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CD An update request message.
C) A control message which indicates
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Fig.2 CENTRALIZED CONTROL METHOD.
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[NOTES]
When an application process at host 1
issues an update request and host k

detects a majority consensus.
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message issued at host 1.

: An update request

(® : A control message which indicates

acceptance of the request.

Fig.3 MAJORITY CONSENSUS METHOD.
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