ISSN 1000-9825, CODEN RUXUEW E-mail: jos@iscas.ac.cn
Journal of Software, Vol.19, No.5, May 2008, pp.1212-1223 http://www.jos.org.cn
DOI: 10.3724/SP.J.1001.2008.01212 Tel/Fax: +86-10-62562563
© 2008 by Journal of Software. All rights reserved.

B E R B AR IR SR R S
E O gkt g %l BERY FEE

YoP ERE R AT WA TR PO, dERT 100190)
2 E BB WAV PSR AR S, dE s 100190)
SChERER BIFAER, LR 100049)

Adaptive Component Replica Selection Model and Algorithms

ZUO Lin*?*,  LIU Shao-Hua', WEI Jun', FENG Yu-Lin"?, FAN Guo-Chuang*

!(Technology Center of Software Engineering, Institute of Software, The Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100190, China)
?(State Key Laboratory of Computer Science, Institute of Software, The Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100190, China)
3(Graduate University, The Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100049, China)

+ Corresponding author: E-mail: martin_zl @otcaix.iscas.ac.cn

Zuo L, Liu SH, Wei J, Feng YL, Fan GC. Adaptive component replica selection model and algorithms.
Journal of Software, 2008,19(5): 1212—1223. http://www.jos.org.cn/1000-9825/19/1212.htm

Abstract: This paper proposes a domain based adaptive replica selecting model named DARSM (domain based
adaptive replica selection model), in which component replicas are organized into strong consistency domain and
weak consistency domain, and a schema based on consistency window is utilized to synchronize states between
theses domains. Accordingly, a partition-balanced based adaptive replica selection algorithm PWARS (partition-
weighted based adaptive replica selection) could be built on dynamic performance metric information to select the
appropriate replica set that satisfies specific QoS constraints. A consistency window adaptive reconfiguration
algorithm CWAR (consistency window adaptive reconfiguration) is presented to adapt to the dynamic change of
consistency constraints. In this algorithm, a probability model built on the base of current consistency constraints
distribution is used to dynamically adjust the configuration of consistency window. As a result, the inconsistency of
each replica is controlled adaptively. This approach has been implemented in OnceAS, and experimental results
demonstrate that it can effectively enhance the performance of replica selection.

Key words: replica selection; fault-tolerant; adaptive; QoS (quality of service); middleware

B OB BT AL T A E R S AL EAEA DARSM (domain based adaptive replica selection model).iz A2 A
F LS AN 5 A 1 — B IR AR 5 — BN IR SR B i — B F 2 AU ATk A R F A T DARSM AR R 40k T —
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MR A5 B RS R AT ) R e — B 2 RV IR G S A T ERFR BB RGDETMHERET
—3E O g it 8 AL H % CWAR(consistency window adaptive reconfiguration).ifi it 5] A —A~—2E 24 R 44T
BEMEARA Z Ak B AT —H MR v AT E B MM R T )R —BU ey A iE m 44 BT A OnceAS B AR5
LR 49 RA RIS B BRI, R 7 iR AR U R IR F B AR Bt 4.

KR 8IS S, AR RSR T A

hEEDES: TP393 XERFRIRED: A

99 2% 3 A1 SRS 17 FH AR 45 % L8 18 S 4 A 28 P 1 36t o ) £ 21, CORBAP i 2EER, g i)
.y EE . BT RO A NN R T — RVEAT I RS (W B 555 e AR SR, W N
IR 25 s VA3 A3 308 o 2 A S A A B v N PR A T S AT PR R A X R 4L R R BR B R S AR A
Sk P B AL 0 A 4536 2 — 52 1 QoS(quiallity of service) 2 AT, U i 7] £ sl — S 24

H R, 5 28 0 R FH R 25 2 b (R V22 I AR A SR 8 T 1) 10 SR AL 2 I [) P 79 281 b 3L 3k st 75 S it e 2 o] Sy
VR SR R AL LI R 24 SRR A A AN Il A A R I AR T8 45 B %8 7 (round-robin) 5325 . B AL (random
assignment) &y . 354 & ¥ (proportional algorithm). %% 2% (greedy selection) #3251, ik % #% (weighted selection)
51 95 1O 2 S AN A6 % M (KD S SR Kb B 10 AR 348 SR, 24 A 2 5k ) B 3o A 37 R 1) Uy R 4k
SR AR B AR IR 1] U A% 1R 5 2K 2 S K 0as SRR A BT i) AT S SIS IF) &4 R AS 280355 A2

W AR 018 1 P A A A RS T, DRt B 77 B T 24 B LA e 408 ) A i s 75 22 2% IR 28 1 — B0k 24 0, i
RV R VR AR A 2 R R AR 1) BOE 20 3 ) 82 IR & (% IR R U R I, T 46 4 K 117 i Y
I ) LT A2 A5 A TR A6 T o T0) 247 SR, ) A 22 i) S 55— S50 (R A R D B L A S BB 2 o, A/ 5 A W AR )
RASAEAE M B AN — S AR 0 OR AT 5 2823008 30— 350 bk T AS 75 20 55 38 A 2 1) 58 bR A& [R5 AT 46 0 1 15
SR g 8 o T30 AN 7] 50— 55U AR 2 i R I 5 A B A L A (] FR R A BTt 5 SRR 1 Ak 06 2341 BT A 22
T¥) [ [ 25 5 1 S8 2 A BEHEAT . B AR 59— S0 AR 30 3o A ) AR 285 10— S0P R o T 335 SR (1 b B 4H
AN TR 3 PR3 Ry HORR JBE 14D 7 SR AN ) B AR Al 2 13, A 7 A AR [ 7 7 438 SR o 7 45 SR A e S Kb 3 S 11
B A A ZIU 2 RS — B L A BE Ah, B 128 7 18— B0k 29 A 3 A AR A0 1, DR e 75 28— ol 3 T (1 AL
R Bl A 4 T AR 2 B PREDR A D235 16 0 30022 8 00 SR ) —— B30 24 S A I, ) 7 2 s (7] 235 3 30 Sk e A0 i
AT R LT 20 R G4 K IR 45 T 22 1A 07 35 21 25 3 SR 1 S0 240 S A s I, ) %7 4 6 10 205 J) MO0 K 44 v B 3
KA ) LA G o T S5 AR )20 5 VR 1T K U7 S 118 i 7 s [, A 355007 SR PR s [7) 24 SREARAS 20385 42

N T AR QoS 77 =R (I 8] £ AR — S 49 ) M R Gis /T3 5% T A5 & Bk B A1 A |l A,
ATCHE T AN FE T8 [0 N g A % $E 4 DARSM (domain based adaptive replica selection model). 12 #5574
A B AR ZH RN 53 Ay 58— SO SOR 55 — S0Pk Sk, 1 R m i — Sk i LR AR S R D A AR B L A T —
T 310 DXL 1) 1138 3 ) A 3 3% 5530 PWA RS(partiti on-wei ghted based adaptive replica selection).iZ 535 F1) il
AT RE S B ORI P L 20 R AL R AR e A, D T N Y — B AR A A AR AR I T —
BoMEE 1 EE Y 5 ST CWAR(consistency window adaptive reconfiguration).iZ 553038 i — S 20 1) af B
PERE R — BOPE T VR T ) 75 H T, AT SR AN R AS (0 — B BT B 3E R R 2E AT 17E OnceAS IR
5528 AT T SR S 2 SR W 1% 05 15 RE S WY T M B v L R AR R 1 R

ARSCE 1 AT A O TAEMAT LA 2 T VRN A 43556 T 18001 3G N Bl AL B DARSM (1454458 3 41
A EHFET 23 BOMBLI B 3E B B A L% PWARS. S 4 A4 BhE 6 0 B5& N R R CWAR.EE 54545 1
DARSM 7 [ 1 B8 VT A 5 J 2 X6 AR SC A (1 B 5.

1 BAXIIELR

T 4% L] 52 () T SO 250 77 3 SR B 6 AR A8 e S0 A AL B — A A 2 WP R AT ) A S 6 B 50k
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Fi 8 S5 ] A L 38 B ) AR AR 38 1 R0 o A A A ) A B ) TS VA AR FE AR A A B g R AR X K
43 WO FCAH Y. 17 EU AL, 7 AR 8 45 A R AR (9 B 481 1 5% 37 SRR AT 4 B0 AR 1T, Bl BEL (9 DK /NAS ] BUAE S8 AT B iR AT 18
LI G A T v P TR P I IR R G 0 BRI AT RS AR S T T T SR T R QoS TSR g . 5
B 25 VRN TR B0 75 05 0 DU A LAAZ AT IR 10 56 18 R A5 JE A A M0 A A T B AR 2 0 e 3 L) 2 B 2 R P A b
PTG 52 SR B AR EAT 3 25 8 A U R R B e B U (0 R AR X RE 45 H L Thundering Herd i) 5118 1)
4 I AN B AR P B S O B 7 AR B ) PAY P60 T A 37 S 38 4 3 v S AN B AR IS 8 S 0RO e T3k A 1) AL %
SEVERRAE 21 07 1k BB A5 S A B AR 2 2 b 43 O A AR AR 5 AR B SR IR 1T BE 1 /N IEAT R AR e 8. DA bk i
SHEE A B 5 BB B AN (1 — B0E 20 o ) S0 SCHR[ 9] T 224 CORBA [ Aqual™ i Hy 17—t [ Bl <& 6 iy J7
V7)1 — 3501 24 SR 1) 9 5 348 80 A v o 358 99 77 %o ) A R AT 4 2, A R B 3 1S R Ak 1) s i I I () VB A
BRI T BRI RE T4, 3 BLA il o — S 29 SR B &7 A0 )

LERIA B W97 75 18, Web 2277 o8 T 1 Time-To-Live(TTL)M 2 55 a7 2 1k A IS )b PR 1 gl A< — 250k 6
J7 vk SCHk[12] Hh R H ) Timed Consistency 288 15 k[ 13] Hh 2 HE 119 Delta Consistency #5: 28 1, 2 A B [l (14 2 i
SR — St AT R, BB SR AR — AN I AR F 0 A 0 AR U — i (RIS TR 6 P e A R AR R 3.3
BR[ LA — S0H: R FE (0 BE AT T 900 S 5 I 5 o 0L 1 2 0RT I i) 3 AN o P Ko — S0 dh AT FE i
I H RIS T SR TACT K SRR AR 2 ) — S50 RE R R 4. L 13X S8 T AE#E B A % p8 ] g By —
S 2 SR 2 17 SR AT ) A B 1 o L[] N L A AT 2 R R AR A S SR 000 7 0 T R b 1 R ) AR T
AN — B 1) ) 5

YR, A2 J2EE IV FH IR 4% 4% 4 1BM Websphere! ™ BEA Weblogi cl*V 1 JBOSSI 45 75 3347 fll A 16 48 Bf = 2k
&% 1] Round-Robin 1 Greedy %3, 5t = %t %5 /' QoS 75 sk JUH & 8 : 41 R 1 S 4

5 2 W50 TAEAR LG A S vk e T0(1) 42 T — PR3t T 350100 [ 3 I ) 2 3 AR Y ) A 5 2 1) 1)
— Pk DHURIEEATIR A T 20 (2) A AR B B8 140 [ B 2% 18 1 2 7 47 K 080 BF 1) 240 SRR — S50k 240 00 e A AR 4l 4
T ) A 1) S B A8 AT RS 3 I b 3 95 85 A 2 SR R AR 4 6 (3) — Sk i 0 ) 345 7 T OV L A1) 7 6% AR i 375 > 1)
— SR A S AR Ak, 15 N b 2 A TR 2 R A0 1R o, AT S I i A 2 )R — SR FE 1R Bl A5 T 2K

2 ETHMEENERIEFREDARSM

A SR R R A A TR T AL ) A ) % EL R R 0 A1 U R SR AE R R R — A I 55
(service) f1— ZHAH A (K AL A (191 4 EIB 20 AF) S B, E AT 23 A AE AR 1] SAN ] (1 F2 4L (host) L3 S8 28 1 e 3L B B B 1Y)
PR Bl A (replica), il A (1) 4 258 04 il A< 2 (replica group, i Bk RG). 75 Pt &I 1 SRR 1 YT 1) R 55 X 24155
KA BE B A 7] 10 B A DEAT b P, I HLAR K K Ak BEA Z0RE ST 25 7 $i5 5 1) QoS 21 AN B A HR A7 4E — A FIFO A
%1)(request queue, i1 RQ)A AL /™ 13 K Ak T80 I N AL FE A8 DARSM 18] 1 o 4 T 56 nis 48
I MRl 2R R B AT 4 1 e S

/ Replicagroup
1 ReR-
T & Strong consistency domain Weak consistency domain
LRI R R A Plur—e
- ReR P, T Pl LR T T
s Q\lt\ 3
s E
\ us,

Fig.1 Domain based adaptive replica selection model
Bl BRI A A R PR AR Y
EX 1(E K R EB). &R MK r (I Z098 2k ST(r), 45 2000 5 (1 B Z090 8 ET(r). 35 K 28 8430 2 type(r),
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type(r)e { read-only,write-only,write-read} .2 7 read-only 274 1175 3R A AN 152 B &I AR RIR 25 10 AN R H HEAT AT A o
AR 41X 51 R0 N ReR.write-only Fil write-read 28 21 [115 sk # 25 8 Rl A IRPIR S 1 9518 3k 10 0 WrR.ReR i
KRB REIA x PRRA LA V(X), Bl A 2 857 BB A D N VieessX A TT I BR IH BE & X STALE(X),
STALE(X)=Vates—V(X). 5 5 7 380 45 S IE— A JE T-32 4 i) B (28119 32 48 7 41 5 (logiic sequence number, i 7 LSN).
B A B ARE LRI IR G g, BB LR BT e LSN 8/ BRI IR BE 0T e LSN R BEAN RIS 1)
Viatest H EHAZ M I5 J7— AN T Hr #4F 1 LSN.

TEX 201K QoS #R). WAL RN ZI%% ) ki ReR 1K r o HT I AS x AOIRSS, 0 r (1) QoS 24 e X

(1) maRRS A 2R RTe, 3878 r o it s o ma i i (), BT RTET(r)—ST(r);

(2) —BUELW CCo, KR r SRV KERIHE, BN CC2STALE(X)=Viates—V(X).

2 ReR i 3K r [#] CC=0 I 51T r 58— i3 (strong consistency read, i # SCR);24 CC.>0 It Axit r A
55—k 52 (weak consistency read, i X WCR).

EX (AR, BE RN E B Ty U E RG b IR I AR B R A A Sl e — 0 3
(strong consistency domain, i SCD)A155 — 24 1k (weak consistency domain, i # WCD),Hl RG=SCDUWCD.
SCD={ SR|SRe RG} ,i=L,....mm>} SCD £, 7% ¥4 —H Pk {4 SRI¥ % H ;WCD={ WR|WRe RG} ,j=1,...,n,n 2 WCD
AL 55 — BRI WR K% H .SCD 8l (1) il A kb 3 SCR A WR 2 [ 37 3K, I FLAR 26 FAT 2 iy St IR A,
BIX 4L SReSCD,i<m, il STALE(SR)=0;WCD I (i gl A kb F WCR AL 5K, I H B AT BEE HICA,
HI X6 AT: 7 WR € WCD,j<n, 1<CCyin € STALE(WR)SCCopae, Hi H1,CCrin FIT CCxma 43 1 26 7% WCD 58 ) f5 /1N 1 5 K i A
B4 IH %, R 0k, CC S T X 18] [CCrpin, CCra] -

EX AEREIRES). SCD I i) — AN B A F5 32 o4 24 /1 Y 4H % 3L 4% (group manager, 5 5k GM). 24 GM K24,
B3 1 k25 AE ) GML.GM = 47 5 L N AT 4

(1) BEHE R LSN A4 55 45 e 50 B A B AT U7 10 02 R i @ AR — Bk () 22 22,08 T8 T Uk A
SCHEAI T T R (R U PR IE (sequential guarantee), i 7 v AT LR 5 e 2142 17 staks . DR P AR
TE AR HE R it B 2 g (AR AL B — AN BTG R v i K L 41 RR ) SCD 1. GM IR r Iy, SR
EAIERT LSN IR LA # 3] SCD (1 AL .2 4k GM I RIASRC R ¢ I, 1 Se R A2 5 248 A 4TI
GM 15 31 005 R (1) L SNt 3], A% 328 405 20 A1 4hAT 5 705 W) L 22 A7 3 S5 45 B 4 (waiit: queue, & F% WQ)HH, 3|
WCE) FOT ) LSN.

(2) TEfEME B ARG TR A (GM BN EBIE S T — AP AE I 23 % (performance  monitor, fii #x
PM),PM i A 7] GM R 32637 SR AH DG 1 A M 645 S (local performance information, fiii # LPI).LPI=(WT,PT),
Hor W2 5 SR 7EBAF RQ 1 (1 A5 A 1 1], PT & 4144 Ak #1335 3K (1 B 0].GM 20y R4S PM 447 — AN B L FIFO
BABSR AT BOIT ISR ) LPL A A SR B — AN B LPL B a0 B L2872 78 L AN LPLIIKE B 16 LPL 355 X R ,GM
AALARAE T S5 5T 1 LA REAS JEL L 0 B ) D42 o 1, DL ORIE FT DR A 1 1R e A5 JEL f 608 1 Al i Jse g 24 1 4% )
A BRI DL

(3) AT H G N B AE T GM AT B A B B Bk ik B H AR B AR M E] ReR 153K IF,GM R4
WCERHE BRI LPI PEREAS S BL A SR (1) QoS £ i, Il ] 2% BRIl A 8] (1) S 480467, A 1 SR 3% B d 53 1 H b il AR
T4 TRSTRSC(SCDUWCD), K J& i 1 TRS 415 1 AR ) AN Ak B 12 375 5K, oAy il A D) 2200 12 375 K 3 HL 2 P DA 2 i
BEZARIA T A5 1% 18, R A Rl A A A 3108 SRR 742 vh Rl B8 5 28 2 280 n SRAN AN I8 86 B AN AR T 2K 2
R DR S B K Ak PR BT TR) 33K 56 T BT ) 0 ) 1 SR R i b AR AN B3 I AR SO 3R F IE N Ik R PWARS T
4 1 i LA 2.

EX 5(—HMEERR). SCD b i) — MRIAHE 48 E R 1T i — B BAE CM, T 145 51 30 % 18 4
CM Fl GM 43533 N2 A [|] IR il AR .CM EZE 47 5 LA N AT 45

(1) BEFRAG.CM FET —BE % DHLE] K SCD 38 b I B 3 e R A 2 WCD S8l i) T B Rl AR 3 T
WCD 5 {54 WR EIA,CM #8735 4 JLded T —A>—E Pk % 1 (consistency  window, i 7k CW).CW 444
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W={ W, Wa, ... Wek, 26 WS T WR B CW,W R/l o 5 WS E L) WSS(WSL WS, WS) 24 B
fic. & (consistency windows configuration, i #X CWC),CWC H [ T 111 K /)N F2e JE AF 328 9 I HE 271, B
WS SWSE... WS,

247 A3 1A FECHT IR, CM 1 5 B3 B 1) BB X 4 UO,UO=(Operation,LSN), H: ' ,Operation 7R 447 11 58
B ARG, U0 A7 BT A CW R 5 CW P AL 3 (1 UO NS T CW IR 7 111K/, ) CM K B8 7 41
US=(UO4,UO,,...,UOw), BL A% s 77 30 & 326 6] B Y WR BIAS 4R J5 ,CW B35 45 10 B 89 VO ik A e, il 4k
WR AT 75 L5008 B (1) W S35 BF, 4 RE A5 21 3587 1 WS A58 387, BT ] BT {15 STALE(WR,)<WS. 5] 2 & (12—
—EMEE OB X, WED PR 4 A WR EIA,SCD Wb B& 7 AT 4 AR B L E N (2,3,4,5). 48
5 T 11 52 S0, W AT WG ) WCD RAT T BE817 41 US AT USy, AT 3 3808 A~ WR EIAS BT AN [ (19 R TH S, 2300
2,1,4 1 4.5 1, WR A (10— 500 m] LUE e 147 7 10 B SR A T 4

oo
us
wel T =
U
W, | UOs [ UOs | UO, | UO,

UQ, [ UO; |

W =( Wi, W, W3, W,) CWC =(2,3,4,5)

UG, [ U0,

W,

Fig.2 Anexample of consistency window
K2 —EbkE s

(2 SR (¥ 735 N T R A 8] ) ST A A, T R ] E SR 3 R A 1R T v o SCRR[29)].
SCD 5k F (14 1] A 422 1 [ 5 Jo1 393 17) WCD 358 m (K BIT AT ] A A A di o ) SE B A1 IR AE AT AR I %1, WCD 38k 11 il
ASH AT AT (R IR T2 SR 11, ) 97 SR AR — BBUPE 24 SROTF AN S 138 AN 1D, 1 i B I T 2 A f ] 5 o 39 £
AT TTVETC G NI TP B A AR IZAT IR T T 118, BUE SCD I3 BB N AV, AR, BT FA 000 T, 00
WCD Ik b Bir 7 A (¥ R TH AR T B STALE(WR)=Py=VixTy, 1<j<n R I BT 2 7 05 2RI — S0Pk 20 R/
T P WCD 38 (9 I A A AN BRI AL 2 )7 T 5K A — SR 29 0 T SR A T SRR UM E A R KT
Pu, WU BT AT 1) il A 08 6306 A2 P i 2 1) B301E 2 SR AR 1T AT 13 ) A 22 1] B 14 A 4 R0 SE S 140 A i S A0 0 7 22
THFE 2R G0 G0 U, SO 0 4 8 v, O TR AR B A% I VR Bl TR O AR G DR SR 4R 7 — > v 1 — B K
R ARIEA GG (1 AR 1 SRR 10— B 29 AOAE S XA, B) A 204 A<Py<B, Ul B1 7 WCD 38 ) i A1 1)
B AR Gy 22 LA AT (19 PR TH JBE 0 B S A — SSCPE LA SRAE (A Py) Z T AR 28 SR A3 AN 203 A2 4R, [ 5 o 390 1 3
A 7R O IE N — BUME L R SR B A2 PR G

4T 2 A IO iR s AT R T S 0 B & N FE R SVE CWAR./E CWAR $i%HH,CM AR 3
S5 3 I TR 3 3 160335 SR — EIOME 20 A1 7 00 oF S5 HR 2 i B 6 G AR T e o — SOk RN R B A
T CM [ 35> WR A Al SEHT 358 1 1) 3 2 AR A5 95 A DR 5 AN [ 1) 9 132 3l 30 2 75 5 B 6 AR Bt o
BT SRR IS AT IR AR, CM e 1 TS B GM R — AN E R RE DU AL
% 1 C L B L GM R 328 B SRR AR 0T 1O T 11 T A 5 T SR PR R AR RSO 4 TR IZ S T L
A 4.

EX 6(FFRI). FAK NN A% R CA,CA 752 ) 3i 1) stub 152 HL.CA #2805 ) R IR —
AN R I T SR 40 1) QoS 2 U i H2 32 15 SR ) H AR B A (R 32 X 2). 1 Rt WCR U H b B
WCD B FrA7EIA . GM AT CM; a1 R SCR H b fE 45 SCD S8k I T A1 A 2 CA WL BRI K 1 1
5 1 AN NN G A SR A ET(r) A ST(r)RR$E 5 S 2 4 W7 757 3 A2 JFG g 7 ) 249 2R, a1 538 A JU) 7 D3RR [ o 7
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5 ISR (B — A o 2 B 7] 5 5% (responise time fault, i #K RTF). % 1B S W2 i ma B2 CA W) 1 2 200
3 ETF4HXmiay &N AIXFEHEZPWARS

h TG R P SRR QoS T 3K I ASHU I B A B AL (RIS AT PR B, FATTER HE 7 — i 1 3 B B A ek B A
PWA RS, 3 A% JEATUIE: it T 532 I8 R 4 R AR (19 Pk e A L SR BCEE T3 IX (R B 7 258 1 SR I B0 /2 H QoS 7
SKIYHFREIASE TRSOY T 4510 H 1, HAREIAR LR/ TN>L TN o] DAER AR &, ] LS AT I B AR & .

3.1 EihEik

PWARS &% (1 3 20 B0

SRR 1. VLRI ASSTE S8 S I (R

—ANE P SR IR AR N IR A] RT=17 3R M %5 7 3 A B CA SR A 11 /0 2% 4% S 6] 1) TT-+5 3K 46 A1 RQ FR I 45
RN 1] WTHZH AR AL BE SR (W I 18] PT. H 1 ARl X 25 SR 3551 37 2K (10 W9 288 1 i I ) AH 6B, R 0K ,GML 38 1ok
Probe 77 31200 &) 314t 1t 00 B2 19 A4 ) AR 22 0 169 I 4 A2 B I 1) oAU AR A Q% T b i 8 114 4 44 T 0, WT A1 PT T LA
MEIARI LPIAZ B3R B, GM AT RS A Sl A S0 AR F ) L AN SR 11 35 Wi . B 1] ART:

ARﬁ:[ZL:(\/\rerrPTJ.)J/LJrTr 1)
j=1

255 T AT 1A B A EAT (1) 1 E )5 73 2 ART 11151138 ARTL=(ART,ART,,...,ARTg), 2L i1, S=m+n-1(GM R4k
PRI SR MO AL AE N),m & SCD S8l iR B A, n & WCD 38 b 1) i A e ek T AN K 78 B AS 2 356 I #8306 47
IR(L) AT B3R DA i ) A 3 B 1 VR R (B A1 5T ART AR 23 5 | ARG B K (1 R 48 T, 7 BRI W 4 2 1)
HEAT U AL I L KRN EIA, AT GM IS LB LPL I A F 387 vl 5 08T (1) ART. o) /N5 56 45
52, T o OSo<L) IR /N il vT A9 ) ART (1 11 B4

B 2. B AR ATIX.

2 AR SR K — B L R CC MR 1T 1 G 'S CWC; ik i — Sk H AR 43 X CTRCTP={R|Re SCD or
(ReWCD H. R, ff)— 5tk & 11K/ WSCCe,Wie CWC)},j=1,...,U,U /& CTP Fi & IR A $.CTP & T Fifi i)
R — PR R A (B GM)FIEE 4355 — Bk AR

SR ARG SRR I S T2 R RTe N CTP 23 X e th i (] H AR 20 X TTRTTP={ RIR; 1135 i 1. i 7]
ART,<RTRe CTP,ART,€ ARTL} j=1,...,.V;g=1,...,.S

B 3. P H AR EIALE TRS

i T B ik 3L Thundering Herd Bl % PWARS $7REL T IBGE B 775 68T TTP R EIA, 2 57 ART
/1 D) 3 Y G 7 B, U BT T B AL 3 SR 1K) QoS 2SR AR iz, 1 ART 0K, I 2 QOS 23R 1 7T R 1l ik
AN BRI e RT S TTP R AN EIA ) ART (1) 255 45 BT 51 X=(Xgy e, XKy X)X AR 15 T 2 75 5

IS f1 A6 AL 15 SR 11 QoS £ I T BE R B AR B X AR I ABUEDRE X WS 21X R [0,1], 45 2 X 1] ) 4
A=(Aq,....A,..., Ay, DX ] A KR TTP 1 HRIA R,
A:{o,xl ixjj,i=1 2
j=1
i— V i-1 \ V
A=[ (XK/ZXJ, (XK/ZXJMi ZXjJ,i>1 (3)
k=1 j=1 k=1 j=1 j=1
V
>A=1 4)
i=1
L B X R, JIT 3 FC 1) DX TR A BT A 8K R i AR FH R [0, 1] X ) - 35 4 A B B AL R &5 F 7= 2E[0, 1] 2 1 1)

BEHLES RN,RN=(RNy,...,RN;,...,RNp), TN 24 H b A G 1R /N G BT A RNG Ja T X)) Ag, DU HE o T PR ) 45 4%
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(analyze). ¥z (control) FT$4 1T (execute). W 2 B B & 20 ik Wi 1] 11175 SR HE 473 98 K WRC 2 28 (1) 75 ok 22 17 1K i
3 LL FIBA %1 Q H71,Q=(WCRy,WCR,,...,WCR,). 75 BT [ Bt J&] S 1k 1 45 75 >4 i ) CWC X Q miid sk (1) — itk 40 i 4y
AT 50 M7, 0 SRR IR CWC AN B #1 J0 1E N 428 Sl B B 1R AT T AR 28 1 B B3l ok — AN ] g P B 5T
Bl CWC,AR G 3t ABAT B BEEAT S2BR I CWC 3 b FE. R Il 4 06 e b« #8 IR T 3 AP BT DL
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< WS>
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Start reconfig ‘m “ “E
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Control
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New CWC  Reconfig LW,

Execute <-WS/
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Fig.3 Consistency window adaptive reconfiguration
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Fig.4 Anexample of computation for new CWC
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AL T RIA WR ) —BUEE W, R WS =WS, 4 4F W S BEA S,
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(@ CM L RE FH4F 77 30 %0 GM 38 1 % 11K/ WS PWARS S HE A WS AT 41 il A JE %
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(© HEIA WR —HIF| Reconfig_Start 14 &b, 37 R H 3 SR A4 RQy "H M) — MK Riage ™
WR, 58 85 Riag B4R B S 57 E ) CM 3% Reconfig Ready V4 L.

(d) CM Yir#] Reconfig_Ready ¥ 55 K WR (19— S0k % 11K 3 In £ WS A I B 111 T i &5 0.

(W] [ow ) [eu | [wa L}

(2) Reconfig-Start

(3) Mark the last request

(5) Reconfig-Ready

(4) The last request finishedJ

(6) Apply Ws’

Fig.5 Deferred reconfiguration protocol
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Tablel Experiment parameters list
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Fig.6 Experimental results
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Fig.7 CWAR'sinfluence on algorithm PWARS
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