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Abstract Service-Oriented Architecture (SOA) is a design approach for building software systems, which conducts the
whole life cycle on software designing. Following the widespread deploying of SOA, service users not only want to satis-
fy their functional requirements, but also pay attention to the needs of non- functional, such as quality of service(QoS)
characteristics. What essentially characterizes an SOA is the service, Web Services is the best technology that imple-
ments SOA today. QoS of SOA can be expressed by QoS of Web Services who become a vital factor on deciding the suc-
cess of a service provider. In order to provide qualities assurance of Web Services, QoS plays an important role on serv-
ice discovery, service selection as well as service composition, etc, Firstly, the QoS attributes of SOA were summarized,

then analyzed the present research topics on QoS of SOA /Web Services. Finally, gave the reasons what need to continue

studying above topics on QoS of SOA /Web Services.
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HREFFTRIRASERMBEER L.

M ERIUFE XA LE H SOA 5 Web Services H A %
Y% Z, Hiitie SOA ) QoS £E B H T Web Services £
AR. ZXFEBHREITE SOA B QoS EHEEILH SOA it
RYERIFE S, XES 2 Wit T SOA I QoS B, % 3
4 T 2T SOA # QoS AR EE, &G HT T B4,

2 SOA i QoS Bt

CCITTUTU-DYAH T QoS M BHE X : “QoS B— 1
ZAEE ATEEFEA-TMRFWHERE.”E RACE
(Research in to Advanced Communication for Europe) HiE-—
B X “QoS W T — IR F M F Lo BB 2. X LUPERRSY
BEAPTRA, FUHPTHBNESER N —HS .
XABPHAFEMERE ETWE. K P, FMERBRT AR
AT MR IR MR T B , FWMERR T R H b
R4t BB (e 24 R RO,

BHEEX LM QoS BIEW R ER Bz ERE, FE
ERMERESE WHERE. HE, QoS E SOA FH A
R FiX RN MEBERNERESE. BRivzs. a5
FHIMHE. T XEHEREAFX, FHBEIEE Web
Services BRI BAFTAHENZ, FHAEMMAER E WM.
TEMNEA SOA I QoS FERH.

2.1 Hi# £ (Interoperability)

HHRAEEIRIRIE I E WIREE L HERENE BIHE
HEBREREERNBER DD . ERERNERELE
FEEM, BN ARF RS ARHE R 0 B R B 32 S,
TiH A & Fp bR ¥ B i ) Web Services 9 Hi B, i1 WSDL,
SOAP, (B #EtE B A Al fE. H A, WSI(Web Services-In-
teroperability Organization) B H B, #£ F1 T Web Services
B N ARFSHEES W EREE.

2.2 1Bk (Performance)

HEERTE SOA EARFIRE FHARFHMEIRAE, B
FER—TREBEROBEVRE. SOANBNEER.FH
ZRIMZEHER. RS ZH MG TEBRIENEN.BELH
XML $roEALER S HE K i 57 B ] , 38 ek &, B2 SOA Mtk
BB,

Web Services ) 8B 1 & w7 LA F i iz if 18] b B L R
B FIER S SHG W TT LAIA R, — 1 Web Service M RERE
B A B ER (AT B IR R A B B TR OR I BT, B4R, 1
R Bt Frat BB FER /D AT B R4 FI 38 5 B TR R
Web Service BA RIF AT HERE. XA, HiLA QoS B
WA LA R Web Service FIHERE, Il Rt . AT S21:%.,

2.3 &% (Security)

LB, ARNBREFREER T ARNE 2
YRR, —BRIE . BB 4 MEFE ¥l (Confidentiality)
TAIEHE (Authenticity) | 52844 (Integrity) . A ] A #E (Non-
Repudiation) , HWK, & 7] 113844 (Accountability) . A 1B &
# (Traceability) , B # i1 ( Auditability) . 33 10 %5 ¥ (Data
encryption) . #4 (Authorization) 2] | _

HE, B4 TIHFZ X T Web Services &£ 45#E. IBM
5 Microsoft BtS 42 ) ) WS-Security' P E X T — M B &R
SR, BT —NERANE R 2SS B LB R

3k, LASEER B UHAIE . OASIS HAUK A iy SAML"® K& XAC-
ML 35523 Web Services BB 8 5 R i RIS il R4 T &
mf. Wit SAML, R EME S P AGE R B LIE A3
#3583 XACML, A] LATE L Web Services 7[RI HE .

Eﬁﬁ%ﬂi&ﬁ—‘% SOA ) QoS #£ ) Web Services tR¥ER
& : WS-Security, WS-SecurityPolicy, WS-SecureConversation,
WS-Trust, WS-Reliability } WS-ReliableMessaging %,

2.4 TR (Reliability)

Al SRR T — A AR5 E 4R A0 B ] RN B SE B9 2R 14 T TR
TRANERIEEMEE S, B EHR T (REERE Accura-
cy) JE 5 ¥ (Precision) . A] f # (Availability) F1— 244 (Con-
sistency)®?, AIEEME S A A E X, — R ER TR
KR GERZR 100% AT A, SCER(321 b TR ek E R
£ A] £ (Service Reliability) . {5 B Al # # (Message Reliabil-
ity) . 4% 7] §£ # (Network Reliability) , $147 8] £ ¥ (Execu-
tion Reliability) #1572 (Reputation) ,

FEUREEERSSERITAN, KNG LEFEE
ARERAT RN, MEZPH.EREMRILFEY. WS
Reliability &z WS-ReliableMessaging B M LTEAR T B 1R
HEE AR B AT S .

MRS TSt R MIRERSBRIENERME, LRERAF X
Wt B A 44 B0 % F P s 2k T, 22 S ZE S B9 B 1) Py — >
HRWEFLBRAEEE, THEARXE R=Ns/N, Ht Ns £
BRI FE AR N 2 SRR kB, fE3cERi6]H,
IR % T S 4R 7R N Web Services 75— & BB 18] AR FFIR4E R
BE, BALMKIE B TBFCRMIERR) \ExpFailures(F& TBF A
AR R BB .

2.5 T Ft4% (Availability)

A YRR — N R Gk A g oK 3 P T SRV AT 7
EetE e, WA FREEE A EE, RS 8T AT
SOA MRINEREXREE.

SCERL6 e, IR 55 7T At e Xk Web Services # FRTHY
H& , BibiEis 2 TTRUEE B[R]  TBF (4 W 8 BR s [
ExpAvailability (5 1 B o] Fi #%, % & & TBF/(TTR +
TBF)). CER(161%, B4 Al fitE A e X — T IRFEHE
A EERARTTAOBERITEARA=Ta/Te, Kb Tt &
A~ BR A TFREKE R ERE, Te Ta— R &£ B BE RN
Al FMETEE. TAEXER(15]F, TR RN A RETELRN
R, 5T M, FR A upTime/ (upTime+downTime) ,
Hob upTime J2 15 76 W £ 65F 3 Py IR 45 76 28 89 B 1], down-
Time 2481 & 0 7] N SRS A TELR A BB R]

2.6 Htmit

ik s M EHER SOAWREFREBN FERE, BEETR
FHIVERE RL2%F, 7E— T REN SOA REH, EHNRF R
BT ] B 1 . AT (Modifiability) | 7] 3% #: ( Testabili-
ty) Al F 4 (Usability) . A] {8 45 #4 (Scalability) . 3% B # (A-
daptability) . °] & 111 (Auditability) . 7] #" & #£ ( Extensibili-
ty) . A B P AT 0] 352 44 (Operability and Deployability) 145
%.

248 36 7] LIARSE R R B IR 55 8 LAt A B 1, B S A 1
#£ (Accuracy) . 58 & ¥ (Completeness) . 45 4% # ( Dependabili-
ty) FI ZE3 ¥ (Maintainability) | ] ‘& B4 (Manageability) . A]
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Bt (Portability) | RT P [a]# (Accessibility) . 8 8 ¥ (Stabil-
ity) . H 5 4k (Regulatory) . 4t #& (Price) . 5 % Ab 52 ( Exception
Handling) . 884/ R %4 (Robustness/Flexibility) &4
2.7 AA8BH '

SRR |, SOA #9 QoS I Bl ey &5, AU R B IR %
BHRS R, B OEA YRR N RN ITE 5RS
ERHROFEHRSRE. SCRL7TERNEER QoS SH
HEFREELR) ER . B8 8RR T A GRER
BHED PIE R L IRE SN AR EE RS EEWN QoS
HEESEHERE(EET A TR G T2 HEH
% RERE . ERNR MG RERE.

M. Tian ZEI 7B WS-QoS #E42H , th#f QoS BT
T 532, GARKBULTE — AR E SR, SIS 25168 . B 4R
AbIEAT ] ERHER B TR THEUR R E RSB R
FHESBRELR B3 . FU B . AEZREREME RS,
BAEBEEMS Uil o g R maE50.
2.8 #F XML A9 QoS B

TE Web Services FF & flf FH X B, H7E R & 3 m
QoS ##iiR BT, BN H R 5 B M A 8] SOAP HEH, BT H
QoS B XML R, B, & LB ServerQoSMetric-
sAttribute, B H AR T «

(soap: Header)

(serverQoSMetrics)
{processing Time)0. 5(/processing Time)
(requestsPerSecond) 10(/requestsPerSecond)
(availability)0. 77(/availability)
(reliability)0, 77(/reliability)
(/serverQoSMetrics)

{/soap: Header)
3 SOA/Web Services i QoS BF5 Ik

SOA R REMELHRLEF, \NAFBIRFSRMEEDE
= REMRIELHE, B0, ARH#H QoS FIER L1
W5 Pk E—-ARET RS FEES —MERL TR S
B RFHE B REEFRENRS B QoS TFEHIT
WIRAEH, LB i IRt E B MR HEE. EILEET
SOA/Web Services B QoS B y— AR, AXCELEET 9
MR EE.

3.1 EF QS BREBEHRMEHIES

Web Services dr#ER E F WSDL, UDDI, SOAP # XML
FAREY ., R AR H WSDL 30#, L XML B ER, G
FER S Mg A ANE N EFER . AT, X% WSDL XX
KU T Web Services 89ZhBEHERIIE . g MREN S
A4 B A RS T8 M e BN . BT
e A AEFEsh e R s H QoS M EF A A X,
itk B EY B WSDL # QoS i Ea&HE.

SCER[61iR T —4 QWSDL A TEHE &, XF QoS MIFFIE
HAF T E¥iEER, LA XML schema A, 34 BT WSDL.
QWSDL #' BB T BB MM QoS TR, B3 SLA FIEME
] QoS HYFSME. FEZ ] Web Services IR % it 8564, f# QoS
JRAA Web Services A& M AT R8. ff% BPEL,SLA P K
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WS- » S4rEfb iR, XAR[8] 0 SOA Bt ERHTHE
Web Services i) QoS & R #i 8 if §—— QoSLABP, X #k
[1JRITT—RETREFRHZEE Web REMABIEF
QWSDL(Qos based Web Service Description Language) , 2
frfhiR Web R 95 HIDhBE AT H AR ZRS HE .

THEHIHEERERHAEE TERRENT L RH X
Web Services # QoS #L7E F& F AR e, I WIC R E
XEE . FRM Web Services 45 1 #8935 3£ 45 # . WS-Poli-
oy s AR SCAk (20, 34 8 45 9 47 - HQML, OWL, QML,
QDL,SLAng, WSLA, 1 & WSOL,UX, UDDle, WS-QoS %,
3.2 EFQSHEEERMBREAES

Web Services HALHEBFHBH G, B FA LIRS
RPLHRENFE A EH. £2F QSASHER.FRE.N
B SLA BIEHE K, TS QoS B EHEL RS,
RIEMENRSF UBERFHER, RRFHASHENEE
Bir. REFAGXBEMFEFREE AEEBRELZS
QoS ZF EHFEMAR T 1. B RS HBR R L8RS L6
PR R .

Menascé DAPIZ5 4 QoS @, /T 5 #ETREH) Web
Services HE T E, N LG B Web Services B SR B4E
THrFRER, XER11,22, 35 )N AE LR, EARM
Web Services fj QoS ##-4E T, 12 T R A RF mEFRMR
SRS, M BB Z B, Bt TN EH
WERBM ., Hh, o[22, 35 B kN RS W T
AEAE. ZAEGATUEFRRBAFPNRFASHEMR
FER, NTIBR AL PR, JXiR(42] R T —FET
BMIEE LR BY QoS MUK Web R4 46 1R R, BE
BIEEEARRPHEFEESEN Web RS, A5 28—
A BEREW B AR B8 E QoS BRI RN AL 5
W,

P b3 pR AR 45 7 R 3 B P 9 R 2%, T SCARC 10 A
REREFAEH R, ZERET QoS MM KM HKE,
BrEE TRALIR 45 82 B9 ok 77 8 : SMCKP (Selective Multi-
ple Choice Knapsack Problem) H.#:, 7 — & KA FIR KK
WRART , AR EEEFE .

3.3 ETQSHERELR

£ SOA o, iR %5 245 % {1 il WSDL £I& Web Services
HWRHEND —NRENRFEMB S XHE RFHAE
B EAS R REARRBCENRS . F5HZE. RS
ERMTTHE—MEET QoS WRFAHE . JifE . WEM QoS
BRSERHAT. AR RESET QoS RiEmEAETIEX
ARSI ELRREF A .

SCERC15JZE SRR ) Web Services SERIHRY b, R —4>
IR R BRI T — A 8 —Certifier, Certifi-
er FERRIFRF REZRRNOMS B QS HE. HIH
BB T RS AThiEtEmIEsiseE R, LUOrER P R R
RIS ERERY B UDDI BB, SCHR[23]
BT —MET QoS S XBHEF R B AEH
— %5 QoS ¥, %t B 5 # 4T HEFF, 6 £ Web Services
RIS P RBIBAF AT FR S .

3.4 QoS Wik
HTRARSRUEESARES  BEME MEMRT



M =R RS RB ALK QoS. H ARG EMNK,
SR R QoS il , U &2 L XA

N. Thio M 4HIMH P R FREFHRAL E, 2
ST RAMER, AT SR RS MR AR, B3
A QoS B, iR . F ek & . v I A |], 3 B W DL 4E
PEMEBEPK QSFEE.

XHER[24 )7 QoS M FEHA T, BB —AETFTUEE
AR QoS MiELSE ., BT MERKREERMRBRE ER
R HEREDA RSB AERRE RS BUET=F
HE X . Z Chen % 3% F DAML-QoS A&k T — 4
QoS MIBHER, T TWRARHES AL . A QAML-QoS
Ak DAML-S fy4h 38, LR it QoS M MR & R B, 3
RE MRS LR E 2, LUABIBF M EIRIEE. BN
I CIE 3 c
3.5 QoS iz
 QoSHEBREWMEBEMXHEA. WERS T LUk
e, Bl LAgk4T o] DU E . 7E Web Services i QoS #.&
B Z A, AR5 1R GLE MR SR E 2 18] B IR 45 o B 1 R R B AR
%P (SLA) . BFE 1999 4, Park %1% 3 2 8F 5%
EZIRAE T H A SLA MBS EH QS B, EREL
HUE SRS, QoS KIERENRET K QoS
WEKFIE, BT IEE T QoS HHEM—TB4.

SCER[13]ETE N SOA R REH B T — MRRI#
B, EBIRFERENA QoS BEX FA L HE MRS
BIHASEE A B QoS BHEITH 5 1% th WA ALK 5,
A AR R GRS BRAE B B B, BB SRR R B
FHEREF B ITENXEEHN QoS KU FITEAS
B %5 B B0 LB QoS

CER(30JM B T — B4k p) QoS BRATH) Web Services
HEEEMEIEHESR, E XT QoS BHEM XML Rt WS-QoS
K, RTIREBGGTERMNE QoS ERFRITT 214K,
5 WSQoS 4Rig 3, AT P MRS R4 HE & HBR e
1 QoS TR ; WS-QoS BREHE MR X HRE QS B
%, R —BEERNSEWS-QoS RN —H BT E R iR
FARFFRAE MATR AN EFHNE R WSQoS S B
AT ANREENYIHAPA TR, FERERSREEE
WES,

3.6 QoS EIE

SOA #) QoS FHWER . BFEET QS HRFHA.
W WRS. ERFAEASH  ARESHRXMEF, QS E
HERFEWEBIRF QoS MR IE FIPAT IR BT QoS WA
WE., 75 SOA LAY, RS REEMERERER S
BB AN REHE AR A RRE QS ER. N T
X IF A M RR, QoS BHEL IR EE BN E A
P W RBEEHE. R BRI,

XER (12148 th T 7 Web Services S ERE P B —4
SOAP {5 S BRERHRY, BB /¢ WS-BPEL 1 SLA L F XX ¥ #t
PR QoS ¥FR A EH . A, Daniel £ HEHT 4%
SOA F#f QoS MR REW. RERBETHANER, &
& QS REAMMMFREECSPAES: EX T —1MELHh
B AT 33 QoS AR QoS ¥, Bt h i dL il Sk B BBy
RUMFH QoS, QS REREMFRUZESHBEHE

QoS #K, CHE B WA SP H4MEIE. SPAHMLH
Ry E AR IR %, H AR, I B C R E R QoS
FRiE,

3.7 EF QoS iy Web Services 8

#7 HTF QoS By Web Services ## 32 FI M Pt QoS
BRSNS S, H TR SOA # QoS [T,
— R RE LRI R,

XER[ 15 RERHERT QoS MMRF ZIER, =T
—AN R UDDI SR 4258, SLHL Y B Iy Web Services
B, SCER (28 T4 HH A9 0 3F QoS A AY Web iR 55 & BLEL
El— WSDM-Q, R T QoS th i Fl R B HLE, i
QoS HRERMWMEERUEET QS HAEMMF L.
SCER[29] ST MBI FHZ 4 QoS BHE/E M ARULE, L ;M
REMAE.

RRC16 R AL RS, T B R RS P ARt E 2 /6
HE— QoS R, BMERF R QSER, 5SMF B
PIERER QoS Myt sE, i F P 3 3 IR 55 R 3K . Hwang San-
Yih 200 B AR e 4 QoS RS, 7E T Web Services
Em b, R4 A 8 Web Services B 1F #i 5 1, # 17 Web
Services BT B FIEEAG .

3.8 E-T QoS KYRAIE Web Services

41 QoS BHFTLIMEHR T f5#) Web Services HIE &, It
Wt ATt el N THREBRE TRAORS,E
SHE R FEERIEEH QoS WM, IR ARLHEER
IRk SRt .

XERO33 IR FI R A — AR REB M, v
St Rt AP IR A TR TR E
A ASHESHNAE . NTfHE Web Services A {3
HERAMEM ., 7E4-E& Web Services i, HFEE [ERF Web
Services BRI {E 1, IR LR R B MRS W E R SFEREH
FoR . SCERI36JE it T — /1A ES, IR #E Web Services HF
ARIBEERE, T HE K Web Services f5EH %, WRF
HREFRET RERRPYINITEHEEHFE. Hd, Web Serv-
ices MR RME BIEVREE A QoS M B . BRAT LA .
i oy B} (6] L AT SRR R AT RS
3.9 R4 QoS 5 SOA i) QoS HyRR S

P4k QoS {I N H T B8 4EIRBMERE, £AHEH
Web [ 4565, i A EHES 5@, ¥ & 3 TCP/IP g
K& MEKR. MM%E QoS BEABIF Mg R, 5linsE i il
% (IntServ) . X 43 iR 45 (Diffserv) . ¥ YE i B8 il (RSVP) . £
IR E R (MPLS) & F AR, Eit, o L& B TP %
QoS IR EE RN AR IRS R MR,

A ITH SOA R LA AR % H QoS H ¥ M4 QoS
o7 MW QoS B SOAP I B 7EPI 158 aT, fInfik
HFEH QoS YL LARFF SOA B QoS W ? K THp b
PRIFE, Tian M) 25 H4 T —Fb Web Service ) QoS 3 F 4%
QoS MBI J7 5, 43 B 76 IR 55 A0 A P S B B F R A48 2
ZEEE MU, FREHEA QoS HiA M SOAP I B#1T
P, Web Services B QoS SH B F SOAP kv, &%
) QoS R¥H IP W43, 5B 78 IP Wi #Ric DSCP AKX §
QoS, I MIEH PHB 17 47 F—BhE B ss & . mtghHinl
%= 1 5551,

.19 -



# 1 DiffServ BBt 53

Priority 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
DSCP(decimal) 46 46 10 12 18 20 26 28 34 36
DiffServ Service class PS PS AF1 AF1 AF2 AF2 AF3 AF3 AF4 AF4

FI4& QoS TR 1 BT HL N s 533 IP i DSCP
. REHRWFEMN 1 B 10, HA/D, BREERHEE. 6
n,delay=1, RARERBMAIER . BHALERE (PS Bk
ERIERFER ), UL RATHREBRRE 12, XF
RIEHEFHEXREF (AP, REAFRMRES HBFER, FET 4
MEER .

FR 45 X 43t AT A & A e TCP, HTTP R 43 2 Go 8
BEh. NARFRNHRBREFEREREFPNEREE
KBRS RATEER .,

E. Wille 5™ M#8 T 5 QoS 1 7] §& A £ R 4% #4340 %
BB, i e S A P RE AR B AR BB AR L. R G 2
R4 BHEREZIR . CER[43]9 . % QoS AR A E QoS. M
# QoS B E QoS RJEE QoS, B T AT A M8 |3
FRIERZ QoS [H] B FZE QoS K¥eik.,

bR AR R X RS AT N BRI,
LERH SOA HRE i — 18] DSCP 5.5 SOAP #1#) QoS
BIRTRIRFR . AT ARSI — £ B 57 A Bl 2k, SRAB B
EETHRP®RRKRE QoS Bir. b, RSl IHET RGN
QoS EHH, ufh QoS WIRTMA . HHEHHE . QoS EIEEMA L
REUBF RS,

HRIB SOA RS AP SRS HRALE HA, BWE—
MREMKREHN T E. ENRESRFERRS. £
N R G AE BB S — T R D REME AR T BB M SR A 4k
REWIRENBIIRZEXLEEN., LI SOA BEMHAR
& Web Services, Hth 17 CORBA #1 Jini A .

7 SOA KRG, BRELMALNHE, OB T —&
#5551 B0 IBM % T — R 4589 SOA Solution Stack™!,
¥ SOA 41k 5 NTHEEE M 4 M AEDIRER . 4 M ETHREE A
TR MRS R E B RS R ALE A I B ey 2R A S R
% .SOA HFETHREME &R, R TIRFERAE F o= 4£ 3
RF TR KRR A,

Rajesh Sumra 2574 T & F QoS 9 Web Services #
R, Wi T QoS Stack 1 Web Services Stack, QoS
Stack IR INE 1 FR, BT RN EHEERERIBIE ISR
SOA BH#:—H4.

C Tntegrity

Management

Framework

Inter-operability
Reliability
Accessibility
Availability

aaalaya'a

AN AN R N A
mOZ»IRONImMT
A= mCcOm®m

B 1 QoS Stack 451

XTI RIIE SOA, B SOA M X ER
HRIEEXEN. AXBET SOANREREAETHE
BEMFIRIR, AU T TENFRETEEE QSR . &
BERMERE,ETF QoS MR K. RFAHE R EHE. FE

. 20 o

#) Web Services 1 E &, LI &M% QoS 5 SOA ) QoS it
8, XL LB R RS . BEE SOA M Z R,
EBRFHS BTRS BEGSAFREPNERE APE
RIRBEIFHMSES I RUEMEAMNRRETR. Hit, &
F SOA/Web Services ] QoS IR ¥ KB E LB KT, X
T dkgkse F 2.
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