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A Study on Selection of a Service Composition Target using AHP
Ji Hyeok Kim' - Jung Won Byun" - Sung Yul Rhew'"

ABSTRACT

The appearance of SOA affects business and I'T environment and many studies on SOA is progressed in academics and industries.
Service will increase extremely and make business opportunity by composing service. In addition, Tt will support it. However, studies on
selection of a service composition target are insufficient. In this study, we propose a framework that select a service composition target so
we use Analytic Hierarchy Process methodology, As a result of this study, we enabled service selection to apply functional/non-functional
attributes of services, various stakeholder's view and some selection critena with service composition.
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