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The Design of Proxy Peer Algorithm based on DHT for Effective Resource Searching on
JXTA Network Environments
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ABSTRACT

Searching distributed resources efficiently is very important in distributed computing environments like P2P. But distributed resource
searching may have system overheads and take a lot of time in proportion to the searching number, because distributed resource searching has
to circuit many peers for searching information. In this paper, we design a proxy peer algorithm based on DHT(Distributed Hash Table) for
efficient distributed resource searching in JXTA network environments. By containing the rendezvous information in proxy peer and searching
a rendezvous peer firstly which has higher hit ratio, we can reduce the searching number and minimize system overheads.
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