w7 FE ER e Sk
w7 FE TR i S 2008-13-5-3-7

ERl=

$13% 5%, 2008. 9.

SOAP HAX| X2| 7i4nt NBTME ALEE ZHIY H M9l 45
S

* 2= ®% 2]k = sk
A&HT, Bas™ HHEHEA™ oz

Ho

Mobile Web Server Performance Improvement with
Enhancing SOAP Message Transaction and NBTM

Young-Tae Kim*, Yoon-Su Jeong **, Gil-Cheol Park ***, Sang-Ho Lee ****
O ot
4 5
o] FEah Halehs mald el 3¢l o] 9 Hu] Aoz AMEAe] HINE A g tis)
AR t)-g0] o]37] wiel] 4 Mux dRle] A% o] ot} wehd B e 9 Aujae] A e 9

A ot o r dAske B A1EEl AHolU st Tk AREARe] A4 84S AElstaL, SOAP(Simple Object
Access Protocol) HIAAl 2] AlZbe @50l Bubd §] Mu]2=e] MH 725 Akt Ak §) AH 7x2=

AMEAE 8 271, 241 AHE)7], SOAP Z2EZ A2]7], NBTM(Non-Blocking and Thread Manager) &
2z}, AR deE A Al Al2Ele B ) A ZREZS e A sk, €92.09) 2Htd 9
AlH| 2= Al2Ele] B4l os =9t wAlR] A2 AR, M) eHSEE s, §12.0 A 7 AES B
AA 2 Gl SJaiAl 2.0 FF BHY ) Al A" A5 Hlm, Brisle] A e ERlsksith

Abstract

Recently, the mobile Internet is rapidly changing environment in a users web server performance
requires frequent connection is difficult because the proper response is needed to improve the performance of
web services engine. Therefore, the goal of this paper is to improve the performance of web services for the
installation of additional access to users regardless of tomcat servlet container and process the request and
to shorten processing time of SOAP (Simple Object Access Protocol) message of the server structure to offer
web mobile services. The web-sever structure is consists of user demand receiver, web document processor,
SOAP protocol processor, NBTM(Non-Blocking and Thread Manager) manager, session manager. The system
fully supports a standard web-service protocol, reduces the message processing time and communication
overhead of mobile web-service system in Web 2.0 and overhead of server, and confirms the improvement of
capability by comparing and evaluating Web 2.0 standard mobile web-service system through delaying

achievement evaluation by the experiment of realization in Web 2.0 environment.
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