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Abstract To improve the adaptability of the approach to service matchmaking,an abstract service model called ASM
was proposed. ASM described service interfaces and behaviors, and thus addressed important factors affecting service
capabilities. The adaptive approach to service matchmaking based on ASM were also analyzed. The model and the ap-
proach have been partly applied to constructing problem solving environments for bioinformatics researches. Analysis
and applications show ASM is effective to enable adaptive service matchmaking.
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