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Abstract SOA is a conceptual model of distributed application system in the network environment, in this model, the
loose coupled system components were described, released and called. There are several methods to implement the app-
lication system with SOA model. We compared and analyzed these methods, such as CORBA, DCOM, RMI, Web Service and Ji-

Vol. 36 No. 1

ni, pointed out their advantages and shortcomings, The results can be used as reference to chose implementation method.
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FEEMWITEMER, RN AT RERFWRAER
HABREMNEEBE, TERESVEERREFHANCH
SR B IA HEIE R S B SFH W ERE, kil Inter-
net MM XEFFHFREERFH . B TREMSRIT
B E S AT R A E N B ERGEH RS
RBERR BTETFENBZ L. XEASWEBIR TR
WOARBITERAEGZ b, THXF RGN —F L
R Z R R AL R HRS S, B REERME—
HELRIFHRBES . BN REHLHEET LIy —
HMBZERRS, TGRS HEXBRRN REZLER
FREHNXE, CHB RGP HELRS RS ESFHE
MRS AT L ELYHEMAE. REBLRMFHRE K
AT, X RERUN B T AE T I8 R IR 55 B4R R 450 (SOA).,
W3C (The World Wide Web Consortium, J7 4E W Bt 81 ¥%
SOA & SCHM  “—Fp i AR 1R R G5 M, 7EIX Pk R 54
o, BT A TREER E S ST FORR &5 L X B R 5571 A e SCHA A Y
AT R 1, W DL AT B S 1A 3k 2 AR 45 TE Bk 55
WAR”. Gartner M SOA 3R K : “F Prim/ R 4588 B AR %
W — TN B R IR 45 0 1 R 45 1 F 3 4 A, SOA
H5REECERNE P/ RS BEANARRZL EFEEE

il

F#% H #: 2008-04-29

BRI LR (A BOAS BORR S , RE F S, B R 017

BHRK AR ERR R WA i T R RI R B R R
TR, N T BB B K PR R & 29 , B A i H AR 2
SBR A MHRAT B R, (G R 506 AT BB B 18 4 2
N B R 45 M AEAE , IR AFE R BB A LB R, N SRR 54 H
W EARAM 25, REA SN AHEO AL, &
A BT X 4 R Hht 23 (8R4 s b bk 2 (8] B9 X 31 BR A
MG A MEAEE —HOET, —REAEDE
Y& 7 (Interface Definition Language) i@ id & ¥ 2 5 B &
REET K. Bl X EE L, mBRAR KA EER
RELM— MR B A, AR R %Ak
Wit AR TR 8%, CORBA,DCOM, RMI % #1 /8 T X
Rk 7K. Web Service fl Jini ¥ B M A /i L
FE ., ARSOURN X 6 ST B v B R T 43 AT AR EL AR ST

2 CORBAGERAMZIERRIBARLHD BAHELH
Hi%
CORBA B T BN AR B LM T RER. W
% BLHEEE S E AT FIY G4 B 7 (CORBA fr4%) th & i 2R
3t 5, 3t A A T SRR OGP USE S A 4 TR %

BIAR 5525 XF 5 48 U5 B0 T LLVE FIAR 45 % 6 b B Bl B R 55
To ATHERX— &5 F BT S a2 IS5 LR R 55 2%

EARAEERETREUIRESTE (08Y10326) %8 8.

PLT976—), &, 1T, FEPIS T SRS 2B RS TP 1976, B Bd, TEBR T IR ER  MEMBA.
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RAAZ RIS S0 E LB BIE LHF B (iR &5 8 X R 42
BB Tk B0 %), XMt CORBA #10E ER
(Interface Definition Language, IDL) 52, IDL B F
1EES K, CORBA &1 IDL kL 5 HMBEIE T XX,
IDL A B TR RE AR HEA R BRI, Ay
0] DL S B8 (Implementation) 5 # [ (Interface) #1425 .
CORBA Jift 45 88 265150 81 IDL $ 0, il CORBA % F 48 A ik
$#00, CORBA AR E A 1,

CORBA% #

BHE B
& EARENT m | \upLi

B 1 CORBA #{#

e
LA HE

FAE A 8 F 0 O vk Bl it — SRR O & R S
B BT RS BRI AT BT, IR R R B R B R &5
et g, MENFEEWR FEARFANE., KERT
REFPRBEAXA T &I EFHREZR, PAERNE
HEi#it ORB#{TH). ORB tFk A4 BUS, s
A8 MRS PR35 (R & 28 0F 2 5 FD , I IR &5 2% H
FESR B, WA R ENRS BEETESER, RS
ORB il i3 — ML B E , i AR 45 B8R e I A — A 3 &2 i
At 2% (Object Adapter, OA)YE# ORB #1045 ORB LA H.,
% P ORB 5 i 45 #5 49 ORB 2 [a]38 i i F B ORB #pil
(General Inter ORB Protocol, GIOP) 8;# Internet ¥ ORB th
i (Internet Inter ORB Protocol, IOP) i@, K,k 171
— A P55 58 CORBA 38, & 0 41 A IR 55 25 19
P B RS RE R UL R RS TR AL E .

3 DCOMSHAAHIFKED AULHA %

DCOM™ f1.3% il 8 Fi B 40 A R R R X, 5 COR-
BA 434, B SRR S IR &S E— 1 F B A
ZERGESEFME) FRA RS X 2o g
BYEFLAEEL RS S[EENEZMRS. 8T MS
IDL S8, MRS TMT IDL D,

FRA A M R R SR — AR & P AR
SERL TR SE I B B R BR ) BT R R B — 1R R
MRS S2 E EREEHN IR R FHANE. X4
MRFARE W FEFERHBEELS R, fF DCOM
MAE RN, Er LB RFRREES RS N A
L& R, 1 C++, Java $1 Visual Basic %, 5 CORBA
NE, DCOM H g8 & F Microsoft Windows ¥ &, & Win-
dows-Windows B3 i A% . DCOM A2 BMAZ L
ez,

" REDCOM |
AR

B2 DCOM A

4 EEFFBARMDSEIMAE

M Javal. 1 Fo4h, m AR 5 B8 (RMD AER Java 3 3R
ST RBARBIAZ L, R Java AP1 Z—, B4 Java BFZ I
RE ARG T R AT 20 (5. RMI AL Vnt R A7
FE& A5 E UL A (6], 53R AE& B Java L . BAIEE
Hitik s 8] AT RAZE Rl — B Lk EMARHENLE., BT
W R E I Java B BIMLI R 2R [E B9 48 € #baik 25 18]
FEA N RILEN 2 REE.

RMI BB LU TR

1 m st AR RMI BB G T B X 5 2K
R, ALFE L ST, R AT LARE 43 A7 ST AR R O B, T AR
X FEAS B o, 15 FH I () P B O R AR 5

2. 5 FEBRICHWEGES  RMIEEL Java 4 # 77
¥ (JNI: Java Native Interface) SEH W R E /., fF
F3 RMI #1 JNI o[ U Jave WEFHHE F wmm RS wHEHD
HHEEH, H AT IR EFEX RMI RS 5% E A LB 58
SEPRE, KRS THRENERE;

4, ZEBITIHE . RMI 2 2 RBH, LTRSS HER
Java R E I B LK FEK;

5. % B 5 . RMI &L T8 Java AR5 =5 A5 [A] AR L& Ak
M Java R MPES ., XMEAERESIHRAXER
RETRAS AR T ZGAETE 7= R B iR A
BT PESS . AM R T RMIBEIT B THRSE, BN RENRS
Ty

6. AL BT E . RMI A B84 N T $T
WHEE R E TR RS 2 AR FEFE RS AR
5. AR 0 BT U T LUAR ¥ 7 B LIRS 4 X
&, M ENVNFERE P 5 0] B, R 3R 48 AP M B, AATT K
KEET RENRE,

5 Web Service H{ELI A%

Web Servicel 4 g — R4t A IR S- 4R B 2, AT LAA
okt SOA (R REEMK— R LBl =, B RS HIEMSE
FARRMENBMAREEHE LIRS RS, Web
Service AR H 3 M HATEAR—RFSEMLHE . T
RSFRUCED MRS M. RERBEEEADHREERS
HEM AL HATHER, & P BRI IRGER R EREFER,
RIGIHRBRS .

5YRTMERNEHBARR, Web BR &5 i 4% € T %t
SRR 5 (H 4n DCOM, RMI B, TIOP, 3% et TR 2R
FHLRIAR 5 8% L R B BA F e i B Rl 454, BR 7 A T sl
IR . 7E Web 3085, B LIRS 28 T2 T 4L,
EAMEHA R M ERIE RGEMAR MEAR , NI IEH 4 B 3e 3
BEEWBEEGFENAGEAR LEFYILIR. Web %
R A HTTP, SOAP Hl XML % 3% 35 77 75 B9 47 v b 3 F1 3L
P ZORE B B9, AT A SRR S i AR M R 4
HEREE L F Web R4,

Web R LIHEMERRBHRS, EEHET XML
HITH BRI PR RGN EA S . X Web R E2E
BEE VPGSR, Web RS AT UEREMES
MNEBEIEE RN & LS, ZE R R ] LA A
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Web R4, HEMR Web IR 45 ThRERYHE T A1 B ¥ 5 KA K
BMSURREARAR , Web R 55 F1%5 P i 2 7 LA B AR T A
ST . BITE &N B R RS ARER, B
SRR FPEIZIE R L N A & Web Service BT &R I
# 2, 8 SOAP Wil el B 55 4 th i A, R 45 382 B oK i ik
FrAbH, L5 BB L SOAP MR A K . A% 7 5B I%
— RIS, E ol Web fit 4 B FWH) Web SR H
R TR P AFTEE R0 R R B8R4 R 48 0 SRR 4%
BIES T Web IR DATHA LU T4

L ER S  F P R OUE T B R B T SO S
5 Web IR #HATHESR

2. FERES EHED Internet F AR RRH A&
AT L5 Web fR & #ATH# (5 5

3. AR BEHE 20 Web IR 56 )12 X #589 XML 4R
SRR FBHEAR 2, BT SCRFIX IR B R GTAR T LA
Web iz %5 BT B .

6 Jini BELMAER LT HLLE

Jini®™® 4 (148 IR %5 . % 77 A A X IR 5 (Lookup serv-
ices) , EEFHBREZMSZA LAELT 3R R
(Discovery) LA (Join) FI2E % (Lookup) » iX 3 f~if #2 [a] i
i 3 & I SE B & BUE Y (Discovery) L LA
(Join) W AT # (Lookup) B . 2 77 FilHR 45 &R T LAE A &
B ARk E MRS AR, A RMERS AT LIEA
SHEMBIERRS L., MERSEE R ERAFENE
FIIR .

&I (Discovery) , il A (Join) #1285 #£ (Lookup) & 1 F2 f&j
AT H—1 Jini AR 557 A W L8 B, B 30 % A4 (multi-
cas B R M P R HUHE , RAE CWAFTE. MEPR
ERRS WRFFETE RSN D, SR IEXHEE
& RSB B BAR G, AT AT, LIMERER K 5 Rk
EHBR R, MRBREMERERA . BT TCP 5
KRB EHE, L RMI (Remote Method Invocation)
6] & 2 P& — RS Bid X B (service register) , %% #38
WIS BACH R P H registerO T MEASE HE—1
service item X4, IXFLSER T KA A . Service item X142
R—AMRER, P service object X4, fE Jini
MR AVEL (Proxy) , ER T RSB L H ELH T — 8 E
HETNEPSREXTEMED., AR R
(Discovery) K18 — IR % B3 & (service register) , R G
FIR%BE X 8 ) Lookup ) J5 B CREE B M Lookup IR %
RE . ERMEBICHEN - FE FHEREIERIR
%) W ABB HAE—A service template X 2, FiEAE H2 W
W, XA HEH — 45 H3E 16— 4 Class objects X4,
REWRIERERMSE, B EEMN Java BRI service
object {2, lookupO) F IR BIFEE P EEMW service ob-
ject X4 . 1 service object ¥f B #§ 4 3¢ M (implement) —
MREETNTEF SRS ZEME O (interface) . % Pl
5| i (reference) 3 {fi A service object X2, 3 3 XA~ XF 22 5%
RIBRS .

H— A R FEE S WA ME AR, Jini
BHEBERMBFEEXNFEL., kg arFi R, Jini
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BRAREGH, X— A R2@ Jini BRI SHRY. HAN
FIM RS 2t —E HEHE, B SN RBRR, TR S
HRSEY ., REEUEFTBEMERRS HE SRS WA
0,3t B4 b — AR B AR R 30 B R IR S st S BUH
Mg M. MEPUEMRSRERDFRSHEAS. 4N
4% R AR LAY, Jini {1458 B 5 O A 3k 4 i URL.E
PR CAB PR ERSABE T, MXEEREK
AHERHEEREFERTER. tin CORBA,. NET, J2EE
R ERSHEE(HREATIZEEARGEHEHETH R,
M Cstub) FAR 55 75 3 B 28 (skeleton) , T Jini 3@ A0S 50 %
Y T XA, X 2 Jini BIEA 89— MEA. Jini RA
WF kg A ST E AL R ILIAIRE : 1D F A Java 3R
AR RIS T A ) BT — e 2k iR
i

Jini B8R T — B XFAHLH X E X JavaBeans
HAERIA Y RE , i AR 45 SR AT LAZE AR 55 SR At b VRS
FER% . ME—B i, REHERELREFBRSED, B
AR E BT, T4 50 WO 8 3 7 AL i LAk 3
8. FANMREMERSIAT — At E MBS, 7 Jini 4,
RIS T RBIE LR T BN AR SRS RUEENE
¥, T Jini HE A, #H AT AT LL7E B 45 5 6 1) B IR 95 5
TEEHRIRS P, 40 SR At 8] B, T BEEH R —
A, E THECAERRS FHER. SR R
SR, RS R E RE OB RRET B P S E T A T
AowmB RS, o, HRFERESREFEEE D
BB BIARLA, B AT IR A RS RIS ERE.
THEZ 12 Jini SAHCEE B %R 2 RILAS R
HER R BB SE .

# 1 Jini f[EIEAL BT

7] 2 Jini
HBRHER
3t Jini @ 4 4 o 42
s 3t Jini BRE DR B KR/ G AT AR/
#
Wk K R AAAUE A R I B4 2
HR MK EHFSEERE O MULAE

ETREGRERETRAE %, BARAES
BERBERREE HERS. RERBHIRSERFZANX AR
RAFZH GBS BAHREFERETURKER S ERE RS
REFHHETE.
HEET
W ji]ava%%ﬂ?\i%%ﬁ%‘r,E%Mﬁi&ﬁifﬂi@ﬁ

ST
kA A B LR B S R T UL A
IV IIeY
R P P P
4L
T
SR Ex, T UEEE B JRMP, 1IOP, OR-

PO,
AR PC, SOAP g%/ 4 L8 thil,

# 2 U E R RS MR AR YT B

5] B CORBA DCOM RMI
o
iy PFEREHKE AAEXENAE EXEHKHAE
HEREENE  ARRGENE  RAEHE
Bakw EEAE REAE RAnE
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1l A,
BFER BERES KPS iif:;f;f EEEA, KPR
FEEPF Gub)EEHEF Y (stub) # LA % 3% 47
WBE  RARAEE o o BT 5 % P
K P
KAGE RATAMAAR BRATHAMAFR BAJaa Sk
BA Al BB AL 4 3 fALH #x
#
K ) 4 4o 0 3% 2
R, 3 A AR
. REBARH AN AEREXLDE
& I A iiﬁf;ﬁg: R AR AR E AR AR 5]
fo 3% 12 M §g$zg15& EEAMETEE ADFREMRT
s w&wwgw; MEED A LB LA
4 FRAEDE LK
48574 T LR
s A A
GREE RO R A
gﬁ*ﬁ SHEEEE SRBEEE Java
o PAEEMRER FAGEMLLR FHEE R
il‘ﬁ];wi CORBA # 1 % X COMZ O g XiEH JavamBEn KA,
;' #EE (CORBA-IDL) (COMFIDL) # 47 & 3% H Java R B
#ITRA # o
CRTEAORBY o s gy 07 Jva 2B
. . W(GIOP) # A In- £ £ 3 i (OR- 3% th i (Java Re-
*RIR ternet ¥ ORB #ri3 PO) By mote method Proto-
(110P) col, JRMP)
. . AAHFERES,E
RERE BRATLEAR ?;“dtwm&m FELE Java B
i MAVMD
X T TP
478 HEARARER Gk L T
B Ak
ZRIZE SOARRITBArRURE &M, EidRE W

RHFLRRG NS B EEN, IR T E 255
2, B H G IR RA SCIRA SEBUE M7 R T B B e iR,
ERAMNELZIRENSELATF, AXERAZHT
SOA LB F A B R L, 8 H & B RS AR 2L
¥ EEF VRN L. Jini B—MET Java B4
KRG, AAFZHE A ER A T RS AR
ZRSMAITEREEE, BN ESMERIFFNIE
W L Jini R[5t # CORBA, DCOM, RMI, & -F UDDI
) Web Service %43 2T B IR R, BT LI %% 7 ff Tk i b
AT B R R 2 R I B A B9 8] R, XA A (L BE
i 3553 R A TR 9 43 A0 S H B 2R B 5, 38 7T LA 35 0 b
G UL B . TR B IR ERE, R I B3
HEA—FRABRT W b, THEEAEZEFERM, L,
T— WA N E TR S W R G 2 B B 8RAEM
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