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Case study of load ability evaluation of e business software

CHENG Yan' JIANGJianHui**® LOU JunGang’*
(1. Shangha BM| Ada Software Company Ltd, Shangha 200030; 2. Key Laboratory of Embedded Systems and Service
Computing, Ministry of Education of the People’ s Republic of China, Tongji Universty , Shanghai 201804 ;
3. Department of Computer Science and Technology , Tongji University , Shangha 201804 , China)

Abstract : The loading capacity is an important measure of e-budness oftware. Three typicd load-testing meth-
ods are data gatistic and estimation of online syssem, program calculation , test-based eva uation. Now , people
pay more and more attention to the test-based eval uation. Thispaper demonstrates this eval uation method by an
example a smal e-budness system, and itsload ahility isanayzed in detailed. The results show that the evalua
tion aiming to optimization can get the best forecast load data by usng load testing step by step. Andon the pro-
cess of load ahility evaluation , we should choose reasonable measures caref ully acocording to main functionsof the
under-eval uation- system.
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