F10% 2 5 B 5§ B F I & Vol. 10, No. 2
2012 4F 4 A INFORMATION AND ELECTRONIC ENGINEERING Apr., 2012

X EHE: 1672-2892(2012)02-0231-06

H [8] JavaEE Web K F & % B9 £ 5E 12 T 5k A%

B ik
(R TRYMBE I B BRI, DI 4 621900)

W E: JavaFE Web N A AWM A XRMRAE 7 SR MR FA, LdRHHmT o F A" £
WEERR. St MAEHEFT, 2T “dsbmA, hEkRE, BERN" ;yEXEN, & —7
Ao REMRRE, ARFPRA. REAAMAGBNAZERN, 25 AR P E5,
RGEHIR., Web FRMT @AM 4 MERE R MR DB R, HEERRH MRS THERE

R
KR ML W Web A ; JavaEE T &
hES %S TN9L5; TP306.2 XEtFRIRAD: A

Strategies of performance diagnosis for JavaEE Web application system

XUE Zhen-wei
(Southwest Computing Center, Mianyang Sichuan 621900, China)

Abstract: The complexities of JavaEE Web application system easily lead to many performance
problems which are mainly caused by servers. The systematic diagnosis process and solutions for servers
are presented based on the basic principal described by “From outside to inside, from surface to core,
breakdown step by step” . Three angles of view such as user experiences, resources and components are
presented to drilldown the problems step by step. Then the strategies of performance diagnosis are
discussed from four aspects including user transactions, system resources, Web resources and page
components. Some good experiences are put forward for similar projects of performance diagnosis.

Key words: performance diagnosis; Web application; JavaEE

J£T JavaEE Z R R R ALK B/S KX Web 1 AR A HCAE 7 ZOR BT R AF B985 -7 & PR A AT 97 M SR 05
B A PR B RGO T i B AR . (HRZHOCHE JavaEE Web N JH R GE X BAT T 4581 847 335 |
RREEH . SBEOR | e, s KR . P AEHmER, Mk, SR EE RAERRER &%, XA
S22 M A e ZOR SR I H St A Ok 1 2 MR, Hoh — AN E Ry A CPERET (MR, J2 BRI R L[] | Ay
mhEE L PRATROR . BEIGH RRE M S TSR AR T WA AL B TR AL R, RETRYAR AT — N FR T BT,
2 FER G IR, X BRSO Sk T Pk

B, AR A0 R G AT K AR 3By & 10 4 RIIR 55 751, {HYE T JavaEE Web R A9 2
% v B IR A LR AR o DR T B ()R P A AR G B R T BRAE R ERYY, aR JR IR A5 AR IR 7 AR IR A T
YRR, 1 o 20 E W 4502 A7 (e AT, g sl e P e ol iy 19 246 0 B TR AT I, A AN BB OA
ZRAGT , RGEMRSUN AL MR S5 4 30, MR 55 20— DR JRHERE, P A BLERTY , B E i 4R 3 1 E )
B ARAS BN o AR SCE EEAT RS IR 55 25 3010, DHEYEREZ W A I AR AR , SR 55 . REEBTIR . Web B AN
U 4 IR P PR RE2 W A9 S , Sh R R G MTERE S W TAERIES % .

1 MREIZHTRN KRR

FEHEATPE AR IS W A — 5l AR 9 S0 2 P A Y, MR EL, RRIRAT T S AR A X ) A AR A
R, MARZITR, ZBREA, AWHERESRINR, fRn 2 )RR JOE R

Y FSEHA: 2010-09-02; f&E HHA: 2011-09-22
HEDH: b ETEYEVR R AR & R EL4: B B0 H (2009B0403048)




232 5 B 5B FI#K 5010 %

aim at user transactions | user experience
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