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TEXHONOIHH ANA BH3HEGA

Bnunget nu d)parMeHTau,vm Ha CKOPOCTb AOCTYynNna K AaHHbIM.

JocTyn K [JaHHbIM MOXET 6biTb CiydalhHbiM  (random) un nocneaoBaTesNbHbIM
(sequental). PaccMoTpuM nocnegoBaTeNbHbI AocTyn. OTcneaMMm Bonpoc dparMeHTauum, u
BbIAICHUM KaKoe BNUAHME OHa MMEET Ha NPOM3BOANTENBHOCTb.

B MHTepHeT pecypcax MOXHO HAaWTKU ONMUCaHWE AOBOJIbHO MHTEPECHOro 3KCNepuMeHTa.
Ons akcnepumeHTa 6bu10 co3gaHo aea danna pasmepom 10 GB . OaMH M3 HUX NOAENUIN Ha
5 Tbicsiy pparmeHTOB pa3mepoMm no 2 MB, BTopoi Ha 60 Tbica4y parMeHTOB pasMepoM Mo
128 KB. C nomowbk 3TMx ¢GaigoB NpoBOAUAMN TeCTUMPOBAHWE YTEHUS U 3anucu B
nocnenoBaTesibHOM nopsiake. s XpaHeHus Mcnonb3oBanu guckm cepsepa ( Ha rpadukax
ob6o3HaueHHble DAS), a Takxe xpaHwnuwe EMC Symmetrix DMX-2 (Ha rpadukax
0603HayeHHbIe SAN).

Co cnoB aBTopa onMcaHWe 3KCNepuMeHTa BbIFNSaUT Tak:

The server was a standard DL580 with 4 single-core sockets (2.0GHz Xeon) with 4GB
of RAM. The disk array was a DMX2 with 10K rpm 146GB FC drives in a RAID10 config. The
test LUN was 96GB in size (with 8GB disk slices from 24 spindles). TwoEmulex LP8000
HBAswereloadbalancedwithPowerPath.

Performance Impact of File Fragmentation
1K Sequential Writes
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Pe3ynbTtaT nepBoi 4YacTU 3KCNEPUMEHTa MNOMYy4YUCS AOBOSIbHO HEOXUAAHHbIA. [Mpu
MCNOJIb30BaHUM SAN - cTopagxa C BbICOKOW MpPOM3BOAUTENBHOCTLIO. PesynbTtar
TECTMPOBaHUA NOYTU He oTaundanca. dedparMeHTUpPOBaHHbIA U pparMeHTUpoBaHHbIN dainn B
pe3yfnbTaTe TeCTUpOBaHUA nocneaoBaTenbHON 3anucu dparMeHTamMmn no 1K. PesynbTaTuBHOE
KawupoBaHue Kn 6bicTpoe pericteue DMX crnagunum sp@ekT CHUXEeHWe CKOpPOCTU U3-3a
MHOXeCTBa pparMeHTOB.

CnegylowmMm 3TanoM 3KCnepuMmeHTa 6bi10 co3gaHMe TOYHO TaKoro e pasjena Ha
anckax cepsepos (DAS) n TectupoBaHume.
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1KB Segquential Writes
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B 3TOM cnydyae Ha rpaduke Mbl 4YeTKO BMAMM, 4YTO PparMeHTUpOBaHOCTb danna
npuBesia K CHMXEHUIO CKOPOCTU AencTBuii Ha 30%.

CnegywowmM warom 66110 ymMeHbleHne dparmeHToB A0 128 KB. ®ain pasaeneHHblii Ha
60 TbicsiY (pparMeHTOB MPOTECTMPOBAIN UCMOb3YS NOC/eA0BaTEIbHOE YTEHUE.

Performance Impact of File Fragmentation
256K Sequential Reads (SAN)
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B pesynbTate BbIACHWIOCL, 4TOo 3ddekTa OoT dparMeHTauMmM Mo4YTU HeT Ha
BblCOKOMpomn3BoauTenbHoM MaccuBe SAN. 3ato Ha DAS dparmMeHTUpoBaHue daina npuHecno

CBOM 3aMeTHbIE nsioAabl.

C NOMOLLBIO 3TOr0 3KCrnepmuMeHTa 6bi1 HarAeH NuWb OANH NapaMeTp.
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Performance Impact of File Fragmentation
256K Sequential Reads (SAN)
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B cnyuyae penenunsa darina Ha 60 Tbicad ¢pparmeHToB, HecnopsaaovyHo pa3bpocaHHbIX Ha
avncke, yeBenuuunocb BpeMms Latency (3agepxka uTeHus). CamMoe WHTEpecHoe, 4To npu
pasgeneHve danna Ha 5 Teicay pparMeHTOB Takoro pesysibTata He 6bino.

MocnegHUM wWaroM B 3KCMNEpPUMEHTEe 6bin0o M3MeEpEHNE BpPEMEHUN, 3aTPAY€HHOrIo Ha
BbIMOJIHEHNE pAaa OﬂepaLlMVI.



TexHonorum ana 6nsHeca www.itfb.com.ua
office@itfb.com.ua

TEXHONOIHH ANA BH3HEGA

Performance impact offile fragmentation ¢n backups
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Petformance impact of file fragmentation on checkpoints
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Performance impact of file fragmentation on table scan
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Llenb 3TOro skcnepuMeHTa 4BMSETCA He OoTpuuaHume BO3AeNCTBUA dparMeHTauuMm Ha
NpoOU3BOAUTENBHOCTb 3aMMCU WM JYTeHus uHdbopMaumu npu nocnefoBaTeslbHOM AOCTyne.
CreneHb BAMSAHWUA (parMeHTauMn 3aBUCUT OT MHOMMX (haKTOpPOB: pexuMm A0CTyna, pasMep
¢dainoB, 6710KOB UTEHUSA U T.4.

BbiBOA MOXHO caenaTb Takok. Yawe Bcero BansHue CbpaFMEHTaLJ,VIVI Ha CKOPOCTb
pa6OTbI CUCTEeMbl C/IMWKOM repeoueHmBaeTca. W3 Bbllle OMUMCaHHOrNO Mbl BUAWM, 4TO
ncnonb3ys nocnenoBaTesbHbI AOCTyn, 3TOT pPEXUM 6onee Bcero noaBeEpPXeEH BJINAHUIO
c|3parMeHTa|_|,vw|, BnAHME ee Masio 3HAYUTENbHO.



