1000-9825/2003/14(07)1318 ©2003 Journal of Software %% 1 % R Vol.14, No.7

WebMark:—“> Web AR 5525 4 aE MK T A"
K, Add, HWLE

(FHRE B S BOR B, FAR KE 130012)

WebMark: A Tool for Testing Web Server Performance

ZHANG Guang-Yan', ZHENG Ming-Yang, JU Jiu-Bin

(College of Computer Science and Technology, Jilin University, Changchun 130012, China)
+ Corresponding author: Phn: 86-431-5166476, E-mail: guangyan.zhang@163.com
http://www.jlu.edu.cn

Received 2002-05-16; Accepted 2002-08-14

Zhang GY, Zheng MY, Ju JB. WebMark: A tool for testing Web server performance. Journal of Software,
2003,14(7):1318~1323.
http://www.jos.org.cn/1000-9825/14/1318.htm

Abstract: In this paper, the metrics and principles of testing Web server performance are summarized, and a more
rational metric, weighted response time, is proposed. A tool called WebMark is presented for testing Web server
performance, which manages asynchronous I/O by event-driving mode and emulates Internet environment by
modifying the TCP/IP stack of clients. The testing of the overall performance of Apache proves that developing
such a powerful testing tool as WebMark is of great necessity.
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Table 1 Function comparison among various tools
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