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A1 3

A&

2eaE AzHdd & A% i, A

wmo) A9 A4S sebetn, @A £AF A4Ye 2 BT Bast Yok A we9 4

e2E Alzge] e FPAVE AS HER S ok [1]

B onaAe FHe e Uk 23eAE Rak B4 AsHel JRAe Aast ne
R B4 A2 2 B4 vl ddsta, 3gelAE 44 R Aol s 2
HEth gl A Bk B4 A2ge] QAR T2l s AP, 53NAE F o A
A olwA Fah B Alzgle] PARNAEAC] dlal AYath 6l MAuAS
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4 ARE 7] wie] Ao ZEE EuE Qe A AE THAE i, wEpA

Aol 2l AR QEelE s © 2ot Q=S ouE BH Ha PAS

wol ALg3
oRl FH B A AsUe TANE Aol F3 met ol A gL A8 5

load averagegte] #H& === Fuje A1, CPUE AbEstes 299 7 7HE 22 =
2 Bujg AAdA o 3t load metric policy, T Z Qo] & 3= FPL 27|}
g ul, o]Hl :==o](location selection policy) 8% ¢l " #<(candidate selection
policy)& wd Aol gt ofg] 7HA] W&ol EA % [2]

ol#A Sz A st AR uE WS AREEA Zulgk Fo BAF AlAEES
Condor, PBS, LoadLeveler, CODINE o] lom z}z}o] H3} H4k A|A'lES M2 o

WAl s B AFeha Ak (3,4, 5]



2.2 T2 o B4 AlxdE
1) NQS (Netwok Queueing System)

batch &d& 2AEHS 7] 918 E2ZA NASAIA fralE Alxglo=zA] 2o 54|
e} 2} A $H3FE ‘multiple batch queue’@] H2E 383 Al2~¥lO R batch# ]S
o] ¥il FIFO(First In First Out) o2 G~ Al 71t}

19961 7§¥El Generic NQS+= A% Aoz SMPEZZAMAM FAgEoA 2

o

5ol

FAY, #S B8 Tz A 2o o ksl o] bsstt).

2) Condor
L Aok 4831 batch?tdol thal workstatione] AFE3SIA] k= CPUE AM&-317] 9
3| 4] University of wisconsin®l|l A 7|23 X & 730]t},

AgA} A E mEaws g7 1A%

5o

rolrx A &o] 71535k, Condor 2ho]H 2]g]
of thA]l HAA A = Tl A ok ATl ) failH S e AAEJYH

ARoERE BA FAT F AW, o€ 44S AAEAY 7] 9% U2 T2

_,d
1o

oW =7 A} [6]

3) DQS (Distributed Queueing System)
Supercomputer Computations Research Instituteol 4] Z} A} g2}E0] FAHSA AIES

AgsEs AHom AA AUE

o
e

gg3st 4 A 3719138 public-domain package®

ZF1e] throughputs W3l 8k7] 934 AAS] load averagest Ao 3= ==

i

of 2 A sHE adste] e Suldo e GUIE Alsstd dA= java W

Aol sz Q).



4) CODINE (Computing in a Distributed Network Environment)
£l 9] Genias Software GmbHolA] 713l ar, “DQSe A4 4 7184 vld” olgtx o

W 7)) DRIl A ul S fAbshA R, DQSel el wAEE 2 Hef el

1

QUIE AMgate] 2$ o] 7hsetn, B 71%S QAo =AM end-user’t o A
A =72 4 Q== &tk DQSSH el multiple queueE A3+ migrations a4

T4 H3 BARS SR AA¥AY S AlFstAle= e T3 interactiveFI P ES

5) Load Leveler
IBMo| A 7§43k Load Leveler: CondorE Hol~ RdElz 3fa glom t)xely 7%
Holl A fAMeE 5 S AlE FAA1A Sk

AREAE Hefo] tARRle] TS ol A7 917 o st A sol & ol UARE

g NFS[8]SF 2 Wl AxHe aT@th te Asgss e 49e Fddan @
W ggle] aFsE AES ANG F glon], odl a7 Alge] AgAY A4 AAYEo
g ook gk,

Load Levelersl A= %8 #4+& 243171 91814 @419l load averagest @4 ¢
of Adslo] QU =5 idle timed el@th TRAW AR Wwe] g wehA

it ol A2 AREARS] Zg It AlAE HAld B2 AT AstE old ¢ vk [

©
—

6) PBS (Portable Batch System)
NASA Ames?] A+ LA EOA A5 AFH FoAS 457 S8 Aol 7
Sk A|~¥1 02 batch#td ¥ interactive®d 2] ol =& o] A= AFoz AREAL

o] AYE Y&l Posix 1003.2d F=S &+d3s w211 gt
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tar.gz® oy FYS Z7 HW Load_balancing_system/ TEEg] 7} A AT} o] U

o

grelt AA Axwe) ARE $sn 2

o

iV}

Ads Eujslae= 93-S st central
manager 4227} %)= Cent_manager/ Y Eg], o] FadE uwf o= nToi] F33t
2] metricE 7}A 1 AASE= scheduler 227} 9+ Sched/ ¥ EY, Zgo] F3u=
wEoq Fr|HoR HAHE $33}e] central managero] Al HUl= 98-S 3}al, central
manager’} 33 E S HWaH PSS 538 A 3= monitore] A2V} 91E=Monitor/ Y E)
EYE A vt 19 3.1 F3F A4k Alage] AA fEEy F2E YERATh
A Alz=dlo] Ado] ofd FA wlol A /=AY wiol, e A Ay Hud
o] Cent_manager U #Eg oA makest A7} A== ‘Cent’ ZZAM 29} Jsub ZEA

229} Monitor YA EZ oA makedt A3} WA=+ ‘Monitor ZE2A| TS o] &3] 2]

= AFSU NFS$} 728 31 Ala®lo] x| xo] glofof lr),



Load_balancing_system/

| -— Cent_manager/

makefile
header_cent.h
var_cent.h
cent_mgr.c
CM_management.c
execute_job.c
get_info.c
information.c
job_submit.c
queue_adt.c
receive_info.c
software_interface.c

submit.c

kill.c
metric_sched.c
migration.c
parallel.c

scheduler.c

| -— Monitor/

makefile

var.h

monitor.c

collect_info.c
get_execute_command.c
migration_command.c
MONITOR_management.c

send_info.c

H 3.1] Fob 24k AlAase] dA vEEy =




< Hds WA ZAAdsor gt o] el FaAStaLA} k=AY olFolv FAsH =
Aol e H¥Ed, input, output WY 59 HE7F E3tEolok st o] LA AAH
AZ o] &M “Jsub [FAolF]" o Felm HAPA7IH AYs FAD 4 Avk olw A
© 2 metricits Fol&E & gt AA A FoH 7]E O =2 [pad averageE metrico

=
ato] 2ds wuletAl "k A U metricell ek AASE W& 5l AFEAT
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4.1 AA A" T4

A N Ee 2] AW SeteldER TR Pah B4 A28 Agatad

piA

33

A

central manager®} scheduler o] A w1, Feto]AEo+= Z+2Z; monitor H&Eo] A3
=, central manageri= scheduler®} Ao A PGS of@A a3t AKX st

< A74stal, monitorete] FAE T 7t A AEE #esiAY, Ade sAsaL

ol
)

N

Y AEE A3t A 7= a9 413 2 [10]

Central

Manager

server clients

(28 4.1] AA A 2" 7%

11



2 A2"e P2

4.2 AW & H-3t
Ao AzEle] pae g 429 Pt

Communicate with monitor

!

Information management Default
scheduler
Job management < (_:hec_k
migration
Interface with
web management software
Central manager scheduler

(27 4.2] A o) Rl Bab Aawle] P2

AW += FA central manager®} scheduler® o]Fo] & 29, central manager+= =&}

SIAEERZHH 2zt x=ro 29 AHRE FHs olZE&  #Es=  information

management®} #A¢]S ALgA7b F8lstazt & w) H3E wEo A FEAIA FE= job

management -1+, 718]3 webolA ZAE #HEE 4 Al wHE KCMS (gangliags 7|22

Z’:a‘sg ol =

T U=F A

ek
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2 3o QoA ZezEe Ud A9 BUEYRY ohe 2
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Scheduler= ZA 71242 2] 2AFS @3 schedulerZ} A=d o)A

7F ALS st & o, dAje AY JARE Fotsta AR Fge] 5EAS vofsh
o #dS YT =5 A8t central managerol Al €8 FE 98-S sl aea
7t wro] K3 e FU|Ho R AAste] g wro HIUF JAFHASE AF 1 =X

migrationf-&9°] AT},

4.3 SY|AE % ¥a} Bib 27 =

Communicate with central manager

Information collection

Job execution

Execute migration command

Monitor
[717] 4.3] SEel]AE & R} B4k A ~5le 7%

Zalo]AE Zo|= monitorghes TEA A7 &4 glEo =z AdgHEct Monitor & FRE

19 4.3 3

13



FolAENA F38EHE monitors A w=Zo ARE F£Hde] oA
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migration & 3 W] 1AS $3P5lE= execute migration command FEOE o] Fof ]
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#9593 9% monitorrt @A A HRE AoM skeh @y FrHow
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Central manager= ©¢] AHE Holr &HA| K3} &
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2) Job management
job management Yol A= AREAZE AdS s etA o o), AREAE 2 EE 2}
A TS WolA o] ¢tof] Qe ARES AR TR AT 1Eal U o] A4
AHE schedulerd] Al B schedulerZol s 711 9+ =259 A9 AR

A ARE ARESte] Ade Fdshlel A4Ad =5 dAste] YAl central

3) Interface with web software
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4) default scheduler
schedulero] A& central manager2%-8 & zo] AH ol dA A U&= #Y
ARG o] &35t dA ALEA7F A st Aol o koA FdE uw 7}

=}

o

o

= A e e E A8 Erh

At central managerZ+H-E W2 Z¢] HARE AL AA| AFSA7F st aa)

p

3= Z9lo] serial 2R, ofm o7 TRAAE HQT 3 parallel 21X

il
i)
aY)

s},
Tl YA A Al JRE o] 8381 metrics ARSI Hi=dl #A) Al 2ol A

= Al 7HA metrics AlEEH ©] metrics °]&3to] @A AAS s Hedet
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5.2

g #dE s =5
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a7
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thoolEA AT AES AR FE2 WEA A

i ©]& ThA] central managerol| Al RUl

Process migration

TZE == AH AY AHE central managerol Al @AFT. 18 central

manageri ©] AEE Wolx £l AAS vE w22 HA "k

ZepoldlE % Rah A A2de 7 wie I
1) Information collection
o] HEANE dAY == AHE FH3t}. /proc YHAEZ Lo Q= loadavg
3, meminfoRtd-S ¢oiA AA9 loadavg# ¥ memory HHRE Tk, 7t
pidell 3E3}= /proc/[pidl/stat FLS A A oA FPFA ZTEZAA
ARE A FRE olgA & == ARE S5xvltt WA central manager

oAl EdHt},

2) Job execution

o] Fitoll A= AREAZE alstaiAl shi= A4S central manager’} 83, %

|

F71 Al#bshi A o

2

Aol et Z=A

Ol
[>

e U

rr

=]
3

i)
o
o

o} ZAS 53
olo]t] & central managerol Al 4#lFH, 2ol Euw 2de st AL

2} A RE central managerd] Al &&=t}
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3) Execute migration command

Do o8 @A FAEN APS ¥ wsod UE v $7 W, F et

M2 AlZstaal ahs wEollA e Et)

(
iV

ol A Al 2Elo A #FQlo] Ajet T FEEEE §17] A Fol dHE ¥
A} central manager”’} #Estal JYEF dlof st} o]E 98] central managerZ 2]
information management $%¥[2% 4.2] T monitorZ¢ information collection H&[1

Y 4.3] o] A2 AZ(TCP)S o] &3le] FAIEHA )

1) Eo|AEA Y 73 Fr e

FefolAENA S8 5= monitor TEAZE FE AR} A HRE Helsr] 9@
node_state 2= TE2AE 7HAAL om, 2§ 513 3ol HAdH o] Ut

Zefo]AE A =8 == monitor ZZA| 204 State_to_server() 2= SFE TETHE
g, o] = 5xd tHA == HHE HoJA node_state FEA A Akl o]F AH

A e & o AAs] AR vay g

5% A Ffol|AEo A F8 = monitor EEAN2AE /proc Y HEZ LoA 1Y
59 Y&E 9o node_state B FERAZ 1 ZARE AAIT} /proc THEEZ L
loadavg 992 A< load averagedt (H+ 1% &<t CPUE At&3te] s a e 3
i ZRA2 NFE YedlE gelth) & UERY, meminfo #AE HEEe] FRE Y
ERATh. B9 /proc/[pidl/stat o= AA FAFQ Z2AE JEE Dol F 9o

o, o] X EL process_state FRA| AFE A Hh
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struct node_state{
int command;
/] AFEE =9 o]F ex)canb2.kaist.ac.kr
char node_name[30];
// MNFEE =9 load averagedt
float loadavg;
[ AGE e =2l WEe] AR2A A wEgd, FA4
/] @A AHE Ths e MRS, 29 WEY & so] 3
long int total_memory;
long int user_memory;
long int free_memory;
long int total_swap;
long int user_swap;
long int free_swap;
/AR EE wElA A FAF TrA2EY] FRE ©al AUtk
// struct process_state &= o}zl Aol 3]
struct process_state Procinfo[50];
b
/A FAT ZRALES ARE @] AT FRARA ZEAZ ok, o]F, AA)
B, A, EU, AR T BEE A AL Th
struct process_state{
int pid;
char name[30];
char state[1];
long int session;
long int flags;
long int utime;
long int stime;
long int cutime;
long int cstime;
long int starttime;
long int vsize;

long int rss;

[728) 5.1] node_state 7-ZFA A
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2) AujolAe] F3} Jr Fe
central manager+= Z@lo]AEC] dE monitorZ2HE AZA {0 oV|E Y|gHUI}

FepolEel M gEew FetoldE shbg shby 2dSs AP A4E sdct
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77}

ol

sk SetoldERRE F74 s wE GRS wolr AHd Sl= node_state

T-ZAo| AA3EA "ol Node_state 7+F A= AHRE ol ujnit) 29 AHRE U9
Exu, FEto|AdEZRE HEo] FoAH gHE =t JHE AHA S
old Aoz M= dA A& e EPolAdEEY #AY

9 Anst v5 gug weld

il
iy
Ol

i, 078 e R ol AL A4S FAY W HFH =D

RN

)

.

5.4 &9 3
D 2] BRE FEA A3t scheduler $F

AREAZE A st & w AR AE 2y AdS 93 3de sk A sk oF
Ste}h vdell A FHE job_descEhiE FERAC AFEW, job_desctE 13 527 o
Adse] o

Add F2A FollA olBYAR FAE RS0 Y S s B4

)
a
e
=
F
e

sojof gh},
AREA 7Y olE A AAd A FFA AL Jsub TRAAE FPAA AP FES A}
™ central managers Jsub ZEA| A BAIS sto], 2] AR Yol ARE wolQ

Fdo] AHE ARE job_descEte XA AA3 F scheduler() 42 &3t}
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struct job_desc{
int job_id;
/] A4 e ofolt] &2, H3} FAF AlxHo A 2dE asH oz #Asty] Y3 go=

/| AT A FAste T & ) FolAE el

int argnum;

char arguments[100]: // ¢IR}7F ot QI=pES] v &

int type; /Y9 type O:serial 1:batch, 2. parallel

char inputtile[40];

char outputfile[40];

char errori[40];

char executable[255]; // executable®] £/

int user_priority; /) AFSART) Y2 G 7 i Y TS
char initialdir[100]: /7 39& Td 23} 3f= 7] O Eg

int mem_size; // 3 THA L5 AlEe 7]

int tasks_per_node;

int total_tasks; // Y THA Y= Z 229 -

double rss_limit,

int restart_tfrom._ckpt; //0:no,1.yes

char user_name[301];

char pre_defined_node[307;

[1¥9 5.2] job_desc TZA A

2) load metric® AAL
Scheduler &<E WA AA 9 Fa ARE 7FA 1 metrics AASEE olw] metrice 2
S A mmdA x| AAs= d 7 8% 9s o, Fab B4F Al 2=Hlofl A

= A Aol 9T F F Qe @olth @A Rak B4 AZANAE metricd A7HA

N

ZH2 78391, loadavgdt, CPU length, 18] ‘Mem+ CPU' 2 &3} 91t}
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B

Loadavgi= load average®Z A ZE}o|AEA 5xuit) F7]|4 o2 HPQ = A Ho

A Al A

rlr
o,

Hol = Fow FHE 18 Bk CPU

i

AH-&-3}

CPU length = @A 38T Z2AX JiFaA o|A% Fo|JdETL HjFe F-3d
QRO ZmA 20 N GE ALEEte] A=t

‘Mem+CPU" &= #w|®e]¢t CPUE = v atgfste] AlAbgE metricldl, A AHE 7hs g
AdEe el Hdig nysts wAoR HIw Aojgtal & & vk o #ge AAY
load average #t°l memory_rate#kS ¢k Zo|th. Memory_rate@t> HA FA A &3
H W e dA AFE 75 vRE goes U oz Ryl A o HE
HE&2 AMEH I Jd=AE #3S F e= gtoltt [13]

o]Z A metrice ARSI YW, schedulers AFgA7} 88tA} sk 2] types

A3k 28 WHS central managerdl Al &elFut

HAbstaL, 7 typel whet

a2

3) &Y 3 B AA

scheduler= 2+ 9] types 7AAFSTH

ok AM82L7F aEtaial sk Ak el serial ©] A4 batch AA A, dAl A"
metrics AME38lY], 7Hg ¥l AA AW w=2 FAYE T F JEF central
managerol| Al &2}

AgA FAt A S ASiel parallel A4 FFAE A} QT e ZEA 2

—_—

AES] /b AGA} LTS TEAZ S

iy
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o
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>
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H+E Wi, #A A2 o]

¥
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re

et g5 A8 @A QRS Gk FeoldE

E
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il
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o}
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o2

2o A parallel ZH¢]&

I«

wreb AbEA7L aTals meala) $7) Adu o
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SepelolEg] Fun fow
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ol#gA A ZAAY A3S  scheduler’} central managerol Al 2#FW  central

managert= A% monitorol Al RS FaAS = HHES Btk olu, serial o4} batch
Agdd B T m=oA AYS Fdstete 9ES BlA ¥, parallel 29 Aol
central managero|A] MPI =8 W&ol 5 AL&3to] 218 =85t "}, o]g A central
manager’} Bl AHo] W} monitor ZoAE APS F35HA Ha, FHo] AFEHS

uj e} Y ul central managerol Al &&=t}

5) #}9] 3

monitor ZZ A 2o A= 2HEE A, central manageret AZ(TCP)o R AA 3,
29 8ol Eoev=AE AE gRlgtt). vk central manager=5FH 2] 9o &
oo o] Y& fork() BWHOE o] g3l TRAAE AT FH a3} F o] 3o

2 #Zdo] FaEHE Fo AFEE A9 HHE central managerol Al ¢S, central
manager< °luj #gje] it AMAS & €k

whok st sk Zo] AES dAl FATA koA e =EE U 9l
migration & 7ZA5-odE A FAF 2o tE =T O3 AW =5, olgA A =

E7F 22UTCP)E &3 Ao =i Ads s3It dA s mrdA F3 Fol

N

9 A9 FUAYIE, AR Age] SR wEd delFH, mEoAE A A Az

J

= "2l 0 2 migration®] ©o]Fo] &t}
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AM7E 29 S SEolAEdA 83T o, F2 AYSs FAY w= o] kA A9t
Atk AFEAZE serial A4S skt & o, parallel 29S8t & wf, 5}
A5 @z A% migrations FHsaat & o, AREAZE AA FHFQ Al WE
TE A4S S kiD= A = ¢ A

eFLe] Aol 7k 9A R 7]

rr
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o

rr

yl 7HA el dialA Mulet SetelAETL 54ta)
Ao AWE AYS FIs] olddl dAAl Fdstaz sk Aol FEE CM
managementghi= Ao Frieitt SEtolAEoA #Y 7 8H S st LA EEtol
AEAM AL Agsld 1 FYS F3ss ZRAA ofot S FElo]AE A ol
CM managemente] QHle]E|FIL, o] v Seto|AdERRE 2S¢ FPA] AR
el Areop #do] Eykti= AR S CM management®l] 7]53)| =t}

a9 539 2 BRE wEshy] A% Mu & A ] o], Y 540= 2ol
AE & A9 Ade], 1Y 5.5, 5.6, 5.7, 5.8 A= A7 A& FaAsE ol /1A

Aol weiA #d ARIF o' How dels=Adl e xdE o] vk
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struct CM_management{

int job_id; // 24| oleltl= Z& 2 A|2=H A uniquedt Fhelt).
int job_type; // 2t 9] type: PARALLEL|SERIAL| BATCH| MIGRATED
char node[500]; // @A) 2ol T35 Zefo|AES] o]&

char job_name[100]; // AF-&A7F X4 2t 9] o] &

long starttime;

long endtime; // <] A FAIZEHY £

i

Al 7F

1=

o

7% g

int status; // 299 A AEl: RUNNING(S$=31%)| TERMINATE( %)

int migration; //migration ¥ 2z elx]9] o K

int pid: // #gl0] aEE oA e Zaa e ooy

char job_owner[301]; // 2] T3S 233 A&

struct rusage resource_usage;

/el EU W Fol 1B Hm Ado] fa F A}

o

@ A9le) 4w

struct MONITOR_management{

int M_job_id; // 29l ololty®2 =2 A|2®A] uniquedt FLolth

int M_pid; // 2} 3 Al B89 ZEA 29 oot

int M_status;

/@A A4l e 38 FUA(RUNNING), T=2E 21 JAA(TERMINATE),
migration ¥ 2} AX(MIGRATED) 3% st}

char M_job_name[100]; // AH-&2F7F A3 2tde] o] F

char M_job_owner[30]; // 2} S 2743 AF8AF

[
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¥ (Central manager)

1) CM management >xC

of 2y AR A

fo
o,

o
030(:2

Z ¢} o] E (Monitor)

>

I 2 A 2~id

v

2) EgolAE|A
e IR~ dE
CM management®]|

FHolE

A

A

3) StelAECNA

e A9le] A9 A

/\

CM management®]| %
Aol Estar zkgie] e

TERMINTE= W7

=
=

>

) A9 A%
+ MONITOR®|

A9 4R QY

2) #s) 5

J
ST

+ MONITOR®I
A9 AN sk

Ml Al Ak AR A

Ext

o

(%) 5.5] #gle] st 2g] Aue] w - serial 241
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418 (Central manager): parallel 242 Z oA ES} TAl glo] AB Zof A
MPI #91S F3sl= HWH ‘mpirun’ & A3t 3 d}
1) CM management

>K

IEEE EXOE

oK 2) Ade Adskal U=

“F41 €] —?33_< CM management?]|
ddlol =

~ PN ) o) gay

2] 2 ARE
CM management©]|
Aol Esta 2Fe] “dH

& TERMINTEZ W7

(19 5.6] 249 37 2 gre] #2] - parallel 242 43

18] (Central manager) Z 2} o]l E (Monitor)

CM management®] >KL
2kl o] AHE

2
2
4
o2t
fo
o2

> MONITOR®|

ol &%k

TERMINTE=Z 7

[ 5.7] 249 Fa33 24 Ao #e —kill e 53
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A SoholdE 1 ZaloldE 2
(Central manager) (Monitor) (Monitor)
DAY A=zx0Y
D> o
4 e 84 + MONITOR #¢ Aej=
MIGRATEDTOZ vk
1) MONITOR®||
> | A4 AR 99
21 A& 9 A
I R P g >K 4 el A7
\
Al 2} 51 Al ZF5)E R o] I P
A= Al EFs) A AR Ao T A 2id . el
2l o] LA 2id
2)>K )
oz s zolo Ale x4 A
shz g 2ole] & Asle] AbE A gH 2) MONITOR®]
A o ﬂu—g%
AFE Y AR ><2 > Aol E%
< ) MONITOR¢®]| k==
3>K Aqo] Bee 9

Zglo]AE 1€ migration dta1x} = Zdo] A =3 gl
AE 2= @A SIAE 194 FAFA 24 =
Migration = Zgfo]dE 1o AT EAH

o
= “
3 ARE AFRsle] FEloldE 2004 2S A A FEE WAow ad

AME & 2] 8 oA (A He] FSste] MR FAISA S

1) CM management o @A F35 2<)e) JElE& MIGRATED®E H}aL,
ARTA mEE STORIE 104 ZEIIE 22 YEo|ER F
Zfo]AE A migration &S H T}

2) CM management o] @A #¢o] Seo]AE 264 M= G = HA
AdE Z2A 20 idE o] Egith

3) Zlo]l AHEE A ARE o] Esta

2kl o] el S TERMINATEZ 73},

[19 5.8] 299 a7 29 AK ] #e¥] — migration 29 3

=
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],

32

.

ol

s ZAS A 8] e TR FelaEoA Bak BAF A2

tlo

T3
= Zpzte] ARF2 U2 2ok AW T8 canb2.kaistackrZ A CPUSY &9
F7F g2 F ZFoldE Huo 2 “canl/can?/can3/cand” ¢t “can49/can50/canbl”S &

gloldE wmEg ALgE Qi

x2

Server node: canb2.kaist.ac.kr

CPU Pentium III (700MHz)
Memory 512MB
(ON} Linux kernel 2.4.18

Client nodes (set 1): canl/can2/can3/can4 kaist.ac.kr

CPU Pentium I (500MHz)
Memory 512MB
(ON} Linux kernel 2.4.2

Client nodes (set 2): can49/can50/canb1 .kaist.ac.kr

CPU Pentium I (700MHz)
Memory 512MB
(ON} Linux kernel 2.4.2

29



s FAHo= SCALARPACK WlX|vlaE ALg8llon o] FolA AFEE LINPACKS
Argonne Nat'l LabollA] 7 Aoz Fad Ait 8 34 A4S &3 A
Aupza z2aRMo R dA AA 79 AFE FAS At )] Ha At 6.27%¢0A

LINPACK #lx|u}=0] sl & ] A3 AHstesE AL}

6.2 LINPACK #X|u}=

LINPACKS F=2 A% W33 A¥ HA Ay W BAE Fo ZEU AEFHER
TR 72 A 1A shuEA HFE ] AAEEE SAstE WAva ZRafow
o] &% 7% gt} [14, 15]

SCALAPACK & A¥uls o & Fot= H7AR B Fio] Reasy dite=s

TAE o] Qlth. LINPACK ®Wlxmta oA FHAo® ALREHE FEES Gauss &AAHES

P

o]&3t N 7o AyguA2 o = Fe= Aoex BLAS (Basic Linear Algebra

no('

Subprograms) ©| ¥3t% o] 9t} BLAS = LINPACK HlX|vl= oA 713 7] o] w+= &
olpg=ZA 7|EAQ AP AAsr 55 FdMFES JFeolth o3-S Fortrano =

7ol lom BLAS gholB g W] 7} g5 Akxtel AsbA 37t Vectortk Matrixtk

of wet A de] vprol %

oX,
olf
e

o
mlo
Ho
o
s

e
>
[\

o,
=2
>

o
Ff'
!
os)
)
=
rlr
[
frt
I
ui)
tlo
(o
N
Q‘L
s
+
o
ol
9%
o
Cco
b

TAS B LA A2WNA WAV Z2aRe FAAA SRS AR B
B 5EAE A FHIE wE TAF T e RS FBAA loadavadk
2 o2 4z 248 E deelA Y5 542 st

obef #6.12> WAt 3 A3} OpenPBSolA e} H-8F 24F A|=Fo Ao =3 A7t
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¥2 Yebd Aola, 18 6.1 o] ¥E 2 Z 2 YEld Aol
[ OpenPBSel| A €] H3E EAE Al 22 E o A o
A YA TH(sec) A YA TH(sec)
xdlu 0 0
xddblu 0.0383 0.0383
xdls 0 0
xdllt 0 0
xdqr 0 0
xdinv 0.35 0.08
xdptllt 0.0562 0.0552
xdgblu 0.1214 0.0607
xdpbllt 2.56 0.6609

[ 6.1] OpenPBS¢} +-&

)

B} Balb A|2Elo] 2] LINPACK#I X vb= =3 A 7k

LINPACK Hilx|ot= = A[ZF

O OpenPBS

B 7 ShHE A AE

xdlu  xddblu xdls xdllt xdgr xdinv  xdptllt xdgblu xdpbllt

[1¥) 6.1] OpenPBS¢} ++&

b oAb Al 2=Elo A o] LINPACKHIA|wl=L =8 A 7F

)
4
ol
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A 97fe] T2 e $859S wW OpenPBSol A= Ha+ 2F0.347%7}F, HaF E4F A

2= H 9F0.099%7F dRSs & 7 3, 1.8We] de adE dEd AS o

Faor 5] ME W BE 4o A%E 4SS & 5 9
@419 A28E OpenPBSETH: £& A%< YOS, MPIAQS s A A3}

= od goAE F U we RES Zrbshe Ao Basih
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fu

Central managerg 2o 2E A|2¥lol| sl Fi1, A9S FaAIZA Zb == monitors
sty Fol H3 BAF BA|S 43t Central managers #H9 =9 H3F HABRE
monitoroll Al Rrobx Agstar defsty, of RS wigew ARGAF A4S skt
& o 29 typeoltt & AFEE dofeld HER mEoAM 3 4 RS vk A
Hol 3li= scheduler7} o]d H&5 a1, 714 oz o] s el A3 45
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