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Abstract : Cluster parallel computing environment is used more and more widely. MPI is the most important programming tool. In parallel
processing, load balancing plays a very important role, it directly affects the efficiency of the entire algorithm. In this paper, under MPI
programming environment specific characteristics, and based on the benefits of the method of valuation to determine whether trasfer to the
task, given the real — time monitoring of load and scheduling algorithms. In each node interval test and compute. Finally, in the MPI en-
vironment, the use of parallel sequencing methods to verify the scheduling algorithms. The experimental results show that the load before

and after the improvement has been obvious, especially in the larger task, result is more obvious.

Key words: cluster; load balance; task transfer; MPI parallel programming

0 3| §

BEE HEHLER BRI % B, AN KBS
BEHTERBERAY, BHETE-ERANXOH
s, R ERES T HOKI, BRTHFTIHE
ERATASSSKTN . E B KRS R i,
MEMREHE. M TERRENRAMR HEF.
MY BUERKR LS, BITAZ RAEN AR RHET
HITHE  MRETBEEITENERHFT R,

EERRG T, 2% S HARLAHENITER
RSB ES N A RBRBEES R, ARE
BB ELENMN—FAHESEBIS ARARE
RO AbIBHL LB 4T 3R 5 AL BB A9 ) P B RGEHATI
B, IR IR R0 VA BE SR e P & A5 5

K H% B H5: 2009 - 09 — 07;; #8 B H 3 : 2009 ~ 12 - 03
e A BO1983~), 53, IWFEE WA B+, BroT b ol #47
Bk RRGH I, BIRER, B0 R RS B AR BB ORI
B,

AR EMRRE, ARTEN BHRE:
a. RIEFTELEILATLR, MARRRENS
S .

b. $R4EEE VI 4E %5 W BRI 5

c. HHBEMH, BEERTEOAR;

d. AT, BA R RNOBERK, #RLEEH
B, WA RSB REIRIF

1 MPIHITEFBITEHER

MPI Z BRTB A AR B AT RBR TR B 53
E,EXRAEEERNFRXLAFTEFENHER.
EHERESRBHEMET IEERK EREMHER
B EHTLEPYRKBIRAPFRER, LT
BTE RS, MBEREARERMME,
0 MPICH, LAM. IBM MPL, JL R Br & 8935753+ 8 41
T BERR AT MPI 893235, A T B L L H TR
PR,



%5

A RS MPI S SR TSR BT R S 8L - 133 -

MPI 978 S5 3 A R R E R AL T ThRB IR K Y
FERRH, MPI - 1 A 128 M RE, MPL -2 4 287
DR, NEFAEBRTLILG R 6 MEERBOR
SR, SR

MPL_ Init() ///8 3 MP1 & 5555

MPI_ Comm_ size( ) /88 %€ I 1735 P #H R

MPI1_ Comm_ rank() //#i5€ B S #BIHRIRS

MPI_ Send() /74516 B HIHBRSPREXHE S

MPI_Recv() //MI8E MRS VLEBIHE B

MPI_ Finalize( ) /7453 MPI 21733

& MP1 87 5, 40 /LT —4# 2, B3t
M—AHiRE, #1 MPI_ Comm_ rank() REKB L H
RHABERIRS , REREBEHERRSEIERES LR
R H R S E T IT & B AR R IE S, B
S HBSRKIAHNENTT RN, I TEFERETRE
MEE , HAHBRZ A EHTHELERSEE, SR
S S R

2 G TEERRE
2.1 SGIHEHEBAIHR
ENERFRHTEFEENEREFRS, —
MHTRFETRHEZNHBARY, ERBFET
BEESIMALBET - HB, FTERFHEITR A
ZHBRFERXNAEFH T RREN, XRFEET
WESSREERR LTS RSB, ATGA 20
W20 - 2w I B[R] , PR AT RS RO BSM P 6. EHBE, TR
BRI —HERHOTEFRITPH - ITEELEARAER,
EW—MERARRE REGHE, FERAFPESFHEY
maRLE R BN S — MERR RS A BN REN
WRES, @1 IR ANERTREFTHE AN RR
RE-ERB

B1 fA&KFFHE
ER ARG PR T LA A B S TP
MBS RBTVE, DWHRHEMESEB.
2.2 BEANTESH
HERBRTEHERERK A RSV SLHEN

SRR, B TR MRS TET A L, &
HENBHHEYROIEESH I, EEZTLBRS
RAEREN DA, AHARMERT S HEW L
HEHMER, TRZRBEHENT S LAROENE
UL, A BT S8 B0 P 4T LA Bk A B
AHEK.

2.3 ZhEKRBES

HERRTFHRESITIROENTH B, R
RE\FBITIBPEHTETANABEL S TERN
HRBENTRIBBRBBH VAL REEHEEDT
TRNAR, FES S RPITEBIREGE BN, AT
iEfTHE, ERBSHABTFEOEBRIE, IR
EESBETHTAERNEL T ISARTFHIRBE
SFRIBORDL,

2.3.1 —#EL

HT BRI A A RRE, REREEEMN
UTIUABERERRETEEFH R

a:CPU BAFUHKBE ;

b:CPU FI %

c: NFERT A IR/ ;

d: EFXUIREE ;

e: /0 FHEK,

T. Kunz'"V B FER H1, R A R A AR B 55
TEORE LR K, HEH B CPU BRI B R IRHE
B, AT AR RAME., ERETHRBHRNT &
RAPE n GREUIF R, 3FH po 1,02,
P, BELBHHAANEFBERAIEAR, ITH
WEHO<i<n-1),NEMNREHSRBI W =
W), RENTEHBRIE W = W/n.BXRER
ERAW, =W + A, EXRBTRAIW, = W" -
AGEF A ARBBE) . RN ROARE W)
< W, REXZTANBRETA Y W3HE) > W, HE
XBEHERNERBGH W, < W) < W, EXEF R
FEBRTAY WGO) = ONBXETEANERY
}éi[u]o
2.3.2 REFH

REBHINFHEEQERNITE: —RARF
BRRETFH; —RARMBH M EEIFA
PLEFRERANERE, LR P - IMEBELTHTRER
BRRE RBEZHBEMAXARER, IHRLEM
HERBHT T —PHAE A RB I ITEN R
WOk B B 88 , X B F MPI B B3 MPL. Recv() 3k
MEEFTR ERE N TREISBHIREMESETHE
TWRARSBIIMAITEERR, AERE LK



+ 134 - HEHERSRRE

208

MEF AT R A )3 S 7 B4 SRR, 2R R
SHPBHT SBEBFES
2.3.3 HBxEFE

EBHARE, SBIAH KD, 2ERBES P HE
WAHMEBIN T RTEHEZMRKFERN RH
TR, XBERMART , ERNHELEL X B
EX TR fRAMEBEEREIB RAR m BN
n; EB 8 n, L, EHEES

f=m/sj—m/s; = ¢; ;(m) (1)
K s;,s; ARlRA; WRA WRHITEERE NS
SERR,Y £ > 08, EBTLIREE/TEE, AKX
PRI S BR m > ¢, ;(m) *5;% 5,/(s5; — 5;) B
AR BEHITIR
2.3.4 BHARGBEFR

EEBAERN,ARTBZOBRN T EHRMIE
B, RATAE AT H B /9517 8 B B T B8 Ay HE 72
Frie et , YEBAE ST KL /MR SE, X B
LERG, BFRILY R R BRI RES,
EFEBEFERAMEMEE:; = ¢, BI(W, -
W)/s; = W/s;, P W RARBEIBHRE KD X
BT LASK 09,

W=Wx*s/(s; +5) (2)

8 FE MPI FEF B R UBE R AT EEL, 2
EHBRIERBEITREE, 53880 8] 7] L B REHE,
2.4 FHERVTEHNE

ERERS, N TR BRARELSE, RE 4%
BHREFHEZEEA B RBFENH, X E
RAEZERIEE. BIFZEHIH IEMESH
HEHRZRMHIT. EBINT ST

break;
!

(2) B LRt I H ik
While(1)
HE R RS BB Load- struct
f(HERER) |
FFIE T, FERY 100ms;
# Load_ struct (R B RE %
While(1)
{ MPI_Recv 3k 8 #80 i KIMHTEAR;
if(BRAT)
MPL_ Send(fs] i #BEBEHIH/HEFR);
else
KE T
(<0 && W,=0) .
/AT EESFERBETBAERHR, B
break;} } | :

3 KB
3.1 AERERER

AR R 3 & PCHL(BKAE P4 /1. 86GHz.
99GB * 2,P4 /2.4GHz/2GB * 1)7E Windows RE T H
B—MERORTIA, B Visual C+ + 6.0 4§
#25, BH MPICH #4489 include ST lib X451
ZE Visual C+ + 6.0 HiFHHBM B EF, HF,
B0 SAEBIEN FHR, X EFHTMHRI S MG
R .

RAFTREHFHRIERR. AREBRRLS
HWERIE 2 B,

S, - IR AR . § §

(1) | :
A ERBBHRE MyRank =i, :
While(1) S
!
A SR WS : H
T I 5 5000) | [ | | e . E
{ MPL SendGEBHRIRE R i+1 WHAE A4 . i
AAEHER):) ﬁv’og el | | ] e v R E
W i+ 1 BB o > v = ;
MP1._ Recv(Load.. Infomation) ; P s 1] e v EEE 5
7 i+ BB R E i
SRt (1) b K £ A1 5 5T, EREH E
if(£>0) E E

.............

IREQXHEFTFRENTBRE B
#HB i+ 1, BREHEF ;)
if(f<0 && W,=0)/ /AT R EFZREFBRAEFHE BT

B2 RXBALLEMHE
R FRREN , FEH R MPLHT



54 A BSE . MPI A AR EHRMTIR SZH + 135 -
A1 EATMiEk
HFBER ()
B[R] (s)
1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 6000 7000 8000 9000 10000
B 22.45 83.78 182.74 317.80 469.91 “710.33 956.42 1255.50 1572.98 1953.96
IEXNBFEH  19.89  79.16 160.44 277.13 381.32 492.15 678.66 896.78 1129.79  1440.87
3EARBEE  19.03  77.25 144.99 249.45 339.26 445.01 569.36 699.36  839.32  1107.07

FEF, RREFTHRF EHOR R RIE, KA AR
HOXEH, BHRERERYSSRAT MY A,
M RRTE BT BB BT 2% BT 2 B8 o R 4 B 3t
FTHEF  FBH T B D R RE B EF . R
FROTERT, SN AVERE L IS #1T . — R

e, WA KR B R B R
CHEFF BB SRR (8], B0 48 A L RO RESR AR
FERS B Y

WRAGRME 1 Fim,

Xt R = IIALE R R B A 3 iR,

RS HITHE, R IR FR A A

2500

BFBEATHRUA, RELER

= 2000

BEBMES. XE—HSZ%, 5

/ ’

=
HRZERE, A REFEaRs | B

-

BEHABTRYEFTICEE S 9

3.2 RENRARERSWH
BERITPHBEEEE C 500
BEHE XS,

1000

7000

8000

3000 . 4000 - 500076000

BER Oh)

2000 9000 10000

struct Load_ struct

[— 3l w3 8XRRTE A 3GHRRTHE]

{

int My Rank; /A # BHIRIAE
unsigned long Leave.- Data;

/7T R FRFETHEF BB R
unsigned long Compute_ Index;

/SR BB MBI FRR R
double Compute._ Time;
/R AR AR ]

double Computer_ Cpu. Speed;
/VHETHET R R E
unsigned long Buffer. long;

77 SR R R R AR AR
unsigned short Procs_ num;
/TSR R R SRR

!

Lhr EEEHGEPERERBT CPUITERE,
HRTHARBIERFETHFBIE N ER R, B YR
REEMBEETHFRN— TR, B EFEM, &
I F WA LUE it E e CPU MERARILPFRET
PR, BT LLX BLR A L CPU B B 2R 4R S HI i 45
¥oo LUTEANITEHE P CPU EHRENE—WH
B AT BT R4 B BIEK/MIIERR .

W3 XA R SE B AT HEF S 34T AR, B4R
BAKRERA LKL, 5 IRV . ZEHKIRET
#AT TR, A MPL B3 MPI_ Wume( ) B J5 25 3k

B3 REXLRBLE
RE P RIALBITRFH, WA B CPU KA A
RTHAT 50% L4, FRFRE, HREBTER,
Wi, HETEEERNERAT,.CPUKHTEEER
F AR AT LUMERRIFR R BIER.

4 LHXRiF
TETERT ARV ER N TR ITMS
MR, SCP %A MPL R 05 S, E SN T L RA
BV, 08 TEEAR, X RBP4 WA BroTi it
T&%, 7ERBF X FLa e R e,
CPU HE# B, MATEER AN AREEES
Bd RMART SR SRR ; FRRIE KR
ARGAZREHEHEE XM, ATTEAE EFH
AE, XE & T—SEABR.

BEH

(1] BRER. #TEENEGHSHFIM] LR . BEHT R
#t,2002.

2] BEZZBPF IGARENDEAREHI]. KEX
EHE BT IO FEBT IR, 1999,22(2) :41 - 43,

[3] Bk & .BEX. 2HRTENREARTHEHE]) H
BB ARERE,2006,16(5):33-35.

(TH#E 1499 R)



CRR ]

AR -MHZLERARRIT - 149 -

BT R EH,

(]

2 IrhH

CrZE—o 3

TABIER B
Bl oAXMBEREELEHE

4 LRIF

F1 A Oracle SRR FE T R R FI4H A R E 5 4
HAE F7, T A SE DU R AR (R O R AL . AR E
%f[?]o

MEBEEEFREBEERASAER H
FRK SIEREMEERR SRS, R BEE
EEBELE AW AR . THER VAT ss

A o A BRI R 4R, A Y

L OHRRT RESBNETERNTE,
BETSF VRARETE . BN
MEH BETHSETRELEREN
BRBBEHBEE, LA THENILE
A He, 3R T $E b A& 4 L A
WM B mEs, RETRENRSE
M SRk, SCERIEW, 0 o A B B
BARTEERHEFEEE P RAARTHERLY
(i P

XKL

[1] BRE SHABRWEREFRE B
B/HFHE] AN TR, 2002,28(9):
251-252.

(2] ®Rscde, bk 2, R, % .5 REEE
BEAMBARTAFEEE]. HAHM
FARERE,2008,18(12):192 — 196.

[3] BEDR.®ETF Oracle HRE HI#HR%K
EERAGEMNAFRI]L AN IRS N
J8,2003,39(2):180 — 181.

(4] ZF F. Oracle #AKBESEAREDN
WERMPHNAFE]. BHEER,
2008(22) :398 — 399.

[5] Oracle $(3E FE DBA ¥ 3 F M [EB/OL]. 2001 — 04 - 19.
http: //www. china — pub. com/38 =% .

[6] Oracle BUIBFES R M 15 5 L HIVH# [ EB/OL]. 2008 -
10 — 18. http: //www. bitscn. com/ P E R B .

[7] BOK, % Rl ZET Oracdle A HRBUEE BRI SEAR
[J1. 3 EHL T ,2006,32(20):89—91.

(8] Stonebraker M, Acki P M, Litwin W, et al. Mariposa: a wide
— area distributed database system[]]. The VLDB Journal,
1996(5) :48 — 63.

TEBIERE &

D e S B S S S S S T S S f S S St S S e s S L

(k% 1357)

[4] #ERE. REEEHTHREEAR—MPI HITRFRIIM].
JeR B R FE AR, 2001:36 - 37.

[5] Phillippe M, Jean_ Lue D. Data_ Parallel Load Balancing
Strategies[ ] ]. Parallel Computing, 1998,24:1665 — 1884.

[6] Gtama A,Gupta A, Karypis G, et al. Introduction to Parallel
Computer[ M]. 3¢ R, JLAT: WU Tk AR 3, 2005
81-95.

(7] Z=£48,0EE. ARVERAE RN —REETR].
HEN TR ERA,2007,43(8):121 - 125.

[8] B F.& &.kk% ERISARTERENERF
0] FHEBLAER ,2004,27(6) :803 - 811.

(9] A3, Mg MPL TR PR R BFHZIN &

[1]. #HEHLAE B, 2007,23(5 - 3) :226 — 237,

[10] Kunz T. The Influence of Different Workload Description on a
Heuristic Load Balancing Scheme[ ] ]. IEEE Trans. on Soft-
ware Eng,1991,17(7):725 - 730.

(11] DiaR, DN, HRE, $ BT PCHAEEHASE
RV ] RV IR S5, 2004(29):119 -
128.

[12] B REFTHESHARTEE]. DERYTEN
F4,1995,16(9) :32 - 36.

[13] XHRIE, HEX, HHEY . . —HFRNDEARTEEHY
#0J]. %424 ,2001,12(4) : 563 — 568.



