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Abstract: As an important application of acceleration in the cloud, the distributed caching technology has received considerable
attention in industry and academia. This paper starts with a discussion on the combination of cloud computing and distributed caching
technology, giving an analysis of its characteristics, typical application scenarios, stages of development, standards, and several key
elements, which have promoted its development. In order to systematically know the state of art progress and weak points of the
distributed caching technology, the paper builds a multi-dimensional framework, DctAF. This framework is constituted of 6 dimensions
through analyzing the characteristics of cloud computing and boundary of the caching techniques. Based on DctAF, current techniques
have been analyzed and summarized; comparisons among several influential products have also been made. Finally, the paper describes
and highlights the several challenges that the cache system faces and examines the current research through in-depth analysis and
comparison.
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Fig.1 Distributed cache system
K1 SmAEERS
WA 1A g Ar - M= A% Oracle Coherence,IBM WebSphere eXtreme Scale(WXS),GigaSpaces
eXtreme Application Platform(XAP),Terracotta Server Array,Ncache,VMware GemFire,Red Hat Infinispan %.2009
4, Oracle ¥ Coherence 7™ it 8 il B JL A FA AT 25 it v Jy 52711812010 48, 25 AL A w7 42 67T VMware ‘21
i GemStone, it N A SN EAE T 3. R4 7 H K M E A2 IR S5 7 i AppFabric Caching & Af, JE# 34 &
F) H 71 & Windows Azure 1.2011 4 8 J, 7 b ffi ty T He itk 25 22 47 ik 4 Amazon ElastiCache [f] Beta Jiz[®.
IE4h, IBM WebSphere eXtreme Scale 5 Couchbase ¥ EL#35 7 Amazon B #f M 1H 5 = EC2 Hh, nl h F P2 44~
PEA . AT E ) 2B AE RS
A L WA A N AE, OF X E AR BN 5. KRR MG HERTE L S
NoSQL FHAR B = 55 b ¥ 8] ) 6 R .55 2 W HIR 3858 T 0 A N B HOR B /3 HTHESE DetAF.Ef 3 I A4 L
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55 i T B Ok B AT RN B 2l 3 K oy X [R] I DR e 2% A7 ik 55 R T

4)  GyH e SR AL R RE S AL AP B O R, B S S a5 TE OGBS T R BRI L IN T
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3)  RALAL AT EFE Session 2314 SN T 0] 47 & B (07 DR AR H0Hs 46 3k S Bl — O i LR B2 11,
AT A SR A v, 2 Y T e m] AR R

4)  FHATAEFUE F WS SR ) T A R L

5)  FAFACEE. A AT PR T B X I A 3% 22 A i) (continuous query) Ab FE FAR Tl AL S PR T K

6)  ARPRFE S5 b PR A A IR AE A 5 BN AR B A ik e IR N IR R 28 SRR i I R 4 sk Ak
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1) ARHLZEAE ATk e Y ARG TR PN AE S TR A A AT DR AL R A Hi s U 1) B R B e VR
AR I O AL PR LY (%, 11 Cachedj;

2) AT GRAT R G0 B A ] A H ISR SR A A A R B R YR (AT RE); Bk R
ST R R AR O RN, TE A L LY, W Memcached;

3)  HRMEGEAT T & B SRR AU A A, B T OUR MU SE I s T A R ey R A AR
B RE T SR E IS S0 RGP RS i — e s . L Y 1, 2 Windows Appfabric Caching;

4)  FRVERN PGB N G AR T BT A NGB AF R GRS B R R g ) TR S, B
5 SR Uk 2B A L5 AREE AT R 2 A Ml 5538 R AR AT A B B BOHE JIT AR T RUBAT T DUBROK b B A
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Fig.2 Development of distributed cache

B2 ik grnkiE
14 HRNEFENoSQL

NoSQL X x4 Not Only Sql, EZLEFRIER R M. Azl TRy J I B 22 v v 45 8. NoSQL it 5%
T A48 R I B P A P o 55— SO AT L R R 55— SO BRI KT T NoSQL Z 4%, 1 45 i 128wk LA
WAL = FEE T I B B A i 75 R R AR AR IRAE LU 3 ANy T
1) R4k CAP Hig,— B (consistency). I F % (availability) fl14) X 7% 4 (partition tolerance)iX 3 NN %
356 22 RT3 A2 P AN, A 1T g = 2 IO 0 257 65 b BB KB Wb T 7, 55080 vl v 5 43 X
B R0 5 40 38 T v, BT DA — MRS R RO Y R — B A R AR SR (1 S % — B R R L
T IR e A 4 b v T BRI SE I
2) AL GBI B DATE N T I B AL it U 1) B Web 2.0 35 5 UK T A TR AR AR KR 2 S R AL B T
F 7 Session %4, i[RI BBUBS I 55 RO EHE L TH R AR AT 45 B A X RS HUE T IE A UL Key/
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A R ARy RS thaeas.
1.6 HEXAIFREMRTE

JSR-10711 55 JSR-347V I 43 A 30 22 A7 (¥ 15 T b A L 9 JSR-107 2 ih Java 4 vfE 13T 4140 JCP(Java
Community Process)4Ed Tl Java X} % 2% 47 it 45 (object caching service for Java, A #K OCS4J)H . 1% M &
ST Java RN S RSB 8 2, RN 45 TR AE APL FIHERAETE UM BIE R AN =i RO
— B YA A d W] 1 Oracle 3242, 345 S Bk 25 N TP £ Java EE 7(JSR 342)MH5t 1 — 5 4.

JSR-347 & i Red Hat $52 JCP 1) —1 Java £ I k% 3, T 8 77 068 B0 A U I A7 R0 25 55 34 1
APL B, FEaR I T3 R R B 1 A AT AF R ISR-107 MIYEMIE4E,JSR-347 B H T 2L 4 2 1 T,
[F) L S6F JSR-107 B 149 JR R 8 0 T 22 4 Ik (O 530 0 IX A IR 2 455 R 1Y) AP SC R, T 2B B Bl
%€ AP, B4 5 A APLL 243 AARISIAT 55 map/reduce API 4.

2 HERNEFRARDIITHEL DetAF

R sk B R B 3 55 1K 2 Rk, e T 20 A 2GR B [ 1) 22 e 3t 37 4 T 25 L 1) 23 AT N A7
FARGEE VPR 0T IR« 4080 o A RO EL AR I A A7 F AR AU 2. AN DA WA 25 B 88E T 20 A X 22
A7 T80 I (b e, EL A T B 0 3 B R SU AR SCHEIR N T 25 T SRR i TR G2 A R S (B At B 7 T =38
T 345 2 A7 B 8943 M HE 42 (distributed cache techniques analysis framework, fil 7 DCtAF). i%HE 42 )\ 6 >4 i
S IRAT AT B A AT B4 LRI 0T I S8 48 B 43 B Y. T = VST S 6 AN 7 THI ¥ P9 2%, IR B B 6 B 77
TF 0 0tk 55 L T R e P T il SRR 5 1 6 A 20 A 40 E R TR

1) HMEBEUE LSS (elasticity);

2) Al A5 T EETE (availability and reliability);

3)  #EM S BaE N M (agility and adaptability);

4)  Z&Hl(multi-tenancy);

5) 4 2I (data management);

6) k445 AL B P (security, privacy and compliance).

AR SCRF 3 T BRI b 3R Jy TR — A5 40 A0, A ol s A 3 3 2 = 43 A (U0 T (2 5 S 61 3 7). 3K 6 43 A ) T
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PEEEARITEEH I 5 thRe S e, MEEME SR #5015 2 U7 1, DotAF MEZEN & R B BREAT T
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FE AR AR X
2.1 BMERIREMS

AT S TE N A 25 o P ZR 5 o3 AT A SNB A AR S BRI 45 4 Ol 5 UE B0 o SR R FR AR L
J RS KT B L (SLAY RT3 R 105 A0 S BR 855 10 4% 14, 20 2 A 48 2% A7 98 4 1 OV, s B0 8 10 00 A R ) R 3 5
frgs il 3 P AR DR A B AR TR A B P A D SRS AN S 84 A T A 3 A 00 TR 3 7 0
AT 73 30 AR 1) RV o 4 P55 S B S 00 {3 & T 250 0 A O vk AR 25 1 SRR

B AP A L2 3G 0 B B A LA S I 28 A7 A% R (R R R[] I O B R 45 R 4 T L i R (capacity
planning) >4 5 1 41 45 2 A1 S R, I A S i 5 400 s R R 8 5 110 2 A7 25 R0 U oR T 00 U ) 1) EASE B B
HA IR, S SO 7 A7 1 R AT 1 2 B AN 28 40 1) ik S 2 B A R R P R R AU 9 B % R %% I
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Fig.3 Distributed caching technologies analysis framework—DctAF
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SRAEAT B AN B AR S — AL N B IR 4% UL 0 Gigaspacest 2 B s 5] - R A = b A4 VM 824
IBAT —ANEAETY A% BR A T 24 N 10 22 47 8005 . Couchbase T 40 T [ 25 19 205 4 (bucket), 7o 47 Fi
I AN ) B 3 10 SR FH 452 BCHL A 75 i 45 19 140 28 A7 0000 28 R L i 9 o L A5, I Y 2 - Lo A SR ) 2 P 4
(10 % 905 B AIL o), S 5 S v At LIRS 0 I 2 A A0 5 2 A B R L ) e R I 2 5 2 4 I 2 T I B %
Bk
25 HIEER

KO L 2 U A% 0 I B2 AR B B A A S IR A7 BARREAT R A5 A 3 TR,
R 5 3 T B 10 2 7, D RE i 4 5 0 Ak D Bl v AR L B — ok L B o DXRI B0 % X 4 AN oA
AT Bt U7 i) A R T A7 5 e 2 B U 1) ) A8 TR, R e b A AR VERE . PR A AT M — 3K
P KA S 1 AR R AT 5 RS A T AT VAR (1 P 25 AN [ A A A R B LS i 5 B IR R R
3 DX 5 50 % E 2 S FE SR AR R 50 1 AT 0 s 7 ol L, 5 2 TR AT A R A TR
251 Hd v AR

1) TP 217 (cache-aside): %M FH 97 Bt AICHR i 132 B B 5 N B0 G2 A7 2 G0 AN T 488 45 H0H 122 28 %A X

(B0 AT AE T IR 2 40T S5 Bd Uy i 10 56 4 45 1, R A7 BIL A 10 2 35 8 P AR ol o5 - 000 I s 1
3 e e A 13032,
2)  #i%(read-through): 24 3% W FH 5 SR (10 06 % R A7 A6 T G2 A7 I 647 A 33 B e rbon 3 iz 28 ik 4
RTE T G247 1 30 b B R B0 Ui 1), 1T 7 25 B AR B His 12 i 1) i 7, TR ) 7 4 77 I FH A A B e i 7
T o S ALAE LA key M5l SQU 2 1 1 T 2 A KLt P b 28, 1k i S A% FURY 7 (refresh-ahead) 2°-%2);
3)  THRIH (refresh-ahead): 2% 77 ML 31 e B 4 (0 TR B o 1), 76 %k S5k TR 1 30y« 20 b D K300 Dt o o 28 4
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T 52 7 ) U 0 0 A, 0 2R 2 75 I 25 B i A (OR A  BE F 7 S 38050 i ey 12220,
4) 385 (write-through): 22 47 £t DK Xt 5 5 BT )25 42 8500 e v 2B K P s 10 1 5006 28 2 A R ), B
i SRR [ T A T 5 i BB 2 e A 4y 03,
5)  4EIR 5 (write-behind):hf % B BT iR SR B N ST B F1 T Jek i e k] 1B S S D N HE 1%
B AL R R
(1) T TR HERE AT T B AR B SO\ H R R
(2) B HB BRI T 5ol 2 % U5 i s g 5[] — %o 5 19 22 IS 8 4 T DL 0L b 0 AN T 0 2 1) 45
VEA AT LLZ & Sk — AN o — 1 B8 P 5 55 A4 TR 35K 1 5 B A RS LA 2
(3) I IHAAT AN B2 B4 122 < R 1) 3% i
(4) ALY P (linear scalability).
LB fAE T
(1) AT BAF 10 G 5 13 SR B it e A 4K S
(2)  BEANSERE RN £ R R k0303,
252 HuE—Bk
S B A 1) A2 2 A2 i v vl P )RR ) e A AR B T e R BT R G AR N A
£ 15 T8 53R BOR 43k 2 A i (primary-backup  replication) #1122 3 5 i (multiple-master replication). 32 )\ &
P AR YR T @A AT 5 A AR [ S e e & AN AR 22 A A A ) Ao VAT AT A HRAT B R AR A
A AW B T O 2 A ) A R B A DT i) & J3 ST 4 DAy [i) 25 52 R S5 20 S A ) 20 R A v 2 i o B A A
SR A 4 0 58 AT AL 0 WA, A R TR K AT DALR e B I — 50k S 20 S AN 0 S5 A A A A 5 1 B T 3R
[ 5 L R A R, T DA e S 1 e 4 — BOME (R B T R SO I R R N R R s e —
I 22015 AN — B
Quorum BRSCE —Fh T Quorum 5 ¢ 1 Hds m A PR 1 W AFAE 3 AN JEE S HUN,R R WN E IR
SR 7 R R W 43 il 7R BRI AT — Kk« 5 4 A T 75 1 e /D 47 R 8 A2 RVWSN 1T DAL B 5080 D i) 1) 5
SR AT AT RW AT YR, 9T O BERUAG PE B« T B — S0k R R B AR I R WA R A
I GEAR AR [T BN T B0 AN — S0 R RS (TG CRAUE BT RIS Y 5N RO 8 i) ROW (B T A 4 265 ik 1) 5040
B A0 2 B AG R Gt . DR e, T A 2 U T T OR, A R R\W AL
253 HEHX
Hdis 5y X (data partitioning) 571 57 K B4 35 50 17 fits 42 9% A7 M 25 #5715 0, F AT S mAT 3808 23 IX S0 — 3k
U4 75 (consistent hashing) A 2 ook 595 — S0tk i 735 B35V JEAC REARUIE 7 A 755 B8 K P i 1 08 SN —ANIA TS 38, 5%
A7 K503 00 11 S (1 ol e S 80 5 R P RN VU A AR B 5 1 SRS %4 o RIS A7 2% B T 11
FUbR T . BOME G A5 VR AR R RS b AR T 715 257 28 A o J50 0 43 DX 3t Rl 1 586 Wi 8 1, 2% B2 1 s 380 467 A1
N6 A2 A3 5 180 7 AT A AE BRI AS AL Amazon T 2007 SE48 Y Tl sk (6 — S0k s 75 B3 % 00 B e Tt
B 103850 40 A7 1800 S A4 1 A5 10 S R L IR A AR R S AN WA A A A 35 TS KN Q i Bl 4 X
(LR Ay R ADTY 25, Q>>N,N A G2 A7 47 s 550, AN G A7 4T R AR L A H A8 77 4 TIC AN ) 500 1 25080 43 X % it R FH
TR A WS 5 A 5 T AR SR U 4 key (0 MG A R B A ER B RN B C Ok token; 28 ) token R
YR A5 WSt Ry e — 43 DX bR TR A5 30 00 DX AR UG 250 7 it M 2 DX T 45 4 I i v A v 45 B 47 02 250 23 X 11 2%
177 A1
254 HREH
57 v DK 3 [ 50 i e e ) i B T I A SRV P R SR BB A A A IR A 4T A% YR I
T T 0 7 S0 ARG 5 5 E R AR A PRI N 0 B, T A ARG 1 28 TR R TR AR FL ST, A R T R AL g S
TEFLPAT R AR KL SE L H e T 2% 7 i SR TR0 Pl )3 6 P38, 3 03 Pk v, A B A 7 258 30 vy 6 O 45 it K 50 £ 25040
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JIGE 45 St A 5 PR AU B 1 T 22 A 2R LN 7 0 v ) X 4% T4 00, ) B 8 K 1 8 47 R 55 4 253 R AR B
2.6 BIERESRFARGF
VTR T HUCE LA SR AT by B AT 5 B SR G2 A7 IR 45 B2 3 7 A 6 4 416 56 35 10 P P A 10 5 0l e 4 ML
il A R RN 57 1 S PG AT A DR AR A 52 I 4% et [ IR B A T A 1 U ) 4 ) 5 0 BeRA T 4,
M ARG B BHAIE . FZAUR I 25 45
o G4 AIIF (authentication) 390 37 £ AIE 114 (1005 AR 25 DIE 7 24 35 2 47 IR 45 i 15 % B ) £
UF S R AT Rk 55 4% 18] [P IR
o PZA (authorization)B"30: % A 7] I /1 52 S [R] 2 2k B9 7 el A BR, AT A 2 A7 WU 2 12 . o s e A
PR T R A 5 3 A A0 0 R A7 B (RS L A8 ORI B 25, th 5 S s B e 10 0 A7 R 454 s 0 )3
12 ol A
o i (encryption) ¥ 4% 1755 it 5 1 45 Ui A4 K50 300055 SR P s Ak R 0 £ B0 6 % et A b R g ARV
B

3 HERLGZ

3.1 Oracle Coherence

Oracle Coherence & Oracle 4= fit [ — 3 A A7 £ 0 A AR e 7 58, 0 R 2 i FH B DG BT S5 AR AL SRR )2
FHF ARl R 45 « HLAE o il A 25 4T M 45, 7] i /2 Oracle AT 25 5 %8 1) 75 22 41 1 5 43 . Coherence X 1]
FAARIK B AR R G5 R R — R L O XS B PR SRR R Eh A MG SR TR IR A S
T 25 ) Mk e, SRR AN PR 45 A B (OXTP), B2 1t 100061 5 45 eI« s vl v 2 25 43R 1) A% BR K i 7E Bl
BT LR R SRR IE, CR AT WS B RGBT 3.7 MARGIN T BRI, B S AR
S ACHE A B Th fig, 5L T oA A7 G A5 A7 4 K B0l 2 i T X 87 2 s 8 B2 8, TR I S 5 5 0 1 (0 4R T 2% F5
3.2 Memcached

Memcached /& H Tl 5 4 2 4 I FFR 73 A 2N 4777 i, 8% YouTube,Reddit,Zynga,Facebook,Orange i1 Twitter
SRR N K 2 A S & A i . =& Google App Engine FiI Amazon Web Services [rlFEF24E T 1
Memcached /il %5 f#1 APIMY. Memcached %t T~ Client/Server 2k, Il 45 3t 3= 1 C 1 & S B, AN 34t T 2 Bl 510
% i APLMemcached (K98 AE T i g5 e 2, RAT 0 M s

o JET kPl (binary protocol) SE B % P g i 45 4% i A, Vh O L, T CPU R R AR T

libevent [{JZH4b BN, {8 T-7E Linux,BSD,Solaris 253 1F R 45 _E S Bl i P fig;

o i} Slab Allocation HLiil4r L 5 B P9 A7, 0 17 RUMF B PO A7 18R )

o IR G5 HSY IA) L ANIEL £ doe K BB b AR A T £ T e

3.3 Terracotta

Terracotta ;& —/NET IVM TILERHIE Y7 &= 3235 Http Session & iil. POJO ZEREAEN M2 FhDhiE.
Terracotta 3% F 41kt 2 ) % 5 L 11142 56 T-AC 5332 X\ (binary code injection) /7 vE R 3R B2 715 U B 115 B0
SR, 1 B A 0] G AR AR JE A AR A TV ST RS S 8 AE TR T AT A SR BT R GARAD B AR R ST
H AL Java B [ A2 A0 N (9 JE 483 7%, i A6 T N JF & 19 52 2% % . Terracotta {4 45 #8i (clustered lock)H]
DALR B B4 1 — 2500k, 3L BigMemory A1 I 32 57 1EFR 4 (1) AR HE (off-heap) £7-fifi A5 B0 U T IVM 33 5% BG4 (1 1
FE 20 1) 3.
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4 BB RGIR

% 1 JET DetAF HEZEXNS ML R Ge kAT T LR AN 23 A7, LR V0 R A0 4% o8 R R Uit o mT I b5 Wl S L icdE
PEE HIEN . 2R HURE R, AR 2 e HRAPTIX 6 AR R S 7 R N AR R T MR
BTN SRR, RO IR I3 SCFF, X R IR AN A

Table 1 Comparison of typical cache systems based on DctAF
F 1 KT DCAF [t R4t

Elasticity Availability and reliabilit Agility and adaptability
System Dynamic Load Replication Hot Failure Disk Tooolo Replacement
scaling | balancing P stand-by | detection | persistence pology algorithm
Oracle coherence N C P/M/S/IA X TCMP J R/P/N LRU, LFU, Hybrid
Microsoft LRU
appFabric caching M X PIMIS X H g /PN LRU-threshold
Memcached X X X X X X P LRU
Terracotta LRU, FIFO
& ehcache N C P/MI/SIA J J J R/P LEU
IBM WXS J X P/MI/SIA X H X R/P LRU, LFU
GigaSpaces XAP v C/S P/MI/S/IA X T X R/P/N LRU
Redhat infinispan | c PIM/S/A x 3 J RIP LR FIFO
Couchbase v C P/M/SIA X H N P LRU

Load balancing: C—Client-Based load balancing, S—Server-Based load balancing.
Replication: P—Primary-Backup replication, M—Multiple-Master replication, S—Synchronous replication,
A—Asynchronous replication.
Topology: R—Replicated strategy, P—Partitioned strategy, N—Near strategy.
Failure detection: J—Jgroups, H—Heartbeat, TCMP—Tangosol cluster management protocol, T—Timeout-Based failure detection.

Data management . .
System Multi-Tenancy Data access Data Data Data gﬁgucrcl)tn)ggri%icey
pattern consistency  partition routing
Oracle coherence X CIRT/RA/WT/WB SIE P S- AE/AO/E
Microsoft appFabric caching \Y C/IRT/RA/WT/WB SIE R Cc AE/E
Memcached X C X c C X
Terracotta & ehcache X C/CS/RT/WT/WB SIE N C AE
IBM WXS X C/RT/WT/WB SIE N C AE/AO
GigaSpaces XAP P C/IRT/WT/WB SIE N C AE/AO/E
Redhat infinispan A C/RA/WT/WB S/IE C C AE
Couchbase A C S/E MC C AE

Multi-Tenancy: V—VM-Based multi-tenancy, P—Process-Based multi-tenancy, A—Application instance-based multi-tenancy.
Data access pattern: C—Cache-Aside, CS—Cache-As-Aor, RT—Read-Through, RA—Refresh-Ahead,
WT—Write-Through, WB—Write-Behind.
Data partition: N—Naive hashing, C—Consistent hashing, MC—Modified consistent hashing, R—Region-Based hashing,
P—Private hashing.
Data consistency: S—Strong consistency, E—Eventual consistency.
Data routing: C—Client-Driven routing, S—Server-Driven routing.
Security privacy and compliance: AE—Authentication, AO—Authorization, E—Encryption.

EE 2 AT M A A FIER L AT LAE H, H T, A B AR S5 fh R 0 N R A

1) FESRVESUR AL U5 T, DK S B M B A SRR S R I B B ¥ A B o0 A, H A B R 4 ok,
4 B A% (B Gigaspaces XAP,Microsoft AppFabric Caching)lﬂﬁﬁ%f T* R TR A S
SCHRE SR BRI A I ST LA R i 3 4 Sk 3, B T S B T RN H FR, B Z 0 A

B ) AL PR

2) (Jr Al AT O T, B2 R R TR TR I, T WU B 2 b AR S (1 8 A7 B G B B 1 )
PR BEHE A T A7 ZE (A8 G A, 0 2R R U 1301 S 5 LA HeartBeat 1 Jgroups 4 =

3)  TEMBEVES B Rk ST, R 4 R M R SRR 2 P b 0 SR e R e SRR AT RS
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Jil B2 B Z S AT A HECE . AR

4) (EZRM M, X — = H OSBRI T 2 B XS I IR R AF (W Gigaspaces XAP,
Couchbase 4%) [ 37 5, 78 20 52 5 B0 G A7 7 dh RE 2 4 B 000 S2 R AR OE 90 5. AN S B B0 R RO, S
122 FL P B N 22 FEAK, 32 AT X 1aaS J2 RT PaaS J2 A S B LA U5 B 789 3=, e = ) P R R S 1
WE—20 3R,

5) A ECHR BT I, KA R S AR B SRR AL RE TR 2B AT k. WS RREIR S AE P 2 R A U )
R, T2 i T 5% 2 b — B 2K 10 S Re AR B 43 DX T WG A 5005 7 8 3 0, SRR IR S A B2 DA
BRI R — SO G A O 25 R i O Bl 1A E R B ER O R B e N G IR AR . 4 R NS 2
11 =5 A % vl o

6)  TEEUE A 5 R AR 5 T, AT A IR U ] 6 9% A7 Mk 5 AR B RS I SO0k L H AT T &

WAERAR M SCHRFBOA T 2.
4 ZUHBEIMETOHRAEFEIGRIF R
BT DCtAF HEZNS 41 A7 BRI R GE 10 LU 70 Wi, A SCIA Ol 2 o S 22 /R AL e Bt sy . i

TS OGNS SRR K A A7 RIS AT« 4i P RS BEAT SR T 7 16 IR S5 9k ik A o0 A N AZ BOR
5 2 VRS br % SR AT AR AE — o 22 B0, BRI AT PE R IR 20 2 A7 B 3T PGB A7 S 1 3 X 3 AN 71
41 WEELBERSHMERRS

Z M g5 USRS N s -FH P BT A R P S — ARG S BN B R S s
R AL R 5% 5 iR (QOS) 75 =R T v 15 2136 2, BV BT i Y ME BE T4t (performance  interference) i @, SC ik [43]F%
L BRI E R A W M B AT IR S5 R AR BRI SR A7 R 40 S, I LRULLFU I, 5 S 80 SR W8 9872 U AR
AR RS 7 3R A A S SRAT AT AR (R 1T 35 SR PN 28 A v 7 I A AR R R P ) o T 8 A7 P9 5 5 4 HH 4
A, g v 26T B T A IR 45 o AR 26 52 400 5 A0 AN RIAL - 6 B 2% 1/O B (R AT IR AE 25 A B b ok 1] A 1A
Sk, D AT 5 55 5L R R 0 £ 2 8 I 2, A 22 R L THI I 1) S8 ) 2 — .l RN FRLP (9 QoS 75 sRASJRUAH [,
T T L A K PR S b s R G VR R P S I SR A L A OR BT A RL (Y QoS % 3K IR IR 45 036 2 T ) 22 7R ALK

IBM #4255 5 % 1) Chockler 25 NF4R T i ek i 4 JR 8 17 0 48 VAT 0 S 1 B0 B A AT 45 o
PIRR T G 1 RO IE I AL S A A U5 3R R U7 ) SR AR AR A AN 2 AR PR AR et A5 2 T
SRR AL 2B o A A S TR 1 T H bR s (), 3 2R 8 O A ) s A RH P B B Hh 92 47 % 0 AR A
(9 AN A A TP I 0 o R A S 18 el DA 3 I 3R 35 1) 3 258 A LR R 22 (R AR T Bl 2 B 5 20 IS 1A 7 %,
FCIEA SO AR EHR IS R K1) 70 G A7 BE U5, A P B 12 ok Se L e e 1, 12 0 R I 2 SR BB 5 A7 9K Je M K
211 Patrick 25 NS TUL B 4E R T — R AKX T3 A 1S 3. 1 SEHE B % 1) Wachs %5 A8 L T Trace 19
5 VST 43 W (analytic model), M4 28508 5 i 0 5 U 4 o6 7 SR K 1) Lu S NFOMR I T B
BB FERII T 2T QoS INGRAT Mk 55 22 73 1) i R 24 D4y PAIBA Pt ) 780, SR iy P 3R SRR 20 Wi AL QoS oK,
BT Z $e 4 (Z-transform) 77 v K iy 2 55 QoS K 1A] 1) 228 15 G A7 DR U ST AN OC 2R R B IR AR % T ik
SR B — 1) B R SR AR A 28 B AN [ AL A AN [ F 75 i 5, AT 7 — 5 £ ) PR AP
42 HE2ERWINE TEIETBRIML

HAi T A8 AL S BT RS AT e B Rk SR (Y DR BEEOR N FE AR Xen JEIULFAEE T 2847 R SE N =,
VM ) B 915052 2 0 B0t SR 77 A G T2 226 1 S ). LA OR U SE RS R (1) R 3% 5 4B e R 5 VM
P EEBLERIAR <. i Xen LAY (I BE S35 ——Credit SL3A7E 1/O I 5 AL BEL 5 T A7 A — 5 i B, 5 BRI 8 2 I
RIEREA domain FRIR R, T AN FE LRI AR (K] credit (i A& WOk 6 1 s — WRIE SR B8 U7 BC 1) 2 1k i 2 T
KA domain 1/O ARER R S I PE T R4 HEE ) VM5 A7 i BN 1/O 15 SR BA A 11 5 th Bl 2 3, 2 51
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KB BT AL B A 7 FLIE . DA 0, 7 ZEE A 20 10 VM T HIE LA Z06E X0 A8 77 2 1) 5% . 4 e o T 85 4 5040 1D [ B o
RIEAE JT 4, 2 G2 A AR GETI ) 55— IOUBk e TR S T4 A IA) 2 17 9 A o J5E T 2 i D0 S A% I T 55 41 RE S L
U SRIE R w0 98 BEUROE 2, BUOARIE AL I 18] JL, L2 51N e IR 2B 43 5 ot 2R 6 4 5 B8 et /b, B AR I S )
/N AT R I ()3 4G, 28 G PE e A Ak T TR DL AG IR A DR e, ) 52 3T A% v IR 5 AR AT I 1) 5 1 B S B 2
[k, BEAT U, foe /MEIE RS T4,

P R Lu % NSRRI A B 70 I 55 BT B i B e ) QoS B Il A AT T2 ¢y T — A
HET I BRI RO TT 5, A I M SR AR AL QoS £ SR ¥ B LT A% 1 A< TR [B4] IR AR HY 2% o LR it R i dl i
Fo e B DT A DA 1R 8 3 T 22 T [ U3 Ky S S A I 1) - 47 O S0 9l P58 £ FOUIN R 80, K 8 Ze MR LA B3 48 T4
Y, 5 28 S I LA SR /N T8 Ol H AR B A% 3 0 2 o 2 M O B A 7R 0 AN AL 2 A Y e — R AU M DA 2, K
LT B N B, HEG A2 DU T 1045 B R, — R X8 I 1) 5 1 B 8 Dl JBE 2 a1l 67 T O 1A 2K 1 2
JRE R T T 48 B8, e P ASUASS 78 DG VA 1 20 4 D D O R VKO 2 0 2% o OV xS R A R R
[F) A i B 710 249 SR B 20 ] e AU K4 0 B I 1) 1) i e T 17 O 9 A T DK 3K i AU 24 O P €6 (mwltii-edge
coloring problem) i) i, 5 18 w1 4T O A B4 S 7% I 52, A A5 A 1 AR (1 I 18] 7 de 2> SR B ACJE K2 Kunkle 25
N POV B 5 AR A S S TR B [ B B8 T SRS Y K08 1 A B 13 Xt 3 U Y B /N 1 4 KT
A% AR AL AT P s R R 25 AT A I [R) ) 5 W — R s S T4 8 5 3 A% Bl 8 A 47 2804 5 T
A TEAS AT AR IR i (R 9t o0 3, ok LAV B 200 A T B0 N R 2% 3 1 I oh 2 Das 25 AP T
A S5 SRR XT 2 AR 37 57 ot PR SR K B A8 ) AR T3 T — AR R L B T IE A B BT 7
2.

43 B EGFRBHIBENSHER

BT WA (LR B S . — 0P SO ) A BT A A 3 T R 3 5 AR AE BRI S e T 35 R
413 TS A T 1 00 A9 a4 A S W 3 FH /N AR AR L SR A B /N B SR 2 13 T X S )5
FH T AU 2 A7 S0P S K S A E A 13 55 LRU 35 50 = 38 M (K Bl o7 i) 5, iy LFU D)3 1
T B S AL UG R AR R 2 & P T R &G Web B2, B SRR LT & RETHY VM TR 25 f 4
B (5 B R U B U7 B D)) S A DA R 45 1 e R A R A e S S N T B
AT R AR AL RS (0 38 N S REAIL . X I A T I A P TG Bk — % I R R s R A 2 e A
T A D) sl A 7R N L YR ARG 1) ) O R R ISE (7 s 2 T AT A sk o O Y .

I 4 S0 ) P K2 14 Pierre 25 A 584 F] B 1 9K )y K 40, (trace-driven simulation) 75 325 b 34 Web SC#Fi% HX
S — S0Pk Seng  SCHR[59], Sivasubramanian 55 AT S ke ST A BRI A% T SRR — S0k SR s g I AN
TFASI KA ) 48 T — i s e s vk A R T DA 288 R A 2 T B A, I A i e 1 UG 4 — 5 1 4 iff 2%
AR I BT 2% B 1) Deolasee 5 IBM B S5 %5 1) Bhide 25 ATV ik 190 U £ 777 92, 466 W 228 TR )
HHH 9 BUR A LR o — Bk sk B2 20 A% IBM BT JR T B AT 57 cpo 0 U 7 — e 55 T 1 3 3 390 ) £
DA S0 SCHR[62] MR 45 45 11 & SR e UL 591 B U (detection rule) S 24 /i 5 1n) 455 2 BE 47 20 2 MR 4 23 26 45 LR
AE R D o D05 480 SR S 5T 90 U0 %) 5 92 (0 0 A T S R T R, 0 7 3 A A oh O R M R S A B, SRR
il R A T A R L 2 ], LA R R BT 5 7 SR IR sl AR Ak, BRI ) i K2 i N TSR, & 5T\ B R 55

RSN K 2% K T 28 0 A A 2 MR Tl I T L3 2 S0 1R 2 A7 SR % 1 3 2 ¥k A AT D g A 7% s s
PEML) R 2 % F YLK (multiple experts) il @ SCiR[23] R A Ripper 5325 89 8 I 2545 1) 43 JERBE B L Tz B B g o
T GRAT S T A AR K1) Couceiro 25 NIOHRFH 18 £ 25 >) 178 25 2% S) Bl 7 vE b A 3545 i I A
TSN, S0 45 TR B I 2 % I RO B AR T e )

5 DES5RE

TSI GIN A D HAHES) T IT U R AR 5] It 25 20 Al S GEAF BOR AR AT K T AR LI AF
P BRI N IR BER — Pl T BT B 0 A NG AP BORIT R B T Tl SR 2 RS 2 0 A S B 4
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LB S5 R0 BT = A 888 T 0 A1 sB AT R AR I DR 5 Bk, oA ST K 7 3 e TAE N AR IE 25 1 &5 A
SCH AN NET ARG RN R RIEM B AR LA R HES AR R AR R R
T O B AR b L T — AN m BN A B AF AR 1 53 M1 HE S —— Dt AR, ZAE S 4 T 2 o B
PR SR ZAFHAR D S R EE 6 A5 T 4EBE . DCtAF FESE (12 57, X SR A7 H R I BN R ALAT 2 ¥
G ARSI T DOtAF HEZER T R A7 B AR BEAT B 45 5 0 T FE 0 B R G AT T L ik — D IR T 22 I 455
R4 A 2 AE T G 00 Bk 2 E R Bk, o TR LA T O RIS T AR
NoSQL BiA . Web S FH (1 HUASE B A8 PR 1 A Jig, 4 43 A KGR A7 T A DG U MR 51 ok T 97 1K 32 0L 455
DCtAF HE 4 (1) 43 41 AT LS A0} 2 V1 B 5 43 A1 3G A7 0 DGR AV 58, AR SOy A SR J LA 12 AT 1) i 9 A 3 R g
FE A LT LA T
(1) GuFEHEER. Y5 40 o0 28 R HCH 22 48 D B0m (0 A7 fi 2 A4 I3l 5 i ORM (object-relational mapping)Hz 42
SE T G R RY 3 5 A AY LS, [F] I JPA(Java persistence AP A 1 B 4 6 I () SQL 15 =524 %
A 2GR AF BB A% A 2 = TEAE A A I, 75 2 — R IR B ol S5 A R 5 o S 2 31 Key/Value
P (V) 5T . Red Hat T 2011 S22 H — Pt (1 % 5 9 k5 LS5 AE 42 OG M (object/grid mapper). H i, iZHE
BOIFHARN) CRUD #:4E (H7E 5 2% A0 )y IH A7 AR R RO AL, HLBRSRE AL 5 1N O B s T 4% SCik
[65]7F: Join A S Rf Jy TOHEAT T A 8 IR R;
(2) Bl — Bk 254 BN AR Ak 3 0 T R AL 4, 5 R T 45 R e s — B A 2 R 1
5 22 W s R AR AE I . e AT A B B — SO IR PR RE . — Bk KO RS TT A A5 T I
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