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Approach for Decentralizing Dynamic Web Services
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Abstract: Web service composition consists of orchestrated Web services. Web service composition can be divided into two classes, namely

centralized architecture and decentralized architecture, by the location of the Web services composition engine. Decentralized Web services

composition can solve the problem of scalability, message exchange efficiency, autonomy and load. But it ’s big challenge to partition a com-

posite Web service written as a single BPEL program into an equivalent set of decentralized processes, to study the composite Web service

QOS by the host set conception, Web services composition method and load balance of Web services engine.
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Control Flow
seqguence sequential flow
switch conditional flow
while | iterative flow
pick non-deterministic conditional flow
flow concurrent flow similar to cobegin-coend
link wait-notify type of synchronization

Constructs
sequence ... end-gequence
sewitch ... end-Bwitch
while ... end~while

pick ... end-pick
flow ... end-flow
source(linkId)}, target (1inkId)

Pata Structures

variable

sending data from an input variable in and

variable ¢n (no response variahble)

8 variable var

compute arithmetic or logical operation

varishles include a set of paris analogous to helds
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