINAD: A

Web I JH I 45 %%(Web application server, &5 WAS) L2 5 A I 48 3 A v SR 88 1 35 7 rp e 402 H i
) WAS R 40 K% L 11E J2EE(Java2 platform enterprise edition)P 0yt SEBL, & ATT AT HEPE 5 1M A B 4L T %%
AilIE AT SCHE IR 55 A 0T I A Dy R U T P S B Ass i 59, 2R ol 2 70 IR 45 0 &2 (quality of service, fij #X QoS){f
B 77 181 55 Y R 2% 28 AH O (1) QoS M A2 MM 4% | 22 IEARAERITIE 5 | BB HE SR IR 2t [ U 1R 0 8%/ 22 SEAA TR 48— FF,
H i WAS AR <R J7T0 2k (best effort)” Ik 55 S M kS FH 4 A1k i 45, RIS B A7 B 3 sk — LIRS R K %%
7753 BC AT 55 R0 BE IR AR 1M Internet FRIF R & BEFF 0. B AR I AR FTRFAIE, LA B 8 FH 75 SR 119 52 2% 22 R T
K AR WAS R 7T A7 Rk 95 45 BUAR ML N T IR Ry AT L ST 22 A5 R SR It WAS . 7 B2 i 55 56
W BE 75 10 AR, 0 B A R 75 3R 00 B SR A @ IR 45 i, Wl 8k iy ma i nf (), i) A A%

B E— AN AW BT RS R G, 205 A AU T 2 40, v] 68 047 2 A S 2 1) 0 R, A0/ -5 3
P 28R B A5 SCAR SO AN R R 08 5 75 3K 224 R AR AR () P 9 e vy iml I G SR WAS SRR Tl s ks b
) S B FLAT v S v o PR G SR (0 22 WA BRI SR FT i & SE . WAS R ) A B3 1 R S 7E — BUR (] Y
I T AT T S B RE ZE B A A i B R SR A ) i i SR AT RE s o F O 22 R R, AT 23 RE 1 WA'S N A B
T LI N SR 0 AT WAS W B AT QoS Rk AR FR AR AL B 0 AE N R R T B R AL
FHBESZ JX AR BN A (A 4 2 X

M1 QoS ¥ Web J& F ik 25 %5 J 45 WAS REWE AR5 NI4T QoS 17 =K, LL A G2 4T PR BE 1% 5 I QoS KLY
I ANTR R P ERAEAS [ 1Y) QoS R B, I BAEIZAT I 3 25 R A& WAS 19 QoS TRFEAT A FANITE B =8 1 12EE M H
JIK 45 #——Once ASM™ I L fitt b W7 9% T $LAH BT (QoS) i 28 fE 1 (1 3 FH AR 45 s fk R 45 #9. QoS MLk FiAs
A JZ RS, L AR QoS 75 SR FNIZAT WIRAS, B AR AT WAS (1 Ik 45 2 A FH B2 U8 (R L.

ATLH 1S4 OnceAS/Q FIM AR kg [ 2 LA B 73 275 2 1 B i& OnceAS/Q 1 QoS HEZT ) & SCHI i ik
J715.5 3 A4 Once AS/Q 1375 A it 2, B0 46 IR 45 20 41 A 2 5 19 B4 3G N AL 38 4 1525 H T % OnceAS/Q
S S L5 555 5 VAR DG I AR AT I g5 Ja SR 0 AR ST AR 1) R 4

1 T QoS A Web [ A R 5 2= HESS

1.1 OnceASEzFRR S5 8231 AR S5 R E RIZRIR B

I HI %5 4% OnceAS A J2EE 1.4 VS /A R G5 WIE 1 Fos Herp B2 5 ETB 245 Ml Web 74,
BT N AR (ETB, Serviet 56)$2 (b A iy HAEF BEFNIZAT W IR 55 RAIEA IR 55 A4t an 44 . 24 F55,
N WAS HIUN LA 38 AT 2 (6 S0 FF 8 B A 2% (management kernel) Al il 55 4L AE S 41 1 48— )7 BRI G 5
HE 28, 3347 Mk 55 20 4 1% A= A 390450 21 RN I8 47 I 45 il 25 9% A\ [ (invocation entry) M I 2 7 1 145 3K 2 % 2%
(interceptor)PI(H T NP2 AL 2% 41 2 4% 2% 4 ) 70 15 SR b 31 B 4% #2488 AL F S (InvocationContext),OnceAS
Pt BN SCAF B i R AR Y 1) IR 55 2 1 Ak BRI S A 55

OnceAS 7K 2 45k B AT — & 1 AT 47 i P A a] # e k90 (1) 33T Interceptor ML, WAS 76 A 248 P 4% 1855 0
T REAE R RO . SRR S RS AT I IR S (2) R RO AN IR 45 LA St T R ) AR iy B R
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Fig.1 Architecture of OnceAS
Kl 1 OnceAS Ik R4

R, D R G QoS PRBE 7 3K ,OnceAS AA4E AL EERILAE:(1) NHIFRITHIEEZ QoS i Ktk Jr
1%,0nceAS W BAT LAY (1] QoS MRS Beiitis(2) T Java MESNLAN J2EE 1R B, Once AS 34 ff = i i Fl i 2
ARG UR I BT 5 A it (3)  BLAR Interceptor #3X3E AT Java a7 8 S S LI S LA AR 38 A7 I T pid S 41
T8 (R SR B TH 7] QoS ) FR 48 LR Ui M AR AN, 75 24T B a1 2 IR K B 245 38 R AL o

PRI, THD 1) WASS R BB T (QoS) 1T AL 1) 75 3K, FEl 8 LA [ L AT I%T OnceAS BEAT T4 & WF 5T T — A
T 1) QoS MY Ik 45 #8——OnceAS/Q (QoS-Enabled OnceAS).
1.2 OnceAS/QRGF L

1.2.1 i 75 10 A2 (1) IR 4 A 220
1M 17 QoS I WAS & 5 75 R FH % Y A 20 1, RE s B A0 1 I A5 58 5 SR 10 IR 25 B 7, B EL A5 B 0 i 22 ) IR
SRR QP 2 BT X A AR — AN - S AR T

1

1

1

T T . . Service !

Application ?OS ! Specification QoS binding QoS Control WAS :

plugin —————» mapping »  management » components| |

________ < N - I

: R Reconfiguration 4 Observation 1
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X binding 1
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Fig.2 The QoS-enabled on demand service model
Bl 2 o T AR Y e 45 A A

FETCAE O R 55 2 AL AR o 50 1 T 0) MR 95 5 1) 2 5K LA WS m] BRI AR 2E 1 77 X3 7t R BT QoS B4y
(RO Y 5 I 45 s 2 T R IR 55 DR B 52 20), WASS 1R JiR 55 20 A1 0 3 058 1) TG "8 o ) 5 08 B R0 4 BEAT X SR AT
e QoS MARIIR I VE, UGG WAS IR sURME T-SEHL QoS 5 .QoS Wi (QoS mapping) i S H 55 WAS
Z A ATk QoS IR, B H5 T 1] 75 3K 1) IR 45 F1 B U IR C & A28 52 . WAS AR QoS W SR DK 50y JIk 45 4 A R IR 55 28 ¢
TR E L.

HK,QoS 4 #(QoS manangement) & fEIZ 1T K HEAT QoS 4% FEAIH:E . v W M IF 3% (environment) (IR 25, ]
WAS HAF(ELAT A FERE RS 2L 0F . 8 B0 A A% 55 ) L R 25 R 0 Ut TR T B 1) i & RIS AL 5 T WAS At T 1Y
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Ji 2 B IR R BT (AR b 25 IR 4 QoS A B TR WAS A AFEIg AT Il i QoS A 44 77 LU e 2 A1 4T 4. QoS &
LR I 75 171 78 I 45 B [ A 0, 3 T AT 5545 :QoS W i 45 thil—— 18 AT B B &5 2 QoS U2, 9K B ik 55 20 44 1 ¢
TR 3 45 T L5 QoS A& Hil——4R % QoS & KA 24 {y FR Gtk 4, v s /& 15 S 24 A B HE N $0AT IR 4;QoS 4k
R hl——Hf0 R N AL2E BT 75 00 AR 45 AR R U5 4 R Y 19 QoS . R Ab B A P i I QoS M AT A,
9 R4 T L TR R AT R AR

WAS (1] QoS %&£ 5% W FH 7= 28 — 5z 5 i, ] 5 282 SR S8 FH) Ao AR B JiL 1 388 17 38 W b o£E 3 %5 P st 3 A& N
QoS il Al B I b 4% 38 45 55 QoS AR 4538 HH AT 3043 B9, 18 M T3 51N QoS i & — AT (R 7 ¥ 3 AF A 4 7
TE25 i AR ) QoS A< IB 4k

FATAE OnceAS ARG LA b, DAY 2 1 )y =X 08 o Bl 55 17 A 1) IR 25 5284 (1 L1, I I 40, 2% & 78 43 )
F OnceAS JsUH HI T4 FEHLHI S0 21, fRAE T J50H 424 i 8RR N A I e 2 1k
1.2.2 OnceAS/Q [ =B L5

$5 B Lk QoS Bl 75 11 42 ¥ il 45 B 7 ,Once AS/Q $2 T — 41 QoS M 4- 4L (T8 Fx 24 QoS 4l 1), 5 Fr B QoS
T R I I e R AT, 1K 4% QoS 21— 77 THI B2 52 5 BHIL pA) A% 1) A= iy 0385 BRI O 82, &) — 7 THOE S A B P A R A
PR P A% ke e B AR SR R 4% AR AT R N T 5 WAS B S5 ZE A 0 8 5 2 1] 4 ST AT 2K 1 QoS I £E 3B AT I 3k
T QoS 7 3R 3T I M by 1 Fic ik 25 214 R 5 U . Once AS/Q 1) R 4t 45 M W1 I 3 JiT 7, 3 I Bh B8 AN [7],QoS 414443 QoS
Wit QoS FELRIZK F' i QoS W RFSE 3 2.

Application client

Request

3|
QoS-enable A
client container | QoS proxy
OnceAS/Q QoS specification I—‘ \
/ QoS interceptors

y'y QoSProxy| QoS logic

oSContext generator
| QoS mapperl | QoS deployer |g—>‘

oSMetaData Container QoSContext

|QoS interceptors

QoS controller

Service t
- - A oSStatus
Resource Service planning| specification Q u

agent agent | - |
[ | Service configurator |} Qs i

A A A
k Management kernel /

Fig.3 The architecture of OnceAS/Q
K3 OnceAS/Q FRZ4kH

(1) QoS B} 21 14

QoS LI 20 A1 E N 58 28 i 5z AT IS E AT QoS ML £ A A BT F e i 3238 23 (QoS  interceptor) £ 3k 15
QoS MZI, A QoS JLHHi (QoSMetadata), H i AU £ QoS K . A 45 4L 1F % PR T B 25 0] 415 J.QoS Ik
S 28(QoS mapper) 51 AT QoS ML ik 55 K Kl fCH (service planning agent) 5 & 4 K% 1) iRk 45 L 5 #% (service
configurator) BT WH A, iR 4 QoS JTHHE K fiff 58 35 /& QoS 1 3K M k45 4L 11 8 & ¥t U ACH (resource agent) T %% i
PRASHEAT 545, AR QoS JCHHE T il /2 M BT QoS 1 3K I % Y5 T &, 33E 47 98 YR 40 1.

(2) QoS FHHAL1F

QoS Wi &t W4 % QoS &R 3 (QoSContext),QoS & FHLZH {4 fI# /5 K5 L QoSContext 4y ##t.QoS #B4& 4%
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(QoS deployer) 11 57 i & H QoS 77 3K ¥ N H 414, B AR YT QoS b 7F 3¢, A2 it 3 FH AH S TG 1) JIR 55 21 41 AR % 905t 552 46
S,

QoS 1l #5(QoS controller) /& 5t QoS & B AZ Lo, LT AL B QoS WrFi# . QoS #HEAFEHIFI QoS
Y FE P AT 45 .QoS A4 (QoS monitor) M MLFIEK 1 WAS FPRZS H 3N RE RIS DL BATIRES S
JE i QoS 45 (QoSStatus), i #A S 13 45 QoS il #%.QoS iF #1 4 1l #% (QoS logic generator) s} 2 2E il QoS #H <
AL EIE A R FUAH OCIE B S B 25 3E QoS 1R EE(QoS proxy)HH ; 7E 245 4 i [1] 3 FH 175 SR Ab B 45 S ) ,QoS fREE X %
B S A% P o, 5 QoS B i A 4% B A 4 R Ok, £ T AR B A AR % P i AT I QoS k45 Ak

(3) QoS % J' ity 2% #% (QoS-enable client container)

OnceAS/Q fE% /i i QoS %/ i as. EAF AN 5 WAS K 4,782 QoS i 1 i Ay (0. %5 /i >k g
233 QoS % M AR HEAT QoS AHIG AL B AR5 FiALE 4 45 #5.QoS % A4 EEA TP QoS TREA QoS L
PH(QoS proxy) 1% 3 QoS FE# A

2 OnceAS/Q B QoS ¥ 44

2.1 Webki R 2EHIQoSH LY

th T QoS %JIL g/‘,”{ﬁ#ﬁﬁ lj(] Xﬂ-%ﬂ] lj‘j Tﬁ?’ lj':] % 1% ‘fi,?%? QoS resource specification
WAS 1) QoS FLZ1m] 2 /N HR KA IR, W ] 4 Fr s A1) o8 sorvios specTfiontion ;721'
EUORMMEATENHZE. K4E. WAS 2. WREmW oS~ T e e e s

QoS requirement specification |

KR AR AR AT LURE ST A% 2 SR K QoS A, A

A SIS ) 2 5 T LA 23 R 2 TR A A S ) Application O O I ' 1

B R NA B E,QoS MALHE 3 ANH4Y:(1) QoS i sk Container Q O v 1
IMZ1(QoS requirement specification, [ & QRSpec), I\ F AT ! 7

Fh 3 00 00 I 25 T R PR s ek g e | WAS 0 O O * Y4
PEL TSI, PERESARE QoS SHIUEEEQ) [ S0 ¥ | A

QoS M55 21 (QoS service specification, i #X QSSpec), i & i

WAS iR QoS KT i I 45 4L 1 ey i dtmr e | Nework (1 T2

FBME . MR SSAT A RIS HROBOC R 4E5(3) QoS HUE ALY —> Specification mapping

(QoS reSource specification, i # QRSSpec), & Hif i i 2 Fig.4 Multiple views of QoS specification
QoS i SR AR S5 L it I DU SR B L BE UG B 2 B M H 4 ZALEM QoS M4y

3 PR TSR . 7 SR A%

QoS MLZITT LLTE R ¥ B BL e 2 X, 7T LLAEIB AT I 3 25 28 i B 8 18 140 (E R R ] QoS R 7E I ) 2B i
JE JH 1 B L e LK QoS PR ISE BE 7 AR5 0 AN — FF 1A 451 G 8 N BB B i X QoS 7 SR, it Ak 4% M
LR PR £ 2 EE ] [ A8 AT B B AR T DU B I 5 SO IR R4 (E 5 AT 1) A e R e S A
MU TR LRI H WAS A HEAT QoS 173 i I 3B 4T I A= Jla I 0 240 L 152 T I 170 Kb BRI 56 £ 2 v
2.2 OnceAS/QHIQoSH L3t ik

WAS JE M QoS M AR Z 19 eI QoS F L ik Jy V2 /& Ak F 2L (1. J2EE - & LIS 3 28 4 ik 435 3¢
PR 7 Ak e UM AT WAS Z (1124 NS R ., X R5E R4 T4 J2EE 1 6%, L AR 4t
fa7 v 10 AT 9 IR 3R T B ,OnceAS/Q 2+ XML i 5 #iid QoS M4, 5E X T QoS #iiAFF(QoS descriptor, i i
QD).QD ¥ QRSpec,QSSpec,QRSSpec %5 43 H2 Biie K, b #-AN 2 IR I QoS MLt T St — K /w545 HH T QD
1) xml A58 2025 ).

7E QD.xml W, Tier 52558 SR ZUGEN N 2 . WAS 2. A28 225 RequirementSpec ¥1%5 78 LR
LRy, B S5 MY REE DL F QoS 5 ik HE 4L : 25 73 (category) 45 HH v 2 YK B IR 4% Jo B 2R B 485k BE AN 28 ) 1 4
T J& 1tk (property) K 1 4 12288 1) (1) 44 AN 75 T AN J& 1 35 T B JE (metric) 45 HH e 28 sl & 1) b B AN B/ S
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#F 2 H (parameter) S L IUH KK IR ServiceSpec Fr&E SRS LI 5 AR S B FR . RGO R e X
(dependency). SEINE. S HUTCE 4 5E ResourceSpec hiss e SURFM AT /7, B IFHE LR 1% QoS s as
SEI BRI B SR O T AR AN £ S A LI 5, OnceAS/Q 5T X T QoS i f.(QoSRole) [ i . QoSRole
E—NEEME,ER IR T —H A A QoS TR P B N H.QoS T sRML . MRS LA YE L) LA
QoSRole J 2 R MR HE AL K.

QD IR FFAE Ry it J2EE #5224 137 1) b 70, S0 76 B 3 2 F2 b 56 05 B QoS ML 38 A QoS B35 A8 Al At
FIALHE,AE Y QoS T HL .

—i Description®
ApplicationName

QoSSpecification iRequirementSpec*r“

Description®
CategoryName

QoSRole?

Category™

MetricName
Parameter®

ParameterName

1 SpecName

QoSRole? |

Services™
SpecName

—{Resom‘ceSpec* | QoSRole? |

ServiceName

Dependency?

—{ ServiceSpec*

Code?

iﬁonﬁgm‘aﬁons? H Values™*

ResourceType

esourceManage

Resources™*— = }
Configurations
gerviceSpecNamM Values™

Fig.5 The structure of QoS descriptor
5 QoS IR FF SISk

3 OnceAS/Q iZ{THTAY QoS EIE 5%

OnceAS/Q MRHIZATFREE AN H K QoS 75 Kzl b v #8 Mk 55 5t e, 1X A0, 55 W5 AUy 1 1) ) AL — 2 IR 95 2L A
(M8 A e, e BRI 3 A 0.
3.1 BRSAHRIHTEE

OnceAS/Q 1 H B I W AXAE R QoS Mg 25 4144 1) I HESL. QoS Mk 5 4l #F5 WAS I HEfili il 45 40 14— 4, #0008
o 45— B 1 n) B BE PN A% T B P A% I IR 45 L B B (service  configurator) £t BT AR BRI 4E 3 IR 45 A0 A 2 1D 1)
I ZR A IR 25 LA 2 1) (1) A8 T T8 e A B P A A2 36 R i 1 <38 % (notification)” R 3T

THI 7] QoS e 45 i 11 5% Bt A2 ] X 43 A [F) 3 FH (1) QoS F AL i =K, A A W) )3 FH 4 (19 ke 45 4 FLARAS T3,
RILRAIE R 25 FE AL 19— BUME . 7E OnceAS/Q P SREX T W FH IR 45 2 [B] X 43 1A 77 7.

EX 1. N H QoS A% (application QoS environment, {ij #X AQE). AQE /& 5452 QoS ffi f&(QoSRole)dh i& I
5% R YR B . AQE=(QoSRolelD,Oservices,Qresources,S2R,SDT), st /1,

 QoSRoleID iR B AR 2 5E ) QoSRole;

e Oservices &5 QoS fi tA4h & M55 25 ,Qo0S WL 23 AE AT QoS FLZ N 2E it
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e Oresources 7= 5 QoS .45 % M ¥ YR HE 5 ,QoS RIS 7EMFHT QoS MLy I AE it

e S2R: QOservicesxQresources, £ X T k455 %I WL R R

o SDT: QOservicesxQOservices,5& X T 5 W6 2,8 Ak B R I.SDT 52Fr4h T 5 QoS A .85 5 1 Ik 55 ik
R

WAS & B W R AR AQE D ANTATTK) QoSRole 613 i 55 41 A S5 491 A~ [A] QoSRole 19 AQE S AH L 7p 85 (), A i,
AN [A) QoSRole G AN [ 1 IR 55 20 14 52 41

£ WAS W (PR3 4 JRME— IR 45 14, RN AE B AT I B8 — AN IR 45 A S 9 A7 78, R I onee AS/Q W —
A4 S QoS FRE (global QoS environment, A Fk GQE)X 4 Ja IR 2% 2H 411 W4T % B

EX 2. 45 QoS M5 . GQE=(Gservices,ServiceLinks),H: /1,

o Gservices &2 JRME— IR 5 152 &

e ServiceLinks: AQE.QservicesxGservices, &N | QoS PAEZ H IRk 55 15 4 Jai e 55 < B 9% &, H LR iR 4 Rl
JRe 55 2H A TR AS (] B S 481

AQE 5 GQE ¥ BEAAA QoS 75 =K I I FH BT A8 FH B4 ik 2% 20 44 R U5t S 48] DX 43 T ke, PRAIE T 249 AS (] 9 A 4
HEATRIY) QoS FCE , M Ty 8 40 T 1T fig 11 I 45 TiC B P . AQE # 257E QoSContext H,7F Rk 45 TE LI FE H Hh B 21
W QoS &l #4545 H LI 6 72—/~ AQE 5 GQE (#1741

Binding

—
e e Service dependency

QoSRole
| Servicea | Servicex, | Service,; |— --------

! Tl
! T~
A 4 A
Servicean; Serviceann
Resource,
1

1
1 Application QoS environment 1

Resource,;

Resource, |,

S il et

Resource,,;

Fig.6 AQE and GQE
Kl 6 AQE 5 GQE 7l

OnceAS/Q MRS ERL 4 H QoS 43k a4 £ M FH 1 R i fil &, 5 % 1 QoS 44 il 4 ML H iz AT RS il &,
IR 4% BT A A R

(1) QoS s £ 4k Y 175 3K 7 T QoS 75 3K (B4 QoS i s i 4 QoS M 4 s i 7 A2 BT /9 QoS 773K,
H H BB B 471 QoSContext;

(2) QoS il 4 ) 5 FHL N 1% 2 Y “QoS Ik 45 T L "M 401, H- 45 24 il QoSContext 15345 45 BN %

(3) R4 HLE 28 AN QoSContext HH 3K 735 17 it 45 20 A1+ 5 0 ) 48 S s

(4) XoF M 45 2L A T v 1 R A M 45 AL A 38 A B - TR R 45 A7 A0 R 45 I 8% 2, IR s G I 45 AR, A
PR AR RO 854 M 45 04T b

(5) HRAE MR 45 VR 2 SR 11 AN [ 28 284 X IR 45 Sl Al b B2

(5.1) “TEHE (reset)” & : 1 56 B ZE M 55 LA I BAT B I 25104 . FE AL H & (logging) S5 AL I 17 4 |
IR 25 (RIR S s T ¥ IR 55 2000 1) S BN IR 55 2R 4 IR A RS W R BT IR

(5.2) “f5= 1k (stop) S A4 IR 55 R AR BN 35 38 4045 T P9 % 58 1 32 IR 4% 2 Atk FRAZ AT B JUAS 201 4 o5 T 1 %
TE AR R 55 MO 2885 3 PN A% 00 FC R DG 1 e 25 2 1R 3 2 5 I 45 1) R Bk

(5.3) B 1% (append)” 5 W - 0 1145 BH P A 28 AT % M 45 A4, I AR AL A4 SE 4915 A QoSContext 1 3R EX
QoSRole F1% H QoS FFREE(AQE), % it A= e 1) Mk 45 21 A1 5249 M 418 QoS K24 e BB e 55 414 (1 2 4

(5.4) “B Hfe(replace) SRS 15 JE AT (5.2) 15 1% MR 55 AL 88 5 PR AT (5.3) B84 i MR 45 LA
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Fig.7 Qos-Enabled abstract resource management framework
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N AR 2 451 N R (TxRate) ¥ 58, FF K 2 P B TxRate 1% 1F Lt . ECPerf AR ) 5296 P35 4 : 100M Ethernet J&)
WM, 0 OnceAS/Q R LEJRAENL#% (Ml B & DELL PowerEdge 2000 PC JIk 45 %% (Intel XEON CPU
3.04GHzx2,2GB W ).

SEUG 4 ECPerf N %58 T 3 MRS 25 :Level 0—— A 2l QoS & HL ML Level 1——HASE ik 55 4b 1 i

© HHEREBAAIGUT http:/ www. jos. org. cn



1796 Journal of Software #AFFIRK  2004,15(12)

SORBUE: Level 2——H1 52 10k 55 b PR SR ey AR 55 2001, 70 A 465 T AN [l I A0 46 8 A B U2 R, LR 1.
RAPTHIH X Ecperf N R A 20 A B, P Size= [minSize,maxSize], & 7R 22 i 7 B LR
B, QueueSize 45 5 S5 15 NS A B2, AN BE S IS 43 31 &b PR 17 SR K S TBNAT 55 BA S o 45 455 4b PR, Reflesh Cycle 3%
TN G AT A TR R 2 R U IR A A (B Level 0 200 IX L B8 A AT BRI 1M Level 1
AN Level 2 24 #00 X 2L BEIHBE T AR L9 0R
Table 1 QoS parameters of OnceAS/Q in ECperf experiments
%= 1 OnceAS/Q {F ECperf Mk 1) T2 QoS S:44

QoS Metrics
level Server thread pool DB connection pool EJB object pool EJB data cache
Level 0 Size=Unlin'1it§d; Size=Unlimited; Size=Unlimited; Size=Unlimited;
Queue=Unlimited RefleshCycle=never RefleshCycle=never RefleshCycle=never
Level 1 Size=[20,50]; Size=[10,30]; Size=[100,250]; Size=[100,250];
QueueSize=20 RefleshCycle=300s RefleshCycle=60s RefleshCycle=60s
Level 2 Size=[40,100]; Size=[20,50]; Size=[200,1000] Size=[200,1000]
QueueSize=50 RefleshCycle=900s RefleshCycle=300s RefleshCycle=300s

Kl 8 W7n T 7EAIRI QoS 93, Ecperf I H K45 45 M- £ (Bbops/min) A . 15 6] B TxRare {H 11 A8 44 1)
T, 8 (a) S W2 A i A T 8 (b) Sz B 1) i i 87 i 1)

M 8 o AT LA B AR AT QoS BT ELM Level 0 20,24 TxRate g 25 i IR 55 %5 10 W 45 fE 1 23k
WA, AP I %o 8 W ) 0 SR e 43 38036 A2 5L 2 0 B S 28 R 0 — 28 0 R, IR 45 28 X B2 U AS e AT A 200 8 2
N5 B0 55 R 7 HE B 2 T 0 T o, o K e L 25 14D ) 2 F ) A A R 39 0. > TxRate 38N E 50 1, i 2%
% DR Ay I 55 B8 710 TV 6 A T ah OSSP 5 ST A 35, AT AN B 5 B IR TE Level 1 20010 B IR 240 TR
I ,0nceAS/Q ¥k 55 B JI7E TxRate 2y 30 1) INARAZUT WA, 2 J5 BT 52 33 43 FiC B U5 1R BR 1, & 1 IR 45 i 0 4
TE WAL B A A5 5 , 3 38 B KA 17 5K AN R A5 21 B IR Add B3 A b 45 1) ) J2 ) 386 1. 75 Level 20 (1 B 200K
T, T RGN R IRAL A T LA T W 3 55, T LA OnceAS/Q 7E TxRate 9 40 I8 A 23T IR 45 fig A7 (Rl H 5 5
Level 1 L, 3L 52 31| 1) B U £ 4 A0 15 R 45 25 18 IR 25 e 00 9K 4R 2248 . IR 1, Once AS/Q 4 H A A IF QoS 43
(187 2 FH TR A3 PR e 55 2 AN [0 P9 R ot 2 A 12 FH RIS A R I 4 30 1) 2 S A )
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Fig.8 Experimental results of ECPerf benchmark
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2059, 0Once AS/Q 1t Ecperf Wl 1 U F I (10 9% Bt M 55 i[5 I 5] 530 4 3 At P61 9 J9 7. P o A Al 24 23 i 2 i 1], 0
ol 2 R AE A I I ) A PR B 55 KB, TeRate {ELZ3 I HX 25,30 A1 40. L2k Level 0-25 241, '€ &R 7E Level 0
GRS TENA R 25 I8 SCHRY 55 i S IS 8] 1) 43 AT AR N RAT R — S 4 N0 3 SR At 28 B T BURLSRA
7] QoS £ il (1) B U5 240 SROT b 45 Wi 1. SF ] P 52 i)
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Fig.9 Frequency distribution of response times for key transactions
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35K J2 W MU 6 5 8 KR I T 6 T 10 AR A7 L
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HHI K 2 30 WAS(U1 WebLogic,WebSphere,Oracle9iAS %5)# B4z 1 2 Z I S IR 4115, 7512 47 B 0] A 5 i
Fe] B R E A AR, 15 QoS WAL A (B BE 1 1% 22, WAS 7F 12 47 1] i) 45 wfi AR Hi 32 47 IR B 0 7 75 SR AR A5 Ak gk
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