ActiveBPEL and Agila Comparison

Installation requirements
ActiveBPEL 2.0 
· Jakarata Tomcat 5.0.30

· Download the zip, unzip it and run the install.sh script.

Agila 

· Jakarta Tomcat 5.0.30
· Relational Database (e.g, MySQL, Oracle; HSQL-DB provided). One can install hsqldb using maven ( the instructions actually talk about it ), but in  my experience it has been a pain to install hsqldb because the maven scripts were out of date and I had to bunch of stuff manually.
· XML Database (Apache XIndice provided)

· Subversion Client

· Apache Maven, this caused me some pain with two different versions out there.
· XDoclet 1.2.x (has plugin required for Maven)

· Apache Ant
Conclusion

ActiveBPEL beats Agila hands-down in this regard.

Community Support
ActiveBPEL 2.0

Lot of user experience distributed across multiple forums indexed well and easy to search. I haven’t sent a lot of questions to the list as I found answers to most of the questions myself. The forums are well-moderated and seem to respond to most of the user queries though its hard to tell if the people responding are part of the team implementing the engine, though often times it’s a good indication if they are not part of the team
Agila


Very less traffic on the lists and lot of unanswered questions in the archives. I did not really send in any questions as I was repelled by lack of answers to the same questions I had.
Conclusion

Again ActiveBPEL wins this round too.
Samples

ActiveBPEL 2.0


Provides a lot of samples and helped me with a great deal to get myself familiarized with different concepts of BPEL and activeBPEL. All the samples I tried deployed cleanly and worked fine. Most of them had eclipse project files included so it made testing them easy. It took me some time to get used to the way the samples are supposed to work but once I understood the file structure I was able to make all the sample I downloaded to work. Samples range from basic to advanced concepts of BPEL.
Agila


Provided 4 rather simple samples and I was not able to get them to work in the time frame I was willing to spend on this. I spent the time trying to fix the agila install which was corrupted when I tried to deploy one of the samples.
Conclusion

ActiveBPEL wins this round too by a big margin.
General WorkFlow Design and Deployment
ActiveBPEL 2.0


Provides ActiveBPEL designer to quickly write bpel workflows but I have’nt used it a lot. Deployment involves creation of a PDD and a BPR similar to what we have in globus. 
Agila 

I don’t think I can say conclusively what this involves as I was unable to deploy the sample. May be if I had more time 
Conclusion


ActiveBPEL is definitely better than Agila here.
Documentation

ActiveBPEL 2.0


There is adequate of documentation for the samples. The general documentation for the architecture and code is sparse. I had to go through code to understand the inner workings of lot of things.
Agila


It has a wiki with 3 guides. Install guide, Users guide and Developers Guide. All of them need work and succeed in only providing general direction. 
Conclusion


Both need some things to be desired but Agila more than ActiveBPEL.
License Issues

ActiveBPEL 2.0


GPL License. We are trying to get a Globus-Like license to distribute it with caGrid.
Agila


Apache License.
Conclusion

Agila wins this round but this issue may be much more important than all the issues described above, if we don’t end up getting a good license from ActiveBPEL.
