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Static Load Balancing Policies in Distributed
Computer Systems

Takayuki Kozawa Hisao Kameda

Department of Computer Science and Information Mathematics,
The University of Electro-Communications

1-5-1 Chofugaoka, Chofu-shi, Tokyo 182, Japan

As one of static load balancing policies in distributed computer system, we introduced an
intra-node optimal policy whereby the mean response time of jobs arriving at each node(=host
computer) is minimized for each node. We compare the performance of this policy with that
of the overall and individually optimal policies. We observed such an anomalous phenomenon
that the overall mean response time may sometimes increase even though the communication
time decreases, in the intra-node optimal policy, similarly as in the individually optimal policy.

(1)



1 @U&IC

BEAY MI—2iltoT, EFOaIYa—%
(BTF/—FEMER) 2#BALSHE I Ea—5F
VATFLADFEELTIEH, VI b I 2T RN F
72 7TEEORFICL HRIBOHGHRUEFIA,
Fl—D7 7ANVEERD /) — RITFLebI LITE
BEFEMOMLE, VX FL0EMESRILE L
REBDVAFAOUBOBESEFETFoRD, T
T, RAHO Ay VT =2 V257 5 OHHETTS
Hicow T, &4BEHLHR [1)8] T Th
<L ERIREAL SR [2] BenBm TR — FED
BEAARNEREL, 48R, B &EL
FRE OMERLBEIT L S, IR, EHIE
B HC 5,

2 BESBEUIOVT

2.1 BHHAFSBCHNETIE
Loy M
» HINAMSE
o BINRMSE

Phob, BHNAWIHRE, YA 7 50K 2 HH
DAHLEN VaTOREEREL., Ze e E{LT 5
VAT AQRBIKTF L 2V, TRICATL THIEY
BT TIE, TORAD AT LORBOERY
REIBRIDVa TOBEEPRET 2. TOMALD
KEBEZR L CBIMBEHTTHO AL ) RviEiE:
BondeEILATWS, —HT, BHEFIK
. BRSO L ==~y PR, T, B
KHRERTVEVIFIEEH 5,

2.2 BMHNARSHAR

HHRTSEIE. ToARKCIYUTD 3 oE
Abhb,

o 2R EtFN
o /— FRIRBEILH
o (EBITELFHK

SEREHFTRBRLAD /) — FIZEFE LY i
LT, VAFASKROFHLERFMIRNILS
FHITVarERBTEIEATH D, /— FRIEE
IEFREEE4LAD /)~ FIBF LA Va T LT,
TREFRO/— FRBEFE LAY a 7OFHEERH
BRACED LI REHE2AE T2 HFRNTH B, B
AHEBEEFRE, E40/ — FILEF LYV T
LT, ETOTa7H, Moy 7To0E) ~F
FRD ORI E LT, HOOILERMOMRES R
MNCBoTwBER) LI REHEFHTZ2HFAT
HAb,

SHREFIEHR TR, YA T Ao YA
PRI LIS a TOBREEPRETHLD
12, HFA4ODY 3 7 OIRERBOMFECEL T,
BFLIRBIIZ TV L EEL RV,

BB RELFRIE, RV TeonTh,
BoYa 7oBELEFEELTBWT, ¥0Va 7
RdrRESRI/ — FUNTRELTH, TOVa
TORERMOMFERILES L2V L) ICATY
Hans, JoT, &Va TV TRIGERMD
IR EIR RS R 28, ¥ R T ALKOFEYILER
FlEL T LORBIC o TWaE ERES 2V,

J— FRlm#tARiE, H40/ - FICHFLL
VaTRELC o/~ FREFLALVa TR
ZEHBEELTBWT, 20/ - FREFLALY e
ThRREESN/I S — FUATHRELTS, 20/ —
FIBEIF L2V a 7OFY AR s Azy
EWVIH I RAFTTREND, LoT, YATLE
OFHIGERM., &Y a3 7 ORERM o LRE R
BLFLOHBEIS > TwE RS2V,

3 BE

Tantawi & [1] 12 &> T, NABEY FT—2 0
EERBELTRNIMR SN, RERFEO R, £
n%. Kameda % [2] 2 & » TESE LA 2R
Han, BEMASES A, 561, Kim 5 [3]
LoT, HBY a7 5208 BEEEEILER
OREHEERDBERIT VT ) XAHRES R,

o

4 T

CZTRUTONT A—F 2 Hnb,

(2)



n: YATFTARND - FE.
¢; /= Ni~0Ya TONEREE.

b VRATFLAEEDY a T ONEBIFEE.
@ = 2?:1 ¢i

B, /- Fin&W. /- FiTOYs TOLER
TE LW,

ﬂ T B S v, ﬁ: [ﬁlr“)ﬂn]

zi 0 /- FIREFEFL, /- FjeBEL Tags
nhvaz 7oA.

x : Va3 IBERFH. 2 = [z;)

A /- FikEFLAYVaTOMST 74y IR

Al Ay bTI—2sDEYT T4V IR,

Fi(B:): /- FioBEE /- FiTREIR
5V a7H, /= FiICEEL T HMEHSK
T+ 5 E CORMOMEFES L THITT
RET. ChEIBIINBO MK & ARGE.

G(A) : BEEE. /—-FirbL/—Fjiivar%
BETH0CLECRBOMEE. 2L, G(A)
HLjoMERILLLTRINI V4 v I RBDOAIC

BAEL. A ML THATEET, ISR K
B

T(z) : VA7 Lb2EDOFHERMN.

Ti(z) : /= FiB#LEY s 7 OFHEERE.
B
resources
and
q) queues

i

node i
xii Xii

comm.network

node 1 node n

1. 28%xy N7 —sFF),

ok, Ml oMrEFVERAVSE, /—Fin
OHEBBFRIT §; T, TOR/ - FJIBEIAL
Hihbolz; Thd, B, /- FjCEELL
JaTOR/—FIiTREIRLDIE T; Thd, /—
¥infafaf Tho,
F/, /- FiRBEELLY a FOHRHER.

Fi(B;) + (1 = 85)G(N),
j=1,..,n.

J—FicHF LY s 7 OFHRERE Ti(x)

(=38

Ti(=) = ;}—Z (Fi(B;) + (1 - 6)G(V)),

YR T7 A EROFYEERER T(8) i,

() = %fjﬂ;ﬂ(ﬁ;) LAG.

ElB, TTT, b b, =0l 6;=1 %D, i#]
DFF6;;=0 L% D,

5 HEXR
5.1 EFI
Bi
Po
R
11 (@),
Mo
id
Mia
q)i
node i
X;i Xij

2. M VY —REFI,

(3)



J=FEFNVEBEY IV —-NEFNET D,
BRI NF—SEFURE2ITRT, 800
CPU T, ¥—~126%—Ndi1/O EBTH5.
CPURTOtyHy=7) s T, IJOEBIRF
CEFS £33, /— FinfHEBEER §; T FD)
bag (£ D)MW/ —FjeBisnEEShs,
T, /-FF( £ ) BB 0Ya TPBEE
RT3, oD T a7k, 34 —,300 CPU
TH—EREF B, CPUOFY — ¥ AKE y; 0
THb, CPURHZH, Va7 3#TT5255
VERI/ORBOH—ERAZERT S, Va 70T
THEHRE pio. [/O %B k (k=1,...,d) # Bk
BHEE, pip Thd, [/O%E kOFHY—ER
Bt p T JJOEBoY - EA2EVa Tl
BUCPUKRRESD, /— F i ORIEELE Fi(f;) 2B
TOEBERVD L, /= F i OLBEEEET [,
WOBEEFL .

d : I/O %Bo¥.(CPU i d=0).

pij ¢ BE(CPU #7213 1/O EE)joFHY ~ ¢
2% (j=0,...,d).
pij : CPURHBABDO Y a ToBEOEES.

e |
q’v] . ql)o-. Fan

Pi,]’
Pij .
Qi = Pi:o (= 1,...,d).
i gij—
F(Bi) =Yy —L—.
=0 —(.Ii,j#_,—fj‘-

b, jIHCPUHBVHHI/OBERHEL, j=0
A CPU, j=1,..,d *1/O BB i T 5,

Ay PI—ZEFNVENSRET, B—F v 28
Frv b7 —so7abyy a7y rroM/G/1
EFNES D, TIT, BERERME teTHE (
BEFERMLE. Ya70R®E - Fr o) —
FABEEINDIEIC, 2y P72 % E50DICES
HEEMT, ML OBMEEE ), EEEBER S v
FI—S DT T4 s EADHMRIEL T,

t

G =7

£ b,

0.1 r—-ﬁz

VO 20

MmO
CPU 100|b
ING;
b.4
I,
4, -—-l

cel cPU 120y’

node 4

X 3. BfEERICHV72E 7.

ERCHBEERICHAWAZEFTVER- I WWREART
Wb, /- K4 T, zh¥Fnl1o0CPU
BoI/OEBEH->TVD, ZITR, @THVa
TRERD /- FTRHEFEED b0 LT D,

J=F1loRSA—FIIoWTHATEE, /—
F1i12nCPU £3201/0 HEBEF>TnT,
U a T OSBRI ¢ (Jobs/sec). LEEIE S (
jobs/sec). CPU oFHH — ¥ ARk py o=1500(
jobs/sec). £1/0 HE D} — ¥ AHEE py 1 =41 2=
p13=450(jobs/sec), CUP #Hi/zk, ¥Va 7##
TT5HEG P =01, [JOEE1232ERTH
BRzhEh pPii= p12=p1,3=0.3 Thd, /—
F2,341200nTERTH S,

5.2 EEIEH

SEEEELFR. / — FHTEL AR, EE&E
AR EL Lo, BEMERBCE TV AT
LAEFROFHICERMEEIEL, LBT 5,

FLAOFEICOW T, BEMEFMICIH TS, K4
D)= FHBCEFE LY a TOFGINERN Y LB
T 5,

Va7 ONHBEREEL CRABOEREITR ),

6 &R

4- B 11 CRHEHREZRT .

B4, B5E, @fmEtsiN. /— FhlEEt
7 BB EC TR O BER BRI T2 2 A
T AEEOFHIGERMERLIZSDTH 2,

(4)



0.24

)

0.22— overall - encnne

sec

intrs-noda
individually

©
N
T

[=]
-
T

o
-

onse time (

g
iy -
|\|) »

Py
(o]

mean res
o © o

(o]
(5]

4.00

! ! |
1.00  2.00 3.00

communication time (sec)

1
0.00

4. S BELHROY A T ALK FHIEEREN
¢1 = 80‘0, ¢2 = 7.0,¢3 = 7‘0, ¢4 = 7.5(jobs/sec)

T

T

T
0.02 E ovarall e
’8\ anl E intra-node
3 $ndividually «e--ceeemeo-
~
P 0.30- -
E
-
@ 0.28— -
(7]
c
[+
Qo -
w
b
i
: —
«©
9
E
1

! | ; !
1.00 2.00 3.00 4.00

communication time (sec)

5. BRBIHRD Y A F A EOTFHIEERK
¢1 = 1200,¢2 = 7.0,(,'53 = 70,
¢4 = 7.5(jobs/sec)

M4 Tit, &/ — FA0Ya 7o BRESEIL,
$1=80.0, ¢2:7.0,<f)3=7.0,¢4:7.5(jobs/sec) T
Hb, 300FXFIBLALFRULMIELZRL TV,
BEPTERM oI LR REBIL R mo
200N HFRICHNTHBEHELAFODTBE LD T
VWb,

M5, /—F1l~0¥a7OFEELR 4 O

& o 80.0(jobs/sec) #*% 120.0(jobs/sec) iw& X 7

Beo. BEFREMMICHT 2 Y AT ASEOFHT

(5)

T T T T

— e o node 3
O 120 7 _
[} Vg
2 /
@ 100=  F erereeeememmomeeemmmmm HedsTa”
E 7
= ff R
® 0.80-
8 |4
S 0.60- node 4
Q.
0
Q o040~ -
s
g 020 node 1 ]

0.00(_ I | ] 1

0.00 1.00 2.00 3.00 4.00

communication time (sec)

6. SfERELARICBITbE/ — FICEELL
g 7 OFHIEERH
1= 80.0, ¢2 =7.0, (;53 = 7.0, ¢'4 = 7.5(jObS/SBC)

r ' LI -
) P node 3
o 1.20— - .
) /
@ 100+ [ eI
® 0.80— i .
2l | -
o 060 } ne -
Q.
]
O 0.40- _
T
5
o 0.20- -
= node 1

0.00__y | 7 | 7
0.00 1.00 2.00 3.00 4.00

communication time (sec)

E7./— FRgsbAesirass/ — FICEEL
72 7 7 OFHEREM
¢1 =80.0,¢2 =7.0,¢3 =7.0, $g = 7.5(jobs/sec)

BEEERLEbOTHD, CTTTR. /— FRlR
BALFR. B RELTR . AERERFIITX
X B b erbbT. VAT LK TFHIEE
BESRST L E WD EEBESSRORD, 4%
BALARTHAS eV, $72. £ BB ZED
BELFROFH/ — FRRELARL IV AT
AEROEHEEREMI/NEL L IEFDHD,
®6,7,8 &4 ShREAN, 7 — FRlEHEL



node 3
'g 1.20- S -
8 /
~— /
L Y= (3
E /
st | . ,l —
© 0.80 |
g /
S 0.60- node 4 _|
Q.
[7]
Q o040 -
c
8 o20F -
E node 1

1 1 ! 1 1
0.00 1.00 200 300 400
communication time (sec)

<)
8

8. BT BIL AR BT B4/ — FICEIF L
¥ a 7T OFHIEEIFH
@1 = 80.0,¢2 = 7.0,¢3 = 7.0, ¢4 = 7.5(jobs/sec)

! ' ' R
— P node 3
o
8 1.20~ 7 .
o /

1.00- e cm———————
g 1% [ node 2
E /.
= I
@ 0.80— _
n i
g i de 4

0.60— node -
Q.

U) /

[4]

- 0.40- -
c

1]

g 0.20— node 1 _]

1 ! i L |
0.00 1.00 2.00 3.00 4.00
communication time (sec)

H9. &G EtARIcBT 58/ — FICEFH L
Va 7oA
¢y =120.0,¢, = 7.0, 3 = 7.0,
¢4 = 7.5(jobs/sec)

AL ERRELIROBEOK /- F~nVa T
DEFERD ¢ = 80.0, ¢ = 7.0,¢3 = 7.0,4 =
7.5(jobs/sec) D HE O BSHERM I+ 24 —
FIREFELAY a TOFEYEERMERL TV,
ETHORRI DT, BEFERM G VR,
J=F234BEEL-VaTO—HRE/ —F1EE
ELTwa, #LT, SEFRERMSRINT 2104

T T T i L
— T T hode 3
Q - - -
Py 1.20 ya
£ 7
Py /
g 1.00- /’ """"""""""""""""""""" node 3”
= i
© 080 j/ 4
7 i
: 0
I

8-0_60_ ; node 4 |
[7¢}
e

0.40- 4
c
3
= 0.20- node 1 7

1

| | L 1
0.00 1.00 2.00 3.00 4.00
communication time (sec)

10. /= FRSEL TR B 28/ — FICHHK
L7y 3 7 ORI r Rl
é1 = 120.0,65 = 7.0, 5 = 7.0,
¢4 = 7.5(jobs/sec)

T T T T
—_ e node 3
)
Q 120~ / -
L /

7

g 1o [T Hodes
- ';'
% 0.80— / -
c [ ,
Q node 4
. 0.60~
/)]
g
o 040 |
3]
Q
£ 0.20- node 1 7]

1

| 1 | {
0.00 1.00 2.00 3.00 4.00
communication time (sec)

11 R AL R B 54 — FICFEHE LA
T a T OIS EREH
$1 = 120.0,¢5 = 7.0, 3 = 7.0,
¢4 = 7.5(jobs/sec)

V., VaT0BREOEEERSL TS, FRICHE
W/ = F234KEFLACY 3 7 O FHIEERER 1
ml. /= F1lEHEFELLY 3 7OFHIRERMIIT
BALTwE, /= F 1 O0BEEH»/ — 2340
MHEEIICERTIEEICREVDOT, /—F234
HELZYa TH/—F1 TREBISRDEEH, /—

(6)



F234REF LAY 3 TOFHCERMICKELE
W RIZT, /—F1CHEFLLZY 3 TOFHLE
BEOBLRICERT, /- F234KHFELLY
T OFHRE R OSBRI KE v,

& 8 nEMEEL AR TH, HoRkELFRICHK
RCBERERMPEV ) b KAFTOIEE LD T
Wb, M6 DEHEBREILHRNLR T O/ — FAKE
RN L CBTWEY, /—F2E/—F
4122V TiE/ — FRRE{LAR O F SefgEtl
AL 0O BEFEFHAREL 25 CRT OB
LTwa,

9,10,11 ix. ¢; = 120.0(jobs/sec) nEFNE
HREETR, /- PRSI, @ &ELH
KTCOE/— FIEFL -V a 7OFEHERH%
RLTw2, ¢ = 80.0(jobs/sec) mEFIz i, &
EHREFM20 0BEIE. Lot L T
ETOLE/— FIREFEL Y 3 TOFHICEREH»
BLALEDO L. ¢ = 120.0(jobs/sec)
DRI, EEFRERMS0 oBe i, B 11 ofE
HFEBEFROHKIIBNWT, £/ - FCHEFLV 2
TOEHGERE I EAYRAILERY LS, RO9D
SEREAR TR, BEMERBS 0 ORTS / —
F234BF LAY a FTOFYEERHIE, — F
1B LAYV s TOFYLERMO 2ELES
Be /—F 1~V a70EHE% 80.0(jobs/ sec)
75 120.0(jobs/sec) IHINL 7212 6 b 637,
J=FlEBE LAYz 7TOTYLERBORINL
Ny /= F234HZELLY 2 TOFHCERFREO
BEmMoABERKE,

—%. B 10 o/ — FR&RBELFATE, BERE
B AS O fHETH, BRI DAE W/ —F 2,341
Bl LoV a TOFHEERFML, /— F1LICEN
L7zVa TOFHIGERBML YD bM< koTnd,
LoT. &/ — FERETAE, /— FRl&#LS
Ao edREHE. ERTELAR LY bR
BV, HGIKAOLAB LIV AT ALETIH,
REBSLRON, 300BFIHERX OB TIRE
BRBALFRL D D R T LEOFHTERR
KEL BT DB,

7T FEED

AR T, /- FRBREEARICOWT, &b
B e etiEbAR. & hoE R E &L

7

FRE®RBRIT o7z, BEEBROMRLY, /—
FRREL AR Y 5 T OB RSN/ S WEF
ik, YAF LARROFERRERN G, S6kE
FHE. EHBEBEARE DT VES L BFDbY S,
L L, MBRRAOKER /- FA0Va 7OEFK
AT S &, BETEFEIDEVEICE, F
WL EERELFRICHRTELT 2, £
LT, BUBEEEFRCROND &) 2 REHARS
Bohz, 7. /— FRIREEFRE. L HOE
B REL AR L )b v AT ASBOTFEILE
BRItk E I Eb B S,

J— FRIE#{EAR R, &/ - FEEZLALY A
FOFHEEREE NS TELDIC, VAT LE
BT ERE L B T AN L N REVT
EDHB, BICREOEAMENERELEANL DD
KEL B,

SEXM

[1] A.N.Tantawiand D.Towsley. Optimal Static
Load balancing in Distributed Computer
Systems, J.ACM32,2( April 1985),

445-465.

[2] H.Kameda and A.Hazeyama. Individual
vs. Overall Optimization for Static Load
Balancing in Distributed Computer Sys-
tems, Computer Science Report, The Uni-
versity of Electro-Communications
(1988).

(3] C.Kim and H.Kameda. Optimal Static
Load Balancing of Multi-Class Jobs in
a Distributed Computer System, Proc.
10th Intl. Conf. Distributed Comput. Syst.,
IEEE, 1990, pp.562-569.



