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UDDI Broker System Supporting Web Services QoS
Monitoring
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Abstract

UDDI server is the web services registry enabling users to register and search for web
services. However, the existing UDDI servers do not provide any information about web
services quality. We designed and developed a UDDI broker system which actively
monitors and analyses the quality of web services. The analysis results are presented to
users in statistical figures and graphs. With this information a user can select a web
service that meets his/her needs. Availability, performance, and stability were the metrics

used for the service quality measurement and analysis.
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Table 1. Web services QoS values monitored for a given
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2004/02/02 20h 0.53 1.88 100%
2004/02/02 21h 0.45 2.21 100%
2004/02/03 11h 1.81 0.55 100%
2004/02/03 13h 1.34 0.74 100%
2004/02/03 14h 0.83 121 100%
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2004/02/04 14h 0.52 1.94 100%
2004/02/04 16h 0.58 1.73 100%
2004/02/06 22h 0.47 212 100%
2004/02/07 13h 1.25 0.80 100%
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