RADoON: Storage Network QoS
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The Goal of RADON The RAD model separates scheduling into Resource Allocation and Dispatching.
Performance guarantees on standard commodity storage networks Proven correct for CPU scheduling, RADoN applies the model to the network resource.
* General
* Flexible RAD Model Network Model
* Fine grained — -
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Methods of Congestion Detection Laxity Based Congestion Response

* Traditionally: packet loss, cannot prevent queue overflows
* RADoN uses Forward Delay as in TCP Santa Cruz
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* Corresponding to a share work
* Bound by a time limit

* Addressing debiliating synchronization
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