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Abstract

create composite Web services, Specially, it is a hot topic to study the problem of Web services composition using

A number of Web services are now available and it therefore seems natural to reuse existing Web services to

MDA. This paper is interested on the problem of Web services semantic composition . It gives a PIM of Web services

composition for solving the problem above dynamic-model of Web services composition. Then, we give a method of

translating from PIM to BPEL and WSCL
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rule UMLCallOperation2 WSCIAction{
From ucp: UML! CallOperationAction
To wa: WSCH Action
mapsTo ucp(
name<—ucp. name,
role«—“tns;”, concat(ucp. oclAsType (ActivityNode). inGroup—ex-
1sts
(t. ActivityPartion). oclAsType( ActivityPartition), name) ,
operation<—"“tns:”. concat(port). concat(“/”), concat(ucp. operation,
name) ,
— —if there is a correlate attribute within the action
correlate<—if ucp—>attributes—exists(correlate)
thednf [UMLCallOperationAction2WSCICorrelate Jucp
endif)

}

rule UMLCallOperation2 WSCICorrelate{

From ucp: UML! CallOperationAction (ucp—attributes— exists (cor-
relate))
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