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Design of a resource selection system considering
the characteristics of applications in Grid environment

Pyoung-Jae Jung® Yunseok Rhee
School of Electronics & Information Eng., Hankuk Univ. of Foreign Studies
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JelE(Grid)= X2IBQR BMEI) U D4 EHE XIS Ul
E/IR 4T SO0 THL XS0 AU AR & £ U=s #F
2 a0, E A HHNE, a0 HY A S W AEY X
g LT 8t AAHNA 1 &3 JisdE AF%D UL

£3| J2I1E MUIAE HBs= DISAUNOA IR &2 AlAE(res
ource management system)2 ¥AXIS K& AEHE Metstn, &
S TGN, AIRIIC Q0 A MBS UK BHIE IS
MBsh=0l [1,2], +U2 U JI24 HES I Jga dus=
20 Yol Mol A= FFEHC2 AUE O/& A0ICH

Jeilt, Uie2e MREE DISA0e TIROE DA 24 2
2XH(resource constraint) g DABIAUL, O SESI= BBV
N RS AAROl AAZ H8 220 J|FN M2t IRE M,
HB3ACE 22U, Condor® matchmaking[3), ApplLes2! appli
cation-specific scheduling[4]2} 20l HZE2IA0I&S XIR Q7
HdET2 I HMBA2 N2 JUE Jeis AFS0| HUS| Jye D
UASH J2IE AMA"SY RIIF BUHESE D JE2 S HE AL
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£ HINAME o2t &7 SL40 8IF0 J2IS AABE X
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2l&e Globus Toolkit 3 OGSA(Open Grid Service Architecture)
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U8 HHSID T2ECIYS FHSIRACH

2. [ e AlAE 8

Jel= AlAEMe Q2 XRME 2 IE ALY g X8
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BUAE OIENKZ AISXIE KR 9850 J2I1S AIAHMA 48
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3.1. Job Submission Client

NEXIJE JEIE AlACZ OEeiAH0IE dig RFF += UATE
B GUI 2ol QIEHO0IA Z220C) J2IE AIABIN S8
O (iE2IHOIME M, O{EEH0E0 7S R ERSY
A QFTY, A0 O¥ch= UH H8 JCE S3F & UL
FEXCZ HMLN HLL2 XY TN Y T S BA, 3
2j0 H# XAl ¥ MBS 5D Y= T MNEHE DUHE # =
UAs NsEE P4 HH UACH

3.2. Job Submission Service

Job Submission Service= Job Submission Client2 28 22
OIBCIHOIE MHMQEE Y= HHIA 280ICH Job Submissio
n ClientOilAl 228 HE2I0IE A8 XHE Scheduling Service
Ol ME5ID, Scheduling Service2RH MEYE2 HE HENNER
AR5 HE2I3i0I8s A8sle 2S0I0, 4RSS oHECIHA
o MEfE DUIE SIS HEE HHBICH Job Submission Client2t
EHHMOZ HAG= DEOIZZ AZXMA MHXE F2(4HBY
OIE21H01ES AEH, XY &K SA S)B MBste AEHIOIAT}
FHIEI0 UCH 01218 D|SE fIohA Job Submission Client2SE
Ol21 DHX Xt B2 8 2= I8t ded, 2 S U3 &
Ct.

1. resource constraint
2. resource preference
3. resource arguments of interest

resource constrainte HZZIH0IE0] R7dt= KRS &4 Ld
Tl Ol& D330 20 AN XS HAE IS & U= GLUE
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2 Resource Selection Service(RSS)UIA XIS LME M
Jlsg &l

resource preferences= OE2IAOIAS X HEE8 UEIUE
4 BEIZ2 IHE B 0] resource preference= 18 49 20|
OiZ2IH0IA I A2 E4S B8 2A(NRBRE MHEXE It
XE)8 OISHA BHBIC Scheduling ServicellAds O +40A
He & 49 IR BN A& M3 34 248 0|8, 0E23)
0ol TIRE &SI 80| E TR M=% MESIH &L

<constraints>
<constraint type=""glue’>
<element nane="ce:0peratingSystem™>
<attribute name="'ce:Name' value="Linux" copdition="="/>
</element>
<{/constraint>
<constraint type="glue'>
<element name="ce:frchitecture™)
<attribute name-‘ce:PlatformType” value=""1686" condition-"="/>
{/element>
</constraint>
<constraint type="glue™>
<element name="ce:MainMemory">
<attribute name="ce:RAMAvailable™ value="256" condition=">="/>
</element>
</constraint>

& 3 Resource constraintel XML Ji& 0Ol

<rank>
<condition type-"glue'>
<element name="‘ce:FileSystem'>
<attribute name="ce:Name” value="/tmp" conditien="="/>
<attribute name-"ce:AvailableSpace" value="2806" condition=">="/>
</element>
<fcondaition>
<point>
{operator type="divide”>
<operand type="glye’>
<element name="ce:FileSystem">
<attribute name~"ce:AvailableSpace"/>
{/element>
</operand>
<operand type-“integer’>
1000
</operand>
{/o0perator>
<{/point>
<Zrank>

18 4 Resource preferencel XML Jlg Ol
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3.3. Job Scheduling Service

Scheduling Service= A8 RIS B2 HE20/AY T8
T 20 HFCR oEele MRS dsotD, TR Y ANERES
+¥Sl= MHIA STOICH Job Submission Service2SE 22 At
2o I 27 HAE oM A28 2HE resource constraint
s, resource preferenceZ TR MLEC 0l F2= JUE RS
S2 WAHNMAM BN J2IS MNAHUAM HE Z2H(resource constrain
ts)2 OtEdls XIR EE S=Y 22 TR g og2iFolay o
& H&(resource preference), 2l 2 AH MBX o ME
TR HBTE XY & 8 el 20 2 =R0lds o3l
HolEel Xt A& EH4-F job pointch B IR MSXY Xt
M2 M0 2 =g d3 B4+ resource pointctE BB

e 222 118 61 22 2 RSSZRH Scheduling Servic

& [JC
<resourcelist>

<resource name="eclipse2.hufs.ac.kr” id-"eclise2.hufs.ac._kr'>
<rank jobPoint="12" resPoint=""10"/>

{/resource>

<resource name="eclipse3d.hufs.ac.kr” id-"eclipse3.hufs.ac.kr'>
<rank jobPoint="1" resPoint="6"/>

</resource>

</reseurceList>
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eZ ML 2 QRS X FE2 job point, resource pointJt &
W ELECt Scheduling Servicel @XIE0 Ut TR S ANE
g ¢ne|E AT 23 RSSERE EEYR job point, resource
point® XtR2l At HAIE NN XTI HAE £ UL 2 =
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Ol I8 O& s 20| 22 AIAEINIA A% O{#2IHO0I&S)
SR ER TURY AL EFHEID, countd2 QIRF IR i,
resource constraintsE OEZIAN0IMY BR IR AIZE 2 &=2Y
& g3 Jissic® PHEINUCH 210 X0 IR HB2CE Ta5
I Hth MUE OESIAOIEY XN & FTR CPU, Memory, Dis
k 82 4= HCE L4102 O8NE0 Y}

& 90l A= Resource Scheduling ServiceOll 2J3) Bratel =3
TR SR 2 N0 2 AA HHY S ZAMENI TAIED,
resource constraintOiAl @8t XIR A2 0IE5H= RR0| M
€ A3 g & QCh

oK om0 Hets NRE JIS30 MEsls B0 A
Of OIXI= Q&8 +HAZ A0 LOI2UCH A8 ARE A
E Z2I#2 sart, sin, cos, tan 52 Wl JiXl math 210129242 &
=8 2950 BE5I= T2 Y02 ARGE NIZ2|9 22 Ho
24, CPURIE R T2 76l |98 2000 BIEIZA 2.0MHz At
20| HEEUA & 280 AQCE T2AO|CS,

E 12 &%l AISE IR Mg LIEILIN, &8 2ee & 50

Yy CPU H2e|
crystal Pentium Il 933MHz 384 MB
orbit Pentium Il 733MHz 512 M8
eclipse6b Pentium IV 2GHz 1536 MB
eclipse? Pentium IV 2GHz 1536 MB
eclipse8 Pentium iV 2GHz 1536 MB
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o TR BOA 3NE QHGIUCH BHAEW AMBR T2 B2
CPUS 3 ST 2 g8 2222, IR HY AIAR0 #453
CIAE LA IBLS AR I HILHA RUHE KHRIO| L0}
e B2 08X YE RS 5T HIRHTAD. DB Al
AHE HIRGSANE Z2 B 29 20/ JINOZ MUSR0| Ho
U NROI L0l S0f HAIZS AIABIGIDIME crystaldt orbit)
20 MEGE A Mg & AUCL

A8 FU U AAEE 0IBHA 2O 20l HE3| ot
F AS A¥E LB F0, WA AU TR0 Bl 30.1%2 o
s P48 BACL B8 0l 1= 2 J8o FR0 LEH B W3t
Of SWBIRICH A0 2Ch HEes XHNE A= 200l 5 a0
AYE SR T 4+ UACs 28 LR £ AUTH

9 | ARG NAE BE | GBAS AL UES
1 143.820 sec 208.378 sec
2 142,535 sec 203.107 sec
3 144.630 sec 202.814 sec
4 140.898 sec 202.368 sec
5 139.676 sec 201.525 sec
6 142.226 sec 202.437 sec
LB 142,203 sec 203.438 sec
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Ch J2lE AAE MM DA QB H2I8t= Job Submission
Service, AL} ot XHE MR K& RIBXS ZME grast
RS ZES HUHA HEY TN T ANEYS HEEFL Sch
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& 223U OIEAN0IEY KR 22, I Q7 SLS vy
U= resource preferenced Hel® 4 ATE SHEIACH
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