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1. Motivation 4. PrimCast - Fastest Atomic Multicast 6. Latency for Fault Tolerance 8. Results (contd.)
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TS because it's a predictable and a prerequisite for all other delivery conditions.
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9. Conclusions
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3. Weighted Quorums
Results:

Antagonism: one assignment for all clients - accelerates one at the expense of another.
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* Triangle inequality can be violated in a WAN
- real-time empirical optimisation could help.

Higher weights form smaller qguorums.
- Fast replicas get high weights.
- Quorums close faster.

~> All clients form minimal quorums, and get 50 ms

the latency speedup.
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Protocol safety retained because weighted
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shape similar regardless of other parameters.



