Table 1. QoS parameter consideration for composite service monitoring.
	Proposal
	QoS parameters

	
	Av
	RT
	ET
	Tr
	Ac
	Re
	RU
	La

	1. (Li et al. 2011)
	x
	x
	
	x
	
	
	x
	x

	2. (Moser et al. 2008)
	x
	x
	
	
	x
	
	
	

	3. (Oriol et al. 2008)
	x
	x
	x
	
	x
	
	
	

	4. (Hasan et al. 2012)
	x
	x
	
	x
	
	
	
	

	5. (Haiteng et al. 2011)
	x
	x
	
	
	x
	
	
	

	6. (Goel & Shyamasundar 2010)
	x
	x
	
	
	
	x
	
	

	7. (Sun et al. 2009)
	
	x
	
	
	
	x
	
	

	8. (Artaiam & Senivongse 2008)
	x
	
	
	
	
	x
	
	

	9. (Raimondi & Emmerich 2007)
	
	
	
	x
	
	x
	
	x

	10. (Ben Halima et al. 2008)
	x
	x
	x
	x
	
	
	
	

	Total
	8
	8
	2
	4
	3
	4
	1
	1


Source: presented by the authors.

Table 2. QoS parameters evaluation results.
	QoS parameter
	Nt
	Ce
	Wpar

	Availability
	0,8
	0,9
	0,85

	Response Time
	0,8
	0,9
	0,85

	Execution Time
	0,2
	0,3
	0,25

	Throughput
	0,4
	0,3
	0,35

	Accuracy
	0,3
	0,5
	0,4

	Reliability
	0,4
	0,8
	0,8

	Resource Usage
	0,1
	0,3
	0,2

	Latency
	0,1
	0,3
	0,2


Source: presented by the authors.

Table 3. Mathematical definition of selected QoS parameters.
	Parameter
	Definition
	Notation

	Availability
	 (3)
	The downtime and uptime are measured in minutes.

	Response Time
	 (4)
	Where  represents the time when the request is issued and  represents the time when the response is received.

	Reliability
	 (5)
	


Source: presented by the authors.




[bookmark: _GoBack]
Table 4. Monitoring results for LinkedIn Job Notifier converged service.
	Component Service
	Availability
	Response Time
	Reliability

	LinkedIn-WS
	0.928
	15ms
	0.928

	Twitter-WS
	0.983
	10ms
	0.983

	Email-TS
	1
	7ms
	1

	MediaCall-TS
	1
	12ms
	1


Source: presented by the authors.

