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Abstract

The Naming Service is central to most common
architecture(CORBA)
applications. It serves as a directory for CORBA
objects-the blocks of CORBA
Windows computing

object request broker
building
applications. "As the
environment is disseminated, the performance
features of the existing CORBA is becoming of
great interest. Thus, in this paper, we intend to
examine some performance features of three
commercially-available Naming Service
implementations of CORBA in strictly Windows

(NT and 98) environment.
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Figure 2. Naming graph

III. Evaluation Environment
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Figure 3. Network configuration

IV. Evaluation Criteria
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//test.idl
interface Calculator

{

long Adder(in long num);
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Figure 4. Context creation
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Figure 5. Name binding
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