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J&) = number of jobs on machine k

Jjh=3 j@)=4 J»=3 Jj®H=4
CcCl MM CCM - ICCM
nodel node 2 node 3 node 4

interprocess dependence levels
0.088 }1\69 0.973 0.068 0.973
C-l M-I C-M 1-C-M
2 1 2 2 2 1 1 2 1

J(k) = effective mumber of jobs on machine k
JAY=2-(1+0.068)=2.136
J'=2x(14+0.169=2338
JB3=@2+H=3
JE =Q2+D<{1+0.068)=3204

a9 3#E A9 5 AN

3
& SRR A2GAN 25 2ohge A
4 22 A% Be g/ Bk 9 24 32 &
4 48 Adste A e wol

3. T4 3L N2 4A R 74

3.1 Alag AA

& AY F& SAVNELR AHE3E 53 R
AN 2go AAE7] Yl Gl AFF AR A
o & @A o] Ma=jojok gt ANA, AF AFPog
T RE FAY FE A=Y B3 FEo2 AHEEo o)
& @& Max(L,),& HAe 532 2 $2E 0S¢
A AmMA gd zAEE AR, AA FR
(candidate)= 7} & T2 M0 EY¢FL =22
A, Max(ipdl(t,,1,)),5 e A9t T4, 9
AR AYojMe P T2EY LEALT A2d A
A J7 RE5ERT FowA 4 olFsldE A
FR Ade 5 ipdigtel FL =g Mg
Min(ipdl(t,,1,)). ©tADGo 2 FR$3 AHLe A2d
Y HEYASAN)S] ¥& AN 42785 2 A4
2 FEE Fo)y) A UDP ZREZL S v
Mg oz T

3229 34

AAY vloladold Wrale R4 A2EE A
71 f8lA "as 4&A wlolado] M(socket
migration)'71%5& £FMA AQ FFAAM s,
A APFA T2 A 20 hFF ARE AGFFAA ¢
31 ol & &-43)7] 913l SGI(Silicon Graphics, Inc.,)9]
CSA(Comprehensive System Accounting) T2 E o
A AFEE e E4L2 A AAE HEsla APA
(runtime)ol] &G A A7} o]7FE HRE AT 4 Y&
£ $A8A GF 200 loadavg AL 12,58, 15

! socket migration = process migration + TCP Handoff
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