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Abstract: This paper presents a self-adaptive load balancing algorithm, in which each node creates a local load
distribution view with a passive load statistic method and a local file requested view with a file requested statistic
method. When the load imbalance exists in the system, the heavily loaded node will make the logical links pointing
to itself point to a lighty loaded node in its local load distribution view, with the indegree of the heavy loaded node
decreasing and that of the lighty loaded node increasing, the load imbalance magnitude will decrease. When the
request load of the heavy loaded node is high, the node will use its local file request view to get the popular file and
cache the file to corresponding target node. Results from simulation experiments indicate that the system has a good
load balance under Zipf-like requests distribution if it runs the self adaptive load balancing algorithm. To some
extent, caching requires some extra messages, but fewer than the cache hit messages under some condition, so
caching can reduce the overall load of the system.
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EGEIE:  P2P; i BRI HT LML E £ W42 45 Chord
hEX %S TP393 XHERFRIRAD: A

AR, P2P B T M ACHGE, S BT R NS T B R R L A P2P MAEE T, LA S
TCVEMERS T 4 Jey SR O3 AT A SR AT ) B AT AN AP 17 45 45 A SRR A e DA o S ) 7
FES KL P2P PR SCrhy 48 G  Maad 7R 3—  FA)B A 2 TP oR 2 FE 190 0% A7 8 BRARU 0 1 45 R SR o3 A 4 2,

oSSR AR Tk, 25 T DHT 523 9 P2P R G770 ™ T ) S A T L 5 e s s AR Pl A 3 AR (1) %
G R R 2 DDA ZE AR A6 R B I 25 1 P2P R 45t JE T DHT S0/ 4 /5 1D 17 i A 45 sk 3
{1y 5 A 0124 1) 2 F5 /N 48 4% 1) 1 O(logN) 2%, 151 211 Chord ™ Pastry 145 P2P i (2) %45 s Ak 2 11 S0 2% AR
FERR IV 2% 4 15 7K B8 )RR 25 [ A 7, 4% 5 0 S BB R — 52 2895 ik 20 Bk ) S 0 4 7 LA o A5 A
n AN B0 T A4 4 O(logN/loglogN) AN B (2 LA i PO ME < 4 3 B0 8 /] — /N4 L s(3) FH ™ 253 HoA AN
vk, FRT R B S5 KAk P2P R B4 0 T A5 O B LI 3450 F 9 R B, P2P 2R 45 vh 1A 5 #05 SK 4) A Al HTTP

SRR Iz T A 4 A

H 7 8 2 18 77 1% 1 PUIR 25 38 (virtual server)®*1uk £ Hash J7 10k 147 22 45 4 45 A5 043X 26 7
VE AT AT AN R R B 1 AR T, LA R A () il B R 45 28 A % Hash J7 ik R 45
AR A I L 2 1) S SCPR 5 ) DA ST B0 A7 3 3 467, 8 A 5 R P P 2 A (0 AS T 2 e TS T 4 gy T D SEE IR B A 4
SR — AN SO AR RS ST K 45 A AT R0 K — B 4 w5, AN e At ke Zipf 25 1) 1 S 8 3 i ) 3L (2)
LUy VT AR 45 B BRI PR AT SR BRI M I — B N W Bl (K 1A vk A A R AN AT P
7 S50 TF R A A e Je 8 8 4 a5 B0l AR RE o v o 5ok S AR 18 5(3) VRN TG BRI R 1) B A A L AN R A
BT LR BN AN BB AR 5 A £ B 43 T SR . 24 45 5 BRI B R IR S A S T R SR ARAT, R T R R

B0 AR BB T IEAEAE BIAS A, N0 P 2 1 PR AN 17 42 A SO H — Tl B B 67 A8 4 1 T 92, e I A
BT 5 AT M 45 6 ok ak B a3 i, ARG (1) $&th — Pl R 0 2 G vl J7 v B0 4 % b R i L RN R ) 4 A
1137 sf 70 28R by 7 3K bl 6 A T 5 TR Y R et & S A LI O A e, AN 4 0 i ) 4 4 R B0 (2)
BB P IT R R 10T T T AL AU B R B T RS A LR ) e & i, I IAL 1) T AR A R 1 B TR D 1) AR AR
45 055(3) B HLBE K IT R AN B8 PR AR I A5 SO 0 vh 1 TR B 2 P AR B AN ST PR AR K B W il A Zipf 43 A B

SRR SR I SO ) g S AR R G SR T SRR R AR (W SO AN H W & X MR Ay AR v T AR SRR 2%
A7 R RSE S R0 25 v iy i 2 A7 (R R 5 (4) 4 H — ol 40 A1 2 hr A8 250 8 A7 (1 By o, I A hr A5 20 W 7 KA 2 A
TR AN TE ST I successor H 5 i, i S 4 S SO successor F7 ZEALBREL 2 (1 T B

S 4 R W AR P AN T IR BT T3 B T RS RN G2 A7 AR 4 B 1) SR B i T T ANMB ] LA R
GEA BT ) S B IR] 38 B DL RR A (L) 0 2% 4 TR SR R A AN ST 3 R A B T R B A T e A
3 V. 194 45 45 w5 0 P A A S 5 R N R AT T A S I 5 VR T  IE IE A A A vk ) e R B
R T Mg AR et (2) B TR A E A BRI, 45 e 5 B B AR, Bl W D) A0 B i A R SRR A
TR B 4R B B T A A7 AR 5% (38 25 1e &5 AU Dy s 6 8 A5 8 (3) R AFMLIAE — e R B3 n 1 28470 18
RV A B30T 11 00 2% 8 AT T 4 L A 24 9 S i v 4 A 170 PRI 11 D99 28 R4S 22/ U B R AE L RITE — B 4 1 N
R DA PRG3R G0 2 1 471 3K

1 B
Ky I7 BT, B LA A% OB FE () 3 A 8
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TE X 1(1F K $a & (request load)). >4 3O 2 i vH 23k H IS5 T, H S5 KA 3% mi 3 3 JEL (RT R b 25 7 JEL)
gy I, E G5 e (R SR G g I 1R SR AR D A N TR) TP 45 s R I 1R N i JE

TEX 2(BEEH GaE). BRI N L 2 A, A Fe AL 538 Jis - i el 0 28K 20 S AR A6 v R e
W% e 55 G A LRI A DG IR T 5 o &8 A S B I 208 v G A 5 G A ST I T R B — B R R AR e —
PR BB BE A 1, 9247 1F SR G2 A7 BB W U 23 0 B A W, W (Wie, Wy 283 K45 T 1), 3% iy B 3 B S B2 I ] T
VA A B9 SR (N 09 SR B ) ISR,

REX 3(Fa ). FALINGE) T A 45 s 37 R A 380 B ey 7 28 AR DO, — RS D0 1 5 1 G B — BT S K
SR BB BE A Wi JIT LA A7 R B 3 378 SR 0 A ew+ 5% ph1 0 2 A 5 5 00 0 DA 37 SR R 5 4 g8 1) D A

5T 2 25 n T SR A8 KT At 45 a5 A SR R BN 2 4 AR T BE AR B T NSO 2 A i b O
45 RN BEROR B A2 45 05 (R A S 5 AR 3T B SCAE

EX 4REEER). Fiai s a I fER P AR [ 450 b (0 th RAREE AR a b I B 1 & k.
2 BENAHNHEE

N % R AR IV 5 R8RS N KN S RN AR 22 K A8 5 e T [ 55 iy B 30 K 2 57 D i
&5 p IR ) S S AR SO L — A2 AR R T AR 1 75 1 J B e T AR A T AR 4R A T T e A
R R, 5y TGN TR A R e S A AT B AT A T ) S A S

FE SRR G5 R AL P2P P B30 368 45 52 (9 DB 7 A YO B, T V0 S A ) G B 7 Y0 R WA 4 1k
TAWKH AL S EME 9. 12— Chord M %6 B BB 7 10011y 25 i) 4K R, N19 45 R oK 7 38k
e A A D B AR A SR A, 0 2B A A VG AE BIIA 4 5 N1O 2 | R BRI (1 i SO TR Ay i B AR
DT JGL 0 B 28 45 1 A B SO A T SR AN 8 BTk K G5 R T AR B AR SO AT A AR A S
45 i BRI SR DB DN 5 AR R

N29

Fig.1 Demonstration of the load balancing method
K1 ey o IR
3 A7 2 4 4 75 3 B S R T A R A7 AT 4 5 R SE IS R B AR SR AE SR 2.1 Y TRIR 45
TREAT SAARGETE M Ge vk 7™ A A JRy B SR L P A e mT LU S R T RS 2.2 WA R AR BRI T
B T8, 1B B At I e A2 S8 AR B B O A8 M BE BRI RS RIS &5 AR S 2.3 PR SO UG IR G v U VR AR R S
U7 1) G 77 AR TR SR SO T W B R A VR BB A A IS R R R AT SR AF WA SO BB H A 45 5, M Ah 78
55 2.3 I PR — FIOHT A D2 A7 BB
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2.1 BERHSEIT

X TAT R A A L AE R G S A AT AR DRR 22 A T R R BR3P 4
A G5 AR RE T R 34 A & 35 B B0 B 5305 B Load 1A0HE 45 #4602 1 F 2 45 45 node,
SEBR R G b 2 45 S bk 45 A node 1137 3K 472 requestLoad; 45 £ node 11 Hi 5712 routingLoad; 45 £ node [¥ 5
11%} load,load=requestLoadxw,+routingLoad; 4% 55 node () A\ indegree;ic sk Ui £z 16 45 & node 31 B 1) 3T
I 18], lastArriveTime oK.

XA A0 LG T SR BB LR 3T I (L) &5 AR5 513545 413 loadList, T 3 b Load &5
FZRIY 85 fURR A T W — R B S sk, B th SO &5 N JE FEINF3R.(2) R In) &5 I 47 3 A5 IS
counter_node_load_list, JG# & Load Zi#2 L. 45 55 b W B4 mi a B EJE WHR R M &5 i FI R & a
15 2 B S, A5 DU I — 4% i 3, 9 33 2 i I ) A IR 4 S rb a0 £ MR L. (B) IR I R A RN AR S
finger_node_load_list, JG % & Load £ 42 &) b & F8 2 5 vk (finger stabilization algorithm) S8 57 i b 28 1 AH 3 B
BB L IR, Mg 5 NO BT 5 AN HH AR N DI B Hh 45 A0 NL9 WA, 45 55 NLO A i B 3 JE R Sy 1 5T
Y5 A5 B R IE 45 45 15 NO,NO e 317 55 S8 87 finger_node_load_list.

EX AGEETHAE). 45 K7 3EERE loadList TR x AR fEE BSEEH L %
7R, Le.load 275 F34 771 % F T Ls.requestLoad %7~ ~F-351# 3K 7125, Lo routingLoad £ 75 P34 #% 111 §1 %%, Ls.indegree
TRV BINBE G5 A R % B H A 45 a5 i 338 S8 L N BRI 4 B IR 45 R

EX 5(AEFHGE). ¥ hRIEE 735 B 53 (finger_node_load_list) fll K [ 45 £l 1 8% 15 B 5 %
(counter_node_load_list) % &5 w5 58K MR IIE. R8P 51 20H  Lavg 7R (Lavg.load 27 JRi T 32 471 2 [
T Lavg-requestLoad 275 Jm) &5 1 18 5K 41 2%, Lavg indegree FoR Jm 8- 1- N J&).

H b3 m] A, 60 B R U — Rk 2 X 4 s S B g 3 R B R R 00 7 ST
A 338 AN B D0 19X 246 31 R B ke el T A LA BB AL, 4 S U s T, R P I ) A7 ok 1 B 4 A 3K
A] e 5 B G U I 22 BRI G, 2 S TEAR I B 5 R 3SR AR 4 S 3 L R R A g T R
Az — AN JR S A B P, 5 AR A T3 3 7 A8 L, RT LA R T AR A T S R R ST R AR 4, ek ET A B
SRR T S BRI = 4 R S AR A
22 BIEHKIH

S Ky 40 P2P 1 L3I 7 S N A8 SR P D R DR o, 4 RN B R/ 15 4 01 8 by S 3 U AR G,
45 RUN FEBOR 26 i 1) et SR CBOBOR, DR G, AR SO B0 R T A% 92 B L R ) A B T R B e A
sy LAY B ) FR) S B8EAN 485 AR SCAREL B Chord by BE4ilh, J5U A7 1) Chord 88 SEVETE R 545 miAE N I i R 5 5
N WA 2% RE 45 A BT L AR SCR Y — Bl BT Chord B H0% ik
BEERIBEL
n.fix_fingers()
1: i=Zipf random index>1 into finger[ 1;
if (i<=m) right=finger[i+1].start;
else right=n.id,;
if (finger[i].node ¢ [finger[i].start,right))
finger[i].node=find_successor(finger[i].start);

tmp=finger[i].node;

finger[i].node=tmp.select_node(finger[i].start,right);

2
3
4
5
6: else
7
8
n.select_node(left,right)
9

if (Ls.load*p<L,g.l0ad) or (Ls.indegree<L,,.indegree/2)
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10: return n;

11: min=Lg;

12:  for each tmpe(finger_node_load_listvcounter_node_load_list)
13: if(tmp.node e [left,right) and tmp.load<min.load)

14: min=tmp;

15:  return min.node

(1) WEH Zipf A (a=1)E BN N 11§ BEAT TN L G SRR 3 BUOME R B K (G ) 1).

(2) THEXH finger[il.interval FIAEGER) 2,3). 2018 210 % th R 5 £ 15 1 45 & finger[i].node AN7E X ]
finger[il.interval /1 (3& ] 4),4% Chord J7 zX3EAT 5681 (75 A1) 5). 75 M), AT 26 3 25,

(3) HFERILW B4 47T finger[i].node,finger[i].node Y 7 B , 122 F0 U AE A b 3% 35— S 3% &4 R 1%
RIGE 0 S GER 7,8), R 75 B AW g5 S0P 3K Ly SR E Layg 2R, U E X R
Lsload*p(p>1)/N T Layg.load, 5 # L.indegree /N+ Layg.indegree/2 i, W3R [A] A i 45 p (i 40 9,10), 75 WIFAT 55 4
W Lsload*p /N T Layg.load 3B A M LS f 8 T30 3045 A, SR A0 HE T B8, W SE AR T £ 339 7. Ls indegree /T
Lavg.indegree/2 2 B 4h s i N BE DA, BRIV 45 n50UT 107 7 480 v, AR AR AT R A 2 VR AN P48 3 350, b I S0 % B, ) %
g m A BGRAREOR, R AN I S 5 B 1T S

(4) 751045 A R 355 P A 68 T X 1) finger[il.interval 3 H. %355 /N 45 M () 11~15), K 2430
BN SR B T IX ] finger[i].interval f) 57 B 55 /N 45 s o ASH g 5 AN T 300 .

(5) T E I/ NG R ST A T3 SN B R I A BRSSO | AN N HREN (B 8),
JE 597 finger_node_load_list 11 % 455 &

WK 1 PR, 455 NO 7E S 88 5 ANl R A\ I, N19 7£[X [A][10000,00000] ', T LA B 382 336 11 8 40 45
N19,N19 Wi 213 & i, A DL A2 IE A2 4 71, 0 H. N24 JZ [X 5] [10000,00000] A 47 2 45 /> (1 45 i, A1 6 0BT i S A 3%
Yh 45 i N24,N24 48 H 57 B 508E UM R AR 45 SR 45 50 NO,JI NO F9 26 5 AN 1 3451 finger[5].node
9 N24; H 53K TT 40,24 finger[i].node g [n+2' 1 n+2'i, i+ 542 44 )% 55 Chord — 3, O(logN), 7 JU), B %0 = % %
39T LAFT G4 SR T A LG IR e 4 BT AN N 0T LUR B R I T S RS S th R PR E S
RO B I e B A LR 1) JR) 8 S 0 e P R A A o AR A1 T 5 N R SR VRS T B Y £
0 T 4 v AR AN I ON BRI DR R A T B e SR B, AT R T AR A R R A IR ) AR A e AR
R T R S 7 A B4 18 Sl S IR R Ak 47 3 A A R I AR O B B R G T B R AR 3R AN RE R A R
SR AU, 2 P A AN P A R AR DR IR, 0 SR A 80 1 b & i A7 AN S A ) R B R R
23 £ 15
231 AU gt

BT A E A BT, DR AN AR 60 30 P ) 2 A BB A B BH S ) A ) B R skt 0 20 IR B A S
PRI 1] D7 S A5 B 45 A I BN SO U filelnfo o, L 45 22 47 A1 % I B 45 #7534 35 3 4 1D, fid
R SRV ) v B ds requestTimes; SCAE UG ) g S # s 51 3% history, B R T I i) B4 S 7 ) o H s
requestTimes Hfi N FIZR T ¥iG, 2R J5 requestTimes %A O; it s S AN S T P9 U5 1) 12 SC A 1R ) &5 1 B % U Tl 45 1
7 18 YR E %1 % requestNbrs, 3 (key,value) %) Bl (5 1 45 5,37 18] vk 80, 4n B 1 iz, NO 25 i S 7 01011, ) 45
RUNL2 FF6 I ZER, R 10 45 05 0 N8, BE T 45 i N8 7145 A JT (¥ 15 ) ¥ 430, 55 81 U5 cacheSource, W1 1 TR, 4 45
MONL12 RIBEAHE RS N2N2 ARAF% SO, 30 SO F o NL12; 30 fid (1 Bels — YR SE 37 I ) A
lastUpdateTime. 3 &5 1 T5 B LE A7 1 SC A fid I Ath 45 25 1, EF requestNbrs B S — AN F U5 in) 24 /7 S 44
B 2 1) IR I 25 5 G AF SUAE B U5 1) 1% SO I B R 220 1) I 1) 285 0, AT LA 2 141 iy v 2% A7 B 28 sl I 46 T84

4h 1 SRR (FileTable) B 2 A0 W B SO 41 3¢, — 2 Wi 5 381 45 1) SR 971 3% (fille_list), — & ZR A7 SC A 41 4
(cache_list), 51 76 2 34 24 45 #4 Filelnfo Xt 5. 24 45 s 0T B A7 I I VL LE file_list R cache_list W gk % S0 141
i [77 5 £ 7102 history s z AN 8 ISE 34 U5 1) B0 e I HL T Y SOV IR0 v 4L Request Times A4
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PEGRAT I 4 SO BT ) YR 0K 3V R B, 28 5 A 4 SO 3 B 2 i 2114 45 55 RequestTimes K1+ 0 3
TGS W] LAIEAT 2B A7 A SCHE A7 B9 R A fileTable.GetCacheFilelnfo() B3R /R iZ Ih g,

SO 0] 8K 7 A A SR S U e A0 P KR SR SO AU e A PR 5 RS L A S A ) A AR R 2 4
AU SR AR R SR G T 7 A 1 R S A P v A v e, Y R A SR S A ) A PR R R A 1 S
FUH 4 5.

2.3.2 BAFEE S AL
SR AT LI R AT 0 — P s H AR G
BEFEEE

n.cache_periodic()

1: if (Ls.requestLoad>L,q.requestLoadxk) and (Ls.load>gxLy,.l0ad)
2: fileInfo=fileTable.GetCacheFilelnfo();

3: if (fileInfo==null) return;

4: dest=filelnfo.GetCacheDestination();

5: dest.AddCacheFile(fileInfo.fid);

(1) SCHRZRAT I b R 2% A 1 5 R SR 1 38T ¥4 Ls.requestLoad J& Ji T 3518 K 513K Layg.requestLoad 1]
k(k>1)fi5 LA I (Ls.requestLoad>Lyq.requestLoadxk), - H. 45 s34 51 48 74 i P38 47 80 8L 7 19 q(g=1) A% LAk
(Ls.load>qxLayg.load) A AT 25 A7 5535 I 8 SE 5K 24100 25 03 911 151 SR S 806z KT Jm 81 3 v sk fh o, A 4
TR YT 4 s A B T IS S A R AT A RUTE R SR I P R I A A

(2) M fileTable H 3k B A% 75 ZE G A7 IR A0 A SO, 0 SN A0 IR 1R S, JU i 8] (V1) 2,3).

@) HWHM AN EXEAFEMRME A, REELENES B WS & (F U 4)filelnfo.
GetCacheDestination()iz [F]%} % fileInfo [¥) requestNbrs 51 3% # 53 — AN & W U5 1n) 24 5 SC 135 22 19 J 17 45 4.

(4) &5 BB ZBAE M R AU SO In N 2B 425 2 cache_list, Jf & lastUpdateTime b 24§ InH AT, 40 5L 22 47 48
— B C(C A GEAF RN, MM B30 S U7 ) £ de /N (R B A7 A (1 1) B).

IR SCA % A ) A ST S PR AR B A 1) successor b 58 B TR B i SCPE (¥ successor 75 ZEAL BRER 2 1) B
BT W R A TRE A X R OO Y AR AR SR — e B B Ay A BB Bk, b n.GetTime () 3% [ 2 i I
[i];n.Contains(fileInfo.fid) 4 b *4 i 45 £ 1¥ fileTable W& S A7EA filelnfofid SCEFMAR AR B AL IR W T

EEEMEL

n.cache_update_periodic()

1: for each fileInfoefileTable.cacheList

if (fileInfo.lastUpdateTime+T,<n.GetTime())
tmpNode=filelnfo.cacheSource;

2

3

4: while (not tmpNode.Contains(fileInfo.fid))

5 tmpNode=tmpNode.find_successor(fileInfo.fid);

6 /I tmpNode sends the fileInfo to n!

7: /I n receives message and updates its fileTable

(1) &5 x5 n s I (R A 30 T)ERAS 5 S S8 (R Bk — AN SR G A 1,2, B0 A7 SO ST TR 2400 T, T<<T).

(2) 4l mn RILTHE SKIH S48 G AE SCAT I EE BT cacheSource(V5 11 3).40 AL BT cachesource 1% 1%
SCPEE, U047 find_successor (fid), B2 7E 75 $6 AL AL 45 R A7 A AH S 8 (B 1) 4,5).

(3) H AR & ni tmpNode & 1% 57 BT H04 45 45 mi n g ml n 0BT AR OC 28 A7 SCAE, O 48 1% 92 47 SO AT i 1k
lastUpdateTime ¥ 2 24 /i i 7], SC£F J& 1 cacheSource 24 45 14 tmpNode(7: #1511 6,7).
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PEZEAE B 45 5 N2 45 555397 S0 £k 10010 HF,N2 78 N12 o HCHCHE N12 FT N5 75 N15 o s N15 76 N19 o Hi sk
P B — AP0 5 g, 24 45 5 N12 38 10010 MR 5, &5 A N2 SE 3 s AT 4R O 326 vis JE 4 NIL2 485 4, &85 4 N2 e L
fE3 2 TP ¥ &L 10010, Ul 4T find_successor(10010) 4 2% 5 845 K —Bk N15,N15 {47 10010 F)%4in,N15
3% BT B 4 &5 s N2,N2 42 5% 3C 1 10010 1) 5 373 cacheSource Jy N15 3% & S 10010 f¥) lastUpdateTime
A 4RI HF ), BB &5 3R

3 RIUKBE S

S B RAIE LR U D B (1) H BT B2 A 75 1 10 T R VA 5 G R AR R DA I
RO T A A T B BEALE A I B A, SRR LR 1SRN () 2 AN (2) B A
AN VR S5 R A A 52, SEE N Zipf e A S 4 a=1 B 2 S 5 1 D), SEER N ) 2 2 /() T
55 200 Zipf Bl Se i, 2R )5 I8 B G A7 AE AHE IS SLI0E AT 2 /NS HE NS R U I DR I S K
B 2.

Table 1 Basic experiment parameters Table 2 Balancing algorithm parameters
x1 EALRSH *x2 BHPSH

Parameter Description Value Parameter Description Value
N Number of nodes 1000 X Balancing coefficient 3
Ny Number of files on each node 5 p.q Correction coefficient 1.1
T, Searching file interval 30s z Balancing coefficient 5
T Computing load interval im k Cache coefficient 5

W Reply message weight 2 Tu File updating interval 30m
Ts Finger stabilization interval 30s W Weight of caching messages 2
Ts Successor stabilization interval 30s Wy Weight of updating messages 2
Ty Finger ping interval 10m c The cache size 10

Bl 2 AL ) T e 4 NS935 41 Bt AR 45 A N86L 1 3L I el T~ OB - A A 3 5
LA 50 45 4 B SR B L A AT 2 (H 45 1 NSO3 RN FE B K, Ol 29, S 38 V3 D R 40 1 79.7 40 1B T 45
AUNBBL NS fe /o 2, S8 3 (E A B4 B 23.2 459 8. S0 45 AR W 7 — AN Al BE ALY S IR B T gt
G5 A A8 ) 08 DSB8 5 VA R AS BB AT 45 SR 3R 217 A B R Bk, 45 0 NB6BL 7 &5 55 N593 7R Iy 7 [ o
T N2 P06 45 4% T DA P 45 a5 7 280k 38 B AR T 4, BT SR D E O ME 45 8 A R T AR v 7 1) 3 ) IR BE R I SR B
5.1 3 4 A I A Zipf 23 A (a=1) I 1) 0 2 B i 45 s NA43 15 47 30 e (G 45 45 N86 1 1) 17 3R A8 AL I k1 45 1 N443
ARER T A SO, v R G A T A & AT LR AR BROA BT I S R i A I O R A B 2767 4
JLGE S NAAS [ 5 3 s AR A5 20 Bl A BRI BRI AR 22 98 45 LL_E Zipf B 4l 45 r 0 ok 5 B R, 40 SR P I It
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Table 4 Simulation result under different cache

of nodes coefficient
F 3 4 BN F ) S A R R4 GRS R I SE B 25
No balancing algorithm k Min. Avg. Max.
Number of nodes Min. AVg. Max. 2 23 26.3 32.9
2000 16.8 40.7 489.8 3 23.5 26.8 32.3
3000 16.5 41.7 701.3 4 22.9 27.3 33
4000 15.8 43 875.4 5 23.4 27.7 34.5
Number of nodes With balancing algorithm 6 23.8 28.1 38.9
2000 24.6 28.6 37.7 7 24.5 28.3 41.9
3000 24.3 29.3 40.4 8 24.2 28.5 50.5
4000 24.9 29.7 40
Table 5 Simulation result under different Zipf Table 6 Simulation result under different weight of
parameter messages
=5 Zipf M MSECAFIN g5 R F 6 HEBUEAS S5 5 1
a Min. Avg. Max. We, Wy, Wy Min. Avg. Max.
0.8 255 29.2 36.9 23.4 27.7 34.5
1 23.4 27.7 34.5 5 26.5 33.4 56.3
15 20.0 23.6 29.3 8 29.2 39.5 65.2
2 17.6 20.7 27.4 10 30.5 43.5 81.8
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