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Abstract: Web application server (WAS), which is considered to be one of the most exciting milestones of
enterprise software technology since the relational database and has become very popular in the last few years. It
solves the problems in applying traditional middlewares to web computing environment and provides web
middleware platforms that support for the deployment, integration, and execution of transactional web applications.
Attention to the new category of middleware has been drawn from the academia and software industry. The current
state-of-the-art of Web application servers, including what is a web application server and its functionality,
architectural model, component container, transaction processing, load balancing, mid-tier caching, web services
and analysis criteria etc., are outlined. Using the Ecperf benchmark, a comparative study among some leading Web
application servers is presented by evaluating their functions and performance. Lastly, some open issues about
WASs are discussed, and the future direction of WASs is pointed out.
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At AT ) HEAT AT Ao BU A SO B 48 T Web B A IR 428 B AT A /209 R EVA R R R GG R AL .
KHER:  Web BJAIRS-25;F A #F;F 44 Web &2 F ;Web i+ 5
h B %S TP393 XERARIRED: A

1 Web MARSHFMNERS LR

AL T N S A RS2 1), 5F WO Z A RS W4 DL P 1 e A ek R P 1T A R 45 o A
M TE A 8 BRI, )\ 20 20 80 FFEACK BIHLAE, AR T KL R A5 30 T Lol FERIAE AR FL I35 bR, 2R
H oA ARG T R BAR Z — ARG 1 R S0aT LA 4r  sze F ik F2 98 F o 1e) £ (RPC) T [ 91 Ja 70 oo ) 2F
(MOM). * % i sk AC B (ORB) . 25 4% 4b 1 i 425 22 (TPM) 25 {HL B 25 PRI 90 00 6 2 8, 4 b S T AR 3555 3% 9 |1
Internet/Intranet/Extranet 35515, 2 |2 o SR U 20 WA 2 28 71/ e 45 i v SRR 2 10 FHD 1 75 SR R RILASE AN Iy
7 KA G vl Te) A T 0 00 DX 4% 90 A T R 8 R 2B T AR K AR A, 5 v ) 2 T 7 2 I A i A T A AR S
FRARANIR], 1M & 171 7] Internet 1) Web 5.

TER T RS T AL B 3] TR 2 Rk, i FR 2 P& 288, Web IREGIA T G 1 AL
HPEREA AT KB IF R Ui, K H% . SCH RGN TEER R Z @@tk &
IR T PR QoS A HIE iR vk I L i) S5 2 J h Web I H ) 42 458k ) — L6 80 5 R0 07 177 2 Web 2
KEHCRH =257 /W 55 2 25 A8 W] 58 IS, T2 7 FUECH 22 2 TR) P v 1) 2 2 AR e 1) JE g D B 8 AR 7 55 b 311
WP Y SR 45 2 A e v 1) A B 4% S B b ) 2 W E38 52 R 1 B A T A I T SR S N B L EH
538 4 LR 145 1 Web N TSR35 20 T B 90 20, 10 JE I 45 4% 5 AR e B 0 nT SE AR % 1) B, g 45 A
P LT T R 55 A0 2. 1998 2, AT T — B S8 v 18] J2 18 7 :——Web B H IR 45 38 AR T 16 48
R 2R T LA Web B IR S5 2% /2 75 Web 1S EREE T 7 AR 1538 2L v [ 2.

Web I i 45 # P2 A2 LUK 1381 7 Tl F 0 27 R 0 38 3 26 1, £ Bk 300 L AR S 3 T I 4128 14107 E D
Zander A4, Web [N FH Il 45 % Jk A 5% 38 T B5080 122 LA K foe 2 A\l 0 Aol 7 P B AR Web 7 Fi I 45 % £ 18
TS UE W STN DTN FH R 45 2% BT 6 T 3K L 50% 10418 K 5 0k P [ B 11 22 25 44 (0 v ML
o8] FUTF IR IS R 2y 4y HEH T % 5 7= SRR 48,0 IBM Websphere, BEA Weblogic, Oracle9iAS, SUN
iPlanet, JF/iCJA% JBOSS, ENHYDRA 45 [F A i vh [/ B2 Be AT F PR BOR R 2. JERUR .
AR KA AT Web N RS54 J7 T T K& 0 R AR AN T 1T k5821 Web B FH R 5528 7= i
filt YT %, AR AT Web I IR 25 2% BIBIF 90 U7 T AR 898 5 (R 0 F 0N BT SR T3 7= A2 T MR JE 2%
B IETF AR AL Web WY R4S 35 9T Mattern 70 SCHR[3]H $a 0 FH IR 45 2% 52 23 A 28 B 2R 10 R i #C.
Mohan 7E SCHR[10]H 555 B H ik 2% 4% o] 5 )5 3l 28 48 1HEAT 28 T A% ol 8B BEAT T 35185 e A0 78 SCBR[10~16] H X%F
Web W i 45 4% 5 () Caching i KRBT T HF5T.

2 Web M ARSHFHIEITER

Ak, Web T i 45 s AT T KL 3R, H T 737 L 4 10 7 ol i 60 58 N BEAR Se B AN 47 6 X A 1
RI173 3K 28 Web I i 45 2 7 LAAR by BRIACBE 2L T [ 6 R B R g o, 3 2070,

i A A5 X FH e 45 8 0 o A A LA S A 7 3 3 20y 2 T THI 11 P 2 R0 A B B, 2 4 32 B & SR I 8
IR 55 45 1 2 18 B AH IV [0 905 S A, B8 I 1 IR 55 348 i AR 22 00 SC AP w0 S A 35 e T AR 00 8 7 A [ 45 RV )i
JR 125 Web Hi 55 %5 A AR 50 Web I ik 55 #5 — #0000 ™ i 4 1 (4 NSAPL, ISAPI, CGI 25) sl i 25 7% ity [ 4%
5 (1 PHP, Livewire 25)2) 7t A= i B 0T 1 A2, 3 PR 2 i 7 AR 45 % vl 7 et . vl J k2, ol o P
G e A 125 5 e = 4 1 7 50 35t B R 4 LA B o 45 Kb B 1) S R i

THT 17 6 52 A5 5 A A A 3R G 3 2 (i), 32 R A5 2 A P 1 1) 6 B0 5 A S AR 9 L #F TSP RN
Servlets H A Java i 5 BEAT 45 AR 5 ol I A A 2, 12645 3 00 ] 3 M A (B A AR R R R AN b B —
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() R, LA S [ R AR A 1 52 3] T BR A6,

o AN I 45 485 SRR 20 A G B R N T RISk 2 )28, 2 T 4 70 O R R A I R v S R A A
FHL ALY A0 T B v b 253 B 1) AR A0 U5 16 SOAF 6 TR 20 BT RT 5T ) 0 A8 A B, X G o FH IR 45 4% 1817
AH DY R BRVE RGP G 58 3 2 3245 W K25 J2EE(Java 2 platform enterprise edition)ZE 4K Net 2%.J2EE
1 SUN 2 Al 4E 3 4E R H, H 5T 250 40 250 S2 9L J2EE TS 19 B i 45 #% J2EE h F155- 1 Web N T K
W s AT A R — AR A R R b e, 2 2L 4R Java Servlets,JSP,EJB,JTA,JTS,IMS,JAXP,JMX,
RMI-IIOP,INDLJCA,Java Mail 1 JAF Ji.1X 4% J2EE RGN T 55 4% 1O S BLER i 17— A 58 3 1) i JE HE 28 A0
—ERRAER IS TEAN F B J2EE B MR 5 35 2 F R R 40 0l AT DL T4 A RS R 1 XU A /0 T B T 7
JLHRAE R 8 BB D0 — ZR B HL 4 v TA) A T B R 0 St 2 (4 1 P R 45248 190 A IR 1 1) R A 3K Net # 2 7F Windows
DNA £ AR (41 Microsoft Transaction Server, COM+, MSMQ, SQL Server 4 i &) JEmt L #F NET H#4E T — &
BN LR IR S%, Ry iB 8. A BRI HET XML F1 Web HIN IS T NET RS #4544, 00F% Application
Center, BizTalk Server, Commerce Server, Exchange Server %5, "¢/ f1145 & Windows & L1 — R ¥ IF & T HFH
AR(EH5 Visual Studio.NET, ASP.NET 4%),§2 1t T 3547 J3 i W 1 I 5% 2 v 07 %8 5098 F AT J2EE MLNET #4475
HAH 2 J2BE AE 5 — RO, B AT Net oIk LI B & Aixb s FH 82 % 8 g DA KCRT 4 P R0 FF J0PE 45 3 T 14
2T SR, T R R BRI BT B 52 U AT R TSI HT R Web 1N IR 4 s ST RUT R
) —ANJ5 ).

3 Web i AR 55 25 B0 1T B

YT Net IR #8 BAE A F A CIT R, BT R ZEXAR) RS J2EE A IR 25 28 3EA7 VF U6}
J2EE & HI I 45 i 1 T D00 5 14 = ZEAT P

(1) J2EE 2L 03¢ CTS(J2EE compatibility test suite)!'”L.CTS J& SUN 2 & 34 — AN IR 4 63 15
000 Z AR, A5 T J2EE BUIE BT B3R 14 BT 2R A0 77 v 0 3k, F DA & J2BE 3 A 2 75 mT DLIE#f . — 2
ZE e A DLPR B B a] B A M 8 EJB 4144, ISP A1 Serviets 1] LUZEATEANR I J2EE NP & b AR AN TR
J R 2 R 2ok B ET, 35 J2EE IR 45 %5 i BEA Weblogic, IBM Websphere, Oracle9iAS ¥ Uil i J2EE
1.3 Ffe .

(2) ECperf. e /& —F ¥l J2EE 3 FH Ji 45 8% v A1 246 1 00 V8 8 £ Y00 0 5 71 (benchmark) ) 3 Jof A% 7 B 52 57
W R ST B ARSI AR e, LA S I A S A RN T B R A S R T AR BIB 22 Ak PN A7 A AL
HEHh . ENEOE . AT IR ST, BT, ECperf MIYEA 1.0 A1 1.1 PIASRRAS, H DU 78 3 FIAH 2 1) 3K
SRR DA B — B PE A0 PR U R 3 & SRR 5 G 4 . ECperf 1) = 2 B8 {2 1 6 52 3t { (BBops/min) Fl 4% g
P #% & 5 {H ($/Bbops).BBops/min & 45 43 £ 2 MV 55 $4E £ (BBops/min), 3% 7 78 I 1 I [1) BE 77 47 2381 58 B0 B
D HEE MY 55 45 AF 1 S 35 B i Pk e O 4% B 52 E($/Bbops) & — AN R LIk RE A bt LU, HLAH 0 52 0 R S (system under
test, i AKX SUT) ¥ & 4 4 B4 LA Pk fiE & & {E (BBops/min) Jit #3 3| ) € .ECperf i& 1] LUl i Mk 45 5 45 (business
transaction) i N B 5] R 43248 23 A1 BP0 AR 17 PR e il e R R Pl J2EE (1) M fE.

ECperf i JCP(Java community process)JT4.2001 5 ,SUN 2w ¥ & %% SPEC(standard performance
evaluation corporation).SPEC %} ECperf1.1 #{78 F H1 (e f5, & A T SPEC jAppServer2001. 58 5 7t 2002 4 X & Al
T SPEC jAppServer2002.SPEC jAppServer2001 5 SPEC jAppServer2002 %E A AR 3 X 5 76 T 97 4 F ¥ EJB
FVEANIF, /T4 49 EIBL.1,J5 % A EJB2.0.jAppServer2002 H 48 Ecperf LLJG,3& 25 ik VN J2EE i FH R 25 4 1 6
[ Tl FEHE.
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PR T i, T TSt Web 3 FH AR 25 2% H 817 (8 58 3805 R0 B B R BT 4347
4.1 WebR7 FBR %5 8 B9 E X K Ih RE

TR, VP2 WU 51 AGNLART Web [N 454 23 4% th T AN ) 1) 58 AR 2 B 20 1k, Web M Bk 45
TANREE — B BR—HE LR TP A AR 2 3

(1) C.Mohan, Dietzen 1 Stonebraker ] %2 3 .C.Mohan 7£ SCHR[7, 1017\ 4y, B FH IR 45 28 2 4% 45 2 45 A BRI 42
#%(transaction processing monitor)7E Web FR5E T B ILAREE [R1 4, 2 T8 55 M R 45 70 26 B FH I AT - 6 8 AR 11 12
FHER 85 55 7 s 35 B S0 VR A 1ot 9 FH T 45 25 o L B R AIE 2 — Dietzen 78 SCHR[22]7H AN N IR 45 2 F —
A5 Ab PRI #5825 . Stonebraker 75 SCHR[23]H A A, W e 2% 4% 2 A% G 30 25 Ab BRI 428 28 (W T A 44, 6 R BRI Y
FH B0 R ABAR SC I IR 55, W 7 3077 . Jd 22 2 B R et s R B s A PR AU R A

(2) Copeland, Marshall, Ricciuti, Dolgicer Fl Ritter [f) & X..Copeland, Marshall, Ricciuti ! Dolgicer %5 A\ £ 3
HR[5,6,8,24,251H1 W\ Ay, I F e 55 4% 2 A7 T LA w4 A9 i s 180 7 2 AR 8 ) g 2 38t B0 S P 19 s iy = T) P, 5 T 2 44
1) IR 25 St B, v A B i R e (A L, A B 453 B R I A b T B R R R R R O 22 A RS RS
BT il BE AR BR A R R 45

F(DFIE SN, B IR 55 2 2 11 0 Web [ 8 55 42 v 8] 40 (RS IR 548 JE A AL G 3 55 In 4R 3 70
Web b (1) ] 50 4E A0, 2 15 4% 20 1) 3 55 A B R AR I X FE T-:(1) SCRFEE 2 MU 75 (2) SCRFSE AR e BT
B FL APL(3) 3CHF Web M7 SR L& — &R %1 WWW brifE;(4) ME TAOREMS;(5) X Web
Services;(6) &4t 555 Ab 3 s 75 5 A B AT AT VR 1N T I8 5 | 5 A7 R S A5 0 G2 DL R A ik G AR iy ) YD
VS ()b s St R I8 5 45 24 2 07 e I 2 PR 5 45 o A A A R K 7 FE 32 4 1 Ak B i

Rt BRI oE SCIRAT E N RSS2 G . BE . BT LRI F S Web WA —R
FIIBATIN RS (WVE B F55. o, NHERS) Mg, STl sl SE . @Suyh e & N H RS
AL Web THEIIHRFE 753K, 0T DL IR 45 2000 0 R P B Web 4538 I Th e, JRFES Web B HI IR 2545
FR XA 58 SO IR S B AR A AL e 45 I an (vl i k. my nT P mrTEETE . RS s R,
mHAFEME Web NHIAIE . $BF . BAT 4RI ZE b S 4 I o 00 A AR 45, B S e s 1 FH Al 45 2% S 7E T
i Internet ] Web THELFREE T /= A X —E AL

Web N k45 #8 10 T BT 585 WE4E?Mohan Ml Kassam 7E SCHR[7,10,26] 7 %F L HEAT T 8 50,15 - A 4 TH AR
PE AT SO Web W ik 25 2% 2 SCERATTIA G BN HAG W M Dhhe:(1) #4447 F 451 Web N H I ES - 62T H
B SCR o A vE SR (1 COBRALEIB,COM 45) [ AL AF 72 4% SCRF KA Internet )™ . 2 Fhi 46 1) Web 7 4%
PEALEFR A L, W EAE R, RIS R, EEAh AL, NS, SIEE L. RS, Wb A
Rt gt A 85 (2) $REE— RAEAMS, WHEF S WS WEMRS . REMSE . B 7 M5 MEARIR S Z 4 Ui )
M4, o R BYEH ZE . XML SCA S 46 Al W 48 7 IR 25 < S5 5 JHE Al A/ 30 0 V8 1) B ekt B i, 2 7y B it B R
iU, ERP R4, KR AVH PRl LA 24l % U . COBRA FIl COM/ActiveX 411;QoS IR 4s st . i+
R . REEH SWEFA SEITH . MECE . X%, BUE s S,3) Rit— R4 T A a4
FEE Web NI TF e T H PRI, 87 50 05 {8 B9 8 L EL P AT AR R B L SR R AT . A
T RIS =7 Web AR 2% 24 1.
4.2 Web FARRF 2R R LM

i bR, Web B FH R 55 4% 2 0 45 M Web N HISR At — ZR B I 45 1 v TB) 2, B Al e J2 B A4 ST 4t s FHIE AT
B 22 5 A6 K 2 B0W %2 35 T 00 B0 T A2 Web B ARTTH SR 55 (U T8 28 W9 4% 25 5 R 8 A W A8 4k 1
QoS 5 3K, 75 FFIBUR 2 5L 30, ik B FH 2 A b R e 23 A SR A 28 40 i 2 SE L R I — AN PR RIE IR R &5
Fg2731 5 Lo AL g fal 2R JT F8OrE 7 TR T — 28 CAE . 1 OMG i CORBA 1837 88 IR 45 (U0 26 45 22 4 1k iR
S5) 4L T A EEHE M0 Portable Object Adapter 2 {# CORBA I 5 4t 1 #¢ v 4% 73 %0 A IF J8;RM-ODP
(ISO/ITU-T reference model for open distributed processing) /4 5 &4 #4) ) 1 3ok [X 43 5o 455 v 55 R0 152 H 3k B 4 i T i
PR SR T, B T 85 ) e v AR ) o 2 B0 TR A R 3R 48 ) R A AR AR DRI PR S, 3 A 5 g o () £ 5L A
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Poe—LEIRE T8 S A4 ) AN BB AL A4 R A0 T S TR SR A e, VR 2 WF 0N Bl T B S S AL S B AT 3
[ 7] 522 7l (customizable) . ] H il  (reconfigurable) (f1 1A 5 45 K $ v o i) £ 0 T O R 283 1k 12030 B e L AR
LM TAFE 24 DynamicTao,0penORB,FlexiNet,OpenCOBRA,QuarterWare 5. DynamicTao § Ji£ TAO ORB,
& — M B Y ORB, i H — & 41 I liC &' % (configurator) & ¥ 41 44 2 0] (R AH B KM ¢ 22, B It £E a2 47 8 1a) ) 5
2 ORB [t BUIR A FIB) AL 38 . E 3 4144 1) 764 1 (meta-interface), i 153 1 ) 7] LK 3% b (on-the-fly) F it & ORB
S 3R H.OpenORB SR FH — i 5 J6 56 1R RS 18 5 45 1), B AN X R B4 19 — /> 7o %% W (meta-space), 5~ 70
2= (A9 %1 4> 4 Interfaces, Architecture,Interception 1 Resource % 4> JGAK ! (meta-model), fifi F %) % B filiid & & 41
2 M2 2, LR R PE L AT P Sk 41,0penORB 7| ] 20 14 HE 42 (component framework) 32 357 70 45 [H] ¥4 ik,
R AT UTEAR R 2R B, 2SRy % 41 HESE.OpenCORBA # T 70 (meta-classes) 1 22, il
4 COBRA JIR %5 (170848 T IR 54T b 1 J7 2 it S i D1 6. QuarterWare 38 i — AN St 2 F1Kf 5 il 20 4476
N B A HE 8 38 5 2R 8 1 T 0o DK 22 b ) e A FH T ) %66 5 140 3 e 148 5 S5 T g, A T 44 vy 3R 48 11 O
O TR B, 5 — 2e A 5T N i 4 AOP(aspect-oriented programming) £4) 2 H [8] 44 70 2% 4 & 45 #4 (meta-level
architecture).

H #i,Bea Weblogic fil IBM Websphere %5k 2 i F it Web N FH IR 45 2%, #F T — R4k 4K R 45 #4 (monolithic
architecture) 1 72 & i1 2 ML (black box philosophy)#EAT #1192 1748 T IgUk RN R 3% PEAR S5 AN 2 R A A& Ge v
B4 O FE T T8O A 3R 4540 5 TR T 1 22 o0t A (R 38 W A8 R R IR S5 AN A A% 23 i, LRI 5 il ] S 55 T T80
6 7 WA B, B AN L % 7 i AN A o ) S0 P 4 3L 22 o B T ) i T 2 T N SR B, 45 A ik
TEIE ) TAE ST Web [ Ik 4545 22 B v] ST 40 58 465 44 B oA FA 2 —

4.3 HHERE

Web [ 25 3% — M #08 S R 4 A 4144584 Gt ETB,COM/DCOM 45 33X 8 43 A7 T S A AL SR Y 201 - 25 48 -2 F
M 55 483X FE I = g0 ok 5 45 M), 1% oh 5 45 0 % 41 R 1) 3 g M U7 T (functional  aspects) Al i T B8 14 J5 T
(non-functional aspects) 7y &5. H H AT 414 2 2% IR EBEAE % P o i A . A mT RS ALER4T B R0 B
ARIX 3 A5

(1) 25 7 i Uy 10) 37 Wk SIS B0 250 7 sty 7 I 525 9 P 0 — Tl P 7 92k 24 26 s 7 g PR) AR B AZ AR L 2 40
BTV SR SROE B A R B AL PE IR A AR T VR AE — AN R 2 A B e T 1 SRk
0 FE BT 2 % 7 RN AL (R — S ML B[R] — 30 72 (A I 3 P 77 v 2 308 N AN o0 B ) T8 15 TR A X FF 3l 5 A
ST BT AR A, O M 30 8 e A7 RN 8 A ML ek B A L LSS A TCP/IP. Message Queuing 55)
WO AR, AT A T REF i i B3 R X AN B FE R A 43 FR AR 4k (collocation optimization). 8K 1T, 75 AN 5% M Ji5
iy 20 PR 25 0 R 45 0t A LR W52 B M AR I8 AT I TR) SE B “ o e AL BT AR, B AV b ik 5 v
F UL 18R — A (EAFIE 5 ) 1] R

(2) AR T HACE . BT AR A T B A R AR T e AR 55 ) 5L A S LS A I e oA, T X 2R IR 5%
BT RS ) R, AN B A ARIE AT 3 (R AT EE G Y A8 0, DR AR A AL S5 Web N HIA BT AR QoS 7K.
SCHR[33]H4F 25 4% #4047 TG4 1 (meta-interface) 20 A4 HE S8, 18 i Jo 32 11 TR 302 4, 414 HE 48 471 S b 3 25 28 1 AE D)
e 7 T AR 45 (HZ 5 VE RS T COM AR 52 [T ILI8 47 1) Windows FREE, IEAME VA VE A0 25 th 2 A4 sk
AN SCHR 34158 T 8 48 58 1 50 & 5 B, 70 32 47 0 ) g 82 5 AN 03 1 SR I 2l 25 1B B AN [R) < 4l f 2 0~
(component type)fSEILE AL ORB AR BEPE T 3K HAZ 5 VL AT BES 3 K R G A AMK) TFAS, B IR R AL 2R RE T
BEAN A 2 AT AR AR IE AT U TR B A% #4144 S 451)”(component instance) I 2 2F IR 2 — St Fn 4l 4R 2 Y T
Jic 7] 780, SCHR[35])% ] AOP(aspect-oriented programming) 2 3 A F0 20 14 25 2% 4 JC X % (meta-object), i ] 7]
SRR Xt 5 20 A B (object composition model) 73 &5+ 2H & LA A IR EH A4 AN R 1) AlE D e PR IR 45 5 1% 7 RN =T
JE% 2 20 A5 M 45, S IR B2 20 AR HE 1) AR AE D e e R 45 I P J& . Fadk TARE R 22 HOR T I A7 AR BEAT ik, L fig
ST ZH A 5 8 3 43 AF D B8 1 M 4 10 AT TR I AR S AR A | ST A% B B 1R IR R AT RO sE
Hp A 3 A5 P B A RO VE 2 — SCHR[36] H AR N T 2 AR (0 AR AL U IR 25 (A 3R T v vk R S LA 7
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SN PR A5 TR0 0 R, A Ve T R AR IE AT 18] TR I (inspect) e [ £ BRRIR A I REAAE 5 SE B QoS sk [ MY
b1 $£ (adaptation) Fe H 5 ThHE A0 AT G 20 A 2 98 B0 T EEAE.

(3) AT 50 B R AR A 76 2 I FH 28 AN W 19 0 F4) 75 K, SR I FE R0 A A 1) A0S 28 T 4] S T — o R
T AR R ARG B AL A2 Web B FH AR 25 #5 (LA F X1 — AN 1) B H R, 230 Web I FH %5 #5 B SR b & T A,
SCRE I FH 0 PG (R A S [ s I FH 2 R B O LI A A I IR 45 8 b R AT B R AN R sl A S
FEANWII 22 (¥ B I 2820 SCHR 371408 7 AR 22 38 v R % M AN 1k 1) 38 FH B 118 X (design pattern), 41 Factory
A R X e BB U T B T ey b R R R ARG B ML
4.4 Webl FRREF|HM D MEBEFZIE

AATE S RIE Web N IR S 45 ZREVE 2 — FHRORAE Web ST X 43 Aii 98 U5 7 1) f — 500k R ] 5
H A Web N ik 55 4 5 55 ik 5 38 5 3808 [ B/ T Y, 1 J2EE JTS 5i# CORBA OTS 5. Web N Ik 55 2%
WP RIS ARG MEAS B ARG AE AR S A0 N S k= 55 IR 55 AR T G Moiie e 3 55 i &5 W HoAy 4
A PR 22 BEE IR AT IR AN JE AT HE Web NI IR 45 2% HP AL T BE S 5 K TRl 43 A 5K 35 45 4k f, B ik 2 50
55 Wit 55 05 5 11 1T 95 55 B SR R I BB A8 WS A7 AR VF 22 AN 22 A BE T 7 AT K o 45 F, 1 T 9 45 B e
KRG IR AL BE I K F 45 NP St 2R, 5 300 R 45 S5 R o IR S, B2 9 0 38 00 9 45 20 8 e 4,1 THT
G5 IR0 B2 A BN RORE 1 JLAE R, R T A 1 T 5 45 B 20 (A 2 BF TN S A T TR 45 R B i R o 1
O S S, 35 T 1 52 14D 4 ) R0 B8 A0, 26 AN ) THI S 58 6 ACTD Pk 1) SR 4 HH A5 Fh 7 8 o 45 A 7 A 365 ik 2
HEBAL, ZEHEABAL, Sagas. /G FS B R SRS AH BT AS [ R AU 9 AN A
JR 45 IR I HAL G 38 55 R BN 47 A8 SR FH B I — Ak 10 5 P8 DRt I S g i o 45 B R K 2 0SB AR FL AR
WF 5T, 52 B m P e L A S BNAR AD Ay e A TN B T n DS R 2 Bl i g 45 AL AE 4L ACTA,
ASSET,ECA,RTF %5 (X SUHE 4 I8 7L T 50 6 e 135 T4 e 5 45 1 20 o s Mg . o b, 465 6 V1 53 S S R0
RSB A, SCRR[39~4 118 T 17— Pl S5 558 2 45 HE Z R0 g S 3 45 Wi 45 (E S O — P 0 AR i R 55 2R 40, 1 365 1 1 9

FE 5 AT J7 10, H AT Web NI S5 25 I SO RS, 0 JTS 5% OTS, 2% T % — [ i R/ 25 07 kAT
[Fl 20 A2 L1 Web W & AT #E T 7] Internet [ Web TS8R 58, 2 55 (1 04T AT REZ R R 15 100, RIVAE 38 55 AT I A2
H AT REA A5 B A (K30 S, W R0 T R s D R N (R A /AT 1), et A5 SR AR S A5 R AT
F145 2 55 300 N %0 R SCHR[42] BUR HR I T EIB BLYG Z % 5700 S 4% (0 SRR AR 45 Hh g0 0F 5T Web
VHSLPR BN R BSOS 75 B4 0 A1 S 55, 0F AE Web W TR 55 & 7 S B AR Web WP AR 95 8 HH AR — 0 A

4.5 Web services

HTAEK, Web 5 (Web services) i — KL ZREFTHU . AL FIA | #8242y BB Web Services
ITIF SR 24 Web Al 2538 3 8 SOG4z 1 A B A e 1) Internet R iSCA8 B, I B — FhoAR vk 1) ) BE IR 5 5 Ok
i K H THI 1) Il 45 (service oriented architecture, &I F% SOA) AR 450, AT B 2E ML B A BAK . FLERVEME 4T .
A4 FCRE 77 9 S A R R A R A — Bl A B 43 A SR g i 3 i R R UL A A A P 0 £ B i
&, Web Services A — F Tl 7] Internet [¥] 5 B 45 . /E A #F Web VIR EE T 7= 4 (8 R IR 21 &5, Web B AR 45 4% B
SR J& Web Services BLAR AT M55 Web W H It %5 #51 iE Web Services 7¥ 4% 4 Web Service W H & ft— R 5111
FEAh 1 55 Wi Y. SOAP 17 3R, KA [l 55 #2 111t Ak, Web 1 IR 55 4% 18 1 SOAP £ 3% 4% (wrapper)dlt I S 3 B R 4¢
ol A I i I e 55 4% TR 4L AF(J01 EJB,COM 55) 4145 ) Web Service. H i, k. Net A1 SUN 22 w] ] J2EE
KAL) Web N FH i 45 #4535 32 FF Web Services! ™ L 42 t T —Fh 4> ) XML Web Services 14 % 4 4
GXA(global XML Web services architecture),i% %5 ¥ 55— &R 51 IE 41 WS-Inspection, WS-license, WS-Referral,
WS-Routing, WS-Security 5.4 I N AZ AR R G50 MRIEHE T — /Mg #B3 FIE4T XML Web Services i 1
&, K Net HEZL(Net framework). JLAM, S HGETRAE T — AN L P A0 F) Web Service R 45HFIl— R T
XML Web Services, 4k J.Net My Services.SUN A ] [¥] J2EE . IE 32 F Web Services EIAHX #: 1, 7% J2EE 1.4
L P Web Service 1524 —Fbr IR 55 & SCIFH T EIB2.0 UiE, 2 £t JAX-RPC,JAXB,JAXPJAXR 45— %
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%] Java APLYF % J2EE W FH R %5 %% ) B % Web Service [ 3ZFF3EF G L. W1 IBM FF & T Web Services 175 HE 42
WSIF(Web services invocation framework);Bea & 4li T Weblogic Workshop, {3 77 & A G2 FE 5 844 A H T 484k
FEETT R Web Services(SCHR[441VEAR A 21 T oAb J2EE NI AR 55 #5 XT Web service IS RFIE DL).

Web Services A& & T —R AN EZEE AR — 5 ILALN FH R —F, Web WV H ik 45 #4512
9 Web Services WAL AT FEME . etk nlffgedh. ST k. Rtk S5 IR 45 PRAIE. T Internet [ T 701 I
SRV K2 BAE G R 77 Z LT AT E A, I, Web Service I 5EME. 224, 5. nIMigitk. mv H
PE&5 1 2 ) B Bk — b i DAWE 9 345) S0k (46,4710 IR Web Services FW F¥E . HERAEVEREAT T 0F
%1.IBM Almaden ) CMohan " & T LAHT A7 I 32 47, 76 SCHR[12] 151 T Web Services & A7 Hi AR . ik [48,49]
i 2z AU PR N E Web Service H1,2002 4F 4 H IBM. B R VeriSign KAl T Web Service 224 HLiE. Web Services
FIASEPE 22 2] HTTP Wil 32, 4 bk, % 7+ T HTTPR(reliable HTTP),BEEP(blocks extensible exchange
protocol) I DIME(direct Internet message encapsulation) B3 3, 48 11 |32 M2 52 3 4 b8 45 21 %% Web N IR
553 T T I SCRRFIE 7 B [ N ().

H 17, Web I il 4545 T VL O i Web Services W FH 1) 5555 K5 ¥ Web  Services 25 4545 B4 FI%T B (1) Web 2
G5 BEO S HEIE AT AL AN TR T A% e g 55 Ab B A [R] 1) S 25 A B o (] (R R AR /] — Web 545 UL 35 5% EF
SO BRI U R A LA SO 5 10 7 AT AT A6 73 Web 3045 b 2 0 47 %000 H 7 3= B3d ik b e
W BB AT D ER AR P — b 55 45 RMa2 1 5 VA Atk Web Services FJU TPk R —S0rE 1] 8114212001 4F,0ASIS 4141
R —FhE H B2B F45 1) BTP ¥ (business transaction protocol).iZ% WhiSGHE i i Fh 25 2537 F Wi B BL AR A Wi,
— PP AT U IR T RS AR R T E A RS R FH S A ENRTHSE G FEZ R
K55 SCHRIS TR AR — RSB iR RS 55 416 Web Service 3545 “fME 557 7 A [\ T B Y B
FRAT YL, B 5530 5 0] DA SS VR AT AR 3 55 AT AT D 45 BLIE W] ALE R A8 2 J5 0T AR <R ME 3 55 1) 77 v O
ATEA AL ACID R Pk B BSR4 A% G2 (1 PR B B4 A8 W 13028 00 200 J T e vt R Je AN e 147 1 S F 3 Web
Services 45 X W i W], 7E Web W HI R 55 4% T S Web Services HF 4538 1R 2 TAE 2.

bifi 5 Web Services AH BT 138 2D 583 UL Je 75 Web N H e %545 ) 7 Web Services JT & T. HFIS AT I EL 1)
i tH,Web Services 1 4 — P51 17 Web W FH #52 5X 1E 75 T0U0 N 52 H B B, JE T Web Services [ & 2% W FH 1 2 12 i
A% AT N IX 2 Web Services FEfit QoS Ak 45 F:fil 15 i, 5 AU Hb i PIX % Web Services N, 5 A A 1 Web
Services, ISR HT 1] Web Services, 1 R Web W FH i 55 75 ZEEE— 2D i W 117 ] 8.
4.6 Webly I AR 55 28 th B S 2T 1

BT A2 BEAT SV R 5 S B A U7 T EAT 0F 5. 2 IR Web [ FH %% 45,41 BEA Weblogic 254X 3 Ff—
Lo L 1) 40 307 5 5892, 10 Round-Robin, Weight-based  BEALEE, A (8 B0 5 v A 55 2% IEPIR A, T AN REAR $85 R
G AT DT PSR A R REAT S A S B, AN B AT B 3G N I e 0 SR [52) 55 7E B 73S O A R AT T 4
M R IRN RS Se ST LA H 21 Web W AR 45 8 (HIX S8 5770k 2 26 F UEFERT TCP/IP Huhilk, &
— TPloREDRL BE (1) SR 147, T Web N R 45 2% 5 22 SCRE AL A S a P AR 2, L L S AR S T B AN e R
VF), T A2 08 B R AN () A v 24 2 TR) 7 20 2 [R)IEAT A7 380 T A0, S s W RN A 45 3 8 1 48 o 18 DR ] R )
e PR A A TR 38 K S B 2, 2T Web B IR 25 2% S 80P A SR I — AN S HE 1) il . 43 AT 453
I, 75 EAR AT I AT AT A, a0 ] 2 R 20 AR QR AN 2 0 A2 RIS T A 29T Web N R 45 2% £ 81
A7 18— A M

FEGRCOT M AR S5 7 T, R B FE M . BAE R BRI T R AR 3 Pl 438071 A 45 28 F R 1 £
BT 55 T I FH RN ERAE 2R 40 1), 57 i 2815 A e AR AR R 25 5, ) ] LURR B 7 AR 384T S )
R Hb e T A7 AR R R G AT A S, 5 A T I 4 R RN A R G 2 6 AT A 55 AN A S R A A A T
i AR 454 Al 15 3 R A R [ 3 A R R A 1 O A S YA R 2% TR Dk T B At xR AR A AR BT SRR L
Q7R SCIR[S 3] Hhad iod 48 144 - M 55 0 TEARES 230 18 FH B AL A7 38~ F 408 iR 45 AR R 47 8 20 TS S 10 L BOE
PR, BEARYE R G040 R B S AT W HEAT Sk o T, 1 38 N 40 28T 4 IR 25 U RE AR R s AT RS S BT 7
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A e SR X 2R 0 AR A A AR A ELA 3 PR R A B ) SCIRDA S S COBRA 2% Y- 17 i 45 T 0 fit e
() 1) A, 9 N 22 R Qe vt T — Bl B 3G Y 9 BT A IR 45 R IR 45 KT COBRA LG Request-
Forwarding L, A G EL 4 H 2] J2EE B Ik 45 2%, 6 7 38000 8 A2 6 S 90 1) il 78 J2EE 3 IR 45-48 h sl 2
0 BE TR B A I B VAT T 55, 0 22 P i SROBEAT 1 3 N B A — AN AR A S ) )
4.7 SREFHAR

R EATFEAJE B Web A IR S5 28 A mbfm . D0 bRoist SR ma 8 340 BE (9 — Fh A3 0 Mk N RAE I Bk G,
TEHPAAJTT.(1) Web TUIZEAF J5 1.5 390 32 TERIF S0 o 28 LI LA S 22 U7 ) 1) 22 A 5 R B i 2 0 4% Bt o
T A RN A B SRR P AN T 45 v RN 30 2% T 1 R B, 31 ASPISP 25, AT T 4R X B & T AF BHA T 9. 5B A T
T2 A7 AN ), 501 75 DUTH 2B A7 75 TR Yo — L8397 1) 7L, 01 Disambiguation [, 2 15E HE . AL DL FR A H#LH
"' Disambiguation |1 & F 3% 5 2% SCHK[57~6013k B ek 2t 37 i i 50400 R0 % A7 P9 25 ) RS A LSt DG RSk TE S5 R0 B
FLAX AR DG FR M R 2R AE PN 25 R8T SR T SR L Ak = Rt 3T LA % 3 A 48 5% 3R 1) 48 T e R K, Oracle Web
cache! VISR FH —FicRRLIE  f <1 O 7 ¥ MR A AR i 47 50 i e S S 2R, 1 A2 AR T — e 52 355 FR) SRS o V73 48 7 4
RAMACT A TEPERE.(2) ) 2 H08 A7 )5 T G A7 v ) J2 508 ) 42 FeAIG Web 1 FH TR 25 25 5 0 50088 P22 1) 48,
Tk /D S5 6 B e G, DR TR SR i N T RE L 4 AR ZE A7 (result set caching) A & L A — FP s 2 A7 5 5L
TRV 2 AL, I Z T AW AL 2R 68 07, 3L G 47 9 5 AN v LSBT 0 ot SCR [ 11,12,6 10T S04 P2 v i) R Ax 4
P B AL AT WS, LA S S 73 AN A2 .Oracle 91 AS T BB 2% A7 45 AN 26 MO 52 I 1L 57 A0 A% i DA siig 0090 126 119 B
#1.IBM ] DBCache 4 & DB2 HIREVE, 2847 DB2 K — 2 M4, B A o0 A A W) b 1 e 07, % 7 N 3% IR 42 4 AR
IX RN AS BETE A7 T B B3R . TimesTen & —Fh e g1 v (0] 2 408 45 BE AR, o5 F R G 0b @ i 9
SQL TR AZZAE MR B8 IR AE D RVF BN AL 68 5 5 i B4 I8 — 3. 5 Oracle9i AS H1 IBM
DBCache A [fil, TimesTen 2 - In-Memory £l FE 55 A, Uk > T 2T Bb 5 1) H508s e 2R G 1k 5 Wb 8 1) S g, PR e A
B Web Services N FH (1 H L, Wi 2% 47 Web Service s 2 AT 45 Pk 1l Web I HR 45 4 w38 28 A7 1) 8 1n) 7.

5 Eif Web MARSF|HSITS LB

THEAINIIEE . HEREPTAN 7 IR %T BEA Weblogic,IBM Websphere 1 Oracle 9iAS X 3 Ff 21 3 3 F Ik 45 #%
HEAT 4] BP0 20 AT R0 EE A8 A Tl E 7 T, Weblogic, Websphere 1 Oracle 9iAS H] DL AH 25 JL, #8355 T SUN A )
[} J2EE CTS tAIE, 24 J2EE KUV BT AE I 2L AR DR FH S 8814 L R AR L RAF 45T R TTfE . 7E QoS M55«
AR A i DA R IR 4 T FL 2% 75 1T, Oracle9iAS,BEA Weblogic ¥ J& T IBM Websphere. BEA Weblogic 7F & 7] ]
PE TSk B8 PR DL R At v () R 4R RS Uy T HAT — E (MR35 Oracle 4K 5 L7 Hi4 A 00 1) 45 Hh A7,
T SEH2 H ESI(edge side includes) B, 7T =i 18 2004 28 A2 H AR 7 1T o A — 5 (D03, T A 40 PEAE R LF

FEPEfE 7 T AR ECperf & A1 (f 508 BCda 62, 4 H] Ecperf J:vE 125 fig /& &1 (Bbops/min) « Mb 45 2 45 i [3 I
V) 80 AT 2 43 A P AN i R B AT A T AT EL 8 3R 1 AT LLFR HY,Oracle9iAS 45 43 b Adh 1 1) 3 M b 45 5 4 54
(BBops/min)#x K, H:AH & 60 000 % ,4tT IBM Websphere 1 BEA Weblogic, /& H Rl fix tR ) B IR 45 28 .
Oracle9iAS il id Web Cache,Object Cache LA K Cache Cluster $2{it T R 48 i # A1 g3,

Table 1 Top five results by performance

#& 1 ECperf & EREHFA T L4

BBops/ Price/ Date

Sponsor J2EE System min@Std BBops J2EE server DBMS approved

Oracle, Sun ~ Sun Fire 38005165 97 $28 Oracle9iAS Release 2 ) 100i (v9.2.0.1.0)  07/08/2002
cluster v9.0.2.1.0

Oracle, Sun ~ Sun Fire 380051 405 g9 $37 Oracle9iAS Release2 10 0i Release 2 6/24/2002
cluster v9.0.2.1.0

IBM IBM eServer 44 294.97 $23 Websphere AE 4.0.3 DB2 7.2 07/08/2002

x330 cluster

HP HP 1p8400 37791.00 $36 BEA Web;‘aglc Server Oracle 9i 07/08/2002

Oracle, Sun U Fire V480 30155 60 $12 Oracle9iAS Release 2 10 0i (v9.2.0.1.0)  07/08/2002
cluster v9.0.2.1.0
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ECperf 34 7 25 B 1T . (new orders). 745 7] ¥i(change order). %%/ "Ik A (customer status) & 1. 11 HUIR
&M (order status)S5 b 55 2 55 Wi S8 I [R] 59126 23 A1 . R T s i, FRAV D 8 <A o 10 B ik — AR MR 5 1 45
(B2 53 A BRI EAT 23 B A0 EL AL

B 1~ 3 7] LU, = 0K 2 300 FH iR 55 45 A B3 M 55 2 5% 1) 48 A ey )3 1 TR) 35 75 2 B0 9, He o WebLogic AH X}
A, T N I R $0AE 1R, Oracle9iAs. Websphere #4873 M 2% 25 45 (i N IS [R]85 T 1 #24H Oracle9iAS
At BB AN M 55 55 (10 i) IO 3 S5 e R TR A~ (8] 6 IR T AE 1 800 BB PN 1% — K Web BV FH IR 45 2% T AE T S ik & 1)
00 1~ 7 18 SRIE R ECperf B 75 247 1 84 ,2002-8-3 1, http://www.theserverside.com/ecperf.
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Bl 6 Oracle9iAS 7l & &

Oracle9iAS i@ PAJa LAk &P K24 % 13 000,55 K& &4 14 300, id T WebLogic
Websphere. A & /1 & I £ [T % 5K & ,Oracle9iAS [ Ik 8 52 58 48 (19 5% L3 OK, e K Rl dpe /N Fr i s AH 22 44
9 4 000,151J5% LE 3 K, T Weblogic F11 Websphere U] L33 i 22, AN iR 23 #r (1) 45 SR 2K G Oracle J& K& b 701k
fie b 5 A 0 A AN P B8 B {H (BBops/min) i T Weblogic f11 Websphere, ifif H. 2 A5 1R &1 1) 25 45 % it 7. Weblogic
FI Websphere 75 1 #8 JU) E 31 B8 AR B A — 5 (AR 35,

6 l%\ éélz

Web [ F IR 55 & o T A 28 P IR PEAE T ) Internet () Web FHEPREE R 38 10 ), 2 Web tF A8 R ™
PR B R ) AN R AT A G 55 MR P A 1A i TR P T IR R R e A e ke T HL Ok
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%1 Web N AR —MNEF S IBTHEE . — R A8 RS UL AH R T AR Web B IR %5 2% H AT E2H
JEIAS S TH A SR G 3 P I2EE B IR 45 A 02 0 G s o T R 45 i e 58 th ) — i A9 B0 KA RN B
R I 7 Ik, B A AR I I AT 5

ECperf 5 J2EE W FH ik 45 2% 1) V1 I ik v, 38 0o 8 8 B2 - {H (BBops/min) MV 453 55 14 Wil J3 1] ) 31 23 73 A7 L
Tk X Web N ARG 2 AT A e vl . PR REIEAT A T (947 SV @ I ECperf A A0 B 3 T B4, 4F BEA
Weblogic, IBM Websphere fil Oracle9iAS — K T it W FH AR 45 4% BEAT 70 M Fi L AT 40, 0racle9iAS J& H i 14 fit f
. HE TR R Web W RS 88 7F QoS ARZS Ak A&k DL K L4 T B AR ThRE Uy T, AR 4%/ Hf
—E MALH (R 22 T8 L.

Web [ FH IR 45 2578 w5 T Web TSRS T UF BN BR (W5 22 80, i 3 AR . A A vk B T ) 4
HEAE . TAERE . NSRRI 4% 2 AR AR Web N IR 45 % E238 20 10 8 (H 7R 35 AL AN T AR 4k 1Y)
QoS 77 =K J7 i, Web . HI Il 55 4% 1 AZTE A T J3CHE RN R PR Z2 | 3 R PR R B 38 I B8 G DL B 2% 7 32 B PEAS SR A AN
JE A0 AT, LA g 58 T 5 1R A 45 T 50K Web 3 JTT IR 45 8844 R &5 MIRIE 9T Rl Bh A4 5 1S K 4L 728 2%
F S A AT B2 2R AR R . Web [N IS5 445 i m] SEPE IS DA B 3 551t Web [ FH I & RITIIA J7 v
A AN S Web Services T K AW 5235 PL & Web Services 5 2% FH 1) 328 25 88 22 A ] R <7 F I S8 51
0,77 3 HL SZ FF Web Services NI IT &k #%5 AT EHFME A, Web Services #24E QoS k% L filt % it
A Web IV FH IR 55 2% 75 B2 10— 25 fif e 1) 1) R RIE 5 4 . Web 87 FH IR 45 35 4 2 1 22 16 v R 4R IR 55, 8 40 T
SEAEI) G55 1 Web B ERESF & 8, 3 28 ik 9545 1 Web N )i /E R 407,
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