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Game-theory-based robust-enhanced model for resource allocation in

computational grids
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Abstract How to guarantee user’s QoS for resource allocation in dynamic and uncertain Grid environment
is a new challenge. Considering unreliability of grid resource, a definition called Robust-enhanced Job
Execution Service (RJES) and its constructing method is proposed. A Robust-enhanced Model for Resource
Off-line Allocation (RMROA) is derived from RJES. Robustness of user’s job is enhanced through allocating
some resource in each Grid site in RJES to the jobs redundantly. Based on RMROA, resource allocation is
modeled as a non-cooperative game. A Pareto optimal allocation scheme is obtained and Robust-enhanced
Off-line Allocation Policy (ROAP) is presented. We conduct extensive experiments, and the results show
that RMROA not only looks after both efficiency and impartialness, but also enhances robustness of job

execution and provides good mechanism for evaluating trust.
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BRIRREATORE 2 EC. Anfel G RS S B R o BE Bt 08 O — D EEE . BT ERE, G| T KR
FEAEH EYG 23

o T MR SRR h AT, FRACHE . VAR S, WIREHUTIES M B A AT RE R 1 &
FFHIEMELL ORBEAE S5 B B3 T ZERE IR BCA, Anfe 7EA T SER AR PREE T OREE T P QoS J& A AL eI /i
H— BT MR, 244 T AR 2R G0 WE IR S BE T2 B 5d 2 BE IR 00 B AL ORBE T P QoS BB IR B (U PRIE
TEAETS B s TR] B N RT L, 5 9R FT RE B T BEURTE IZ Bt 1] N R B R BB R RETE G 8 YL ] (A< SC 22
R QoS) WIEML F Had 20 W IR T R AETEHI 53 R GUHERE . DU PR IR A H AT 45 0 1 5 BT TS5 i 56
B, anfarstxst RS SRR A AT QoS A PRIRLA BEUR 3 77 82— IRAFARL A H] L.

HAT—EB T MR IR 45 VB 53R B 7 T BB o, BATARTHI LR 710 e i T
RS HRE S PSR IR IR BOAREAL 5. BEE AT LAE, A EZAEHTEE B R IR A ] SR, 0
I B W UR ARG SR AL DAT A ft e, AATIPRIEFT Py QoS. AR B AR R L — B8 R T RIS
PEREPEAERY QoS AR BRI ECHLH. A SCEZETTHRTE T

1) A ERE R AR L AT AR % ( Robust-enhanced job execution service, RJES) & K& H#f € s,
FETFIZME SR T @GR 1 IR B 284 B (Robust-enhanced model for resource off-line allocation,
RMROA). A LAFAEARZ B — DR IFPATAE S BB F e, RIES &8 2 ME RSN AR BRI, @
FHESTAER] RIES s AT R IR LITARPUTHRREAL 55 BT

2) FETEE PR TR A PR A EORRL, R T — MR TR R IR I T R, %7 R K RIES ¢
M B, i RIES Z 8] IR R AR B 945 (Nash equilibrium) AR

3) P EL LG IR 15 H i B O, A0 FE PE IR FU SR B8R 5 AT, A (R LG SR SR,
PR A5 AR PG R S5 75 T

AL 2 TGRSR LA HASCIARREATHES 56 3 9 ar — P Mg o iy W U5 o BB 45 1
T RIES WHAEITIE; 56 4 IR T HZRe R IR BT 585 20 5 TAASSCIR ) B9 B A T
i &E R T 20ra L T2 IE

2 HEXITfE

AT, FEWRIROM AT T AR B IS LA, Legion™) RE0E 2 T WU T B LA i Enactor {5
PR, FEAHAES QoS MELLRIRELL R BEIEA I RAL T4 6LE. Crajkowskil®l, Foster!'?) 3% Globus R4t
T —A A ) S H AR SR RAES. STk [13-14] FERIRTACH S VIR AT Y. Hor, SOk [13]
HITC R BERR REAS 7 FC AL RSO BEIR, (1 St YR B AR A T P P S B A 55 DT Bl B e IR 40 - R
ARZSHETE Y (Time slot); SCHK [14] 47 T — Ml YRR AR F TR EH s WIRRPIRES, HPrR%
TR Al FPRASEHMESS TP T, SLRRY, @ 5| AT A A SR AT 25 4w B IR TR R e Rl
MR, Nimrod /Gl SR gE s P20 B BRI HHR. 7E% RS, 2 TRULIHRIESR QoS 42
T 3 FiE ZRGER: R, R RSFR R R B AL, XA —4 QoS 2%
NAFRGME, Ui FA—4 QoS ZHONMAL B AR, Shr L& —F s HARILAL L.

T, SHRERINEIRE, MU R R R SR T Z A 0 R %
BT 2B 35 EARIAT oA A AR B S 1R B (R, ARG SR IR SR 5O P i AN ] B AR L AN R Y
RO R KL, FRRFIE R — 8RR, W SRR — B AR, R H TR A ER BRI
TEOMRCTT S BRI SR 55, STk (21] e SIR o BB o S48 RS /ERIAEGAE 3 Bl KRS T
A BT PP 5 oA, SRR TR & R 5 H AR UM IR e 24
PG TR RS, HIRRAT A E BRI R 2R

VAR B 1 K BN T SRR PR PR8E T BE IR BL DR, A SCHR HH O R0 0 O AR 25 18 T WA AN ]
Sk, FFHRE—MELIT W EIRSEL. B TR AL AT IR S S, E L TTARMEC R IR Rl
DA BRAEAL TR IR, INTTORIEEFT P19 QoS; 2 Tz, DL IAL B IRR AEE SO RIES
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K EE, Rl T —FBRIT (Pareto) HfHYFEIRS IR

3 {RATMEERRY TR ECIREY

3.1 REFRE

i 1 BrR A — P A SR B R A B O, B AR PR AETE N R A% 5 5L (Site) (40
—HRAL, EHSCLELE), FRA Si(1 < i < N) 5 S BRI (SRS BE i, FEFE—
MEEIRE i, TR % S PATIES (FEASCH, FRkAs P33 — N RB A, — ksl o il 4
FAES AR PR LHT) MIIBER, TIARGE S; BUTES DT ICRG P2 (R R fRl i T
M55 RIES 5—4 S; WA, RY% S MIFEERE RIES 1 S WAGITASEEH; 5IA RIES #y HEk,
Y—MEFFREE] RIES; PRI G LPUTES, FIEPRHES ZH21X RIES, FHEIA A LITRPUT,
PASESRAE S PATHY SR, T ARIE T PR TE] QoS. JEIABERS (Meta-scheduler) $3%f—BifTH] N2
A PRSI VEAL BRI - B R, FRHMES VAR RIES FrBrA 7 s ETTRIUT.

Job, !
| RJES,
I
)
: RJES,
I
ﬁJobm 'I
{ RJES,

1 MR B R R IR B AR
3.2 RJES HEH*

TUAR V] JBEH AR T8 T W ) — 1 Tl R e 8 2 R A ) B0, TEASSCHR B R Aol 2 RIES Hr A% 7 s Y
HEWSSHHE . AR E — N RESRI TS B ER, @ RHE SRR 2407 LITRIV T
PRAEFSHIIIPAT, BRI RIES 5 s MR A Si(1 < i <), MiZ RIES WEEE (BIPITIES K
%) & RIES ¥ IEEHE 7504

trips =1—[](1—t) (1)
i=1
X; = min{ry,re, -, rs} (2)
BN Si(1<i< N) RHAEEE ti;
fiti: RIES), BRI S;.
- WEtE k=1
B S BHAFEE ¢ RTHES, FFEREI A Q A
while (Q is nonempty)
HPFIETTR Qpirst HENIMETL S UINE] RIES), 1, FHMERIZ

[N

while (tRJESk < tth)

HBFIRBTCR Quase TRERIFAEITR S UINE] RIES, 1, FHMBRZ

n oo e

N

k4 4+

E 2 RDH &%

M RIES i INMI#& T B2 W E R trops, > ten BIF], ty, R RIES (GEERIE, AIRELEES
H, & 024 RIES BAEE R FIZBIMER, 5751 RIES FRIMRET S _ETTAPUTREA KR ST PdT
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SEHE. L, RIES AR RRS 7 s A3 & T RT AL — A 0/1 BRI, dT 0/1 RSN NP i 2,
AT —4 RIES #iE 8 XK A FHE(RIES determination heuristic, RDH)(40&] 2) #iE RIES M
TR

BAEERAW TR A 1) MTHIAR T 8L 5T il R85 S, ARG B E AR E %
REIEFT R, @R (E T R S ME T SO E —4 RIES FITRPATES, MEF] LUEIRIE S HITHY
I, T H BB AT M sich I I i 57 AR IS T RS bls, EHR S G EE, MR EXHEREEE
PAGRIMERRTE; 2) A RAEMRERE O(n), (Bl T A EEM SIS, ZEATAPETT.

4 ETREMEEaRERENTEMIAR

4.1 BTRSEHIEEIFESR

Xt REBT RN A EIARY m AR, BEEIRAEE RO IRA ML P TIRESRAS —E VAL (Utility), @
RIES AQH % T 5 A S URAR A B 8OH , ST [24] A280H BTG, ARSCH RIES 2800 RBERR -

u(z) = wlog(ex), (3)

Hft, u ] RIES; FRADFRFT RN « Bl (IR H BUCHEARRES)) SRR MRk Bk
AT w R AN R E R VR BRI, w = D/(D — Texp), D RARVELBIBULITIE], Toxp R
AR ESE TR e R, FRAFE RIES X800 R 4F-

RIES WM EH RS /ERGERE I T

- i A (Player): n > RJES;

- 3KHg (Strategy): AN RJIES; RIXHIKIEIEDEATRL Job; WIBIRER ©i;(1 < i < n), B
% RIES; FHrA MR RA0EL vy BOERIGRS Job; (HYEWIFRAPATHS, Hf Job; LSRR E]
RJES; FRA PR s ETURTUT, b &R oy BORAIR), ¢ EBrE RIES 24 Job; HIBETR
BERFZFAL A RIETREE J;(1 <5 <m) 3%, B

Z Tij = Jj (4)
i—1
MR ARE 2,;(2 <i <n) BHE, BHEX (4) 7[5 RIES, K& R
ri;=Jj — Z Tij (5)

JF AR — N BRF| A&, RIES; rBigy m AMELB SRR M/NTZ RIES; IR,
HIE

Z{Ei]‘ S Xl (6)
j=1

- Wai (Revenue): S}FECHRLT Job; FRATHIMCERARIE N BLAAIZA AL B BEIRERL 245(2 < < n) JRHAUH
AP HAR. B, SRR Job; IRATHIKERA:
R; = wjlog(e121;) + wjlog(eaxa;) + - - - + wjlog(enmn,;)

=wj IOg (5‘1 (Jj — Z IEZJ>> + wj 10g(€2$2j) + -t wj log(snxnj) (7)

i=2
n A~ RIES ARIEF H L S e RIES HSRISABTHE T, RARBIWHIEPIRES. KRB A8,
FEHE RIES 5EE AR, oA RIES B8 HORHE B R RERE A Sl e 20, OB A BOSRME (2o, &35, -+, Enyj)
BEHRICERA. B:

R((&21, %31, 1)y - - (B2gs 35, > Eng)s - (Tams Z3ms - Tnm ) =

R((&21, %31, &n1), - (T2, T35, > Tng ) - (Z2ms Z3ms -+ Tnm )

V(T25, T35, Tnj) (8)
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4.2 RILFRHMECHREE
513 1 EBIRS Job; FKGHIMEE R FAERKIE.

WA K5 (7) A Ry R 2i5(2 < i < n) PAR—BMR A B, B:
OR; _ wj [y

T 9)
8171'3‘ Jj _ Z Thj Tij
k=2
82Rj Wj L(Jj
- _ i 10
(-£n)
k=2

e S > 08 S <0, 5 82 L < 0. HIk, Ry & n— 1 g — N R R [, Ry FEHE 08 LiESE,
i R; T 1 ?jt{E

TE—ERBIFMAET K (6)), KRS FIELS MR RS R (X (7)) XFI&EKE RIES;
PR (w25, 35, +, xny), A VAP HIERZ.

1A% H BREL
Lj=Rj+A (Xi - Zm) (11)
k=1

=k (1) AR (11) 15,
L; =w;log ( wa>> + wjlog(eama;) + - - - + wjlog(enzn;) + A ( Z$1k> (12)

W (12) R 2i5(2 < < n) (APRF § MOMH ) Kiw, B:
OL; wj wj

6:% Jj . Z Thj Tij
k=2
KX (5) AN (13), f#f5-
W;iT1j .
i = = 2<i< 14
ij Wy + /\1713 ! " ( )

B (14) AKX (4), 5
Ax%j + (nwj — AJj)xr; — w;d; = 0, FFITRERS:

z1; = (AJj; —nw; + 8)/2X (15)
Her, 6= /(nwj — AJ;)? + 4w, J;.
H (15) A (6), AP -
> (AT —nw; +8)/20 < Xy (16)
ARG, &
A< flwss Jj, Xa) (17)

SIEE 2 4 \= Mk = f(wj,Jj,Xl) in R; =K.
Y R (14), (15) UL 05 5 A ERIREIERL s ) SR
R (5) AR (9) 18, S8 = — 2 4 &
1) Yz < 245(2 < i < n) B, 81] <0, )JJ R; A xi; WIHREIRREC, I, 24 2,5 = minxq; B, R, &%
K XHTF a1y A N BETEEMEE 2 A BRI, BT A = f(w;, Jj, X0) B, 21, S/
2) M @y > iy B, 955 > 0, U Ry K xyy METRBIEEL, LT 2y A HBITBIEEEL T R, K
N HIHOFE R, B, ) = f(w, J;, X)) B, R, Sk
BT, RIES (94 Bseus i T

T15 = ()\maxJ nw; + 5)/2)\maxu Tij =

W;T1y . .
—=(2<i<n,1<j<m 18
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M= (18) B A wEIE A Bo R i RITEA. e T34 5, 48—l s i a2 447
FL 3k HS (Robust-enhanced off-line allocation policy, ROAP). {Z 3R u& X — BB [a] N BIE BT m DELIE B4 B
ZARE, WIEX (18) FE A NMELR S RIES H¥EEE, FITRSEIZ RIES G MA&T
AP IZBE N SR 2 AR

5 PERETFE
5.1 REZRIZ

IEF GridSim ™) 5§ B SRR H 0 VO RRBUSLA PR, UM RS — 32
R Grid's000%7 HHFEECE, FEATE BN | FTR, B, 49 6 S i AT E A H R
2006 45 12 F 12 H, (FERIRGESCHR 28] A Grid’5000 it YEIRRT it TSIt GRELEH S RS
TR ¢ 5% FALESRREIRIEL, ¢ = k- pw, pw FRZTTGALIARRES, b A HBIREL, 1E
(1, 2] YERI ¥ 210041, RIES BUTREF ¢ Mi% RIES FBTA RIS s8UTHm A9 E. RIES FIEERE
tin = 0.9.

FH PRI HIVEMVARPE SCHR [29] X Grid’5000 HY LAEfA#E RS (Workloads archive) 34115 HH 458, 1E
WHATE RS EON p WHEEGME, S8R p = 0.001, FRALERERAFIEEE m = 10, MElLA SRR
Bk J;(1 < j < m) 7 [120,170] SIS, VUK TR, TR QoS SRR ERIGE
SARRAEE, AR RIS [30] A TR, MEARILER D = o, 3ft, T HEAATH, o
Fofelr AL R R AE R, 7E [1,3] SERE N S0

® 1 BHINERENBEEE

Grid site No. processors Processing power (/GHZ) Trust degree
S1 128 2.2 0.57
S2 128 2.2 0.71
S3 198 2.2 0.72
S4 64 3.2 0.59
S5 196 1.6 0.75
S6 114 2.4 0.91
S7 210 1.6 0.87
S8 112 2.4 0.82
S9 112 2.4 0.83
S10 139 2.2 0.92
S11 206 1.6 0.90
S12 64 3.0 0.73
S13 92 2.6 0.88
S14 684 1.4 0.91
S15 146 2.0 0.75

B, BrASCIR ) ROAPAMRLHRES 5 LA N WA FL RS HEA T HOAL. 1) ZETRESI W REALSR RS
(Capability-based random policy, CRP): #e4—> & 77 s A HERE 15121 s S FRAFRE ST ROE HL; 2) 19 sy
KB (Site minimized policy, SMP): JHEE#FIERE— T SES, HHES W SEER/N. EFEMNT 2 ™M
REFEPRXT L3 3 FREEHEAT LA RIES W FIELFEZL R (Job rejection ratio, JRR). IAh, #AIHH) RDH
BRI T (SRR T S PUTE SIS, Ik, XTI HITIES T il P80 T i iR B
T R, TR EERIEX S R PR ARG AL, TR P — D PR (AR B X PR LR E A 30 Ik
SRR, B 30 SR T 25 A R L 25 .
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5.2 SCIRERSESR

1) Wt Hogs

Bl 3 %z T ROAP 3 45 RIES Wi RHAES) (R558007) WAL, FTLAA H, RIES BB, i
. B 4 iR T 3 P BUORES TR LB L. A 4 FTLUE H, ZERZHIELL T, ROAP 4y
PSR 7 AL UL EE PR T CRP AT SMP SR A2yl a. T CRP SRIE 4 B FRRE 1R 37 RO BUTHE
75, X RES /NG T S BGE PRI ER N, TS E A g 880 SMP SRR BB BRALFRAR R 22 0917 R R
RS, TS AL FERREL H A B 5 Sl gE /b, T ROAP SRS h, BT RIES MRIES H 80T K IR ik
TP, RAREIRME. HIL, 5 CRP M SMP MH, ROAP SRHEAUT I AR A Lh U E T
FIRMER GRS TRIFEEARCRIEOL, A 55 HEFMIERES RIES HRE5 2 D i i 45

#®.

o576 S
50 " 55 I CRP
50 . SMP
45| ]
“7 329.6 40
g ] 58 ]
g § £ 304
s > 2688 26838 e
L 2736 § —— 5]
20 ]
2048 /9 ]
10 3 i § i i o]
Rl R2 R3 R4 R5 R6 R7 RS RO Rl R2 R} R4 RS R6 R7 RE& R
RIES RIES
3 ROAP 88T RIES Wiis RARENLLE 4 3 RSSO LEHOIREE R
2) BRo5 AR AL

A SCGE TTARPIRIRIGIRAE S PUTR Y, 5 TS ARREEERMT 3 FiarBesREs M/l
YR LLEAFOL. A 5 B, 85 1 4 (st grp) ([FAEEE KR | @ REEE, 5 2 4 (2nd grp) KR 1 H1fF
B 0.9 75, %5 3 4 (3rd grp) A 1 FEMER 0.8 £, ATRIEH, MR4E ROAP SRR HEFTIE 55 TR R
AR RAL. H EHHEE T S EEERNERD, ROAP RISAHEOREK, 5 CRP IRIEAH A m it AT REAIK 69%,
5 SMP SKm&HE b B i i AT FAAI 66%.

RIES MIfSIEE BEXTEIEAZEF RIES 7 A=, BIERK, a4, A
QoS fREEHAT, {H RIES 7 si3 H AL, FEUFA FREAL. Bk, ZEFAF QoS TREEHIFHIE A R M
FE—EM “trade-off”. & 6 W/R T RJIES MEAEEBEXELFAELRLEm, HEBREMER, ElEgsR
TRERAE, BE R 0.92 BB SHE R 0.9 BH AT T 8.4%. KiScie I, (3105 e
0.9 ZEABF P QoS REAFE LB B AREE. X Funfil/ERIER AR SR QoS REEZ MBS THPRZE T
— 5 TAER A TR

- - ROAP 0.24
o I CRP 0.02] —m— ROAP

0.45 )
040 I SMP 0.20 ]
0.35 0.18 4
0.30 4 0.16 -]

025 % 014
% 020 7 042
0.15 0.10] \
0.10 005 ] -
0.05 087 B
0.00 0.06 — T T
1stgmp 2nd grp 3rd grp 0.84 08 088 080 092
Trust Trust threshold

B 5 AEEERHETREgELR B 6 {SEEREMEELENR
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3) AR

Xt WA 7 R ABAEAT AT, B R S1. Sy HEAT AR ZEHHIER T RN, (URIEEEE
HEFEGIR G T S« S [FAEEETCIE LI, MELL PR IX AT s AEA T, AT a2 i),
TR A PURE RS . 493 RMROA BIELEN TIARBA I EPUTES LS, &5 T 17 mEE
B, Bz E T — MR EEIT . BT BRT WA S . Sy MEEIEL, BEEPUTES TR
5% (Number of records) H¥§ AN, 7R FEEREIFZH TR, 577 S EIAT AT

0.80
0.76

0.72

Trust

0.68
0.64

0.60

0.56

Number of records

7 PRTREERR

LEWRIE

P QoS PREEEMIISHIEE HARZ —, ASCHF TR PTEAR AT FER RS PREE T3] QoS PREEH BRI
. R T g s B VR ML A TR 5 BB BB Tk, T iRt T (ot 5 ey e 2 Uy
FOAAY, SR RIES A 24 RIS T P TR FC e AR LT AR T T LA s e k. i, e TRy
Fofiiic — ARG VEMEEL AR, SRAG TR RICRINABLTTER, FHR I T — PRt sm iy 5T IR B Skng. 52
Bﬁrn%ﬁﬁlﬁiﬁﬂjﬁﬁﬂmﬂﬁf T AR, 58 T ARAL AT S, i st PG S TR (5 R4 T8

— P TARR EZRATE: 1) MI7EM P QoS AREE S B R Z M BUAS-FA; 2)RIES A48 BIRS 7 sl
ﬂﬂﬁﬁj‘ﬁﬂ.
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