ISSN 1000-9825, CODEN RUXUEW E-mail: jos@iscas.ac.cn
Journal of Software, Vol.19, No.2, February 2008, pp.432-445 http://www.jos.org.cn
DOI: 10.3724/SP.J.1001.2008.00432 Tel/Fax: +86-10-62562563
© 2008 by Journal of Software. All rights reserved.

NS REEER W RSB S HMH
%123& QZUMtl, /ﬂ]—{}/ﬁ\lz % ll!ﬁ, ? #_1,2,3

b EERE R AT B TR R AR, dE st 100080)
AP E RN B AT VHENUR R E S SR % b5t 100080)
b ERbEBE BEAEAEREJLE 100049)

A Web Application Server Replication Scheme for Complex Transaction Patterns

ZUO Lin*?%*,  LIU Shao-Hua', FENG Yu-Lin*?, WEI Jun®, LI Yang*??

!(Technology Center of Software Engineering, Institute of Software, The Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100080, China)
(Key Laboratory of Computer Science, Institute of Software, The Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100080, China)
3(Graduate University, The Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100049, China)

+ Corresponding author: Phn: +86-10-62630989 ext 215, Fax: +86-10-62562538, E-mail: martin_zl @otcaix.iscas.ac.cn

Zuo L, Liu SH, Feng YL, Wei J, Li Y. A Web application server replication scheme for complex transaction
patterns. Journal of Software, 2008,19(2): 432—445. http://www.jos.org.cn/1000-9825/19/432.htm

Abstract: The support of reliability as adopted in conventional replication or transaction processing techniques is
not enough due to their distinct objectives: Replication guarantees the liveness of computational operations by using
forward error recovery, while transaction processing guarantees the safety of application data by using backward
error recovery. Combining the two mechanisms for stronger reliability is a challenging task. Current solutions,
however, are typically on the assumption of simple transaction pattern where only a server transaction exists at the
middle-tier application server, and seldom think about some complex patterns, such as client transaction or nested
transaction. To address this problem, four typical transaction patterns in J2EE application are recognized first. Then
a Web application server replication scheme based state synchronization point concept, RSCTP (replication scheme
for complex transaction pattern), is presented to uniformly provide exactly-once semantic reliability support for
these complex transaction patterns. In this scheme, EJB components are replicated to endow business logics with
high availability. In addition, by replicating transaction coordinator, the blocking problem of 2PC protocol during
distributed transactions processing is eliminated. Different transaction scenarios are also discussed to illustrate the
effectivity of this scheme. This scheme has been implemented, and it has been integrated into J2EE compatible
application server, OnceAS, and the performance evaluation shows that its overhead is acceptable.
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WG RARAE B R ARAE 69 1 7F )5 A B 1T 5 @ AR IR R ARAE B ) SR 4 S A e AT RR A B AT K VA L
End-to-End =T e HARIE, R A B ATAF A 69 245 9 2L & o, AT 49 7 ik AR R T ) 2 5 AR X 090K B R A F 1] & &
RRS 5 L B BRARF S MRS X R T Ea b EOERESBERN wEF FH5FREF S AT BRXAE
AMERBAET ARG FSEX AT ZLEFSFZE AT RERA T EBMERE T A% — R4
End-to-End T 48 M 4R 4E 49 Web & B IR 4 £ 4 4 4] RSCTP(replication scheme for complex transaction
pattern).RSCTP AL 4| KB primary-backup 7 Xk £ 4] EIB B4 AARIE Lk 438 88 44 & 77 A 4, B B R IR
primary-backup 7 X, 24 5 518 & k0K T oA X F 540 28 oF 7 W32 3Pl oT 8t D04 ML 18 3 8 it 2 R ) F
SGAEK T 09 KA, LA T 32 A 69 A . 2 I T RSCTPAUH] & & 2| T 1848 J2EE L5 49 Web 2 A Ik 4
%% ONnceAS ¥ AR 2, IZ AU A R 09 R ST AU

JE4#F: A 4%I;End-to-End T 5 1 F 4548 X, 2EE

HEESES: TP311 XERFRIZED: A

J2EE T2 1R o3 A A RS N B G b R & HAZ Lo A T B JZ 1 Web B IR 4538, 2 Bl
MR IBAT. SRR B Web B R RFBATIN R4 LB Web S TR 4% B S HE AT 55 A5 13 JT R JiE
PRI I0ER e T S S R 30 ¥ A o LA 0 1) 2 N P B L S b R 55

TR Web 5P R 55 8% 5 5 SR S G AR RN 2 4% Ab B R SR B I AT S 1k S R B R SR S AR T A
1177 SRR B AE Web B TR 25 2% b 4532 48 4 3 R 45 35 A5 65 3R O A I, 6 00 R 45 8 B 4 O R T T AT
T ERAE 55 A R A RN TR A T R 2 B (Y ACID R (R TR — Bk FRE TERREALE).
G R R AR T R 55 R (R R B B AR SO ES AR TE 2 2 S R BT R, TR B A R R R =R 45 ik
B AR S End-to-End ()77 55 AR, CUF VP 2 BTS04 4R T i we IR AR 33K 2 9 3 BT T T
R 3SR, a0 18] 1(8) T i) NCT-NNT(none client transaction-none nested transaction) i =%, i V& 4 b £ #h 5 ¢
IR LS — S, B HR T B R I 2% (W 1 1(0) T ) LA & ik 45 (i 1) F il 1(d) ).

O

/ /S'O
O @LC”,
Client %O Client 8 8 A\7\¥O
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(a) NCT-NNT pattern (b) CT-NNT pattern
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(c) NCT-NT pattern (d) CT-NT pattern
Request ———» Reply ———
Fig.l1 Complex transaction patterns
Kl1 Hefapis

N T AL FET 2EE £ 2 B K Alk 3 X End-to-End R FEPE 75 SR, AR S04 A E I BRI 345 A B R,
T M2 M E 2 HFHBH Web B RS 4 S HIHLH] RSCTP(replication scheme for complex
transaction pattern).RSCTP X ] Primary-Backup'® 5 252 1l EIB 4114 S (R0 18] 2 b 45 38 48 (0 473 1 AT i
Z1, 3 £ Web I RS 35 b 1A AFBIARBAT Wb 45 20 21, T AR IR ZS ] 28 /5 (state synchronization point, & #
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SSP) [ I 1t 15 25 4> Web I FH IR 25 2% E 1 20 41 i A AT R A TR 280 [ IF RSCTP % M Primary-Backup 7 30 & il
S5V A DABE S E 40 A 2 T 45 A0 A0 P B B A0 i R R pR 0 A R T S S B 2 1 R AN R A T
H55 200 5% (0 RO T T AL A 2P AN, B TR RS J2EE LY Web R T 45 % OnceASH) 15zt
T ZHLE, 2 45 R BN, % VE T fE AT

1 HE=HEK

J2EE 38 i JTABRT ISt ok $ A1 20 A1 3 o 55 (10 52 6, 3 45 A B4 1] o s g R 8 B 3 45 1 1 Skt
5 R R OGR4 25 (W Rk 2 7] LUR % P B EIB A48 1T # 8 5d JTA 1) UserTransaction ¥ H R — 4% F
4% (client transaction, {&] Fx CT), 1% S 4 6% 2 4N %& J il 3K (client request, fiij % CR); Ji7 # @ 1 TransactionManager
PR — A% 1% 58— A W B K (internal request, 7R IR).E4h, 11 5 EIB 75 VETE i 2 483k ST 1 i
H 4% B P45 52 h“ RequiresNew” | 23 H Lk 35 51 4% (nested transaction, A Fk NT). it B iR S 1 H 55 R A T H 5%
(child), %22 1 55 47k R 3545 (parent), E AT BEAZ JE ST 9 X R[] T 8 ZF 4 A5 8 v f ik 25 T 45 B 2 i
G AR R R R E MK R E REZAFEIN CT M ONT AN BT
NCT-NNT,CT-NNT,NCT-NT F1 CT-NT iX 4 FhF &4, Wi K& 1 H )+ Fiow.

(1) NCT-NNT #8207 ik B A, R FE A3 R B 3555, 3 CT FINTZE I 1(@) s 4] 1+ 24— AR
A3 1 Bean(stateful session bean, fif # SFSB) AW FI>k B 2 7 1138 3K 1 I A (7528 4 J6 1) 3525 i 5 T sk —
AF45 TXLATE TXL (KB AT I 72 i I 52 4% Bean(entity bean, fij#x EB)B 1 C.Hi T~ B Hl C #Hr A A6 2 A 7] 1 4
P E T IR 0, TXL 20 A 45 8 A AT 58 17 SR IS 28 B4 A TxL 5 B 45 SRR 44 5 .

(2) CT-NNT #R A L — A CT,RA NT.AER Lb)FiRmif . %y hmFEsmiis T
1% begin Wk I —A CT TXLRJE,%2 )7 0] SFSB A Ki%—4 CRIRJG, &/ 10 T K% commit i sk k42
AT Tx1.

(3) NCT-NT #i0 E sk i AP AE NT 30 CTAEE LT~ iifl -+ ,24 SFSB A Wk B & F i
KRNI R EERTS TXLY EB BIEDRKA A AR 2 B, 28888 TXU B /)50 2 TP — 0
M4 TX2.4F B AT 45 R HDE IR [N, 2 8 3848 Tx2 J5 )06 TxL R AR A 3RS AR 4682 A 13T,
XA F T S parent, T2 A& child, A~ ZF 45 T #2428, 9 H. child &2 /2 58 parent 45 SR IX R 5 5 H -+
i A R T I T S AR R A T )

(4) CT-NT iz e X rp ,CT A NT R A7 7E . 7E ] L(d) 4 7 rp & 7R 7 $i45 TxL il SFSB A K
RE— 2R A A TBAT IR T a] B8 TR R HT I S 4510 S 3808 T NT I, T2 NT 1 5E.

2 RigiEE

RSCTP S il LR EL primary-backup & il 77 30, R GHE R W] 2 Jis. 2R GOl A5 P SO & Bl P 158 4
Iy B R 4R Al I {5 2 (fault-tolerant communication layer, i #%  FCL) A1 & #1 % 2 2 (replication
management layer, & FX RML).RML Jz 48 {1t 5 2% 45 1) S I, B A7 T-%% 7 i 1) EJB 4141 Stub H i) & #2888 RI
IR 25 28 i 1A 52 1) 45 B 28 RM 4H ). FCL [n] RML JZ2 32 (845 IR 45 0, 4 W7 5 1) A 3 nCal A5 A s 7 21 Rl 45
A FR G T8 sk 42 A (interceptor) 76 1 SR 11 4b BRI FE 4T N & HIAR O (1 12 4

EX L(Web MRS EERE). RANKGHBET —A EB AHMPTERIAR Web MRS S MES
SG={SL,S2,...,Sn} #K hy Web v F i 45 28 41 AEAT B 20, 41 0 A7 AE LA AR SS as JEFE RE A% Ab F 0k B 2% 7 [ K,
HILE N PSPSe SGIL R I 7 1 4 i ME AR, 15 3 IR 45 8 2 B 1 58 AE AR IF) R R A& 1RD 28, id 2 BS,

WA E R SG PR Web B IRSS 2% b X L6382 M AR o0 AL R A i 2 TR, Cl,
C2,....Cn A4lff C MFEIA. REATA AR A 5B — A FhEAR UL B3] ejb_ref=(was ref,ejb_id), H:
v was_ref FRIREIAFTIE Web N RS 23551 ,com id FRIRZLAEET 1D, R — 4 4F B BT A B A3 AR R
eb id R K —ANHMEW AR AGE AN ZES R, R4 BB HAM44 5 H group_ref=(primary,
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ejb_ref_sety, Fith ejb_ref set F R HAEIAN ejb_ref (FAES T8 %5 primary 38 15467 T 2457 PS b (#2404
1 ejb_ref. 24 % il it 4 7 MR 45 SRECZE A 51 F B, 3 B 43 21152 group_ref.24 RI 33K % )7 & K I, A group_ref
FF R PS R EIA G, 3 i ICEL e sk v B AR I Web 8 R 25 4 D A4 ) AR 43 BB ST 1) %
B AN R LA R R A 2 ) e R e HEATAS B

H T LT_Z'_] TG
Client

v Ay Ay & A Sn

| Replication management layer (RML) |

| Fault-Tolerant communication layer (FCL) |

[ ]Application server (__JEJB container Interceptor
(O EB component () Transaction manager
Fig.2 System model
2 RYHER

EX 2EENAEH). B4 Web MHRSHFES —ANFLEHIAE T X AR RHEFHRNES
TG={TL,T2,..., Tn} & SN 55 P 41,7 1) RML $2 44 1 AR 3 55 (KM ATIRES . TG h 5 SG i i) PSOGIET
iR SCh B AE A PTAEAEEINZ, R A PT 6840 PS b1 B H &4 55 55 B AR DG HR A s Had s 3
H & HoAt Bl 2 AR 2 & 40,12 58 BT.2Y PT RS, A BT Wik 28 (37 PT MR ¥5 3545 H B S AT I &, 4k 82K
SO 55 I SE S HRAE.

TE X 3(SRIGARI). 7 2RO I T, BRG] A 4 i f) S T S 2 A 0 2 0 SHOLOS il A R (1)
¥ 58 4= 1k (strong completeness), £7- 75— NI %1 ¢ RIER 2 t 25 ATATJCRLIN SG B3 #B T LA FoAh AT 25 1% A
KM F];(2) 959K (weak accuracy), A77E — AN ZI LR AE I %1 t 2 5 AT A0 A7 25017 SG R it #AS 2 1 F A AT 2501
JG M BE R TERAEFRATTI R 0 P RS 0 38 A D 25 A e it S B

BT 75 SEBR B SE I Web B IR 5 #8445 55 T 55 B 70 AH [ 0k 7 2% a) v FRATTIA h P 8 2 TRI AR AR O 3k
WS, BT Web N IR S538 R30G5 8 ORI T BB 2 2828, A i 8 7R 3L B i) EIB 2044 Rl At 45 1k 4 it
AR %5 SEAN B 52 Web Y R 25 %% 1) 2 R0 fail-stop 2 7 (1), 5 L A 7 I i e 29 g 1 s e i

T ARAE R HT ) PS e Wk B B — RS, PS I RML 7E1E MR LS BS 2 [RIEATIRE R0, T
T2 RS )25 (A 26 e L.

EX AGFKIAAR). B HRKATL TR
B — K5 SR i A4 (invocation tree, i #Kk IT), i 3 BF
AT RS RN B o . A B 3 SR U7 ) a1 28 A,
FR5 550 0 2 7 3 N A7 ) 3 26 7R 1Y R TR R R R
F5, VR F I RURR N ST RO S SO T s R AT
SEANAEAE [ %, DR g JREE R0 A 7 A P 4 2 3 T,

EX SCRER T &), 70 KW g7 & R
B R OIRAS FP £.SSP 43 S P 2K A B[R] 2D
#i(operational synchronization point,{iii#} OSP)F1= 45 7
[/} 2 i (transactional synchronization point,f&ij#< TSP).

EX 6(IRIEEE T &), 7T ol — A =
FI AT AR AR S FE AR SR T — A% 45 CT AR IZ T 55 B E TR 2 05 OSPX) T —A~ OSPAAR 7% [
W RAETE LT s R AR (]S, I BLAE U8 45 SRR (RIS s w18 3 4k AR G 3424 OSP.

Fig.3 Anexample of SSP
K3 R& D sl
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ET RS A D A TSP F—Ay TSPARSFRID R AL % AR B AR [R5 I ELAEX W 3 454248
2T 3T A D TSP

EX S(RAEREE). —A SSP PATIRA R D I Bk s M 4L 1F 4 A e oA % SSP IR 25 A 25 3
(synchronization scope, &k SS).76 IT H1,—ANT £ Py [T AT 1715 £ 7R A Subtree(Py),P; T AL 5 1) SSP 11 254
{ SSP,|SSP,e Subtree(P))},j=1,...,n,n 4 SSP (K44, 0 Py [FAR & )25 8 SS A

SS = Subtree(P) - OSJbtree(SSPj).
j=1

7E Bl 3 147 ,OSP [ st A Fll G 1) SS 437k SSLFH SS2,TSP [/ 4% £ D 1) SS°h S2.

TEX OGH B ZAY). PS5 BSHI RML 2 [u) i FI] P23 HREA T B 45

(D) IREFD B (SSM)H T PSH¥ SSP 1) SS {434 %] BS SSM=(TYPE,RID, TxID,STATES REPLY), L #, TYPE
Fon SOM KB AUFE PR RALTSP ForE M TSP R ik i SSM,0SP KR J N OSP [7] 2 i &k Hi )
SSV;RID 3K oR [F25 s ATt R SR (1T Hp [R5 55 15 AN 1K) 1D;TXID FRen [7] 25 s %6 B (1) 5 45 1D, STATES 7R [F)
5 0 R [ 25 35k Y 9 AL PRR A 6 T SFSB,STATES 3 75 '8 (R 3R AN R 2 X T BB, W R 2 TSP [RZ5 /3, AL 3 e 1
ID, U5 OSP [R] 25 s, W0 35 IR HEASIR AT REPLY 27 /) A2 mU6T WV 17 3K R R 25

(2) FH55 DM E(TSM)A T PS 11 BS 434 2 457 k4, TSM=(TYPE, TxI D,OUTCOME), H 1, TYPE &7~k TSM
[P L35 P P S I TSP 2 7m J2 A TSP [A] 25 p &k H 1) TSM,0SP £ 7 /2 A OSP [R] 25 s & H 1) TSM; TXID Kow
[0 R0 N $545- ¥ |D;OUTCOME R 7R H A AT IR A& :COMMIT KR $2AE T ; ABORT KR F2AE R IML.

3 RSCTPE #I##l

RSCTP & ML H1 Client,Primary_Server,Backup_Server F1 Recovery iX 4 B 513240 1. 24 7 F % /' i Stub
o) ST AR AR I B T % P U SR Client BB A PS AR BRI SR I AR o RML 1 T
Priamry_Server 5%, BS W2k B PS 1R 27 K RML 1 Fi Backup_Server 5254 PS L3 RML 1 H
Recovery §idk A SUBBAE AR 1 K AR YU A WL, BE 5 0 2% ) F1 BIB ALK H 1A SR ™ 2R ME— (R AR AL R TG X
4 FhEIE S AT A48,
3.1 Client®:%

RI #8317 Pk R 5, Client 5%k HHATE R QT

(1) A RAEME—F5 R RID;

(2) WA RE—AN% 345 L1, WISRE H 45 45 - TXID;

(3) AW LT3 % IC, I RID fil TXID oA IC H;

(4) M Stub 1433 group_ref SR 54l primary feEH S B HE7E PS_ER9ALAE 51 ejb_ref;

(5) LA RAIIC K& ejb_ref JTHg il (17 EIB 4L 4F A K AT 1

(6) MR —> OK N2 R IR R AT BT 4 45 R Rl 45 & 7 B

(7) SRR —A TIMEOUT S, 45 B BT SR 1) EIB 414 &I AS BT AE 1) Web [ IR 45 2% T 48 2 3 (B
B e A I P 1) AR R SO s A group_ref FRERE N — A ejb_ref, AT 5 BB (5); 0 AL R E A v H K
ejb_ref, UK —> No_Valid_Member 5% 1% [0 45 %5 7 B H ;

(8) M H W FE—A> NEW_GROUP_REF ¥ &L, U i3 B 8 FH 1) Web B FH Ik 45 25 A2 4 AT PS,JF H. group_ref
LRI DLV S PR B 1380 group_ref #4524 5T group_ref, SR J5 MR IS primary 84175 23 276 2410 PS
LMIZAES I eb_ref 04725 B (5);

(9) fn R H|—A Exception {5 E(AEHE TIMEOUT S54), LK S 0 BL2IR (A1 45 %5 7 3 .

VR, o SRR A B 45 W 2 s SR, I Begin AT Commit, AN 75 B PAT _EIR SEVE A D B (D)~ (),

It H, Bei 217 ejb_ref W) was_ref % K i =Kk PSRBT K a4 o Rk 45 PT.
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3.2 Primary Server &%

PSH RML 75 17 3K o Ak 370 R rp i a2 48 ot 4 N 52 A OC IR AL 3 4 A0 65 3 ANl N mii(1) &7 i SRk Bllik
PS {HIE R NEIT(2) AR PRI — A FH S5 0)5(3) A IR 7 #-A8— A3 55 5. F 11 43 50l £ 6
TSP F1 OSP [ 45 &%) Primary_Server 53 4T i FE#EAT /4.
3.21  XFTSPIA| D s i Ab 2R

T IE R MR SR T SE A AE TSP R s SR AT SRR (L 1 4 T 7R): O Web B IR 25 2% W0 B2k
H % Pk EJB 44 13 K RJE# HAL 3645 R BTl K0 EIB 4L4FFiAE 75 4%,©@ 72884 RIAV S TisK
—AHHES TG ARE Tx A, 54804 R KBMMNT EB

L b 38 01 SRV T B, )2 50 R A5 B8 PM KR = - > ]
JEE e I (0 25 0 A28 )@ EIB 41 AL 8 R (i o b £
T P L 5 25 0t T 5 50508 5 0 B 45 ® H a N oo |8
A B OB AT RY). 42 R IR SR 25U EIB AU fF i v @[T {iiﬁi?ﬁi?ﬁi? 5
IRIFIZE 6 AR TR TH TXHEATHAS© $240 4 R, A a (@] coniner J g
i LR 14 PS PS4 R 25 s st Vi 47 = c ® |E
Primary_Server ik [0 Ab 2138 i 045 3 T il R — =
Web application server

On_Invoke, On_Begin #l On_Commit.RML 7 & 4 ] a £ 4%
ST On_invoke, 7 b £ 53T On_Begin, 7 ¢ 4% M3 Fig.4 Request process procedure of TSP
17 On_Commit SEH f B M McR G () itok-mmen 194 TSP D AUHERAL R R
RR=(RID,REPLY), H: /1 ,RID £ 7~ % 3K [ 1 — | D,REPLY K /- 4 B [ N 255(2) ARG ARG KRN AT L F
X EC=(RID,REPLY,TxID,SS), L ,RID F/RFTERI ID,REPLY KNI M AN 2, TXID 21 R I S ik i 2
45, SS s 27 M5 A R AP 1. T T 40 B A 433X 3 Bl 7.
1. On_Invoke #4712
(L.1) AW 4ar RS 22T A PS U AA &, W 57 ¥ group_ref F1—/> NEW_GROUP_REF [ &1 |7l 45
% 7 i SRR W) 4k ST
(1.2) WA HSHIC i RID KT RR R A A7 A5 A B (1930 5%, G AT DK 25 & — A OK 3 R [ 45
B iy G SR A ) 4k 4
(1.3) ¥ NI K R LB A4 LIV AR Y EIB 444, 55 5 L3R [B] W 2 Result;
(1.4) ¥ RID #1 Result JAA RR t;
(1.5) MIBRXT R (1 EC;

2. On_Begin $1 471 2

(2.1) GUg—A SSHK RPTI A EIB 414F ID In A\ SSHRJG s — %1 EC.¥ RID Fl SSIA EC H;

(2.2) # EC 5 R 5<Hk;

(2.3) M LS MhHFE PT 1Y begin()777%;

(2.4) #283) begin() /7% iR B 45 R K Fo A (f1 9555 1D N3] EC 4R 545 45 Bk [H].

3. On_Commit $i 71 72

(3.1) AR A BLZE PM 3535 K BT IE 0S99 EB HIRA S B 215040

(3.2) BIEE—A SSM 4 E.(“TSP",RID,TxID,STATES REPLY), H: 7 STATES 2 SS 1 iif5 EIB ZA1FHIRA.
A I FCL Z R UL PT 58 2 #1545 KL B TG 11 BS

(3.3) W PT Iy commit() )y 3228 545,

(3.4) T BARAT T, B TSM 314 K (“TSP”, TxID,* COMMIT"); i S48 2 e, W) A1 2 — > TSM i &
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(3.5) x[H].
3.2.2 XFOSPH] 5 il 4b#L
7E OSP [ 20 s i) 1 SR AT M RE (W B 5 roR): O &

® || s B T RG4S T@ %P Web
/ Bl | RIIRSS H R AN R R(Z AN SR b By A );
ol i o~ ) o § @ Web FF R 55 5844 R {63025 7058, 200 R 0% FIAI R
Client] ¢ e 2em)Z |5|| o EIB avtbubmm(in R EB, N7 BB A AL B
22U conane Gl PV A s B R A B AR )@ BB 4L
\ © _ [|b Sl E[ | 5 R fd R b oy AR S AR AL I 25 B R B
e soptican sorver L | 5008 0 200 7 7 1 2 8 AL B B) 7 o 4 L [ 44 7

W© % PEEIG R IR TR Tx.
Fig.5 Request process procedure of OSP Primary_Server %7 k% W /> T i F2:0n_Invoke A1
5 OSP R i RALFRILFE On_Commit, 43 5% 52 141 5 F1 15 a il b. T i i H Ab 303 .

1. On_Invoke $h47id B
(1.2) A4 w4525 215 4 PSIn A&, WK 5 #7 1) group_ref F1—4~ NEW_GROUP_REF V% ik [H] 4%
B i G R U AR BT

(1.2) MRHEVIHSHIC 1 RID K E RR & A5 47 A6 A Y. 0930 5%, i AT K 25 B — A~ OK 14 R [Fl 4%
i A SR A W 4k ST

(L.3) @il —> SSIFRAL N1E K R T IHHI ¥ EIB 40445 ID i\ SSAR 5 Gl — N8 EC ¥ RID,IC H1 1) TXID
I SS A EC H;

(1.4) ¥ EC 5 RXHL;

(1.5) ¥ N R RALIBL 752 LUV AR EIB 444, RS A5 1R [T % Result;

(1.6) BJE—4> SSM ¥ & (“OSP” RID,TxID,STATES REPLY), H: i STATES & SS W iffs EIB #H4:(FIRAs.
SR G IS FCL JZER UL mT 52 240 # A5 Mk 45 R 16 B T A 1Y BS |

(1.7) ¥ RID #1 Result JAA RR t;

(1.8) MIBRX N EC;

2. On_Commit 47 id &

(2.1) HIWrATHT IR S A2 TN PSR A2, WA 557 ¥ group_ref 11—/~ NEW_GROUP_REF ¥ %5 i |1 45
& s A2, ) 4k ST

(2.2) R4 TXID [ E 4B #E PT ) 24 F 45 AT IR Tx_Satus;

(2.3) W Tx Satus TR H5 %5 U IRAT, WAL HEAE 45 FLIR [F145 % 7 sty T BRI AR B AT, W) 7 58 38 K048 AL 3
HFEEE PM K SSH B 1 EB RS T B BVERE b AR5 ik PT 347 35554248,

(2.4) 1 FARAT BT, B —A TSM 34 4 (“OSP” , TXID,“COMMIT"); Tl SR 4248 2 e, ) 1) 22— TSM 14 L
(“OSP”", TxID,“ABORT"),#& J& #4121 o 1l 1 W] 52 22 3k d 1% IR 25 Ak 2 B A 1Y) BS,

(2.5) 15422 45 IR B 45 5 7 v

3.3 Backup_Server 5%

B BS 1) RML 7Y RISk B PS E[RIE ik ok (7 BB 04T Backup_Server &3k, e fufh 3 A1l #e:
On_Received _SSM,0On_Received_TSM HI IncarnateEJBs. 24 i £ SSM 74 & i ,RML #4117 On_Received SSM id #4¢;
2 F) TSM 7 B, RML #1447 On_Received TSM i 74 ;IncarnateEJBs 11 Ay Mt 37 S 47 110 3t it AR 4 i 38 1) 4L 2ot
QI BIB AR N 17 TSP A OSP P A i 0 /i 41 Backup_Server 5775 () b FILIZ 4.
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1. On_Received SSM 47 1t 2

o I F|—A TSP [F]Z5 551 SSM W & RML Ks H BN FIFO BAZI ITSM 4K K A B 6 T4 4~ msg:

(1.1) M msg L TxID, 28 J5 ¥4 TxID F1 msg ict 3% 21 11 B R A 4K 1SS H,1SS=(txid,message), I H1,txid 2y SSM
T S Y K 9545 1D, message i SSM I B ;

(1.2) &[Mm;

o M F—A> OSP A5 55 1) SSM ¥ B I RML K LN FIFO BAZ1 10SM 4 7 A B8 5 T4 4> msg:

(1.3) M msg HHREL TXID, %R )5 % TxID H1 msg ¢35 1 IR A4 1SS

HARES P HLJF BN &40 Ik 545 BackupSet ', BackupSet=(txid,ejb_set,message), H: = txid &y SSM 74
ST (1) 3555 1D, ejb_set %4 17 EIB 414 4R &4 message K- EI 1) SSM ¥ 5, Wi iR Mk i) txid 78
BackupSet ' ELZAFE ST M A ejb_set, W) R 75K 5 (STATES €jb_set) % M. A 2 IR &S I 21 ejb_set ™,

(1.5) ¥ msg B\ BackupSet H;

(1.6) ¥t STATESHE A VSSH, i1 IncarnateEJIBs i FEHEAT S2 il 4k B4

(L.7) % msy FH RID & REPLY i3 % RR #1,RR=(RID,REPLY), ' RID K /nif KK ME— ID,REPLY %
SXof I [ 2

(1.8) &M,

2. On_Received TSM #h475d f

o MICE—A TSP AP 5 TSM 7 BB RML I8N FIFO BAFI ITTM K IR B 36T+ B4 msg:

(2.1) M msg FHEEL TXID AT 454240 45 5 OUTCOME;

(2.2) W OUTCOME 4 COMMIT, N BH 5 i [A] 2 fi SC I 1) 57 45 TR AC D MR 38 TXID M 1SS 2 1K
AR AL S (TXID,mY, 2R 5K m P ) RID & REPLY id 3% % RR 1 358 m (1) STATES B 214 30k &
4 VSSH IFIHBR(TXID,my, IncarnateEIBs i FEF# R AR 3 VSS H KR A& A 2 EIB 20 14541

(2.3) Wi OUTCOME 4 ABORT, W5t B 15 24 1if [R] 25 s DG I 1) 91 4542 28 2 W AR TXID AN 1SS rp 42 B AH B
L3R (TXID,m), %R J5 K m ™ RID F1—> TxAbortException 5 % it 3% 2 RR 11,55 J5 K (TXID,m) M 1SS
MR

(2.4) &,

o LI F|—A> OSP [A] i TSM W B RML K HL N FIFO BAZI IOTM 4K ¥4 2 %) T 454~ msg:

(2.5) M msg HHE TxID F3 45347 45 5 OUTCOME;

(2.6) Wik OUTCOME & COMMIT, I3 BA L5 22 {i [\] 20 g0 16 1) = 45 3R A8 B Th M9 TxID Ml B
BackupSet HAH MY 1) ejb_set,2R J5 M\ BackupSet $2HUAH AV ) SSM 78 5 m7E % m = 1) RID Fil REPLY it
SEH RR A, HER m.

(2.7) WA OUTCOME & ABORT,MI B 5 5% - 48 W 4% BackupSet m3%f [V 1) ejb_set A VSS AT
S ERAE SR 5 M BackupSet FREUAHAY ) SSM Y EL m7EH# m i) RID F1—4> TxAbortException
SEHATES RR S MR m.

3. IncarnateEJBs $ 47 id

X VSS H I TG 3R AR IR AR BE, G SRS2 AL AR A W Ik S B Ak A AR B AH BV 1) S 481, 4 BTN 6 Y 25 25 11

St SR EB 41AF 1D, UE S PV MBS i mobn bR A B 2 S B i TSN 2 A At
3.4 Recovery®&s%

24 RML 0 381 2 R0 I 28 ) 25l 4 i 3047 Recovery SVEREAT RIS 2L AR B A 40 F

(1) AT WSWPIR A B B B A\ FaultDector 1% 3K (19 25 2008 &1 A 1k

(2) n B BS IS, K N SG IR (O T 38 4 PS 2N 25 7 3 ) RI ] B 20 2R 24 BS T % 345 SR T 4

A . B[], 1T LATE BS 2R 3% 5287 group_ref, -4 i i 7E PS IR [A] F) 25 v 3K RI 5L g 2% R b B 58
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FFIA) group_ref. X LA s X A 7 i AR BLAE S B RS 2 58 R SR R AT R ) AR R R BT 2 ().
Wi SRIE PS I MIHRAT I T (120 B
(3) FHRALHT PS I SG BRS8N SG A 24 T 1 2 BS ik 28— AME AR PS.

(5) PUTRAWE ISR K68 PSP B LT KRS, AHE N1 i

(5.1) X 1SS H B4 L 37 (txi d, message) & — Kb 2

(5.1.1) it PT 53 txid AT IR Tx_Satus.

(5.1.2) i Tx_Satus o txid X 1) 35 55 O 23848 12, K message #1111 RID & REPLY it 3% %] RR H1,
RIG ¥ H ) STATES AERSE AR VSS b 5 T Status 578 3545358 28, - message
1 RID F1— TxAbortException 5% it % 3 RR .

(5.1.3) MIBx1Zid .

(5.2) %I BackupSet [ 4~id s (txid,ejb_set,message) iz — AbHi:

(5.2.1) L PT 53] txid FIHATIRZ Tx_Satus.

(5.2.2) iR Tx_Satus 27 txid X WK 855 L4852 42 2, WKy message T ) RID Rl REPLY id % %1 RR Ji5;

RID HI—A> TxAbortException 5 # it 3 %] RR /5.
(5.2.3) MIER1ZId%.
(6) H 38 group_ref, 1% [ 51](1).
35 KLIBIEHHE )RR
23E R PAT RAR LV M TS EIB 21 A4 H0 2 A 2 1 (deterministic) 444 (R AL A4 2E M0 R AT 4R IR 38 R 38852
A TR) P 5 3K I 42 SRR [0 1780 5/ Ak B335 3, T 2 100K A 7] 117 45 HRCIRAS ) I RSCTP &2 il AL il B8 68 11 4 M R AIE 94 5%
) exactly-once JWAT 78 SCRPIR A 1) — S0Pk an S H I AR e 1k 214,
AT 7= AR AR — S0 ) 8L N B 6 FioR AR P ISR 1 BIRAT
R AL EL M E3 2R R 45 TxL Ml Tx2,3X Nk & 5555
L TXL R F 45, TX2 3 45 e ah, U E2 0 AR e PE 4L 1 AR U5
BT A4 P 40, EL R E3 #B2h TSP [A P s ik 1 W4
Fig6  An example of non-determinism E1-E2-E3-E4-E3-E2 [ AT B 42 21IE E2 I, PS K A2 T R R4 AR A
P — THI P4 0325 T 0, BE N )20 )0 B3 AT T2 R PR T AE T BS
AT R A EL I AT 1 BS AR AT {5 B % i C EAL I
K1 FUH ) PSBr PS K HL A 8 BiE SR ET AL B, i T EL R AfE AL IR — s & B2 R gk 2,0 E2 29k
T 78 T (0 U FT B AN 25 it 3R 3T A2 i) B J HY 3R 5.45 5, AN C FN3HT PS I A1 3 Sk TX2 I HRAT &5 3 o R
— SR,
EX 10HEHER T SFF). A — G RIAT IR, i T AR 5w 404 0077510 0T fer=2E A —BCR A A
& 1741 NDSSP=(ndy,nd,, ...,ndy), 1 1 ,ndi=(ssp;,cop), ssp; 47 1] BE ™ AEAN— FCRE K [7)28 mi (1 T+ OSP [7]28 £
S W3 2 7 st (90175 K 40 sspy AT RE S TSP [A)25 1), cop 1 X N [ M2 4 (BE A TSP [l 25 £ 4428 24 3L
A PEE AR AL T AMEERAE), N T HR 1) 26 5 G HE 1)
RML A% i sk RYEY— A NDSSP,H5% R IFIHAT % A2 04T MR IR, R 48 348 28 15 5% 44 1 8 P 20 42 1)
A PEHEAT AT, 24 R I — AN AR e 2k AR
(1) WA A TSP AP AL WIBE G 8 B F) T E TSP [P s #4285 17 U i\ £ NDSSP
(2) S AL TSP [P 2L R Hn N NDSSP, i H. B Ji5 38 21 (1) i 7 TSP [R] 25 SR in N NDSSP.
2 RPAT G5 R HL ST R i 8 3R (145 %5 7 s i ,RML B 55 R 6 R [) NDSSP. 24 PS & 4B 3N 78 2R R0
S B RML K AT NDSSP 3 51 v (1) TR 25 pet Tt I8 PR 245 SR B A — B R s
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4 BEOH

ARATES WA (2 554555, 0 18 RSCTP A2 UM 877 R0k B 2 135 5K (1 exactly-once $AAT FILR A — 3k,

(1) 525 NCT-NNT B, 8 LR LR PS 2 81 i

A R PIER R 2iA PS 25,3t HAERSITI— A 3155 2 0 IX B R B 3 18 B2 1 bR A& R AT A £ R,
It HLBAT 77 A AR AT 345 24 % 7 i ) 7 1) PS B R R(client 8035 (5)~0: (7)) I, B PSHH e 244 — AN
M35 SR 3B 4T A B (primary _server 5y TSP XM [ On_invoke Fid F2), AN & F= A RS A — 2.

B. EAMEREHS Tx 25,78 HA TSP 19 SSM 11 BA H 2 f X B R AT R T PS R4 R &R
A5 AR X S ORI AT AR 3 BT AT BSHIN PS A4 A& X e AR R Y R P imi B EAE ) R
J& 0 PSAG LA Ay 37 109 3K F R AT B A S R R HT N Tx FF IR 1 Tx & PT £l
A S RSN —BLIRIE T R 1K) exactly-once $147.

C. HEFHLMIWM B R X iR AT B L RSB B4 R E S T S 2 T B 1
BSHI 1 PS {5 &K 52 i 78 b 4k S0 AT 16 K 58 A 3R AT I 35 55 (recovery B35 (4)), K 41LAF 0% 52 2 15 7
[tk 45 (recovery  515:(5)). 6 T HE A8 T 1) 25 45 L0 B AR AS 28 A0 T B AR 23006 T 458 R IR IR 2545 0
OB HEGE R RS I HL RR AT SR TR N R 2 2487 i PS B TE AL ) R I, AR FERIAT R M
RR 5 2% HR RIC I A b 22 45 5 (primary_server 5735 TSP Xt on_invoke T i F2), fRE TR
—5.

D. £ TSP TSM i & &2 )5, 7F BAE RN ZR P14 & 7 2w SR, BT 514 () BSHR 2 A8 T Tx (1
AT I B R TS (PR AR AR T AH Y. (1 A0 3 (2= 0 sl R ) R AR B (0 B Bl 3R 31 T RR 1.
I PSRBT AL R R B FH RR SR IR & IR FTE A AR 4 380 R 0 S A EE R FF TREM

(2) 2420 CT-NNT #E0, iig LR JLFF PS 2205

A. HERFURIZE Begin WERIFUR— AT 2 5, I I IR IR (155 7 2 133K I 3 BT AT AT 37 SR 3158
PS B BAT R AATAT A AR A SO 7 3 23 1) #7 PS T8 K 1% Begin 15 3K WA 7= IR A& A — 3L

B. R T HS Tx 25, It HAER P 348 TX Z A X i, Al fig th 0 3 b v
(@ #HRSRHER RZ G, HAE RTE PS L OSP 2 1. I RIE KA PSALBE #isf o5 [ AR 41F

ATADAR A BB A AL R A RS R o B0 PT xR H 0 52 Tx(recovery 575 (4)). 45T PSH: % /-
Ui (1) RIE R I R G, 200 FAVE 8 101 SR AL 2R, A RS A — SO L.

(b) 7£ R#iE OSP 2 )&, HAE OSP [ SSM ¥4 & & H Z i ML, T RIGHAT MR T PS EIdI IR,
H 2 IR S AR I W K% B BSAE AR R FE B PT AR H B E Tx 243 PS 7EH:% RI
R RIS, HARA S HAT R 2ZA02 200,57 PSR A FE R 7 R0 1% #0 1 SR R sz
HBPEHAT T — Ik A S HIREAS—E.

(c) £ OSP [ SSM W B R 2 &, HAE R Z IR M5 P 2 i e i sk R 51 PR &R C 40l i vl 5
AL D] T A 11 BS(primary_server 575 OSP %) ¥ 1] on_invoke -1t #2(1.6)), 3 H. BS ¥ W2
k2 T RR ' (backup_server 83 (1.7)) £ RS S FE T B 0 PT &R 3E H AWK E T HCH 1)
PSS HI E A1 R FUR A RR U N IR B4 % P Ao A PE RARSIREF T —E2L

C. %/ &t Commit iR LIHEAS Tx 2 J5 I HAE N IR A1 45 725 2 22 17 BAE PT 3248 Tx Z 1 PSRAK,
WEr ) PT 7EMC B AL [ Commit Ji5 48238 T WA AE PT 42381 FE b PS 2 3%, UITE B PS IR K &
TR e gk 4 T (K44 (recovery B32:(4)); a0 B AE PT 58 B Tx 4248 5 PS 2k 4%, £ W 21 # 4% 1) Commit
oK 5 RML I8 B PT 15 2042 28 45 I IR [0 Ktk Commit 17 3K A 43 T 52 AT

(3) X NCT-NT #i=, 45 4 B 1(c) BT HEAT e LBl A 2 A TSP [R5 s 20 14 A R B E A5 B

M550 TXL A0 T2, Hot TxL A4, T2 & T3 55 AEELL T 30 PSRRI 1% i
A. TE Tx2 $&58 2 1i JLI Tx #1 T2 78 PS B3R A RSB A 1515 2] BS ™Y PS 25, Tx1 #
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TX2 Fe &SR PT 260k 08 (1) PSS T A% 13 3Kk 11 B HAE R 0 3 SR BT A s & R R BN
TXL A TX2. (1 T80 PSR A 5 R PAT W =K LB AH ), Best bre B 3 sk L BAT 7 — 3k, 3 BOIRS IRFE— 30

B. ff Tx2 #2482 J5, HAE TXL 3848 2 A by AR A J2& 45 4 0 e 2k 44 3 W A 15 Bl R AT i

(@ ARHGEEALE I, T2 51 HPIR A2 B4 A FT AT 1 BS_L AR 3%, T TXL IR 2280 I AT 438
F| BS Y #i1f PSWCHITE AL 115 K 1 B 45 BT &, B8 S HUR A HTI TXL BRI Tx s
i PT &I T A R Er, S — B SEH A LR 20 07K 2 FINE L0738 T RRH,
BT A2 T3 AT 2 0 DA H X IRAIE T 35 3R 1) exactly-once AT 15 SCRIBR A 1) — S0k

(b) AR E TEA AR L RML ¥ B AR A F] T NDSSP H1 .24 PSRRI 75 Wk & i 72 1 RML
S B AMERVE R B T2 51 APIREZL. B IR R 405 8 PS KPRA 5 AR H$UTIER 1 14
I) F A R T SR LoBEAE b T T SRR A O HL 2 8% 4 R FT IR TXL A1 Tx2, J50K ) TXL de 28 2 4% PT
21, RS 2 IR A AN — ORI SR 10 T AT

C. f£ TXLEACZ Ja Jhiy  TXL A1 Tx2 5 AR SR #8456 21 7 B3 (4 BS08 19 PS i 31 A& 785Kk 1
B, L% A RR AR H Xof 3 (10 B 2803 R 45 25 7 i AN 23 B AT SR 1,91 HARZS 2 — 3.

(4) X+ NCT-NT #2454 B 1(d)H 61 7 JEAT 158 e R 4140 A 25 OSPALY: B S TSPEATTH N 15

%53 TXL AN Tx2, 5o, TxL 2 R H 45, Tx2 J& T 3145 e L N W Rl PS e 2 i 45 0 :

A. TE Tx2 $&58 2 1 JEIE, TxL F1 T2 78 PS E51HE R AR SR A B L8 B BSTE KRR E i FE v B
PT 23R4 H % 1 & TxA(recovery 5535 (4)). 24 3 1) PSS 3 A% 11137 S 1IN 4 FEAE 24 300 1037 3K 350 BAT
YIAF B IR 7528 25 R HT K Tx2, JFUR 1) Tx2 S & 44 PT 41k FHT-37 PSIFPIRAS 5 AR SAT 1=K 1 I AH A,
Wz pr Bl sk 1 ABATT 1R I HAST BN BRI

B. fF T2 R0 2 Ji, HAE TxL #2258 2 B AR Y41 A B 3AT B LRGSR 2 1 20 33 IR MR 3 A 256 0 1
SE YRR 53 PRI B0 00 LA 8
(@) AZHE LA B TX2 78 PS E5E RS EHCEENE M BS LA M TxL BERES L ik

WAL BSAE R G TRt #10 PT 25ARYE H &K S TXL 4 #16 PS R AL 113k 1 1,
BEBPATE T A RIS TR HER 28R 2 NE CLIERE T RR
rf (backup_server $.9%(2.2)), 0T AR BT BT 8 AT LU X I ARAIE T3 K i exactly-once $447
T SURIIR A 1 — Bk
(o) A JEAEffE 4 Sh i RML 226 B ZH2E I F] NDSSP .24 PS ki, ks ik Bl #2 o ,RML
S B AMEERAE R Tx2 5T AR, W 5 45 3 5, TxL Bk 52,10 BB PS ARG 5 &
PAT R 1 B AH )AL 1R38 3K 1R Sk 7 1K1 SRR A 3, BRI AS 25 R B A& AR — SR sk i) 52
AT
5 HEEIFEM
AT O LA ENG I2EE MG Web RS 5 OnceAS
& v (A, /O LSBT RSCTP A2 N 303 52 0 0 1% 7 s 1 g AT
M. transfer (AB,10§) 2 —3 ACCOUNLA Tyl Sz f S T ANHRAT 6 I 1 A B ) 7 7o s
O:T S4B deposit (BI09)  —An%e i (client), M HE S ALIE Manager(hi SFSB 9 ),
Cliert 6 Manager\k_)\\LO AN 7T 20 2F Account_A Al Account_B(#4 i1 EB s231).Client
4 Manager ) Transfer 22 1 & # — K AT 45 Manager
Fig.7 A bank transfer application SE I Account A g Withdramﬁié AT UK B A 28 1
7T IR Account_B [¥] Deposit ¥ H AT 473545 0 T 848 43 A X
%% ,Account_A i1 Account_B 43 I FF A Ak 31 AN H U 4.
BRI T 4 ASEE:(2) WL NCT-NNT #E——7F — XK AT %% 1 Manager 145 2% Kl — A>3 5%

Account_B
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(2) W CT-NNT B —— A7 Client &2 — 13 4%;(3) Mk NCT-NT # X ——Manager Fil Account_A [ 75 #3
ZRA—ANHEL(4) AR CT-NT #Eal——Client Kt —ANFH 45, Account_A 788 Lt — A 345,

R S0 FR 0 P P A B EAT X LR (1) RSRH RSCTP & HIHLHI (3 1 & OnceAS);(2) K RSCTP &
HIHLHEI(FE T 4 4 OnceAS,1 A4 PS3 A4 BS). M1 T RSCTP ALK B 8 &= H) AL I %1 AT 1 4 OnceAS #
T8 PR % PR3 S AME ] RSCTP AL A BT 8 (0 v 552 %8 950 2 AH (7] (09 56T s o DR 7 R R & P
AN [ 6 AT 45 1401 By i S92 B 1) 20 AL b OB 28 0 4 2 AN IR R 2R R BB 2 S OF R 3 7 AN P T S
] Manager 21 {4 & 163 WRAT- 45 (1 — MT 53R [BUG AL BV 16 F —/MT45), 359 SABEANMT 55 (K1 5 I i) 0B B
2 AW EE Y] Trampup=100s, i 1] Tsteady=5000s F1 £ W 4] Trampdown=100s.7E ] 4G 11, 5L 2% & 261 Sk i A
S NI ) UAE Tsteady PYREAT 10 5% 5 S5 B0 T AT 6 7 3 P W 7 BT 1) 1) S S84 A1 A A Uk 1) 46 % TR —
WRIAT 3 UK FEFIAEAE Ty A 2 SE 56 (Rt 5 2.

WAL 7 & PC P, Tl & PC Wlis4r & A HLAS AL E S Dell OPTIPLEX GX260,CPU
2.66G512M 174 & PC L% HiZ T OnceAS W Ik 25 %%, Hi L & 24 Dell PowerEdge 2600,Dual CPU 3.04G,2G
WHTE P & PCHLA 1217 Oracle 8i #fi 2, H: it &l IBM Xseries 235,Single CPU 2.66G,2G W 1£. 3143 (1AL 2%
7 1000M Ethernet ZH i — Nl S7 ) Jy ek 99

F AR MR L R 8 Fron WE TR LUE M AE Al RSCTP ML 78 I & 2% 7 B R % 0L R
NCT-NNT 5 45 B3 {73 06 5 I 18] B/, 10 CT-NT B8 K I R 5 A TR 2 3047 7T —A 35

80 - ~ 120
? 70 With RSCTP 2 ool —=— WithRsCTP
< 60 —&— Without RSCTP 5 —&— Without RSCTP
© 80
g 50 E s
8 % 8 Ll e
% gg M % == = e
g 20
2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 2 46 81012141618 20
Number of clients Number of clients
(@) NCT-NNT pattern (b) CT-NNT pattern
7 180 —=— With RSCTP 7 200 :
E 150] —&— Without RSCTP E 160 With RSCTP
) I3) —&— Without RSCTP
£ 100 ‘/./: E 120- /
80 &
: GO—M Y -
S 4ot 8 40 e
g 20 g
v 0 . . . . . . . . , @ 0 , , , . . . . . .
2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20
Number of clients Number of clients
(c) NCT-NT pattern (d) CT-NNT pattern

Fig.8 Test results of response time
8 Wi SN ) A 45 R

M 8(a)FT LA H, 76 NCT-NNT #30F, 51\ RSCTP & ML 15 50T 349 w5 7 15 1) 38 0 T K240 9%, 26 FF
EERMT PSYH BSZIAIAKIE SSM FI TSM i B 5 .75 CT-NNT #5220 T (40 18 8(b) i 7)), 1 1 mi J3 ][] K
Z3H N T 13%, KT NCT-NNT #3132 i T S HIALHI A SSM 1) #4 i3 Jod it o o) 52 44 Bean 2114 13 ZI4L R s
HIAL AR . A 8(c) 7T LA HE  7E NCT-NT #30 ~ ,RSCTPHLA 51 14)F 24 v )57 A [ia) 184 0 22K F- NCT-NNT
I CT-NNT #53K, K 2020 20%.3% 52 BRI 2k i Bf LU iy i A 2K 2 414 17— 4~ SSM i B — A TSM 3 Bl CT-NT
BT (U & 8(d) i 7k),RSCTP A1 451 343 i [ ] R 386 0 T K240 25%, 15 NCT-NT A5, 53% = b 2 fh 4L 1)
FESAL AN 7 514 B 51 1 I8 it RSCTP LA 4E NCT-NNT £ F 51 (0 T4 fe /S T 46 CT-NT #E2F k.

A 45 BN I S 6 45 SR AT LG L RSCTP & HINLEI SN T8N RS TT4Y.
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6 tHXIE

CH V2T RECH TR LT CORBA 194341 U R G 1 nl 58 1 SCHR[ 12] SR HUAE R 1) 5 1004 2 R0 4108 45
HUHIAE 3] ORB H ke SE L4 SCRR[ 13RI 55 1 7 ¥ X T — A0 G F04: O 1 4 CORBA IR 555K 24 B
PR AL FEHT SCHR[ LA A F2AER I 5 i20] 11 OP W VAT #2448, AR 5 Wi B 4 045 R 4 v % (b3 B 1) 254, ) I S ¢
Primary-Backup FI Active & fill ix & T4 3= S0 38 ik 52 i Sk 472 e v (6] 56 G 0 n] S0, 200 T 5 i) 5 4 55
A ) LSRR [B] R ZR T Rl LI RN =R 45 PR Al B AR Sk 32 %1 CORBA ] End-to-End ] 524 (1) 1) &L SCHR[5] 2
T Eternal M2 T — Pl 254 30K 4 B0 045 FT-CORBAMHN OT Sl & 76—, b 56 1 = 2 A4 1y I3 P 2 it o
e PR T S SRR AR T A T T AT B 1 A B U B H AR [ IS S RE 22 R S5 S A .

XtF J2EE =2 A B AT VE WA AR 5 v N (0 AT SEPEAR T ek 09k . IBoss 0L T IGroups 4 il
HRGEI T X EB ARG SRR 1 BB & B SR IEE T 5 VR B R0 3, i B e
X =45 1K) SCHF R 2 S BOIRS A — BURG LI R A SCHR[18] 4% 77— T B2 ) HE 26 i i 14 % b 2 1) B9 1) 4R ok
TAE SCHR[A) R T 2501 SCBR[29] P kR WL (marker mechanism) 32 1 T —Fl J2EE EHIE % HERLIET
A RIS LR NCT-NNT i, 3 B A SRR A 2085 55 X 86 T AR A 2% 18 2 Fh 8 551X S A7 1 1
. SCHR[20] A4 AN [7] (0 2 45 B3 3 S 48t 7 A R R 70 s A AR 5 S 45 I B i T B S Ui SR B
SE IR K- R 20T I HL 75 2 2% 1A I F R 28 AL o e A — B R A AN B F A A A FH L E NS 2
AHLE RSCTP 2 TARZS [R5 11, 0 & Fh = S5 B R I T 48— e, 207 i SE BT 50, 0 H S RF o A U 5%

7B %

P m ALt J2BE = 7 A 23 A1 2N (RTS8 2 20 s O F T 1 440 e A X S5 o I D v A7 £ 1) 22 o 3 5 A
P T R TR D A Web NI 55 s S HIHLH] RSCTRE 45 & RIS 55 A BLEOR e 48— b 2
Tob = 95 A58 AR P w5 P DR, SRR 0 A X 55 9 LT I T 8 43 W B0 AN [ = 95 B0 S5 R B M e W T
AL AT R FRATT E 284 Web BT i 55 #% OnceAS S8l 17 RSCTP ML S 56 45 SRR W] 1% A5 I T8
MR GETTHS.

BB TARRAE AT (L) & RSCTP S GBI, Al G 4% Ab L2 2 ANEE 2 1K) R AG(2) BEgt
T GRAENE 5532 48 J= i R TR Weeb TR 55 4 -5 208 J= mh S0 PR B30 P 2 TR 19 TE Af A2 T
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