$35 % 456 it " HL =2 Eire Vol. 35 No. 6
20124 6 A CHINESE JOURNAL OF COMPUTERS June 2012

EMLZItTETEEaNgEREIE
T REE O EB4a (448

CHFTLR 22T LR A SR 2B HUM 310027)

OE B B RERE R — R A AR DR A (R T AR L M AU BRI B AP S SR R Ok L TR AL
TR T 2 o G B S0 AT TR AR A D0 R R SR Y HOHE v O e T SR T R LA BRI TS BOR . R S e
B AR AL HOR ARG s O 5 TR RO ) REAR A B IR AR 3t TR A0 A e S8 B L R — N EE RS .
SCHT N REFE I i\ BEAE A L REFE AT PSS B AL BB BROL LS VE 4 D07 X IR AL 3T SO £ BE AR A B
WEFEIRR AT T A48 SO T B 2 3 507 65 1 i 9 #5040 4 R0 B G A8 B W Jy 17 A [) AL 35 11 Tl 804k =
THEF B REFE I 4% 5 00 B Al 55 A 40 T RERE S 00 A0 98 T RERB H0 B 20 A 7 125 5 4R 1 T HE UL AL AR T A 1K R R A 1Y
B W55 45 5 MAE LT A8 DI RP SCBE R R A S U REFE B s MBI Z M 2 P B E P Z B 4SS T H T sEFE & Bl
1l 7 T FRAS 4 2 SR 5 O X REFR B B TR R AT 0 28 LR B N A SCE AT BAS R I T ROk T AMER S — BT
J5 0]

XER B 2R R RO TR RS B A
HEES XS TP393 DOI & 10.3724/SP. J. 1016. 2012. 01262

Power Management of Virtualized Cloud Computing Platform
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Abstract  The high energy consumption of data center is a serious problem. Recently, with the
rapid development of virtualization technology and the emergence of cloud computing paradigm., a
large number of future-generation data center will use virtualization technology and cloud compu-
ting technology, due to the benefits of high resource utilization, flexible management, and dy-
namic scalability. The integration of traditional power management technology and virtualization
technology provides new solutions to solve the power management issue of cloud data center,
which is an important research direction. This paper focuses on the virtualized cloud computing
platform, surveys the latest research results from the perspectives of power measurement, power
modeling, implementation mechanisms, and optimization algorithms. We investigate the challen-
ges of operation and power management in virtualized cloud platform, and try to find out the diffi-
culties of power monitoring and measurement technology. We introduce the steps of power measure-
ment and power profiling technology, and try to build the power model for the whole virtual machine
system, also the power model for the technique of server consolidation and live migration. We
summarize the advances on power management mechanisms from both virtualization level and
cloud level, and classify and compare the existing power management algorithms. Finally, we

summarize the contents of this paper and propose ten possible research directions in the future.

Keywords virtualization; cloud computing; power management; green computing; live migra-

tion; server consolidation
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T EIT g S G DL AT RE EHR A B AL B b
Cache {8 FI1E &0 LA S Ab F @5 AR A0 9 4% D0, — 4> 1
(Y REFEASE B, 75 B2 IR T A X B[R R L HJ X b 2 fiff
WA TF AR K I HOARIE F 38 17 15 1 1 8L AL 1)
ST REFETEAL. L, Kansal % A T — 45
ORI R T R BRI AL B R 1 B AR IR R K
X AT DAAR 25 5 M AR A 28 495 L %) Ak B35 41 1 1 0 4R
5.4 uep TR AL BER R FH 2R X F — A4 1 b B
A, CPU [ REFERLAL N T,
E . =agittepn Yo (3
Horb g, R 7, 38 1A S B 10 4R o 48, T LA i il
VNS
WAR — A B AL A B4 P25 R E R RN
Uepr s I AL B AUBLIREFE Eopun N
Epuin =gt (4
3.1.3 WMfrRekeminy
A 1 YA REFE R RUE 5% J UL 52 W) P A7 REE 1Y)
FEHFERNARE A RS A SN G
WEFE AR R AE it & W —F R R RN
a8 PEAG ik, Blid # i /5 — 2 Cache(Last
Level Cache, LLC) Ay 8l 5 R &L, X 76 K 2 B0Ab B 2%
AR5 AT Al X LE bR L P AE I BEFEASE AL AT LA
PSR
Epen (T) =y Nire (T) 4+ Voem (5)
H Een (D FRIR T BRI I EBERE - N (T)
FR T B LLC B2 KRB G B Ve 72 78 2R
EEIE S8
55 R R R PLATL AL B2 48 A LL L R R R LA
(1 LLC 2 %A AR 2 E . R A A7 U ] B Ak B 4%
Bf 2 B 4 /E R B A0 Hypervisor NREE 5 F
F). KB A PRI LLC 2 7 o Bl {2 1y — A~ 1
RE T3, i Intel Nehalem 2038 88 76 45 4N 4% b #b 42
ML A TR, 8 o B A LA B R B L
TSCI S R LLC B2 U8, T Tk fE 25 15 41
N7 R AU LLC B8R YE. BRI R 0B A P 77 g
FERIAL QN R,
Enent (T) =apm N1t (6)
Hi EncaRom— RN A fERFE T NAETH
¥ b LLC 8RR KB e 7 L F 25D 1 —FLL
3.1.4 R LBEFERL Y
i 35 1 25 G0 19 BE FEASE 700 AF X A e 4 3 3 A P
Shy TG A ) D RERAR A S DA B W 0 R A Y
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SO . AR o0 Ik 5 b 8GR 2 8L RATD
(Redundant Array of Independent Disks, fi # [F
HD) 7 AFTE - B RATD 45 i g 45 1l 5 ¥ 3w 4%
Hypervisor H fig & ]2 # 4K 5. [ ik H 6 # H
Hypervisor 8 1% 2| i S HOR AT @ . 1 Hyper-
visor HAEFE B 32 M5 /Y 735 8, DA S ixX S6 352/ 5 11
Jiz 55 B R]. PR st m] DA 5k 4 2 50K 4t N7 1 % BB AE
B

Euu (T) =0ay,b, +a,,b, + 7y (7
H, Eqo (TR T B[] N R 4% 7 AE & 18 #€ . 0, AN
b s T W NBEANE 1514« ZHCH Y o 7]
DSkl ER/REN

5 CPU HlN A7 BE I — FF 75 2 R 5 1 1 40

BB 1 486 FH 2 800 B A5 1 5 9 2 S W 48005 3 1 |
fige s HEAUBLAS — 28 2 E 3 1. B 2 Hypervisor AJ
REAEVEATHEAL 3 1/ O Ty 808 2247 1/ O SR8 4.
P, 7278 Hypervisor B AR ER 1/0 445,
AN 2 WL HE S ALV 2l ] 40 47 A 3R 598 1Y) 355 B0 156 .
Windows Hyper-V Hypervisor & & SEH T KH 7
AR AR S B ER R A L B A R PRUML AR S 1) % 4 ] 2 A
M Hyper-V iyt RE T s B4R . B 12 Hyper-V
Virtual Storage Device 1 Hyper-V Virtual IDE
Controller. (K . B LAFF 2| LLF By K 2001 % 25 AE
FEAYL

Ejga=ay, Xb, ata, Xb,.a (8)
HrAr, b, A F by n FRs BHL A BEFS 1F550. Ik
Hb AR 526 A B . AT L) 220 W G B SR RN S B RE FE 22
Sl s DR A 81— > S [ A 2 550 e i T AR 2 Y R AL
Tl BT R SO R R L FOR BN 1 R R R
CIRVERE: Stk oS

Edisk ( T) —Q >< bm + ydisk (9)
AH N R ELAIL B B R RE A
Ejige.n =i X big.a (10)

3.1.5  RGUEEAKARFERIAY

HARRH R G IEAGEFER LA [, Bohra

S NPT W A = 0 AR B OB OG R HEAT T OIE ST At

A112% F 3 18093 43 #r (Principal Component Analysis,

PCA) J7 35 X i A B0 4 47 73 #r . & 3 {CPU,

Cache} X #1 { Disk, DRAM } XJ 7 1R &5 /49 AH ¢ ¥

I AATTHE 28 58 07 2 0 UM R 2K - CPU 4 4R 1 17 238k

/O B AL BT, o LB &R 58 B0 FE
HABRIRTRINT

P pu.caches =1 “+a, Pepu + a3 Peache
P oram.disy = @1 a5 porav 1= as paisk

1D
(12)

P oty =P g caches T BP (brAM. disk) (13)
Forsa B aq 2 FOR R 5 2 4823 IR IF B R S REAG
ZH ar vasvas Ml oag RIRALTE S Py Peace « Porav Fl
Pau 00378 CPU, Cache, DRAM FiI Disk & T #F
R T AE. vl 4R B R R &R B A R
Pﬂc])u.cacho) *ﬂ P:'DRAM.disk) ﬁ'%ﬂ i’%ﬂ? {CPU, Cache} *ﬂ
{DRAM, Disk} 7 R 4t 1 H#E. i X >8R, o LA
THEE A5 3l U HL ) S AE.

AR R GEIFETT LA o3 PR 36 - SR H0E M A
MR WAL R B o # e RGN
) Y HEER T AT AR BB I FE R R I T

P haseling =a X a) +5Xa, (14)
FEr s P pocciine) 72 B2 R0 BRI B 2R 588 1R Th 20 46
FARUT

P\‘\oml} - P{bnsclinc? +2 P(domain(k‘))
k=1

HA Py T BAR R G YR FE s Plaoman) 7278
— A1 Bl HE SN D AT AE - N1 Bl R DAL A
A5 B KE LR T LA el AR 40 R 08 1 B = 1
{ONAR €AY RN
P gomainciny = aCas Pepucny T a3 Peachecs ) +
Blas poravc T as Paiskcir ) (16)
For s Paomaincn 72 46 — 16 3l i AHLE DomO 14 2
BIHFE s Pepuc ~ Peachecn ~ Poravcn P11 LA 25 28 Bl Ay A 1
AR EAE SRS » pacr TT LA 25 7 S0 Y B 4 K095
e AR AT 256 W L 2R A BE AR G b Tk 2 A I 1)
I 3 o A e A I 3K, T BT B AN R JF HAR T T
PEA T )R EE
3.2 MRE[ESHEE
1 55 4% B 5 48 19 AL 2 i LN T A 3o &
TE— G Y EHL BB AT e R PR AR
—E BN . RS A A AT PLOE ik o
T A T ot B A N AT AT 290
FEIM A EN H, B FHANABRT AL
CCA O RIRTE ¢ W24 T W6 2 SLA Fir 75 19 5% .
LB CCA, o) BT LT 5 A S 45 5500 AR 45 1M
AL IR T I SLA ¥ — A BRRE. 29
I H M E SR CH)D X Fom— A 18
A HCE L JERE T A E B Y IR 55 g b AR AR Y A,
PERE B EHL H AL oy =1, F W 2 =0. 55
G TR AR R R — N L AR 4 E BT
B R P, RS B H AR 2 UL AL REAE IR 4T
BIFEL—DEE X /M P(XO.P(XOREZ—TH
S AN B BRI, F s — A TR TR B B A FE.
Vi IO I O FT A R e ) 0 R SR I 2 B T B[]

(15)
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N
BB Ve T. D 0, C(AL O <C(H). BATEFHE
i=1

B A 13 SR B 1 10D, = 1.

S RA RGBT A5 5, X il 45 0 R 7 1Y 2
HE R CCA) ZBFRITCOCHY. BB, 75 8 20 O 12
BEHLE. fE3h B & R H, O T iffE CCAD
CCH) »—A E WA br 02k A IDEAS (Ideas In-
ternational) ZH 2 i) RPE2(Relative server Perform-
ance Estimate 2) 3§45V, JLF BT A 1Y # F AR 55 2% 1)
PEfE AR H RPE2 {E 3K th >k. C(H;) | RPE2 {H >k
Fon Ll o AT IR 55 2% CPU 9 R 2% b 2 7
(1 9 P TA SR A OLIEA T VPAL . QSR B 1 H i U4k, ik
%5 4 1Y) RPE2 {5 F11Z I8 18] B 4 Bk 55 4% 19 e K CPU
A T B B ok 375 AR T 1 8 R oK R
AN TR AE T R LA L DUAR A1 ) B 45 A i
A REAHL A ACE B UL CPU FI] I 2 A 4 21 il
% w1 RPE2 {HiF 1725 G5 115
3.3 HELRIBEE

JE AUBLAE 23 7% 4 1Y & — M ZE A DL A DL T
HEAT B BUALIE B (1 AR 209 Lin 8 A5 X 1 421
PLIEH Y BEFE HEAT A A B, K DU HLAT A% 7Y BE 2 7
FE T B R B AL i R e L R o FEAILAE AT R AL
A% I 1 e 2 T AR B ERCHE 1% R ) B TR BT S
— 7 T » 22 B A A% i 3 T g 0 I I AR A IR AR A T
L. SEUE R L RN R AU HILAE RS A B A= 1Y RE R TH
FESEIR MR T, R EUITHE 1
I/O %A TR . BEAE £ 20 AR 7E M 45 b 17 208
TR AnFE . AT LLHE DU i $U B T % 5 B0 RE = T B
HH 4 0 i Y B R E . Bk T, Liu AR N BT
T AR PEAL HE AL B 114 AR B T A

SR AL I B% 22 0 2R 0L L N 2% S He s L H
B FEHL 3 KGTUE. B 3 2544 AF 5 52 7% - REFEAR AE
Al L PR 2R B H 2 R i A E A o 4 BE T AR
— PR U » KA 7 T g A4 i Y S RO TR H A i
WAL B S A S 1 L g AN Bk S5 BLTE [R) AR Y A B
Hh BOHE 1% AN RO RE B TH A 22 AR E /. I A
T REFEAL BRI AR TH A S R IALIE S S B W 45
T LR K R AR

Euig =Euee T Eiew = (e, +a) Ve + (B 46 (17)
Hrpia o, B BB AT EINGH BT S5 £ 71
PHHLAEE T 2B R SR 58, HJ2 3 e R 2 4K
7 2 FO N SR, IR R S 0 i AL T & (B 46 Xen
1 VMware) H S g SUALLE [ A8 EALE AL, A

T Ak Il FUAE [RS8 R I SR RE R Y. At
A7) REBE 1k
Ev—Ee b Es—aVi 48 (18)

W45 i Ve FHIE T (Mb) 3278, fEFE En
Joules® FE i,

Ve TUMR 25 50 N B S 3R R I 5 52 56 3k 15 A
TITAE BN BEFE Enie » NIZ RS B SAMLAE 28 51F
B IEMGEFE L AF . M E Y P ENN TS
DHFE Py SR 5 & 2 i UALAE B L B i BEFE P, AP
2 HBNLERE S S RERE T LI T E
53

- 1]
Em:{?WU%—PQdﬁ:§;UZ—PQ (19)

4 EMEZTEEREESIING

T BEF AT U3 S i 25719 BE B AN 3 257 BB AL
AR 1R A B V) R GRS A B i B gl A
REFE R 2R 25 PR R 26, X b 07 1 A0 45 1L % 2 T REFO R
Ch A A5 1 A 28 25 B A5 5 1 RE T 2R A ik
TEE S b B | A 0BG 3 0 A D B IR S B T 4R
55 2 Py VR AR T B0 Ak, DA DR A A A O
o7 FE AT Y RE A B L X R 7 1 o R AR ) A AR
AR 55 v 2 F0 52 T J2 1) B S T 4G, R ERRE Ry
RESCAR P EAE— i J& — Fh BN A R 7 vk o2
ML = TR 6 AT R Y RE 52 B AL

M Z Hi 0 230 47, i 4k = 7 & 19 RE A 48 B m
Iff — 2257 10 Pk K L PR I 5% AT X COF- B R BT g
FER B ML H. Nathuji 1 Schwan""" %5 [& T I [] 5 42
167 & B REAE 4 BT AL 19 BT R) . (1) Al 45
A I REFE R 8. R S0 HOR 7T LAZh A5 97 J 4 2 9%
o3 BC 25 K AU AL A W A 7 2RI LS B RE G U R
@ AR AR EFE Hypervisor F45 Bk B2 1 6 101
X B A 5 U5 A e FH 2R O B B B R L R IR 2 i 14
TREBLA , G ik B2 H TR 4 32 8 (Dynamic Volt-
age and Frequency Scaling, DVFS)$ K. i 7 5L #
B A 0 R AU )23 A6 4 B, 33X 8 5 I 1Y) R R
KL ) M. &2 P R UALE A C R REFEE
BT 0 Linux #8458 R 58 i AL B4 2R 17 3 5
J AT 23 JH A o0 A8 PSR S UG AT DR 2 3 9 A o T
PATE T 28 AT . A L 38 ] DR FH B R 2 o

@ http: //www. ideasinternational. com/performance/
@ http: //en. wikipedia. org/wiki/Joule
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R T 1719 B SR WS A DA S IF 97 8 B 0 AL P Y B/ vk
REFERY K. XA BE R U = F B REFE B HL Y —
AN A TCFR A T R IR A A JE R Y T BE SR L A
F2 BAER G )R HLA)Z B o0 25, (3) F
8 T AR AT RE UM R S A AR B o A
Z R A X SR A N R 1 JE PR R B RE L BUE
BRE T AR A N AR Y X e R Y A
EARN) SLA 753K, X Fhg 5t N R EA R M3 & fe
FEAE HOR . K T A SR D HE U1k PR B Y RE
) L 2 B DT SR AR R Y REAE A B R N

ML 4 B2 B A [6] L R ATTHE 1 4k = 18
& W REAE S BEAL I 70 o W R 26 JE UL JE I REFE
FRHLE A0 = F 5 )2 B9 BE AR & FRALHI. H b 78 i 24k
JZBIRERE A FLAL M P, FATT o0 M T R UL AR B e
(Virtual Machine Monitor, VMM) |2 %} GE#E & H 1)
SCHF S VAR AUALZ XS BEFEAE B S H. =P BE
REFEE FHL VS BIAR ) B A9 2 28 2 DR 4L %
T35 PR AR BE XS = 7 B 1 BEAB IEAT 45 B, Fe A7 S48
v H K5 VPM (VirtualPower Management) fg
FEAE TR M) A RE A A P ) AR AE 2R P O 2R N 2
7.

( terwmnn |
N J

-
B 2. 2 —

N 4 N
ﬂﬁf%%ﬁéﬁ%fmm\ 2T G R R B

R\ 4 R\ 4 R\ R\
VMMJZ VM TPM fig bt
it fi FE AEkE AERE e
i | i # oty
IR Bkl L HER
J o ) o J )

K2 ML= G R REREE B LE 2 2

Bf SRR 1 2028 T H A AR Y RE UL = AR
-5 B REFEAE FRALT] 20 5 S B 65 25 1 O
SN CE VeSS R e ES DS 2 A 53~ 3 K LA SR 7N
SR A ELAARTT BB HL AR R SE BLAICR 7 K D5 T . 4 T R
S5 o B MR T A T RE AR A BRI A A4 S R A
4.1 ERMLEREREENS
4.1.1 VMM JZ ) RE#E 5 BAL I

HE LA B 2% C(VMMD ] LUAT 95 Fh o X 2 5 Rk
FERHE (D) HEBIALE HL A 7T LB 1E b — 4> BEFE
SR B AT 2R G0 X R G R PR RE R AT I 45 OF AT
DVFS SFH AR B IR R SRR AF RO BEFE s (2) IR 58 R AE
FRGURRE B9 REFE B TR W R T R P45 B L 4
A [5] RE AUUATL A BE G A B4 A IR 3 B 7 DO AE AR S 1Y

B L LA B — AR R F Linux
A B B (14 4% T REFE A AL B 3R T i D
B 53 0 (Advanced Configuration and Power
Management Interface, ACPD) fJEFEE FEHL . &R
S ) b vk 9 Wa 4% CPU R 28, A6 DU 38 & 1) Dy 28 4R
B A B ST R i A T R A A Y T 2R
R

Xen ZH¢ ACPI 9 P ARZS , IFAE cpufreq 3K 2 H
LI —HLHY . 5 Linux IR 7 R G,
Xen IIABHE F R G ALHE 4 D A (D &8 M
. MR 2 0 BT IR SR B R R AR POIRZS (2 H
Jras [a) 4 B gR. m T P AR B CPU i 4 %
(3) PEAE A FH 4. B B 1 W] I PO 5 (4) 75
REE P&, BCE SR AR A I P 38, B P ARZESh . Xen
W7 R CARFE (CPU B HRR )7, 2 — A4~ 4 7
CPU ¥ A AT 55 I g VT4 3 C R, 08 1
KBRS, CPU Y14 (713 Sl R 3. — A4 ) e 3 A
FIWE—Fp C AR I C R 5T & A9 7 REAK
R AHR AR R E W w9 U e F B H AT Xen G
At CPU P4 825 — 4> C R, 24 CPU i 2 nfe i
T I AN AR Ok — E R PERER K. 5 Xen
AHAL, VMware W8 327 F AL 09 REAE S BEAL M . e
DVFS HR. R485%E 2L 45 CPU fif J 4, JF 48 2 i
il ACPI () PR, KVM J& 55 4h— Fl iz 1 1k
& BERER Linux I — DS 783X R
. Linux fH4E Hypervisor £ {4, i £ {4 5 2L L
P IE R AR R B Linux 0 B2 4 17 8 B2 X ROy ik
/DT Hypervisor 523U 52 2% B2 . By 8 J32 1IN A7
AR H Linux A58 . KVM 3R S4 (R
1 S3CREHL R D FER A L. S AT E KVM AT A
FEOR B SCHE TEARIROIR S . % P EAE R R N AR
PRAFHERE B JF ELOC P H S AL, 76T U 3l i B fie
A 22 G0 R A5 15 DR A7 36 19 N AR 28 AR IR v
PRI WA I A iR &, 76 S3ORAS . AR IFE M,
s A T AR BN WG B B PR R L AR
AEBCA RS S PR AT o 22K A A IR AS . AE R —
W Ja sh i, BIOS(Basic Input Output System) Jif %
PO S3 RAS A RV I B4 BRI S3 1R A7
H IR, R BIOS 75 2 i — 2648 Bk % 5
XFAT .

TERE B PG 2 L BR T X ACPL 19 SC 5 Z 51
73— EZE YRR R X R APLTE T B 1Y SCHr. i

@ http: //www. linux-kvm. org/page/PowerManagement
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ok 3R RE ALY I B AT LR AT BEAE RN A Bl 2 RE U
PLEE G, R A 31 AR H 1. 3B 9 AR 7E Y 38
BLIE R 1 S HL. B 4k 3F 7% >Rk H 8 155 (Suspend) 19
TR EUPN— & EIB R 55— 6 E
PL.HE LN AE N2 SR 5 78 B AR B ALK iz 17 18 U
BL. W7E LT A8 5% B8 R AU AL IR AN o5 227 45 1 4D L.
Xen B 3¢ HF 8 & 1T # W 3 45 76 & )Pl G #.
VMware 1] VMotion 5 He i 13 i S HLAE W 3 A 3h
Y A B Y T gl Y 5 SR W) BT R R FE 2R IT RS
L ¥l. VMware 1y DRS ( Distributed Resource
Scheduler) #3405 — > L '] B DI FE 8 B 1 R e
VMware DPM (Distributed Power Management) @,
FH R Bl 285 G A1 25 PR IR 55 s » AT 92 RE 2t ) TR 4. 24
VR R i b TR I R 55 Sk R R Sk k.
VMware DPM {iff HI7E £k 1T o 5158 43 e K AL £/
Fede /N s IRk 55 A8 5 H . KVM W SRR T .

2 X HETmAT Y 3 KR LA HE 45 (Xen,
VMware 1 KVM) 1 68 #& & B AL 347 T K
gy

®2 ABNEHNEEROEREENSLER

VMM A VMM REfe BALH I T 5E B 10 A F6 7 L
Xen  ZBPRE.CRE  ETAKIBOEA

LD e HT VMotion IR I A
VMuware X PRE DPM i 46 15 3 L)
KVM %45 S1.53 ks TR 4

4.1.2 VM ERYREFEE B
TE LML L U AT e RE A P I AR £ Bk k.
Nathuji 28 A4 H 1) 2 L RE #E 45 HLAL ] Virtual-

/ VM1 Dom0 \
rTo== | { pvic
: | PM-L
| 0S | ~
[ | A |
v =
=
VPMil i E
>
Hypervisor

TN

Power 4 1 76l WAL N TR AT REAEE B = 1
BEE G R A RE A 1 AL T3 0 REAE IR R T
R BT & B RE#E. VirtualPower & LT
— R SR 1 R P RE #E A B (VirtualPower Man-
agement, VPM)JEE : VPM R %5 . VPM i i . VPM
R VPM HL . il i i 2P0 )Z /Y B VPM AR
BV TR % P AL I — B B R4 B RE ) L
B A% ISR Z MY BRI, AR5 8 VPM ML
D 0 33 e T e ke it 1) DS )2 A6 2 A B A% . VirtualPow-
er fLREFE S L W A7 B A — A 3R 7R Chints) 1] A 02
PAT A X4 R ACPT 42 Al 3k, 4% 1 i 0l
PUAR 3 3 X A e VR AT A ALERAE i, H ARy Hy-
pervisor ML & 2 Z M E AT, H 2 VirtualPower
SRR IR AT B VPM 1A, iX 4L 1E
BACH R 4 VirtualPower ) VPM L. 2%
J&i - VPM R {3y 3 26 4 s 20 A0 A0 5107 R R 3
T RAE Sy Jm B BE AR A R 42 JR) BB AR A B d A
VPM RS IE 18 09 46 7 $2 Bt 17 — EaY e FE 4 2L,
(i) EF A 47 1 R ADLBIL ) ol 85 P A it ST A

VirtualPower ANl 218 MU %& P HRAFE RSB B
R mE 3 i M WH Y5171
Hypervisor X ELE ) Dom0. % /7 /g L HL 5k 7“5 ”
) VPM ORZS #EA7 REFE 4 B, VPM Jd B # 48 % 1 i
WIHLH BEAE S BRI K il i 7E Hypervisor B iX 46
CERTPIRAS . X L MF BB S Bl A% 3 ) RE AR A HLER
FR A o X B H F B 32 17 7 Dom0 ) VPM LI 45 &
AN B G ok AT VPM B R B 52 01T g 46 4 1R
PR

/ Dom0 VM2 VM3 \
r——=——-- | I 1
| il |

| |
A1l os, fl os, ]|
AL | L
= I v v
=
E VPMill i
>
v Hypervisor
- J
FEB

& 3 VirtualPowever fiE#E % HHLHl 22 fgte

4.2 ZTFEEHREEENS
4.2.1 VPM tokens & HHLH|

Hif T2 2 ) VPM AL 2B T 16 i 0L B 47
REFEE FRERAE A BE A T BB L X 2 i — 2D S B R R A
LR REARE B R SEAE. X AP AL IR JE S B REFE A B

TIEMZ R R T — A% — i 807 . VPM
SCRE 3 Pl 2% RE A A B AL A - BE i 40 | A I A A R

AL19]
= .

@ http: //www. vmware. com/pdf/vsphere4/r40/vsp_40_re-
source_mgmt. pdf
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(1) T {45 (Hardware Scaling). As[d] (45 &
A A A A () 1 B2 e 455 e 7. 3 S i 45 ) e
T HE OB 9 9 8k S L Can g LIS 1T 7E 2
A D). VPM L 32 He 8 A0 45 L fo i VPM B 7
& PR RGBS AT B AT R R RS i L R
i VirtualPower #8 2% 8 JH 2 0 X & VPM_SET _
PSTATE. 244K, B0 s 25 ] W7 3 SR 8 0 28 2 5
25 5 BRI o SR R 0] 2 00 ) U A 2 P Sy R
LTI O F T ORI B 1 P REOIR S P A vp %R
FE AL B 25 2 785 HL e A0 258 8 B (1 Bsf 6k, 3 28 o 58 38 3k
B il e B O 2 88 B B JE 68 1 L T SR s AT B A

(2) B AR 45 (Soft Scaling). ffi {# 45 A 2 A 5L
A I H AR PR /N A YRR PR R T R TR A
R ABE A 308 T U A R 1Y e A 4O o 4 2 A
SkBPERE AR, X T A0 B AR 094 B, 0T DL GE o & ek
Hypervisor i i 0 1 18 3 J& 4 o 455 400 k2 L 0L 75 22
AT REAE . s i SR — A kR BUHLAR 3% =2 11
PR R AT SR — A A% i /N B 2P A4 3 A B R
T4 Hypervisor 38 BE 2% 7T LU P ALY 5 K
8] F AT 2 S5 Y — 2. 38 5 S 8 A I % S ol i
T VirtualPower 88 JE E# 0 F¥EfT VPM_SET_
SOFT % & >k S 3. Fd 4 Gy AR LT 1 17 RE AICR.
Qb PR AL T2 TR AR S L B0 45 AR A k. TR s
1 TE A GEUR L I b A 4 L 0 R O e Bk
A WRR RS BN M RERCR.

(3) # 4 (Consolidation). fEZANKIE (£
ot i B #1724 AL B 45, 2 S 8t
SEGEUR I Ak AR A% BN A T BB S S R
BEAZ W 2. BEIR RS 05RO AU R Y RE
A TGS AT B IR D) B 7S R SR IR AL AR
AN AR AT DA R R A L R S ) 7 Bl
O FRBE 0] BEAF 75 BT R 2 97 200 5 AR AR IR 55 4
3 2 T A 5l UL e G R A T LR
Z A~ AT 11 K PRI S 451 Bl S 381 35 65 14 o i A 3
L.

Nathuji 8 NP9 HE— 25 82 1 T — B E B2 4L
T v 2 R AR A AT R S 0 R UL R Y e
FETE A 2 > A A B 48 9 & 3] VirtualPower
PR AR R B BR R TE— R M REAE BN oKk
PEREERUH. B S 4 ARG Ife ks X —H
B (1) LEE Ry oprls 1) 51 58 (VM-Centric Budg-
eting). $& T — >4 LU ] 43 TC (AT L 442 i 0L AL 1Y
AT RCR CFR ) ok 43 i BB FE TU5R. (2) g FH 8%

A% 4% J# (application-aware management). 7 4 13 g

FEFIUSE 4 [F] B, it 2 68 iy M BB (3D TSI 1L ]
(compensating budgeted applications). 24— i )
BLAL TR S AR 9 I 4 AT DLAE D AE 48 25 01 1Y K 400 AL
FH 25 5 FAIL TG 01 0 (% AL A% B AR 1Y B, BT A
PR AME. (4) 5B F M % IR (budgeting heteroge-
neous resources). f£ 55 ¥ & o, 24 [q] B} B AR AH [F]
REAEECS . I 10 W, - & M PERE T R IR B2 2 A —
FERY. T, AT DL P B 38 1Y B JE AT BRI AR
AR,
4.2.2  BEFESE FE b [A] £ HE 42

XA B Ak T 2 )2 B AR R G045 M, Stoess 5§
PR T — BT Y R RE A HEAE S, K P AE 42 4%
BT A — R AT RE & o AN ER & DL K gk AT
AE 128 MY BE 5 W A 3 TE. At AT 5 T Hypervisor
BN RGEL I T — D R G R, % 5 ALy P
STE: (D FILZFRE. HH NP E Y
W I R AL T A 1 % 7 B AR &R G R R 55 B A 1Y e
B (2) RE AR R G, 410 45 A2 7 HEAT 40
KL 5 1 BB A B SCIRUE W] L 0 T RE AR B A R
&8 R AR AR AR G0 X S HE 2R R RE RS A 475 i A DR
UE AN 58 17 1 45 1) R

Jung 48 NN T — AR PERIAESE Mistral,
AL RE #E , 42 5 Pk BE Wi 25 Wl 2D ol T 4% b 48 4 4
il 85 A B A7 R 10 S Y TR ok i R Ak A % .
Mistral i i 24> A1 9 & UL AL 530k L g ke 1 AN Tm) 43
A1 2N FH R 3 R KA S it 52t 1) B AR 45 381 )
BE Oh S5 ANSTHESE T HEAPLIL A7 1 CPU $A A
BRSSP RE T 40 OF B AR T e 45 2R it
T A BRI 1 K AT AE 2R B AR T & 1A
S5 1 43 A REFE A HL. H B LA — 26 p UL AR
ISP T R SUALAE 22 ) BRAIL - i 30 2 [a) 0, e/ Ivk
Py EEAILAN B 38 B0 35 R Y w7k B gt

= EEE B — A B B bR R B R ARk
25 /MU BE BT FE AN LR T ) SLA #iZE. Van
GNP T AR BAE St — A T AUE
(1) 30 25 M ADILAL 265 457 348 A0 — > Bl 5 SR 5 48
PR 2H . 33K T A (] R AR w8 AR A 2 T R )
(constraint satisfaction problem). BRIP4 H
o e KAL 42 R R R il 2 SLAL e /ME =t
B 1R it 8 kA DG A R AE TR 4. 53 40 Lin S AP
$& T GreenCloud 2244 . H F5 i BB 0 1 BE
£, R BHRUE M fE. GreenCloud ZR 4 A0 £E 46 W 445
TE L K WHLAT RS R UL Ak 8 28 S5 45 A
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4.3 MEESRERNNES

JE AL = T & v — e T YRR TR A
b g AL TE 26 3 B HOR HE 4T 58 #6 8 0 1Y IR 55 4 #
B o DA I 725 TR B4 R 55 i+ O AT sl e SR IR RE IR 2
B AT AR R 55 A R A W] I 23 52 ) R e M R B 55 T
0 AR o A R R LR IR 55 /N i L
FEL TG Al B Ty 45, DR I T A 1 i 5 REAE 2
[E] A 26 2. IR R 1 302 S AR AR Ay L 5 B AT s AT I
()% 515 2l T ELAEAS AN A B 2 19, RO T B 3k
R PR BR T 5 SRR 55 A R S PN E Y REFE R ME BE AL
7 o il TRt 4 b A O 2 T AT U R R IR
T RUTF B A 2 bR B X Al I 51 R i F
B e R R R A B T R A, 2 R A
FEAR PR 3 2% 5l — 26 1 BB LU filk & — > &Y SR 10 A2 78
BGF A5 I 1 AR W] RE IR WA g el R — AN iE
B SOV iR 1. B8 R ) B HLIE v i 28 4 L 4 X K 42
BLEE B 40 e 9 5 . B 3B i EHLE A 20 fJa
REAETF 4 SR I8 IR S U T B L /R Z % .

Chase % NN ffi |l — A& B AR AT S
TFESE A B2 U5 43 L. Kephart %8 AU st gl 17—
AP 4R 240 L FH P AT DLdR o DhFE R M BE H bR Park
FENRI T — A X E 2 A BT 24
FERR P B A PERE DR I8 09 BEAE A5 L 5 v, T RERE Y
Iril sf 9 0> 1 M B A B8 FE. Nathuji 48 AP 42 8 17—
ANHE ZE Sk Z4E £ 1 100 AL 1 2 AR RO RE AL L OF HLAE D)
FETSA N A R0 A5 B BEHL , SRAT AT IR RE. Ye %5
N R A 2 TS A R0 B B L DA S 5 A
(£ BE R AR T 38 3o JE AL AT A IR 55 4 5 AR A5 1Y
REAE I > 5 1 B R 3% & A B 1 M B8 JT B 1 AL
KE&R.

Gandhi % A7 HEIE 4 BT 19 f 8 & SR
A A0 7 N 7] 3fe AL CERP) 13X A4S 32 4 FH 1048 #5 R
TFA R SRR AU 25 5 . OF B T IR 55 25 B
(Server Farm) AEAEAE B W 1Y o 0 BEIE 245 1. X T
— [ E 5 IR R AT IR A AE — AR
AN E BRI AR A X T IR S5 A% B ALY R
FEm I ELAEN X F 2 M55 2% R G0  & kL  fE i
SREW . X T B S [ AR b P R AT 4 T — A
A7 PP A e DI O 1) SR G Ay 30 B B £ SR s £ it 43 T
M SZUEIESE . Beloglazov 4§ N &1 Xf = 1158 W HI % 17
() Z2 FEPEFN SR AT A8 P 48 1 SUUPIL 3 2 L i LA TR
i RGBS AL R T T A ] R R T
M) FE AT 5% 4 43 AT 6 B R UBLAT A% A 2l 25 1 UL AL
HE A 1) I SR A I R R PSRRI s A L. Ik

A AT 5 Tk SBIL S A R A 1 sk A 8 43 #T
PEB T — B B8N Y R & AR T R LB B 3
A IR TR RE KR D > /B 1 I FE L A B
SLAMS,

5 EMUZTERREERREX

5.1 BEEBEHEEZENS X

PR AIL B 3 B 5L F 2% o) 50k RERE A A L
(O FBIAR 0. BiE s 26 2 S [) £ B8 XoF B 6 4 B0 3
TGS SRR 4 s 1 LA 45
5.1.1 #eFEHAEA

e IR E P BB A7, RE AR BRE T LA A o &
S RE M S T RE U k. BT RE AR M 2
SCIEUDS NPT €7 TR e ey T 7 N I 8 | Wi
AT T o 5 790 506 MR Al 0000 A5 5, 4 A7 2 0 R e 1) U
P Bl BE SR AR A R E A ST A T B AR
it 2 T ) VRS NG 0 AT OAE I 1 5 U R R L 8 )
THER H .

Bradley & A" fif Fi 4 309 R -K 0 67 288 39000 42 1y
T T Sh AR PR R 3 A BA I AR 0 I 15 6
AR B 3 2 b B AL R % m] R ) B UR L SR BT R
(% B . Chen % AU AF5E T 28 335 i B, 9
il B ATk T Fr T 1 B U R o e R AT SR
REAEAT . Chot 28 AUV IF & T — /M R Tl 4% &
Y F W AR ¥ (0 °F ¥ D #E il A D) AE IR AE Xen
VB BT TSR VA 5298 R W v S0 1y
DIFEM IR ZTE 5% LN FE A TIAE M IR 2576 10 %
PA.

BT RES T AL S : Liv A8 AP 4R 9 3 T
T BT REHLAE GreenCloud . Bohra 28 A7 42 HY i 5
T RGP I ) REAE AR B 40 BT LA VMeter LA K&
Ye S NUHR R 3 0 TR B 0 R LR R Y
REZEAE 45
5.1.2 ARG

P R VR NG B 4 REFE A B 3 0 0 O B T 4 4
TR B 0 L T s R S SRk

R 45 ) B EAT REAE A B R E A Lefurgy
BRI T — A e ke RS — 4w
1 i 2 2 e 7 8 R L L A SRS B 1 T RE B A
ST R Wa B8 N 4 ] 22 i e A
(R TR A BA S Sk A B Sl R SR 45 o B S kAT HE 0
VR I AR A SCHER(86-88 ] H Al ATT X
BT PERE AR L A 5 R RE 4R .
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Kusic 58 ANtk $0U06 5344 P55 v (1) BEF#E 5 31
5] R A SRy — 1> 3% S AR Ak T8, I R F A BR A 88 i
P 7 1 A U s H B SR R DR g5 R Ak B U 4 I A A Ui
fi I /NME DI AE RN SLA [a] ) o €. fie it , Wang 5§
TR p UL AR 1 Al 55 AR L SR T — AT
14 5 1 B o 4 T B 1 SR )= 45 il 2244 Co-Con, P
PE R B A [ BE A / 42 ) 35 T A 00 R R P i 4 TR R
W& S 45 B B Co-Con fig [ B X B2 5 2% 1) 1 fig
FIE 2 1 DR 3 A R 42 . [ Be o A Ar] o 3 T 4
B 5 T — A 2 I 284 PARTIC, fifg ke 1
R IE 2257 & 1% fEFE 75 il [n) @11 Raghaven-
dra 2 N7 R P o B A0 REFH 2 1 4 o B I8 ok 4B
S TP A AN [) 1 T AR 4 2 O ek

(L B F 42 1 BRI 42 Hh A 455 780 o, £7 A — S i
FEL TSR O R I A T SRR TR LAY
2] 30t F 3 ik 15 e RP AR 55 (TaaS) 1 2= 42 4k 38 Cn
Amazon EC2) 3 Ui /& A B 32 9. b Ah . 458 8 b 7 7E
& WA E 2R L R AE AT R B i R
T 15 AT AR U Ak A ) 2 A B B FAET B T 5
K 30 min"™ 3% F AL A KR 1 =TT R G0k
ViR A2 1.

FF R & RE AR B 0T R T B A AR
FATEAT IR TR F 2] A B KRR = 1R
R n] DR S R RE. H Al B IE = F 510
“i K 2 K A IE I BE RE AT B kAR 2 TR A R
fifg Lotz 00T 80
5.1.3  HBELRLE 4y

Fie FR 1 KL B2 4 » e 45 L 0R 1 WT 0 o A kL
JE B LR BB 3 LA SR Ak B TR A Ak

L 1Y REAR A BIL R 1 R AR B RS
Ak R R B BERESS P, Rajamani 28 AV T — A
TAB A7 5K 43 BE AR 40 FH K il e Bicis vh o0 iy )
FE P R AT TR 2k ST ) ) AR 33 SR AR hy S AR 1) 1) R O
JE AR AL, FEX A BREE o, OC P — Ay U AR 7 2
IERS A 1y o XU — AN I RL A R VR A S SR M
Sh A — BB RFTE N B3 AL T 22 A% Ak B 1) RE REVE AT
YHRLEE Y45 B, G0 N CPU 38 8 F0 15 50 %8 5 fa B
AT 1 AL B 1) 305 8 AFF 7277 s SR VR A Ml B o # AT
F Ak B35 1) 1 46 b T TR A% 1 9% A

50 T AR S ] RLDRL BE 1 BE FE 48 B DG T Y
FEAR T AR B R —26, Lim 25 A58 /i 0L 04
R — A B 43 B B TT B2 T — i Al 2 R B A
(388 (PADD) J7 3. 1% 07 K 5 1B 0L 3 A5 5E
FEH AR L R FULAIL SR AT Bl b 2 2 D 4 4 FEAIL

ELNIREARE Y B Y. AN AT T R T — A
Wi )2 B35 A7 BIL ) AT 25 0 TR L DOt ok sk A
5 SLA 1y npz.

WA — S 57N 51 HE 4R FE 19 5 v FORLRL BE 1Y
TR R R L 4t — iR Aok BE TR 5 1 BB
I Nathuji % N4 BT — AN JR 350 R4 )5 SR s TR A
AR B o A FE R R A TR R RS R
FH% PV ERAE R G0 RE AR H R W, 4 R 45 B 28 0] 3K
ok B R A BRAS 10 24 A9 IR 4 C 09 A5 B I 0
XA O W ok P B R F OB I kR LB B
iES
5.1.4  HEERIEFIE

i BT R Y FP 24y, REAE A BRI A0 MY
VR RE 7 T A7 il 9 VR YT BE D 9k R IR 4% U TR T g
Iy k.

AR RIE TR IER TAEIEH £, BT K
2 B 1Y e FE A PGk R 2 AT 0 ok B B R 9. n
DVFS S DA S i 3 i PALE R 5 2168 B 9
J7 gl at Az, 5.47,51,55]

Ye S NS EF XA it UAIL 1 R 4 RE R L
P T 3 ALk R B AR BIL ] - R LA B %
TR o R A 2 SRR I L L S50 3% B g
A A Ak K L BLAE i 1 4 9 fE 2. Kaushik 25 A
EFx+ Hadoop 40 i KU R T —Fh B i F AR
GreenHDFS, {8 Hadoop £ #f 43 BiZ 8 b A #H X
(Hot Zone) f# & X (Cold Zone), il i3 Green-
HDFS $ AT M) 55 2% 9% 5 X80 R )5 b T
A K R 55 2 0 CPU L N AE L BG4 AT LA Bl 8 o 11
ThReR X, T 5 B A AL RERY H Y.

D 4% GE R A 1T RE R 5 — D E B Uy ). Lin &%
U250 W 24 (T REML I AT T 2538, A AT LA T
IFi) 1) 9 45 715 BE J7 5. Seetharaman™™ £t X} i $81 1k 35
B AR T UG X 2% REFELE 2 AP 9 4% oh i 1T g
J5 % o T8 A RS AP R S B RE L AL AT BB EH B
PR E AT B0 0 /I X 2% U Y g
5.1.5 FEN ARy

HE P AL AR A by — ol A A 06 2 S 4 A B
FE 2 VSRR e L R 2 R R L
R FLAE R FH 4 5 0 17 REREAF 9 F 06 2. X 3 2B ]
R REFE A B, 7E 1% G 1 I 55 4% RE #E A HILYE B
HOE A Y. T T FRATT A X B A Y R
Pk = 1157 & B & 50 RE AR A B 1L R T
SEHT.

i RN, 4y, RERE A B IR 4r o 3 R
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RETP S A R G B MR IE B AL, A 4
TR 1 REHR A S AT LA o R AR A M A
B WA AL AR S T A B E B
12: (CBP) Fl JE T 0 {5 K 1 8 58 551 (PCP). 3 &
08 AL VA AL A REFE S /LB B S (mPP) | Iy B R

HIF) & B 1 GFFD) AT B8 1 85 8% 0 1 3 & 030 1k
(pMaP). 15 48 1+ 515 70 9 ECTC &6 & 52 3k A
MaxUtil #8555k, 7 RBIER 51 34 43 2k - B A
TR T (ST /MU B 5k (MM i 3 K
W 1835 (HPG) Bl AL BE £ 5575 (RO).

[ REFE AT B SV j

ot
e

(

B % j

v

Bask j [ T

v

[ WA T Sk I IS IR RER j

ECTC MaxUtil Y Y
wEsE | | mBSE | [ ETHX [ ETERE
PERIE || KM
i B
(CBP) (PCP)

B4 BRI R AR RERE B

5.2 THEHRBEEE

AEFE IR 1Y) 38 2B B 1k (Power-Aware Placement
Algorithm) A DIl R hy — > 2 1] 8L, H b J2 1 74
REAE IR /DN, 2 Bl v O IC ¥ K A el 78 CRngs i 17 i b
B ) B 480 B B B3R R A 7 Al (R 17 2 ) 7R
Fr it i AR AR I o OB SRR . /MBI
AR A QN R AR (1D i AR W] RE 2D 1y ik 55 4 >k
X U RE UL 5 (2) D056 o 45 BE 8 1 T 503 i 10 ik
Faws (3) WEHEIR B O 2 5 AH I A9 IRk 55 4% . sl 5o 1
Js (4) 1R 5 e b e/ MBI B K.

R FOLA 08 H 0 ) 070 28 2, 455 o 20 2 A Bl
SERE . WAy O T Oy Y 2 & T
AR, RN 4808 B T2 32 S T e W A A
5 LT RS 45 A B 0L L 5L AR A R e
T Y O AR PR L A A g i — b i TR £
SR TR ENG 3 EUE A 12 i LR T A Cirba
Data Center Intelligence,VMware Capacity Planner
F1 Platespin PowerRecon &¢. 7 — s 5 & 1
BT H. 4l VMware Distributed Resource Schedu-
ler(DRS). H FiiA — 26 T H 3235 B 3l il & i 1) 2
P v 7 R L AH X S8 TR AR T R
WA 2 R P U B ML A 55 R A
5.2.1 R ) A Ak ik K H R R %R

R FULAIL AR 2 [R) R0 ] LA 3k O 48 K AL ATL 53 P 4
R,={Ry . Ry R, I BN ES V=
{(VM,, -, VM, } fi 8 EHHEHS H={H,, -,
H,}. 5B SR H AR g 1 785 F I P, 40 2R 0 U

HL v %ﬁﬁ@ﬂ@]im h J:,WJJ lezlafiz P,,=0. ’fjtj
o 1) ¥ 2B iR 2 T R 0 A R ) B LA A R AR

1
VRE (1,++sn} > P, X CPUV,)<<CPU(H,) (20)
v=1

1
VRE (1,+=sn} > Py, X Mem(V,) <<Mem(H,) (21)
v=1

T RETRE H H bR 2 oA R B R LR A
Niaie » 3% 2823 TR AL AT AP 35 DLk 2195 BE -

Jl’ ;P“:O (22)
\LO, HE

HRAE BB H s B9 AS[R] S 5 AL 5 2 a2 ] DL 3%
AR R T 2 N A28 3 Bl R [R] 1 i LS
[ e

(1) JF %5 5 M 68 M B #F (cost performance
tradeoff). ¥l 5 W] A — i B A e A ¥ [l i@l . O 72 )7
R/NBIHRSE s © B 98 . 8038 19 F A 2 AR A5 B
D0 Y1 RE AN B A . 3X LA B 2 B R AR AT
BRI 8. 45 E — D IHB 3B A, — D PEBE UL 45 o5
WBA) , —NREFETTH BB P (A, — D IE B I
BRI Mig. X FARf]— D0 A H R E — 1 A,
(H Iuﬁf)\(vfu%%ﬂ—?g&%%%H/J:E/‘J{g‘f/}?ﬁﬁﬂéﬁﬂﬁﬁ
Y Vo AU 45 fie R AL -

n
Nig. = § Lps Xp—
h=1

N M M
max 2 ZB(I,._j ) —2 P(A) —Mig(A, ,AD

(23)
(2) PEBE 29 )T A9 AR B /M b (cost minimiza-
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tion with performance constraint). H . 204 H 0>
IEFEE ML F SLA ¥R 58, BIVA & 4k ) 14 BE O JE.
P FE XA — D R PEREAS FRR — M 2 K
PRI FE bR AT DABRE 24 o 25 10 R fe. TE S B 44 v L 418
R FUAIL A DR /DN ] 880 DA ke 58 8 v B2 o R UL BL /N B
FEF AT SLA B PERE A AR UL . o K B i
AR TC Y R AT . DAL I A2 A 3 2 ) A2 o

M
min ) P(A) +Mig(A, A (24)
j=1

(3) REFEL T B PEBEWA £ e K AL (performance
benefit maximization with power constraints). 5§ 3
ot A5 940 25 i) RO 7 A IR 55 i 4 — A [ 1 BE
FETREE e R AL W 28 1 RE WS4 . 190 28 PE RE Wi 45 w] LA T8
b TS R WA AR RTS8 Y 25 5K 1

N M

max > > B(x.;) —Mig(A,. A

5.2.2 WANCEEATE R

255 2 5 T LA - i3S L R S RN Bl S R
B SRS AR R T B R LR I ) Can LA H
JUAE) 5 2 W) BRI 55 o b s AR 0 80 22 L 2R 1T
BT RS, SR G IR 10 R AE B K B A R
BIXLERLY . Sh ARG ORI A M A AR IR s AT
FRIE A 3l T 7 R SUAIL » Wi B 67 280 A4 22 Ak B[R]k JBE A
A /NI

VFZ B AL SR — S8 T H S S
H o ax 26 T H HAR fHE— > 3k T SR Mg A HE 28 L G B O
W5 P e S ER R R RE AL AR R R B L AE
RECYESIE A0 PhE /o VS PSR 3 S MUl o =
PAREA B B 3h L 6 B Al AT 5 W8 £ 10 5
FE B L RESE 08 AR RSO 23 e X 4R S 1 R 2B R
W HEATPEAL L IR 2t N At v PR o B S A
RO 1 B O UL SRR S R S O X (B R B,
Bk A PEAT) 2 B S UG A BOR L i i ok d/ MBIk
55w BCH FIT BE BT AR R 2 L H A B 2R
AHESCHRPEAE B R G0 T A 3 i S G
e 5 TH A B9 AR R A D

B F 18 M RRAE 43 BT Verma 55 A5 42 5 4
HHY B 5 Jr s BT G 1 1 38 2B (Correlation
Based Placement, CBP) #1 % T 4 {H 2 28 /Y 3 &
(Peak Clustering based Placement, PCP).

(1) Je T AH G R 7R 2 CBP. CBP 533 iy 42 th
JEHETLUR — S B4 . O —A> R e T g e
T HERZEEL RS2 © R AR EE R

(25)

bR R A I R e B RS L 4 A OG B niy R
B, S S B SLA WA O SR
ANASAH O 1 1oy R e 0 2 e — ke, O HLAEAS i TR P
FRA w SEME 2y X 06 A8 4 7 [a] — Bsf 22 1 A o FH
FE AR S B AR (X00)%.

CBP 53 vk Y i A L% J2 Ok 7 8 7R 4 Bt (rail
bound) e 47 b HIFE e KA B 4 5 T AS 2 AR 4 7
FHAR 5 S 1) S5 KOBUBER H IKr. Ti H. CBP % & T /%
J> Z 8] B TEAH DG M 24 B 33 A D3I PR A1 T A O 19
PR A 2 W & B [a] — AR 55 4 b 29 8 H )
DA AT 308142 1 R G A R o 8 A7 4 )

(7] P PR Sy s S0 A R e X6 1 A G M 3
it %, CBP Bk 33 17— MBI AN F 8. /E &
WEM T 45 N AR LKA d A s I E] F
51, CBP ZAE 3% OCN®d) By s8] Sk £ 21357 1 358 2

(2) B TR H R KM E PCP. PCP Sk 2
IR R T LR — 22 B4 . O N AR T 06 {1 1 R O 4
bl B B[] B (4 A DGR T 5 ) [m) I o 30 0 L 1Y)
— 20 AR B LA B 06 19 O Xk 4 50 M o3 A e
Jr A G B E AL b 2 H 3 S A AR S WA Y R
FEIF WA B AR — A Rk 55 # b5 © Wl — &t B
SEAE N TR AT DA — > S T i 92 b o A i
1B B 1o P AR e 0 390 2 5 =l e {0 ) 1 — 1.

PCP 5 S5 i 26 A7 AH 5 16 {80 /Y B FH 72 e 2R
— 28 HE AR BRI 1) A B A R 2 S BOR
KEARZ . Lt PCP R [T — A B F 2 e J5E 46 1 [
7 50 2 A LY O s — AN (B R AR FR CPU L]
oA EARER Sy 5 — D ER R I B R A
AT R SRS S BT S IR 55 A 4% E AR e RLAR
RAREHATEE PR IR E A5 A R K
I R VA A7) 45 KA 2 o s [l A4 oz R e A 40 2R
FeA RPN AR B AT WU L AR5 PCP IR
Wy M 55 s e 5 0 T FE
5.2.3 BIRMEHRE

RIS B POSHIE ERE i 5 2N (A IE N
7 S S G S 2 R T RS T A

(1) e #& i /ML & B 80 % (Power-minimizing
Placement Algorithm) , {1532 1 i~ Hn 2/ Mb
EAE. BOER H— mPP & ¥k (min Power Parity),
K AL ER2 2 25 5E 5 B 10 Ik 55 & b 045 i A Ik
%t AR RV RERE I/, SME 4D 5 1 2D AR R IR
55 i B RE AL e 15 IR 55 4 10 H AR R . B
P HIAR LA g A 7 AT 35, N 0 AT TT 6
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B IRS5 A IA SR S e RIS B 2 1Y K RE
/D IR 5 A K A B R AL R O3
6. 5% 2 3, 4t FFD(First Fit Decreasing) 248
Bk AT FED kA8 2 fE U B2 e 55 4% b [R] i
RSt RER A L
ik 1. REFEm/IMEARFE mPP.
A :Yi VM, Allocy
i Alloc,e
Y Server;
Alloc; =& » Used; =0
Sort VMs by size in decresing order
FOR =1 TO N
YV Server; compute Slope (Used ;)
Pick the Server,;, with the least Slope
Add VM, to Alloc, » Used nin +=Size (VM)
END FOR
Allocyew =FFD (Used )
Return Alloc,e.
(2) J7 50 B il 3 28 45 s (History Aware Pack-
ing Algorithm), W55 ¥5 2 fr o, H AR 2 8 0 i 8
B2 JRBHAERE iFFD.
i : Alloc, » Used
Hi b . Alloc,
Donors= &, Receivers= &
FOR all servers S;
Prev; =sum of VMs in S; by Alloc,
IF (Prev; >Used ;)
Add S; to Donors
Mig; = Prev; —Used
ELSE
Add S; to Receivers
END FOR
FOR all S; in Donors
Pick the smallest VMs that add upto
Mig; and add them to MigList
END FOR
Sort MiglList based on size
FOR all VM, in MigList
Place VM, on the first Donor; that can pack it within
Used ;
END FOR
Return Alloc,
fiE et e /MBI B 5 1 mPP (1 H AR SR /MEBE
FE o H 2 B 10 A 25 DB AN R T — U T 2
R AT RE SRR M T B 31, X2 FEUR & 1Y
BARTFE (RRFEFAER). N BL, Verma 55 A4 H T

— A FED & 3, FR i iFFD (incremental
FFD) >k E A7 1 FH AR e 2104 B 55 2 b i) 5

IFFD B 5e it 53 7 B oK 3 s A 3 19 IR 55 4%
H1 3% Hl receivers Fric. Xf F &> donor CH 45 #1]
AT 25 A AT 30D o RS S5/ 1 I T AR P R
TR B e mE — N EUPLE R I L. R5is1T
FFD, {t receivers | /2 78 i (H bp 28 & - 21 fi & &)
VEH 7» RE AU 91 A g BR L EAT 2R AR 4 A

(3) LA IT i IR Y 38 3 3 (Mligration Cost-
aware Locally Optimal Placement Algorithm), 4l
B 3 s Hs s o ME SJT 85 B 45 REAE AT 7%
(9 TF 5 Ll 2 75 S BT B T8 1) REAE I AL,

Bk 3. IEBIFHENR R AL RS pMaP.

A Alloc, s VM,

i . Migs

Alloc, =mPPH (Alloc, ,» VM)

MList=getMigList (Alloc, » Alloc,)

VServer; with no VMs placed in Alloc,

VG; = VMs placed on Server; in Alloc,
Add VG; to MList
Vmig, € MList
Cost; = getMigrationCost (mig;) ,
Bene fit, = getBene fit (mig,)
Sort MList by Benefit;/cost; (decreasing)
mig. =most profitable entry in MList
WHILE (pro fity. >costy.) AND (MList # &)
Migs=Migs\Umigie
Delete migy.. from MList
Recompute Cost and Benefit for MList

END WHILE

Return Migs

pMaP 55 1 7 i RE#E AT % 09 F 85, H s & 5
e — /L ST (REAE T #8) 19 73 L. pMaP
DL /MU REFE 19 77 X34 22 5 438 1Y R 480 AIL 20 16 [
25 I B T A SR 2 R AT B RE AR B
P ER S 15 B — BT W BEFE B/ ME R & AR S L
BB ) 22 5 O R AR R TR
BT X i A AL RS 1Y BT B T B 1 REAE b TH AT
T HEF. R G e FE i s e RIiERe. A DL E AP
B H 2B BEAE T RS AUET 0 AL Y IE R A7 7E.

L4 s Moore 45 N FF & T 1 2 IR £ 38
B B K PR D D Sy ¥ 0 KL Al 1t T S T R
FE » SEBLBAR A0 ¥ 20 T 545 15 I B8 £ AT 5 R A AT 38
T WL R o rf PRCROUR B8 T 3 L B A el £ R
BRI BT X 8 81k (Zone-Based Discretiza-
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tion, ZBD) Fl & /MM #44E #F ( Minimize- Heat-Recir-
culation, MinHR). Verma 2 AP B HF 9% T 78 1
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Lee fl Zomaya"™ $& T 9 i B #E J& 1 (1) 1F: 55
A, ECTC f1 MaxUtil. ECTC #1 MaxUtil
(925 BRAR AL CUN A3 4 e s E M X BI7E T A
fR T i BRI X T — A g AL 55 X AR R U
TR A BT IR 8 A e RE S W UL 0 I 45 AT 5

ik 4 BEFEBNMAL SR AL

WA A task 7 and a set R of r cloud resources

Wit . A task-resource match

Letr'=0

FOR Vr~ €R DO

Compute the cost function value f;; of ¢; on r;
IF f.,>f., THEN

Let r"=r;

Let f.;=fi;
END IF

END FOR

Assgin t; to r”

ECTC #9 I 8 si B0t 5 24 AT 55 19 555 HEFE Ik
FIBAT—MMEF W BN REFE P WERA HEAL 5
BRLX AT 55 I AT I8 4T B9 Ul AR 43X 26 4T 55 F0 24 i A
55 1 H B I (6] Y BE i T AR T B S IR R. T8 e
TR A DX i Bz 47 B9 AT 55 il ECTC IR 4
BRI AT 55 ¢ TSR r ARAR I /0, BE L

fii=Cpa X+ prin) X70) —

((pa Xt pai) X714 pa Xu; X7) (26)
F S pat Do T Proi 19 2B s 0, S ¢, R 7
T T AR ¢ YR AR AL B ] | B S AT I )
FYIB AT I 1) 12 R K 3R W1 B I FH 28 0 7 BEAE L =5
RN A BERE 22 19 2 th B AT 55 5 B0 fE A6 1S i e
JEARXT LD

MaxUtil 1T 8 bR 5 b 78 24 B AE: 55 79 Ak 2 [1)
P 11 AR G BT A 1 1 18 ) P 5 4 O T Ok 3% BRI B
NSRSyl kS iU R i A S N A TR W 2
LR REAR T REE AL 28 2 LA MaxUtil 1y
TFHS eR BOE R R TR S BB B o S
ECTC 1 I8 of BUAR F 1Y 35 1% T 5 o6 808 1] T 20

B0 R 2 . (8 B MaxUtil JF84 pR 50 1T 55 ¢
TEGEIR ri ARAFIE /o BE LNy

>,

fi.;: r:_;o

B4 s Zha 58 U5 EF X AL IR 85 R 1R 2 T
FEWL . FF R T — A BE AR &A1 B 5 HE 22 pSciMap-
per. Beloglazov % A"% 3k F ki 400 B % U5 1 FH ) 1
SRR AT AR T R OB RY B3 RS A U
HEAT DL B 3 S8 G R AE 1000 & HEHUAL B
HEAT 198 23 B S 56 T B Bk BE R R U/ BB AE L (R
AR TE %S & () SLA. Berral 25 A2 B 28 2% > %
AL WF5E K B Bl 25 8 5 [m) 20 [) 1)l 2 RE AR
I SLA B3 H A5,
5.4 TERIBEE

Beloglazov % NN 4R T 4 Fhs R Bk
TE M UL BE AT I #. H b B3 {H J5 75 (Single
Threshold,ST) , j& & T % & F 4L F FRA T 09 42
25, BB M UBL 0 I e O B S CPU A AR AL T 31X
AN EE. H bp o B0 A IR GER L B IRTE R G 5 T 1
FIBLTE P50 SR iy 5 By SLA g, 7E 45> i 1)
B A B E SUPLAR 5 MBED (Modified Best Fit
Decreasing) 8 1% 47 5 73 B - WU 25 PF 2 AR5
PR ) FH 6 [ (B A 88 . T 9 3 8 AT LA 38 2 i AL
TEL TR R AT

HE 3 A A AR 25T E EHA A% L
TR AR AR CPU F ] F 703 W A B (A 2Z 8], 40
REH CPU 1y F HIHALT T A BT A 19 i AL
PG AE XA EHLTT O T BR =S R L
MIREFRE. WAL R 2 M T B A W) — 28 1 L7 2
PIT B 5k LR A 2, By IR W 7E SLA Wk, fE#
PEH T3 Bl R IOk 2 B N EAHLIT AL E 1Y K U
Hl: (1) f /M T # (Minimization of Migrations,
MMD. i 7% f5c /1N 1Y K S B B0k S5 /MBI #8 TT 4 5
(2) &% & ¥ K % 51 (Highest Potential Growth,
HPG). ;B AR L6 i Ak CPU fdi F 519 Mg U AL, A
T /MEEE RV TE AR BT SR 2 SLA
7% 5 (3) B HL 1% % (Random Choice, RC). i £% 2 5
B H B RE AL AR — > X 59 40 A i B AL A2 S AT
TEFE.

ik, Graubner 2 A 3B T — A3 T TaaS
= BRERLRY 7 . RN TAEAS[R] B i 5 7 T % L
VE25 08 T AR 23T 78 2o A5 v g 3 Ak BN S5 A0 3 Y B A
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Background

Power management in the data center is a prominent
challenge. With the rapid development of virtualization tech-
nology and the emergence of cloud computing paradigm. a
large number of future-generation data center will use virtu-
alization technology and cloud computing technology, due to
the benefits of high resource utilization, flexible manage-
ment, and dynamic scalability. Although virtualization holds
these benefits, there also exist some challenges, such as pow-
er measurement in virtual machines, accuracy of power model,
and the trade-off between performance and power, etc.

This paper surveys the latest research results of power
management in virtualized cloud computing data centers from
the perspectives of power measurement, power modeling,
energy efficient mechanisms, and energy efficient algorithms.
We firstly analyzed the challenges of operation and power man-
virtualized  cloud platform,

agement In computing

then analyzed the difficulties of power monitoring and
measurement in virtual machine, after that we introduced the

built

the power model for virtual machine system, server consoli-

steps of power measurement and power profiling;
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dation and live migration; summarized the latest advances on
power management mechanism from both virtualization level
and cloud level; classified and compared the power manage-
ment algorithms. Finally, we summarized the contents of this
paper and proposed ten possible research directions in the
future.
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aim to study the basic theory and methods of virtualization
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technology and cloud computing technology. Our group has
working in the area of virtualization and cloud computing for
several years and published many papers. The papers most
related to this work, which focus on the power management
in virtualized cloud data center, have been published at Clus-
ter2011, CLOUD2011, GreenCom2010, etc. This paper sur-
veys the power management issues of virtualized cloud com-

puting platform.



