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[ Abstract] As a single Web service is difficult to meet the increasingly complex business requirements, Web service composition
has become a hot topic in industry and academia. Web service composition can not only improve the reuse rate of Web services,
reduce the development cycle and development cost, but also can be combined flexibly according to the changing needs of users.
This paper first introduces the service oriented architecture and implementation framework, then introduces the current mainstream

Web service composition methods, and points out the problems and challenges faced by Web service composition research.
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Fig. 1 Web services composition framework structure
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