EHMMPFASHYEE I E1—T71>TJ Y X7L Vol.5 No.5 33-42 (Oct. 2012)

BEILD DD~ F v 712 FHSL
RAEGT A Sy F 7 T7ILTY X L4

S BRIV M o BREF AT hH B TR R EHiE w

ZftH 2012F3F28H, HKi*H 201256 A6H

BE . 75y TCOEBBNRBOTFERE LT, RAMOEEEER (VM) 2&#Ilc~y A 7L —2 3
YLTEHL, ALY SR AW EEE— NTHERT 2 HE0d 5. INEEHT LIS
3, WEENEZHZ OO —FRBEOHILEZD <, BRMALRIT 25 VM B2 BN 2 i CHEE T 5,
HEBEROYA 7L =2 a VICE2BEMEEZEET D, LVIBERED L. AFETIE, —WikE%
HAbEE D 2 L BB E M AMEETEE Ny & 0 VMBI T Ay TV I R=2AT7 IV TY AL %
RFE, FHiT 5. IRFEFHETE, FRERIC 1 OOWIEIEEITEZETES VM ELHIBRL, VM %%
ZETLIYHFHEROMAEEE 7T IOy F U 7 THET I LT, LHEAME CHY ZHRE S5 > =
FERWEEIZT S, GHMiERTIE, ~vF v 72 W7 BT, REFHER Sy 0 ZHEE 0-1 3G
M L CERL L TRE(L Y VN WD Tk 7)) — 7 1 TS LT, HEEIEEIH, 75
BE, =P EREBROSLx WERT 5. COFHMEER,S, 1) v F U 72 Lava L) 18% 505 50%D
WEBNPEIRTE S, 2) vy F Y IN=AT NV ITY ALI2E Y, BN 2 FHEH R ) 72 TR E 2 47
)T ENTEL, 3) 2 —VIREIIHEE ) OFIRIR I 2 @055 545, BREIC LD 123U
T&Ah, TEPREND.

-7 R EEEE Sy 22 sV AT L, BENL, <y F Y ITLTY X4

Matching-based Virtual Machine Packing Algorithm for
Lower Power Consumption

SATOSHI TAKAHASHIY3®)  ATSUKO TAKEFUSA? MATKO SHIGENO! HIDEMOTO NAKADAZ
ToMOHIRO KUDOH? AKIKO YOSHISE!

Received: March 28, 2012, Accepted: June 6, 2012

Abstract: VM (Virtual Machine)-based flexible capacity management, which consolidates multiple VMs into
few physical machines and other physical machines are allowed to be put in “stand-by” mode, is an effective
scheme to reduce total power consumption in a datacenter. However, there have been the following issues,
reconcilement of power-saving and user experience, decision of VM packing in feasible calculation time and
collision avoidance of VM migration processes. In order to resolve these issues, we propose a matching-based
VM packing algorithm (MBA), which enables to decide a suitable VM packing plan in polynomial time.
In the experiments, we compare the proposed algorithm with 0-1 integer programming model, using opti-
mization solvers, and a greedy algorithm. The results show that 1) the proposed algorithm MBA reduces
the total power consumption by between 18% and 50% of when the packing plan does not work, 2) MBA
enable to provide an optimal packing plan in feasible calculation time, and 3) there is a trade-off between
the power-saving effect and the deterioration of the user experience.
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)Nk LT, CPLEX (IBM ILOG CPLEX Optimization
Studio_Academic V12.3, 64bit iit) # vy, AL v KL
HAE ALy FEHTA. $/2, #4277 NERH% 600
e L, 600 ChifFns itz Wi &I EEma b+
5. JEpiZ, MBA & GREEDY B & O, CPLEX % Hw
T VMPP % f# < TP OMEZ L+ 4. CPLEX © A1 » %
7z —A& LT, Python ® PuLP 71 77 1) [12] % FIH
T5. T, BEITIEE YLD 1 DOTHAS GLPK
(Ver.4.47) [13] = 7286 OMERB b AT 5. o
TN T XKIZDOWTIE, Python 2.6.5 T2 L72. MBA
D step 2 CIRAKEADY v TV TERDLTO Y =T v
&, k9] TRENTWAS O(|P)P) 7 VT XL % van
Rantwijk [11] 28%E% L, KL Tw2b0%, U-vvF
TEWNTEEIIBIELZSDOEH VS,

5.2 EERER

T, FT7NTY L0 1 HIFH 72 OFYEINEE
PR EER A T A, MBA XY v F Y S R—AT
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£ 2 MBA L IP OETAREREEK
Table 2 Number of infeasible rounds of MBA and IP.
Y BRRT B S | FEATARE IR
(=VM#) | MBA IP
50 177 195
100 119 197
150 152 198
200 143 199
250 137 199
300 130 199

VT XL, GREEDY 12277 —7 4 7T X4, IP E
VMPP (K (3)-(10)) % CPLEX CTHW /iR Ths. 72
721, VMPP Ol (8) 1 xi & 29 OFEDS1 72 & (X3
REERR G LIS VM k SERCE SN2 LR ER T A HE %
FAL,

> (@i + 2%, — 2wipaly) <1,Vie P (17)

keVv
ELTWwWA, ¥/, FIX 1, #MTHEEZTHLT, 1 &
OYBEEEE L2120 VM 2T LS a 0 RE #£
T, MEPFITAREO L &, MBA % IP TlE, FHEEZ1T
b, 1 WETOREEH WA, —Ji, GREEDY Ti, %
TARERTH TELEITHBEENEIVNS 2D L) 1TH
B 217> CT\wWh, ]| 212 MBA & IP @ 200 H3 COHEAT
AEEE R T. MBA, IP & b 12 50%LL ETEITARES
o TWwWh, FRIZIP T, WHEEIERK (= VM) »°
200 LA Lo T, OO RFIEFTHET 2 HIH LI
FTRTEFTARREICL > TS, MBA T iAMD 20-30 1
720 FTIIETTRETD ZOBRETAREICKRY, Fi700
eI IS 1k 5.

Z 2T, MBA X IP T FETARERIC S FRE 21T £
I, TINT) ALDEIEET S, IP Tld VMPP Ol
(5) & (6) ZFhZh, KK ZHML 8% KT IaLH
pi,» ¢ *HWT

Z VM — My < mp;, Vi € P (18)
kev
Z vepTi — ¢ < ¢;qq, Vi € P (19)
keV

ciEEHZ, HMEE(3) %

Z (costi (Z Uckfrik) + baS@iyi)

ieP keV
+ Z base; - (pi + ) (20)
ieP
Db & U 7B EE I R 2 CPLEX T W 725 R 2
IPr 1239,

—7Ji, MBA TI&, 7R & HE SN E, Ales
777 OMDERE, B OBEROBIEL T L
ETHELTEAT) L) ITBIET 2. & D WBEIERE  »
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=3 1 MHD72) OFIYEIMAEE & PIYRHERH O B (VM = 50~300)

Table 3 Comparison of average power consumption and computation time per one round

(VM = 50~300).

Yy HET
SR BT E TR (])
(= VM %) FIX MBA IP GREEDY IPr MBA-mod | MBA IP GREEDY IPr MBA-mod
50| 3,814.716 1,951.501 2,817.311 3,076.691 2,854.433 2,527.346 | 0.018 0.659 0.008 0.479 0.051
100 | 7,623.835 3,959.415 5,925.185 6,009.985 5,601.287  5,044.060 | 0.076 13.243 0.026 5.492 0.208
150 11,469.435 5,841.630 9,395.015 8,947.165 8,229.118 7,614.215| 0.157 12.360 0.052 10.575 0.472
200 | 15,259.594  7,752.674 11,755.764 11,814.064 10,842.380 10,124.424 | 0.280 22.335 0.089 72.597 0.834
250 |19,055.052 9,579.447 14,552.893 14,657.112 13,023.482 12,636.487 | 0.433 21.358 0.133 285.430 1.346
300 |22,840.991 11,423.201 17,479.776 17,541.521 15,976.583 15,128.166 | 0.625 48.815 0.187 530.083 1.943

5jICVMk 2 BB SE 708 EORFHIRBEE (i, 5, k)
% GREEDY THW /7 util # HWTRD X ) IEHET L.

util (VY + util (V) — util(V\ {k}) — util (V7 U {k}).
(21)

L72h o T, &tk (i,5) € AD7=EM (i, j) &
max{é(i, j, k) | k € V"} (22)

LEFEL, (PA) LORKEAY T2 TERDL LI
X o TEAARMRTH, TE DGR BIEEZEHIK
TB5EBHEYTEIT) ZENTE L, FITAREEOML
A BN L 72856 OfE R 2 MBA-mod (27”7

R 3IIETINVT) XL OFEHEET = & PR
Z75F. MBA IZIP ® GREEDY I2HX, %< D4 TF
W BEDREIVNE VT L0505, MBA & IP OFH
BENEDPRL > TWLDIL, REMRIERD L5E, B
LAOHEEICRAZEDHY, 2 IP TlE, fRERM (600
) PIRERIRKD SN WS, WEmEZHwTns
72D ThHhbLEZLNL., L% LIX, cost; ZHRTEEEE
LTWwa7z0, YHEERORE L TR THERT
BT L7020, VM % EZITBT ORI 2D %
B, B LMEEICRLZEESTFICEZONLND
Thb. IPLIPr 2T AL, ZEALDEEIPr D)
DPHEBENEIVNE N L5, FATARREC S FER
B A7) BEDVSH A, T2, MBA & MBA-mod % ¥
$ 5L, MBA-mod DN S PN EEBEIKRE L 2o T
WAL IS, FETARERE, %5 CEIEBIF O )
B D L) ICEEIE— FOYHEIERKIC VM % 54
BTLTWwEwEEZLNS, FIEEEIZ, GREEDY
AEEIICE <, MBA & IP 235 &, MBA OFH°
FHEARIAE . CPLEX (3 BBt i 78 R0 R0 & 1 ) R
WX APV VN E U TR ERERTE 2 12T
WS, MRS AR L, Y% SRR T oY ) X
Lt 58T, BHEREzMZ, REEzEoN5
CEWGrodz. E70, WHEMER (= VM) A% 400
VI EDORE% MBA & GREEDY THW/HEREZ23R 4 12
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x4 1HMD0 OVIHEIHTE &P E R O L
(VM = 400~1,000)
Table 4 Comparison of average power consumption and com-
putation time per one round (VM = 400~1,000).

eE YRR

s FHHREIR ")

(= VM %) FIX MBA GREEDY|MBA GREEDY
400(30,507.199 15,273.144 23,375.519|1.145 0.314
500(38,130.399 19,116.119 29,155.379|1.890 0.480
600(45,808.771 22,914.891 34,862.151(2.771 0.651
700(53,408.342 26,723.107 40,640.907 | 3.892 0.870
800(60,994.286 30,621.311 46,263.201 | 5.090 1.132
900(68,603.518 34,603.753 52,057.448|6.719 1.431

1,000(76,260.032 38,524.827 57,715.597 | 8.499 1.718

RS, MBA &, PHEIEHEI (= VM ) 251,000 TF
WRtERIX 8.5 # & %2 ), GREEDY OFMEIFRT 1345
L5500, TICERMBERTH LI ENGhD.

E 512, BEFHEME VMPP % f# { ®12 GLPK % v
5L, WHEETERE (= VM) 10 0L &, FHETHERE
125 0.168 (sec.) TH 1, WIEIFHHE (= VM) 2520
DL EiE, 200 HIFH, 600 HLUINTHIT A2 3%, &
EfOH TN EVFLIIFTERVWERTH o2

RICE 2 ICYBEH R (= VM) 25250 D& &0
FIX & MBA, GREEDY, IP, IPr, MBA-mod D{N% &
NEOHERZIRT. IR %, #eicZ 0BT oW
BIEEERT. FLACOHHTED TV TY) XL HE
BHEOHEIFBEOMENIIFA L THAZ EWognsb. T,
FIX &~ % & MBA, GREEDY, IP, IPr, MBA-mod
EBICKIRICHEBNELZHNETETWAEZ L3005,
F 72, MBA O#F0 Fo i MBA 25547 i Td 5 1
ZRLTWES,

RBEFETLITY XLOWBREOHHELEL T
T, BEREL Lo 2BAICN, EOoTLT) ALb
HEEZ 18% 15 50%HIHTE TWDH I LG5,

iR, FRCEIC X 2B T 5. 22— ¥k
U B HERRHILIZIIRk A B EREIPEAT VDA, 2T,
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Fig. 2 The power consumption fluctuation of FIX, MBA, MBA-mod, GREEDY, IP

and IPr in each round at a problem size of 250.

R5 KTNT) ALEHCIEEOHEEHIRSE

Table 5 Power consumption reduction ratio of each algorithm.

K6 TNITY) AL EDOVHURESLEL

Table 6 Average performance degradation of user experience.

PR ERS | MBA O IP GREEDY IPr MBA-mod R R FHEERE S L EL

(= VM #0) (= VM ¥ | MBA IP GREEDY IPr MBA-mod
50 0.49  0.19 0.26 0.25 0.34 50 | 1.34 8.05 0.17  0.56 0.91
100 0.48 021 0.22 0.27 0.34 100 | 1.21 18.39 0.40 1.11 0.93
150 0.49 022 0.8 0.28 0.34 150 | 1.16 23.47 0.70 1.59 0.93
200 0.49 023 0.23 0.29 0.34 200 | 0.65 34.66 1.07 2.51 0.57
250 0.50 023 0.24 0.32 0.34 250 | 0.41 36.68 1.37 3.04 0.36
300 0.50 023 0.23 0.30 0.34 300 | 0.61 48.11 1.56 7.67 0.49

VRS Ib 2 £ TIRIEL LT, CPUBI AT Offi fl &
DINDPHABEEZBLZ TVAHEGEEFETA (23) TERS
NBMWRESBILEE I, BEDPKE {213 82— FIRER
PEHIT L L 2ERL TS, KYREEERK (e P) (12
LT, RIFELTWL VM OESEZ VI ETEH, TDLE
MRES LI,

Zmax {0, Z vey, — cl} /ci

ieP kevi

+Zmax{0, Z vmy, —mi} /my; (23)

i€P keVvi

TEHEINL., BEIKETIVTY XL % HC-HE DA
EROURBIE DT 2R, 6 £l 5L, MBA X
MBA-mod PALD 7 v T X A TIEREEY A4 X 0B
B L CTHERES AL I L TvwWA. — T, MBA-mod 1
D ERGIED N E o7z, T, HiESbrwmh &
BAEIV By F T BRI LT THL. Tz,
IP & IPr Tld, IPr O F RS ILE AN S s, 21l
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FAAEROFRBEOEEE A REL Tn5,

8% T 5 MBA BYHFEHERSYLVFITOET VAR E
Wb ZOFFIRTE L, —FHT, BEBHEHLEL NS
L7201 DOFTHEBEIEZET S VM EBO FRE 1 & L
THEH, MBAIZZOMWEEZFAL Tz, #2EH%E 2
PhE LT HEERBENONNEZRAL FEHbEZLND
S, EAREAY 2 ML, &2 T A, BAEETER Sy ¥ 0 7
ML, 3-0EIREz2RESED 2 LT NP-IN#ENEZ RE
5. £oT, MBA D &9 RN LRFEITED T, 3ET
5.z B HETEES VIVNTRE 2 2%, GREEDY O
fohea—NAT 4 v T7TU—FPRN, T/, IPT
1%, cost; IR DTS 2 AT E 7225, MBA R
GREEDY Ti, &0 &) ZHBTHoTHIFETTLHI L
NCTEL., 20720, HEBEBNVPEMICENT S L) 5%
FVCHBEHTE L, 612, ETFHEI VM Lo A7
KDY H A DR NRICT A0 5 # AR PO —
AT L= a Y EAWIZVM Sy F 2 7Y AT ANDE
HERHRE L TWAD, FLab—<A7L—3 3 v
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RELAEVATACBVWTOEHATES, FLad—<A
FL—3arTld, AEY A A=Y DERRERA VM Lo
VATLADY Y YA LIEBEEENDL 20, RETD
SEEMEEANME L -FEEICL ) ESER AT A X — Vi
DR E ), T I AL LR ERTHAIENTE S,

6. BhHYIC

AAfFEClE, AR Sy X ZREICx LT, £IH
KBTIV T X LORyF U ITR=AT VT AL L,
La—YRTA v I THLT) =T 4TI AL ERE
L7z, RHlSERCIE, mEfbyvoNefimlL, ~vFr 7
NR=ATIVT) ALIET ) =T 4 T T XL FETH:
BTIEHLb00, EHIRIFMTI DR 2HEET
DHEATTRETH O, MeEHfbdb/hsnwZ 2Rl £
7o, BHY VAL ) QERM CREMFLTHOND Z L a2R
L7

A%, BPCTOFRELZ ML —ATE5 L) ICERE
BIEL, £7 0V T) AL TOBRRBEOTH* HEET 5 2 &,
FIEREROETVE, EVATLAIISEDITTIVITY XL
DORFEBEET 5 Z &, KIBUH % {4 B OB s % &F
fifi s % 72012 WIMACEEN RAS S & > ZRIEICHIR L,
RETNVT) A LORBILRMEREFMZ1T) . 72, ]RE
FHEEEVM A F 7V AFAICHEMAL, CPURAE
) 7% EOBFOMH I ED CHERESBILICMA THEEDSE
T =2 a Y IIBIF ARSI OWTIHAL, %
FHEOEMMEZRT.

i ORWIZROFETICH Y, HIEBREE W2 nw:
FESERANAS AW eI A AU I T 5. 72, ARF
ZeD—#1E, CREST (fF#Hh> A7 2 0BKHE R L% B
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DB % 2\ L 72

SEH

[1]  Hirofuchi, T., Nakada, H., Itoh, S. and Sekiguchi, S.:
Reactive Consolidation of Virtual Machines Enabled by
Postcopy Live Migration, Proc. 5th Int. Workshop on
Virtualization Technologies in Distributed Computing,
pp.11-18 (2011).

[2] Nakada, H., Hirofuchi, T., Ogawa, H. and Itoh, S.: To-
ward Virtual Machine Packing Optimization Based on
Genetic Algorithm, Distributed Computing, Artificial
Intelligence, Bioinformatics, Soft Computing, and Am-
bient Assisted Living, Proc. Int. Symposium on Dis-
tributed Computing and Artificial Intelligence, LNCS,
Vol.5518, pp.651-654, Springer (2009).

(3]  HHFEE, EHOF, RWSEE, A, B
RAEE SRR Xy % 0 IO b FEOMAH, B
WEFAREMIIZEHRE (CPSY i 23y ¥a—¥% T AT 4),
Vol.110, No.167, pp.55-60 (2010).

4] WE&d>F, mHEFE, LWGE, OE F, B
BEIMCCT T AR A S 2 0 77 LT XL 0
%, BT HIEEFSBAHRE (CPSY 2>y ¥a—
% v A5 A), Vol.110, No.167, pp.73-78 (2011).

© 2012 Information Processing Society of Japan

[5]  Hirofuchi, T., Nakada, H., Itoh, S. and Sekiguchi,
S.: Enabling Instantaneous Relocation of Virtual Ma-
chines with a Lightweight VMM Extension, The 10th
IEEE/ACM Int. Conference on Cluster, Cloud and
Grid Computing (CCGrid2010), pp.73-83 (2010).

(6] IRESE, hHEEE, FE R, B D s A S
L= a Y AR L7~ Y VLB R#EL S AT L0
RS, LB S e Y (2010-0S-115), pp.1-13
(2010).

[7]  Hirofuchi, T., Nakada, H., Itoh, S. and Sekiguchi,
S.: Making VM Consolidation More Energy-efficient by
Postcopy Live Migration, Proc. 2nd Int. Conference on
Cloud Computing, GRIDs, and Visualization, pp.195—
204 (2011).

[8]  Korte, B.H. and Vygen, J.: Combinatorial optimization:
Theory and algorithms, Springer (2004).

9] Galil, Z.: Efficient Algorithms for Finding Maximum
Matching in Graphs, ACM Computing Serveys, Vol.18,
No.1, pp.23-38 (1986).

[10] Edmonds, J.: Paths, trees, and flowers, Canadian Jour-
nal Mathematics, Vol.17, pp.449-467 (1965).

[11] van Rantwijk, J.: Joris_VR, available from
(http://jorisvr.nl/maximummatching.html)

(accessed 2012-07-24).

[12] PuLP, available from (http://code.google.com/p/
pulp-or/) (accessed 2012-07-24).

[13] GLPK, available from (http://www.gnu.org/software/
glpk/) (accessed 2012-07-24).

[14] Hermenier, F., Lorca, X., Menaud, J.-M., Muller, G. and
Lawall, J.: Entropy: A consolidation manager for clus-
ters, Proc. 5th Int. Conference on Virtual Ezxecution
Environments, pp.41-50 (2009).

[15] Stillwell, M.L., Vivien, F. and Casanova, H.: Dynamic
Fractional Resource Scheduling for HPC Workloads,
Proc. Int. Parallel and Distributed Processing Sympo-
sium (IPDPS), pp.1-12 (2010).

=5 B

1985 4. 2008 EITE KT LAEERE
AR, 2010 FHIERF R
B> A 7 LR LI Fe R L ar R
FIET, 2010 4F & Y FRS et d 7%

WA AR 4E, 2011 4F H A4k HiR L

vw v

ol

- |
KFERIRTZER (DC2), BFREHLG IS

B2 BTV TY X LOWZEICHEE. HA OR %4
AARICHEHSA KA.

(FHERH)

41



EHMMPFASHYEE I E1—T71>TJ Y X7L Vol.5 No.5 33-42 (Oct. 2012)

IE &OF

1996 4E BA DKL T RFHFERIEH
BHARIEE S, 1998 4[] KSR b
FOFERHEIRA - H RS RS T .
2000 4 [7 K2 b A RIS b Ze B g &
PR B LIRS T, e OF
). [F4E HARZEAHR B HIATIE
2002 4E BA DKL FRFHFEBF. 2005 M7 AT Bk
NIEEFAM S ATZERT BT, RAE, RS R 7E 55 P
Fse . WHIGEonE, 7))y K, 79 Fara—J74
YT, AT A=) v ZSICEE RO, ACM, EERE

ERY N =
EESE- =

(E%H)

B RIT

1991 4F 3 UL ALK 2% Tt 1.4
BEAE3E. 1993 4E[H R RFBEs L3R
—_ BT, 1995 R LHEKRFRF
TR FeRHE Rk B s R R

AR5 1996 FiEL (FR4%). 1995 4F

F THERFT. 1997 £ 50 R

SR RETC, BUE, HEBIR. WA RoEbOIeIciEE.

LL AV

hH FE

1967 fEA:. 1990 4F BURURSE LA350AG
TR TR 2, 1995 4E[ARF K
e T AR RS e L B i
MR Tt (%), FEEH
WS FE g e . 2001 4F 54T
Wik N SEHAT R A e 2 eoil. 3/
TE, PSRBT M e B, 2001 45 £ D 2005
R F CHBE TLERNFFAEMEZ Y L. Ju—nvay
Va—74 v 7, WHIFEATREICET 2015812 6EFH. ACM

Z=H.

(IE%R)

© 2012 Information Processing Society of Japan

IR AR

1991 4F B JE 2 8L K 5 K Be 3L 22
FERHE LA AL USR. RO
KEEBTF, N, Bh¥ds x2#%C, 1997
AT 1T AL B B 5 BRI 1) 43 S A
FLT —F T 7 F v o L ALEEE,
2002 4F X U pE AR A 7EAT, B
16, FIFTEHREAIZE R M I 7e s M &, it (T9). i
IS HOLEE, W57 —%7 27 F v ICHT A5 0tH. &
TEHEE 4%, IEEE-CS &4 H.

(IE%H)

A

T BT

1962 4FA=. 1985 {EHUIT L3RI T
SRR TR E, 1987 4R KA
RFFE LR T, 1990 4 A A
ARARHLAT IS B A2, 1990 4E L 2atd A
(R TR . 1990 450 K1
WrgeE. 1991 F[RRFRERR. 1993 4
[FRFBh#AZ. 2007 FRIKFHIZ. Efid{bidd 5
TN T XL, =Y RAEEIIBIT S RELETIVOZE
IZHESE. 1992 4E INFORMS (CK[E OR #:4%) Computing
Society B4k H. 1993 4 INFORMS CK[E OR 44%)
F.W. Lanchester B 3L E. 2003 4518 TRk 52 4% B
HILFSZE. 2007 SEHAR OR FACHCESZE. 2011 4£H
KORF¥EX7xzH—. HEAOR %%, OHRLHEMEYS,
INFORMS, Mathematical Programming, SIAM &% H.

42



