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Abstract

There are many new studies on the contents for mobile devices that are all connected to
networks in a seemingly ubiquitous environment. The purpose of this paper is to propose a
framework for obtaining Internet content intended for computers on mobile devices. In
other words, the primary concern of this paper is to select the best images for optimal
performance and convert them into images that can be effectively reproduced on mobile
devices. For this, the performance of the server is to be optimized through selecting
high-priority images among the many available images and converting them while
considering the display pixel rates (DPR) and the image distribution areas.

» Keyword : ubiquitous, Policy for Selecting Priority images, mobile web service, Display
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