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Abstract:  Gnutella application layer protocol simply uses flooding algorithm to route peer’s querying, which is
just implemented on application layer and doesn’t use down-layer’s information routing of Internet. So it has poor
scalability and low efficiency. This paper uses the model of “small world and power law” as the theoretical
foundation, and in the light of the users’ requirement and a shared organization layer and region of logic
manage-unit, a new distributed peer-to-peer network model of RLP2P(region-layer P2P) with multi-layer structure
based on region is proposed, and its prototype system is implemented. A new optimized Multilayer Light-Gossip
route strategy is implemented. This paper studies the stress and stretch with the model which has two intuitive
metrics of goodness defined to evaluate the quality of the data paths. At the same time, the idea is put forward about
the tradeoffs between the stress and stretch. Simulation results about RLP2P’s protocol show that it could
effectively solve the above problems, and the larger the network size is, the more obvious the superiority of its
comprehensive performance is. So the model is reasonable and effective.
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Z 3t Internet J& &8 15 F M 34 &1 KR AR AT B, HALS 2R T F 69 B A FoAe RAE AR ) 32
Rk Eh A B Al ARG B R A e A P E Rfedk B SR 32 T AT Region 2 B454 P2P M 4&AER
RLP2P(region-layer P2P), 52307 H & 4 /B A UL T — /AL ALH) Multilayer Light-Gossip 4~28.5% W o, E/ 07 T
FAEARA H A8 R FARATFOE A Ao Af R R R T 36 RE A Aol B B 0 B8 AL 54T £ 9 RLP2P AL A =T VA
H AR RTY R MRS 2R R G 19 A, B W ALK H 420 M AR a9 AR AR B A sb AR 632 A
Y.

R8I AT E R BRI/ T ST B R B R E A A R R

PEDES XS TP393 SERFRIRES: A

P2P(peer-to-peer) M 4% H1 T A 10 U1 ST X 46 1), FL AT AR IR 19 ST 5 68 00, 306 % 7 LRI AR 25 28 (19 Th i 0 4%
R I T T S I U I A T L O AR R AR b IR 45 28 SRR R TR B UEILE AN /S P IR 45
] i B % Napster®,Gnutella™ %% P2P [ 5 4 ¥ H B, P2P AR SCAF LS R B8 R 45 5 T L ez 31
12 SR H T A AT B I Bl 2 Bl i N R H 9 4% I 454 TE A S AR N RRSE, IR G P2P 4847 7E BE KK
BEMLIE . ANHRE TR A S B BN B e A 45 ) i

1 HXHAR

(1) Napster. 25 F B2 A G SCHF F 3%/ 20 A US04, 0 1 v o iR 25 3 0EAT H S 1, S I SO 3L 2, o O F
JROPE 3L 2 R GE R A TS OK 1 A FEL AR O B A i AR AU TR AT B G T 2% (A ZE . B T Napster S —
AN IR R G, A7 AE A B RO 0 )

(2) Gnutella. s i 7 5 0 4 b A SLAd T o BRI R, TE A& it v ol H S 45 38 R TE W LAA T A 58
A S A5 (1. D0 45 T S AT A I 1 R AR AT A L U AR R S R A AR B R LA T
R (10 A T N )R 45 87 5 i 5 5K 3 431 1K) 2R 2, Gnutellla W0 48 98 40 1, A A 0 17 ) I REAE W9 45 AR /N 1R —
FRAYREAT, S BN (T4 vk R B ) 1) R G084 Freenet'©.

(3) JEFHBYAT S PIZ G5 P2P RE M 4%, Napster Al Gnutella #8447 32, 41 Sun 2 ] (B 5E 50 H
Project JXTA 2.0 Super-Peer Virtual Network!"*|. 2 B K1 4 46 1] 43 M AN 76 38038 5k 5 T8 30K B 199 24, 35k
P9 93 Sk B TS R (super-peers) R 0 45 s B8 1Y A ER P T i e o 01 1 2R L, 7 5T A ) 4 11 A R A
26383 43 A 2SO R G, 37 58 4 TF TR R LS SR H 3%, 18 RIS 0 1) b SR SHE 22 4 0] A B PE 405 A 5 SOk
BORL 7R, X0 H B A ME— 55 A SCRIF SRR AR LI P2P 45 R R

[ Py S0 AE P2P AT KT 97 6 AR 4 o #F 36 T4 P2P 4% Gnutella #5878 FIJE T [ 94 AT B G0 A0 U2 45 44
P2P £ AR | Ji JF A AL HEAT A0 AL R 78 406 1A B SCR Rk Sl 7 X BT VA Sl P A 0B T R R 45 4
P2P [ 45 A5 RURTE 5 b A 6 G T 02 (1) 1 A 8P Rl 0 SR N3 3500 4 L AR IR BOE AL (2) 1 b B U =2
Xt Internet Ji 2 345 1 W4 % bt 8 Y50 000 R FED, Xk 78 906 RE 7 52 SR R 7 1) 42 O ) 38 R e A5 e /b A7 A mT
JEVE 2 ERES CRANE I 1) 5 (3) oA G5 (K1 4 S5 B MR RE RO VT A b v, 190 288 T 5 8 0 A2 ik A 1k 5 | A% 4%
P 2% (R RF 5 &5 R DR AY 5 (4) 3R AE P2P 19 4% K40 T 3 i & VP AR 45 ok e 7 RV R SR AT JEAT VF 41 43 T N
As(5) T RUR B TN 0 4, 5 18 i ) 4 05 2, 00 S R 48 .

S b3 ) R, 52 I A 2% <) LA R A IR i 7 AR S B /Nt OSSR R R Ay B I B, DL R
A A P 4 P P R SRR L S 4L 40K Gnutella 9 28 B0 il 52 AR B R T Ff T Region £
J7 451 P2P H 5 2% iU AL RLP2P(region-layer P2P).

2 X T Region % 241 P2P WLEIEE RLP2P (KR

2.1 BB
RLP2P W 2% #E71) J& j 37 7F Internet [ 2% b (¥ 32 %8 W 2% i ¥4 N S %8 — 4~ SNMP(simple network
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management protocol) P &, LR TR P (B A 0 0 45 44, B R IF 097 et F0 R & A8 7 vl gtk 45, =30
HUL Y BTG LIS AT Java REFUNLAYTNY ASAREE, AT SR BN S W) 4 0 P A BE IR S . e R ENUE R AT
AH G B HH A 4R — AN BN WSS TG TS HL S SR 2 3l W S B R AN 053 IR S5 A R & ML Bh g

2.2 EAEE

A5 FLAT /M TR AR P (10 90 45 v, X 48 3 0 L AT 1 S 4 B T AR A B A2 K i 1,

EX 1(ERER). 6B & b AT S K 2500 2345 2 35 AL P(k)ock™ ", e 1< o0 75 19
28 e /D K a5 A R R B Y R B A R R R et O,

TE N 20/t SRR, 90480 4 1 AT 1 SR P IR AE 3 42 K (1 1 ),

EXIBEE C)). LTS v IR A 1) BFS(breadth first search)B, M1 122 10 547 f 45 ] 12 ) % H
) C, 38 AL K F:Max(C,)=Ci*—(k—1),k & BFS F {11 T T sti, W) —AN P (0 SR A2 88 N JL T T ol v B C, fELAR T 2
1,5 C(ly=Average(C,)P".

EX AFEERZK L. Cm— " LB GAT BB A (u,v) 0] & 5 82 L8 Num(u,y), WA
L=Average[Num(u,v)],L A W4 4% v JI7 43 AT 35 195 14 st 171 o 6L 866 420 10 30 B0 - 2441 1.

TEX 5038 Region). 4% 35 S0 ZEUR TR . 3552 H AR P IR MTAUE 3547 R 43 (6 3 A3 445 3R, el v o
TR IR 2 AN B AL PR AT X B 5 A AL — AN S 8 A Y A AR R AL, R B e s i
BELEAR IR B ARSI Py S 4R L 1R R 4515 2.

TE X 6(H 0T 53 Leader).  HI380 N P B8 5 i 19 a0 78 24,08 5 B T35 000 v 0, 540 P P T o R A ) 4
L2 F C/S ik rh Je iR 25 4 A0 TXTA w8 A5 s 78 IR 45 Sl fie CLge 99 4k, 0 5 1 P 40 2 F) 45 B

E X T(EBET A Node). Z5MLLT C/S G544 rf (195 WURT TXTA #1893 38 1 o5 780 1k B A 59, 45 3 i i
58t A5 8 P T AT AR R A AT AL, 4 FR7 P 0 A T R U ) 5 4

E X 8(EBNTI & AN(active network node)). ZALF W48 (1) % 74 LT — J2 WA SR AL 1) AR &5 FLIR A&
F AR, U5 S SR .

TE X 9(F Layer). L, JZ 175 s th Ly JER RO SMIEEL, Z 08 T — B0 SES.

TEX 10, AT ZINT 5 a3 SR Z5 R 7] B3 fUR BN SR A 1S RIS (R SR 4 323
N5 A5, T BT LR T P R AN R A L Y SRR AL i Y R B R P T L A E B
TN S BB B Lo 2 P — AN A3 0.

2.3 RLP2PHEBIKRLEM

FEWFSE P2P W28 R R AR B2 P, & B0 Gnutella 94844 301 £ K020 A S B LAY f) e J A, HL L AT /N Tk 27
FFAE, 5 Internet B T X 46 15 5 (30 40 40 A U IR L FEAR 0 5 b ©~2.3 Rl o 2. 2101 P2P [ 4% 14 S 4T
S GBS S IR ISk AL Gnutella 0 2% KR rh bS5 A R 1148 2R 8 AL 14 b Bk <t
T2 AR N 2 SR B Z 5t Internet Ji 28 (5 7 W9 B IR KGR LA AE AT R 22 L MERE S ORI H )
AU 5 - B 4R Gutella W) 26 B8 41k 52 2 VA 5 T 199 486 o 10 i bl A8 51 0 7 3 3 45
Xt BT LR NN 12 ) 5% I, 5 R 1 T PR IS BT A e L 5] N B AR TR s, 78 4 D R
Internet P 4% 4 b 8 5 T 5000 40 F0 54, T 1 B 4R 010 /)N Tt A 7R R ol R R e, ) 8 A58 20 e St 58 551090 o 7 5 4
RN T EE T 3 3 AT, T8 R 32 37 0 it R B S B N LA B O ST, AR A
B T AR R A % TR T AR I 4 R (1 RO R B 2 T P WL 5 Sk R Y R T Y A O
FHAF OIS L350, RGBT SRR BRI LA T A B 8 45 A
T I RV e e T N N i = B e ol 1 2 o) I 0 W s DS B 0 S e S £ (5 e o) I B
A 2, AT 55 5 0 R0 Pk A LU 1 ) B RS B LA SRR R S A SRy — A4
AL AE R, T A R S AT SR S e A 00 R A XA I AR T A B AN T R ke i
B P2P % 4% RLP2P, 1% 444 3R £ A4 01 ] 1 7 418 52 S0 1~ 30 10 6HAT 7 ) Bedth % ml LAASHE] 2 JIT /s 1) 1) 8% 41 b &5
R, M43 B m JZRI LB L(=0,1,...,m)F R, 82 1 n(n=1,2,....0) MRA B AN k(k=1,2,....0) T ;M
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20 P AT R AL B TN E IR B BB AL T A 0 RN IR B 1 JEITR, S R T S
-1 EM BN Oy AL LA SR SR i T RLP2P 2 4 b fUINZR) 3y, rfte 47 s 0 A
2 R A5 A R TR SIODI N I S ) 9% I, 3 o oA 0% A 1 SR S ST R X, SR BRI I 5 H s
R ) T R SEELE YT A T ORRE L B R 0 L S T SR AUAR I T T

A_P_Eonomouqsystem, AS o R od
g == . ctive network node

(Super region head node)

(@] Leader noder
(Region head node)

° Noder
(Region node)

Highest degree AS

RLP2P BackBone

(Internet BackBone) Secondly:isgh degree

Fig.1 RLP2P architecture
Bl 1 RLP2P o 4545 A 2R 45 4 I

Layer? el FAN) | Regirulchaonstanmyef layen form layer 2
Layer 1 E 7E_+';<‘l i Ripieadireaflened frayday@ifbrm layer 1
/ i N
2 L id J | .
o ! @/@5 Al sseraieeliel fayer 0
- B C i F K @\ i

Fig.2 RLP2P topology
K2 RLP2P M 44740
H1_E 3 T 40, RLP2P 99 2% 5070 T jl [ AR £ /I8 A SASE AR A o R e 1 8 i 4 DR B PR 1 IR 55
A5 SR ST AR KPR AH TR 28 8, BT B A8 AR AR KR 2 b AR B Py S i (R P I 95135 SR, 68 749 2 B A 5 4 21t A2
i 55 1 SR AR M AR AR R, 5 1 BB 075 SR IR 55 RO AR N A5 78 o BE Al e 55 1) A B 7 A i LA X 46 v ) o
AT A5 BB AR B 3P 1 T SR AT S B 1 T SR L DRI RLP2P A5 AR 1 4Kl i A s ) 4 A AR 06 £ AN
(1) F RIS AT B R4 R R W R R T Re 2 I SR(2) &0 T R, B Rtk . AR 5 Bk, Ra 4t
FPOMME I TT A8 R A /N5 (3) A M) T 300 1 ok JHL BN R Py X g (B 37 SR R X)),

3 thiER SRS R
3.1 X5 R

19X 6% 10 RIASE 14 0G 2R 2 IR0 9% E P P Bl ) 2 D 7 1 0 o 4 %) o R e 2, /A 1) A A S B X 4%
I 55 % 5% AR RS S A7 R U A 4 1 s o v R PR AR DL AR B (0. 6< < 1)K W E T R TR A3 DL
T A T 2 AR AR D0 R 2B S R 2 R I S WAL 1 AL 2.

Bk 1 BRI AR k2 WAL

Procedure: RegionSplit(C) Procedure: RegionMerge(C)

{|CI23k};  /*|Cl=RLA(X)/ {|C|<k and L; is the layer to which C belongs}
A={010cCIQL|C-02[3k-1]} I=Ldr(C)

Let R(Q)=max(radius(Q),radius(C-Q)) Find y s.t.dist(/,y)<dist(h,x),x,y€Rl;; ()

Find Q* s.t. R(Q*)SR(Q); /* where Q, Q*e/ RegionMergeRequest(/,y,L;)
LeaderTransfer(Ldr(C),Q*,Ldr(Q%)) LeaderTransfer(/,C,y)

LeaderTransfer(Ldr(C),C—Q*,Ldr(C-0%*))
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TEIR 1. B R JE T AN S R Rl RL(X) A<RL(X)<3k—1,3L 1 RL(X) A 3007 35 1) 15 mi i,k h
W B (e AL PR Y BRI O IR 25 A ) SR B RE D R SE A AT ). 2 RL(X)>3k—1, 38055 53 PN 2 RLAX)<k,
B I AT RN Z), A D H — i A

IEHA: (1) BB b AN /N IR, T RLAX)<2k—1.24 RLA(X)>2k—1 I} 345 25 4% A WA, RLA(X) =k AT 7%
B 1,25 e P 3 P AT B > 1 AN B R R RL(X) <k, ISR 4 B3 S5 B 96858 n2k AN S0,
il RL(X)>2k—1, 388 X 75 %11 43 9 WA, 5 8090 45 38 31 R0 357 B R4 389K

(2) B LA RL(X)<3k—1.24 RL(X)>3k—1, 80 55 3 A P A8, RLA(X)=3 k2 A1 3 I 20, AT 2 e P A I8
AT — N k2 A A 2 80H n23k2 AN SN, RGEA AT S & R R 24 VE 156 9 2 SRR A
S (AR . R, RL(X0)<3k—1 W] 36 G 35 (A 40 2 3 B AN 45 9F;

(3) VIR b FEHC— AN BRI, I RL(X)<dhk—1 .35 [0 MR8 K, FL ) 43 0 £ F 45 A M0 ool (5 R 45 (1) 45
IR ) FE A SRR 0, 0 F 0T A G, 5 R AR RS, B A T 0 T R R R G A L R
PEZE T B

50 1. W0 FAEE k<RL(K)<3K-1 ZIFH. S BEH).

32 BEMAME., ARREBELEXHIE

AR E SC 10,815 51 A 3SR 25 (1 18] 2 i), 4 A (s PE VR IR RS (5 B AR 28 AN 7E AN 515 F
R L EMFTA KA, RMEENS O AN H I B i, h [ O & HIIANAE SR IFmR,A 7 O W 4 7
k2645 B0 &S50 b AE Lo 2 (00 BT B v A =5 55 K LM,N, b 16) 4% % A BE SRR IR IR 25 AR AE IR A B 3 5
ST X AR IR, R ST IR 45 RV AR N 56 s A S TR 5 R IR 45 v 3 A — AN Sl R R R SRS S
O, 715 R A BREAT VA T I 2 R R FH A K1 i 30 7 2 k.

H T IDAT S IR IR R S AN R ESLAN T BEAERE—ANE S BN SR A SR BE Y AN
WS BN AR SRIRE 48338 SO R A 1 B 4 5 N S 2 BN 8 TAT AT, B M i ZE 1 B O s
RS AEE 2 oh FEIMAE] KLMN 5 ST E I 0,0 S8 F B —/NMIG DL RO SR I 4. A7
RS M BLVL IS 04 WL 3 FNAELT 4.

Bk 3. W AUERIAERAE. Bk 4 W Rk E R R A
Procdure: BasicJoinLayer(4,i) Procedure: RegionRefine(%)
RL;<=Query(4N,-) {L; is highest layer to which /4 belongs}
While (>1) I<=Ldr(RLi(h)): C<RL1(])
Find y s.t dist(h,y)<dist(h,x),x,y€RL; Find y s.t. dist(h,y)<dist(h,x),x,ye C
RL,\(y)&=Query(y,-1) if (720)
Decrement j,RL<=RL; ,(y) LeaveRegion(4,l,L;)
Endwhile JoinRegion(h,y,L;)
JoinRegion RL; endif

3.3 PRBEF. PO REEGRE AN B IL A
AN h IR BT, EAE BT AN )R b IR 3 BT AN B TR SR ST A 1
O FHAF RN AT IEH BT AL b RS0 LT, WA 5 A 35 0 55 R IR A A5 R EL A A2 —

B T R RS T, B TR TS 0T R NN I M W, R GLis AT AR S,
T R AR (A gent), £E S A JEIC— AN SR PERE W 19799 SRR 18, LA LR R SRS B IR
A R I AR . DR L, A 2 N 190 226 1 B FRD vt 0 3 A3 s PR A €8 ) L e CRY o Je 28 T TG ), DA 8 i oo
2% [R5 PR P, FTAE SR A B BN ILAR I HE” T3l AT L

H1 13 93 7 45 501, RLP2P o 28 BEARLLAT A I i (1) AEANJZ 90 35 T AN R AN S k~3k-1 & 4L
R ADAT A TF) . O LI VLB IAE TAIGGIR Lo.(2) HEE ENAEAEMT R HAefr e T M,
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EEZ) 1Y & T AR AR Z AN R P AN S R BNV T L R RSN D 8 g a2 Lo, Ly JEHIHEA
PRS0 RGRUR A BT LB WMATE LR T j>i(3) WSR2 AT log(N) 2, fe i J=
S A 4) B8 R AR T Internet 9 2% B 1 BEU5FITY 5 B30 $h 4k, B RAF YT REPE; 1 AN 5]
T AN 2 A VR A5 3R S 1Y SR B N 1 8% I RL R A S T IR Y s ) R RS B A R G T
BRI, R AR (K R A L E B AL A i T L3R 1
Table 1 The hierarchy view of RLP2P protocol model
&1 RLP2P Ppill 2 KBERY

Region group service

Discovery service Pipe service | Membership service | Peer info service
Resolver service SRDI | Rendezvous(active) service | RPV | Walker
Endpoint service
Advertisements XML parser | Virtual messenger
D Cache/Index Message
manager Http transport | TCP/IP Transport | TLS transport | Relay Router

4 BRER TSR

4.1 Ezh. PO EEERE

e b P2P W o (0 A5 S LB B 0 H B T IR ST A 6 S N L O AN AT e, L g
SIS B 4 HE A RLP2P M8 i S IR R) 32 3 HR o0 4 557 38 1 ML 1 9 1 45 40 SR A& 38 11 IE
NI WA, T 3 FTs. B T SRR 4 R O AR A BRI 3 AR AU R T S BRAT,
[l 3(a) g BRAR P ) 250 32 4 T RS, B 3(b) A 280 HhD 10 s Al 1 9 25 28 4 TR A 23 L A
B TFAE PLAENE S5 50 3 1 AH .

Fig.3  Active nodes/Leaders communicate catenation
B3 g/t Rl fEIE RS R B E
42 BEHEE

54l P2P W 45 G A4 AH LL, )RV RLP2P AR 4 it B AT Jae i 180 45 JE A T (R4 ) B0 H KK AR (H 2 R A7 A Y
NI B0 T A AR O R AR AN SE R T S B e 2 B A R A N TU AR T D 43 4
TR REA T8 A0 G AT A IR, Y R AR 18 R A I S iy 3, 0 P o i o SRR AT SR
RANTD) 0T mH R OAE key 2SR 85 50 A, B3y A0 AR query 19534 73 BL R 2K
LRI R R GIMPE. T3 PO g KK L RS B 3%, 23R (LRB) A Y 3%
(RB)Z R, (KL 9 A Ly AT Lp(L=L;+Lg),LRB AL 5% 15 1 ID K LR 0y RB A0 5k 1Y i 1D AR IL SCF4E
I FY key, — 2 $2AH Y (1 SR S SRS HEAT SR A A 23l rPoL 0 R (K 3R R T ORAE L S AR R Y R R
FAAF N CAA, 38 i R AT 5 TLAR A8 s PR 408 it 45 o 100700 e SRR T e G AR 9 3 IV b 200 1 AP A0 S 1 s P 40
JEEB R ARG B, w5 A0 i 5 A 4 A B S X 9% M 55 AR 2 S
4.3 HERHKEE

75 LRP2P 4 25 A5 0 ry G168 Juk SCAT BE 8 A AR R B 1 AR 3 P 408 (36 £ e 5545 6, £ 3 A 9 4 3036 A2 i 55
TR AR AR O, ot B 07 SR M 25 (RO AR /N LR i MR L L B AL IR AL, FRAT TR Y T — B g
()91 SR AR 20 2 T2 2L R4 il DA 6 A2 0 2 TN SR, A 3 S e 8 1 O N M o — AR AR I ) R R
B A I E, DA v B S H OO G A U (R R R s T, 35 BB O A R /N A o (B R P 22
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KA REENR & B KBEE M MCF(maximum clustering-coefficient first)” ¥ J5 U, S2 B — 4>
TR 43 % %t SR Multilayer Light-Gossip F13E T F-measure 5723 1 W 25 45 (8] 75 0% B B SR Mg 0 A% 00 B AR
HDVEVE N R R AR AR BTV B A R R R Ve 8 R ( E A48k (7)) 5k A Light-Flooding 532, /ME
Fl R N)R A Gossip! V%, LA BRIT A SCHL R S R AR, B E 3. O3 0ok By s 4rs
MES) . O ALY R AR R A, E ). O AR BB BRI Y R T B
S BRI 1 bit BIARBAL IR RE BY 8O % E 3. o ST B EME LR SRy’
FREME 0.7 ES. FOT AZREIREERES 1 BB EEEER 2 KA ES) . FLT SR b
LA ] BT T AU R AR ENE 0.8 EF . O AERIREIE B RIARE A 0,00 RAEI A Y R
R TR PR, 2K o SR mg 1 B AR BERER . PERE S BT R0 5 53 SUA 4.

5 RLP2P MEHEEERESTSHE

5.1 RLP2PMEERFNEERE LR ERES T

7 RLP2P W 45 B 700 eh 4 AN B 35 S B0 A<RL(X)<3k—1, M4 0850 N— &b, L, B P A BT S5 Lo,...,L:
JZ s Al A B RITE N O®), 3B A 1 M EEBITF R M LR OWNIK); B 2 10 4 B JT 85 0
O(KlogN), i & 2 {1 F.24 N ZR 3138 K0T, B4 245 ) S35 35 1 48 rT L3R R

1 logNN . lOgN 1
ControlOverhead <— ) — —kxi=0(K)+0O +0| — |= O0(k 1
ontrolOverhea Nz,:o L X[ (K) ( N ] (N] (k) 1)

DR 8 A e, JLE S T 8 (1 3 Ok, e 5 DL O(klogN) AT i X 45 s I A2 TLIT A A O(logN),
54 58 T IFRIA B O(klog) I, U A A SR AL ke (£

SCHATO]EL i 72 FLA /58 small-worldYR5 P 0 9 15 3% 24 o, JLAL 2 B350 it 1= 580 Ollogn | 36ob
n g T4 4 AR SCHRL1S] EL 8 E, B I 4% SR G5 T 5 MORUIR S5 42 PRI 425, Gossip SVATE BIMER iR % 4
i Ollogn | Yoot S OB BT B 36 o (19 4F R0 32 21,4 RLP2P o 5y MR o, e WL AR 7)1 15500
), BT 46:30 £ Multilayer Light-Gossip $£40464 #5186 1% 1 5% Oflog/nim |
5.2 WEURIEE AL E h R0y RE S
5.2.1 BERUARBE

YOOI AT 4 15 00 % SR EL DR, D O B 3 2 M A M 4 JE A Oy Lo JRHOKE— BP9 1 263 45 24,8

FEXTFARET S u, SN HABTT SRS r> 1,088 V() AEH S CLCyH Co>Cr>1L,UH :C V(u,r)<
V(,2F)<Co V() ) 3575 55 1) (19 40 5 B 35 45 4 Euclidean 58 31X T — AN KU R 54 43 A 2% 90 2% 15 A, RLP2P 1
TSCBI (0 2% (0 1 A AL, B P R ASEAH [, 45K P9 05 LA AR BA I 2 R e ke A P e A A ).

o Edge nodes

Fig.4 Node catenation for RLP2P model
Pl 4 RLP2P o4 BT it 4 ]
5.2.2  fHJE K (stretch)Fl [k JJ (stress)
W4T 7, VSR U A, ASBITTT RA ) T B B3 B A K B DA R I H )2 20 0 B AR A A ot ey, UL AT i1 2

© HHEREBAAIGUT http:/ www. jos. org. cn



RAF FK T Region % &4 A4 P2P i+ W LAER 1147

FH (rotr )RR R=3 2 1, xcos §, .
R, B R R N IR 2 5 M=logiN |2 AF T R X8 T Lo,Ly,....L; J2 MR Sy
S= 2 2 rixcos B )
W Fem T BN T B 2 A B AR R SR A S B B Bl T ) SN R R Ry NI 4 BT
ZT—\‘,VZZ,L!RI,E l'"l'uzz
RO R X BT Lo J2, AR b4y s M 27 s LA %k S,
Sk 0<i<M,r<R;min(cos3)=—1;min(cosfBy)=cos @, @=sin"'Ry_i/ry;=sin" 1/ ,ry<pRy =2Roxk" "2, NI 45
max(ZZj 7 ): oy ZZ; R, ,min(zzj 7, % cos f3, ): 7y, X COSD — ZZO R, .
LA
S, < max@jzori) min(zzorl. xcos f3, ): (rM + ZZ: R, )/(”M xcos@ —ZZ(?R,.) 3)
W u=2,0=n/6, R = R_k JUH

SR = RGN -1k -1),

it A3 fiT, 13 21
SvﬁNipu%-¢mxmw>2@‘4%+1y@J§_J§z_2) )
AR, M KA 28 /N jcos @ oc 1 IR 4 LA HIVE Rt 22 45 /)0
RE 301 e, JE R 1) 265 1 B S A B () 8 80 < aR gy, P SRR 7 K 4 e P i KA 3, D) ) 465 ol 3 (1) 35

KA 5 max (6,8, ). BEN,,, Ny 43 Bl 7R U1 7 Rzt 45 o5, FoAd 2 58 03 7R K S, S I FL A JR 261 5 35
=W,

S (NS, tNxSe) / N (%)
HHS, ,<6N,/N<1,N,/N<I.
) F, 724 i ) A e TR 343 3 Ky
A< ((1/Q)xzjjg“’ngkaxi/k") = K*/(k-1)" + 0(log0/0) < k> J(k—1)’ (6)
ﬁ“max:klogkN (7)

53 HEBEMERMBTES

A 21 et e i s ) R R R K 50 AR R 1T 5 B s AN TR 8 & AR AR 3K (4) (DA ZIA AT B S, o Amax
(B TP 5 RT G, i i 2 5 S U K s 205 RAE N T8 5%, — A 8 8, T e K 0 55 R U K s o 4 JBE NV
JSIE LU, PS5 S g 32 1 6% 1 1 IS, I R B0 190 2% £ s g MER & R BEAT ST 5 8.

T
N

\Qg

20 50 100 200 400 Max stress

[<an
S

w

[\S)

—_

Stretch (upper bound)

Fig.5 Stretch vs. stress for the RLP2P protocol as the region size is varied
KIS ANIR] AR 199 29% Js g R e 265G A 2k P
SCHR 171005 [ ALY 8 r PS5 0 25 3 0 32 ) 8 3 0 s 0 AT 17 0 40 £ 20 A 0 38 A A AR 79 1 s TR )
J& 2 O() AR ) HU — A RK I ON), £ 1 TF- 8 4 O(N?). A RLP2P B AL v 56f 9 26 1) s R i A EAT 5%
7% L AT R Y R AR FE SO O(1), )5 014 O(log N),JLERA PEREDE T SCHR[17]7h i 53k,
54 HiVEEGE
3T oW HR UL £ A i, KO 0 T TR 5 MR VA T Y, % RLP2P 55 Naradal'® W I 2 2 6 B 0

© HHEREBAAIGUT http:/ www. jos. org. cn



1148 Journal of Software #AFFIR  2005,16(6)

A7 %F He 43 #7 Narada B3R — AN 35T Overlay B A 4341 20N H 2 2 B 0030 SCHR[ 1810 98 R B i M A R &
(17 20 ORISR BT 1 8 R R A 22 R 2 R A /N B L 2 Ik BB DR T R 2 B 1 43 A XN 22 T
Wz —.

07 LI IR AR T 42 IR 4548 T100 — 6316 & PC HL IBM8624; % 1 #%: HUAWEI Quidway R2501E; A8 #t#:Fast
Ethernet ES-3124RL 24-port 10/100Mbps;%fF:Linux9.0,Windows2000,JAXT2.0; H] nem!"V= 24 45 5 W 24 ¥ b 4F
FNE RN PLODROL #Ugl 1 65 PCOHT T W 45 B SURTIA B0 AR L MO IR 452870 g o el . AT . AR 35 4R
SO W 6 S8R SS RATRR R, AT A SRR RL(X)=8~512,k<256,1 ki I B0 3~5, W 45 AR A5 B S i il
Ry 55, TTL=Ts,2h 3 J22 8 FL 0 1 45 W) S8 B ARG AR, B0 0oty 1 o5 LA ] 10 9K 3R T2 4 7= A4 0000 0, 2500 60 v 2
7 H A W 26 P A i, B 4 0 2 i I P 38 RE AT 3%, 40 o ol B LI A R0 3 165 55 JF M 4%,

M 6.6 7 4 RL(X)=256 K ,RLP2P Ppis 7E 5k L =4 i J) Lk Narada #piS00802> 25%, B4k 18 38 1 {1 &
AN 5% ;24 Link>420 Hf Narada P03 BE % e 00 5 H 2638 0,78 RLP2P B 13,24 Link>580 W), 5% i & ) 2 81
Hm.

120 600 [ S
2 100 2 500 2]
Z E +f F,.,:.-w?-‘f‘*'
= =
5 80 o 5 400 +
i : ,
£ 60 s 2 300 |
. el L
Z
40 f;.a( —% | RLP1P 200 ] J[ RLPZP
20 » i —B—| Narada 100 ‘I —#— | Narada
0
510 15 20 25 30 35 40 o 5 10 15 20 25 30 35
Overlay path length(hops) Link stress
Fig.6  Path length distribution curve Fig.7 Stress distribution curve
K6 IE KR A ith £ K7 oA il

Pl 8~ 10 /& 128 A1 sl PY B AL KO 94 285 1] 7= A= (1) 1. ) R if i€ %6 Narada F1 RLP2P 353 Jill 7 =400s
I 1=350s W} 5E A F80E , H J1 40k 2.2 F 16,3038 T34 BE 437 9 24 1 23574 1<200s W), Narada $pi3 1 s 3 i
141 2240 T RLP2P Wi U Thm A B 2% RLP2P JIT 75 1 % <2Kbps,Narada JiT 7 #5 % <6.5Kbps.

<35 ! 25
éD30 R g Jrt et

= W 523 G s L Lo v

-::‘%’ 25 H H 3 \_‘-*-—.U_ Narada Z 21 M mh"'\f Nirada

o ) s

g M}L,Ar‘ ' RIP 219 Lﬂu

SO g | M

] !J <17 h‘d'l"

SIS RLP2R

5] | 1.5

210 13

< 01002003004005()060()7005519101116(2())0 0 100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 900

Time(s)
Fig.8 Average path length(stretch) Fig.9 Average link stress distribution curve
8 VA A A B (i ) B9 128 [ o Ao h £k

K111 12 2 R 2% 47 3 T8 R SE SR ,RLP2P WhiSLTE RLAX)=128 I #530 TF 45 4 2.8s;Narada W3 7E T i3
<200 W, HAREITF AL T RLP2P, 2471 54 200~650 i, P9 & )45 0T A AH 245 24715 R{%=650 I ,RLP2P Fp i3 f) 4%
HITT A5 A Narada PRSI 5%, 1820 $EIR 5 30%,Query 11 HSERIGEIR 4 8.5x107%s. /&1 13 2y N=640,%) 3 J2 1 8
AMBLRL(X)=80128 AN st BHALTE SR 2R 805 W 455, 7 1 0 0 AR NI, B 1D ™00 s I A0 A 380 0 A 1)
HERL 28 B RLP2P 311 3554 2% 1tk b Narada BpisAL 35 % ,RLP2P WML 5 K 2540 %<1 %.

SIS 45 TR, M I AR RL(X)<256 1, Narada B3RS ) 4 B AR T RLP2P #5744, 1X 5 Narada B30
TN 2 3 2H IRV AR 2 24 BRI RS RLA(X)>256 I, RLP2P Bl [ 4% T P fig 3§ bR AL T- Narada Bhpil, B %%
FURLE K, RLP2P P BUBAT R FHER 2 AT 0, 10 4 1) 45 T BB 45 A A -T-00 ROPR A, LI 48 BUREEK, L 25 & 1k B 1Y)
A A 8 S AN R 7 L5 8 R S B N R LA T e FR bR AT BE AT S 2 R

© HHEREBAAIGUT http:/ www. jos. org. cn



RAF F KT Region % &4 A4 P2P i+ W LAER 1149
6 = 3
s 5 il LMW S, |
g | LU e i 1
£ 4 % 2 Hl
g I b i
o &3 N 1.5 N
s INGNE Ul s
: i e 2
S =3
‘g 1 1 = 0.5
© 0 e 0 Number of peers
0 200 400 600 800 1000 1200 1400 50 100 200 300 400 500 600 700
Time (s)
Fig.10 Average control bandwidth required node access Fig.11 Average control overheads at the nodes
K10 1Y s BRI 235 58 K11 Y R P T4
11 2 < 1.0 A LT o F?W I
& *10 B = ' - ~ ¥
£ 10 ,/ -5—"2 5 0.9 ".I H PL_ 1 r‘ :"
k . g3 Ty O T
9 S -Z20.8 b m
3 -—ﬂ_—ﬂ_@ f § r 1 !; A" LI
ﬁ —=RIP2P =8
; —+—Narada g &0'7 | ———-| Narada
=0 R
§ 2 0.6 RLP2P
6 N c 8 05 Second
umbper ol pegrs .
5 0 100 200 300 200 500 1000 1100 1200 1300 1400 1500 1600
Fig.12 Query latency (varying join/leave rates) Fig.13 Nodes that received data packets over

the duration of member failures
12 Query ¥ 8 FER Bl 13 H BT s IE A0 B2 20 A it 4%
Table 2 Parameter simulation value of performance

F2 RS HAEE

Group size Stress Stretch Control overhead (Kbps)
Mean Max Mean Max Mean Max
32 1.85 8.0 1.08 1.61 0.84 2.34
64 1.73 8.0 1.14 1.67 0.77 2.70
96 1.86 9.0 1.04 4.63 0.73 2.65
128 1.90 9.0 1.20 4.85 0.75 2.73

6 SEFH—PTRIITE

ARSCHR ) RLP2P W 26580 75 7053 R HI R Internet W) 4 % B 715 m o 40 45 R PR B il b, DUSRORN 2 b JE A2
PR AL LA, LR R 18R (/I 0 A I % S A5 T R R A TR RLP2P W 455 45 0 E = 5l 8] S /) i
TR PEAN R R 4% P 5 SROAIE 52 H A 22U, B3 AS G5 0 4R S A3 A 9 IR 5 A B, 3N 1 e TR AR
A VZR B, £ 3 P S 2850 AL R 5530 SR B AR, 1Y e ey DU i S A 55 PR R R AR /I A 5 A7 24 bl Bl 55 1) T4
T AUV FE A P92 PR BT A A P PR A T ORI AR R SRS A B AR R
AN 513 I B Ja PR AT TR A8, 38 G T R A N 00 5% I DR JE A A S i Y e ) RS 8 A
L1 Multilayer Light-Gossip B i1 535, 4 S4B L 2> G QBRI A 77 QAT AE 15 P2P 1945 15 L 2 110 52 A A
FFELZ iy 5507 208 H AT, B0 AARAS _E 503 1 £ S AR 5 o7 4% 3R AR AN I 2% (0 vl ™ ek AL T s g A
R 2 YA B AR B, B ) 1 285 2% R I 0 RV R R (K RO AL 2448 RLP2P W S AR I i 30— 20 5¢ 38 R
WA T KBRS B AR Y (A AR A SRR T LT D7 R RIA S, A a,

References:
[1] Parameswaran M, Susarla A, Whinston AB. P2P networking: An information-sharing alternative. Computing Practices, 2001,34(7):
31-38.

[2] Napster.http://www.napster.com

© PEBREBALTU bt/ www. jos. org. cn



1150 Journal of Software #AFFIR  2005,16(6)

[3] Gnutella.http://www.gnutella.com
[4] Jose S. The emergence of distributed content management and peer-to-peer content networks. Gartner Grouplnc 2001.
http://marketplacena.gartner.com/0100225010th-NextPage.PDF
[5] Zeinalipour-Yazti D, Folias T. A quantitative analysis of the gnutella network traffic. April 2002. http//www.cs.ucr.edu/~csyiazti/
courses/cs204/project/html/final.html/
[6] Clarke I, Sandberg O, Wiley B, Hong TW. Freenet: A distributed anonymous information storage and retrieval system. 2004-08-10.
http://www.doc.ic.ac.uk/~twh1/academic/papers/icsi-revised.pdf/
[7] Traversat B, Arora A, Abdelaziz M, Duigou M, Haywood C, Hugly J-C, Pouyoul E, Yeager B. Project JXTA 2.0 Super-Peer
Virtual Network. 2004-09-20. http://www.jxta.org/project/www/docs/JXTA2.0protocols1.pdf/
[8] Super-Peer Architectures for Distributed Computing. 2004-09-20. http://www.fiorano.com/whitepapers/superpeer.pdf/
[91 Kleinberg J. The small-world phenomenon: An algorithmic perspective. ACM Symp. on Theory of Computing, 2000. 820-828.
http://nicomedia.math.upatras.gr/courses/mnets/mat/Kleinberg SW_algorithmic.pdf/
[10] Faloutsos M, Faloutsos P, Faloutsos C. On power-law relationships of the Internet topology. In: Chapin L, Sterbenz JPG, Parulkar
G, Turner JS, eds. Proc. of the ACM SIGCOMM’99. New York: ACM Press, 1999. 251-262.
[11] Siganos G, Faloutsos M, Faloutsos P, Faloutsos C. Power-Laws and the AS-level internet topology. 2004-10-05.
http://www.cs.ucr.edu/~siganos/papers/SFFF.pdf/
[12] Yang B, Garcia-Molina H. Improving search in peer-to-peer networks. In: Proc. of the 22nd Int’] Conf. Distributed Computing
Systems. IEEE Computer Society, 2002. 5-14.
[13] Balakrishnan H, Kaashoek MF, Karger D, Morris R, Stoica I. Looking up data in P2P systems. Communications of the ACM,
2003,46(2):43-48.
[14] Stoica I, Morris R, Karger D, Kaashoek MF, Balakrishnan H. Chord: A scalable peer-to-peer lookup service for Internet
applications. In: Proc. of the ACM SIGCOMM (SIGCOMM’01). 2001.149-160.
[15] Kempe D, Kleinberg J. Demers A. Spatial gossip and resource location protocols. In: Proc. of the 33rd ACM Symp. on Theory of
Computing (STOC’01). 2001. 163—172.
[16] Plaxton CG, Rajaraman R, Richa AW. Accessing nearby copies of replicated objects in a distributed environment. In: ACM Symp.
on Parallel Algorithms and Architectures, 1997. 311-320. http://citeseer.ist.psu.edu/plaxton97accessing.html/
[17] Gupta A. Steiner points in tree metrics don’t (really) help. In: Symp. of Discrete Algorithms. 2001. 220-227.
[18] Chu Y-H, Rao SG, Zhang H. A case for end system multicast. IEEE Journal on Volume 20, 2002. 1456—1471.
[19] Magoni D. nem: A software for network topology analysis and modeling. In: Proc. of the 10th IEEE Int’l Symp. on Modeling,
Analysis, & Simulation of Computer & Telecommunications Systems (MASCOTS’02). 2002. 364-371.
[20] Palmer CR, Steffan JG. Generating network topologies that obey power laws. In: Proc. of the Global Telecommunications Conf.
(GLOBECOM 2000). IEEE, 2000. 434—-438.

http:/ www. jos. org. cn


http://www.cs.ucr.edu/~csyiazti/
http://www.fiorano.com/whitepapers/superpeer.pdf
http://www.cs.ucr.edu/

	相关研究
	基于Region多层结构P2P网络模型RLP2P体系结构
	模型假设
	基本概念
	RLP2P模型体系结构

	协议描述与性能分析
	域的划分策略
	节点加入网络、调整及消息转发算法描述
	节点离开、中心节点选取策略和算法描述

	路由协议描述
	主动、中心节点连接策略
	路由表
	消息路由策略

	RLP2P网络模型性能分析与仿真
	RLP2P网络模型和路由算法的性能分析
	协议数据通道性能指标:压力和扩展率分析
	模型假设
	伸展率\(stretch\)和压力\(stress\)

	数据通道性能模拟仿真分析
	协议模型仿真

	总结和进一步的工作

