20024 1A EFITEEHGEE $£398 C F6 % 1

#x2002-39CI-6-1
olF ollelHE 7JHke] £ AW Fal BUER] Alxe] 74

(An Implementation of Web Server Load Monitoring
System Based on the Mobile Agent)

Nz
(Hong-Jin Park)

[* =]
i

Qelle] FAs WAFel e} el AgATE 2 Fojakn Qem, olo] wE U Awlel Fo
Z7bsla gleh QIR 9 AllEE AhgAe] AFAeR el walt 2 Frbsled 250k %
S Al FURE Wyl MAshLE ek webd SukE WAMAE AT WAue) A
Belg slala] Auls] ¥alE A OR BUERS s)4o] G5dolch s)E FeiolelE AN WAl
o184 U PohEUEY S A e wE g el vle] dxsells ZAHe] Al ¥
$& Fefolde Au| wpAle] FARE SiAsh] Sla) o olo]AES o83 9 AW ¥3} sl Ax
g TG, oIF oINS el TR A o2 2eage 4% At desd Ve
2 e Zolw Wdule) A1 ks FUS SIv)

3‘:}-(‘1

o O‘F o

Abstract

According to the rapid evolution of internet, the number of internet users has greatly increased,
so that the web servers are getting more important. If there are a great number of users trying
to connect to a popular web server, the load of the web server will increase rapidly, so that failures
may occur or web services may stop. An efficient load monitoring technique is required for the
available web services and the performance management. The traditional techniques for load
monitoring of web server using the client server method have the problem that the server
programs in client-server method must be pre-installed to all web servers. This paper implements
web server load monitoring system using the mobile agent in order to overcome the problem of
client-server computing. The system based on the mobile agent has no need to install the program
in advance and it reduces the network traffic and the additional overheads in web servers.
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Table 1. Load factors of the web server.
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Table 2. Experimental environment of perfor-
mance evaluation.
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Table 3. The performance comparison between
mobile agent and RML
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