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Proximity-aware Structured Overlays
with Flexible Routing Tables

TAKEHIRO M1va0,! HIRovya Nacaof!
and KAzuyuk1 SHUDO!

Existing DHT algorithms such as Chord prescribe which nodes are held in
a routing table based on the nodes’ ID. Because of it, network proximity can
be incorporated to those algorithms under the ID-based restriction. In con-
trast to them, there is no such restriction in FRT-Chord, and it allows better
consideration for network proximity. We incorporated network proximity into
FRT-Chord and an experiment result showed that average routing latency was
reduced to about 58% of Chord.
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H3ID DHEY ) — FD /) — FiE#RZ ML T, L2 L, LPRS-Chord Tldflto / — F
LHMEERToRBICH — FEOBEEEZMEL, B/ — F2 560 ID Wi [2¢,2°1)
TH3/—FONTH/ — FEOBEEERL D/IE v — F2RERICHEET 2 X9 1,
REREZEH L T, ZHUTED, V=T« Y JIE T 2/ #HED O(log N) ZHERF LD
D, BEEIZA-STWE /) —FDH/ —FEDBEELEINIL BBDT, V—F4 VI
B ERIENNE K 72 5.

4. BREF IR

REFEOHNIZ, BREEZRECETIC, H/ —FLOBEEEED/NS V) —FDAD
WO EREMET L2 L THD, ZOEMNEZERT 27012, REFIETIIFIM A%
ROHIBRT NI AL ZGRER L 72, JRER L Z2HIBR 7 L TV AL IZRDEH TH 5.

(1) BRIV FY DN, BEEESHINICHE LB L D KE v — F 2 IS
filix LT, FRT-Chord DHIET NV IV X b % FEfT

(2) 1ICBOTHIBRNREHSFEL R VEE, BIERIY P OTRTD/ — F2HkR
REMEH E LT, FRT-Chord DHIBE7 VI Y X L% LT

BRL AR L) Raickh, B/ —FEOEEEBELBEMUT D /) — FOABE-

Vol.2011-DPS-147 No.23
Vol.2011-MBL-58 No.23

2011/6/3
I Y 2 4 4 4 o 4000
038 *® B
3000 4
Eoy
&= 0.6 5' %
¥ B
S oa & 2000
s *® ‘S
02 1000 -
**® "
cleeee® 00 |I=
0 200 400 600 800 1000 0 - ! !
. Chord LPRS-Chord  FRT-Chord BEF®
/THMOBEREm) N—F1o7LTYR L (RfE=400ms)
1/ — FEO@EELD 3 2 HTNTYRLDN—T 4 ¥ 7 OVHEIE

Fig.1 CDF of communication latency Fig.2 Average routing latency of Chord, LPRS-

Chord, FRT-Chord and our method

B RERET L TES, L L, BEEEICESNT/ — FEREENT 5~
», fEERTY Y DOH/ — F D ID HEto S0 HNDO 3B F(z) = L log, z 12
DI BB EEZLNS, HNOSMBEIGE ST Tw A WiRE T, REEIE
(7Y, ZUDEETL—T 4 VI OBIEDKELS R )Rk, 22T, Ehuckbh, B

s, BERE LUV —T 4 v BIEOBHRZ R 2,
5. & i

2V I1IBAETII AL —va itk 3 EBRETo LR ERT

51 EEAR

Transit-Stub €74 (TS €FWL) D Ik YV KRy by —2D bR %Ey SaL—FL
J = FEO@EETEE2HE L. TSETNMREF IV P/ —FERY TR/ —FD2 /&
o) — FTHREN WS, FovYy b/ —Fl, P73 Yy PRY T — K, A%
7/ — FRIOBEIEE ZNF 4 100 ms, 20 ms, 5 ms E%E L%, ZOFER, /7 — FHo@E
BEIEDO AR 1 &> 7, RAfEIZ 1000 ms TH D, FHMHIZ 470 ms TH 5.
F—N—LAREEY — L% v FTH B Overlay Weaver® [FICHRETHRIC K D IREFE%
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e OS: Windows 7 Professional 32 bit
e CPU: Intel 2.67 GHz Core 2 Quad Q9400
e XEVY:4GB
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K4 ZNZFNONL—FT4 v 7ICBVT 1 Ay 7HELU 2 vy 7HUED 1 Ky 7'H
720 OFYEEE T L T\ 5, RETHOD iterative TlE, recursive & 1 v 7 HODEML
BHELCTH2 I EDbh 3. F7, FRT-Chord TIFFRBREMERIELE ZFEL T4
e, 1Rxy 7HE2 3y 7HUBETO 1 &y 7H7 ) OVENEIEIZRAL TH 5. RETF
HE®D iterative ¥ & ' FRT-Chord @ 2 &y Z7HUKED 1 & v 7H 7 ) OVIDEIE % Hol §
2, HEFHEDIIFZIV 2Ky THUETD 1 Ky 7H7 ) OVGELHIVNS W I b
%, DD, RETFHEICBOTOV—T 14 ¥ 7D iterative TH->TH, 2 & v 7HUKED
=Tt Y THEB LI o T0 B I EDbh5, ZhuE, #Exy F7—2ZIZ8WTH/ —
FEifwvn/ —FEiEw/ =i, B/ —FLEW26THS, 7Lz, /—FA»/—
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O/ — K BC MRy b7 —27 ETHIFIICIEGEWAS, ZDEE, /J—FAlICE-
T/ —=FCRMICTI VI LTEAL ) —FD URZ EFEEY b7 =7 ETHEWE WS,

5.2.3 BEEBETOREBREIN—T« VI EE

5 BXUX 613, BIfEZ 100 ms 7°5 1000 ms T 100 ms BICELI ¥ L ED,
N—F 4 ¥ T DFEEIE L FHRERE 2R LT\ %, B2 300 ms 8 X400 ms D & &,
V=T 4 VT DB/ N2> T B 2 b5, BfEAY 400 ms M Ed & &, BEs
BML CHRBENZF-ETHD, HEZNISTEIETRERI VIV DE/ —FLE
H/—FEDBEEBENNS S RE2DT, V—F4 Y JOBENNS 2, Rz, BE
73400 ms AT CRBED/NE 2 122N TRIEESIIML Tw 2%, 20728, BfE 100
ms, 200 ms TIEHEENRE S ZoTw2%, Lo L, B 300 ms TR T
ZI2H b ST, WML TVAw, THUIRIREDRIIN L 7228, BEA & kot
CLETRIEERIY PV DA — FLOBFEESHA Lo ThbEHEILNS,

K7 ESEEICBWCTL—T4 Y 7D 1 Fy 7Hih OFEEEEL R L T\»5, B 300
ms DL EICBWTHESRD T2 811 8y 77H7 ) OBESKRD L T023D030h0 3,
BIESNE S BB I ONTREEZZ Y PV DOH ) — R EDEEEBENNS 25056 TH
3. F7, BR300 ms £ DI wEE, BEMBATEIEIC L Ky 7Hh DIEIE
ML TS, ZOMHIIK8 »oFHTE 5,

8 IFFBREICE \TIL—F 4 > 7 T successor ZHEHL7=Hhy 7OHEHEZRIL T3,
PRETHITE T successor 1 FELEZ FZEETICHIAEE U TREERICHERFL TW3 /) — 72
DT, M1D9/HD /) —RTHbh, /7 — FREIDMBEIELD A 470 ms TH 5. Bifid 300
ms XD/PZnEE, BEINILSEBIZONTL—T 4 ¥ 7 T successor {3 2 H&
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BHIMLTWw3, 2%, BEEBLEDIN 470 ms TH 3 / — F LFEEZ T 25 &08M
L, SOHOBEEENBEL T/ — FLEEE2 T 2HE0HP T 5. ZOE, LV—T4
YID1 By TH D OVFEPEIEDHM L 7.

BIEDSEY) e filize & 5 & &, MERVECLRSTIKL Ky 7H7 0 DBEIVNS SR,
V=Tt VT OBELPEAT 5. LoL, BENEY)ZEL DNSwEE, BEENES R
L2 T IV—T 4 ¥ 7D successor DFHENHIMT 2 2 LT, V—T 1 ¥ 7 DIEED
REL B,

5.2.4 RERI>VKNJODAHE

2.2 filik b FRT-Chord 3L MYV DH/ — F2 50 ID Wl 54 % 5B
F(z) = Llog,z ICfitb L) &¥ 2. RFEHTIE160 Ev D ID ZEHZHBTW 50D

T m

T, m=160TH %, ZOHTIZ, BHUEAI400 ms YL EDE EREE L FYVDH/ — )
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50 1D FEEED 53 HHIN D IIAGBIEL F(x) = 145 log, o I[CIEDE, B#EAY 400 ms A
EERHNOBAIGED T Tuiw I 2R T 5, B9 1%, BifE 100 ms, 400 ms, 1000
ms ICBWTREKEL Y FVDH/ —F» 50 ID [0 iz Rl Twb, =L, M
132150 225 2150 FCOMRONEE Lok bDTH S,

BfiE 400 ms B X O 1000 ms ICB W TERZ T HER, 2n2hoiEplXis y =
16035 log, —2x10°, y = 155601log, x+2x10° £ %D, ZNZFhD R? ##1k R® = 0.972,
R*=0.9992 L o7, ZOERGUZHINO A F(z) = 155 log, @ & HART, log, o
DB y W OESKREC R 5, Zaud, FEICHH L7 2 — FE0 10000 TH - 7=
7o, /— P ID EENRE %D, H/ — FH» 50 1D HlVNS WV — FHETE
Lizdpotz, ZOREE, HODHBEE F(x) = 145 logy z ICEMN T Rho7c b EZ SN,
L2 L, [H# 400 ms, 1000 ms O & T R? #1313 R = 0.972, R*>=0.9992 Th 5 I &
»5, bEHEDHNTHS F(2z)— F(z) = (—&) 2% D F(z) =log, x ICHBIT 5 &
WA HIIGERITTWB Z E83bnr 5,

BAME 100 ms ICB W GEBIZ T /5 R, BRI y = 161701log, x4+ 2 x 10° &4 b,
R? #7413 R = 0.816 & 7c- 7. BH 100 ms @ R? #7513 400 ms, 1000 ms 1ZH~
LENIWEERSTWS, ko7, BME 100 ms TREHMWDODARIEMIT TV, L
L, L PVICBWTH/ — 2560 ID s 27 Y kD /) — F o4 ol
1, y=34403log, x +4x 10° THH, R*EXIZ R=0989 L7x>7., ZDI Lh»oHfE
100 ms T, FHEROH/ — F256 D ID S KE VY PV IZE W THWNDO A ITE
I Tz br s, 2Fh, BEZ/NhSLTHHE// —F LD ID HHifn/hS v/ —
FEBBBICADL LI TNVIY AL ERRTEIET, V—T4 ¥ 7 DEEPWDT 2 L%
AHN5,

6. X - SRORE

REFEZHAS Z LT, Chord & W V=T 1 ¥ 7 DEIEDIN 42 % SEES N, T
Fv b7 =70 ENEEEET 72O Chord #E L 7 LPRS-Chord & V—F 4 ¥ 7D
BBENFFRETH 2725, REFEBIFMABBROELZFI>Twakd, #ERTVE LW
25,

BIEPSEY 2L DN VEE, L—T 4 Y TORBENR D, successor D FHHE
ESBML, FREL V=T 4 v ORISR, L L, BfEIE2fED & &,
V=T 4 VT ORBEENPRL LST, 1 hy 7H7h OFEEESHEINL 20T, L—
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T4 VT DA L7,

N—TFT 4 VB E 71T —FT 4 7 DHHEZ, recursive DIZ ) B3 iterative IR T
RENV—T 4 v TRTHIZEDTES, LHL, iterative TH->TdH FRT-Chord X
DIREFEDIZI VBN —T 4 ¥ T OBILD/NI L TEIENTES,

WY 2 X D /NS 2BIfEE R, H Y — F2 60 ID /NS v e 25 TRIERD
SATDSHI D AGBIBUEA T T nds, ID HEESKE VL E 2 A TIRER I Twk, 2
D1, REFIEFSISICHRTEILEVETHLEHEZTVS, Fi, /—F2PHISZ
EDTELEWRD OMY)REZ R T 2 B2 B2 2081 H 5.

BiEE AP RHTE (22680005) DB ARZ 72D TH 5.
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