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Aoxnon 1: Answer the following questions based on the survey paper: D. S.
Milojicic, V. Kalogeraki, R. Lukose, K. Nagaraja, J. Pruyne, B. Richard, S.
Rollins, and Z. Xu '"Peer-to-Peer Computing", HP Technical Report, HPL-
2002-57 .

Améavtnon:

1) What is the definition of a p2p system given by the authors in sec 1? Compare
it with at least one of the definitions surveyed in the last paragraph of pg 2.

o. Eva P2P cvomua eivar éva cdotpo 010 omoio avtdvopo peers eEaptdvion
and Ao oavtovopo peers. Me tov Opo peer amokoAovvtal OAOl Ol KOUPOl TOv
ovoTnuoTog ol omoiotl gival id1ot petald tovg. Ta peers eivar awtdOvopa Otov Ogv
aAdnroeréyyovtar €ColokAnpov 1M dev ehéyyovtar €EohokAnpov amd v O
authority. EmutAéov ta peers e€aptdvton 10 £va amd T0 GALO LE OKOTO TNV OVAKTN O
TANPOQOPLAG, TNV TPOMONON ATNCEWDV KTA.

B. O opopog twv P2P cvommudtwv g Intel o omoiog eivan o akdAiovboc: P2P
cvotnpo givol T0 cVLGTNHO OV TAPEXEL OLAUOPALOUEVEG VITOAOYIOTIKES TNYEG Kot
VANPEGiec HEC® amevOeiag avTaALAY®V HETAED GLGTNUATOV.

O oplopdc TV cLYYPAPEMV GE GYéon e Tov optopd g Intel elvan mo avotnpd Kot
YEVIKA OPIGUEVOG KOl TTEPLYPAPEL LUE LEYAAVTEPT) GOPNVELL TO TL TPOYLOTIKA elvar Eval
P2P cvomua, evd kdver capég v «cdtnton tov kopuPov evog P2P chotnua to
omoio givor kot 10 To 101eiTEPO YopakINPIoTkd Twv P2P cuomudtov. Xe avtifeon
HE TOV TTapamdve opiopo, o optopdg g Intel meprypdopet v Aettovpyia tov P2P kot
TG EQAPUOYES OTIG omoieg pumopel éva P2P va ypnoiponomOei.

2) In Fig 2 (pg 3), the authors compare some aspects of the client-server and the
p2p computing models. List and explain these aspects.
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Fipure 2: Peer-to-Peer versus Client-Server. Tiere v a0
clear border between a clienl-server aad a P2F model. Bolh
models can be Ml o a spectrum of levels of characterislics
fe., mandgealilily, conficurabiliiv), funciionalily fe.g., look-
NP versus discovery), areanizalions jeg., herarciy versus
mesh), components fe.g, DNS), and profocols jegp., IP), el
Furihermare, one madel can be il on lop of the other ar
paris of the componenis can be realized in one or the olher
model. Finally, both models can execule on different tvpes af
platforms (Interael, infranel, eic.) and bolh can serve as an un-
deriving Base jor radifioaal and new applicalfons. Therefore,
i should nol be a swrprise thal ere is 5o much corjission aboul
whal P2P ix and what if 1s nol. It 1s exiremely inferiwened wilh
exisiing lechnologles (Moroan 2002].
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Eva yiveton cuykpion peta&d tov p2p povtéAov Kot Tov Hovtéov meddtn eSummpér.
To povtélo p2p sivon €va ad — hoc povtédo ot k6ot propohv va E1GEPYOVTAL Kot Vol
@evYoLV amd 1O OlkTLO YWPIS Vo YpeldleTar KAmow dArAY amd KATOOV KEVIPIKO
eCumnpétn evad emiong avToopyovVOVOVTOL O avTifeon HE TOL HOVIEAO TEANTN



eEummpétn mov mpémel o administrator va. kaBopicel TIG SAPOPEG TAPAUETPOVS TOV
ovotnuotog (configured) 0nwg 1o TANB0C TV e&LINPETOV, TO €101 TOV ATHCE®V TOL
déxetat 0 KaBEVaS ToVg, Tmg cLVOEOVTOL AVTOl LETAED TOVG KTA.

Emumiéov n tomoAoyio kot Otacvvdeon twv kOpPwv ota P2P pmopel va eivon
omoladNTote o€ avtifeon pe 10 povtélo meldtn eEumnpétn O6mov N TomoAoYyio umopel
va gival gite aoTtépag elte 1EpapyIkn, OTOL KATolol £V PEPNG TPO®BOVV TIG AUTHOELG
mov déyovton eite oe efumnpéteg mov Ppickovion oe ynAdtepo emineda eite oe
YOUNAOTEPQL.

H avalnmon oto povtédo meddtn eéumnpétn eivor tomo Lookup mov onuaiver 6t
apyKa 1 aitmon amevfHveTon 6€ KATOL0V «KOTAAOYO» Y10, TNV EDPECT] TOL KOUBOV TOV
Ba v gumnpetioel, og avtiBeon N avalnon TAnpoeopiag 6To p2p HOVIEAO givat
tomov discovery 010t 1| aitnomn mpowbeitan oe TOAAOVE KOUPoVS Ywpis va yvmpilovpe
nowog umopel va v g&umnpemoet kot poMg 1 aitnon ¢Bdcel oe évav KOuPo mov
umopel va v e&umnpetnoet n aitnon eEunnpeteital.

Mia axdpo onUavTiKn) O1popd OVALESH GTO dVO HOVTEAN Elval TMG 6TO p2p Umopel
va e£ao@oiotel 6 TOAD peyarvtepo Pabud omolodnmote amd Ta €idn avovopio og
avtifeon pe to pHovTéAo TEAdTN €ELINPETN OMOV TNG TEPIOCCOTEPES POPEC OEV Elvarn
Kav duvatd vo eEacPoAoTel avovopia 1 0Tov uropet givar o fabpog g etvon Tapa
TOAD LUKPOG.

3) What is a hierarchical and what is a flat client-server model?

To povtého merdtn elvmmpétn yopokmnpiletar wg flat dtav OAol or meAdteg
EMKOWVMVOUV Le Evay Kat eEummpétn (mbavotata va vdpyovy Kol aviiypaeo avtob
Tov g&umnpétn Yo v avénon g aglomiotiog Tov cuoTiuatog (reliability)). Evo éva
povtého mehdtn — efumnpétn yapoktnpileronr g epapywd (hierarchical) dtav ot
eEumnpéteg elvar opyavouévn GE Lo lEPAPYIKT OOUT| Kol EEVTNPETES GE OLUPOPETIKA
emineda Omov ot g&umnpéteg evOg EMMEOOV GULUTEPLPEPOVIOL GOV TEAUTES TMV
eEummpetdv mov Ppickovian oe VYNAOTEPQ EMITED L.

4) What is a super peer?

"Evag super peer kOpupog eivar évo peer 1o 0moio GUUTEPIPEPETAL GOV EELTNPETNG LLOG
opdoag amd aAlo peers.

5) What is the difference between a compute-intensive and a componentized
application? How does this relate to vertical and horizontal distribution?

H Sapopd peta&h twv compute — intensive poppoy®v kot Tov componentized givo
TG 01 TPATEG KOTA TNV TAPAAANAN EKTEAECT] TOVG EKTELOVV TNV 1010 epyacio og kdbe
peer Tov GLOTHUOTOG EVA Ol TEAELTAIEG EKTEAOVV OLOPOPETIKES KGUVIGTAGES) LIOG
epyaociag og kdOe peer.

Ot compute — intensive epapuoyég AOY® axkppadc 0t ektehodv v dwa epyacio o
kéOe peer umopodOv vo vAomomBovv kot oe cvothiuato 6mov £xovue opldvtia



KOTOVOUN TV Oedopévev otovg kOppovg tovg. Kot avtd S0t pmopodv va
exteléoovv TV 0w epyacio oe KaOBe kOuPo pmopel va Swbétovv TUMUA NG
GUVOMKNG TANPOQOPIaG tKOVO Yio Vo TopayovV €va LePKO omoTéAespa g €050V
KOl 0T ovvExeln pe emeepyocio TOV UEPIKMY OTOTEAECUATMOV VO, TOPAYOLV TO
TEMKO OTOTELECLLAL.

6) What is according to the authors the main challenge of communication in
p2p?

H peyoddtepn mpoékAnon oe Bépota emwowomviag oto P2P cvotiuato sivor m
vrePVikNon TV TPoPANUAT®V oL oyeTilovTot pe TN duVaUKY Vo Tov peers. Eite
okOmpa (m.y. KAeloo Tov VIoAoyioT omd Tov ¥pNnotr) &ite Oyt (amoTvyic SIKTHOL
KTA.) Ol OMAOES TWV peers Tov GLOTHUOTOS OAAALOVLV, HE OMOTEAEGUO VO
TapoLolaloviol TOAAL TPOPAUOTO OTMG Yoo TOPAdslypo 10 TPOPANUO NG
datpNong ™G cVVOESNG TV peers G€ EMMESO EPUPLOYNG.

7) What is the most common solution to reliability across p2p systems.

H mo xown Abon oto mpdPAnua g aéomotiog ota P2P cvotiuata eivar n
EKUETAAAEVOT TOV HEYAAOV TANOOVG TV GAAWV peers.

IMa mopdderypo 0tav kdmolo. computeintensive €QApUoyn oviyvevon v amotvyio
Kamolag omd Tig Olepyacieg NG WIOpPeEl Vo TNV EMAVEKKIVIGEL G€ KAMOOV GAAO
dwBéoipo koppo.

8) What are the advantages/disadvantages of the centralized directory, the
flooded requests, and the document routing models.

Centralized directory

O ahyopBuog centralized directory Adym tov yeyovotoc mwg KABe e&umnpEng
dwtmpel  mANpoopio. Y OAOVG TOVG GCLUPETEXOVTEG KOUPOoLg  mapovctalet
npoPAnpata KAdkmong 00Tt anattel To pOAO TV ELINPETOV TOALOVY PN AV LLOTOL
HEYAANG VTOAOYIOTIKTG 1oYVG OTOV 0 PpLOUOG CITNCE®MV TOL OEYETOL AVEAVETOL EVD
omv mepintwon mov avédvetar To TANBog TV XpNoTOV amortel  PEYEAovg
amoONKeLTIKOVS YDPOVS GTOVS EEVTINPETEC,.

Eniong éva dAlo petovéktnuo tov mopomdve alyopiBuov eivol mog oe mepintmon
oV &Yovpe Evav eELTNPETN G€ AVTOG TOPOVSLAGEL KAmolo amotvyio To cuoTnua Oa
«KPEPAOE, VD OV Erovpe mopomdve amd €vov eEummpétn 6mov o Kabévag amod
avTovg ToL gfumnpéteg owatnpel avtiypapo tov centralized directory Oa mpémer va
VAOTOU|GOVUE KOl KATOL0 TPOTOKOAAO GULVETELNS Y10, VO, d10TPovVTOL TO GTOLYElN
TV EEVINPETAOV GE GLVETN KATAGTAOT).

Evo éva peyddo mieovéktnua g ypnong centralized directory givot mwg amotobvton
dv0 pévo unvopato (Eva amd Tov TEAATN TPOG TOV EELTNPETN LE TNV 0UTNON Kot Evav
amd Tov €ELANPETN TPOG TOV MEANTN YO TNV OTOGTOAN TNG OMAVINGNG) Yo TNV



g0peon Tov KOUPov oV dratnpel khmoa TANpoPopia mov wePExeTan oto centralized
directory.

Floode Requests

O oAyopiBuoc floode requests amortel peydho €VPOC OIKTVOV AOY® TOL HEYOAOV
TANO0LE TOV UNVOUATOV OV amocTEAAOVTAL Yo TNV e&umnpétnon kdbe aitnong kot
OLUVETMG 0V TAPOLCLALEL HEYAAN KAMUAK®OYN &V TOpdAANAo Oev e€yyvdtal TNV
emtuyn e€umnpémnon TV atnoev. QoTdG0 OUMG OV OTALTEL TNV EK TOV TPOTEP®V
YVOOT 0molaconmote TANpopopioc oyetiCetarl pe tov kopPo mov €xel v {nroduevn
TANPoeopio. eV elval OPKETA OMOJOTIKOG GE UIKPEG KOWOTNTES OMMG TO TOMIKO
SiKTLO 1| TO E6MTEPIKO SIKTLO UIOG ETOPETNG.

Document routing

O aiy6pBpog document routing  €ivatl TOAD amodOTIKOS Y10 TOAD HEYAAES KOWVOTNTEG
aAAG €yl €va apKETE PEYAAO LEOVEKTNHO OTL Yo TNV €VPECN KOTOOL KELUEVOL
pémel vo yvopilovpe ek TV Tpotépwv To ID mov £xet To Keipevo avtd 6To CLOTNUA,
Y€YOVOG TOV KOOoTA TNV VAOTOINOoT aAyopiBu®V Yo TNV €0PECT] OEOOUEVOV OPKETAL
d0oKoAN o€ ouyKplon pe tov flooded requests adyopBpo. ‘Eva emmdéov petovéktnua
T0V aAyopiBpov avtov elval TOC O KOTOKEPUOTIOHOG WTOPEl Vo 0dNyNoeL o€
mpoPAnua islanding 6mov o kowvotnta Ywpileton oe pukpodTEPES aveaptnreg LETaLD
TOVG LITOKOVOTNTEG TTOL eV GLVOEOVTUL KABOAOL peTa&d Tovg.

9) In the centralized directory approach, after the best peer is located, the file
exchange occurs directly between it and the requesting peer. What are the
advantages/disadvantages of this?

Ta mheovektuota TG anevbeiog emkowvoviag tov peer 1o omoio (ntdel Kdmoln
TANPOQOpia KoL TOV peer mov TNy dabétet elvar:
- Ot gnwowmvieg yioo v Ayn ™G TANpopopiag yivoviar ypnyopa ot
OmOGTEAAOVTOL LOVO TOL ATOPOLTITO LNVOLATO o opd HETAED TV 000 peers
(o @opd 010t dev aKkoVEL TO UNVLUO KATOOG TPITOG KOl GTY| GLVEXELD
OVOLUETOODOCEL)

Evo ta petovekmpara etvon:
- Agv umopet va egéocpahotel M avovopio tov peer mov (ntder v
TANPOQOpiaL.
- Aev pmopel va gfacpaiiotel n avovopio tov peer mov dSwbétel TNV
TANPOQOpiaL.

10) What can be considered as a closure mechanism in Gnutella?
Yav closuse mechanism 6to cvotnue Gnutella pmopet va OewpnBel to yeyovog mmg

yvopilovtag éva yertovikd KOppo pmopovpe vao. Bpodue v amdvinomn o€ KAmown
aitnon.



11) What are the factors that affect scalability, give one example for each.
Ot mapdyovtec mov ennpedlovv v KAMPAKoon ivot:

o To MO0 TV AEITOLPYIDOV TOL TPEMEL VO, EKTEAEGTOVV GE KATOLOV
Kkevipikd kopPo (IMapdoetypa: St pnon GLVETELNS TOV OEGOUEVOV GE
0€ KOTAVEUTLEVO GUGTILOTOL).

o O PaBuog mapoariniiag tov epoppoydv (Iapddsrypa: Epappoyés pe
uiKkpo Pabud mapaiinAiog ektedovvion og Hkpdg TAN0oc KOUPwv pe
amoTEAES O Ol KOUPOL avTol va £X0VV LEYAADTEPO POPTO GE GYEOT LE
Tov @Opto mov Ba giyov av M epoapuoyn elxe peyorvtepo Pobud
TopoAAnAiag).

o To TPOyPOUUOTIOTIKO HOVTEAD TTOV YPNOULOTOIEITOL YioL TNV EKTEAEOT
TOV VTOAOYIGUAV.

12) Given the ad-hoc nature of connectivity in p2p, comment on what type of
(message-oriented) communication (i.e., synchronous/asynchronous,
transient/persistent) would be more appropriate.

To &idog g emkowwviag mov Ba Mrav KaAdtepo va ypnoipomombel eivar 1
acLYYPOVI ETKOWVOVIO KO 0VTO S10TL OTA P2p GLOTHLOTO KOUPOL EXYOVUE EICAYWYES
Kot Stoypogég KOUP®V pe Tuyaio GEPA Kot 0 TUYAIES YPOVIKEG GTIYUEG YEYOVOS TTOV
OTNV TEPIMTOON YPNONG CVYXPOVNG ETKOWMVIOS OV O TOPUANTING TOL UNVOUOTOG
nov otdAOnKe Pyel ekTdC cuoTHHATOS (ATOTVYIN SIKTOOV, ATOGVVIEGT] TOV peer) aPov
&xel AMaPel To pnvopa Kal Tpv omavinceel o amootoléag o pmAokdpel T Asttovpyia
TOV O10TL Y10l VoL Guve)IoEL Ba TEPIUEVEL TNV ATTAVTNGT OO TOV TOPOANTTY.

Eniong 10 mo koAd &idog emkowwviag O0cov agopd nv transient/persistent
emkowvmvia gival n persistent 5101t to emBLUNTO givar va, UMV eaiveTon £va peer 0T
Bewpeitar extdg diktvov Otav Pyaivel yuoo Alyo ypovikd Odotnuo TPOKELTOL Vo
emavéLBel oAAO Yo 0G0 Ypovikd dudotnuo €ivol €KTOC av LTAPYEL KATOL0G
AVTUTPOCMOTOG TOL OV VO OEYETOL OAEG TIG OLTHGELS TOL TPoopilovTal Yio TO peer Tov
elvan extdg.

13) pg 17, 1st column, last par "The geographical distribution of the peers help
to reduce congestion on both peers and the network". Explain.

O Adyog mov 0 Ye®YPaPIKOg Katapuepiopdg Tov peers fonddel oty amrocuueopnon
TV peers O0TL 0 YPOVOG TOL OMOLTEITOL YloL TNV EMKOWOVIOL GTNV OlIPKELL
ebumpétong wog aitmong eivol pkpdtepog av o kOpPoc mov Ppickovror ta
{nrovpeva dedopéva PpicKeTarl 6TV KOVIIVOTEPT YEOYPUPIKT ATOGTOCT).

BéPaia to yeyovog mwg o ypovog emikowvwviog pe évav koppo mov Ppioketon
YE@YPOUPIKA KovTvOTEPO Bl €fvar LikpdtePog amd avtd pe Evay KOpPo oe peyardtepn
YEQYPOAPIKN amOGTAOT) OgV €lval KT avAyKNV COGCTO Kol OTOJEKTO TAVIOTE OAAY



OTNV YEVIKN TEPIMT®ON, S10TL TPEMEL VoL AdPel Kaveic vwdyy Tov To €100¢ Kol Tov
(@OPTO TOL OIKTVOV TOV GLVOEEL TOVS KOUPOUG.

14. What is the goal of caching in p2p? What are the advantages/disadvantages
of caching the reply at all nodes in the return path? Can you think of any
alternatives? Is this possible in Gnutella?

O o16y0G ™G YpNomg cache ota P2P givon n peimon tov pnkovg tov povomatiod mov
amouteiton vo dlaoyicel pio aitnorn mpokeévonu va eEumnpetnBel Ko cuvemmg 1
peimon tov TAN00VG TOV UNVOUATOV TOV aVTOAAAGGOVTOL LETAED TV peers.

To PBacwod mAeovéktmua g xpnong caching ce 6Aovg TOVS £VOLAUECSOVG KOUPOVG
elval mog av n mAnpoeopio. mov €yive cache sivor dNUOEIA] amd GAAO peer Tov
yvopilovy Kdmolo amd T EVOLGUESH peer TOTE UEIDVETOL O YPOVOG EVPECNG TNG
TANPOPOPIaG OVTNG (LELOVOVTOL TOL UNVOLOTO TTOV TPETEL VO, GTAAOVV TPOKEUEVOL VOl
efummpemBel to pvVLUE) KOl O UEIDVETOL O QOPTOS TOL OIKTLOL GCE EMOUEVN

avalntnon g idtag TAnpopopiag.

To Bacikd pelovékTpa eivol TOC AVEAVETOL TAPA TOAD O POPTOG TOV SIKTHOL Ao TAL
UNVOUATO TTOV GTEAVOVTIOL TPOKEUEVOL VO eVNUEP®OOLY Oho aVTA TO OVTITUTA,
YeYOVOG KakO Kuplwg OTav TPOKELTOL Y10 1] SNUOPIAT AVTITLTA.

15. What does the "power-law distribution of the p2p network" (pg 17) mean?

Me tov 6po "power-law distribution of the p2p network" gvvoovpe v Katavoun tov
TA00G TOV CLVOECEMV PETAED TMV PEErs TOL GUGTNLOTOG.

16. Compare/relate the definition of distributed systems in sec 5.2 (pg 21) with
sec 1.4 of the textbook.

SOUQOVO LE TOV OPIGHO OV OivETOL 0TO TOREN 5.2 £vol KOTOVEUNUEVO GVGTNIA Elval
éva. oOoTNUO. OV TETLYOIVEL KAUAK®ON €EKTEAECNG TOV OEPYUCIOV HECH TNG
OLYKEVIPMONG TAOV  VTOAOYIOTIKAOV TNYOV  HEYOAOL TANOOLS  SLOPOPETIKDV
VTOAOYIOTMV GUVIESEUEVMV GTO HIKTVO.

17. Why is the fault tolerance problem a greater challenge in collaborative p2p
systems than in file sharing p2p systems?

To npoPAnpa Fault Tolerance eivan pio amd tig peydreg mpokincels 6to ydpo tov file
sharing p2p cvotudtev Kot ovtd O10TL GE EPAPUOYES TOL £XOVUE OLOUOPOCUO
mAnpoeopiag, UNvVOHOTO GLYXVA TpPémel vo  oTéAvovion  aSlOmoTo  OGTE  va
dwoearileton 6TL OAa Ta peers €xovv TV O KOva (dym) TG TANPOPOPIag TOL
dwtnpet to cvotnpa. Xe avrtiBeon ota collaborative p2p cvotmiuota ovtd dev eivar
peyaio mpdPAnua 010tt Too unvopato mov otaAdnkav kot dgv €xovv mapoinebei
otofalovtal ce po ovpd Kot maporappdvovtor Otav To peers mov mwpoopilovton
enavépBouv oto choTna.



