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Design and Implementation of the Performance Driven UI-Mashup
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ABSTRACT

Ul-Mashup is widely used as a service method to add value, which is composed of distributed various contents on the internet and
has turned out to be one of the latest frends in web application program development. Previous U-Mashup-related studies have
focused primarily on the dynamic service composition and have not been able fo adapt fo a rapidly changing Web Standard, thusthe
end users conclude that U-Mashups are slow, incompatible and poor security services. In this study, We propose an architecture for
the performance improvements of U-Mashup.In order to provide fast services and security enhancements, the proposed architecture
collects Ul fragments on the server in parallel, and sends layoufs and contfents of Mashups Ul to the client through a special delivery
channel supporting fast reaction and response time. In this study, the implementation and performance tests were proceeded to verify
the proposed architecture experimentally. As a result of the performance testing, the proposed architecture has two to three times
faster response fime and more than four times throughput compared to the previous U-Mashup technology.
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