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Research and Experiment on Relationship between New
Features of HITP/2 and Web Performance
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Abatract: Web Services is widely used in the Internet,and the HTTP ( HyperText Transfer Protocol) ,the foundation of Web Services, is
continuous to develop. With the rapid development of the Internet, the current version of the HTTP/1. 1 has been unable to meet the needs
of the response speed and protocol performance for users and developers. HTTP/2,the second version of the HTTP, is not yet available,
and it aims to improve transmission performance, achieve low latency and high throughput, and break through performance limits from
previous generation. For this, the developed history of HTTP is introduced, and each protocol is analyzed and researched , especially for the
design flaws of HTTP/1. 1. The new features of HTTP/2 and its working principle ,and how to improve the defects like low utilization ra-
tio of HTTP/1. 1 connection and the repeated transmission of the same field contents, are focused. After that,an experiment about the
page load time under different network protocols is designed and the result of that is obtained. According to the experiment, HTTP/2 can
improve Web performance and is contributed to enhance the experience of Internet users.
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