Vol. 37 No. 7

) ELB:

FRMLEE

July 1996

v M7—IBEATT + X 7ICH 1T HTHEERHOLZE

N

Fahid, BERELHFT IR VAT LERET L7201

it

¥ H # k!

FA4AYEHEEESA Y VT - THE

LAY FASRICEDEMET 1 A2 % <R 2735 DRnet 12K L, 77— Y WERAADRED/N) T 1
BHMEIGE/ — FIcRP T2 L aBT 6700 2 @O/ 7 1 FRIREARL, 7127
WEENRE LBEDT— Sy BEMELBOES F IZMT 2 2 EOKRBELRRLTAL. AT
i, CRODEFROBRBIY, 71 X HEIMEIISZIBEBMIDVWTHET S, Y ATLD

AN—T MZBTHAEFLELRRL,

FS o A a—=9 b/NRIF L AZIZEBERY AT LERHW

FERNEE DHBET . ZOMRE, FAl LIRS TEF LI —RT SHRE LIRS
RBEZL, )74 OFMIBHIC L DV ETRE L HEE LR CHSAAMEIABSND L,
2 D07 — 5 BRI TR % R A EN T 0D I EREERLL,

Effect on Fault Tolerant Control in a Parallel Disk Array with

an Interconnection Network

YASUYUKI MIMATSUt and HARUO YOKOTAt

We have proposed DR-nets, Data-Reconstruction networks, to construct highly reliable par-
allel disk systems. We study two methods for parity distribution and two strategies for data
reconstruction for DR-nets. In this paper, we present a model for system throughput and show
results of experience using a DR-net prototype. The results indicate that the performance of
read operation meets with the model and that performance of write operation improves with

parity distribution.

1. BU®IC

R, 7oy ORBEER EICE SRV, T4
A7 Y AT LT MR EOBRIFEHE > T 5.
F7:, BEFT— 7 EF—NIEBHLTYTLIALT
RMETH AT LETOHLREVAY FIgEROEEMD
BOWAER _KILEFZIR TV,

LL, 70ty ¥R XE)DE) RPEERGE
BELZY, FAAZ VAT LIIBROLEENE D
B, AT A7 IIBITAMEES X TEEKED
KiELzmEIZZEH 2. RAID L LTHOLAATTE
FLAIT LA, BBOFT1+ A7 2 HBFUEES ¥
I LX) TREEEBOMREL M LY, E612
TEFRE BV TEEEOMLEER > T2,

LAL, FEESHMOT 1 A7 HHVIHEIZRAID
B2 LO e tEE, EBRELIRET S EIBRLR
WENICBbhE, EBOF1 A EBEORCLE
DINADNE R VEFy 2R, HEEETIE®ELIL

tAEBR IR B ELR KEBE A BB A R
School of Information Science, Japan Advanced Insti-
tute of Science and Technology

1419

AEZLNBEY, EEMIIBMLTY, 71 A7 O8N
W27 AIZIZN) T4 SV — TR TO R —EEDR]
BT LLEYTEZWY . $2, 120078 T 1
AP LTHEROF 29V FA A7 Z2HITAI LI
rh, ZEKELIRZ S RAID bRES WL TWD
A8 KLIINADEFMHPHKT DDA — 7€
DI /e a2 A AT &/ AN

F 412, RAID THWHLh AN 71 5B FiE%
MEEE Yy b7 —27ICERL, LRROMBEERRT S
HEPRELTE208, #— yEHEL Y b (Data-
Reconstruction Networks: DR-net) Tid, 71 A 7
BHEEEFEAY P72 0& /- FiIZEHRSN, 2O
HEEHERY PT—208 7%y N THRYF 4 TN —
TEEETA. &/ — N1 EKONATII R, HE
2Ry VT2 TEESLTEY, BESTHENS
OBk AED S, 1, T4 A MESTFET
AT — ¥ BRETE ISR RY 7 A v NNTIT
biLs7®, 7y bI—=2DH A XNPKELS L7285
ATHTF- Iy BBEORIEIH T hHLL 2. T,
QNN FA TN —TEFy b7 =27 LICERE
bETREBTAILIZLN, BWEBEMLERTL



1420 WHLE S SR EE

ENTED,. 5x5D2RLEP—FAERy b T—2 %
W7 TIX, WhrRB2D0D7 14 A7 I L
TOHOTRTOF -9 2 BREST L LNTEETH Y,
WEET 1 R DNERBIZL > TIIRKIDDF 1 X
I L TOMBTEY, BIZEKDT 1 X0 %
FHOVATLTRET AL, AUTEHERONS L
DRAID LRV 5 HH0iE6 LY bBEENELE
FTH5ZENFHoTNBEY,

DR-net i3, RAID L X)L 5 [@#/3Y 7 1 OS8R
VT, ChETIZ200FHARIREEINT
WA, 7, MEEF AR DMERET DT — 5 2 B
LT HBEIE, 2BEH0NN) T4 X V—TOFBiE
WEh, 2 @) OBBEBEIEZ SR TWAIY, K
RTIE, RESNLIAOSOHR - BBOEROME
ANOEBIOVTRELZ., FFYAE2—% L/
RFA AT DO BERY AF LW EBHW AL —
7y POFIERRDS, 8 T4 ORI X ARENE
DHEEZRL, SATLDEFAVDLHE SN L{EE
OEXBEITH. 72, F1AVHEEIEETLIHED
MEEBMELYHO LI, 22008 F 1 38 FRB L
P2 o0 BIBEEM»5 2 58T RT.

2. DR-net DHIE

DR-net *#®B+ 54y b7 —2 rROJ3gHEE
ZHN®, FNYF AN —TORIKOMAIEE
TEETHHIH, UTTIREMEBIE LTS5 x5 D2
RIEP—F ARy b7 =2 DB % #EZ 5.

2.1 NUF o TI—-TOMRK

)T ATN—=TF— 9 2 BBHT LB T— ¥
J—=F&, #ENSDOTF—5DN) F 4 HEREET A0
TA/—FROBEENE, F—% /- FiIF—9%
BEACHEIZRNN) T A OFEHSFE LR, HlLw
XY F 4IERAID LNV 4 703 5 LRIBEICAR T
HHahs,

Fov) 74 =108 F 4 xor IHF— ¥
xor $r7—4% (1)
N T ABEDOBRIZ, ) F 4 V- TATOREES
BRMIAT) CEAEETHEL S, EF—9 /- F
REE2XRN)F4 /- FORBEIRBERTWE D

EFEE LV, AL, 2HEONN) T4 I V—TL
LT, NUF 4/ = FabLeT 2+ ERIEBD+T
BeBAE. Zhod 5x5DF—FXLIZEREL
LONRL 2ThE +FHRON)F1 7/ V—T%
FPG (first parity groups), #tO+FRD/8) 571 7
V—7% SPG (second parity groups) & If.4:.

July 1996

\ \ =
‘OHOle+ete
1
LD
/‘ 1

A
10 &)@
L } i
ONHG1 G4
1 ! j ~
AOHLGHG) »
-
Parity Node
Parity Group

®1 FPG (First Parity Groups) ORI
Fig.1 Structure of FPGs (First Parity Groups).

K0

#

7

NN

A

N A\
WY
RN
A
§

)

.§~\;“

2 N\
N\ :"fo\

et
NANER

§§
N
N\
&

N
Dz
PN
;\\j‘:\*
AN

N

o
2 g\\\\‘ ‘e‘
AMY

AN
3
S 3 R
S
& R
OXNE WS
AL T3 .y -
Q)‘ ;
&

N
R

\§
WA
YA &
N

a5

)
.
-
\D:
N

Parity Node
Parity Group

B2 SPG (Second Parity Groups) D%k
Fig.2 Structure of SPGs (Second Parity Groups).

2.2 HEF1 RIANDT7 I EIBER

HMET A AP RBETLF— Y I L THEALLE
KYHSGE, FO/ - BT B8 74 70—
TADHD 45D ) — FTRESATVETF— 7B &
U/ 7 1 OPEMRBRMYEEL, 7— 7 ¢t kL
5. BT RA7IIHT L EEXRAARL, FO/—F
VBT BT ATN—=FT DY) F 4 %FBHFT 2L
TEHAINL., 0B, RQ) D) F1HEICLE
LEEMZADIHT— 5 IIHET 1 R 2 HNIZH B0,
WY T IR TEHE SN S,

Fros) 74 =87 — 4 xor ¥— 4% A xor
7—4% B xor ¥— % C (2)



Vol. 37 No. 7

read
®8 FPG, SPG 2 #fHIL7:7— ¥ Hig%
Fig.3 Data reconstruction with FPGs and SPGs.
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