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Abstract: Multi-replication definition (MRD) is a new trend of database replication, but it will increase the
propagation costs. In this paper, three optimized propagation algorithms for MRD are presented, D-M, ILS and LIS.
D-M Algorithm gets the minimum individual propagation cost by dividing replication objects and merging
propagation objects. Based on it, ILS makes the total costs to the least in strict Chain Topology scenarios, and LIS
gets optimized total costs in other common situations by decomposing the propagation task. Their correctness and
efficiencies are validated both theoretical and experimentally.
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55 S T) IR AR P 5 P AR 18 I 6% AR I35t S T T A ) PR, £ 4% 22 3 WANL Internet FHJG 2k W) £5% 45 15
A0 U A A 2 A 3 I RSl A 0 A A T 24 52 T e PRI I 7 MRD I, b T AR () A2 7R A B (K F
10y 1 PO )00 AN T R G P, 49 8 34 2 DAL 53 i ) 4 i i K

h BRARAL R TT84,VF 2 S ) R G0 % A AL e a4 . TN (pre-fetch) 55 J5 ¥, 10 T B 35 R AL i AN T
HEAT BRI U R 9 & L3 Cabinet Replicator & FATTIF IR 7 M 04 P 52 1) TR 28 R 495, A 3 1. 00408 126 52 71 1) 3
RIEGEH JE BRI T 0 MRD 3R, I I TH B S AR N F0E50 T IR 00N 1A% 3 A5 U0 4 1n) A% 4
WEFTEE R A SCER I T 3 ML 3R 5792 D-MLILS I LIS.

1 MRD R

SCHR[31HE 2 A AN X 5 A7 B il (replication-per-object) 15 i & 54l A iR MRD & B A SCHE S
A BT T S S e SO A,

TEFE—I 2 W G655 So H m NEAEINE 01,0,,...,0,, B 53 5L 21 HAD 1 AT 8 SLS,...,S,, MBS
A —A OS5 50X 195 510 8 ) B 6w

{(0uS)},1<i<m,1<j<n. (1)
WA O, 8 L— A BFN LS Dic{S1.5,...,5, ), AT R IR N
{(01,01),(02,D2),...(OpsDy) } . )
WURATBEAS S; 58 X— MR RS Rc{01,0,,...,0,} B #4524
{(R1,51),(R2,82), - ,(Ry,Sn) - (3)

58 ST RUZEHEAR B M={(M,)},'E 7] ] Dijkstra SEMIRAF M, 2 I S, B S; (K1 8MERR L B M, =1 %R S, f
S, HAR M=o R AN REM S AEHE B S HAR IR A S 81 S, 7583 45 My— 1 A i) 45 2 eh

2 D-ME%

2.1 EixgEW

TS RE Y A ) B A TR, A R S I AR R X GO S TR O 81 0, iRk 0,1 0,7 B, W E R — AN B
BRI S Pt Pi= 0,0 O, FINHE 0, F1 0, 53k MR £ 50t % P, A PP, = O,— PouP,— 0,— Py I R 5
AT, BRIV PV Py P N P=B. N PRE REWS IE AR AL HE X 2,0 P o I — AR i@ EHIx 2 & F
VPO, (jeF). i, Q)i —F 4k

{(P1,D1,F1),(P2,D1,F>),...,(Pr,.Di,Fy) } N PN P;,P; N P=,1<i,j<k,i#],k=m. 4)

AR 2 (4) B EL AR R 2, B 328 IR U A7 A AT 325 R FR) 52160 G 49 70 BSGABE 0P 16 5 325 FR) A 78 0o %, T 2 WA I 748
FERERT G A I 0 ISR I % G PSP 3845 3l i Divide F1 Merge 32 47 57, BRI AR L D-M 8032,

Divide iFF2F1 Merge i F2 0015 5 fiiA W

PROCEDURE Divide

BEGIN

Py:=0q; Fi1:={1}; k=2,
FOR i:=2 TO m DO
Py := Oy Dy=Dj; Fi={i}
FOR j:=1 TO i—1 DO
Piemp:=P: N P};
IF Piemp= & THEN LOOP;
Pi=P;— Piemp; Pii=P;— Piemp;
Pp:=P;; k:=k+1,
Pr=Piemp; D:=D;U Dj;
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Fp=FUF; k=k+1,
NEXT
NEXT
SEND {(P,D,F)};
END

PROCEDURE Merge (S,,)
BEGIN
RECEIVE {(P,D,F)};
FOR i:=1 TO m DO 0;=J
FOR i:=1 TO Count ({P}) DO
IF S,¢D; THEN LOOP
FOR j:=1 TO n DO

IF jE€ F; THEN O;:= O,UP;

NEXT

Di=Di—{S,};

IF D= THEN P;:= J;
NEXT

END

2.2 EEERR

T TP S AR ) D-MO R T A T HL AR SR T R A

TEH(1) 24 m=2,00 H A S HD L,0, Fl O,

LIPS on 02=®,)l'llj P1=01,F1={1},P2=02,F2={2}-1H3HﬂL{(Ol,Dl),(Oz,Dz)}E {(Pl,Dl,Fl),(Pz,Dzan)}%ﬁﬁl\,DiVide
T FEFD Merge W2 AR IE#. 1T Fy F0 Fy BRS04 7T LA AN IE AR JE TT A A 4 T/

RZ 01N 0,7, N Divide i #2 H A8 & H0t 2L i (A& 0 2 P3=0, 0 0,,% D3=D; U Dy(3R 75 Py Z AL F 3|
O, 1 O, BT H AR 15),F3={1,2} B7R P320, A\ P;c0,), A4 P\=0,—P5,P,=0,— P53, F\={1},F,={2}.}LH
P1U P, U Py=0,U O, B4l 2 56 4 10, Py, Py R Py T AH I ACHR N O, B U AR F T4 35 /0

S, If] Merge i B2 {(P1,D1,F1),(P2,Da,F5),(P3,D3,F3) ), 01N 027 DINAT 4 Ffiiii:

(a) S,2D1 \S,2 Dy, 1 S, D3, Ut W] S, AL Py, P, 1 Py i) H AR 5, AL BEEAT;

() S,eDi\S,eD,,Hh D\eDs,JitLh S,eD5;8, % 0,=P,UP;Jf )\ Dy #1 Dy h 235k S, i1 ik D, 88 D3 @, it
W Py B Py WA I B BRS BT R COEE

(c) S,2D1\S,eDy, F S,eDs; A HL IR (b), 2K,

/O Pi=On
O cee @ O ces O
Pl Pa Pa+l Ps
ﬂ Pi= Py
o o @‘/ o O O
P Py Py Py Py 2

Fig.1 When P, and P, are overlapped
Kl 1 PRl P, AT AT IN IR b B 5

(d) S,eDiAS,eD,fi S,eDy8, % O; = PyUP;,
0,=P, U Py 145481 75 K Ab 3 Dy,D, I Ds.

FTLL Y m=2 I, 55 F D-M 53k 4518 18T

(2) & m=k B D-M HE R ER I, B AE 5
TR B/, K E m=k+1 IS RIS 0L

I I {(01,01),(02,Dy),...(0,Dy)}y 5 {(P1,D1,Fy),
(P2,D2,F5),..., (P, Do, F)YEEN, K 1 B384 .

ST EHIN S 0,,Divide [ FE5E4 P=0,, i
CWKIRE P,P,,.. P AR, —H KU P, 5 P, (1<a<s)
IR AT 1, W F% m=2 8 5 1R e ATTEAT R 45, 19 3
(Py;Da> {a})(Pys1, Dy, {k}) F (Pyi3,Dy U Dy, {a k). BT A
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PN T B 1 (a) Vi, Py N P=B A\ Pya N P=T5(b) Vy<a,Pyy N P, =3, 3X B AMEW AR T TCA0 1 [l 3k A Py T3
TR N Py TP BR A SH T PemPon), FHEE SR T Py, Py R FIRE T B UL AT 1R85y
7R 55 15 B AL R0 B2 51 4 {(P1LD1LF)(PaDayFy), .. (PuDLF) VLR PLUP,U .. .UP=0,U0,U .. .UP,,
LS PN PPN =@ B AT AR 56 4%, HL S A% i 48 /).

F5 RS, 1 Merge i FEXT AT P 44 AT 15 0 AL 2

(a) peD,,S, A Py IR H AR R, G AT AL 2

(b) peD,EW PALE T H D ANEHIN G A F A0 P, A 3R T A E HI6 % 0;h & 314 m=2 i}
5 EAR S D, P A& 150 P AE R AL BR,IXFE REA2H B #5538 JRL (75 ) Divide 1 FEA A7),

BRI Y m=k+1 B, 56 F D-M Sk 1 4518 T,

£5G (HAN2), AT BALUE W] D-M 5352 A 10,10 B HAL 36 5 5 /). O

3 ILS &%

D-M S35 FORAIE 5 1 [R] 1) B0 A 3 T4 o /0N, T A0 A% 58 O B /N A A6 2% B8 A 43k Bk oy A2 — 284552 3
R T 1 4 R A Y B I 2 B — R AL i ELANARAE DT AT 43 3
SIS, AR AH AR 1Y s 1] (K] A% 6 40 2508 1 v )

O,,, M HLAF 285 — > o [B) 5 0L gt 9/ — 38 4
HT S AN e e B SR A G o 10 S B B I D AR 3T A Fig2 Chain topology propagation
A F8 LR A L N A D ilBOR . 0 T D-M S ' W2 Bk b T
1510 Merge i f2, & — FURILEAS D= D« F > -
LK IS FR) P, TG A5 PR PR B0 gl A 92 PR A 0 i, 1 1 308 % A5 MR s DR PR AR AT 3 VB R R — 1 i
AT 5 2 P8 i e A P R X, — R SR P B 15 5 3, S0 8 R IR B I — R A R o ) — R
P AR T7 20,41 S 6 1 mL T R AR T RS B MRS . TR K 45 R (EAE A
T GAME S S BT B A MR R P 0 R 2 T LR R TR A B A AL R AT 45 2 Bt A 2 4 R i
DA J5 8 A AP ST SRR AL T 3 R P AR G AR B T S, T LB B R T o )Y A AR AR AT 5 S L S
A, LTI A W B R RO S AR A R DY, N ) B2 % PR KRR O, I S5 & PR IR 1) 52 4%
FELEREA S 25K O(n), & RN O (n).
ey 3R T B 3 45 4 T 1Y TLS (independent largest swallowing)54.3%:,1X FL A B AN BT 2 78 74 1ls_num /& 35
T R AR R B, Y AR R S Y R S O T G DL T P BB AR d DL J5U B (principle of
optimality),ILS %32 1) 1E A P 42 177 25 WL, UF B AAHES.
ALGORITHM ILS (S,)
BEGIN
Ils_max:=0; S_next:=S;;
V:=VU{S};
FOR i:=1 TO n DO Ils_num([{] :=0;
FOR i:=1 TO Count ({P}) DO
IF Count (D;)7#1 THEN LOOP;
j:= Element Value of D;;
IF M;#1 OR S;e ¥ THEN LOOP;
Ils_num(;]:= IIs_num[;]+cost (P;);
IF IIs_num[;]>Ils_max THEN

Ils_max:=Ils_num[;];

SRR RS 2 FER BB R S = S S S,
HEEN So 51 S, WERARERE ouo,u.u O O mmmp O s ... mmmp O
— 2
)
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S next :=S;
ENDIF
NEXT
SEND {(P,D,F)} TO S_next;
END.
ALGORITHM LIS (S,)
BEGIN
FOR i:=1 TO n DO
m:= Site_list[i]; Lis Max:= 0; b:=m;
IF M,,=1 THEN
T,:={(R,,Sn)}; Lis RO[m]:=R,,;
LOOP;
ENDIF
FOR j:=1 TO k£ DO
IF cost(Lis_RO[j]NR,,)>Lis_max THEN
Lis_max:= cost(Lis_ RO[j]NRy,);b:=;
ENDIF
NEXT
T,=T,U {(R.,Sn)};
Lis RO[b]:=Lis_RO[P]UR;;
NEXT
END.

4 LIS B%
an H B A A 5 ) 2% 1, T SETE T AL T8 3 S M IS 8] ZE AR L AR AR 1 a5 DL i 5 R A RE A S A
BT A A T TRl S 06 B ) o e R, AR A I A S, A REA LG AR N M4 i 2 A TAT 45

X HLATY AR I AT 3 A R LI o ) e (05 9, 2 il SR % 5 (3) R s A
(1) AN LT R Sy, 2 B — Mk 55

Q/o @) Ty= {(RpSp) } ,Mp=1;
Sp

(2) HERX R AR AAR BN KL S, IEFEATEAHLE S,

o A
S: S o AEWE A LIRS MAF] T,T=T, U ARSI,
S, Sy 1<Mbp<oo,pib.

T H 2 BB 1 R IR R 0T ARRAE T, WAL 36 T 48 4
AN HAFTAEMN S, B S, LR TT A e/ BRI ©F Sy, 08,
WP S, WARRER MM h Y L WK 3 TR i
T ={(RpsSp)s(Ry1,Sy1)s- - (RyisSyt) 2 Ry= RyU R, U ... UR,, M S, Bl S, BIAERETT 44 0

cost(Ry IR, U ... UR, IR, )=cost(Ry UR,) = cost(Ry) + cost(R,)—cost(Ry N R,).

AR W N PEAE Ry H R, ST R (BT /NI S, 4 18 8] 5, BRI LIS(largest
inter-section) 5 2. T R /R 45 A :Lis_RO J& k NFAT55 75 B AL & I A B0 S 1 504, Site_list J2& TR
5 F50 /I8 20 B0 A 78 105 e AR B 5 3K e b3 43 BT T A0, LIS B2 1 Aff ), IE WA

Fig.3  Select a head mid-site for S,
B3 S, e e
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SR B E S 1 R R Cabinet Replicator 75 B AR SEILEVE N B T — 28/ 15 L h AN B ZE B 15 42

(1) EHBHEENRELBREATIELE H )5 500 & 18 5 AR 23 R K M 78 J5 2 2 bR iR A7
BERARE e B AR 0 To AR A 2 ol LB [ e AR G T a5, 2SIk (K 51) ) A B R 3R i skt
TCER AR K I EE A (RTIE AT ) W 58 R B 6 3 40 2 I HEBA F ml 28 K 00 1 2 395 B8 R () 5 ik AE e 4
G SR TRSEE B TR N, IR BB E AR EEA L IRRE A .

(2) HEAHET . D-M FILIS HIE#RW J BH 6 18 8K 7, R e Ar BARE SR e iR IR 4R & 1 e 3 2 D AT HE
JF X FEAA REFE =y 1 g, 10 BB A — B R LW R R AR,

Cabinet Replicator [IZIT MG T 11 6,1 B A I E B h —Fh (B E58 0 A 7 & A A
H3% H ARG :CPU 24 Pentium 1l 450MHz,15G 8 #,128M W17, 4F R 4548 Red-flag Linux(H 45 4% i
2.4.15),DBMS >4 IBM DB2 (4MVili FHAR 7.0). 9038 B R 8 B AR S L Ak A X R 4 W Y 1) o

S D-M B 1) A AR B T A L R DR RE AR S U A 2 Seost(PO)/Zeost(RO) Ay A 7]
(10%~90% ) IsF, XA 40 T4 75 S B 1 S AL 46 TT45 b BT oy LAl 181 4 2 7ER 20 A5 250 1000 47504 . 44T Hdis
THP-241 100 <7715 B Rt gt SR A rh vy LU HE R A B30 TR 500] B 26 3R IXAF6 BB 40 BT IR 45 1.

(%) (%)
5.0 8.0
L O 6.0
o 4.0
20 §"
1.0[ ’ 201
0.0 ! ! ! L (%) 0.0 .
20 40 60 80 100 10 100 1000 10000
Zcost(PO)/Zcost(RO) Row numbers
Fig.4 Extra cost ratio of D-M (1) Fig.5 Extra cost ratio of D-M (2)
Kl 4 D-MEERHIMITFHLLQ) K5 D-MEERHIMITHELLQR)

I3 HT D-M BE R DL 08 TAT O £ 5 T4 5 e A8 O, TR B B S R 45 G Al 4% R S 2R R Zcost(PO)/
Scost(RO) A 50%, 4 £ 4iE WiAT £ AL 4k (10~10 000) WS, A0 40 -4 75 55 Bim 1) S A% 36 1 85 v BT o Lo ), &5 S an 1] 5
Jr7ms ] LA H A 4 L S B0 AT 3B T G e B0 R 06 R X AR A BRI 45 18

T, D-M B3 BB AT I 1.0 B Divide 1 P2 F0 Merge i B2, AT B0 IR 7] 532 2 3 5 52 4056 G 30340 2 O(m?)
2GR 6 2 EAITE B SR Al L R IR IZ AT I8 1) B 52 10 % 508 A (10~100) B MR 25 5, 7T LR 5 3R o i 45 12
e—3.

300
240
180 —— Divide

120

Time (ms)

—®— Merge

O | | |
0 20 40 60 80 100
Number of replication objects

Fig.6 Spending time of Divide/Merge
6 Divide/Merge i F2 11517 I A
ILS Fl LIS B3 JU-F- AN AL MG 76 FF 8, R I e AT (R 3 AT N 8] . 22 23 A v) LA 4IRS 1) N () &2 2%
5 ALFER GHUSC R IE O(m), T LIS [N [A] 2% 5745 s 8K 5 R 2 O(n) AEAE RN A BL,ILS FRI& 47 I [)
A b5 AR S A AR (10~500) T8 ¢, W B 7 TR LIS HYIZAT IR 8] 5719 s 80 (10~150) 2 [ 2 W% Ak 2 1)
PESC R, IR 8 Jr s 3X 78 43 3¢ WY i LAk Y 1) 4 3 SR AR V02 D .
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1 1 1 | 1 |
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Fig.7 Spending time of ILS
K7 ILS SEkHis AT i i)
&% it

Time (ms)
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Fig.8 Spending time of LIS
K8 LIS SLikissT i fn)

£l 5% MRD 31X — & B A3 A SR Y 3 AN A AL B 57355 D-M,ILS A1 LIS.D-M 533 il 543 &2 il % G A0 & JF
AL A ot 52 45 381 gt /I 0 SR IR A% 6 T T L A WA S0V AR 15 2 2 R ) D )45 B A Ak B AR 1 T 4 b ILS Bk
FH T T B 5l X 45 4 LIS BV AR HoAth 45 1F N SR BUAEL 38 AT 55 00 At 1 D7 1 B8 R0 SEZ 5643 S0l 364 77 & A1 W IE A P 0
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