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A Hybrid Selection Approach for Web Services
Based on Semantic Matching and QoS

ZHANG Peiyun® HUANG Bo' SUN Yamin'

(1 School of Computer Science &. Technology, Nanjing University of Science &. Technology.,

200 Xiaolingwei, Nanjing 210094, China)

Abstract: An approach for Web service semantic matching is proposed, two kinds of services
selecting strategies of based on semantic matching and QoS are focused. The services selec-
tion approach towards the individual Web service and the services for composition is ana-
lyzed. The hybrid selection strategy is put forward and the corresponding algorithm is pro-
posed. The results show that the hybrid selection approach can deal with different requests,
increase the correctness and improve the efficiency of services composition.
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