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Abstract: The traditional Web services selection algorithms weré afialyzed and the “problems existing in dynamic
environment were pointed out. A personalized Web services selection method based/oncollaborative filtering was proposed to
address these problems. And a personalized Web service selection framework was designed, which used the collaborative
filtering to predict the Quality of Service (QoS) and selected, the best service that met users’ requirements. About 1.5 million

real world QoS data were employed to evaluate the propésaliwith other four“methods and the experimental results demonstrate

that the proposed method is a feasible manner aid ifyprovides better prediction results.
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