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Abstract : QoS evaluatlon plays a key role in QoS — based service selection. However, current QoS — based service selection methods haven’

~ t taken the dynamic nature of QoS into con51derat10n and lack mechanisms to provide dynamic semce performance prediction effectually.
In this paper, propose a Web service selection mechanism which is based on QoS prediction. The architecture of QoS — prediction based

~ service selection framework and the QoS prediction model are discussed in this paper in detail.
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< QoS prediction >
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<! A set of QoS input parameters>
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