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o2 Z ZHEd o Fe Hrt Jxot
da3t o]d wel DAMMACIAE 3704 &9
z}zte] %71 3 EE TCOC (Transaction COmmit
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utg} Zpzt 24 Fojdd v EdAL g5
& R.TCOPHsdE <4 3>, <?] 4£9 COMA
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x[1cPUAN(D x [J104(DYD + ......
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x J1CPUA(d) % []104(d) )
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|9 89 g5 2L fAES FUIE A}
g},

FPE
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FrAx 2312)Z(GA;Genetic  Algorithms)
tgd Aol FLrtssEAE A HA
AE Ze EARFQY HH3 gauFeR
ge Folo LT QItH1014,15]. DAMMA
A GAE s 59 3 APsie
E myE-uta-Ad 7)g22]9 S E-crowding
718[22)e 53l #8338 PAGA (PAreto Genetic
Algorithms)Z AH8-3130H22].

GAE A3 7]g &g 7
< 32 9d 39 ¥¢& 2 &
o2 AL43 A0 o2 UF =W 3
837 fsiAe v 53 s st
AP P52 A olof 3t o)AL GF
g3 g2 Agde A 2O
Zt EHoA G g 53 7}
Ft 9y 5 AR Jtsdith
o] A% z+ 2HEJ U JFEA AR

T8 97t A= ZAHA g 3
< 93 g4 i AA 94 EvMsEth &
3], I =ug FAA nydokle AE,
GA9] gAo] 3 wtozgt nAPo 2R T4
g HASE 2] ozl EAFH] JoH14]

£3), b5 =29 IJHgNME Z ZUY
Egol=-0 X7} EA¥E A, BE FHAA
T2 ou o 4% dd & Feve
Aol Br7bsdlt. wEtd, 24 FHE 9IsH
2Y3HA B HES AAYste Aol ukER
8eH820L. o A% HAdE HF FHF(Pareto-
optimal set)2.2 4&d HEL dF ¥ IF
3ol FEg Eq7F 2 F Jom AYE e
E AAHES AI2F3A 4 FH Edo]
=-0% AAE uel 4494 olv, GAE &
FHe HEZ & AYE T3 A8 HE
g g FA FYPuE 0gF W A
3t FA Aj E4S et F GAE B

Mo ) o oox Ao

of
2

g
¢y ot min
- oo

L

i

al

A A A7 WAooz FYPoRH ok
& 8§28 AR fARgE dolA oHel g
tH8,16,181.

AN DAMMA #Wi2¢ thed 22 DAP
d Ag3gch. 7-3% DAP(Data Allocation
Problem)= <2 1># 22 449 E3A
Aol ES A BasE ¢y] R 27 ERAAA)
B He vlg, VA, 7HEAe FAFE
5 AR AolEd @3ee TAE M

a8 B EY

HA, <a¥ >3 2L B4 #R6dA9
DAPol W3 435 93 oo 2L &3
¢ 3Rtk

+ TCOC; : ¥ & 549
« TCOT; : $HAI &4
+ TCOP, : 7184 &4

EANA to] thd TCOC, TCOT, TCOP:
ZHge grl/27) ERNA 3t Bl 93]
B37bd 4 k. MAPN(Multiple Aspects Petri
Net) 28 Z= distributed 2-phase locking 713
[2]3} centralized 2-phase commit T3[2]E 7}
Adtn 2dY3F Aot ®3k ROWA (Read-
One-Write-All) 732 AMHE3S 7M.

o, 7] Aldi(population) T4 Y2 A
daA AdEs AYE FHE T A=
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AR daeES o4 A delguio)x 3 Wb E 9

F(fitness function) 52 EdAMo] A 3=
A¢E JHEsY O go] AA EdRIYAM
HE&-3HCr), AT, 7HA4 3 ADoRE e
t}, oW, Ft= EUAANA t9] 2 HEE 97
Fig=1

P2

A EAHA 45 b8 )
7} ERYAES TCOC: &
»7] ERAWAES] TCOC: & + AH &
= 3 (FXR_TOOC: (sd))
+ 3 (FXW_TCOC(sd)

+ ;;](Xij XL(Dy) X Media_co(N;)

Cx(

4o

+

Tr(H A

E
7] E

AYA g5 Az §)
WYHES] TCOT: &

+ 27) ERAREY TCOT: &
= ,;T(FtXR_T COTu(s,d)

+ ,Zwr(Ft X W_TCOT(s,d))

puad us}

o
€

Ar(AA ERRAR 48 §E9 §)
= &7l ERAHES TCOR: &

+ 271 ERQFE] TCOP: &
= ;T (FexR_TCOP(s,d))

+ :§r (FtX W_TCOPy(s,d))

<2y 2> f9] JFPx: FFES HLdy
DAMMA & <3 ¢ojx DAP #HeHE
HAFHEL J9=2 Jehd Zoltt ¢ A¥
A7 A3 7](population size) 400, Alt] A
43 315*(generation number) 10000, T}AAF g+
X &E(crossover rate) 09, EQWo] LS
(mutation rate) 012 AAYL 799 oA
Te=Cl=2

<29 2>@% <28 2>b)E T4 2718
(gen=0)¢} T3 (gen=10000)F vl FozH
DAMMA " &9l 93t A7e] 3 58 &

S 4% 5 Aok 94, <2 @@E 2
718t FFEHE 339 T YEd ag=

AjZH 015 1

{b)e| 2/A1ZH718 4 H|1(gen=10000)

23 2 DAMMA HHHZ2of o8t &3] 24
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