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Abstract— In this paper, we present an analytical tool for The rest of the paper is organised as follows. In Section
understanding the performance of structured overlay netwoks [[] we introduce the Master-Equation approach. In Sedilfn |
under churn based on the master-equation approach of physi we mention some related work. In sectionl IV we begin by
We motivate and derive an equation for the average number of | . L . .
hops taken by lookups during churn, for the Chord network. b”eﬂ_y _rev'ew'ng some of our previously published results 9
We analyse this equation in detail to understand the behavir ~ Predicting the performance of the Chord network as a functio
with and without churn. We then use this understanding to of the failed pointers in the system in the case that the nodes
predict how lookups will scale for varying peer population & yse a periodic maintenance scheme. We then show some new
well as varying the sizes of the routing tables. We then corér — oq1t5 on how this complicated equation can be simplified to
a change in the maintenance algorithm of the overlay, from . . . .
periodic stabilisation to a reactive one which corrects fingrs only get quick pr_ed'Ct'onS for varying number of peers and VGU,V'”
when a change is detected. We generalise our earlier analgsio number of links per node. We relegate some of the details of
understand how the reactive strategy compares with the peadic  this analysis to Appendix MIl. In sectidn]V, we explain how
one. to use the Master-Equation approach to analyse the reactive

maintenance strategy of interest and present our resutis\wwn

this strategy compares with the periodic case analysettearl

. INTRODUCTION We summarise our results in Sectiod VI.
A crucial part of assessing the performance of a structured
P2P system (aka DHT) is evaluating how it copes with churn. Il. THE MASTER-EQUATION APPROACH FOR
Extensive simulation is currently the prevalent tool foimgrag STRUCTURED OVERLAYS

such knowledge. Examples include the work ofettial. [10],
Rheaet al. [12], and Rowstronet al. [5]. There has also In acomplicated system like a P2P network, in which there
been some theoretical analyses done, albeit less freguiatl are many participants, and in which there are many inter-
instance, Liben-Nowelkt al.[11] prove a lower bound on the leaved processes happening in time, predicting the state of
maintenance rate required for a network to remain connect8g network (or of any quantity of interest) can at best be
in the face of a given churn rate. Aspnessal. [4] give upper done by specifying the probability distribution functioIgF)
and lower bounds on the number of messages needed to lo@itihe quantity in the steady state (when the system, though
a node/data item in a DHT in the presence of node or liffianging continually in time, is stationary on average): Fo
failures. The value of theoretical studies of this naturthet €xample, one quantity of interest for us when analysing such
they provide insights neutral to the details of any particul @ hetwork, is the fraction of failed links between nodeshie t
DHT. steady state. This quantity does not take some deternainisti

We have chosen to adopt a slightly different approach ¥glue in the steady state. Instead it is specified by a PDF,
theoretical work on DHTs. We concentrate not on establghidvhich can then be used to determine the average value. The
bounds, but rather on a more precise prediction of the ratev®roblem is thus to calculate the PDF (and then to understand
quantities in such dynamically evolving systems. Our appho how it affects the performance of the network, as explained
is based mainly on the Master-Equation approach used in frriow).
analysis of physical systems. We have previously introduce In general this is not an easy task, since the probability
our approach in in [7], [8] where we presented a detailed-an#§ affected by a number of inter-leaved processes in any
ysis of the Chord system [13]. In this paper, we show that tfigne-varying system. In [7], [8], we demonstrated how we
approach is applicable to other systems as well. We do this $9uld analyse a P2P network like Chord [13], using a Master-
comparing the periodic stabilization maintenance teanmiof Equation based approach. This approach is generally used in
Chord with the correction-on-change maintenance teclenigghysics to understand a system evolving in time, by means of
of DKS [3]. equations specifying the time-evolution of the probaletitof

Due to space limitations, we assume reader familiarity wiftnding the system in a specific state. These equations requir

Chord and DKS, including such terminology as successo$ an input, the rates of various processes affecting the sta
finger starts and finger nodesc of the system. For example, in a peer-to-peer network, these

processes could be the join and failure rates of the member
This work is funded by the 6th FP EVERGROW project. nodes, the rate at which each node performs maintenance as
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well as the rate at which lookups are done in the netwolbecause of the churn in the network) is the reason that the
(the latter rate is relevant only if the lookups affect thatest hop count per query increases with high dynamism and is
of the network in some way). Given these rates, the equatibence an important quantity to understand. In the case of the
for the time-evolution of the probability of the quantity ofperiodic maintenance scheme, this quantity is a function of
interest can be written by keeping track of how these ratés— j3)r wherer is the ratio of the stabilisation rate to the
affect this quantity (such as the number of failed pointers join (or failure) rate andl — 3 is the fraction of times a
the system) in an infinitesimal interval of time, when only aode stabilises its finger, when performing maintenance, as
limited number of processes (typically one) can be expectatentioned in Sectiofl I. We demonstrate how this quantity
to occur simultaneously. can be calculated in Secti@d V, in the context of the reactive
With this approach, we were able to quantify very accuratefgaintenance policy, which is a simple generalisation of how
the probabilities of any connection in the network (eithet is calculated earlier in [7], [8], for the periodic main@nce
fingers or successors) having failed. We then demonstrasmtheme. In this section, we briefly review our earlier result
how we could use this information to predict the performana how the performance of the network (as exemplified by
of the network—the number of hopscludingtime outs which the average hopcount per query), can be determined once the
a lookup takes on average — as a function of the rates (odction of failed pointers is known.
join, failure and stabilization) of all the processes happe The key to predicting the performance of the network is to
in the network, as well as of all the parameters specifyirg thvrite a recursive equation for the expected aGgfr, 3) (also
network (such as how many pointers a node has on averagienotedC;) for a given node to reach some targetkeys
The analysis was done for a specific maintenance strategway from it. (For example(’; is the cost of looking up the
called periodic maintenance (or eager maintenance) adjacent key which id key away).
In this paper, we generalise our approach so as to be abl@he Lookup Equation for the expected cost of reaching a
to compare networks using different maintenance stradegigeneral distance is then derived by following closely the
In particular, we compare our earlier results for periodiChord protocol which is a greedy strategy designed to reduce
maintenance with a reactive maintenance strategy proposieel distance to the query at every step without overshottiag
in [6]. Combining this with some of our previous results, wearget . A lookup fort thus proceeds by first finding the closest
are also, as a by product, able to compare the performapeeceding finger. The node that this finger points to is then
of networks specified by different numbers of peers, difiereasked to continue the query, if it is alive. If this node is diea
number of pointers per node and/or different maintenantiee originator of the query uses the next closest preceding
strategies. As we show below, which system is better deperiiigjer and the query proceeds in this manner.
both on the value of the parameters as well as the level offFor the purposes of the analysis, it is easier to think in serm
churn. The approach we propose is thus a useful tool fof the closest precedingfart Let us hence defing to be the
the quantitative and fair comparison of networks specifigd Btart of the finger (say thé‘") that most closely precedes

different parameters and using different algorithms. Hence¢ = 27! +n andt = ¢ + m, i.e. there aren keys
between the sought targetand the start of the most closely
I1l. RELATED WORK preceding finger. With that, we can write a recursion refatio

In [2], an analysis, very similar in spirit to the one donéOr Ce+m as follows:
in this paper, is carried out in the context of P-Grid [1].
An equation is written for system performance in the state”c,, = C¢ [1 — a(m)]

of dynamic equilibrium for various maintenance strategies m—1

However for each maintenance strategy, the analysis has t@ (1 — fy)a(m) |1+ Z be(i, m)C—i

be entirely redone. In contrast, a master equation degmmipt i=0

provides a foundation for the theoretical analysis of ces] k—1 L
which does not have to be entirely rebuilt each time any givent fra(m) [1 + Z D (1)

algorithm is changed. As we show in this paper, we can carry i=1

over a lot of our earlier analysis, when the maintenancersehe &/2°-1 .

is changed from a periodic to a reactive one. In addition, the Z be(1,6/2) (1 + (1 — 1) + Ce,—i4m) + O(hk(k))}
master equation description can be made arbitrarily peeiois =0

include non-linear effects as well. And as we show, non linea whereg, = Zm:uf/zm and h,(i) is the probability that

effects are important when churn is high. a node is forced to use its — i" finger owing to the death

of its k" finger.
IV. THE LOOKUP EQUATION FOR CHORD The probabilitiesa, be can be derived from the internode
We quantify the performance of the network, by the numberterval distribution [7], [8] which is just the distributh of
of hops required on average from the originator of the quedystances between adjacent nodes. Given a ringC dfeys
to the node with the answer. This is just the total number ahd N nodes (on average), where nodes can join and leave
nodes contacted per query (or equivalently, the total numbedependently, the probability that two adjacent nodesaare
of pointers used per queryhcluding the total number of distancez apart on the ring is simplyP(z) = p* (1 — p)

failed pointers used en route. This latter quantity (whidkes wherep = % Using this distribution, its easy to estimate



the probability that there is definitely atleast one noderin a _on2 [(-P3 Simulaion'm
interval of lengthx. This is: a(x) = 1 — p*. The probability é} 10.8 B L((1-B)r) Theory - 1
that thefirst node encountered from any key is at a distance < 101'3 I |
¢ from that key is therb; = p*(1 — p). Hence the conditional Z g6f i
probability that the first node from a given key is at a distainc 2 92| ! 1
giventhat there is atleast one node in the intervaldg, =) = T 88 | 1
b(i) /a(x). g s f
The probabilityh (i) is easy to compute given the proba- & 72 | ' |
bility « as well as the probabilitieg,’s of the k" finger being E o, oy |
dead. Eoest . |
g L,
S e
hi (i) =a(€/29)(1 — fr—s) 0 200 400 600 800 1000 1200 1400 1600
XHS:17i71 (1 B a(é_/zs) i a(g/Qs)fkis)ﬁi <k (2) Rate of Stdblhsdtl:;f l;-mgers/Rdte of failure (1-B)r
hk(k) =Hs—1k—1 (1- a(§/25) + a(§/25)fk_s) THEORY AND SIMULATION FOR L(r, 3)

Egnl2 accounts for all the reasons that a node may have to
use itsk—i*" finger instead of it&*" finger. This could happen
because the intervening fingers were either dead or nondisti 16 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ 2000 -
(fingersk andk —1 are not distinct if they have the same entry 15 E, g:iggg -
in the finger table. Though thstarts of the two fingers are o

14 N=8000

=}
£
. ; . . . ) 13 A N=16000 i
different, if there is no node in the interval between sharts g4 13 7 84647 8464 (E43*2) -
the entry in the finger table will be the same). The probabdit £ 12y 7.346+7 J4GH(E34T)) - 1
) . iy i ; g | 6.846+6.846% (f+3%(7) |
hi (i) satisfy the constraind_;_, hx(i) = 1. hy(k), is the 2 1 6.346+6.346:<f+3:§> e
probability that a node cannot use any earlier entry in itgdin i 101 1 > BAOHSSAGHESTD) il
table,in which case it has to fall back on its successor list ﬁ of T
instead. We indicate this case by the last term in[Eq. 1 which & 8| |
is O(hi(k)). In practise, the probability for this is extremely = 77 ]
small except for targets very close 0 Hence this does not 6r T
_si?nifi(r:]antly affect the value of general lookups and we igno S0 200 400 600 800 1000 1200 1400 1600
it for the moment. A-Brr
The cost for general lookups is Fig. 2

LOoOKUP COSTTHEORETICAL CURVE, FOR
N = 1000, 2000, 4000, 8000, 160000 PEERS THE RATIONALE FOR THE
FITS IS EXPLAINED LATER IN THE TEXT.
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The lookup equation is solved recursively numericallyngsi
the expressions fou, be, hy(i) and C;. In Fig.[d, we have
plotted the theoretical prediction of Equatibh 1 versus twha
we get from simulating Chord. Here we have usgéd- 1000 estimate the lookup length by plugging in the new expression
and K = 229, As can be seen the the theoretical results matédr f in the above relation.

L(r, 8)

the simulation results very well. Another advantage of having a simple expression such as
In Fig.[2 we also show the theoretical predictions for sontbe above, is that if we can estimate B, C - - - accurately,
larger values ofV. we can make use of the expression foto estimate the churn

On general grounds, it is easy to argue from the structui@ the value ofr) in the system, hence using a local measure
of Equation[1, that the dependence of the average lookigpestimate a global quantity. The logic in doing so is the
on churn comes entirely from the presence of the tefins inverse of the reasoning we have used so far. So far, we have
Since f;, ~ f is independent of for large fingers, we can used the churn as the input for findirfg and hencel. But
approximate the average lookup length by the functionahforwe can also reverse the logic and try and estimate churn, if
L(r,B) = A+ Bf + Cf?+-... The coefficientsA, B, C etc we know the value of the average lookup lendthlf L has
can be recursively computed by solving the lookup equationthe above simple expression, then givénand B to O(f),
the required order irf. They depend only otV the number of we havef = £Z2. From the expression fof (see sectiofi vV
nodes,l — p the density of peers aridthe base or equivalently for how to evaluatef), we can now get the value of Hence
the size of the finger table of each node. The advantageasfy peer can make an estimate of the churn that the system is
writing the lookup length this way is that churn-specificailst facing if it knows how long its lookups are taking on average,
such as how new joinees construct a finger table or h@md if it has an estimate o¥.
exactly stabilizations are done in the system, can be mtlat To getA, we need to consider Efh 1 with no churn (glls
in the expression fof. If we were to change our stabilizationset to zero). In Appendix VI, we study the lookup equatfdn 1
strategy, as we will demonstrate below, we could immedjateih some detail to understand the behaviour without churn and



obtain the value ofd for any basé. This is useful on several 1

counts. First, the value ofl is needed to predict the lookup 09 t E;;ggg —————————— :
costs as explained above. Secondly) ithanges ( a system 08 | Nesooo :
of baseb has a finger table of sizdt = (b — 1)log,(K)), . oorf | PR ]
all else remaining the same, the only major change in the Z o6t ‘\ i
lookup cost is due to the change iA. So estimatingA = osl | ]
precisely has the benefit that we can predict the lookup cost = 04 | | |
for any baseb. Thirdly, the analysis confirms that Equation I \

[ does indeed reproduce well known results for the lookup 03 |
hop count in Chord, such as for example, that the average 021 M 1
lookup cost is0.5 * log(N) without churn [13]. Infact as 0L r B
demonstrated in Appendix VI, for any, the average lookup 0 g
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(1-P)x
Fig. 3
SCALED LOOKUP COSTFOR N = 1000, 2000, 4000, 8000, 160000 PEERS

cost as predicted by Ef] 1 is indeéd = log(N) plus some
p-dependent corrections which though small are accurately
predicted.

A simple estimate foB andC' can be made in the following
manner. Let every finger be dead with some finite probability
f. Each lookup encounters on averaddingers, whereA is
the average lookup lengthithoutchurn. Each of these fingers
could be alive (in which case it contributes a costlpfdead
with a probability f in which case it contributes a cost fif
the next finger chosen is alive (with probability- f) and so
on. Its trivial to verify that this estimates the look-up tés
be A(1+ f + f? +---). Comparing with our expression for
L, this gives an estimate a8 = A,C = A, ---.

In general ifL = A+ Bxg(f), then if we scald. by plotting
(L — A)/B for varying N, we should get an estimate gff).
Note thatf depends orp and M the number of fingers. In B ——
addition if g(f) = a1 f + a2 f? + - - -, the coefficientsiy,as, S s S
etc can also depend op. However forl — p << 1, these 100200300 400 500 600 700 800 900 1000
dependences op are small and the curves for different _ (-
collapse onto the same curve on scaling. In Fig. 3 we have Fig. 4
scaled the curves ploted in Fi§] 2 in the above manner, using -©CKUP COSTFORN = 1000 PEERS FOR BASE® = 2,4, 16.
B = A. The values ofA used are derived from the analysis
of the previous section. As can be seen the curves collapse
onto one curve which is well approximated by the functio
g(f) = f+ 3% f? giving a; = 1 anday = 3. The fits in

"A(b)=5.846b=2 —
l A(b)=4.8832, b=4 ———
4 A(b)= 3.6855, b=16 -

2,4,16

A(b)(1+£+3f%) for base b
=)

]
i

L((-Byr)
‘\

Pncreasing the base beyond this does not seem to improve the

: . . . cost. The discrepancy between this finding and ours is due to
Fig [@ are also according to this functional form. It should b . pancy b . g .
e details of the periodic maintenance scheme which we use.

emphasized however that t.hls approximationgof) is g_ood In our case, we have taken the simplest scenario in which each
only for 1 — p << 1. For higher values of peer density, the

. . hode needs to stabilis&1 fingers and the order in which this
curves for differentV- will not collapse onto one curve and. : . !
. . is done is random. In practice only log N of the M fingers
any p-dependence of the coefficientss will show up as well. i I
. ) are distinct, so only~ log N stabilisations need be done by
We can use the above functional form to predict how b . ' o
. . each node. In addition, in [9], finger stabilisations are elon
lookups would behave if we change the bagée size of the nlv if the finaer is pinaed and found to be dead
routing table) of the system. In Fig] 4 we plot the functional "~ 9 ping '
form A(b)(1+ f(b) + 3f(b)?) for b = 2,4, 16. The coefficient , ,
A(b) is accurately predicted by Eiq]11(in Appen@ixVII), with V. 'CORRECTION-ON-CHANGE" M AINTENANCE
the definition ofé(i + 1) taken appropriatelyf (b) is affected STRATEGY
by the base because the number of fingers increases with  In this section, we analyse a different maintenance styateg
As can be seen, when churn is low, a labge an advantage using the master-equation formalism. The strategy we have
and significantly improves the lookup length. However wheanalysed so far is periodic stabilisation of successorsedisas
churn is high, the flip side of having a larger routing table ingers. We now consider a strategy where a node periodically
that it needs more maintenance. Hence beyond some valustabilises its successors but does not do so for its fingers.
churn, the larger the value of the larger the lookup latency. Instead, for maintaining its fingers, it relies on other rotte
This is similar to the spirit of the numerical investigation updates [6]. Whenever a nodedetects that its first successor
done in [9]. However when comparing different bases fot.s; is wrong (failed or incorrect), it sends out messages to
Chord, Liet al [9] find that while base2 is the best for all the nodes that are pointing to its wrong first successor, s
high churn (as we find here), ba8és the best for low churn. that they can update their affected finger. The node sending



messages can either do so by broadcasting these messages to Z SJ{’S zrt)A_t)l Cplribib'("g Jf,gogctl;rence
all affected nodes simultaneously, or by scheduling messsag = st B +1 | cro= (,\jNAlt)
periodically at some rate. We analyse the latter option is th =Ns, () +1 | crs = (AmNgpmAl)
paper, since it provides a more intuitive and broader fraankw =Ns; —1 c14 = (aAsNg; At)wy
o = Ng, (t) 1—(c1a+ciatcisz+cia)
for the comparison of the two schemes
TABLE |

For a system withd-size IC, there are of the order o¥1 =
log, K fingers pointing to any node (there can be more tha/PAIN AND LOSS TERMS FORNs, THE NUMBER OF NODES IN STATES].
this if node spacings are smaller than average. Howevereas w
argue below, for our purpose this is not important). Of ceurs
not all M of these fingers are distinct. Several of these fingers ) ) .
belong to node: itself. However to keep the analysis simplgSsentially equivalent to doing one lookup ) at rajg = cA..
(and in keeping with the spirit of our analysis of the periodiAS W€ show in Sectiol VB, if we want to compare the two
stabilisation scheme), we assume that every node thattdetedN@intenance strategies in a fair manner then the most denera
wrong successor needs to send out exattlymessages (evenvalues that these parameters can tal_qe islanda+c=1.
if some of these 'messages’ are sent to itself). Let N, be the number of nodes in sta and Ns, the

To find out where the nodes that point/#tos; are located, number of nodes in stat,. Clearly Ns, + Ns, = N, the

n needs to do a lookup. For example, to find the node witRt@l number of nodes in the syst?mé ; el
the k" finger pointing ton.s, n can do a lookup for the id Ve €an further partitiorb; into 55,55, 55, -+, 957 Sz is
n — 2¥=1. On obtaining the first successor (lets call it nogthe state of the node which has yet to send its first correction

p) of this id, it would immediately know if the*” finger of message,S5 the state of the node which has sent its first

p indeed needs to be updated. We think of each lookup & Tection message but is yet to send its seceid,

a "correction message’. If there is more than one node thatConsider the gain and loss terms fo¥s,. These are

needs itsk’" successor updated (because for example, tRgmmarised in tabl 1. _

successors af also happen to point ta.s;), n could leave the  1€Mcu.1 is the probability that ars; node is lost because

responsibility of informing these other nodesstoWe could 1t failed. Terme, » is the probability that a join occurs thus

take into account the probability that a correction actieadls 2dding to the number of; nodes in the system (since a new

to more thanM messages. But for the moment we ignorf'N€€ 'Sﬁlways a1 -type node). Terme, 3 is the probability

this point (We could argue that once it jiés responsibilities thatanS;” node sentits last message at rag and converted

to check that its successors know abeut;, it could piggy- into an Sy node: The IasF .terr?ﬂl,4 is the probability that an

back this information when it does a successor stabilisatio’1-tyPe node did a stabilisation at rate\,, found a wrong

which does not affect the number of messages sent). first successor with probabilityy; and hence converted into
Whenever a node receives a message updating its infor@g-S2 node.w, is the fraction of wrong successor pointers of

tion about a finger, it immediately corrects the appropriafd! S1-type node.

entry in its routing table. Def_lnlng As/Af = r and /\M//\f = cr the steady state
In the following, we demonstrate how we can analyse suctfguation predicted by table I is:

strategy. We wo_qld Iike t_o ultimately compare its performan Ps, (1 + arwy) = 1 + erPou 3)

to periodic stabilisation in the face of churn. To make such a 2

comparisn meaningful, we need to quantify the concept ofwhere Ps, = Ng, /N.

'maintenance-effort’ per node, and compare the two schemedie can write a similar equatioiVs, which however does

at a given level of churn and at the same value of theot give us any new information sind€s, + Ng, = N.

maintenance effort per node.We elaborate on this a littker la Writing a gain-loss equation for each of thé;;’s in turn,

in Section_V-B. we obtain,

Another point to note is how to quantify system perfor- , ,
mance. We have previously done it in terms of lookup hops. P = Ps, (arwy — arw}) arwy @)
But a more correct way might be to ask for the latency for 2 1+ cr+arw) 14 cr + arw)

consistentookups (since some of the lookups could be incon- 4
sistent). However we have checked that , within our anaitic
framework, this does not change the results qualiltatively or i—1
Pg; = Ps1 ( ) (5)

1+ cr+ arw)
A. Analysis of the Correction-on-change strategy for2 <i< M.

To generalise the analysis to meet the situation when someéHere w; is the fraction ofS; nodes with wrong pointers
nodes are sending messages while others are not, we say ttatduw) is the fraction ofS; nodes with wrong pointers. We
node can be in statg; or Ss. In stateS;, a node can stabilise have made a simplification here in assuming that the fraction
its first successor at rate),, fail at rate A\; and assist in of wrong pointers ofS; nodes is the same, irrespective of the
joins at rate); as before. In stat&,, a node can stabilise state of theS, node. In practice (especially # = 0), this
its first successor at rate\, fail at rate Ay, assist in joins will not be the case. However for the parameter ranges we are
at rateA; and in addition, send correction messages (whichiisterested in« >> 1), this is not crucial.



TABLE Il

GAIN AND LOSS TERMS FORW . THE TOTAL NUMBER OF WRONG FIRST
SUCCESSORPOINTERS IN THE SYSTEM

TABLE IV
THE RELEVANT GAIN AND LOSS TERMS FORF),, THE NUMBER OF NODES
WHOSEKth FINGERS ARE POINTING TO A FAILED NODE FOR: > 1.

Change inWp
Wr(t+ At) = Wr(t) + 1
Wr(t+ At) = Wi(t) + 1
Wr(t + At) = ()

W1(t + At) = W1(
Wi(t 4+ At) = Wi (

Probability of Occurrence

co1 = ()\jNAt)(l — w)

c2.0 = ()\fNAt)(l - w)2

c2.3 = ()\fNAt)

c2.4 = (aAs At)Ng, w1 + (aXs At)Ng,w)
1—(ca1+c22+c23+c24)

TABLE Il

GAIN AND LOSS TERMS FORW{I THE NUMBER OF WRONG FIRST
SUCCESSOR POINTERS OF2-TYPE NODES

Change inWW;
Wit + At)=W/(t)+1
Wit + At)=W{(t)+1

Wt + At) = W (t) — 1
WI(t+ At) = Wi (t) — 1
WI(t+ At) = Wi(t) — 1
Wi (t + At) = Wi (t)

Probability of Occurrence

c2.1 = (AjNg, At)(1 —w).

Cc2.0 = )\st2 (l — w£)2PS2

+(1 — wl)(l — wi)Psl)At

co.3 = )\st2 (w/12PS2 + wlwllpsl)At
Cco.4 = aASNS2w/1At

c2.5 = )\N[Né\;’wiAt
1—(co1+c22+ca3+caa+cas)

Fr(t + At) Probability of Occurence

- Fk(t) +1 c3.1 = (AJNAt) Z,I;:l pjoin(iy k)fz

= Fi(t) =1 | a2 = s (Aar Ny (1 — wi) A(wn, w) At)
=Fp(t) +1 | caz=(1— fu)?[1 —p1(k)](AfNAL)
=Fp(t)+2 | c3.a=(1— fx)?(p1(k) — p2(k))(Af NAL)

= Fi(t) +3 | ca5 = (1~ fr)?(p2(k) — ps(k))(\s NAt)

= Fi(t) 1—(c3.1+c32+c33+c3.4+c35)

of equations is very hard to solve exactly because of the
appearance of terms such @' in Eq.[8.

In the following we will solve the set of equation &@(1/r)
by expanding Ed.]6 to first order im}. In this case,

wi (o)
M\ 2Mm

We can now solve the set of three coupled equations to

1+ arw)

Pgp/Ps, = )

cr

get a quartic equation fow] as a function ofa, o, M and
r. Only one of the roots of the quartic equation is a true

Clearly Zf/l Pgi = Ps,. A quantity of interest in our , - "
2 solution satisfying all the conditions above. The detaflthe

analysis is calculations though straight forward are tedious and noivsh
(1—gM™h here.
Pgp/Ps, =1 — oM (6) o calculate the cost of lookups, we still need to calculate
! the probability that a finger is dead. The loss and gain terms
whereg: = oy for this calculation are almost exactly the same as carrigd o

To solve forPs, etg we need to solve fow; andw;. earlier, in [7], [8] (except for ternas 5) and are shown in table
However, consider first the equation foévz — the total [y
number of wrong successor pointers in the system (irresjgect The term 55 is the probability that a message is sent
of whether the pointer belongs to &h or an S, type node. (), Ng ) times the probability that &' pointer gets this
The gain and loss terms foW are shown in tablé]ll. message (with probabilityf;,/ S" fi since only nodes with
w = Wr/N is the fraction of wrong succesor pointers ifwrong pointers get the messages), times the probability tha
the system. the message is not outdated-(w}), times the probability that
This gives the following equation the predecessor of the node which has to receive the message
has a correct successor pointer. This last quantity is éenot
by A(w1,w]) = 1 — (w1 Ps, +w}Ps,), since the predecessor
could have been aff; or an S, type node.

(3 + ar)wi Ps, + (3 + ar)w) Ps, =2 @)

The gain and loss terni#’|. — the number of> nodes with ) L -
wrong successor pointers — are written in much the same w An estimate for_ fi. is simply ~ MNs, /N. Substituting

except for a few small changes. Tablg 11l details the changes> term/c?,_g, this term becomes= Ay NA(fi/M)(1 ~
that occur int¥{. in time At. w)A(wy, wy) _

The terms here are much the same as derived earlier excweggﬁmvmg for fi in the_ steady state, and substituting idf
that we now have to keep track of whether the node that _get f as a functlon_ of the_ parameters. As mentloneq
failing (in terms cs and cs5) is @ S; or an Sy-type node. earlier a qwck and precise estimate 0f2the lookup length is
In addition termc, 5 is the probability that arbs"!-type node then obtained by taking = A(1 + f + 3f%).
has a wrong successor pointer, but sends a message and hence
turns into anS; node with a wrong pointer. B. Comparison of Correction-on-change and Periodic Stabil

Table[ gives us the following equation far; in the steady isation

state In order to compare how the two strategies perform under
churn, we need to make sure that we are comparing lookup

Pgm ) :
2 = wj <3 +ar +cr P52 ) + (wy — wh)Ps, (8) latencies for the same number of total maintenance messages
52 sent.

We can write a similar equation fo#; which however  Let us assume that the maximum rate for sending messages
does not contain any new information sinee andw/ satisfy per node i< In the case of periodic stabilisation, this implies
equatior( V. that the rate of doing successor stabilisations and finger

So in effect we have three equations, Egh. 3, [Bq. 7 asthbilisations),, must in total not exceeed@. This implies
for three unknownsPs,, wy; and wj. In practice this set that\s, /C + \,,/C < 1. If we assume that all nodes always
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send messages up to their maximum capacity, then cleasly as affected as much as the reactive case, which could suffe
Xs; /C + X, /C = 1. Suppose we define= C'/\; andr; = from congestion collapse.
As; /Aj; 2 = A, /Aj. Then for a given value of, r1+72 = . AcknowledgmentsWe would like to thank Ali Ghodsi for
Hence if finger stabilisations are done at rate—- 3)r, the several very useful discussions.
successor stabilisations need to be done atf#atavhere the
parameter3 can be varied frond to 1.

In the case of correction-on-change, we need to impose the
same maximum rat€' no matter which state the nodes arell]l Karl Aberer, P-Grid: A self-organizing access structure for p2p infor-

. . e mation systemdnProceedings of the Sixth International Conference on
In. In this case, let\s, be the rate of successor stgblllsatmn Cooperative Information Systems (CooplS 2001) (Trently)f 2001.

in stateS7, \g, the rate of successor stabilisation in stdte [2] Karl Aberer, Anwitaman Datta, and Manfred HauswirEfficient, self-
and \g, be the rate of sending messages in stiteClearly contained handling of identity in peer-to-peer systetiE Transac-

' tions on Knowledge and Data Engineerifhi§ (2004), no. 7, 858-869.
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to-peer lookup service for internet applicatign&EE Transactions on S0 =

Networking 11 (2003). s1= —L [0 — Co] + 1+ 50
—p

1
- P 0, -
VIl. APPENDIX 2 1—p[C2 il 2+ lso + ] (13)
Equation[1 with the churn-dependent terms set to zero
becomes: p i1
S; = —1 — p[CQ'L—l — ng] +2 ! + ZSJ'

_ By substituting serially the expressions fgr(where0 < j <
Cesm = Ce[L — a(m)] + a(m) + Z b(i)Crm—i (10) ; _ 1), the expression fos; (for i > 2) becomes:

=0
After some rewriting of this, it is easily seen that the cost Si = T[T’QCl — Cyi — Z §T2I 0] 4
for any key ¢ + 1 can be written as the following recursion p j (14)
relation: +20 4 (i —1)272

Hence
Ciy1=pCi+ (1 =p)+ (1 =p)Cit1¢u+1y  (11) M
D si=—p+ 2MT = 1]+ MM - pM 1]

Here we have used the definition af and b from the i—o
internode-interval distribution and the notatiéfi + 1) refers
to the start of the finger most closely preceding+ 1. For + IL {(2M‘1 - 1)C — Z Cyi — C_q (15)
instance, fori +1 = 4, £(: + 1) = 2 and fori + 1 = 11, -r i
&(i+1) =8 etc. M2 M—3

We are interested in solving the recursion relation and -2 — DG -2 ~ DG - }
computingL = % Zf:’ll C;. To do this, we decompose thiSTherefore
sum into the following partial sums:

so=0p =1 Zsi:_p+2M+M2M_l
S1 = 02 -
s9=Cs+ Cy (12) P ~ {(2M 1oy - Z Coi —Cx—1  (16)

4+
53 =C5+ Cg + C7 + C3 e

2M 7_ CQJ 1:|
SM = 02M71+1 + ...+ Cx_1 j=2



The equation for the average lookup length without churn Eherefore,

thus, 1 p[1 1+ p+p?
L_& L_1+2/\/l+2 2+ 1 +... (23)
K Consider the expression inside the brackets. We are congputi
__r +14 = /\/l this in the apprommaﬂor% =€ —> 0, i.e.p =1—g¢, therefore
K p° = (1—e)® me . If 2 > 1 thenp® — 0, therefore if
p [2M- 1 -1 1! 1 (17) z > %, thenp® — 0. Hence, the terms inside the brackets
Tz { K C1 - K Z Cai — EC’C” become:

i=2
T M=3
1

Srste, I LD M D

j=1 j=T+1

WhereT = In, IC—an N and we have put* =~ 1 for x < ~
andp — 0 for z > %. This is clearly an overestimation and
so we expect the result to over estimate the exact expression

If we can take the limitC — oo, we can throw away some
of the terms.

lim L=1+ l./\/l 21.
Koo e Expressiol 24 becomes:
p 1
+ T, [ 5 "% 2:: + ICO/C 1 T {1 _ (%)Mg} n [1 _ (%)MB’T] ~T
2M j 2 :
Z Cosr + Z 2 } Therefore: X

1
L:1+51H2’C—§[1H2K—1H2N]

14 Cl CQ C4 CQM—S (25)
(18) Which is the known result for the average lookup length of
SinceC; = 1, we can write Chord.
1 P Co—1 C4—1 Another important parameter in the performance of DHTs
L=1+ §M - 21— p) [ 9 4 in general is the base. By increasing the base, the number of
Cors — 1 (19) fingers per node increases which leads to a shorter lookip pat
22/\/[73] length. The effect of varying the base has been studied in [3]

[10]. So far, we have considered in this analysis bagHord.
From the recursion relation for the’s, it is easy to see that We can likewise carry out this analysis for any base.

- (1) 2 (2) In general, we have bagewith (b — 1)log,(KC) fingers per
(Ci=D=0=plg(p)+ 1A =p) g7 () +... 040" Consider as an example= (4 Heie Wé c)an define the
where theg;’s are functions only op. the partial sums again in the following manner:
Hence if (L — p) is small (% — 0), we need only compute
the C;’s to first order in { — p) to get the leading order effect Apg=s50=C1=1
and second order inl (— p) to get the correction etc. A1 =81+ S2 + 83
Hence in general the, the expression fois: Ay = 54+ 85 + 56 (26)
L=14+ 3M~2lei(o) 4 (1= pealp) + (1= p)es(p)
21 where
( s51=Co=pC1+(1—p)+(1—-pCy
Wheree; (p) = Zle 3951)(;)) etc. so=C3=pCo+ (1—p)+(1—p)Cy
_We evaluate this expressmn_nu_merl_cally l_Jy solving recur- s3=Cy=pCs+(1—p)+(1—p)Cy
sion relation[(TIL) and compare it with simulations done ab ze
churn. As can be seen the prediction of the equation is very sa =05+ Co+ C7 + Gy (27)
accurate (Figurgl7). s5 = Cg + C1o + C11 + C12
Let us now compute;(p) to see what the leading order s¢ = Ci3 + Cra + Ci5 + Cig
effect is. We now need to solve recursion relatibnl (11) only
to orderl — p, which gives:
Therefore
02—1:(1—p) Aozcl
2
Co—l=(1=p)[L+p+p] A1 =p[Ar+Ci — Ci] +3(1—p) +3(1— p) [A]
Cs—l=(1—-p) [L+p+tp*+ +)°] (22) Ay = p[Ag+ Cy — Crgl +12(1 — p) + 3(1 — p) [Ao + A]

Ci—1=00-p)[l4+p+p>+-+p?] (28)



In general for a bask, defineB =b— 1 andb™ = K. Then
we have:

P
A =L [Chir — Cy
+B(B+ 1) "' + B[Ag+ A+ + Aj_4]

Following much the same procedure as before, we find

1M
Jj=0
B B 14 Cb—l Cbz—l
~1 —
Y EM T BT B Ty T
(30)

for L — oo as the analogue of (IL.9). Again we can simplify

and slightly overestimate the sum by assuming ifats 0

for z > & andp” ~ 1 for z < &. Then we get:
b—1 1112 N

L~1+—
* b Inab

This is the analogue of Ef. 5 for any base

(31)
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