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Abstract

According as client/server is generalized by development of computer performance and
information communication technology, Servers uses local cache for extensibility and early
response time, and reduction of limited bandwidth. Consistency of cached data need
between server and client this time and much technique are proposed according to this.
This paper improved update frequency cache consistency in old. Existent consistency
techniques is disadvantage that response time is late because synchronous declaration or
abort step increases because delaying write intention declaration. Techniques that is
proposed in this paper did to perform referring update time about object that page request
or when complete update operation happens to solve these problem. Therefore, have
advantage that response is fast because could run write intention declaration or update by
sel mode electively asynchronously when update operation consists and abort step
decreases and clearer selection.
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Fig 1. Detection-based method
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Fig 2. Avoidance-based method
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