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A Discovery Service (DS) is an information system designed to facilitate RFID data

exchange between trading partners in a supply chain, in a secure and scalable manner.
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There are several Discovery Service architecture proposals, but it is unclear what is the
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ABSTRACT

This poster presents a framework that is being built to evaluate and compare Discovery

Service architectures with quantitative metrics. HOW do we find RFID da ta ? http://web.ist.utl.pt/miguel.pardal/

DISCOVERY SERVICE CLASSIFICATION

We surveyed over twenty DS proposals and summarize the results below. The classification
criteria [22] are: data integration and centralization.
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