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Abstract Resource allocation strategies are an important research hotspot about cloud computing at
present. The most fundamental problem is how to fairly allocate the finite amount of resources to
multiple users or applications in complex application under heterogeneous cloud computing
architecture, at the same time, to achieve maximize resource utilization or efficiency. However, tasks
or users are often greedy for classical resource allocation problems, therefore, under the condition of
finite amount of resource, the fairness of resource allocation is particularly important. To meet
different task requirements and achieve multiple types resource fairness, we design a heterogeneous
cloud computing architecture and present an algorithm of maximizing multi-resource fairness based on
dominant resource(MDRF). We further prove the related attributions of our algorithm such as Pareto
efficiency, and give the definition of dominant resource entropy (DRE) and dominant resource weight
(DRW). DRE accurately depicts the adaption degree between the resource requirement of user and the
resource type of server allocated for user tasks, and makes the system more adaptive and improves the
system resource utilization. DRW guarantees the priority of users obtaining resource when cooperating
with the adopted Max-Min strategy guaranteeing fairness, and makes the system resource allocation
more ordered. Experimental results demonstrate that our strategy has more higher resource utilization
and makes resource requirements and resource provision more matching. Furthermore, our algorithm

makes users achieve more dominant resource and improves the quality of service.

Key words multi-resource fairness allocation; dominant resource entropy(DRE); dominant resource
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Fig. 1

An example of a system consisting of three

heterogeneous servers shared by three users.
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193 50 5 b AR — > IR 55 A 50E 2 IR 55 b 3 [E] A
B

4) Bjj 1k R W& P 9N (strategy-proofness). i P
AN B3 2o O LA AR B 22 0 B R 0 i 1 B AR 3l
HeAE.

Bt Z A i A — 26 T 2 g P O S5 F (bott-
leneck fairness) . {F 45 #8.1# (task monotonicity) , %
JF A5 (resource monotonicity)&gEH-30:33341

1155 5 5 B IR S E 2 8 P B B AR
52 M F G0 BE IR 3G IS 23 77 A B 1 7 Al
P /b w0 AR AT R R
2.4 BSRBEBHEEATFHEBEE X

2.3 AR Z R IRIK G A P 23 AL A A



1294

HENMR S & B 2015, 52(6)

KIBPEAE T BRI IR . FRATTHE T ax s Jm 1, I
XATE 4 = T3 3R 5 T e KAk 2 )R o 110 B 5L Y
MDRF [i] .

B o M G AEMR s & { EARAS B L AR B A
A

on = ds XNi(A) =d. X (Azld:) =

d,; X min{Ayld, ), (9

Forr e o 23900 0 o5 DR B IR MU ST BT IR i A
B TR G AR AT I DR B IR 0 BT TR
G(AD = DJpu = 25 (dy; Xmin{Ay/d,}). (10)

P . 3 A 1H9 MDRFE 23 Bt 75 % nl e Ak

object

maxz (d,: X milgl{A,z,./d,-,. DB
re

A es

QD)
s. t

DAL <, YIESreR, (12)
€U

>IN, < D(N).YieU.

leS

FI b 2 1 1> P R 0 M e A f) 42 ey o I %
UL LSRR o B A AR 55 L B A 55 B
IR R RE R 1 e 55 A AR O BT IR A 5 5 2 14
HRAT R BT i 55 i L B AT 5 RO i o
SR BT S5 80 R 3X — H A £ 0 B i 7 P R AR 4
AN, 3 IE I i PO B R A R R LR [
PETFATHY o5 PL VR 5 S A f L [ 254 T

(13

object

max Z E;] (A,'[ ) ’

ielu,lesS

(14

s. t

DAL <, YIESreR, (15)
ey

>IN, < D,(N).YieU.

les
H A2 e KA A R o5 A8 U L 24 TR 45 R I
RBARCHEA RS 7 LB 2= D — Fh o AR
B, FATTHY non-wasteful 43 i 77 58 #1453 7 08 5% U5 A
B 3 F5e K 9% TR 2R A v - B 8 R G B s Y i
AR HE B A A

(16)

3 BABRALNTEIERMRITERRLEN

3.1 ZRBEBHEAFNEERLERIZIT

ARSI R AR R A5 H AN &L 3 BT R, B O
HRuts i 2 AR < AT 55 4 B AR (task manager) (fE:
595 1 4% (task scheduler) . 3K g 45 JH 4% (strategy
manager) 5. 78 2 4¢ b, 6 A8 B AR 55 g TR P
TR MW AT 55 19 43 A 4 T P s SR AR 55 1
& 25 A shz il vt AR 55 8BS AT 55 4 BIL& 1 3%
FH AT 551 5K e g FH P A R AT 55 09 48 385 4T 55 14
JE 2% 1057 ) 1 I SR AR 55 0 R AL R B (L4 R
AL R E L F ) 5 5 I A5 B & Up B AT: 55 41 2 4
17 Mg e P55

IUser Input | IUser Input |
1 Collection | 1 Collection |
I'User Data | MOser Data !
i Analysis_| _Analysis_|
I Service | I Service |
i_ Cluster | I_ Cluster |
Local Agent Local Agent
“ T
Task Task Strategy Manager
P 0 e x . M icepmin, akmeaenm,  NUEANLEE NEAE MG E N
Manager Scheduler :DRE: :DRW: i Max-Min :
Integrated Automation Control Center
Xen Xen Xen
Hypervisor Hypervisor Hypervisor
Resource Pool
Fig. 3 A multi-resource fair scheduling architecture in heterogeneous cloud.

K3 Stz 2B
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RN R G, AR S5 #5217 Xen Hypervisor
(VMM) , 8 & — U, Domain 0 (4245 Domain
AN ) T D A Al 3 Domain U (f24F Domain
U PV &' £ %441 Domain U HVM & ' £ %) ; &
> VM i F Domain U, $f%& — A5 241, 41 Web
Server, Remote Desktop, DNS, Mail, Map/Reduce
S TR AL Y IR 55 A S R A R R IR AR 2R A A
CPU,Memory, Disk, Network %, 4 k55 2% 1 &
A ¢ 19 B P8 CRIATS SR ml LN #8087 /9 /2 420 #L
BF) o AR 55 4 4 AL FH >R 81 R 4004k % U ) R i 15 i LA
R AL 55 W K. 22 A g AL AT LAAR 49 HCAH B
{18 % YR SR AE [R) — > IR 55 4 - 3l 25 Ml 3 sl fs
1k P E R — IR 55 % B AR AR T Sh A A &
AR B IR o 1) 5 R P LA A P R TR AT 55 i
R AEF — R 55 & b 2 RERIAL AT RUAR 938 AN [m] (14 75
SR TN [F] 1 4 3R 8 20 85 01 & iz A7 A 8] 19
P AT 5548 BRAR AR 8 IR 55 4% A 5] 19 38 47 IR 25 e 2
T HEAT M AL A AT 7% L 235 ik 551 fE

TEFRATH R GE R R LB AR 4 5% 5 b
F18) 25 Tl S A T 9 S L 4 2 R AT B2 R oK 3
JE FULATL A Bl S35 A1 R LML 380 9 9050 0t B L ) I
FH P SR 1 B A () 5% U5 IC A 1 R 480 AIL 2 AT e iz
BEUE A B o BT 55 94 B85 Bl K 400 B O 2 SR H I TR
J Bt (time-sloO B 4 — K (24 ho) 3] 43 g A [] 1 I
] F- Bt (4] 40 5 min, 10 min, 20 min 28) , 75 &A™ i 6]
S BOT i Z 90568 F P 3 3K 1 25 i kg L BL4% IR R e 42
b B4 2 V- 9 B SR o K FULAIL ) 32 B B Y R 55
B, RGBS AR 3.2 YR A9 MDRF
273
3.2 MDRF 4 ERE %

W #E 3 75 (progressive filling) 22 Jg& —Fh 52 91
Max-Min Fairness () BEAR 575, B e 5098 0 H 76 ™
Y sh BT IR  IE. AT X — AT AN
FE LU e i =t AR b B T IR IR 2
BEPRIK A 743 BE [0 8, B T FATT S SO o A 9E IR
W B UCHR A AT 55 V8] 2 30 &% b i 20 B LU A9 e 5 36 Y
Iz 55 s b BN AN P R AR AT: 55 40 43 T ¢ B B
T 15 R 55 A B 2 0 — i B R B AR SR BE R B
5.

FEA AT FATA 4R 2. 4 719 BT LY 24
WA S LA ), Sy FRATEE T 3.1 95 it
M m AR R T4 TR 2 URER
MDRF £ 5 J K & A F 70 Bo 33, H 2 R4 Oy

D ARAE HI P 3 5K AT 55 19 DRW 8 1 P AT 55 B O HE
G 52) 18 B — % BT R 4 e o FR b Bk ik — AR 5
DRW i K (% JH P AR 55 45 B S 8 BE 5 3) o 1 IR B
P A RS TP AT 55 B RE AR B0 0E BE L FRATT R
T Max-Min Fairness BEUAH , 75— 40 Hic op b T4 [
T AR YR A D i P A Se 1S BT S5 0 B Y
B2 A H P AR USR] B 2 B DRW K (1 78 A
I e I BE 540 P AT 55 4 R B B AT 5 1 A BE B
o7 DL IR A il A i Ik 55 L B DRE 5 K # iRk 55 4%
. MDRF 583 iy # A PR Qn B3k 1 434
3% 1. MDRF 53k
WA HPTRd €U RS ERE S
Bt AT 55 Ay PR I AL
O XD 0 SRR FEAGE o
[« B TFHES) P AE *
@ sort. DecreaseUserWeight(w;) ;
Q@ kA R 7 5
[ * Vi MDRF_ fittest O MRECK FI P 1 8 B 5]
e ih A IR 55 A b ox
@ call MDRF _fittest(i,S);
® for all user ;€U
® il Ny || Ny || = || N;540 then
[ AT AT 55 R 3 BE5E - AR 23 BE 1A 55
PRI 1 43 e 9% U B AT 55 B0 A (H AL TR
REGHFT /L [| TR SBR[
@ AT 55 2R 43 B 5 19 0 - v gk 1 2 03
e AT: 55 B b O HOBA e K 5 e o
VAT B i
® call MDRF _fittest(i',S );

@  endif

endfor

[+ pREC MDRE B¢ J @ ) B2 31 50 A 1 i 55
b

@ MDRF _fittest(i,S);

@ for each server [E€ S

@ 5 user i X T server L & P I
EA) HRAE K (5) ~ (6) % 3 2 X
(8)1Y server;

@ BB S ECAE B A RO R P 1
BA =0 Az 5AL)

©®  BSUH IR R 9 & D,

@ end for

@ return TR % A.
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£ MDRF 1, T 55 2 8 5 i SE AR X 42 #E B —
0t A& b, MDRE 4B SR F 5 AR 38 B 333 33K
55 v] 98 B 1) fe A H AR IR 55 %% (best-fit MDRF) , H
S5e /D 1) 4 Je o R U R e B FH P A 5 9 R R (B
TR F 9 DR LA i) g B 22 (AT 55 ) [) B 25 1 4 )y
o7 P G R RS PR AT 55 43 T B i 4 R R AR
e/ NEIIR 55 5 b R FRATAR ALY S B Ak L 18T 1
25 B3 SR AP T 7 A A PR 4 BT B TR A3 D
FOge I A .

St S22 83

uy (10 0 O
uyl 0 10 6
u3l 0 0 6

(a) Task allocation of MDRF

B userl [Juser2 [H user3
= 4
g 16. 7%
=
70}
8 —— e - - — -
=]
o
&

CPU memory CPU memory CPU memory
Server 1 Server 2 Server 3

(b) Resource utilization of MDRF

Fig. 4 MDREF allocation.
{4 MDRF 4rHt

Jie A%t T DRFH it Jj& DRF, 57k MDRF %8
& W0 R G R (server 3 1Y & 18 % U8
FH R T 16,7 %) Wi R P AT 55 B9 A s
W22 BORAVE N RS P R BE AT 55 BOAS TR]  H R
RGEHA RN MRS A FE. P 1 FA 3
BT 2 B AT 55 B X 3 AR 55 i 2 A ) HoAth
JIR 55 gt 56 B 75 DU FRAT Y SR K | 3 g A T 2
() DRFH 535 73 Tl 45 4.

3.3 MDRF EXEM S

AT LW R TR, BN FmAR
() 3 JEAS J@ 1k Tk Pk L e 3R FE S AL N AT AR Pk
(truthfulness).

EIE 1. oWk R R 2C (14) i) MDRF 43
i Bk 2 TE R 0 M 1Y Cenvy-free).

. 8 G(A) L Y ILES AP @ figt n) X
(L) B 1S 0 B AL e X by ) 1) 2 AL A 6T 02 4
OXTETA P R AT AE BT A IR S5 A L
MDRF 43 it #5235 /2 20 (8). i . FATE G, (A<
G (ADXTAEE 2 A i ) AT

K2 MDRF 4 43 B J5i 0] B3 2 =X (8) Ay =

arg max Ey (A) P VAAE S —$6 57 HEGL P2 DA A7 -
E(A) =E Q). YILE S
JAL s T LA
E;(A,D|E (A;) <1,VYL€E S.
it oy =max E; (A, Vi€U. FERM i fi
TEA 8 B K BHE server [ /045 W) 3 I8 L9 5 TR 38, o
FHM &ﬁaj,:r?&xEj, (A .jeU. HIL, % F
2P g AT .
Gi(A) = DG (A;) = DG, (max E;(A;)) =
7 7

2 max{o'ﬂ(Eﬂ (Aj[)/E,’z (Alz))} <

1

20']‘1 - EG,[ (AI‘/) - G,‘(Ai). 'LLT:—kF‘—.
! !

EIE 2. 0 RITHEM. MR8 (14) i) MDRF
SrBe Bk B REE AL (Pareto efficient).
. ic ey FUAH R o0 2 RS (14) A9 i

P AR O 0= D 0. X FEA R il

By MDRF 43Bo 7€ server [ [ #0A 0y =max E; (A;)
PRI s 2 H AR (1) BB KA.

MDRF Jp Big 50k 2 2 A AT /Y 76 55— 52 40 TiE
s PG A O R A R e B R B TR Y e 55
BB A B 55 B EE O P 38 B B i R
W5 R B Gk AR R R P AT 55 R O TR R
MDRF - th i 5 b1 09 43 B A% B 20 A 1 -
AT3A T 9 B A AT 55 B B A T B R AR S i 2R
S3EC A AR T B 4 BB AT 55 #0002 L AR
JE WA R AT IR AC Y« A T B 58 5 R 3 I

T FRATIE R 43 BC A FES A B IRATI AR A
53 HC 58 i A AT 55 11 O

AR BB A N RIEELA B4,
WEAFAE— B A 45 G, (AD) =G (AD X T BT f
AP S IF B 7 — 22 A A% 1 A 55 2
G, (A))>G; (A) o, Aok — Btk A"t & non-
wasteful [, X} T P ¢ Fl server 1, ff{E—2& {5, }
Mool = 2 oA oy =max E,; (Al BT

MDRF 7¢ & —%& 43 B v . #F ™ 1% 15 i Max-Min
Fairness J5 | DL PR B 9% 5 3 =2 04 2 S, B 3k 45 5%
TR P R A O A AR AR A 4 40 L 1
WT »  FURE HAT 55 8 B2 20 45 5 08 9% U 4 DRE f
KRS 4 L B A, =arg max E; (A, XA E

— AW g5 A LR R A D) EL (A A F
ieU
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W AE BT GBS 30 3 e A (75 IR 55 4 0 b B 25 PR B
VIR &= (enven s oo ven ) » S C A 15 IR 55 25
RS R e = (ehvensren). IT A
1, /& non-wasteful 19, L A}, =arg max E.(A).
XFEEMRS S L.3C 0= (on soim s+ s0u ) NEZ N
BRI AL BILE 53 TC 245 o i R 55 4% 1 Y 4 0 B IR T
FE/RCUNE 4 server 3 125 IR IR ] & Bk o 11
). MR UL IR Y SO R IE R IR 55 AR AR
TR U 4 S O 9 5 U R I e % 1) A R O R A
B A

H 0= |0l . =1le—0ol,=He0,
B[l 2 LY sk, R 5 2 A ) 4 22 [A] (9 B
B H BONBEIT 2 A ) a0 B RS G ST X T4
B A A

DH (gl .00 < D> H(g.0).

les €S
HETT AL LA H

D1 GAD = D) G,

ieU,leS ieU,leS

IR Sl A 2 T % R0 20 L &R 40 1 R TR R SR A
AR IR AT PRI B RIE R R E. T
FATT B 3 BE S % 5 B Max-Min Fairness, fif
DAL TAR P 0 R G B o) = Don =

5= Do I H o, = Dol =0, = Doy ML
l [ l

1173 5 F AT B w19 itk B An X D i o, (Vi€ UD
SERAUAR P . Btk MDRF 43 e i /2 i 2246 i A0
FEPE. iF %.

EIE 3. AMfE M A (14) /9 MDRF 43 i
& T E 19 Ceruthful).

. FERAN = RG T, B LE DLy
e T 43 Be A 2 R 55 FH P 0TG4 A B R 1 W U
TR K AT T 2 A FUE A AT 3 A S TR
M2 T e L PR AR S UL Y » B truthful £,

i .

HAEZEEHWT .

TEIE 4. MDRF ¥ fe il 3 = R 25023 F J& .

. BE—DRGEH o DA PERE R,
1B BEUR R o2 R FHFR AT A4 56 T o O % U5 A Y T 2k 43
FEREE AR R IR IS P AR R &
KGR EHN g B TR £ CAHAER .
W, Gt g =1 ne 3 — 2R UF B T 3RAT G PG %R
T 1) R SR TSR TS 0 R B P AT S5 B R e
I ) o PR U R UG IR 55 b R P R AR

ARSI g =g =g =1n P 1 23R
% Un B9 5 RS UR 081, BT LA, MDREF 3 J2& 3 il 3t 52
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FUERKEARAT 1/m 19 o5 A1 B8 U0 81, i MDRF 4, [ £
T A2 R 250 F- T ik .

EIE 5. MDRF i /&A1 55 F i S 5 U5 o i) s .

. FEFRATHY 8, B 4 T A DAk AL
Ry BT A B 58 AT 551 SR A 45 R BT IED 195 F R 4L
BLE R B RR UL 5 LLS AT 45 76 58 it A8 ot
DL 5 B B T A R P o Rt L A S5 A 2
JEE B ARAT VR A2 P B T 5 R LA R 9 U R i )
BE R ML L T AT X R AR AR 23 5 1) H A P, T
T AT 55 AR PR (R EF 20 3R G0 0 D o e 5
NG, 15 LA UL E AT R B R R &
M) 1) At FH P T AE AT AT 55 04 R JLPIL O R i 5
LRGBS PR, T L MDRF 3 J %5 U6 2p i J 1k
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3.4 HESERESH

e RGEAEHE — B2 o AP R4 38
15538 K B P R AT 580 ¢ Ge D W
FUE R A 55 AL

T - Zl‘,"
eU

DS o 22 6 v ] 4R AL 95 U 43 T 1) I 55 4 % I 55 44 1Y)
FIEAT B2 PR 38 AR RE RO BB m. iR R AT Y
BEUR 4y e Bk R0 A — UCHR AR S R R A E
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MDRF B3k 0 i 18] &2 24 BE R OGm T 78 504 o0
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Sy ST FRATHEE T Google 82 E {8 F 1 100 4%
P4 PR T MDRF g dERE, % 1 4 Google )
AL I 55 fw S S A U B, CPU Ml memory #f
S T IR KA R BE T 0 I 55 4% 5 i 1E 0k Ak FUS i
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it ROV AR SCHR 9 05 B AT D5 B B — A
P& 22 i R AT LLIEAT AR 55 i &0 43, OF HAd oK — &
RO BT 5 58 . FATRIE TR REE — AL
5518 K 1 5% PR R FNAT: 5538 17 I [E) A D Fe AT i 43 i
S VAL A9 R A

4.1 TEHEHE

R P B I A SCE B R G AR A &
£E3E R (1 MDRF (best-fit MDRF) 43 it 4 3 . {5 b FH
FUE S5 B3 IR A Be i A M. i 5 JRATHAE—
T 60 MRS AR SFMER TR T 3 AN PR A

A 5% IR R B AT 55 L I 55 A AR TE RO TG R AR R 1

Table 1 A normalized Configuration of Server in Google . N . . y
. th Google 4 Ik 55 #i% S F 70 A BE AL A= LA JE B T —
t.
% uster e 5 AN AR 412 40. 75 CPU F1 38. 34 memory LR
1 — Google ¥ IE U piid) 4 Server BC
- P, FHP 1 AE— R A R4 1 2 BT 55
Number of Servers CPU memory B@%J}?%‘%Tj‘zﬂ‘j 0.2 CPU #1 0. 3 memory. ﬁu[zzl 5 fif
6732 0. 50 0. 50
%6 . ;5 Zl—\‘aEE:J: ﬂ:ﬁﬂ/\ﬁﬁﬁ)ﬂ 1?;5%&%%@%? E?I/J\
3863 0.50 0.
ool o 5o o P 1 #3841 % 09 CPU I 61 % (1) memory »iX
: .75 X
795 1.00 1. 00 */\@B*Eiﬁéﬁj@ﬂ% 200 S JJ:[ZHTFHF 2 j]l]/\/%/ ’
s . . I EL# 32 (10 45 A~ (T 4 #64 — 4~ 0.5 CPU A1 0. 1
52 0.50 0.12 memory BJBEIRT K. BT 2 B P& IR
5 0.50 0.03 e TR R B MDRF 5895 9 if & 5 4E H L 78
5 0.50 0.97 RGBS P 13RS T — A 45 00 B P A7 B s A
3 1.00 0.50 P 2 AT 46201 CPU BRI, £2 5 5005,
! 0. 50 0. 06 FH P 3MARG IR S8 WA 3 S R AE 55 . B
100
B DRFH-1; DRFH-u; DRFH-uy ==--- MDRF-u; ——— MDRF-u; —-— MDRF-u,
E 60 |-
P I S — e
S 2 s STCETPEEER —-——-— 1
1 E_-_-_l __________ I-_-_-_-_-_-I_>_- E 1 ;
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16
10™2x Running Time /s
(a) Comparison of CPU utilization
100
P DRFH-1; DRFH-u DRFH-uy ==--- MDRF-u; ——— MDRF-u; —-— MDRF-u,
E 60 pro-=mmemmemee 3 ——————
2 P i
g 40| e c-==ieiemt sl
g
ﬁ 20
i """"""""""" L 1 ¥ 1 ::77_77_]7:::7:7_77::i
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16
10™2x Running Time /s
(b) Comparison of memory utilization
100
£ o DRFH-1; DRFH-u; DRFH-uy =--- MDRF-u; ——— MDRF-u; —-— MDRF-u,
5]
S 60
§ 40 T S
§ 20 -
0 2 Ill (Ii é 1I0 1I2 14 16
1072 Running Time /s
(c) Comparison of dominant resource utilization
Fig.5 CPU.,memory and global dominant sharing for three users under MDRF and DRFH strategies.

&l 5

MDRF # DRFH % 8% F () CPU, memory Pk % 4 5 5 0 % U5 45 e
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F45535% 0.1 CPU M1 0. 3 memory W %R, &,
MDRF 530 3 A P 4 B T 29 00 1 42 Ry i 1
PR HEEE 1100s, P 1 BIF RS Win . H P 2
5P 3 RGBT 43 I ARAT 49 20 1 4R AR B
U5 w5 Al LRI A . 5 DRFH AH [, MDRF
HA R B0 & O A R i T 2 300, X
I P VML Aol 2 4 /0 5 SR T 78 552 B 1 B
BP0 B S SR R 0 22 R 1Y L T i 4
BLIE R B Fh et S 22 46 19 BT LA B I8 A ] 300 4 A
HRBHE . K 5 L n] LS 5y Mg 1, FH P B B
T 5 KB 22 3 5K 1Y Fh 28 B B Ah (i CPU %5 42 A
IR 55 5 9 7 2% AR R Y ik 95 4 ] DL VR B¢ DR K T
#NRLAYAE 55 ), MDRF 5532 1% 24 8 38 ] 48, a2 A
S FRATT O B T R B b e TR A3 T o R
A R BE IR s DT /55 T 2R 96 100 R A W R TR

4.2 WEMAE

FATPEAG R ] MDRFE 583 1) 7 46 %% I3 R 22
AR T —1K A Google By 24 h iy 1575 K 4L
iSRG TE— 1500 A Ik 55 % 15 a5 41 B 1 /) Y
SRR G E AT 07 B A IR S5 A 0 B IR G
BRI 1 Ay IRk 55 A% o A BEAL AR FRAT
T MDRF 5 H b 8 3 [ 40 Best-Fit DRFH"™ Al
Slots" ! f) P i 22 3.

K6 BT 3 FEE AR CPU A1 Memory #)
RS E] 5, B 6 0] LAAR I 0 A L FRATT 4R
MR ER IR R A R 7 A B E RS X FEENR
S FRAT R B 38 4 2 TR FLUKS B itk 1A 55 1 R
PIALTE IR T 5K 55 IRk 55 4% 9 0 4k 465 B) Y 2% i 58 I 22
S JE o B AT SR AE WA = BB R
— M EA R RCR.

100 Rensmemem SIS L e fe g e NI 2 e N S N A TP e D T e N T R N 2 R B
< 80F
~
8
s 60
=l
- F\WW‘/M“
5
© 2 ) .
---- Best-Fit DRFH = === Slots =-=-= Best-Fit MDRF
1 1 | 1 |
0 2 + 6 8 10 12
1072 Running Time /min
(a) Comparison of CPU utilization
100
’-\-’_a.-~vo ‘‘‘‘‘ - 5
= s em =, '\ ‘z”‘/‘~’\\-"~~.'\'l\ .., . RS M ™ ., e,
Fl A SN S R I NRAD I 2l s e N
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g eof
g
z 40 %MMW
=}
g
3
s 20}
---- Best-Fit DRFH === Slots =-=-= Best-Fit MDRF
1 | 1 1
0 2 4 6 8 10 12

10™%x Running Time /min

(b) Comparison of memory utilization

Fig. 6 CPU and memory utilization.
K6 CPU FI A B A

e B B R P 0 02 DR Ay 4% i 58 RS 6 9 2
N T A B R AT P £ Ak B B IR ACR AR T
FRAT 3 — 20 584 T e U o3 TR B0 A L ORE o 25 A e R Y
28 SEAS AR . FRATTIE T 2 R AR L AR 2 AR
(9 B P 3 SR 2 HY L P B R SR AR B 2 R 5 b

EC2 M B B 3 5K (1) B U5 o) 4y

D= (CPU,memory.disk,network bandwidth)",
() BN AT TR 2 55 445 1) 6 050 2 B3R A7 A O e ) . o
S5 B ALY S B A ORI T R T
B ohn B IR 4 I A S IR A R i — 2D B S T
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100 /"N_/‘-'\,-\,,~_:~'\"/\-—s’l\-‘\1~/sl”¢‘~‘~‘ STl m P am 2 TN N
,"—,'I-i"”'.\\‘\--‘*\)g‘fl“\f\‘ f:"-\ LR TUOT Ade TSP AN L I AL
. A R G S A e e ;/.I:-"'..»,,f_-.»; ety
=
-2
3=
g eof
=
§ 40
§ DRFH-CPU ---- DRFH-memory == DRFH-disk —— DRFH-network
Q
Mo 201 === MDRF-CPU === MDRF-memory  ===== MDREF-disk === MDRF-network
0 2 4 6 8 10 12

10"2x Running Time/min

Fig. 7 Comparison of resource utilization for multiple request types.

B 7 2R IEHT B SRR T R

WA o e B e UER 2RO B T P AT 55 58 LA
] /0. i p (O AT 55 58 WL TR] Ryt (94T 55 58 i
EF il F(O =P(p() =1 R AE 55 58 B 8] 8 t /Y
FH P B T A AT 55 8 58 1 1) BB R 0 A R L. | 8 low
T 2 FpEAT 55 50 Ui ) i R B A B 8 (@) th
AILMRZ 5 & W AT BvE A A i R s i I 8
() I Hb 78 T MDRF #i%f T DRFH £~
) il AT 5519 0 5 B [ Ay 2 7. 238 v, FRATTAR

1.0
0.8 f y
0.6 |
& B
0.4} -
0.2 4 Best-Fit DRFH
----- Best-Fit MDRF
0. 0 z 1 1 1
10* 102 10° 10* 10°
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