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Fault Tolerant clustering using KVM
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TAKUYA YOSHIKAWA T2 FERNANDO VAzQUEZ 2
and SATOSHI MORIAT?

This paper describes the design and implementation of virtual machine syn-
chronization using KVM, along with experimental results of the system. In the
previous work, we proposed Kemari, a cluster system that synchronizes virtual
machines for fault tolerance that does not require specific hardware or mod-
ifications to software. Although we implemented Kemari based on Xen, Xen
itself does not provide device drivers, and Dom0O which is responsible hasn’t
been integrated to the mainline Linux kernel, meaning we cannot use the latest
hardware. To overcome this shortage, we implemented a prototype based on
KVM, a virtual machine monitor included in the mainline Linux kernel.
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Fig.1 Architecture of KVM and I/O process.
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Fig.2 Architecture of Kemari implemented with KVM.
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EZRICHEDBTEHNTES. /O TIal—ravidid QEMU ZFIFHLTED, ¥ X
OSiE QEMUICKD LI aL—FENETNARZFIHTZ2T 2N TES. Kz, KVM
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2.2 {RIEETY > FHAEEOBIE
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OB L 25 A2 N ORIE, (2) (ST Y A A=Y DEDHRE, (3) ZIE5E 7D Ack,
(4) ARV FDOFT, (4) ZELT — 22~ VICKMR, &5 iR T,
Kemari (3 F1C, FAHIORELE G2 ANV M EHEZDS (1) XU Xy T#EEE, 75
ARV XAV ZVORES SV OIREZ [F—IRDIHD, (2) Mk ki~ > D
HIBSREN D72 %, AV b Xy AR, QEMUICKS 1/O T3 al— a3 VRHT, —
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FEREIX, BEAMICREHZEOI—RZFHL TS, £z, MENZREESS, &dEboizoo
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2.3 QEMU &% 1I/O TZab—YavnbsvT
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L, KVWMIEZI/O T2al—>arOBNC, kI CPU D RIP LY AZEHH L TH S,
QEMU ICIRIHET 98 7o THD, v AV XV TRES Y U Z2HEIE 589, RIP L
VAZRDBEATLES LWSENHZ. COBEE, QEMU IEXRD /O DLIal—v 3
VEITBSETRRD, TIARUT, TIal—raryORRTHolz /OB TL A
ENBEVEWSIRENRHS. ZTT, [/JO AV EERTYTTEHIC, EZARMY
save L, YAV E VUT load 3 588ZH-IBMUEE. chic kb, AV E Y TRIES
VURFBTAHNIC, load LieT—2FHIC, TIal—YaryO@hThoiz 1/0 &Y
TLAETEZTENTE, FEICY—EARF|Z#MS T LEAHEEL TV 5.

2.4 KVM DZ5A47IA45L— av%=FALERETY > OREHE
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Y H R VITHEET 2B DOV TIEN 5.
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AR, KVM DI AT AT L —YayBHEc kD, 7o A4<) ethr2) ol
SV VREE GDE YIRS, AiRIFEERO ST — X2 ZEEL, A Y DR
BZEDEZEICTATRAT L — a Ve IEL Tz, KIERAN 5% %.

2.4.1 KVM I£blF2547149Lb— 3>

FATIAT L= 33, [~y v z2ig1hd 2Rz s RIc L T, KA BTHRE
RV VERIHT ZTETHZY. BIFL TVAIIER Y YO AE VI, HICEEIN TS
DT, REFFEHADATVNEEINTOEWDNZIHRL, ZENEC SR, B ATY
2355, ATEVER—VHMTE] - 5k 3 N, ZENELR—VDT 2T —T R—
VEMER., KVWMIZEF 274747 L—var TR, =7 4X—=Y&, CPULKED
TINA ZNEHE 2 THAL, D INT % &, BEETIREE~ Y U EREE S, xv b
U — 7 DRI E I RIN T 2D T, 2—PIT & > TEEBRICRIES S > OB EID ]
RECTH 5. LINC, SATATL— a2 kD, BEL (sender), BHISE (receiver) D
FNEFNDOUHEDFNZRT.

e sender

(1) receiver & DIHDFET. £T1E, ETCOR—IZHX—T 4 RX=VL L, X—
TAauT NIy F T EETS.

(2) =T AR—IN—ERBUTIESET, MORLIEEZITY. £z, —ERM
MICERIA T E 37 — X EIEFIBRENTH O, HREZEA 5L, K~ il
Wz, 7—20lREe —RZEI1d 5.

(3) B—TaX=UN—FRLUNCEZL, RESI U ZEFILLT, ROX—T 1
R—VZRTHGE. RIZ, CPU HEEZZFLT/NNA RREZ, ZNZENUTHIGT
% save BEZ IO L THGEL T <.

(1) BF—ZEEES, X—F 4TF b5 vEy T ORTRE ORIIZTTS.

e receiver

(1) sender & DEHFOMAIR, T —XZHENT 57Ny T 7 OUEifiia & ORILEZIT S

(2) sender MET —2%ZZEL, HARED/NNY T 7ICHHNT 5.

(3) %9, NuTrhbN\yRXEHAML, NvEDDL, TN ZAOEH (A€,
CPU 72&8) ZHFEL, %7 /31 RHIGL 7z load BEZPEG HL T L.

(4) %% load BT, Nw T 7057 —2ZIER, HAHLTHE, RAEURTN
AR, ZOT—2%2 KL THL.

(5) N7 7DHEZEETHHEZT, POEWK T IS 7 DHAHUNE LT
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Fig.3 Transfer process of dirty pages

TONEEE, 2)ITES. (), 4) DT z—XTNvIT7NEEDE, ZOD
W, 7—R2DZEEITI. )

L EDHENT, AT AT L —2 a3 id#EA TV, sender & receiver & [EFRICIN 3
D, QEMUFile #EEKICHIRED/ N 7 7 ZRFEL THD, X—T 4 RXR—IGEDEKT—
2%, —H QEMUFile ICa¥—3&N, —MIix 5 &, receiver IZfiElL, 7VU79 5. E
7z, sender D (2) X —T A R—VZMEORUIELT 2T 2 — R HBWT, HIREN FOT—
R WikT B &, WMHELEH DT — &%, Buffered file &5 AT U FEEIC —RFIC AR S
N, A VICHENBS. KB ST AT AT L — 3 VBB OREORT
&, ZARN=RALE->TED, 100ms Fidd 2 EB179%. HlHNRS L, Buffered file
DTF—=RETITvyadh, BOBRLA—T 4RV ZIEAT 5T 2 — A2 HHT 5.

2.4.2 EARRIET Y > DEER

ABBREDIZEDZ I, WML 2o AT AT L —vavEErFIHL TW3. 547
RATL—ary b RECEEB AL, sender ICBHL T, FHHOZREE 52 X2 K
KT TARVDORIAY Y v Z2AFIEL, X —T 4 R=T L TN IR — EIC R THIEL ,
receiver MHT —RZIS5E T D Ack ZZ B> 72%lc, 8~ Y EFHT 280 TH5. —
737, receiver ICBHL Tld, 2TOT—2ZZELKDoT4IC, ZS5E T D Ack 7% sender
IGEEL, T—RDOKMEITHI L VI ETHD. TDOXICT BT ET, TEORTITONR
Mo VIR IESUCRTFL, WDBRENFEL TH, AV X VDRM~S Y V2 FEE <
P2 EMNTES. AlRRZ R 272IC, 1ToREII DN TIENS.

Kemari IZHIF 28%7 0O 0 547 A7 L—> a3 TS, QEMU ICBI 544
RVVARTFY TV ay O, 74—<v hOHEZK 41RT. QEMU Ny & X, QEMU
D=V a Vgl amy. ¥ o arva2A47E, SATIATL—varDT 2—Rkek
T TNARZATE, HITK T NA RERD, CPU 20D, AEVEDNMEWVoT
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TRANX CONTINUE FT=EY9AX 2FyIavk
| tovay FINAR ‘ 284 4B | ey prevm—

547 247

| VRARELEE | FB9AX | 2FvFravk |

QEMU_VM_EOF
TRANX_COMMIT Kemari 74

4 RV RSy T ay b7 7 AOVT +—
< b
Fig.4 File format of VM snapshot

B 5 Kemari D7 —X74+—<v bk
Fig.5 Data format of Kemari

TERFELTED, sender, receiver T, T34 AEFHD save, load 1, FNFNIC
U 7z save, load BABDMFAET 3. receiver &, FHAHUTZTNAARZ AL TSI T2,
load BEZMCHL, 7—XOKMUERZITS. Kemari DIFH, 7 —2D%2(F « KA
T, 7oAV UHBEICEDELLTLES &, oV ethrRY
DRIE~ S Y O—EHENENTL £, AV ZVTIERICRES Y V2 AEE5 T
EMTERV., TNZEHT 57281C1F, receiver 1 T KEZNNY T 7 ZHELT, &
T—=R2EZELT, Ny I 7ica¥—UERIC, T—XDOKMERRIGT 2080855, &
L, &7 —2%2%ET 50, I/ VBKREL TGS, Ny T 7 D7 —22HEL,
A EHARE D IRAED S RAA~ >V Z H S5 BN TE S, receiver TOT —ZINy
T7 VYT RIS B0, receiver B, T—REZET BRI, Kemari FHOBT
Ty 79 BEINCUTz. Kemari ABBITI, 27 —2%2%{Ed5ET, ZEWENGT
bN%. TO, ZEFRTZHWT 2DIC, T—20Kb D %E/RT QEMU_VM_EOF
AL REN D B, load BIEUE, ZIELHKHC, T—XDKMZEIT>TLE S
O, TR LN TERY. ZT T, sender MEET ST —RIC, RSICRT LD
7%, Kemari HONw R iR 72BNz, v 5% 9224713, TRANX BEGIN,
TRANX_CONTINUE, TRANX_COMMIT ® 3 DOhH D, ZNFN, Kemarild X3 [FE
OB, CPU, XEVRE DX, [FOK 772779, K<, CONTINUE OBEE
IS, XTI ET =20V AL, KADREIT Y AF v T v ay baki<. Th
IC&D, receiver 1, ZFET 3T —XY A XARRADK T RN TE %, Fiz, ZELE
T—ZDON, Kemari N\wXZEIRMWEL, XS AFvT v ay Dk, Ny Ty
ICaA¥ =932 LT, 770V T7+—<v b EHRFL TS, 20D, &7 —2%2%F
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Fig.7 Reference pointer to dirty pages.

Ny IT7
R—TYZ K
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Fig.6 Copy dirty pages to buffer.

%, N 77 OHE%E load BETHEAML TV REIT, T—XDOKMDEETH 5.
Buffered file DINARJIV— SATIATL— 3>y TlER3IORT XS, EEEHRR
Zi% % &, Buffered file ICT7—&2% ¥ —L, RS VICHERT T & T, —TEk
MNDIRAET — X BE T % L, IRAC K> TR Y U RERT 0oy 7Eh3
D7 EHEL TWS. LAL, Kemari T, B2EIADZ A IV T TORBTI Y A A—
VETSARVEYHVEVVTHAET ST LT, —BEWEHESTHEDT, —ADRMT
BT —2ZHAEL, 0%, [~ VICHEZRTHENHS. ET T, Kemari D
A&, QEMU O Buffered file /32 ZV—L, —[EIOEYT, FERIC receiver 1T —
AEWET B X DI LTz,
writev() OFA Fiz, K6DX I, ¥ —T 4 X—VxE%—E, QEMUFile D%y
T7ICaAE—L, NI 7Nk 5L, BEEZEiTS. TONY T 7OY 1 XL, 32KB
Ths. BIZE, B—T 4 X=IDY A AN 4KB/X—T L L THEZ BT, —[El0 write
MAT8R=ILDEZTENTERY. TDRY, write() ¥ AT LT—)LEEKE
MESRENSH D, Kemari DX SIS, —EICRTODT—XEIRET B HRICE > T, fE
B\t — 3Ny R EBAELCERTLES. 220, BT7TIERTESIIC, B—F4X—V%
QEMUFile D/\y 7 7A€ —94 5D TIE% L, Ny T 7icid, X —7 4 X—=Y DK
SV RERTE, writev() Y AT LM KD, E%T B ARICLE. chuc kD,
Bz € —Z5 3 L [RHC, ¥ AT LI—)VEERERE RS L, RO BWiEks %
HLTW3.

3. £ BR

Kemari ICAEN—R 7= 71F, 2DLLED PC, v +TU—2, HEXANL—ITH5.
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Table 1 Experimentation envirionment.
H— HP DL360G6
CPU Intel Xeon Quad Core 2.66GHz x 4
XEY PC2-5300 96G
NIC (10GbE) Ghelsio T310
FC 77X 7% QLogic QLE2460 4G FC
HEANL—Y NetApp FAS 2020

H—HV AL — 10 krpm 2.5 inch xv F 5% SAS
R~y E=& KVM (kernel 2.6.33)
QEMU gemu.git

KAR OS Debian Lenny (kernel 2.6.33)
[ Sl 4 Xen 3.4-testing
KAF OS Debian Lenny (linux-2.6.18-xen.hg)
AEY 1G
7 Ak OS Debian Etch
AEY 512MB
A CPU #1 1

7z, KVM ZFHIL T 57, PC ISR R EIC R 5. FHRIRETZ £ 1
IZRT.

EENCHEAL 72 QEMU & Xen I1ZlE, Kemari HOZEMIMZ SN TWS. Kemari IZ &
AL TIEL IR 2 ZhZ O~y v E= 2T ki, KVM-Base, Xen-Base
ELTEL, Kemarilc &K 2FZT> TV 25513, KVM-Kemari, Xen-Kemari &L T
REZITo Tz, HEREROMIE, 5 EHIEL 7oz H T 5.

3.1 E A

Kemari IC K24 —N\—~\v R, 7 A b 0S OHEAMFEIC G2 %5802 DV T Imbench
ZHAWTHIEL 7z, lmbench T, getpid OFEC LU FFEZ HIET % null calls, int %Y
DRLURC D ZHEZRET S int add, fork ¥ A7 LI—WISh D 2 REZHIET %
fork, Hello World %Z£/R9 2 Hilin 07 5 LD fork BXT exec IThh %I 7% HlE
9% exec, ¥ rIVnH exec THWIHEHA T OF T L& ETT Z0ITHH % EE % flE
9% sh, R=VUTH)IVMCXDT 7 A)VipER=VZ 5 ALDITIND 2K Z ET %
page fault, pipe ICXZI2TF AL AL v FITHhH ZFEZHIET % context switch &
FITL, WEZTT-o. #REE 210RT. KVM ik, Xen MFEC, int add, page fault T
&, Kemari DFHIC D 5 IR EFOMREZ /RL 72hY, fork, exec, sh, context switch
T, KVM R, 3 %05 15 %FEE, Xen Mid 8 %5 27 %FEEDMRES (LA L X 72
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% 2 lmbench OERETR (k)
Table 2 Results of lmbench.

null call [us] int add [ns]  fork [us] exec [us] sh [us] page fault [us] context switch [us]
KVM-Base 0.37 0.17 75.2 257 855 0.75 2.42
KVM-Kemari 0.19 0.17 77.4 267 881 0.77 2.85
Xen-Base 0.32 0.17 59.4 189 681 0.56 1.23
Xen-Kemari 0.32 0.17 64.9 201 712 0.64 1.69
80000 4500 m—\H-Kemar i %0 s K VM=K emar i
70000 “Base 4000 === Xen-Kemari | & 25 === YenKenari
Kemar i 3500 E hA h
“» 3000 = 20
= 60000 <z N -
€ 50000 20 n 85 |
= ﬂ 2000 ¥ s B ] '
£ | ] = § l.
~ 40000 — 1500 - 310 +—5
S ;" ' o i
| 30000 ] 1000 —— ol 8 N
3 500 Ny “L o 1A A TOTTV R m .
20000 — 0 [ VY TN M A VNS A AN i
10000 | 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45
EIBEER (s) RBERA (5)
0 B9 iozone (X7 7 VT EEIAR) FATHFORGIM B 10 iozone (X7 7 VYT EZIAR) FATIFORY]
KVM Xen 5 ey 5
Fov T — 7 OifE R [EE4
8 iozone (13w 77 VLY MEIAR) DRE Fig. 9 Ne.twork traffics during iozone (buffered Fig.10 Number of s.ynchronization during iozone
write). (buffered write).

Fig.8 Results of iozone (buffered write).

chid, 7ot AU BZDDIC, BLOXR=VEEFT 3728, kT EE—T 1 X—
UEML IeleH EEZBND. KVM RO GD, TR NE DLWV SHERMFE N
A, KVM-Base DMREDY, Xen-Kemari DMREL DKL, 7TCLDMREN Eix 2728, [k
IFEEL V. F7z, null calls ICBHL Tld, HIEEIIESDEHH D, KVM-Kemari (&, 2%
I HEREM M L THD, Xen-Kemari ICL TH, Base KO BWIEREZ /RT T EMNH -
Tz, TNOFRFFFETE TOERWVD, Kemari DK 5 HUNIZ LB, (A< EZ
BDRATY 2a—) 2T DEEEN LN o7z, BRENEZSNS.

3.2 7741V 1/0 4&E

iozone Z AV THEERZITV, T 7 )L 1/O MEEZIEL Tz, MENRFTARELT, 774
VY A X% 128MB, L a—F %A X% 32KB L L TW\%. FEERZK 8 ICRY. KVM-

Kemari (&, Base XL T, 38 %FEEDMHREL HHTWEW. —J5, Xen-Kemari (&, 91
WBIEE L FOIEREZ RL TV 5. TNZIANTT 5728, Kemarilic K DFE4T 2, FHAMA Y
rT—JOBERE, 1 BH0OMEEZHEL 2 (K9, 10). KVM-Kemari %,
BICHEWZITS T & T, EMMIC 500Mb/s FEIEDBEENFHEL TV 5DITHL, Xen-
Kemari 131& & AL [AHZITDE WD, —RIOFRBAIC X ZEEREMVKREL, HAIKE-T
& 4Gbps FEOBENFELEL TV 5. #EERIE KVM-Kemari (& 2.1GB FEZ DI
L, Xen-Kemari {& 1.2GB FBETH 5. SREHL 7z, HE#HARY b7 —21% 10Gbps &
TN R E VD, HBEICEIZITS X0, —RORPATAERT —2ZiEkT %
TIMEhEN BNV, KVM-Kemari & 9 Xen-Kemari D 5D, BWEREERLIZEEZ
5Nn5.
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Fig.11 Results of iozone (synchronized write) at Fig.12 Number of synchronization at each

each record size. record size.

KVM-Kemari OFAA, EHINHBICHRELTLESRKNELT, ANV NEHET L
AVHEREZZEMFEREEZEZ NS, Xen fRiE, PV F IANZES ANV M F ¥ 3T
ANY P ERHREL TOED, KVM Wi, KONz 5D 5728, QEMU O net, block
LAYTARY M EFHHRLTWS. BZ6L, TNENT /O 2z 2bF 1 —DEIHRA
%D, Xen O PV RIANDHEBEF 1 —ICTE>TH S, [/O L% Dom0 ITHAHL
TVEDICHL T, QEMU Tid X H/NEWHAIT 1/0 mhRITEN, KiRE L T net,
block L A ¥ TOANY MMHEEENZ K >7zD TRV eEZBNS.

3.3 LO—F Y/ XIckB%EeS LU RHIRSROZE

iozone TOEERT, 77 AT A X% 128MB ICEHEL, LI—RFR YA X% 8KB HhH
128KB ICZ{LE T, AAFZIAHZ LT, FHikiTolz. K11IE&/La—R Y AT
DAV —T" v K, 12 &L I—RY A XT, iozone ZEITIRTH S, EbDHFETIC,
FELU 7z Kemari I X 2R FEIHARIEE 79

K 11h5, Kemari OEHEICEDST, LaA—RY A XEAkELTEZETRLV—T v 1
MAAELTWVWB T ENbh %, Kemari EDDEEER, LIA—RY A X2 KkELT ST LT,
FEHBEDNE {Ix B 78, A — Ny RAVNELRD, KOEENRLETZEEZS
N7, Kemari L OGG & FRREDOMRER LR LT >TWS. [FIIABEOHIEAD, MHEE
M ECKRELHFSLah -7 EDOFKEL T, FAHEEERS I LT, —RIOMEPICH
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F ZEEENEINL TU W, #RC, FA— Iy RIRKELEDS G >z
EEZONS. R, M12%2RH2E, LO—RY A XERKELTELICLD, BEEAE
B KEHIL TNEL IR TWB—4T, 1 BH0ORBAEEIC KEREN T &n
bh b, HECFEEEITS T LT, BN Y Y —XEHELTLE> TS, R
=T MIELIMASNTL £S5, AEFEZAARDX SR T—ro—F THEEZm T3
i, BAIRES 72 0 OFRMHEESZE T 2 2 LR EZEEZ 5N 5.

4. BEMWHE

A B 2ZFHL T, =D HANZED 2MIRLERIC SN TED, ik
ENTVBEDELEREFET 51010, i<y Y EIFEIC OV TR, FIZ, lock-step?
7 E, checkpoint® HRDETF SN S.

lock-step iU, T4V v AVEVICEC ANESZ, SRE<Y > CRIBOL
HZThE 5T LT, RSV OIREEFA RO ENTES. HEST V TEE
EiTb¥ 5728, AR ELRT —2&I3/NE S THETD, IVFAT7AOHHEL <,
FIHMTRER O Yy YDBRESNTLE I WS NS . 7z, lock-step AU, K
MY OFTRERERL, HBEATRETHZTEND, TN TOMELPEF2)
T4 DM FE VS TEBEND B ENTED, Revirt?, BEIVEFERE=%1%, ]|
7551 OWENET 5NS. TNDOWIZIE Kemari EIZHN « FENRZS.

—77 checkpoint A&, #HINCT T A< V) DRIET > A4 A=Y (CPU, ATV, X
M=% E) YA EVICHHET ST & T, XY Y OIREERFRCH>TWV5. [
S B T — 2 BN IIIRE L B> TLE D, AT AT L —> a v D)sHTHA
ARETH O, FIATZ 2 ny Wil hd e nolzc e ez, LhL, x>
DHEBT INA R EIRER BDE T, AT A24ERH D, Kemari DX 5B ARY MR YT
VCKBFEE, /Oy T 7 VT e 0STFENSHD. AN T 7 U T T,
RIS DB AR L—IR%w FT— 7D RNy T 7L, RFOZAIV7 TN
ZITOR 2T LT, R VITHU T, AT A ADIREBBD I HEE RN K S
TW%. UL, Ny 77U FIc&kD 1/0 BEEENS LWV 5 [ENSH 5. Zhu'? 51,
H—F 4 RX—=Y OEHEM S KO 5 A KO map YA RELT 5T LT, 40 %15
120 BREEDOMRENEETT-> TS, TNEDTHERERTRH D, METHRY b T—2
BEXUOT A AT\ T7 VT3 7oTHEDLT, Fov IRAV AR TRML Ry 7 &
%%, 1/O HREDK RIS DWW TIRRTE TV,
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Ele, TATRAT L= 32D =Ny KRS BIEE L < OMFDNTS.
CR/TR-motion” Tl&, Revirt® O#EE S AT FL—y a VT 5T LT,
BHNCIREEN BT — X 8% 90 BREHINT 5 L, SAT< AT L —>a ot —
I R E 8 BRREICHIZ TV AH, A8 SMP BREIC B 5 MBI R TN TLaEL.
Hirofuchi” 51, RARAC—AROT AT AT L — a V2 BREL, KVMICHEL
T3, RO ATATL—2a Y TRERALT F L ADX—=IZME £ 2 DICHL,
RA A —AKTCREBET ZHMEICT J2Z AL TERX=YZHOICES 2D, m—A)
TADENTTVr— a2y TR, AT L—ya ichh2RHEREL, mxEn -
VEEDTNE VS RENDSD. UL, Kemari DIEHIE, YIEHHIC 2 TOR—ID 5k
ENTVBRREND B8, RESNTVWBFEZEHATSC LIETERL.

5. 3bH Y IcC

ARHL T, KVM ZRIHU 8~ > > O EEHRORKRET & =%, EEllEs s
U723 DWTIARTz, REHEE, 2 —Y2EMICACRECKD, TRy ITHRSTH
e, BHEDSATRAT L — 3> DI—RICKREREHENA BRENRNTD,
VY TIVTHEEDE VG E BoTWa. E£z, /XY M &y T HbE%Z QEMU @ net,
block L A ¥VICHEETEHT LICKD, PV RIANZREL TS Xen REIZEZD, 1000,
virtio 72, QEMU THHMHEGETDT INA XD ANY M ZfHT 2N TE, ¥R
F OSicel Femasceixl, TS &Zrfes Lz, EE T, lmbench IC K
DEMIL 7z Kemari i< & 5 1EREHKIE, Xen EFREETH /2. —J7, 774V 1/0 i,
Kemari #ELICXHL T, 38 %FREOMRELNHTIE ST, Xen W& HHIRL TRE S PEREDTE
BTEHED, Xen B DVRWVHEETHEAL TWADIHL T, KVM hRidh 7% D @R T
FIL TOZ OIS MTE o7z, Thid, ARV EEHETELAYDENICEEEEZ
SN, MHAFRERT ANREEMEEN N L — RN AT TH B L FRINS. 5%, FANE
RBDD, 774 1/O ZHiLE UBEOUENLETHS. £/2, KVM & Xen T,
Base £ BMHENRE L BT > T, TNHICELTL, SE%FMAHENHET
H5.
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