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Abstract: Internet data centers are developing towards a diversified, intelligent, automated, large-scaled, and
standardized direction. With the increasing of scale and complexity, it brings great challenges in how to effectively
manage resources. Currently, resource management has become a major issue in Internet data centers, and its
importance and urgency cannot be ignored. This paper analyzes two major challenges of resource management with
which the Internet data center is facing: (1) meeting the compatibility of concurrent and multiple application SLAs
(service level agreements); (2) improving the energy efficiency of system service. Based on the challenges, this
paper thoroughly analyzes and summarizes the related work of resource management guaranteeing the SLA,
reducing power, and incorporating the objectives of guaranteeing the SLA and reducing power simultaneously
during the last ten years. Finally, the paper summaraizes the research and points out future research directions.

Key words:  data center; resource management; SLA (service level agreement); power; virtualization
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B PRSI R 8 IBM BT ¥ MBRP F 4503 I A5 gt e I3 FH e A0 WL % 901 290 25 ) 0 1 LA % R 8 I 25 1
SR SN (R A0 A CPU Ak BRI 1) A1 £ A0 B I 1) 22 80, A P 26 R 2 1) 075 92 00T A A A0 A i 58 04T 3 24 20 I 15
K B 7 2 A0S T AR s HLOR A N R AR L T R R 22 O T N B R A e e AR A 8
Massachusetts K% Chandra 25 A3 A0 P78 2 000 1 7 ¥ I 47 28 1) 802 4 k) CPU I BA 41 5 U5 LA
WAL S8 QoS F R L rh, SCHR[34 14 FH I 5] Py 51) TG 7 A7 5 A AR s 7 25 A 00 £ (0 90000 R SR A S 3 A
I 3 A SR ke 5 S0 B 0 0 U SR R T2 BRI DA B AR Bl 28 ke 5 I 55 4 8 KD 20 T
3.2.2  FETREAUHURLEE i RE AL - 5 B A 2

2003 4 IBM [f] Chandra %5 AUV YA A8 A T ) FDULURL IS (1) 26 5 0 YT BT DL T HE R 3 (1) 2
TG BRI PRI T R AU FE KR UM T £ B A BRI AR R 23 D PR (1) RSB TSCEAT RS A B R AU
BUIE LI SRR AR A B8 08 5 K 64T R JU AL 2 ) SEATL A 80 i JCE 5 (2) [ 4 o R UL W VR 1) 3 24 T
H1 T AU A S S 3R A B I A 2l e TR A o £ 8 R 0P B3 A 12 3k £ 4 58 58 95 20 IC ML 1) S5, R HULAL
RSN Rl A/
3221 JEMBUBCEALRE

REAVNUTECE AT RS 15 21 i W 0 A2 AR AR R AL BTL A B 50 5 S ORI DL B, 3 R FUH LSO 204 DL L B 4 1
G35 AR A0, T i R AR R R AL 8 905 5 SR 2 R e BRI S 1 IR 55 A8 B R UL B ML e vk i LA
o S, AT N AT IR« IT R MR LE AU BT 10 R FUA LIS 2 W6 L2 ) BEHL 155 ) 0, B BT i 1) 3W ] AL

YT RE AL 5 42 Ak B AR R LT R AL B T A . AEIT B PO R AR EL JER I AL LIS IR
RAGE RN PERE S W KN J LA J5 T 3EAT X EE 70 B, 3 1.

Table 1 Virtual machine migration comparison
R1ORMPLER IS

LB RM 2 LRI H] LI ) RUETE XN TERER
SR R AL AT RS R A 2

BAITE R A AR EIRST WESTBE  WERIBK Eﬁ&g Wt RS S
B E S — AL KRS AT i
B BB R i B P — P A 12 TR S

ERITE & ARG K posceopy WEA ALK iz LY s

it S AL

JEFUNUBCE AT HEwg P A I 73 E (1) B R E;2) ki,

(1) JaRAHIE

WA T B R A B B AT BTG 55T CPUL WAE % U5 Purdue k%% Khanna %5 AB7 45
DY) E A CPU FH N A7 AT AT 26, a8 i 75 22 00 I DL 25 ok A 5 2y <32 B0 R 400 ML 1) 38T 30 IBML 1)
BobroffP R WM ) CPU A FH 58 [ sk K, 18 P ek i) 12 400 T30 K2 LWL SR CPU 7 3R A FH i W I Jt & 5B
VEBHAT NG R AT B (A 2% BT ¥ A . VM Ware i 1) DRS % 4t (dynamic resource scheduler)™” il i
W55 CPU FH N AE TR 7 A8 AT A B RSB A S L 2 T8 1 £ 23880 AR v A R0 S Y L A A R AT e e e 4.
Massachusetts k2% Wood 2 A\ ¥ it T Sandpiper 2 20 4 FH 500 3 & A0, 45 45 I P i S5 B 6 48 089 145

S HF T G4 VO BRSSOk (42,43 1 50 S s AR e R SLHL B0 B L I B AT
# Northwestern [f] Sundararaj 25 N2 ¥ 11 T Virtuoso 22 4%, i3 VTTIF 4141 W 4% % FH 22 17 (38 15 17 A, VADAPT
FRA N FH 2 1) P 48 0 A R 5 s P8 4 b« 2% 4 35 47 JE it ¥R 5K . Wisconsin-Madison [¥) Shrivastava %71
(1] AppAware 7 4 IANN 5 18 9 4% 4 FMIC S i, 1t 2% B8 22 J2 1 P o S ) 42 2 T F R L A

MARKRE,FE T8 K UEVE I IR LSCE AT B 18 5 LA o0 FL2% 5 s L, (H 75 B KR 0 5 K A0, TR e
FRARUSE () 4 o 1 ik A, i R s SR AN R UE RS 1, 1T i 5 BUOE S8 R e S BN R RE 5 0728404274

2) b Eie

TR Wang 25 NSO Hy bl i i f J0UIR 45 V1 55 BR B2 1) 1 3 85 BIHE 424 FH 5% BR 461 Fr) R 28 1 A Ak 1
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ARBEVHERL CPU %t Y5 21 4 BR 0% U5 (1 MRS i) R0 Ay 15 40 Ak B, A AV TR 162 BT A W UL L L A A ) 25 i, 50 4 22
France Orange Labs ] Van Nguyen 25 A U7#815 1 iz 0001 7 AR [0 110 B 1 4% 0, e o 1 25 W 90 T 408 3 el 0 R
BRI 52 B S0 ) 2 R 7 2 A0 A T8 s SR e 5 sl D K AU BT IR RN 2 =3 B8 T AT FE BRI 3% A . IBML 1)
Meng % A iF T TVMPPUI RS, 2 5 1 F 2 1] () 380075 988 R 3000475 K 10 R DR LS S B 81 ) — &5 L.

SRS T O IR R NUECE AT 8 7 ik B AR /A w3 SRR i D0 35 (R 45 B0 Ak 8 (1) 1) 1)
e, BUA 3 FH T K I ) 90 P AR 4 14500,

3222 [AI4 RUREAUANL GRS A B 25 T 4

I FH A7 38 B A B A% ) A AR A L 7 280 A R DAL 2 T R, T 9 2l 0 0 o AR A U A 7 2 3 T, U5 T
P B 2R PR U 23 T 7 A AR I FH 2% A 1) 87 8, TR0 U1 U 0 T 4R S S R R UL . 20 753 1) U0, TR FH At
PRIR A BCHEE BN S A B IR AT 7k B =S 3 K381 IR (2) BB (3) A kL
FIACAL L i

(1) =i

PR IX R & AR 2 073 IR B AR SLA, H aiBUR SR )74 4 EL i HLIK =B 3 P2k
(1) AR by B H 8 SCH T EE 0 A P 6. B A 2845 ELA B R 19,28 Unix R4 F AR 2 508 T A, 1 top,
sysstat,memstat,dstat 5.(2) R4 A N H 2 A SLA, AL FZFRm M I [7].28 Unix R KA H LT
A e S I 1) A R A R USRS B A D R SRR 2 Bk A O, DT I FH B A R 48 W i O X S
R A5 o 12 H 1) 5Lk

© BT W o0 JR A A R

FEIX P77 2T, 0 AL SCHER (% 5 A 28308 3 DU S o 0 YA P 22 15 T B8 e JRA FH 28 1) 22 e 1R
T A K UM HE 0 Bk 2D (1 B U & AR 22 0 SURR AR 5 B A 1R 0 50 SR G A 4 08 2N S B W R A AR R AT e
SCHSISSI3 s AR e, ) SLA 52 5% 0 () ASE 22 42 T dn S s SCA AT, 7 98 5 905 512 o A B2 0 4 P %6
)5 AN 5 R 28 809G 9C, T ELAR 3T S s B b T ok [ o L 19 e B, T 2 2 35 SR B0 B B HH ik e
R T A S A, S SV 06 T 09 B8 8 Al ] o 071,

[ 52 P 0 2 0 HP X L2 B CPU W JSEAT B A% 43 P2 Bt 5 1 ) 22 BEAG R A2 2 BE AR 1, 22
J2 I 444 B 52 95 1k, 2007 4F Michigan K25 HP &1 i T X 22 J2 N T #8954 i (o iF 5t 17 Padalal ol ki 40
HLBE & Pt 2e 2%, A FH Bt N Ji H 28 461 2% (single-input,single-output, fAl FX SISO 4 52 CPU ¥ ¥ R A1 8 CPU
) 26 2 0] 19 22 S 04T 43 T, 70 e A2 B 30 5 4 W) A0 58 DR IE v D0 58 20 FH 0 0 05 i SR AL I 25 18 i LML 56 4
) AR SCRR[17,19,52,58—601. SCHR[16] 1 14 T Fa A5 ik 75 A0 42 1] 25 140 150 v, 50 A58 ) e 285 A 20 4l 30 i N R i
Z VB D6 2R, SR IR 120 2 g R 4 1) 2% 2 5 Bt L L 5 B Padala 7F SCHR[ 1 7] 6 45 2% 16 2 B0 T 45 /> — 3
VEPEAT A 2 R A0 22 B N 22 B 45 7 8% (multi-input, multi-output, f FR MIMO)X) CPU FE 4% E Y5 k47 8h &
S BEHP f) Liu 25 N USI5 A R (385 B 22 2% B4 i o, D R 22 )2 I FH v 252 W 08 i LA A2 1 FH SLALM 2 65 i
AWLIBAT T 7] — A FRHL LIS, 4 47 5 2 5 A 391, T linois Kk 2% Heo 45 AP Me FY R Ads sl 7 925 M0 41 S B 9 A%
] FH 26 R EE N AR FH 2600 22 S 0 A2 VR EEAT 2 38 2 .

JAA VS IF B %7 35 HP (1) Wang %5 A% 3T T AppRAISE P i 8 3 FH i M e A0 1A% 47038, B 3 vt s
T VR VR AT H I M8, 2 B 1) B e FIOI AN 4 3l S it 45 ) CPU BEUR IR 20 TiC, (HL2 1 1) 28 G0 R s 4 75 =3
Wi 73 8] R G 1 fi 1O IR B B, Lund. K 2% Kijaer 25 ANB7HR R (28 1 17 TR S it AR 45 45 10 07 s CPU
LR HEAT 2 T,

F T HASE A R AT R ATAE DL T 8B (a) 7E 2 VEEEIREE R, 0 A AR 15 8 ke ik 52 A%, 01 B 1 o 54
RN 78 SCAR TR M 45 58 XA K e, W) 56 1 2 P 1 187 58 A AT, DR 9% B2 () 77 R H0LAk BR 355, A 119 ¢
YA SRR AR A5 5 o R e, 5 B2 L BB B hypervisor 2 TR (c) M % G BIIMLS T T [ — AN EHL L,
A7 FH 24T (0 35 905047 P 236 000 B8 S5 4 0 0 5 SR 2 4 R 2= 01,
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@ F T TR g [ N (1)

ST IR SR 5 I B 1) AN A 5 =, LA S 0 [ B i) £ Ay 8 8 AL E) AR DGR 53R 2D Tlinois K% Xue %5 APV
X httpperf JEAT 8 T, A8 B S A i S I 18] A% [ 45 1 55 445 i 0 AR P A7 AE SE IR 5 HL3Z 00 2% 45 PR R K T3,
2 JLAUERH.CMU 119 Sangpetch 25 A C27E [ 55 25 5t 497 FHATE T L S92 BSOS, 20 AT 48 SR I 25 5 3t 14 o 1 F ), FF
IR,

(2) BRI

Florida k%% Xu 25 AUV TR 7 v2: R TE R Al AT A58 FEASERY ASS 2R RASOR S0 7 ¥ 4 5 15 KE DML 01 )3
FE &, H 3027 o) REFUN LIS AT I BOAT O A T ASORIASE B 3 37 T A 738 B CPU B U5 SR 22 W) A 50 A T ASHE) S0
AR 24 BT CPU A8 2 T oA ok B 058 75 3K, i B 5 ¢ o538, S A 6 10 5 S R0 5 25 AREASR 000 160 A SR A5
T TR 18 48 (1 U7 VAN T ST 50 A RN B PR G B AR A AN TR B IR, B A P R L e
e PR B AR K D0, JE G T S AR SR

(3) ZHI R B A B 18

XIT7 K 2 FE T SCHR 121 48 H 1) 79 J2= 2R A 0 £ R ADUATL S8 SC— A Jag #5200 1 R 8, 408 1 8 050 0 B )
BEHLRE SC— >4 Ja 280 o B0 MR AR 25 0 KB OLTL D 58 50 5 SR OMD 8 50 s e, 3 e Bk £ IR RLL K2 s o 0 445 F 58 9.
George Mason K %% Menasc % AUy 2 40U 50 25 85 6 G4 1, 4 5 6 M Sl HLAA) OG- 15 30 2 oy 1 f
T i 125 14 i 0 25 o 250, R LSS0 7 5k 7 VR 10EA T B0 F TBM 1) Zhang 25 A0V 45 25 Tl £y JKEVAEL, T 00 13 FF £ 4 ok
FRT B I B T 412 58 058 4 i) e ¢ A AR P D00 A T 8L 35k T 20T B BORR AL BR AR 10 736 T 7 JE R e AEL A i AE T
ST RR I B A, i e b AR L
323 N 4

FEIET AL LI L0 6 8, 2 A N s Y 1 2 AN ALAFHE AT/ — B W BLPL LN DAt R T s A7
T A ERAE R G R 5 SO S R G AT I R AL R MERE R 2 . 4R RS B UR B A r B DD EL i T
AL 0 i R, SE LA — 5 T R AR T 48 A 2R 0 S AR ORI Bk il et T 22 A 1 S == BRUBIL W 9, 1 56 7 Ak
TR IS 380 40 BB 0 T8 T . DR A I A 8 H AT BN AR By e, AR B R AN AL R4 B I SLA B2 5% i el i
AL RN BB R A A, 7 BRI N S s A R e W BEAL B U e & R M BEAL B R AR e BN 22
) o] B2 AH TP B B k22 A, — S S B3 4T 5 DS R G0 0t 2 3 BUS AT 7R SL Wy BN LB i o A7 17 JH #8522
F5m.

WL 98 U 73 IC AN RE AU LT B8 A2 FE T REAUUH LR BE JE 5251 65 71 0 7 R 58 9570 T BOAR T B A10RE FE % Y 73 ic
TFAS /N« RS P e, A g B A B RPN LI 3% B2 053 IE ) B2 R (T A8 1 e W 46 LA H A9 B ML CPU
iR — 8 I 0 AN E 23 8 m] B, R PR SR B A T R BE AT R4S 5 e AN TR R R 0] b AT g F
openMP 15 MPI Z [ ) 8 F 2K L ,openMP 7£ — & W) BEHL b 3L 52 Py 47 1) 07 QS BRt A ) a5, O 4/ (BB A 2
T2 G FEAS D BRI, JF ELA 5y AW BRBL P9 A7 98 U8 2 58 4 MPT 2 AN (5] 49 SR b DI JE A% 3efs S B A% ) Je A5
(177 2, AT BABE AT Rt R H 20 BIL S0 AR N 48 A SR s g R BT AR R IR T openMP+MPI TR 4 B, AT 1A
AR A A 5 BT BE S A A G DKL E B U 20 IC MR AU M LA % 1) B U5 20 TE SR Ak 46 5 PR g 5 IR A AL
PR T R AU BE J5 A R AE I AT IR v B 2 W] A8 A% GE A 0 Wy B LA 35 1) 07 380 70 SRt S AT R e i

R 2 N BRI E.

Table 2 Different platforms comparison

®2 AFPFEXE

& Wi BERGA B AT ARRE  GRANE I
T I S | it g 1 SCHR[11-13.20-26]
e 2 A | % Ak i SCHR[14,28-34]
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4 LIRBRIIFEN B EZREBFRANK

P GO B b O D RE AR 5 60%, 3 e A B B8 1 30% 26 A7, ISR 4% PR IS (0 D AE AR 7 i OIS TR IR 60%,
ST M O I DA A AR SO ZRR T HE ] CPUL BT FE (VA SR 7. A TR+ il 1Dt FE 1) 43
3 3 25:(1) DVS/DVFS, )& T 201 s A 2 s il 7 285(2) JF/2eML, )8 T ML b bl 7 20,3) s se i & 8 T
P52 7 o 7 2 TRATT AT RE 5 e R T BN R 2R H T B AR A (0 A SR ST R 4T 40 HT 0 s 45
4.1 DVS/DVFS

XPR 5 AT AR A B, 0 BRI CPU A2 B rp 3k 17704 21 BRI DB 1 H 1 A8 75 S22 FI /B RS 1 L
FE Y EHLA L PREET SRIUX R 7 2 AR Sh FEAR N 25 5, LIRS T T — S W ENL LR ST 2 6 B
BB AR bR 285 ) 5 AR 25 S i ) BE AL I8 AT HI T A B ML e, A e T HB AR 1 & B8 B UML) S otk Bl it
YEHH DVS/DVFS . i T AN B F S35 (il 06« 9 48 SR I AILA7 78 22 5 SR 17 R 4004k FR 85 R SR B P 4
ARIEAT DhFesa bl i B 2L LR, FAT LR B R T &« B 3L T & JEAT R 43 6 24 m R e 8 R 2R 4T 2h
FEE I D HF S REAT 0T 5 R 4
4.1.1 HEEPT &

XA 6 TN FAH SGAIT I, B2 2% 5 B 2 I P R e 31 22 23 N D 22 1) 9 BB 2 3 B AT I LR R B 2 2
IS FAZAT 1) 22 L, 1 T 80 3 A 6 Y5 2 4% 4% (19 0 8 DVS/DVFS #/E. 5] IBM [¥) Elnozahy %5 A& H —Fh4t
Xt Web HK 45 5 1375 SR 30 A BE 47 A, 70 A £ 28 B B 2 40375 SR AR A7 76 I IO 77 1k 2 P AL BE 28 b TR D FEIR S, 24 2
FRUIRT U SR HH b Ak 291 ) SO, 0 Ak L 85 e It Ak L 3K 4R 97 SR AELANCEE o) B0 2 I FH L B 22 J2 v 1 R R, SR
[64—661%F £ |2 5 FHIE AT (11 2 HLER 500 3547 DVS/DVFS 4% . Virginia K2 Horvath 25 A 49515 2 2 Web JIk 5%
AT LRI Sty 21 vty P R H ) £ R S 2% A T A8 FH TR A A AL VA BE T DVS B S DIRE T 52 0 30 G 4 5 1 3 A
224 1) 13 1 ] HE B 5 PR BRI VG BRI AR DVS 3848 b B RFA B v S R WEE T Lin 258 AL 0 4 b Sk
[64,65] 5 i3t — 20 il H BR BB R U 22 2 8 A 10 35 B8 SRk 2800, M W0 = B8 SRk 800 75 R 2 149 W N N R) 3R AT
DVFS Fiffil. Tennesse A2¢ Wang 25 N1 T 3+ 2 51\ 22 i 2 1018 (MIMO) P9 B 18 44 S RE 42 1 9% 70 A
SETE R HLRE T AE — T I BRI 4 1R 1 36T I 25 2 1k B 75 SR 1 15 CPU A% A Pl e 78 45 A IR 55 9 2 T EEAT 36 5.
412 BEFES

TE ML RS R A8 DVS/DVFS 45 1E B AR AR AR 45 5 0 IR 33 2 BR1 Ok A ] B AR AL AR S 1) e AR 8 2 7
Wi & A7 /8 LA R AL LT A R UL P R, DORE L 1 & I BUHL I P AE 3 R M DVS/DVES 4, ™ 5% i 4 71
B B3B8 4T 1 HoAth f AU WL B T X 3 b B ik, Tennessee K% Wang 2 N\ ®VE3X Ty 1 B IT T W57 SCHR (6813 T
PRIV ARt — 0 2 15 ) 4 6, R B PR SR I MIMO 3557 5 4 K SOUHLAT B0 151 1 P R, T 428 41 47 3 42 261
CPU 4% LA B Dh #E. th T DVS/DVFS AX S F — & 2 B 103, A e IH S PRI F s, DRI IG5 AR A 1 D
P AR AN )t X I 5 B2 SCHR[63 ] /B AR A S ) Wang 25 N IOVt — L kg 404k 5 1 A i sk it
bR AR 4 GUARAR I, 30 &5 40 it CPU % Y540 45 65 K2 FLHLIRCA K S80HH ) 11 7 i, R I DVFS 484 B A h FE. 24 11 3%
AR AR A5 4 BT Ak T R BICBR 2, 08 SR AE X = H A7 LB AR B 22 Dy 6 H SCHR[68,69] 7T 1 vl (10 A% 70 R o) FLAM 3
TR UL IE AT AH [R] R FH )35 55, R KA 7 et s P 22,
413 /N &

sk PA oy AT L, B AR I DVS/DVES BEAT ShE# il i 7t k2 HUE X W44, 1m0 H i) A3 AT i 5=
) 22 % v o) SRR AR S R AR A5 S 00 A RV, b - G 3 (il e e 2 0K IR LA 7 22 e T o] 2 AT 5
FIN F I 2 & REAUNLREL DVS/DVFS HEAT Dy FE 42 1 th 2 AR L Bk (0 T4 . I it 1 1o A0 f 9 5 L AR BT =2

DVS/DVFS #8438 izt 75 87 2K I FRAIS CPU 1) 451 26 B L s >k FEAIG DA, A FAIC T CPU 1) D)8 ARG 1) Fi s A
IS R f 7 AR P ) [ B P R A SR R 1 T R 1 A B 1 A FH R ARG I, DVFS AN fig B 2 B I U OF
HYr 2 mtEge b 28 o — EFE A 1Y DVFS #AF AR 1 25 31t 3 fit LU AR 47 280 22 5K 1) B vy ok 2, 4o, B
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DVFS BRARTHFEI H7 8 54 BR % 490 Q1 Intel Xeon 5360 Kb 2%, M f e 414 1 B S IR 404, T FE T FE tha 1 BE M
163M [&2] 158M,
4.2 FF/KH

T Rk S5 O R 45 s 4 A DN N I RE S AR BOIR A R IhFERT 60%, DX Ik il 51 22 M ML 4% PN S AL s % 7
KARJE B REARTIAE 8 I T/ 56 J7 aQ R AR D FE (0 S8 BT BE 2y PR 28:(1) 9 U 43 e 7 0% U vth o AR A £ B & 0
IS I ERRS B3k i 45 2 U (2) B30 R AE SR A R i B I SR o R R T i L S A e LA S e E L
B RS, T SR HLIE B AR S AR I H 74730,
42.1 BREATI

A R, ZE K R 58 B A ) A R 55 4 43 WO IR B AR AT I T S a8 DG 0 6 5 7 SR, M T B8 v e A Ak
P50 4 TAE /& Duke K2V Muse R 48, LA AN YY1 A HA7 04T 50 2% 8 U5 3 i 38 3o b2 R 45 236
JE R B SR 1A I 2 0358 0 1) TR AR ) 3 O R 1) 2550 P B 5, DA ISR o 5 R 40 7 R 1KV B IR 45 4 B i,
(LTI T A 3 T A SR 45 05 [0 A (08 15 45 1 Rutgers K2 Heath!"> 712 fa S My A B (1937 5
422 MBSk

HE 0 o [R]— MR 25 A7 AE 22 A Bl A 308 T S A7 E AR A R A AR AR 5 1) AR A R SR G SR R B A
I 45 S AR AN R 25 5 o 57 K Gy e S IR A7 AR B 7 ) R A A B R R A R B D O 4 R T AT SE 2 RS
TR G 3A B ML AAETHPLIBM [ Rajamani 25 AUH¥E3E T PARD 2 45, W0 A 45 4% (140375 5013 12 %, J vl fig
O R BN S E A IR S5 %, T A3 A B AN AR T BT 51 AN S T e BT 1) B 0 o S iy 1. 2 IR 45,
M 1] TCP K42 B B A AR 1, A6 110 3% 2 2 i J J0T T Rl JL R B 28 B T A 140 AT et J6 6 L 20 80, 0l MISN 4%

I 55, B 0 3 i 0 P O R HEAT AR AF 11T 4, Microsoft Research () Rigas!™ bt K% 45 e JF- 5L
423 /N 4

M RHTT AR FE R — PR AR AT R AR D FE B AR T B, B A1 T 6 110 M 32 A1 i K AEURE R 55 %
FERMUG AN BEHR 55 AT A 375 3K, 5 224 B — BUI 18] 55 {1 L B8 i 92 e 55, I 18] AR AROK.

43 PREBES

0 G5 H O] B v v i 45 4 R ST B 30% A0 A,k i 45 v B 5 SR A B S 75 SR AR ) 17 PR SR8 PRy iple e 8k
P B SR I ALATTE 22 7 o IR 25 9 4 5 2 L I S ] 8, K UL A AL O IR 45 9 45 2 L BOR S e SR A 2% 11 1
FONLHE G S0 W] DAAE S R 0 Y BRI BILAS [R] 0 R ULk AT 28 G, 5 A7 0 ) FH A BLBIL 8 U S W g s
PRI TE 22 (R A B AL, A L b TR IR BOCH LR S 18 B BRI T FE 1 H 1.

M 2007 45 TF4fs R FH I AR A AT BERAR TR (R IF 5 401 K G 25 1t Jg2 TR0 6850 H i A SCHIE 5% 20 9 K2 (1) R4S
S RELQ) IRSHES RS
43.1 RGBS RS

i B KEADMLAT B AR BEAT I 55 8 5, T I 3 BEAIR T FE 1 B 19, 72 B A5 K2 S BER P — I 1 — ol
TR T B, H AT — L 00 45 o 48 A 30 A T s e P H7U07 Miichigan K% Padala % AUt A
R ST AS BEA KT i 45 o 48 A5 PE REEAT /2 ME VP AN b [ERL 22 B i S H R BT SE T Song 25 NVTIHEAT T 52 B0 4T,
BT % TR MR 55 2 25 1 i — BB BRI S AR, A TSR . TR L 2 A PR A5 BT AT IR B, 26 Bl NEC SEHR = 11
Chen JT 1) VCAE B 5 35 Bl 38 40 B 53 A7 200 40 T 0 55 28 245 13 w110 22 B R s 4% 1, 5 i
432 GRS

IR 55 s 48 A BRI 30 B 5 v o B SRR DA I K (B T B 2 — W A IR S B R A R G TR
XoF I P AR 0 AR AR A AT 0 A 8O R 4% o 4 SR o A T A 1 A BN, 2 R R U LT B S AR B T 2R 40 ot 8,
IBM (1) Vermal® ¥ i+ pMapper 2 45, M2 S0 LIE # S A8 1 @ 0 B 4 Sk (first fit decreasing, [ ARk FFD)IE £
W) IR 5% 2% DA SR DR, SR T R 48 v i FH O 92 000 . T 38 5 o 30, LA 3 T 6 T 1 P W 8 0 468 ) 28 0 L )
Pic %% 9, ™ B IR 2 UL Verma: 25 AP pMapper f9 8 a5 3T 2S03E, 0 T A S AREAT 20 T, 3% 1 40 S R UL ] i
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Ik /b 75 Y 3 Georgia Institute [¥) Jung %5 APV T TF A BIURK 1 113G I 0 55 5 44 IR B 2%, LU AT I8 00 0 5
ST R LR AR RS T REAUALIE RS P s K ) T4 3264 T ik 55 A 445
433 N 4

B 45 s 45 A5 0 o A R UL R B A v 2 IR B 2 M LA B BRI Sh AR A B ORGSR BLAL T B R Y
BSOS G ke R B AT AR 2 SN R N LRE S B 1 S W BLHL A ALV D5 M I ) 1245 i) 45 38 58
T3 IR R 3 2340 2 B 3oL R HIR s S AL e A1 2 A Wt B K (E R U LI A% 20T W 455, 05 H B B 0L 2 — 5 1Y
JiSpiN

R 3 UM BB T BT Le.

Table 3 Power control technology comparison

R3  ThEEEHIE AN L

Pl T B FARSCFE RSN RO IR BRERGGYE AR
DVS/DVFS Wk BERSR WO ANEEE CPU THAE ) /N LIF/RHLD It CHR[63-70]
TFIRHL Wake-on-LAN B PRARIENL DR RO B PN P CHR[71-75]
R ass ERNETER . Wake-on-LAN  4EREZ  FRACEHLIRE MR B 2% X - LiR[76-85]

5 LIERT# B SLA FIRRRThFE A BRI R IR

FAATC B4 mh 0o ThRE W] LA 93 FBL B8 RV A I 2D CO, HEBUR 22 MR 3R 350 v G FRA i T AR 48 i Pt J IR 4%
7 IO P RE 28, et P AR AR A P ) (Rl Sy BRI D RE T A S SLA 52 5% ), o B AL e 110 98 7 A i i /D . 55
Gomez % £ 22 &) AN 2 000 AN P R 2, 24— X ok g 12 33 85 41 12 15, 50% 14 FH P 2 J8C 375 5 1) T 2% ) 5
b T [ I 3l A PR T 1 4% TR, 24 T 7 I SRR R ML T 3 YR B I 94% 1) T ) 4 3 6 K R FRUFR 3K AN W 3 T B
T, T O P SR X B SR 5 F 5 AN LA R AR = A — S5 DL R I AL SLA FH BRI
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Table 5 Resource management summary (Continue 1)
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Table 5 Resource management summary (Continue 2)
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