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Survey on Key Techniques of Multi-replica Distributed Transaction Processing and
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Abstract: Data replication is an important way to improve the availability of distributed databases. By placing multiple database replicas
in different regions, the response speed of local reading and writing operations can be increased. Furthermore, increasing the number of
replicas can improve the linear scalability of the read throughput. In view of these advantages, a number of multi-replica distributed
database systems have emerged in recent years, including some mainstream systems from the industry such as Google Spanner,
CockroachDB, TiDB, and OceanBase, as well as some excellent systems from academia such as Calvin, Aria, and Berkeley Anna.
However, these multi-replica databases bring a series of challenges such as consistency maintenance, cross-node transactions, and
transaction isolation while providing many benefits. This study summarizes the existing replication architecture, consistency maintenance
strategy, cross-node transaction concurrency control, and other technologies. It also analyzes the differences and similarities between
several representative multi-replica database systems in terms of distributed transaction processing. Finally, the study builds a cross-region

distributed cluster environment on Alibaba Cloud and conducts multiple experiments to study the distributed transaction processing
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performance of these several representative systems.
Key words: distributed transaction processing; distributed database; data replication; deterministic database; cross-region replication
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replicated data types, CRDT)™**), 3 24 jial /] LA 3 ik 76 b i 20 A5 2 7 20 S L, vk A2 32 48 P iR vk 1) — Bk (consis-
tency as logical monotonicity, CALM)™, Anna [ 73X /MEFIE, 48 4% (Lattice) G ih 58, i 1 & —F0Pk.

24 FEIRH LTS

AR, A 2 A TAEXHE G IE R BN CASOE, 32 7 9F R BEHIZCER. H1in Guo 2 A WOt i Bt 8 b i
(two phase locking, 2PL)“" AT T Ak, ¥ T 81254515 17). Sundial™ 5|\ T Cache HLHHI, 75 Py 77 50 A UK 122
RIATE. CoCol™Mul 432454 epoch FTLA epoch Sk As B TTERAT, [F) I HAS T SR JT: % 425461 (optimistic concurrency
control, OCC)®" AR (I HEIR . Eris™ Vi e Kt — 3 43 I 12 0 T B JBON I 8% Hh SR ARAIE T 45 (R, b g 8% Dt 2 ok
HEHET, RN SR 42 0 1 25 45 W iSRRI S 7 1, DT ke 18 4.

i M R g5 B BV SRR S8 91 R 35 QPL. OCC) AN, HoAS & S Al ] 7 3R Ak S () 3 b Lokl
PRAE 25 70 A HLAS b L —Flff g 1 R 05 40T . SR P 6% 8 12 R 4 ol 00 ff o P 00 2 SR P A s e AT
G5 I RAE I — S EH . AR 58 P A R AE AN s LI HE R BAT, AR (SR 10 B AT AT, T v LLE e 5
PEBHET « PSS I 46 S B o 35 55 FE B, D A IR R 54 i T A R IR AR AR, Arra
Calvin & IR AL, P WA 2T Calvin (12 8 A 4005 4 FaunaDBU!'™. i 2 11 04 7238 i Paxos BY, Raft ik
(1) HERU VA AR I 500 o) (S 2800 £ 5 A P — 80, 3 T R 5 AN 1Y s e £ (¥ 5 R HE )7 AR ). Harding!™
BRBASREE N O — NGV B9 T &AL, 3913 80 7 We M R Fs vk e e, fEmah s R
EH M.

H RGBSR M MR E 2 (I 5 RAE S HIZEM IR %Y. 2PL. F T EHET (timestamp
ordering, TO)P AL 48 1) I R 5 HIEA B 5 2 A I 4545 (multi-version concurrency control, MVCC)P® 45 & £ 7]
BEAEN T 2SR, TR TR IR B NERAEATE 10 AR H AR B, W] X217 SR 3 h AU, 49040 openGauss 18
MV2PL AT IR # . X120 Fr 2 B 12, 15 03 i = 5 FR ZEAE PR M BLR AS (2PC) AR J 7 1 A0 — Bk, Bl —
fBcAt F 2PC ARG8T R AR 45 A kgt , Flin 2PC+MV2PL 5% 2PC+MVTO. X T E &I, HA#H KV
1245 1 £0 % 22, %110, DynamoDB I Cassandra, ‘EAT1## A last-write-wins ALY} [F]—A key M2 IHKE N,
AT e HART. 6T 2 R E I, AR 2 R T IR R T B v SR Yy k. o P R EOE EE Anna T lattice 1)
ACT et 7T LI G JE B 22 5 52 195 DR A LAAS [R] B0 I 08 8 R AR 0 G 1T 72 2 R R AR AS— 30 7F Biitcoin™*'rp,
G — R HRATRAT, B — AN DX R HAT I TR 7E 2 A0 2, AHEC T 10 min (%) X e AR I [, AT 383 JLF- AT DA 200
AT Fabric A F T ] 7 S0 R R 25 (SST) A1 OCC, A w45 715 il peer & T 58 T (M BRI HAT PAT LA 545,
SR G FE TR AR e AT, BAE HBAT, JE 1B 583545 MySQL Tungsten H fig 3= 5h B 1EM158, 1T PostgreSQL BDR
KI5 B MR (last-write-wins) 45 H 5. 1 78 PEHOR i 75 ZARYE T @ S ERAT IR AT 3145, 130 I R P TR
i, DA A R G DL — PR A E AR 5 PR U7 U B IF B AT AR TG PR f 8 T 000 A0 it T gt I (49
n Aria) B0 ) P8 (19140 Calvin) SKFEHEEE 2 HAT I, [7] 0 6 CR A E PE.

2.5 AThEE

I i, WA IR WRZ AT T B4 (WK 3 FioR). Spanner, CockroachDB, TiDB, YugabyteDB,

OceanBase #J& T 5¢ R B4 70 7 & NSRRI 04 g, e AT AR AS T R b R o 00 DUDASE 2 AT 138 e 77 A [) Fy — 380 ).
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openGauss, MOT, MySQL J& T4 Bl A< = WA B8l i, Horh MOT iy WAFEGHE 2. B AT BRI e 28 S il = nT A
il L e & B0k, MOT SR SR I R F il, 1fi openGauss WK A MV2PL [ 1] #2474k JF & 51 J7 . HBase,
DynamoDB, Cassandra #5524 KV TR A BR B, AN 52 HBase SR T 5 AR BELEH, 18T HFile #:47 & #l, 1M
DynamoDB, Cassandra Jy JG 3= 2244, il i 35248 52 RN 9 AT 20030 B2 i ARAIE de 24— B0 Anna 2 TE VMR 2 32 W A7 5K
o P SR AT ACT R SEIL T W 5% 4 9F. Calvin I Aria /&6 R BRI M 22 400 12, T Aira 4 F 977476k
1 52 PE AT R4 s A e AT B A U — B0k R 1R A2, Aria S AR BR AR B 9 5145, 1M Calvin it 74k
1TIE R ). MySQL Tungsten. PostgreSQL BDR. Amazon Aurora 5& 5 35 & il 22 T2 40 g 5L 008 122, #5A8 HAA o
U, I FER b 5 3k G R S 5 R 1) K S Bitcoin Al Fabric 2 25 1 48K IR K AK A 22, 52 1IN #48 LAIX
Pk B, 43 il iE POW SVEFTHE T 19 UK B T IRF— 2, Bitcoin H1 AL &) FRATHAAT, 1M Fabric i SSI Al
OCC 5L T MR I 4.

R3OMH LRGSR B IR AR S

B sy fEfl SLHRIAE S0 g —H HR
Spanner SQL Tk 4k R EN redo log TrueTime 3k MV2PL
CockroachDB SQL Wiy A ENMN binary log HLC e — Sk MVTO
TiDB SQL Wiy A ENMN binary log TSO 3k MV2PL
YugabyteDB SQL Wiy A ENMN redo log HLC e — Sk MVTO
OceanBase SQL Wiy A ENMN binary log TSO 3k MV2PL
openGauss SQL Tk 4k EM redo log TSO etk MV2PL
openGauss MOT SQL WAE F M redo log TSO etk occ
MySQL SQL T EM binary log TSO etk MVTO
HBase KV Tt EEVN HFile - = S i MV2PL
DynamoDB KV Tk i TE KV — I3k last write wins
Cassandra KV Tk 45k TE KV — I3k last write wins
Anna KV WAE Z+ KV commutative R conflict free
MySQL Tungsten SQL Tk ik 20 binary log — %3Pt prevent conflict
PostgreSQL BDR SQL Tk ik 20 redo log — I A last write wins
Amazon Aurora SQL Tk ik 20 binary log — %3Pt prevent conflict
Calvin SQL td ZF batch of SQLs deterministic Ry — Sk ordered locks
Aria SQL WAE Z+ batch of SQLs  deterministic ~ JiiJ7—3tt dep.graph
Bitcoin Ledger Tk ik 20 block of txs POW gt — 3k serial
Fabric Ledger Tk ik 20 block of txs order service  MiUF 3k SSI & OCC

RIS 2, A0 2 8o A s 15 5 4 LA Spanner A AR 43 A £ N ZERIEHE 3 . DL openGauss R
AR A = AR ZE . LL Calvin ARE R E 2 E4R 7. LL MySQL Tungsten AR 5720 & il 2 4000
FE. Lh Anna AR TN 2 EEEEFI DL Fabric 403 122 35 280 Ik A B0 12

3 RERMZEABEESHRESLERA

3.1 S RENEMBIRE

AATFEXF Google Spanner''!, CockroachDB™, TiDB HAZHI4M . —EUPEfAE . IF A4 HIEA T3 B st .
3.1.1 Google Spanner

M HIHEH) 7, Spanner KGR T 20 ) M #1224, 7€ Spanner F1, Spanserver k& H 4 J, [
Spanserver /75 100-1000 /™43 F (Tablet). Tablet 13 2 ANFIA, #4714 2 A Spanserver J:47 TR (K141 #E K7
P H.IG (zone) 1. Spanner $& 4L T HLIX 35, (region) FIAXER 2 DX IG ¥ . Tablet [ 24N Rl A2 R4 B 32 AAEH). Spanner
H Paxos iR HIX— R 4 (Paxos group). Paxos #&—FFFE 174 BAL A 0 A ol — 3Bk, A —80ikE&

AEEESTT httpe/ www. jos. org. cn
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F25. AR SRR IX L 32 B 1. Spanner £EAf5E I3 — N Z1, — AR HIA R G —MIUTE (leader).
B, X0 H IS 3R AR B %5 F 1 leader SE K.

Google Spanner Jl il TureTime SEILZEPE—FPE. Spanner A5 B — AR 45 25 SR IBUR AT 8 =0k B 10490 BRI (7],
DL A A 58 5 IR 55 4 L= 45 B2 05 R AR, D T SIZB oS B T B 18] () 25, 4 BREE BN s Hho0 B8 T R 2 1)
B IR 25 %% (time master), KX #B25KH GPS FREU (], /03873 IS 48 T 5 78 75 B 3RE B 5L I [A) ML A% K 508 4T
time slave F215, ‘C45 48— Marzullo 573 P APl A0 4430 I 55024, TrueTime APT 3 [ )i )2 A
JEAN [earliest, latest] A TCZH, {R-IF 24 A7 B SZ I M ANE BT earliest, ANEWE T latest. %5 s o 15 8] AN 2 PEUR T 24
R HL CPU (Wi 8RS, £E M [5 30 s B SR HEZ (1), I 40EAE T 108 4 ms.

Spanner SZHL TR 4%, o R LS S5 (read-write) AN 245 (read-only). X F—/NEs o B B2 'S 545,
Spanner KM SS2PL+2PC AR IE 555 IR B PR IR T2 58, R EA —/MRE S F 5 1157, Wil 2 P, a8
G- TFURINE, 2 it o WP R B 1) 20 e IS Bt e B s, 45 N I T B 3B R A R e A b, =R &5 AT
SeEE, B TR Ak 2PC $38. 11 2PC 28 1 BrB, & ke 25 A7 o8 S K23 v I AU 28 R 5 92 b, LA A A
HE P RE SR, A RPN E 1A T T BT e AR K 5 (0 5 N 5 B, IRl I Paxos R % $RAT I 5%
BANHE, RGN AT R 4 A Fi 45 BRI I [RIECR LA Ui, YR i M A A R 752
SEER RS MR IS B, R S B B, BRI 2 5 ARSI GUT 8 BRI I A1, B J5 DX L] a]
DA >4 T 1) PR 5 aR Ak v v B B — N B R IR Dy A = 25 (R34S N ()8 (S) Il i Paxos B AN —/MEAT L%, 5547
PEAT T IF] ek iok 25 (I [R) 45 15 Paxos T8 AT I (M 2. EHRAC S FF 2 )G, W38 & RAILFRAS I (M B SR BT (W& T bl
S 58FE. B S 5 0UT & BRI SOR A T 5, 183 Paxos HFH 4545 RE N H & IR
JBURR, 8 b I TR B AE Ry 2 S 45 FR AT R I T TR, & 2B e BRATIN ) 2 i 19 0 45 A8 ] AT 380 24 i 45 1)
5, XEARIE T Se itk — S
SS2PL

- 3!
. 1
1 1 2PC : Prepare 1 2PC : Commit 1
I <€ > >
! Local write ! ! |
: buffer X : :
I Read rows 1 I 1
Client -0 m T @ T
! I\ Commit write-buf & ! [
get : : coordinator info : :
- _Sklar_d_l — . RLock! ! get WLock I I
| I | I I
I Leader : ! I m ! @
| I | I
I Follower ! | |
Lo ! I \Write prepare log (Paxos)| ! Write commit@_
I | I |
p log (Paxos)
| 1 | Commit 1
Shard 2 | | Send | message X
_______ | | get WLock prepare |\, |
" Leader I | timestamp || = |
: (Coordinator) ! \.J

|
B | A |
! | 1 1 | | 1
I Follower | 1 1 1 | @ I

Write commit |
log (Paxos) !
1

@ Transaction start

Transaction end. All participants \
apply transaction at the same timestamp (S) TT. after (S)
and then release locks

2 Google Spanner 43 J1 3545 Ab B ]
X F H 5225 4%, Spanner AN N4, 112 % 4% TureTime API 3R [0 G20 7 ) lastest 1 Ay i% 13255 45 i i B ).
TR LS5 0 DA BB A T DULEAT AT S 3 R AR 44T [, Spanner W E& 41 T BET-HRIR 132, 2 7 v s
PR S 8] A B — AN WA YE L XS T4 TrueTime API ) Spanner 1 55, 4347 20 (1) BRI SRR 25 2 SE L.
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3.1.2 TiDB

TiDB H W47 2 /2 TiKV , KV BEX 1% key PI9 AR 2 73 i (TiDB #8224 region). T4 TiKV 74 % 4
region, B/ region ZEANA] TiKV B 2 /NHIA. 5 Spanner B&H AN ))&, TiDB 1§ H Raft [7]20 region W 1 4.
Raft J& Paxos [FSGIEML, LL Paxos TE45% 5 2Rk, - HL T BASE A F AT 45

TiDB i#ijd TSO (timestamp Oracle) SZELZEYE—S0ME. TiDB 19 8B )2 8 P 42 b 20 4 SR 32 I IR 45k 45 B
Loy LA SR ME— HOR R R AT, DA A R R4 R AR I 58 JE I, Gk B 2 vk — Bk g0, 76 TiDB I,
TSO k45 #BE1E PD S8, A S S5 AETFUR I #5251 TSO RINTE 25 T 4R i )4 (start TS). Bk, F55 44T
G B T A PD SRER A [k 4IRS . TiDB SR F b ok 845 4 B s 1k ) X1 2 48 5294, 3F HL, PD cluster F
3 AN ALK, I Raft PRSURAEZES, PD leader ™ /A= (R I 6] 8™ M KT Z 1™ A2 TR I [R) K. £ TSO LR LIE
N, TiDB W LASZIRER PE— 3tk i 4b, TiDB B4 HRF AL — Bk 145, 45 7E1RAC I To 75 19 PD REUR [HIE, Kkt
PR HEIR TG, FEUL—BEZ T, RA 4PN 5 NS AN S A AR I, A RECRUE 55 I3 AS M7 15 .45
MR AT PR ¥F—30. BT TiDB 8 A S R AN BHE FEAMB BRI R,

TiKV (K545 % H )52 Google 7 BigTableP” 148 Fl #] Percolator #5744 0 £k K A HE M F1 4544 .. TiDB Bk
N R B 25 (snapshot isolation), 37 FFis R AT (read committed). 4535 TSO WM ELHITE 2 — sl =2 1E N

o, BRAATT R TR AT X FH 5510 Asyne Commit Fl 1PC $838 TEME, 45 FIJIEIR K T 42%.
3.1.3  CockroachDB

CockroachDB 7E & iilJZ L T 5 Spanner AR 23 - NS IS4, AT H] Raft & # &N HIEHE.

M—E 4 K1, Cockroach BEHEA 1 FH TrueTime, %Al AL 1 TSO, X BRA & TCIEX 5 H S
A E ). PR, AN B B IE ST M — Bk, B0 TR AT BE LR £ 1 — Bk, Cockroach 48 FH TR G i 45 i 4
(hybrid logic clock, HLC) SARA BB A I HLik 27— 2. CockroachDB K T MVTO [ &4 77 X, JF
SEIL T A AT AR B G . 6 T AR R R IR R 4, HLC Jov I = 45 AR 10 58 S5 U, AR AT RURCEDS [ — 4 key
AR R R 2RI 3. DA T ik i — X, CRDB E T — AN SRR KIN 8] 22 maxClockOffset , R —A~3 5% (1T
YR TR R 10, 13 0B R 08 (105 B A1 £1 395 /2 10 < 1 < 10 + maxClockOffset , CockroachDB FANIA Hy J& i3 £
Tk B AR ES R, TR A A DRI DAy R 42 90 1L P (B A O 2 A4 214 T 2 4% 0 SR 1) B TR AN AR, by 255 1 R — A
1R, CockroachDB KT 10 B8 A LL #1 WITAT R — ki) —AMEL, I3 )5 25 5%, AR5 R AN & 0 FELANAR, BLB TG BRI
Jitl 8 B T K.

HLC JEARTE3E, & B F 3BT I 0 0250 55 I T 1) ) R AN B 2 vk — B0k, TRrE BRI AN R G &, X Tl RS |
RIFRBFIE. FR& 3 N4 T T2 f T3, T2 5248 T1 FrglR$AT, BASMBRRCHR. B T1 1 T2 7EAT I ] A
SEIRTEA RS 7% La 8, HLC JRiEks i 9% T1. T2 RAEMZEEN Y, Bk 73 T He & s e 72 T 45 R
BEAE] T1 MPATE R,

3.2 2ERIRENEELIRRE

iR 4y A 5 B E Google Spanner. CockroachDB F TiDB AN 42, openGauss & 4= Fl| A == M 2 &
2. openGauss A& 5N TF R T Hi—ARITIRE FE R G, SCRFEANLFI— 3= 2 45508 U5 3%, 3T T30 28 DX 3 A s
£EBE. openGauss FH K H 2 ST HIZEM, 215 moRelb 450 SR AR F0 58 05, 4K s P22 A 31 1 e 2000 ) A
A, TRzt openGauss [ AFEIASGT 7118 5 JE AR AR S, I AER K. X224 15 openGauss figl
BRI BEASFE AL SR P SR, AN 0 AR B 22 74 I b [ 20 ) B, AN AR 5 1 R0 5%, DRA B ) SR AR i
BT AT AR B SR, FLaR TR T A AU koK, M DA TR S5, RIS AT s AN S RF IR A, RUE R
A0, BT LAk RETE 2.

openGauss MOT (J& i #K MOT) & —FiFET openGauss Z0H & 1 A7 518, W34 0 ik 4058 08 10 2% 4%
(FDW) #1742 H., Fll openGauss Hii43 48 [F] 1) 5 HI 4K . MOT J& —Fh B N AEDLALER, BN 2 1% NUMA R it
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1T TR, A TRE— D3 4 e IR, MOT A 1 SR ML K 3  (OCC) 18 A & k= H 5L, MOT
S AbE S N 3 AN BE: © BREU BE: FDW ¥ openGauss M 4T Y 25 i SR 5 e it MOT WAL R FIH1E, 4
AN FEAE T WA P RAEIL AR, @ O TERT B S 4506 S0 5 0nt, an SR aetg s Th /i, Ik N3RAZ B B, 45 )
AW LL. O PRATHY B W UF 45 AR, 45 35 45 e 5E g, WU B I A = 2% 55 1 8500 R AR v 3, i R 4 Y
AL, 5 S5 U AR AT B EH . RIS, 275 0 ) 0T 0 o 327 b (5 5 SR ) BT s b, DURIE R AR —
M RE IR I B ST, XA S5 A BRALHI TS Ak, S T AT S5 25 A0 21 (R L a s AR A B 8, S o 45 Ak B
MU 3G A TS AR M R 3, 7R 583 5 R B ek e R AN EE.

33 MREMZERGEIERE

33.1 Aria

ME ISR KT, Aria® e 2 F 4B, Aria ST A Rl A SO0 CE 200, FEREANTY i A7 IO SR 12 1 4
AR AN T3 A N B NRIA, Aria (95— AN RIASE ] DAL BE S B 4F . 6T R4 I 3 5 84, LR R
B IR IR AR HEAT AR BRI AT, Mgl 109 265 38 45 R85, AR, H T[] — 5 2% T 241 2 A RIIA L3AT, 1 Aria A1)
PAFAEETURPAT (FIBK) 7] .

Aria ST @A —S0ME. Wil 3 PR, Aria £ THEK (batch) J8 9 Mgk AT 52 ) [H) 20 16 5 45 A BRATL I,
RIS 1 20K — A batch 34 S 4T A #4 FR A OO LAY 5. B, 32705 sl 2l 30 304ty UKk
KM FSE K. 24— batch (S WLAZ G, ST SUIIHE T AR IR € AR 2 P HE T HU0 (R4 i R HE 7
S8 RPN I 5 451 SROBEAT A0 2 P HE . 0 5 Tk HE P 0 45 R A A T AR BT — B0 5 45 AR (AT IR
J7. R T AR ) (R R, 285 AH ) 6 5 45 40P E U, 25N 32719 A5 IRDRE R R Je 241 batch 12 T IA $58 — 3507, M batch
WA BERE, A RIATE—A batch W INEIA A BE Tk —B01); (RN batch SN FER, A RIA A Gl 2 T
batch i& BRI S35, B Aria 231 T T batch (97— 30

Batch

\\;*

&
<

Y

Client 1

Replica 1

Replica 2 Ordering
A

Client 2

K3 Aria $ 55 A0 PR R

Aria (IS HAT 20 A PIANBT B © SATHY B SRS AERAA A A TR AT S48, BT I SE SO AE R A A7 P ik
7, ARACE B . RN, FEPAT I BE, ol B AR & i B A & A 4 a5 4R P RA7 255 1D BRI B i
3K, LASEAE ] —HER A RAESE S EA. @ $EAZR Be: AEASIE A, AR b S A DAL A 20 W =595 2 1] IR R 2R
REG5 ZNAAFAEPR IR, W% 55 4 ) BN —HER AT, 750, R s P A2 208 7 v . DAL, T — A RIA L1
FEHKUL, P 5555 R AT U S A e AN — 2.

JIAN, Aria RIS AT G L A RIS AR A WAW (5)55) OB RAW (825 5) HO. & 7Aok
Ui, UAHS HHAMFEZEAAATEOWAW B, @17 RAW WK, HAAATE WAR (5 J5 1) A, =45 1) DL
AL AR, Aria SR T 3055 P AGE, A MLCA, iTASRACHE 2 (15155 Xt 1% batch 2% 1121
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T, ¥R TS TR NLEIE P S ) TS HEIR B N —HERPAT, B — 3 TS at.
3.3.2 Calvin

CalvinJg T2 F R HI4H, BIREASTY A A EI A, #nT DL 5 18K, A2 14444 L, Calvin il Aria K
) A A R A ] 1) R S 0 B 2R B ) £ B, Calvin W& X 77 R %R 1) SQL i SR kAT 5241 A )2 K
KA, Calvin B T FEE/NRIA ST oAb, IS T 3G SKIHET 2, BT 109045513 Sk i 22 280 He e TR AT o
HEP 5 A R FF U HAE AT AR, Calvin WS T 25T batch (07 —EPE.

45 Aria AR, Calvin [/ 325 e 1) S R 2000 I 2% 77 St oK, A2 445 103 5 4R, Calvin £ batch Y
WCER % i ROR IRV 3K, TR SR 2 AR B & 171 iR )2 34T HE . Calvin X T-—> batch (19 &
55 R 2 PEBCHE P HURIEAT HE . i TP 2 S50 i I R F 5 ML 5 48, Calvin ] DL 45 10T LA AH
I = 25 R B 1A P AT At o MR, 3 S 45 T B IR TR K, TR i RGN TR % 5 2 1 28 5L,
Sk B A R S M A7 8 5 RO ) 100 38, T AR 2 RN 22 3 e P X LA IR ) e A (L e P s P A IR D e
PRAUEF45 A JR T ORUE T 5545 10— B4 JR) 22 BIAS TR — B0k, H0m 2 20 A0 BRI — KR .

34 REEHIZERMBIRE
3.4.1 PostgreSQL BDR

PostgreSQL BDR (bi-directional replication) +& Hi 2ndQuadrant JF % 1% 3232 4 & #ilfig vk )5 %. BDR BA mi ]
RIS, TR 22 S5 20 v DATE AT 799 R0 5 (MRS e SN & #3845 A 26 2. BDR BRIAR H v 28 4R S i,
PR AT S 3L TR AT M A7 =X, AN R A Skt hik 2 2 i A A 7 X, AR AN S R R 5 R U
TR/ 5 ORI I i S 2 52 ) B PR A M A8 2 )5 T 1 HAth =7 s AT B0, X R 7R RS I A] |, &S 32715
LA BRI AN ).

T2 T 52 5 I 28R SR 156, Tfa] A BT 58T FE . PostgreSQL BDR i i J& 5 1 (last write wins, LWW) £§
W SR AR B P5E: M 7E 2 AN R A I B ONIE AT G i SR IS g, 22 A1 A AR 3 2% B2 28 1 I TR Bk B e S BN
TR —AN. R X Fh S PT Re 4538 5 SRAE 2, I B TEAR TR 32795 s E 2R — BURPIRAS, DRI A2 0 — B
T 2 AR AL — B ) 22 5 — 8 2o 3 50 SO AR R 4R, B PostgreSQL BDR il A2 fe & — S, o T ik S5,
PostgreSQL BDR IS4 T I % #2554 (CRDT) F! Eager Replication P54 J5 28, Ay 8 54 B0l 22 FA) b 4537 55
PP BT AT 225K (56 2.3.4 A4, Ja ook B 5 I IT4.

3.4.2 MySQL Tungsten

Tungsten Replicator ¥ 14 MySQL S53% = & IR 1K T B, Btk 2 Ab, fh 22 m) DASZReAS A0 2 1Al 1)
S| (Oracle, MongoDB, Vertica %%). /[T PostgreSQL BDR K] LWW 5 4b 2 J5 X, MySQL Tungsten X H
Discipline!®" ()77 sk i/ 4 5€. Discipline 5 W& (1 5 BEAE T 352 FAF AT SUAS I R PR DUIRE G 5, s AN 1Y 2
PRAT A B PR R RAESCE. B, fE— N2 A 3 AT 4501 MySQL Tungsten 5|2k, REAS T35 A48
A 3K, Fr P AR T R R B A B RS R4 A R 1 A . 7 Tungsten 1, AT
RIS SRS — A IR S, 4 — A OB S I v] LA SR (R 0, 0 SR A A A2 R b 42
B A7 s, B AT i FHAF, 75 W, Tungsten K434 A TG e U 1O Uk 4 22, 40 2 7R % MySQL
Tungsten 1 PostgreSQL BDR [R]F A2 i /2 £t 24— B (1), Tungsten X F{ %+ Discipline ML BAR AT LA G pp o,
R T EAT A R 4 50 e A BN G4t T B v SR, [ B A b B o AT SR i, P AT R s it el B I
Ui 7T R, RAE IR IEK.

3.5 T EREEIRRE

Annal" 2 AH TR KAERF ST — AN o0 A X A7 RO R B RS 454 (Lattice) 414 RAFAE RS20 & IR
A, VLS RAVTE RN B8, IHEH Actor AR RS, & AR& S R, sl &
T i R 0 B 23 A R

Anna [¥] Actor A FH i A5 ikl 208 16 2 18], AT HIAT W] 521 K7 10 2 £ SRR B Actor 585085 23 X
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Actors JE B HEATEEAC e, 445 52 Actor [R5 SE B A% 15 45 Bl A0 B 1) FoAth =ML, AN Actor PRSI IRFFAEE T
Lattice FJEE 458, BT Lattice 15 ACI J& 1k (associativity 4541, commutativity 22 #e 1, idempotence FZ5 k),
XLRIET Actor (RN BATIR . FHHITFIEAL SO0 N AR —30 B, Bk 3 MESS1,S2,85, X TRkIH4E
BEH A O S US,=85,US |, @858 (S1US)US3 =8, US,US3), @F&M: S,us,uSu...=5,.
AR AR TR ACTJEAE, 20 IR T3 B AEIR . B HE AL UL T HOIS 5 45 AR A

FARK L, Anna (AN RIAR A Aok A 20 B ARER I M8 NI SR, X S SRR 45, I 45 s 2 &
M AE E4E changeset, A2 U618 5 S A7 50 A — BN T7) P S () SRR 0T G BRI i) &5 BRI, A4l Ay AR
AR BB AT & 0T, IR LA R4S 2 RS 0 DT IR LR B W AH D ML, IR AR B4R, A A N A F AL
SR 2 BT D, IR I B PR B T A T B A MRS, T Lattice %6 I 58T (19 M) 3 A BURK, PRI b B A6 - )
AR CAAN [) B89 M 22 M50 56 38, B AT T ] LG TIE ) A 2 ) 09— 350k, 6 2 e e — 38Utk &l 4 Fiow, Rl 2 (replica 2) Y
Bk A% )55 2 (client 2) IS VRS R wis wa, FIA 1 (replica 1) Y25k A% 3 1 (client 1) (5 AE R w2,
w3, LI EAT A T rh SOR 2. — BN A]JS replica 1 F1 replica 2 3% [ AN (AL 514 K 4 077, %68 7543 1A Lattice
(1) ACT JE AT IS G 915, BN TR &R B —8URIRA.

@ Lattice (meet ACI) — -» Merge conflict l;l Execution order of write operation
—> Write operation O Consistent state ( } Conflict state
Client 1

Replica 1 (@ )—(&5) @

-

Local changeset w2, w3| _ -
_ -~ Merge

-

\/
-\
~

N
y|Local changeset w1, w4| Merg; N m
- .
.~ Al
Replica 2 (@ )_/\ @ ’ @

4 Anna 4B REE

Anna i [ Lattice 77 X AR VFH 7 B E SO R AR P2 8 IF R A F ValueLattice )4 JFB#h, MM LA E
B, TR s PRI R Gt fg. X TR — 3, Anna H] MapLattice (5 0 %% /7 A 22 1D, {6
J 5 RAIL ID KB ARAR S ) FRoR w4 iR A5 H MaxIntLattice (JG % 33, & R EUE R AT
MHT G E M EUR K E) £ow, Bk 5 MaxIntLattice JSHE R EA 3381, 7T LU SRR R B3 A 5. )
BRI P e XK Lattice #Ji PairLattice, Bl (MapLattice, ValueLattice).

2% P i ACBEPAT -8 05 BRI, B SE R0 2 H IR [ A, B0 5 AREE ID 6 RV AR A, I8 A
B A S TR 4 (ValueLattice) —iE 5 A\ JlR%54%. S8 PairLattice )4 I iR 4% 5~ U7 /E H T PairLattice.
B P4~ PairLattice P(a, b) 1 O(a, b), W P ¥ &40 K+ O Ia &8, I84 P(a, b) KIRERBE O(a, b), &5
R Pla, b), RN O(a, b). Witk P FI O BT S EE AN AT LA (R A 5%), TBAX PN R T IR B,
i REGIH N (P(a) U O(a), P(D) U O(b)) (FHRAIF).

Anna T35 U 2% R R SRR L FRBR B ). XTI AL, Anna MR R S A REL_ LR rh S I EERE A
BIFRAS R T TS, IXAIR T AR B AR AR A HIAE B E R G . RIS IR R —20 14 Lattice 41540

wl T4

Client 2
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B, SCILE DRSS ) Lattice 416 K78 55 45 1) [ # 1) MaxIntLattice &4 T 7R ) & ] 27 () MapLattice. H
PairLattice [l merge B %(%} MaxIntLattice (W [0]#8) #EAT LL#, 3K ValueLattice 15 i 15 55 R a1k 6} 3 1)
ValueLattice. Q1R I [BJEEARSE, W B RAE X L AR TR R — 3 & R I, TEXFMEOLT, #8H ValueLattice
& B, N T AREEAT, T AT ZPT LA EE, Anna 328 F & a2 v 45 DUSE IR, 6) -7 52 132, Anna 224!
TR i B A0 %, 25 45 B R — i s I, e R 2 i 2B A2 T A A IR A ST IR LR 2 40 0 1)
Lattice 4155 5L TR AC I Lattice 41RUARIH]. Anna )& 7T DAV BB, SRS, SRS, A CS%UH
J A O I — B

3.6 [XER$E: 2 EZRMAIIKARRE

DX Bt A5 AR 2 A A SR I, LA AT Bitcoin™ Al Fabric®™. WA HIZH LR, WEHZEZ
SHIAEH, 2 AN ST RS IE R F 45 ok B YR — AN R A RIAS, IR0 030E S (R S LS T
SR P22 AN [ 00 a2 T S AR B B — e 1) 22 ) A 43 A1 2 B5His P oh 1 s A AT 1, S AR Py 250
BEEEAENA P HE. BT SO R S 558 8, — UG B — AN, XS SUER YR 35 55 BT 19 35 55 B EE AR
WA R PTG AR ). X BB A X R S AF AR LA, & I b A — Sl RE S R AL B E S E AN F S, @
THS LT B PATIH TREEE, (8T HAT4 5 B

X Pl i FL VMU ORAESEAN RIAS B — B0k, 55— A X s BEAR LURe 2, B T X o h Aty
25, FESETRBU b A2 AR B i R B a0l (BRT) A AL IR SO AR AL IR, i@l A8k, W C1ER
UEW (POW) RIS & BE B (PBFT)Y). Bitcoin FJLUUHLAI T 2L POW. POW P S #5015 14, 1
SEH S 5 ) A A B b LB B AE R SE R RS . Bitcoin MBI IXEER PN — e FEEE LR T BRI A
. T Fabric PIENLHIMG T 4f 854050, W LARIE A RNY 535, SCRe st YRR eS8 (PBFT). Raft 582 Fipisl.
DX B 28 4008 B —BOE 9SSR WA 7R ZAB AT IR EE T AL 2 U I8 s, AR RS B s i i — 380k £ B ke i,
Fabric & F| P IR 452K 52 28 25 (4 SRy, B — 3P, 17 Bitcoin W 24— N5 miE M T A B LAEE, ¥
B IINEE IS, B HAR Y R AL BT RO HES R 3 55 U AT AH Y 245, DRt Al MU — B0

FEHROr X BBE R A8 Sy 15 ERATIAT (K. B A0A4E Bitcoin 1, —ANX e (KH0AT IS Tl £EZ FP 2, — AN X R 772E
T EL 10 min ], BT LSR5 B PAT 50 23 (R Is] 18] JLF- R LS AN T, 78— SRR Re & A I X P, &2 5 2
[ L G A HPRES, BT LLA T ORIEAS 5 AT 45 SR B0 2, AR R HAT, IXEEPAT R Be & L I 45 SR — e 21l
SE I, 7500, AT B KOz IR B HE L H Fabric!™SE R B EE R IE R HR, 4HH T 0] 7 514k B B BE 25 (SST) A1 OCC,
BT AR A peer TSR AT BRI FAT HAT HA M 7 5%, SR J5 58 T 0P 3531 eAT, SiE LT, Ferabphse
B IXFEN DUSEI— AN RO AT AT, S m T R G AR P R AR, (R IR AR T R R, ST
Fabric 1) 5545 abort AR A Y,

J34h, Bitcoin 1 Fabric #8ANSCRESF Fr. 43 v A8 0 4 s o0 Al N8 e vl i Re PRIV R BER, 78 X Bl rp sis A7
JUA PR 7 DX R f SEBL A F, D625 R 0 44 FP a2 4 A5 1 BB R o B a5 R s BY, g POW AR R
BEII1) 50% &1, 1fif PBFT WIEESKGEEIT 2/3 (19799 s 8O WSE IR, BRI 23 1 S 75 ORAIE 23 v J5 R4S i (R 46K
2RO AR RSE . FE— S R 4 A B E (40 Spanner) H, 54 B 1S4 4 AS T BAE ] 2PC SR AR IR T,
H 2PC TR AIFE AT IR, 1 DX P 75 B A i, R AT B o, WA AT LA A 5 1) 52
AT AR, T5 55 | N — 2835 (P BOR G B 2 1 3545 R AR 77 ). Lt Ethereum?2 51 T — ANl Casper'”
PIRSUVE y JERH LI A AT B, Bk A A A, SR US04 45.

1 JUFERMIL T A2 2 T B A I DX HUE R4, 55 b B2 A FE O T, DX HRBE RS 55 b B AR L&
FEY (order), $4T (execute) AR (validate) JLANHBE. — kB, S0 IR BOR A AEAE R A EICARBEAT Y, 1
HEFFFIAAT B BRI e 23 701X 28 R 48 BEAT 25 b AN R A0 4. AR X LB B 24107 20, FRAT I IR L R4 2K 00
PLF 4 Fli424), 435 order-execute-validate (OEV), execute-order-validate (EOV), order-execute-parallel-validate
(OEPV), execute-validate (EV). (1) 7 OEV 4~ F 45 ##2 AR R ER AT AT, ASZHEI R F 55, A HIZ M1
AR YA Bitcoin, Quorum'™”, ResilientDB 4%, ¥ Al ] X B4 Quorum 7E LA Dy HLfll_F¥ A 1K) PoW 3T Raft
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MIFLTL R — AT BAEPAT R AR 35 55 A e, ARG 35T Raft JLIRPMHAT SN, geRr—380k. mitk Rt g4
PEIX Y ResilientDB $2 H 7 —Fh B0 R HOFE & BE A LR MY (GeoBFT), 7 RUIRE MU R4 B BRI 43 b 2 AR
BE, REAERELE ] PBFT %3tk Ax 2 45 16 i, AR5 5 HAN SR BF AT 5, Je 08 LR, 4 fy— 5tk ByShard™
S AN TR EE A RGNS HELE, ‘B4 ] shard+OEV [I44H, J£ T PBFT WM SZBIILR, I B85k
Mo T —Fh orchestrate execute 12 (OEM) SRALFE £ 4> F 4%, £ i BER3A B s 7 2PC F1 2PL. b4k,
SChain"" 2 Hi T Fl i {14 (1 SOEF (order-execute-finalize) 4244, 525t EATIE T OEV 4444, He A (1584543 i 2 A
PATES EIATHAT, I HCRRE 2 A HIF R IAT S5 SO T B BHATHA, $em T A RN S SR A . (2) 4
EOV ZMF, —AH =5 e IHATHIT, RIS THE Y, &5l OCC Rlllph 5. 5/ EOV LM 1) R4 Fabric
SlimChain""""%%. SlimChain f# Fil i 4M 76 FIIFAT AL B 3 R G0 i 4 vk &0 T —FhiE R R e B 3T BE 1
A5 W AE IR A K877 28, I BATH T PoW Fl Raft BHFM LR 5. (3) 76 OEV 2 idknt b, SeBlHEFRY B
AT B BTSRRI OEPV %244, Fabric SSIV2 gl fiFH] 11X PR b4, 9545 25l [R B R 45 HE PP 1 s RIpAA T4
2, SoJE AR HE I R AT 45 AT B0AE, FE ELAE T SSI RAR U F 45 ph 5. (4) BeAb, 1 1T X BBt NeuChain 42 H T
—Ff order-free [f] EV B84, &0 @ PEAT SIN T X HE o, R R e PRy s SO 45505, R epoch &
SRR, W BT AT B O B HE D R, KRR T RS RE.

4 ZEIADHRABIRENTEUNS 5

41 ZHRE

(1) HEFF

o 5 DX AR AE BN E: ARSI X SR SE B AT AE SRR 1 . VR YIFN Al i B L 25 IR 45 3 L. ok 7S L, BT 1
B 2E R G HIBATHE ecs.r6e.8xlarge, 32 #%, 64 GB, CentOS 7.6 K45 % b, 52 A5 B MR LB 1T 7E ecs.r6.
8xlarge, 32 1%, 64 GB, CentOS 7.6 JIR 555 b= DX 3 [a] () Bl 2715 s a8 Wz, AP 5848 — R &0 100 Mb/s,
A DRI UL IR 25 85 T 1ok R P T 42, JCA1 56 K40 20 10 Gb/s (L3 4).

*4 LRFER

X 45§, KR EYIL T
RS BRI E ecs.rée.8xlarge, 324%, 64 GB
TR M LA E ecs.rb.8xlarge, 32#%, 64 GB

BAERS CentOS 7.6 0S
i A 100 Mb/s, FARI10 Gb/s

o 5 AZ ZETFICE: 4 T R EHs PEAE I 2% 4 A RGPS5 T IO MR BB 48 FR, AN SCAERS AZ (availability zone, R
AR XN 1) 2 AN TR IX) S0t T o6 i BEREAT T 00K, ol 22 2R g AL 2 0l e T 5 I DX 3 s N A TR
[P I E R IR 45 b o8 T U B AZ B R a5 TR R 246 G IR, AN SO, HI0He R Y U I FA R 1 B, X 4 v
2910 Gb/s. BRIMBE DL, SR MRS 2515 MU LA 23 29 1 S s, LI 4845 Si 4 10 Gb/s, 0T gk fe 07 480 A2 i 72
T SRR IE R BT RN I 55 2% B 5 ).

(2) M7 4L

® YCSB (Yahoo! Cloud serving benchmark)"* & — 4 H Java SZELI A T IR 4% it (f) L v il © B, s — A4
“usertable” 3, FHEH 10 N F B (HAERINAZ, YCSB o] LUl i IDBC H4E % 22 Fh#edi e 11 32 7. YCSB $24it
T EM ARG, ASCERLT YCSB-A, YCSB-B, YCSB-C #H4T T HllIA. J YCSB-A 2 50% 1%, 50% *5; YCSB-B
N 95% 1, 5% H; YCSB-C 4y 100% 3. MRIE R, Mt BeE o 100 J7, #AFBCRBE N 50 1, SRR
EFEHBIN I E N 256.

® TPC-C' VP B AT ICHL 45 A BRI AT, B4 T 50 2 2% 10 3545 9 B 4hAT. A0 {# FH BenchmarkSQLY %t
R FE FE AT MR, K warehouses 1408 Bk 800, REAN DX IR E AU BRI B R 200, HiH new order F
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payment ZF45- [ LLH % 5 50%, IR FRBRAG A1) TPC-C ¥t 45 k.

(3) WL RS

o 73 E ARG HE E: A SGERIT CockroachDB (Ji5 3L #% CRDB) Al TiDB 1% P54~ 814 (1) 43 1 32 MBI
ARG, WIS BB 1 R 4. ASCS [ CRDB B W45 H IR E Y, K5 CRDB L 9 45 41 3 Bl A 72
TR, o R B Y/ 55 DX I 288 B D 28 7 B RGEISAT I 5. TiDB B LA 9 719 550 3 WilAR I 7 2

o AR A2 N BAL IR I A R T B E R G, A SCIEI T openGauss MOT HEAT 54, H-F MOT JGik
IR A W LR BAT IS IX 3 — E P A58, 7ER R 388 T MOT (60— 5 P A SRR, I3 st 10 375 K U 4350 K
TR BRI AR Rk R IR K D TR RIAR R, Hoh o T CRAE S50 i) ik 45 385 ATIRa L Ta) i 407 2K, Tk A )
DAL 8 J A 1) 7 % #2 31) MOT 43

o Z T AR ASCERET Aria F Calvin AN LR (R A 2 RS 1 R 48, TR e 004 BT R 1V f o
I e il AR R 7 S B AR . 72D Aria A1 Calvin 1N, ASSCRH T ERIAM 3 5 S E, H T 28 MNkAE A
KA F LR, FEIE—35 CPU HRAE MR . RIERIFLCT s 7% K. Aria 1 Calvin f# FH — & S A2k
PR RS ) R R I, PATHIS AR, REFHASL AR RRITAS B, B, AT S
CRDB “534i% FE A 2 AT X 51, B CRDB 253040 22 i) 32 1 5504l 2 R Bh A0 T 45 A8 FL AR BRI, R Y L —ANF 4%
SERZ G, B P A4 Rk — AN, 10 Aria F Calvin (IS AT HF GRS B, FEOBRER 2 AR BB RS EAN T
. AHAE R R, ASCEFAEHLR KD (batch size) S 2000 [T E FHEAT YCSB MR, 7£ batch size 24 500 [
B NHEAT TPC-C MR, AEIXFEMIECE R, B PR IR 45 8% 1) CPU AT SRILACHT LA $1) 100%, B RIHLEE 17820 R .

o ST TR B 1 A SOk $E T PostgreSQL BDR (J5 Ui Fk PG-BDR) 1y 5745 5 15 22 = 4244 (148
Fe, AEASCIz v, SR 3 A S A (K 9.4.12 WA PostgreSQL A1 1.0.2 i) BDR HE4T 1L &

o LA 2 T QMBI 1 AR SCEFE T Anna B R 48, SR A AL TR rh R & HIEER A (CRDT) (0L
PG5 A FEHLHRA — 2 PRER k. AEARSCE R T, REBICKA 3 795 4 (FIA) Bl E JuE. Resilth, 1T Anna A
YF S, WA EERUE YCSB 72k, T LAIRATN Anna YEARRDREAT TS, VRN T 0 545 10 S, FRAE IR B
Y YCSB iR,

o DX HUBEHHR E R 4t ANSUIEIN Fabric 15 X SR 500 2 R AR TR, b 7 FIILAdo0] T 2 Ge R FF— 3L, Fabric
WK 3 79 R S

RN, BT 2RI A R EGE PE RS AN BE— SO R 45 R AR B I (% 22 85, fR bR X
L ZG I A SLA AT IR SCk [57] A SE36 U7 sXHFE T MVCC 1 2 RSz Bty =X, SCik [77] BF98 T 34 =9
I REBEHIEVE. TR NSRS, Re IR S BN R R G 10 A IL55r. B TR AR, A3 22
R ZELPE SR 7], BT DU 75 B0 I R PRl S b AT S S B AT 4R M0, ARSI T 5% 22 @A 43 A SR e R 48,
HAr g4 b2y X B R SRS AT R e b T-22 )70, Ji LA LS B IX e 345 Ab B AR S8 ) 1 A SLRp k. BRI,
FEMRR R o, A SCHBA TR — DRGSR 2 RGN TAENLHL AR, TATAENR IR, AR5
0 P AR 55 21 A IR T R IR P P I 45 s 5 2 %o R RIIRAR AT L. 53 40, 50008 1% A I F I 30 15 7 FE 48— 47 100 Mibss,
FARAN TR R G AE M (0 0 48 5 PF (R — B0 ARSI 48— 3 BIAS N REAT, DAGRIIE Bl AR 30— SORN B0 2 45
T AT, Bt 2 Ah, B R GERE BRI S A AR R 4 AR R — 8, B RGE BB AN R, L LS
B, RATRELRIE T & AN RGN BE (1) 2 P 1.

4.2 i EExTEL

T VPG R G XIRIR BT T P REFRAR, ASSCAEBE X (TR O SRR RCER) 3 50 R e 36 4.1 T
P2 BN 1 GO B FEEAT T I, SEaG &5 SRan &l 5 s,

T BANEEME YCSB-A 7%, TiDB AU b R P I T AR Al (L H Al L RER
22.75-136.42 1%). CRDB £ L T BAR A&, b MOT 1% 2.08 1%, tb Aria 1% 2.16 %, Lt Calvin 1% 2.38 f%. %}
T CRDB KUt 1% & P FLAH 19 2PC 43 A 2N &5 3R WL T 15 2 8- 42 30 il B P 7 e 2 AR IRGB AR, 7R85 X383
BN RS MERE IR B K. Anna 76 S ERAE ELBIA KK YCSB-A 5038 R AT i Ak o0, 32 Rk JLdE A (135 1
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T o S HIE AR (CRDT) 15555 A BEHLA, 615 3555 (K ph 58 & I SRR B, 15 2 ATDRE VIR 2 55 152 5 B th A
XA, T34k, SR X HUE 2R 4t Fabric PERERBUEE, 1X0E PRl DXCHRBE AR 46 (1 9 R A2 B ¥ 3 AN 1. PG-BDR R B
TR AR LR, B S LB A BRAR, PR RER IR AL e, X TS S A A AT, (H TR =,
AE [ I 20988 249 s A T A [ 55 5 55 4 SR mT e ANAH ]

Il CRDB TiDB W MOT Aria Il CRDB TiDB W MOT Aria
[ Calvin ¥ Anna [ Fabric H PG-BDR @ Calvin ¥ Anna [ Fabric M PG-BDR
1000 1000
& 100 | 2 100 |
g g
E 10 510
g E
2 1 3 1
=
F
0 0
YCSB-A  YCSB-B  YCSB-C YCSB-A  YCSB-B YCSB-C
(a) YCSB &t & (b) YCSB #:FEIR

[l CRDB TiDB W MOT Aria
I Calvin [ Anna [l Fabric [l PG-BDR

1000 g 500 1200
mm Throughput
@ & 400 -@- Latency 1000 o~
£ 100 S 300 800 £
g X 600 &
AT 2 20 400 2
= S 100 ~
S 200
o
1 £ 0 0
YCSB-A YCSB-B R R R S
&P TP
<
(c) YCSB F iR (d) TPC-C 77k B AIZEIR

5 BEIRATR

WE 5(c) o, i 72 P50 1 5 (TR L CRDB I 4.35-5.07 1%, X &R H R A2 R i, Komk 7
&AL ). B MR PEAE B R 3 T (AR A1 22 T CRDB Al MOT, 33 2% PR Ay fff 1 50 P o 2 4
U b 1) AN RSURIE TS AR, T T 0 W 4 0 A R, 1K TR AEIR ; 1% T CRDB 1 MOT KL, HFi 1
BN Z, A7 RN EE R RN ZE AT G B T USE A 45, TiDB fE &3 P E B N34 1R (5 iR L
HABST LG RS 1.66-58.59 £ BRAEIR L ALK Lh R 1.82-322.91 £%), IXJ& FIA I 2PC F4- 32T ML T we s
1), X P R 48 Fabric oy i3S SEIR X 43 T, {H AR B A R G0 B ARG IR 5 s, aX 2 | T 5F oy e IR T IX D
45 Aib P FE R HA %2 B AS 29 A 2N B0 22 T Ol & 2%, Fabric 45 b BFEIAT . HEE . A JLASE B, H. Fabric
R4S (R H AT B & 5 SRS AS T = R HERR, IR P I8 I 45 IR 25 L . 2 32 R0 SRR PR PG-
BDR [¥)'5 SEIR A T4 7K T, 1% /& K24 PG-BDR R FH I8 45 52 5 75 2250 2 0 B IR AT ph S R A0 3. (A = 1)
£, £ X RSB PG-BDR ML HMA 2 E 80 Anna [ BEHEIR /N T HA K I R 4, KR H L T4
BIPEBAITAE. PR BT s R BB R R A, BT S S AT B S 2 5, XA 43T 0 sk a4 4k
JT IR, KRR SER, (H T Anna 5 2R K, BT UL SER 2 L PG-BDR /& 7-19 ms. 5
Ah, BT YCSB SB[ f 48 T 87 0, 54300 e 1 50 2 e DA A 2 LT 9.

XTSI AR A 41 2% TPC-C, A&l 5(d) Brow, #fe PR30 B v se 228 B4 T CRDB 1 MOT, [
CRDB i 4.63-6.35 fi, [t MOT 1 1.46-1.99 1%, L PG-BDR 15 2.31-3.2 1, AH M (55 45 4538t I 8 A A S,
MOT W FHREHEAETR K 1, BT LA AAFIAS A (1) 9 2838 5 T84 56 A4 1T L2 A TF. MOT (1) TPC-C f ik 3= %2
FEILAT LRI S0 4 b 00 A LR 3 5% 0 I (¥ 1 2 815 P4 (— IR ), X A8 43 MOT 11 Rt 2280 240 T- CRDB
I TiDB, tt CRDB 5 3.18 £, [ TiDB & 3.98 5. X T-#ffi 8 M4l 1 Aria Fl Calvin, A4 1EER I T B4 1P RE,
XA A TAATT A STy K A AR P22 AR G 1) D B, AR e T P 0 e e 3 o 5 Ay i 0 1 R 2 o g =
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A B — SUR, Aria B Calvin SRS PATHLHIAS ], B AT AT LALE BB ]y AR O 63, 6 £ 3R T BB A3
PR RS, X R KARTE T B R VERE. (R B AT AR AT 56 3% SQL 514, WML AN B EE nl #. 5) 51, Aria &
7N B Calvin B8 S (RAEIR, 33X K24 Aria i AR &1 5K b il 5855 2%, 1 Calvin 3833 A 78K SE L 2 AT
fHASVE R H2, PG-BDR 7£ TPC-C 117 Nttt CRDB I TiDB A%, b CRDB 7 2 1%, tb TiDB & 2.51 1,
Et MOT. Aria I Calvin 1% 1.58-3.17 fi%. iX /& A PG-BDR B AR % LM PIEURIER S, HEELBHET,
ARV DA ) 1848 5T RN S AP IR R e 9L 2 AR, [, i T A, 78 TPC-C SakdhAT 5E UG, %
AT AT T EEAH K — B ) AR B pp Sk B fe 48— 3.

TS AEIR, Calvin Al Aria & H 325 BB #8140 460, T CRDB PA 24 fo 70 IR H 52 MR 152 O E SR ARAI,
FE B NI TR AR 5, 302 BN T 20 105 AN 9845, CRDB £ (AL IR IR oA +43 B Bt 110 MOT |1 T2
AR IR B R LR, JC TP, DS 1S N FER ARG, {8 MOT $E Tl 3 vk, 2430 &0 Kk, MOT £ AN 2
W45 EEK.
43 B AZ MREXTEE

JT VAN RGTEEE AZ BN BIMERESRAR, ASCIEIKR K N5 AZ F8E T T 5 AZ 5256, Wil 6(a) 1K 6(d)
Jow, W PEEHE A Aria A Calvin [R7: BE 2L L CRDB 253040 i BT WS AN SR . — D T, X2 R 45 $hATHL
AR 8008, RIXET- CRDB. TiDB Al MOT R, MRS Ak 25 25 2 ] 8 i 25040 126 9K 3 B 2t 2 1 ORIE A5
B AN BT — AN 2 . R, — AN — O R R 6 — AN S 250 K, 5 2R 1) 7 7 g R B[] Y 2
Ja, AR T 345 XEIRA, H45 52 LAE K IR A N 1 R e, P30T Bl 14 RS AR AL B =R 55 1)
ey 21T BRI, 4R, X T Aria F1 Calvin UL, AT 38 o 1577 5 06 57 28 B, 76 8 o 1) P9 2 o == 4 3,
B BRI R NEAE E R 4, X K KT T HA FE R RE. 55— U7 T, CRDB 48 80¥ FE R Bl s LB I H &AM
B BUSCK B AL 1O 25 TAEHIMS T RZERIPERE. SR, Aria FI Calvin JERH 24 HE RS, ABIEFRT N7
W kD T RERE 1O, K KRR RSMERE. S 4, £ E 5P E IS PG-BDR LA SE T Rt m T
2 4%, X335 F S0 R A M 48 4. 4R, AR LEF MOT 1fi 5, PG-BDR A1 55 75 BB K T M 458
FE4Y, R AR b MOT WS, AHN. (i 2B IR A MOT #H24, 5 iRtk MOT 5 56.2-141.8 ms.

B CRDB TiDB W MOT Aria B CRDB TiDB W MOT Aria
I Calvin [ Anna [ Fabric [l PG-BDR M Calvin | Anna [ Fabric [l PG-BDR
10 000 1000
g 1000 t Té? 100
E =
& 100 5 10
£ 8
& 10 | 3 1t
=
[_4
1 0
YCSB-A YCSB-B YCSB-C YCSB-A YCSB-B  YCSB-C
(a) YCSB &t & (b) YCSB BEAEIR
Il CRDB TiDB W MOT Aria
W Calvin ® Anna [ Fabric Il PG-BDR -
%) 100 000 1000
100 ~
g = 10 000 100 %\
= = 1000 =
> 10 x 0 2
Q " Q
5 g2 100 g
< 1 <
- B 10 LA
e
0 = 1 0.1

YCSB-A YCSB-B

(c) YCSB B #EiR
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