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Web Service Evaluation Algorithm Based on QoWS
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(Dept, of Computer Science and Engineering, South China. of Tech. , Guangzhou 510640)

Abstract An integral algorithm is proposed to evaluate QoWS (Quality of Web Service), this algorithm computs Web
service’s synthetic evaluation value, based on the analysis of Web service rating and comparative QoWS. A Web serv-
ice evaluation model based on the algorithm is built. It can select the best service from many Web services and provide
it to the client, The model is implemented in Web Service Quality Evaluation System (TS-QES), which can provide
more accurate, reasonable results to end users, This model can be used in Web service management, Web service selec-
tion and Web service composition,
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