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ABSTRACT

Web Contents have been evolved from statics, dynamics contents to Mashup service.

In recent years, Mashup which can creates new contents by mixing different services

is topic on the web service.

But, Mashup is only concentrate on making new

contents to provide for client. In this paper, we propose the policy of composing

services and client—friendly UL
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<html> <head>

<title>A Dynamic Page</title>
</head><body>

<table width=100%>
<Tr><td></td><td colspan=2>

<!/ code block # 1 for top
// menu bar generation
1>

</td></tr>

<tr><td>

<!// code block # 2 for left
// menu bar generation
>

Main
article(s)

!
</td><td>
<table><tr><td>

<!// code block # 3 for main

!>// article retrieval ‘
<1/ code block # 4 for stock

/ indices retrieval /]Don/ et
>

</td></tr></table><td>
<!/ code block # 5 for
/ exchange rates retrieval

Left menu bar
Currency
exchange rates

>
</td></tr>
</table></body></html>
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Fig 1. A typical form of

fragmentation
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Fig 2. CFP Framework
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