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Abstract: This paper presents a search algorithm called probabilistic search team (PST). In PST, all nodes
advertise their resource sharing information, maintain and broadcast the information based on DDBF (distributed
discarding bloom filter), which discards some information when transmitted to their neighbors. During the search
process, PST extends the concept of walker in RW to search team. PST realizes collaborative and parallel search of
multiple search teams by aggregating the resource information obtained in search process. Experimental results
show that PST achieves a good tradeoff between performance and overhead.
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BEAF L FEAE Y 48 LR R A S LS A B T 9 U A B e R B,

Y4 55 BT R 5 T B RE KR (KA % % ()R 2% 485 55 S 113 1 T Bloom Filter(BF) 4 R 7R~
FEE B PO T HE D AR S M P TR I [ AR AR FE 505 Bloom Filter(EDBF)CUa £ 4
Bloom Filter #£47 T 5t BN BEHCA o MY sl i T AN BAT o AN RITH — 4EME SR % th o, R rh A R I0e —
A~ Bloom Filter [r) &, 43 5l 447 7 38 it 4% &% fm 45 s nl ik 1R 2 A5 R AR AR BRI By 1 e B — MR R — 11
] 7 T LA o FEA% 3 DR AT R IR A 28 A v [R) 795 A O B O B Ui 38 R L T (1-dl).

IR TR ) A T R T ARG TR R S A R AR R A Al LB AR AN U 1Y
P HEAT Rl 0, o 2 e B R S A B (R 48 VR B A R AS SOt — B T3 A1 20 2 53 Bloom Filter(distributed
discarding bloom filter, & #x DDBF)$% A (1A 2 3% 22 /N4 (probabilistic search team, & Bk PST) &1k, & 56, % 15 UK
A1 H R BEYRIL A5 BN T 3l SR AR JEL B i g R SR T A A8 SR AR B AL RR R R b, &1 U5 T DDBF 4
AT W B A7 AR 33— 58 O (AN [R5 550 A [ &0 s 1) 25 3 L 49 W BE AN ) J5 MEAT 6 . JL T PST SikAtiAL
g b Sk rp g o # (walker) M ME &4 78 A 18 R/ (search team). W8 Y1 SR T fUR HY K /48 22 /0N (3% 905 A
TR A8 B98O R v AR BEURAE BN AR 20 A 1 0 8D A U A KN AL A R T e RS S R Gl S N
TEAY R I R P 3R 0 B U5 AR B PST AL T 2 AN /N AR T ) () P AT = AT Bl &5 R W, S LA
RISV AH LG PST S35 R 5 5 DR A 1K 28 07 FF 5 PR 7] IR IDUA3 0 1) 5 A7 P i

1 &ZEgit
1.1 2%HRXEFHBloom Filter

T AT SR AN IR AR A R RV 0% 5 s A PR 1T R R0 ek 1A 3 gk B A8 AT A [ )
KR EDBF 48— % i T8 L A5 16 77 300530 N 52 B P2P R GE IS M VA IO AL B BB AN S AR SR Y
SCRE A8 3 Ee Al 1“3 A1 2 Z 37 Bloom Filter(DDBF) " 4K,

7t EDBF 1, sk LU A9 & — A G5 — B 100G 12, AT DRIE 28 D545 5L 0 5 P32 5 4609 A B0 S R A 1 AT L
& B —Fh ™K ) B0 % 0% o< 2. 5 EDBF ANl 11T DDBF 7EA& 4% % P45 B ARl B2 v, SO 40 & o 1800 ST AN T
A8 B RE AN T 1) 5 37 L, I A DDBF JG i (R UE 3K R 7 A% 110 H 18 326 9 G 3R, 2 1T DG V5 T4 e b SRR 4 8 95455 5
FRY IR 5 Sk S D 455 05 505 R R AT AR EE 25 PR, 4 DDBF o RN B d (T SR T A d AT e A
YE48 (e B3R TR R — AR I & — > Bloom Filter [ 5. 0 Tyy(1<i<d,1<j<c)4id T i@t 25 i N6 JE A
SRAT i j oD AT sl B IR BRI Tic(1<i<d) W44 1755 | DMAESE HAE R A sz ¢
W EC D DL b BRI 0 B R A TR AR B R S Bk i e o R AR A I b BN SR E AT )
L2 i kD B (B 2 55 ) 40 45 R AT AR A e A AR T A R T HR 1 S0 i B 5 408 o1 AR B [ 25 35 Lk 451
WHE BT B3 AR T8 T B0E A I3 QT i 4k 7 vk 3R s

o BF(X)Z % x 1 Bloom Filter [7]

o BF(A)FR11 5 A 3EZ2 %85 424 119 Bloom Filter i), Resource(A) #7575 i A LR R 44

o To (U< j<c) o1 al A FRARFE A BN T AR 1 R B HIAT S j %1 Bloom Filter [
o DDBF(A,B,j)& /R 55 A [ JLAR R T 5 B 75 R W HE 5 5

B R iZ Y BAEBENT A BN CEERR BN |,

o DPpn R/ L AXTABIE N 19 2% 57 LU pan 7 1 5 A
FA8JE N AR LA, pan =1-DPay.
T CAE 1 Brasi P2P FR 44, it A H DDBF Bk
Fig.1 Example of unstructured P2P system TS LB A 4 T S o T
1 ARsitL P2P RS A IR 0 R R O R AT A A
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Bloom Filter {E BF(A). 18 HACHT IH BF(A) L H Z5 5¢ (3% 47 5+ 8) 1H 8. S(BF (A)), 1 115 DDBF(A,B,0)=8(BF (A)), %k
J5 4. DDBF(A,B,0) & 154540 Ji 15 A B A1 B i il ik L% J 7.2, 1 DDBF(A,B,0) ) 72 55 (44 A 57 58) 13 217 1) 1)

BT A E RO e AE R T 48 e AF R AR R R I I 5 R B R S BRIE N B A ES A S
FIAR R 82499 — AT A F I IR T 55 D (W AR R I v] LU & 1 3 el R (R 491, L IR 14 S(BF(F) ) gl
ST F A IRAE 41 Bloom Filter i BF(F), i 45 DDBF(F,D,0)=BF(F), 7 5 F 2 DDBF(F,D,0) k& i% 254K
J& 19 1 D.

N T R IR AT R A F I R b AT T, SRR R e N A RS S AR S O B R v R I ST )
A 8 245 T A 08 Jt 15 R, T A A AR B8 7 AT ) ST A 1 451 kg T R A0 F Y A E IR T, R A5 B X — A
I P9 LA AR J Y 5 e 30 6 B G 5 B )& DDBF(A,B,0),DDBF(D,B,0)1 DDBF(C,B,0)# 47 1% fi7 sk 14 4R J&
TR AE 45 SR T L A5 9 DPg e MM 4 1 14 ¥k 0,15 %] DDBF(B,E, 1) K I1£45 717 45 E.

7T AR U Ak SRR R 0 3 1) STV R O AR I B L R R LA L.

&L L

Procedure ReceiveAndCreateUpdate (Node A)  /*5E 57148 Jii (5 L2 7= A2 &1 6 8540 J 1) B8 T4 JEL =/
1. for each Ueneighbors(A) { 175 53 A BB —ANEB T i U

2. for (j=0; j<c; j++) PR B AT RS B AR IR Y 3R T/
3. T« T ADDBF(U A j); T « T, ADDBF(U, Ac);

4. for (j=1; j<=c; j++) { P*PE R AU RS B

5 DDBF(A,U,j)«0; I SRR AN i U R S8 S
6. for each Veneighbors(A), V-U{ 1175 5 A BRE—ANEB 715 5V, VU
7 DDBF(A,U,j)«<-DDBF(A,U,j)|DDBF(V,A j-1); ID6) A T R AT Bl AR

8 if (j==c) DDBF(A,U,j)«-DDBF(A,U,j)|DDBF(V,A,j)}

9 DDBF(A,U,j)«-DDBF(A,U,j)x(1-DP4 u);} IEFELAF R DP A I 5085 &
10. DDBF(A,U,j)«&BF(A)); SendAllUpdates(A,U);} PAE T A BT ROE B R U/

1.2 R RNAPST)EZE

AR SR T AR T 7 PR 0 VR S 8 B M A R /N A B L AR SRR R SR A R A AR v ]
T A5 IR 1) AR D S A B W IR ) IR AT R,

Lj#£4: Bloom Filter N[, DDBF 75 %5 i A F 370 136 43 wE U545 5, IR, 76 ) @ B 40 5 49 vl N2E
25 2 A5 T LAV ) 380 595 X R E A, AN 6 7 SR b [ 25 Rl A5 T A 3R ] — 2R 7 DG (10 A AR 1 9 00 x 6o v [
Pl EE R U, T RO VB x 5 T8 BRI ICACEE Sim(x, Te) AT BAE i R () #EA7 5

Sim(x, Ty ;) = > (ULiIIxV[i]) / > U[i] 1)
i=1 i=1
7 PST SEIL T BA TR BEW0E R B O 2R AN AL STACR AN EALIH BAET il A DU R 2 — AR 1T 1L B,

DR ST MY A0 A B 417 20 B 5 I, i SR — AN e A7 B AT A A B R4 22 AN A0 1 05, FR ST #4671 5 A 20 IR HY
LA TR NGL ICIN ST B T B A2 15 05 A JF H DL STa 3RoR, 0 IR 22 JE AR 17 0 N [ T 48 RN DL ST R S
TR, G L B D5 SR R Noriginal 30 A HE K AN B AL 2 B4, AT AR AR 1 2R /N STorigina K H T k A
TR/ IEH STorigina 55 B 7515 51 Noriginar 5 ST 2 SToriginar & H I HEAE 2 /N, 25 m A2 3K (8] 5 A1 A,
FATFR LN STA.STa MAE R FRUN R

(1) LE T A ASTAARYE (1) v &1 BT 1 204K 55 B 3K 1 25 Bloom Filter 7] 5t 5 H A5 ¢ U5 1 VT FiC % 43
F R R ICHC . MaxSimy a. W1 MaxSimy 4 KT STa E 511143 Ji B KT LS MaxSimg, 4T MaxSimy 8 5 45
SToriginatyS Toriginal WX FGASE & Jad i 55 K VB IE 5, 3145 1 W 1 4 Jm e R U IE & MaxSimy,.
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(2) STalelE O Jayifs K UCHCEE MaxSimy o 7% N [F 40 15 5 N &% & e A i S (FRATRRIE N 28 1 27/ b,
LA STx %R, STy B MaxSimy o %1 1 Bloom Filter [ i[9 51 5 45 Jy i% /N LI TTL 4.

(3) eI A5 A KR T 1 LA MaxSimy a (F1408 J 15 s 4 2 5 (003 S LAAR, ST a 38 [ BT A DE I B K T il % 1 3
A 100 400 58 00 P e e A T U (I 25 T 4 Sy ds K DR TC - MaxSimg T8 LS R T el ae<L), Bl ST o ¥ 170 T AT 36
JEP(XTE) 2 axMaxSimg, 1< j<c, H5 5 17 /INLAN T 52 1040 it N s A B (BRANTRRIL N 38 2 6 7N,
BLSTZ\ 7). STZ UM P(X, Ty ) = a x MaxSimy 1< j <c IECK j {H 4 TTL {H.

H1-T DDBF 78 %8 54 & R A b A b ARV 45 Hh )Y Ak AR 7] 1) 25 7 LA, TR1 b, 74 3 396 52 A7 9 UG 100 B8 v 7
T B 53 T DG TS K /I, 4% v 1) 7 80 s B 5 441 O DG JC 82 T 6 % Bloom Filter [i) £ T 76 (11 5115, 515 /N, ) &
I YRR NIRRT A T 20 Sk 1 5 R DN O AR SR A A B AT U T e

(4) STa & S vt 57t Jsi 3 d5 K UL )& MaxSimya XF N2 ES i 5 T 45 B9 8105 jmax, 28 55, 180 BT AT 3l 2
Sim(X,T";) > 0, 1<j<jmax 15 B IS 7 /IN L1095 1) AN T SRR 40 2 5 5 N e 0 2V R (AT TR LA 58 3 e/
4,UL ST #R). A ST TG SIm(X, T ) > 0, (1< j < jpp ) MUK J AR AF A i/ NALI) TTL (. HAT 55 2 o2
ST LAY AN i 25 B AT B AR R AT I W A LA

FEF BT AL N, T/ STL i =12, 3 B R A/NA ST IERE( IR 1~4 28) 3% BRI AR R 40P i 5
A (BT A B Rk U T A LI B LA 2.

B2

Procedure ForwardQuery (Node B, Team ST, Resource x) 1 G R S A S

1 if (HasFound(B,x)) Return B; IR /OB RILT HAR TR
2 if (HasSeenBefore(B,ST)) {SelectAnotherMaxSimNeighbor(ST); Return 0;} ///& # & 34 &

3 STparent<—ST—>parent; A«STaen—reside_node; ST—>MaxSim«0; 158 A 2R /INAH 0 B 1T A
4 for each Ueneighbors(B)AU=A

5 for (j=1; j++; j<=c)

6 if (Sim(x,TUBJ) > ST — MaxSim) {

7 ST — MaxSim « Sim(x,TU?j) ; MaxSim_Node<«U; MaxSim_TTL«j;}

8 if ((ST>MaxSim<A—MaxSim) && (ST->type==1||ST—>type==2))

9 {GoBackToParent(ST); return 0;}

10 if (ST>MaxSim>ST aren—>MaxSim)  STyaren—>MaxSim«-ST—MaxSim;

11 CandidateSete—{Null}; IR e RS At
12 if (ST>type==1||ST—>type==2)

13 if (ST>MaxSim>0) {

14 GenerateSubST(B,MaxSim_Node,ST,MaxSim_TTL,1);

15 CandidateSet«—CandidateSetu{MaxSim_Node};}

16  if (ST>type==3)

17 if (3)'<ST—TTL,3Veneighbors(B), {11 Sim(x,T,%;) = Sim(X, Ta'sr 710) ){

18 if (V¢CandidateSet) {

19 GenerateSubST(B,V,ST,j’,3); CandidateSet«—CandidateSet_{V};}

20 } else {Terminate(ST); Return 0;}

21  for each Ueneighbors(B)AU=AAU ¢ CandidateSet

22 for (j=1; j++; j<=C)

23 if (SIM(X,T5 ;) 2 @ x (ST pppen = Maxsim)) {//a<1

24 GenerateSubST(B,U,ST,},2); CandidateSet«—CandidateSetu{U};}

25 if (CandidateSet==9) {

26 STTTL«ST—-TTL-1;if (ST>TTL==0) {Terminate(T); Return 0;}

27 SelectRandomNeighbor(V); V—>ST«ST; CandidateSet«—{V};}

28  for each VeCandidateSet ForwardQuery(V,V—ST x); HFE TS — BT f 34T AH [R] Ak 3
29  ContactRequestingNode(B,ST);

30  Return 0; THETS F1B A I H bR BER

N T HE DR BEUE A VR RE AR 7 4R B X 1 B I B, W SR AE LI HE SR NH DA R 2 )5 AT /N AR B AT
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RIATAT H AR U5 1 3L A5 B B4 BN AR 35 NH+L PR H NT A7 /N DU s 4 J 48 2824 4 Jey die K
DEPC I MaxSimg K45 15 A1 2% 1A D T 32 9 2. MaxSime IS K 28 10 T A7 R R BT ] £ JEL K /N L I R

2 5

e MR b RAVBR B R G L n AN AT AT SR 5 BB AT d 4T ¢ Fi(d T ) AN N
LA LAY, EEA Bloom Filter [ &EH m 4,4 k NS B HL, L m>Skx L FAT 13— 20 AR BE R L0 41 T BHL P &5
41,74 5 R B [, bYG R P9 3950 A S 370 SRR B da=(a+b)/2, MR 88 Kumar (470,24 i e/, mr DL AL
h RGN T W T G5 (TC R, 1 110 S5 A 21 050 A BR800 | A X8 nimdax (da—1)2
2.1 $EIRE

T PST SV 43 47 45 SL AT T 241, VRGN 10 0 AT i R0 2 2% SCHR[L0]. 726 H TR 49 0 A IR
R R — Bk & AR S I PST S35 T B R AL AR IR AE S S TR ALEE T RS 7 1) [ AT R A
WA B AT IE 0% 45 0, W SRR A S A A B G LE A i bR 7 1) TR0 A0 58 1 0 DA kR 2B T ) 4 2R

FATT LA (S 1) ) B 02 26 Py i(BIE I 26 Pty 1=1—Peyyi) 3R 78 PST 7% (19 8% th MEA PR DT IH B 0 2 T 7 PR B A
SR AT T 5 2 B S k1R v T s A K S A T SRR AT B oIS T R 1 A T T AR R AT A TE A T T (%
VEAE B A T ) B S T 1)) b AR A0 i e O ARE R A 152 2R 40 451 R AN [ A0 s 1 A R B BRI p o BE ML AR A
Fr HAELN AT pi A1 nin Bl F f[ P, ~ Po A, py AT T AR TN AT R AT AR B L n DR R IE

i=1
R po /T 1 BB R 5 7 1) DG C R ) e R AR (W 75 ) 5 8 DR 1) SR AR KT 1 Aiff 1 UG B 11 o KA
S, % E K R AR A

T3R8 B 5 L= 2 s BE(U)H 1 AN S HEEE o wakl 4 gq=(da—1)xpo, 2 T S5 A A BRE N

i AR B 1 BT AR ) A BN BNy S AT R AT A A ECKREE RN ho

i-1
S,=nxwx[]p;~d,x(d, ~)xwx pit=dwg T 1<i<c (2)

j=1

h -1
S.= 2. S =dwq* (L-q" ) /(L-q) 3)
% 1 5 REA Bloom Filter TR —A7 0 1 [HEER p, (i) T Lhad ik 5 (4) i X (5) 1h 5

P (i) ~1—(L-1/m)5/% ~1—e ™ /M £ 1M L kig™m, 1<i<c (@)
P (€) 1-(L-1/m)*"% ~Kklg**(L-q"™)/m(l-q) ()

LLBEALAZ fE Y, 305 T M AT 5 o ()4 0 A SRR R T (U< < ¢) R, HARBHIR I k ANa 7
PR (B O A TR 1 AN BA P(Yi=y) R Y IEA y BIBER(y AR T k 9IRS 830,
P(Y, =y)=Cp.()" A~ p. (i), 1<i<c (6)
R H b B UAE R 22T h B Gl 1Y 2 B B P Y A ALY h<c I, T, I H AR VR k A A
BUE AL RO DAL A 1 LR r(h)al O i 7)ok 5

r(h)=py "+ p,(h)—pg *xp,(h), I<h<c @)
Y h>c I, T 0 H bR U5 1 Kk AN 75 B BOE AR AL A 1 A3 r(h) al LLIE R R (8) 154
r(h)=pg*+p,(c)— Py x p,(c), h=c (8)

LABBALAL 55 X 40 Ty, &I (h<c)ml Ty, F5(hxc)th F AR S5 k AN A bR BUE 0 AL eh 1 44,
Pe(X=x)&7n X E A x FIBER (x A AKT K M AE 5840, A1

P (X =x) =Cir(h)*@~r(h)* 9)

TE R IEAR R AT A AR b AR H AR RS B x 0 h Bb 4y ad B BA T AT AL A R B A AT
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¥ ¢ A I b DA LIUT W52 Sim(x, TaY,) 2 @ x MaxSim(j e [1,c],ar < 1) i, BRI i 0 K b ple o — IR A3 280 i
(e R AT AP AR RLER AT AT B). B 56, th TR I TS K50 58 AT 2808 B S Py o A

c a1 K min(| s/ a |,k)
Peff,h’:(HPr(x 2UlYi)) =Hd1( (P(X=s)- 2. Pr(Yi:j))] (10)
i=1 i=1 s=1 j=0

SR 75 TS R S AE B H AR BRI SN B b R 58 S A T BEHLAE A, A Pegrn=1/d.
A F(d) s R ECh d AR, i BT AR A [a,b] v [l A 2 50 73 A, BRIt F(d) o 3 # 1/(b—a+1), 32 1
R B AR R AT S BE B A h (R (BT R A YRR A R 2 Popy p FTEK B IE A2 Pegrn A

b
Perr,h ~ 1/(b —a +l) : Z (1_ Peff ,h’)(l_ Peff ,noise) (11)
d=a
Petth=1—Perrn (12)

HY n=10000(H K EHE] ho=8),d,=4,k=64,1=4,m=32k bit,py=0.3,a=0.5,c=5,a=3,b=5MaxSimy=4/64({5 1 K%
4 2R 1 VT I B ). 1 20 (10) 43 B Peren FIE L 1.
Table 1 Computing the error rate
F 1 HREHHUE

Distance (h) 1 2 3 4 ) 6 7
Error rate Perpy | 1.15x107%  1.54x10° 2.03x107° 6.29x10°0  7.22x10%  7.36x10"'  7.37x10°*

2.2 EfI1%RE

BEHTLIZE 3 B8 177 17 BB R 2 Perr rangom P11 HT A (13) VAL T IO Z3 4T 0, I 24 h>hy I B85 5L A 52 i
T /N TR PR S 0, 0y G AL Py ~Perrrandoms A 2 hi<hy IR, BEYSHAR JG ) 52 00528 K1 W 75 1) B W0, Wi AL Py, ) =005
WA 2 hp<h<hy I, BEUEAR G KD 52 L5 T8 74 PR S WA AR .

b
Perr,random = 1/(b —a+t 1) ' Z (l_ Peff ,noise) (13)
d=a
(1) 7EEE B AE B R AN AR 1 X sk (h<hy) RE 4 22 55 225 1 Bk AP 40k

hops;(h)~h (14)

(2) 7E_FIRPAN DX 2 8] 1 DX 35 (ho<h<hg ) R 98 2R 75 B4 0k kb 300k

h h
hopsz(h) ~ Z (Peff,i X hopseﬁ‘i + Perr,i X hopserr,i) + h2 = h + (da 71) X Z Perr,i (15)
i=hy +1 i=hy +1

(3) 7EER B AF B AAT T AR 1) X sl (h>hy ) A 148 = 75 ZEE 1R kA8 2k
i
hops,(h) ~ (NH +1)xh—NH xh +(d, -1)x >’ B, (16)
i=hy+1
oo NH (55 X5 05 1.2 5 545 R AT SR B h (K795 20 npsdax (da=1)" 4 Pr(n) 278 % U5 17 3R 45 45
Noriginal 5 17 BV A AT 1T SR ES 0 h AR, AT Po(h)=ny/n. P48 R GEIR E(hops) A
hy hy ho
E(hops) = > (R, (h)xhops,(h)) + > (B, (h)xhops,(h))+ > (P,(h)xhops,(h)) 17
h=1 h=h, +1 h=h +1

HY NH=2,h,=5,h,=2.4 n=10000(&}, 2500)I H#i 2X(17), 238 &R iR W& 2.

Table 2 Computing average search latency
x2 TPRHREERIH

No. of nodes (n) Maximum distance (hy)  Average search latency (E(hops))
10 000 8 16.152
2 500 7 12.529
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3 RPIEIE
A7 Neurogrid BRI p el 7R IR E R (OMER IS 2/ NL(PST) S, 3 H 5 RW 5194 (2 BB L
R~ B2 BEZ PSR SQR SIIEIAEHEAT T AR & ST K 4 B S RO 3.
Table 3 Common simulation parameters
x3 NHEHSH

Parameter Value Parameter Value
No. of nodes (n) 2 500,2 000 No. of available keys 3000
Average node degree (da) 4 No. of keys per resource 1
Node degree distribution Random Resource and key distribution ~ Random
No. of available resources 2500 Search distribution Random
No. of resources per node (1) 2 No. of experiments 10 000

B AL R B S 3 LR 4.0 T 53 1 DDBF 5 EDBF 1 X 1) A% UF EL 8 10 2 - 1, Al 106 SQR itk AT
TY RAMENEYNEBRM TS PST SR B NsR4 R R I7E I B BRILCT H s 2R AR
S DA L A A 5 A T R R — P R Y R SQR SV I AALl v FRATT I £ gk L4512y 759% (' £%).
Table 4 Private simulation parameters
F4 BABRZEH

Parameter Value Parameter Value
PST (With DDBF) SQR (With EDBF)
Bloom filter width (m) 64k bit Bloom filter width (m) 64k bit
No. of hash functions (k) 64 No. of hash functions (k) 64
Average discarding proportion (DP) 75% (3/4) Decay factor (constant) 75% (3/4)
Initial no. of search team 3 Gnutella
No. of hops between 2 enhances (NH) 2 Forwarding manner Flooding
No. of sub-teams for each enhances (NT) 3 Random walk
DP distribution: Uniform distributed from 62.5% to 87.5% Forwarding manner 2-way
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Table 5 Latency and overhead (number of nodes: 2 500)
R 5 ENLIEIR R E AL I (55 %2 500)

Latency  Cost Latency  Cost Latency Cost
PST 8.326 160.8 PST’ 8.324 234.3 | Gnutella 5.331 7491.1
PST-E (theory)  12.496 Null | SQR-E (extended) 9.096 138.3 RW 14.473 4 318.4
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Fig.2 Latency (number of nodes: 2000,2500)
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Table 6 Latency and overhead of PST under different combination of DP and NH
% 6 Al DP ORI NH 414 N1 PST Sk ) 2L a8 A1 T4

Search latency Search cost Search latency Search cost
PST (50%,2) 7.780 103.5 PST (66.7%,4) 8.497 76.4
PST (50%,4) 8.181 52.3 PST (75%,2) 8.324 160.8
PST (66.7%,2) 7.892 142.0 PST (75%,4) 9.602 112.2
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BEXAL SERE AL 20 2 SR S LSO SR A L A SR Y T 3T DDBF SRR % /N (PST) ik A

PST S A4 19 RUHE B R AT AT sl I IR 245 8, JF 5L T DDBF $5 AR LAl i 21 19 5 S AT DR A7 A0
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