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(57) To correctly determine the status of each of a
plurality of systems after a failure occurs.

A computer installed in a first facility determines that
its local system is in an isolated state in the case where
direct communication with all of a plurality of external
systems respectively built in a plurality of second facilities
is disabled. The computer determines that, among the
plurality of external systems, a first external system with
respect to which a prescribed time or longer has passed
from the last alive confirmation time thereof is in a down
state. Also, the computer determines that, among the
plurality of external systems, a second external system
with which the direct communication is possible is in an
alive state. Then, in the case where there is a third ex-
ternal system with respect to which the prescribed time
or longer has not passed from the last alive confirmation
time thereof and with which the direct communication is
disabled, the computer determines to switch one of the
local system and the third external system to the down
state and the other to the alive state, under prescribed
conditions.
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Description

Technical Field

[0001] The embodiments discussed herein relate to a
program, method, and apparatus for availability manage-
ment.

Background Art

[0002] There are services that provide computing re-
sources over a network. Such services are called cloud
services. Cloud services include IaaS (Infrastructure as
a Service) that provides hardware and infrastructure and
PaaS (Platform as a Service) that provides a platform for
running software, such as servers and databases.
[0003] To improve cloud service reliability, systems for
providing the cloud service are spread over a plurality of
AZs (Availability Zones). The plurality of AZs each have
a separate and independent operational facility. For ex-
ample, each AZ is independent of the other AZs and has
a distinct building, power source facility, air conditioning
facility, and backbone network. By building the systems
over the plurality of AZs, it becomes possible that, if one
AZ entirely goes down due to a large-scale disaster or
another event, the systems in other AZs are able to con-
tinue to provide the service.
[0004] For example, to improve availability using sys-
tems built over a plurality of AZs, a redundant pair, i.e.,
active and standby, is configured for an application (a
function that is implemented by causing a processor pro-
vided in a computer to run software) for providing a spe-
cific service. The active application and the standby ap-
plication are installed in different systems built in different
AZs. During normal periods, the system running the ac-
tive application provides the service. The system running
the standby application holds the same data as the sys-
tem running the active application does, with data syn-
chronization. The system running the active application
and the system running the standby application mutually
monitor each other’s alive status. If the system running
the standby application detects stoppage of the system
running the active application, the standby application
becomes active and starts to provide the service.
[0005] In the case where a service is provided using
two applications, i.e., active and standby, as described
above, the split-brain syndrome may occur due to a com-
munication failure between the systems. The split-brain
syndrome is a condition where a plurality of systems hap-
pen to provide the same service due to splitting of the
systems. For example, a system running a standby ap-
plication may determine that a system running an active
application has stopped, because of a communication
failure with the system running the active application. In
this case, the system running the standby application
starts to provide the service, even if the active application
is running properly. This situation is the split-brain syn-
drome.

[0006] For example, with respect to troubleshooting of
a failure in a system in a redundant configuration, there
is a technique for determining, if a failure occurs in a
component in the system, which of a plurality of servers
to use to continue the operation, on the basis of commu-
nication with a computer that does not execute the op-
eration. Further, there is considered a computing system
for preventing abnormal processing such as restart or
stopping of computing devices due to an erroneous out-
put caused by malfunction of an abnormality detecting
function in one computing device. Still further, there is
considered a technique for preventing occurrence of the
split-brain syndrome in a duplex system. In this technique
for preventing the occurrence of the split-brain syndrome,
the execution of a server process is controlled by majority
based on connection status with client computers, for
example.

Citation List

Patent Literature

[0007]

PTL1: Japanese National Publication of Internation-
al Patent Application No. 2008-542858
PTL2: Japanese Laid-open Patent Publication No.
2012-113545
PTL3: Japanese Laid-open Patent Publication No.
2005-258947

Summary of Invention

Technical Problem

[0008] In related art, troubleshooting may fail to appro-
priately solve a failure in a system including a plurality of
AZs. For example, failure patterns that are difficult to deal
with include splitting of AZs and disconnection between
AZs. The splitting of AZs is a failure pattern in which the
AZs are split into a plurality of AZ groups that are not able
to communicate with each other due to multiple failures.
The disconnection between AZs is disconnection of com-
munication due to a failure in a communication channel
between specific AZs. This failure is not detectable, and
thus a switching mechanism that is activated by the fail-
ure detection does not work and the disconnection state
of the communication channel continues. In the related
art, it is not possible to correctly detect such failure pat-
terns for which troubleshooting is difficult, and to correctly
determine the status of each of the plurality of systems
built in the plurality of AZs after a failure occurs.
[0009] According to one aspect, the present invention
has an objective to correctly determine the status of each
system after a failure occurs.
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Solution to Problem

[0010] According to one aspect, there is provided an
availability management program that causes a compu-
ter in a local system built in a first facility to perform the
following process. With this availability management pro-
gram, the computer first confirms whether direct commu-
nication with a plurality of external systems is possible.
The plurality of external systems are respectively built in
a distributed manner in a plurality of second facilities dif-
ferent from the first facility. The computer then deter-
mines that the local system is in an isolated state, upon
determining that the direct communication with all of the
plurality of external systems is disabled. After that, in the
case where the direct communication with at least one
of the plurality of external systems is possible, the com-
puter obtains a last alive confirmation time of each of the
plurality of external systems via an external system with
which communication is possible. The last alive confir-
mation time indicates the time when the normal operation
of an external system was last confirmed. Then, the com-
puter determines that, among the plurality of external sys-
tems, a first external system with respect to which a pre-
scribed time or longer has passed from its last alive con-
firmation time is in a down state. Also, the computer de-
termines that, among the plurality of external systems, a
second external system with respect to which the pre-
scribed time or longer has not passed from its last alive
confirmation time and with which the direct communica-
tion is possible is in an alive state. In addition, in a situ-
ation where the plurality of external systems include a
third external system with respect to which the prescribed
time or longer has not passed from its last alive confir-
mation time and with which the direct communication is
disabled, the computer determines to switch one of the
local system and the third external system to the down
state and the other to the alive state, under prescribed
conditions.

Advantageous Effects of Invention

[0011] According to one aspect, it is possible to cor-
rectly determine the status of each of a plurality of sys-
tems after a failure occurs.
[0012] The above and other objects, features and ad-
vantages of the present invention will become apparent
from the following description when taken in conjunction
with the accompanying drawings which illustrate pre-
ferred embodiments of the present invention by way of
example.

Brief Description of Drawings

[0013]

FIG. 1 illustrates an example of a functional config-
uration of an apparatus according to a first embodi-
ment.

FIG. 2 illustrates an example of a system configura-
tion according to a second embodiment.
FIG. 3 illustrates an example of a system configura-
tion in an AZ.
FIG. 4 illustrates an example of a hardware config-
uration of a computer.
FIG. 5 is a block diagram illustrating an example of
functions of systems in AZs.
FIG. 6 illustrates an example of communicating in-
formation between constitutional elements of sys-
tems in AZs.
FIG. 7 illustrates an example of internal configura-
tions of an AZ status determination unit and distrib-
uted coordinator.
FIG. 8 illustrates an example of an AZ status table.
FIG. 9 illustrates an example of an AZ alive informa-
tion table.
FIG. 10 illustrates an example of alive accompanying
information.
FIG. 11 is a sequence diagram illustrating an exam-
ple of an AZ status management process.
FIG. 12 is a flowchart illustrating an example of an
AZ status determination process.
FIG. 13 is a flowchart illustrating an example of an
inquiry response process.
FIG. 14 illustrates an example of mutual monitoring
among AZs.
FIG. 15 illustrates an example of a case where an
AZ is down.
FIG. 16 illustrates an example of AZ status tables in
the case where the AZ is down.
FIG. 17 illustrates an example of notifying applica-
tions of AZ status in the case where the AZ is down.
FIG. 18 illustrates an example of a case where a
router fails.
FIG. 19 illustrates an example of AZ status tables in
the case where the router fails.
FIG. 20 illustrates an example of notifying applica-
tions of AZ status in the case where the router fails.
FIG. 21 illustrates an example of a case where a
failure occurs in a communication channel between
AZs.
FIG. 22 illustrates an example of AZ status tables in
the case where the failure occurs in the communi-
cation channel between the AZs.
FIG. 23 illustrates an example of notifying applica-
tions of AZ status in the case where the failure occurs
in the communication channel between the AZs.
FIG. 24 illustrates an example of a system configu-
ration according to a third embodiment.
FIG. 25 illustrates an example of communicating in-
formation between constitutional elements in sys-
tems in AZs according to the third embodiment.
FIG. 26 is a flowchart illustrating an inquiry response
process according to the third embodiment.
FIG. 27 illustrates an example of a case where an
AZ is down.
FIG. 28 illustrates an example of AZ status tables in
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the case where the AZ is down.
FIG. 29 illustrates an example of notifying applica-
tions of AZ status in the case where the AZ is down.
FIG. 30 illustrates an example of a case where a
router fails.
FIG. 31 illustrates an example of AZ status tables in
the case where the router fails.
FIG. 32 illustrates an example of notifying applica-
tions of AZ status in the case where the router fails.
FIG. 33 illustrates an example of a case where a
failure occurs in a communication channel between
AZs.
FIG. 34 illustrates an example of AZ status tables in
the case where the failure occurs in the communi-
cation channel between the AZs.
FIG. 35 illustrates an example of notifying applica-
tions of AZ status in the case where the failure occurs
in the communication channel between the AZs.
FIG. 36 illustrates a system configuration according
to a fourth embodiment.
FIG. 37 illustrates an example of an AZ alive infor-
mation table according to a fifth embodiment.
FIG. 38 illustrates an example of an AZ status table
according to the fifth embodiment.
FIG. 39 is a flowchart illustrating an example of an
AZ status determination process.
FIG. 40 illustrates an example of AZ status tables in
the case where an AZ is down.
FIG. 41 illustrates an example of notifying applica-
tions of AZ status in the case where the AZ is down.
FIG. 42 illustrates an example of AZ status tables in
the case where a router fails.
FIG. 43 is an example of notifying applications of AZ
status in the case where the router fails.
FIG. 44 illustrates an example of AZ status tables in
the case where a failure occurs in a communication
channel between AZs.
FIG. 45 illustrates an example of notifying applica-
tions of AZ status in the case where the failure occurs
in the communication channel between the AZs.
FIG. 46 illustrates an example of functions of sys-
tems in AZs.
FIG. 47 illustrates an example of availability by re-
dundancy.
FIG. 48 illustrates an example of availability by a fault
tolerant system.

Description of Embodiments

[0014] Hereinafter, embodiments of the present inven-
tion will be described in detail with reference to the ac-
companying drawings. Partial features of the embodi-
ments may be combined unless they exclude each other.

(First Embodiment)

[0015] A first embodiment will now be described.
[0016] FIG. 1 illustrates an example of a functional con-

figuration of an apparatus according to the first embodi-
ment. In a system according to the first embodiment, a
plurality of AZs 1 to 3 are provided as facilities for building
computer systems. One system is built in each of the
plurality of AZs 1 to 3. The AZ 1 has an identification
number "#0," the AZ 2 has an identification number "#1,"
and the AZ 3 has an identification number "#2." The sys-
tems in the plurality of AZs 1 to 3 mutually monitor each
other’s systems to confirm whether the plurality of AZs 1
to 3 are alive. An AZ being alive means that a system in
the AZ is in a state of being able to provide a service.
The following describes how a system 2a (a local system)
in the AZ 2 performs an availability management process.
[0017] The system 2a includes a plurality of computers,
for example. Some or all of the computers in the system
2a function as an availability management apparatus 10.
The availability management apparatus 10 includes a
communication unit 11, a storage unit 12, and a process-
ing unit 13.
[0018] The communication unit 11 confirms whether
direct communication is possible with each system (ex-
ternal system) built in the AZs 1 and 3, which are different
from the AZ 2 where the system 2a including the availa-
bility management apparatus 10 is built. The direct com-
munication means communication that does not go
through another AZ.
[0019] In the case where the communication unit 11 is
able to perform direct communication with at least one
of the plurality of external systems, the communication
unit 11 obtains a last alive confirmation time of each of
the plurality of external systems via an external system
with which communication is possible. The last alive con-
firmation time indicates the time when the normal oper-
ation of the external system was last confirmed. For ex-
ample, the communication unit 11 updates the last alive
confirmation time of one of the plurality of external sys-
tems to the time when a different external system other
than the one external system last confirmed the alive
state of the one external system or the time when the
communication unit 11 last confirmed the alive state of
the one external system, whichever is later.
[0020] Also, the communication unit 11 is able to ob-
tain, via an external system with which communication
is possible, cost information to be used for calculating
the cost that is needed to deal with a change in the op-
erating status of an external system when direct commu-
nication with the external system becomes disabled. For
example, the cost information includes a standby appli-
cation (service providing function) count (i.e., the number
of standby applications) in the external system. With an
increase in the standby application count in an external
system, more processing is needed to switch the standby
applications to active so that the external system be-
comes active as a whole. That is, the processing cost
increases.
[0021] When the communication unit 11 obtains a re-
sult of confirming whether direct communication is pos-
sible, a last alive confirmation time, or cost information,
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it stores the obtained information in the storage unit 12.
[0022] The storage unit 12 stores therein results of con-
firming whether direct communication with each of the
AZs 1 and 3 is possible, the last alive confirmation times
of the AZs 1 to 3, and the cost information of the AZs 1
to 3. In this connection, the last alive confirmation time
of the AZ 2 where the availability management apparatus
10 itself is installed is set to the time when the system in
the AZ 1 or AZ 3 confirmed the alive state of the system
2a in the AZ 2. In addition, the cost information of the AZ
2 itself is stored in the storage unit 12 by the processing
unit 13, for example.
[0023] The processing unit 13 refers to the information
stored in the storage unit 12 to determine the status of
each of the AZs 1 to 3. For example, in the case where
direct communication is disabled with all of the plurality
of external systems, the processing unit 13 determines
that its local system is in an isolated state. In addition,
the processing unit 13 determines that, among the plu-
rality of external systems, an external system with re-
spect to which a prescribed time or longer has passed
from its last alive confirmation time is in a down state.
Furthermore, the processing unit 13 determines that,
among the plurality of external systems, an external sys-
tem with respect to which the prescribed time or longer
has not passed from its last alive confirmation time and
with which direct communication is possible is in the alive
state.
[0024] The plurality of external systems may include
an external system with respect to which the prescribed
time or longer has not passed from its last alive confir-
mation time and with which direct communication is dis-
abled. In this case, the processing unit 13 determines to
switch one of its local system and the external system
with which the direct communication is disabled to the
down state and the other to the alive state, under pre-
scribed conditions. For example, the processing unit 13
determines which to switch to the down state and which
to switch to the alive state, its local system or the external
system with which direct communication is disabled, on
the basis of the cost information. In the case of making
the determination on the basis of the cost information,
the processing unit 13 compares first cost that is needed
to switch the local system to the alive state and the ex-
ternal system to the down state with second cost that is
needed to switch the external system to the alive state
and the local system to the down state. If the first cost is
lower, the processing unit 13 determines to switch the
local system to the alive state and the external system
to the down state. If the second cost is lower, on the other
hand, the processing unit 13 determines to switch the
external system to the alive state and the local system
to the down state.
[0025] The processing unit 13 notifies virtual machines
4a, 4b, ... operating in the local system of the determina-
tion result as to its local system and the plurality of ex-
ternal systems. The virtual machines 4a, 4b, ... are called
instances. The virtual machines 4a, 4b, ... run applica-

tions as active or standby according to the determination
result.
[0026] The above-described availability management
apparatus 10 is able to correctly determine the status of
each of the AZs 1 to 3. For example, consider a case
where no applications are running in the AZ 1, and ap-
plications are running in the AZ 2 and AZ 3. Each appli-
cation running in the AZ 2 is paired with an application
of the same kind running in the AZ 3. One of paired ap-
plications runs as active and the other as standby. When
the active application stops due to a system failure or
another event, the standby application becomes active.
[0027] The following describes a case where the entire
system in the AZ 3 stops in the above situation. When
the AZ 3 goes down, the communication unit 11 recog-
nizes that direct communication with the system in the
AZ 3 is disabled, and stores information indicating that
the direct communication with the AZ 3 is disabled, in the
storage unit 12. In addition, the communication unit 11
stores, as the last alive confirmation time of the AZ 3, the
time when the communication unit 11 last confirmed the
system in the AZ 3 or the last alive confirmation time of
the AZ 3 obtained from the system in the AZ 1, whichever
is later, in the storage unit 12. When the prescribed time
or longer has passed from the last alive confirmation time
of the AZ 3, the processing unit 13 determines that the
AZ 3(#2) is in the down state. In addition, the processing
unit 13 determines that the AZ 1(#0) and AZ 2(#1) are
both in the alive state since direct communication be-
tween its local system and the system in the AZ 1 is pos-
sible.
[0028] The following describes a case where the AZ 2
has a problem with the function of communication with
the systems in the other AZs 1 and 3. If a failure occurs
in the communication function, the communication unit
11 recognizes that direct communication with both the
AZ 1 and AZ 3 is disabled, and then stores information
indicating that the direct communication with each of the
AZs 1 and AZ 3 is disabled, in the storage unit 12. Since
the direct communication is disabled with both the AZ 1
and AZ 3, the processing unit 13 determines that its local
system is in the isolated state.
[0029] The following describes a case where a failure
occurs in a communication channel between the AZ 2
and the AZ 3. When a failure occurs in the communication
channel, the communication unit 11 recognizes that di-
rect communication with the system in the AZ 3 is disa-
bled, and then stores information indicating that the direct
communication with the AZ 3 is disabled, in the storage
unit 12. In addition, the communication unit 11 stores a
last alive confirmation time of the AZ 3 obtained from the
system in the AZ 1, in the storage unit 12. Further, the
communication unit 11 obtains the cost information of
the AZ 3 from the system in AZ 3 via the system of the
AZ 1. The communication unit 11 stores the obtained
cost information in the storage unit 12.
[0030] Since the direct communication with the AZ 3
is disabled although the prescribed time or longer has
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not passed from the last alive confirmation time of the
AZ 3, the processing unit 13 recognizes that a failure has
occurred in the communication channel between the AZ
2 and the AZ 3. Then, the processing unit 13 determines
which to switch to the down state and which to switch to
the alive state, its local system or the external system
with which the direct communication is disabled, on the
basis of the cost information of the AZ 2 and AZ 3. Re-
ferring to the example of FIG. 1, the standby application
count in each of the AZs 2 and 3 is set as the cost infor-
mation. The standby application count in the AZ 2 is "3,"
whereas the standby application count in the AZ 3 is "10."
To switch the AZ 2 to the down state and the AZ 3 to the
alive state, the ten standby applications need to become
active. However, to switch the AZ 3 to the down state
and the AZ 2 to the alive state, the three standby appli-
cations need to become active. That is, the latter transi-
tion of switching the AZ 3 to the down state and the AZ
2 to the alive state costs less. Therefore, the processing
unit 13 determines to switch the AZ 2(#1) to the alive
state and the AZ 3(#2) to the down state, so as to take
troubleshooting with low cost.
[0031] The processing unit 13 notifies the virtual ma-
chines 4a, 4b, ... of a determination result. If the AZ 2
and AZ 3 are both in the alive state, the virtual machines
4a, 4b, ... keep their current states (active or standby).
On the other hand, if the AZ 2 is in the alive state and
the AZ 3 is in the down state, all the virtual machines 4a,
4b, ... become active. If the AZ 3 is in the alive state and
the AZ 2 is in the down state, all the virtual machines 4a,
4b, ... become standby. If the AZ 2 is in the isolated state,
all the virtual machines 4a, 4b, ... become standby.
[0032] In this connection, FIG. 1 illustrates the availa-
bility management apparatus 10 provided in the AZ 2. In
addition, such an availability management apparatus 10
is provided in the other AZs 1 and 3. Then, when a failure
occurs, the status of the systems in the AZs 1 to 3 is
determined in each of the AZs 1 to 3. As a result, it is
possible to correctly recognize a failure pattern, such as
splitting of AZs or disconnection between AZs, and also
to correctly determine the status of the system in each
of the AZs 1 to 3.
[0033] For example, in the first embodiment, the AZs
1 to 3 are provided at three separate locations. If neither
the AZ 1 nor the AZ 2 is able to communicate with the
AZ 3, the AZs 1 and 2 determine that the AZ 3 is down,
and then the AZ 1 may become alive. In this connection,
in the case where neither the AZ 1 nor the AZ 2 is able
to communicate with the AZ 3, the AZs are split into an
AZ group including the AZs 1 and 2 and the AZ 3 that
may be isolated from the AZ group. In this case, the AZ
3 is able to correctly determine that the AZ 3 is in the
isolated state. As a result, the applications in the AZ 3
are able to become standby, thereby preventing the oc-
currence of the split-brain syndrome.
[0034] On the other hand, there is a case where direct
communication between the AZ 2 and the AZ 3 is disa-
bled but communication between the AZ 1 and the AZ 3

is possible. In this case, the AZ 2 and AZ 3 exchange
each other’s cost information via the AZ 1 and they indi-
vidually compare their cost. Then, both the AZ 2 and the
AZ 3 determine to switch one of the AZs 2 and 3 to the
alive state, whichever has lower cost, and to switch the
other with higher cost to the down state. This enables
the AZ 2 and AZ 3 to obtain the same determination result,
thereby preventing the split-brain syndrome.
[0035] In addition to the above, the availability man-
agement apparatus 10 determines the status of each of
the AZs 1 to 3, and notifies each of the virtual machines
4a, 4b, ... of the determination result. This enables a plu-
rality of applications to determine whether to run as active
or standby, on the basis of the same determination result.
As a result, it is possible to prevent an incident where a
plurality of applications that interact with each other run
as active in different AZs. That is to say, if the applications
individually determine the situation when a failure occurs,
a plurality of applications that interact with each other
may run as active in different AZs. If the applications that
interact with each other run as active in different AZs,
these applications may fail to perform interactive
processing properly. By contrast, in the first embodiment,
since the processing unit 13 uniformly determines which
AZ to switch to the alive state and which AZ to the down
state, the plurality of applications that interact with each
other are able to take consistent troubleshooting of a fail-
ure, on the basis of the determination result. As a result,
it is guaranteed that the plurality of applications that in-
teract with each other run as active in the same AZ, which
improves the availability of the entire system.
[0036] In this connection, in the case where direct com-
munication between the AZ 2 and the AZ 3 is disabled
due to a failure in the communication channel between
the AZ 2 and the AZ 3, the current operating status of
applications that do not use the failed communication
channel do not need to be changed. To this end, for ex-
ample, the processing unit 13 may be designed to re-
ceive, from each virtual machine 4a, 4b, ..., an inquiry
specifying used systems used by the virtual machine 4a,
4b, ..., and then to return a determination result modified
according to the used systems to the virtual machine 4a,
4b, .... For example, in the case where a used system
used by a virtual machine 4a, 4b, ... is determined to be
in the down state in a situation where there is an external
system with respect to which a prescribed time or longer
has not passed from its last alive confirmation time and
with which direct communication is disabled, the process-
ing unit 13 modifies the determination result. In this case,
if the used system is the local system or an external sys-
tem with which direct communication is possible, the
processing unit 13 notifies the virtual machine 4a, 4b, ...
that the used system is in the alive state. That is, it is
possible to give a notification of a state indicating no fail-
ure, to the virtual machine running the application that is
not affected by the failure, thereby eliminating the waste-
ful troubleshooting of the failure.
[0037] As described above, in the first embodiment, by
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correctly determining the status of each of the AZs 1 to
3 when a failure occurs and notifying the virtual machines
running applications of the determination result, it is pos-
sible to improve the availability of the entire system.
[0038] In this connection, the processing unit 13 of FIG.
1 may be implemented by using a processor provided in
the availability management apparatus 10, for example.
In addition, the storage unit 12 may be implemented by
using a memory or a storage device provided in the avail-
ability management apparatus 10, for example. The com-
munication unit 11 may be implemented by using a net-
work interface provided in the availability management
apparatus 10, for example.

(Second Embodiment)

[0039] A second embodiment will now be described.
[0040] FIG. 2 illustrates an example of a system con-
figuration according to the second embodiment. Systems
in a plurality of AZs 100, 200, and 300 are connected to
a wide-area network 20 and an inter-AZ network 30. A
plurality of terminal devices 31, 32, ... are connected to
the wide-area network 20. The systems in the AZs 100,
200, and 300 receive requests from the terminal devices
31, 32, ... over the wide-area network 20, and provide
requested services. In addition, the systems in the AZs
100, 200, and 300 communicate information, such as the
operating status of the systems, with each other over the
inter-AZ network 30.
[0041] In this connection, the AZs 100, 200, and 300
are desirably located apart from each other by a certain
distance, such that, if a disaster occurs in one AZ, the
systems of the other AZs are able to operate properly.
In this connection, an active application and a standby
application cooperate with each other for data replication
or the like. Therefore, even in the case where the AZs
100, 200, and 300 are apart from each other, it is desir-
able that the inter-AZ network 30 enable communication
between the AZs 100, 200, and 300 with low latency of
about 1 ms at maximum, for example.
[0042] FIG. 3 illustrates an example of a system con-
figuration in an AZ. In the AZ 100, a computer group 100a
including a plurality of computers, a network device group
100b including a plurality of network devices, and a stor-
age device group 100c including a plurality of storage
devices are provided. The computer group 100a, network
device group 100b, and storage device group 100c are
connected to each other over an intra-AZ network 100d
within the AZ 100.
[0043] Some of the network devices included in the
network device group 100b are connected to the wide-
area network 20 or inter-AZ network 30. Each computer
in the computer group 100a is able to communicate with
systems built in the other AZs via a network device, such
as a router, included in the network device group 100b.
[0044] A power source facility for supplying power to
the devices illustrated in FIG. 3 and an air conditioning
facility for cooling are independent of those provided in

the other AZs 200 and 300.
[0045] FIG. 4 illustrates an example of a hardware con-
figuration of a computer. The computer 100-1 is entirely
controlled by a processor 101. A memory 102 and a plu-
rality of peripherals are connected to the processor 101
via a bus 109. The processor 101 may be a multiproces-
sor. The processor 101 may be a CPU (Central Process-
ing Unit), an MPU (Micro Processing Unit), or a DSP (Dig-
ital Signal Processor), for example. Some of functions
implemented by the processor 101 running programs
may be implemented by using an ASIC (Application-Spe-
cific Integrated Circuit), a PLD (Programmable Logic De-
vice), or another electronic circuit.
[0046] The memory 102 is used as a primary storage
device of the computer 100-1. The memory 102 tempo-
rarily stores therein at least part of OS (Operating Sys-
tem) programs and application programs to be executed
by the processor 101. The memory 102 also stores there-
in various kinds of data to be used by the processor 101
in processing. For example, a RAM (Random Access
Memory) or another volatile semiconductor storage de-
vice may be used as the memory 102.
[0047] The peripherals connected to the bus 109 in-
clude a storage device 103, a graphics processing device
104, an input device interface 105, an optical drive device
106, a device interface 107, and a network interface 108.
[0048] The storage device 103 electrically or magnet-
ically performs data write and read on a built-in recording
medium. The storage device 103 is used as an auxiliary
storage device of the computer. The storage device 103
stores therein OS programs, application programs, and
various kinds of data. In this connection, for example, an
HDD (Hard Disk Drive) or an SSD (Solid State Drive)
may be used as the storage device 103.
[0049] A monitor 21 is connected to the graphics
processing device 104. The graphics processing device
104 displays images on the screen of the monitor 21 in
accordance with instructions from the processor 101. As
the monitor 21, a display device using a CRT (Cathode
Ray Tube) or a liquid crystal display device may be used.
[0050] A keyboard 22 and a mouse 23 are connected
to the input device interface 105. The input device inter-
face 105 gives signals received from the keyboard 22
and mouse 23 to the processor 101. In this connection,
the mouse 23 is an example of pointing devices, and
another pointing device may be used. Other pointing de-
vices include a touch panel, a tablet, a touchpad, and a
track ball.
[0051] The optical drive device 106 performs data read
from an optical disc 24 using laser light or the like. The
optical disc 24 is a portable recording medium, on which
data is recorded so as to be readable with reflection of
light. As the optical disc 24, a DVD (Digital Versatile Disc),
a DVD-RAM, a CD-ROM (Compact Disc Read Only
Memory), a CD-R (Recordable), or a CD-RW (ReWrita-
ble) may be used.
[0052] The device interface 107 is a communication
interface for enabling peripherals to be connected to the
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computer 100-1. For example, a memory device 25 and
memory reader-writer 26 are connected to the device
interface 107. The memory device 25 is a recording me-
dium provided with a function of communication with the
device interface 107. The memory reader-writer 26 is a
device for performing data write and read on a memory
card 27. The memory card 27 is a card-type recording
medium.
[0053] The network interface 108 is connected to the
intra-AZ network 100d. The network interface 108 com-
municates data with another computer or communication
device over the intra-AZ network 100d.
[0054] With the hardware configuration illustrated in
FIG. 4, each computer in the AZs 100, 200, and 300 is
able to implement the processing functions of the second
embodiment. In this connection, the availability manage-
ment apparatus 10 illustrated in the first embodiment may
be implemented with the same hardware configuration
as the computer 100-1 of FIG. 3.
[0055] For example, the computer 100-1 implements
the processing functions of the second embodiment by
running programs recorded on a computer-readable re-
cording medium. The programs describing the process-
ing contents to be executed by the computer 100-1 are
recorded on a variety of recording media. For example,
the programs to be executed by the computer 100-1 may
be stored in the storage device 103. The processor 101
loads at least part of a program from the storage device
103 to the memory 102 and executes the program. Al-
ternatively, the programs to be executed by the computer
100-1 may be recorded on the optical disc 24, memory
device 25, memory card 27, or another portable recording
medium. The programs stored in such a portable record-
ing medium may become executable after being installed
in the storage device 103 under the control of the proc-
essor 101, for example. Yet alternatively, the processor
101 may read a program directly from the portable re-
cording medium and execute the program.
[0056] FIG. 5 is a block diagram illustrating an example
of functions of systems in AZs. The system in the AZ 100
includes an AZ status determination unit 120, a distrib-
uted coordinator 130, and a router 140. The system in
the AZ 200 includes an application 210, an AZ status
determination unit 220, a distributed coordinator 230, and
a router 240. The system in the AZ 300 includes an ap-
plication 310, an AZ status determination unit 320, a dis-
tributed coordinator 330, and a router 340.
[0057] The applications 210 and 310 provide a service
over the wide-area network 20. In addition, the applica-
tion 210 inquires the AZ status determination unit 220
about AZ status. The application 210 then obtains the
status of each of the AZs 100, 200, and 300 from the AZ
status determination unit 220 and determines whether to
provide the service. For example, if the system in the
other AZ 300 stops, the application 210 determines to
become active and provide the service. The application
310 inquires the AZ status determination unit 320 about
AZ status. The application 310 then obtains the status of

each of the AZs 100, 200, and 300 from the AZ status
determination unit 320 and determines whether to pro-
vide the service.
[0058] The AZ status determination units 120, 220, and
320 communicate with each other to determine the status
of the systems in the AZs 100, 200, and 300. For example,
the AZ status determination unit 120 obtains AZ alive
information indicating the status of the AZs 100, 200, and
300 obtained by the distributed coordinator 130 commu-
nicating with the other distributed coordinators 230 and
330. In addition, the AZ status determination unit 120
makes peer-to-peer connection with the system of each
of the other AZs 200 and 300 to perform the alive confir-
mation of the communication-party’s system. Hereinaf-
ter, such alive confirmation is called peer monitoring.
Then, the AZ status determination unit 120 determines
the status of the systems in the AZs 100, 200, and 300
on the basis of the obtained AZ alive information and the
alive confirmation results obtained with the peer moni-
toring.
[0059] The AZ status determination unit 220 obtains
AZ alive information indicating the status of the AZs 100,
200, and 300 from the distributed coordinator 230. In ad-
dition, by carrying out the peer monitoring on the other
AZs 100 and 300, the AZ status determination unit 220
makes the alive confirmation of the communication-par-
ties’ systems. Then, the AZ status determination unit 220
determines the status of the systems in the AZs 100, 200,
and 300 on the basis of the obtained AZ alive information
and the alive confirmation results obtained with the peer
monitoring. In addition, when receiving an inquiry from
the application 210, the AZ status determination unit 220
gives a response about the status of the systems in the
AZs 100, 200, and 300 to the application 210.
[0060] The AZ status determination unit 320 obtains
AZ alive information indicating the status of the AZs 100,
200, and 300 from the distributed coordinator 330. In ad-
dition, by carrying out the peer monitoring on the other
AZs 100 and 200, the AZ status determination unit 320
makes the alive confirmation of the communication par-
ties’ systems. Then, the AZ status determination unit 320
determines the status of the systems in the AZs 100, 200,
and 300 on the basis of the obtained AZ alive information
and the alive confirmation results obtained with the peer
monitoring. In addition, when receiving an inquiry from
the application 310, the AZ status determination unit 320
gives a response about the status of the systems in the
AZs 100, 200, and 300 to the application 310.
[0061] The distributed coordinators 130, 230, and 330
assist distributed cooperative processing in the large-
scale system. For example, the distributed coordinators
130, 230, and 330 communicate the operating status of
the systems in the AZs 100, 200, and 300 with each other
to share the operating status.
[0062] The routers 140, 240, and 340 perform commu-
nication over the inter-AZ network 30.
[0063] In this connection, lines connecting the consti-
tutional elements of FIG. 5 represent some of communi-
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cation paths, and communication paths other than the
illustrated ones may be configured. In addition, for ex-
ample, the functions of each constitutional element of
FIG. 5 may be implemented by a computer executing a
program module corresponding to the constitutional el-
ement. For example, software, such as Apache Zoo-
Keeper (registered trademark) or Galera Cluster (regis-
tered trademark), may be used to implement the distrib-
uted coordinators 130, 230, and 330.
[0064] FIG. 6 illustrates an example of communicating
information between constitutional elements of systems
in AZs. The AZ status determination units 120, 220, and
320 access the distributed coordinators 130, 230, and
330, respectively, to obtain AZ alive information. Also,
the AZ status determination units 120, 220, and 320 carry
out peer monitoring over the inter-AZ network 30. In ad-
dition, when receiving inquiries from the applications 210
and 310, the AZ status determination units 220 and 320
give responses about the status of each AZ.
[0065] The following describes the internal configura-
tions of the AZ status determination unit 220 and distrib-
uted coordinator 230.
[0066] FIG. 7 illustrates an example of internal config-
urations of an AZ status determination unit and distribut-
ed coordinator. The distributed coordinator 230 has an
AZ alive information table 231. The AZ alive information
table 231 stores therein alive information of the systems
in the AZs 100, 200, and 300. The AZ alive information
table 231 is stored in a memory provided in a computer
in the AZ 200, for example.
[0067] The AZ status determination unit 220 has an
AZ status table 221, an AZ status management unit 222,
a peer monitoring unit 223, and an inquiry processing
unit 224.
[0068] The AZ status table 221 stores therein the alive
status of AZs obtained from the distributed coordinator
230, the status of AZs confirmed with peer monitoring,
and others. The AZ status table 221 is stored in a memory
provided in a computer in the AZ 200, for example.
[0069] The AZ status management unit 222 obtains
AZ alive information from the distributed coordinator 230.
Then, the AZ status management unit 222 registers the
status of the AZs 100, 200, and 300 recognized from the
AZ alive information in the AZ status table 221.
[0070] The peer monitoring unit 223 carries out peer
monitoring with the systems in the other AZs 100 and
300. For example, the peer monitoring unit 223 sends
TCP/IP (Transmission Control Protocol/Internet Proto-
col) packets to the systems in the other AZs 100 and 300,
and determines the operating status of the systems in
the AZs 100 and 300 on the basis of whether any re-
sponses arrive within a prescribed time period. The peer
monitoring unit 223 registers the operating status of the
AZs 100 and 300 confirmed with the peer monitoring, in
the AZ status table 221.
[0071] In this connection, the peer monitoring unit 223
is able to detect a failure, which is not detectable through
failure detection at a data link layer or a physical layer,

by carrying out the peer monitoring using the same pro-
tocol as used by an application for communication, like
TCP/IP. For example, even though a system is judged
normal by a network interface performing hardware fail-
ure detection, the system may have a problem of a failure
in TCP/IP-based communication. The peer monitoring
unit 223 is able to detect such a failure by carrying out
the peer monitoring using TCP/IP. As a result, it is pos-
sible to correctly determine the status of the AZs.
[0072] The inquiry processing unit 224 receives an in-
quiry from the application 210. The inquiry processing
unit 224 checks the status of the AZs 100, 200, and 300
registered in the AZ status table 221 in response to the
inquiry. The inquiry processing unit 224 then returns in-
formation indicating the status of the AZs 100, 200, and
300 to the application 210.
[0073] FIG. 8 illustrates an example of an AZ status
table. The AZ status table 221 has the following columns,
AZ, Home AZ, AZ Status, Alive Status, and Peer Status.
The AZ column contains the identification numbers (No.)
of the AZs 100, 200, and 300. The Home AZ column
indicates whether a corresponding AZ is the home AZ.
"Yes" in the Home AZ column means that the correspond-
ing AZ is an AZ where the system having the AZ status
table 221 is built. "No" in the Home AZ column means
that the corresponding AZ is not an AZ where the system
having the AZ status table 221 is built.
[0074] The AZ Status column contains operating sta-
tus to be applied to the corresponding AZ, which is de-
termined with reference to the Alive Status column and
Peer Status column. For example, the AZ Status column
contains any of the following: "Normal," "Down," "Isolat-
ed," and "-." "Normal" means that the corresponding AZ
is enabled to allow provision of a service. "Down" means
that the corresponding AZ is disabled to stop providing
a service. "Isolated" means that the corresponding AZ is
isolated. "-" means that the status of the corresponding
AZ is unknown.
[0075] The Alive Status column contains the alive sta-
tus of AZs obtained from the distributed coordinator 230.
For example, the Alive Status column contains any of the
following: "Alive," "Dead," and "-." "Alive" means that the
corresponding AZ is operating properly. "Dead" means
that the corresponding AZ is down. "-" means that the
status of the corresponding AZ is unknown.
[0076] The Peer Status column contains the status of
the corresponding AZ confirmed with peer monitoring.
For example, the Peer Status column contains any of the
following: "Normal," "Down," and "Normal" means that
the corresponding AZ is operating normally. "Down"
means that the corresponding AZ is down. "-" means that
the corresponding AZ (for example, the home AZ) is not
under the peer monitoring.
[0077] FIG. 9 illustrates an example of an AZ alive in-
formation table. The AZ alive information table 231 has
the following columns: AZ, Last Alive Confirmation Time,
and Alive Accompanying Information. The AZ column
contains the identification numbers (No.) of the AZs 100,
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200, and 300. The Last Alive Confirmation Time column
indicates the date and time when the alive state of a cor-
responding AZ was last confirmed. The Alive Accompa-
nying Information column contains various kinds of alive
accompanying information of the corresponding AZ. The
alive accompanying information indicates the operating
conditions of an alive AZ.
[0078] FIG. 10 illustrates an example of alive accom-
panying information. Referring to the example of FIG. 10,
alive accompanying information is classified under four
categories. Each piece of alive accompanying informa-
tion is used for calculating the cost that is needed to take
troubleshooting of a failure, such as switching of an ap-
plication from standby to active. This cost is a numerical
value obtained by converting time or economic loss that
is caused by switching between active and standby.
[0079] A processing capacity category includes alive
accompanying information to be used for calculating the
cost (processing cost) of consuming wasteful processing
capacity for failover or another. For example, this
processing capacity category includes alive accompany-
ing information such as Active and Standby application
counts, Floating-IP count, DNS (Domain Name System)
entry count.
[0080] The active and standby application counts indi-
cate the number of applications running as active and
the number of applications running as standby, in an AZ.
These active and standby application counts are used
for calculating the processing cost for promoting standby
applications to active.
[0081] The Floating-IP count indicates the number of
IP addresses that may be dynamically added to virtual
instances (virtual machines or the like). This Floating-IP
count is used for calculating the processing cost for mov-
ing Floating-IPs between AZs.
[0082] The DNS entry count indicates the number of
domains entered in a DNS. This DNS entry count is used
for calculating the processing cost for replacing DNS en-
tries between AZs.
[0083] A lost profit category includes alive accompa-
nying information to be used for calculating profit (lost
profit) not realized due to stopping of instances (for ex-
ample, virtual machines) to be stopped. For example, the
lost profit category includes alive accompanying informa-
tion such as running instance count and available re-
source capacity.
[0084] The running instance count indicates the
number of instances running in an AZ to be disabled.
This running instance count is used for calculating the
cost that is lost due to stopping of instances.
[0085] The available resource capacity indicates the
capacity of free resources in running instances. This
available resource capacity is used for calculating the
cost that is lost due to resources becoming unavailable
by stopping of instances.
[0086] An expense payment category includes alive
accompanying information that is used for calculating the
expense to be paid in the case where money reimburse-

ment is needed due to stopping. For example, the ex-
pense payment category includes alive accompanying
information such as a cumulative stoppage time of each
instance and instance count for special contract.
[0087] The cumulative stoppage time indicates a cu-
mulative time during which an instance such as a virtual
machine stops. This cumulative stoppage time is used
for calculating the penalty fee to be paid to customers
due to a breach of SLA (Service Level Agreement)
The instance count for special contract is the number of
instances running under a contract in which a penalty
occurs depending on how a failure is dealt with. This in-
stance count for special contract is used for calculating
the penalty fee based on a special contract.
[0088] A manual assistance category includes alive
accompanying information to be used for calculating the
labor cost in the case where the labor cost is incurred for
operators taking troubleshooting of a failure. For exam-
ple, the manual assistance category includes alive ac-
companying information such as requisite manual oper-
ation count and customer count of special contract.
[0089] The requisite manual operation count indicates
the number of manual operations to be performed for
troubleshooting of a failure. This requisite manual oper-
ation count is used for calculating the labor cost according
to operators’ labor for taking manual troubleshooting.
[0090] The customer count of special contract indi-
cates the number of customers having contracts that al-
low the customers to use manual assistance such as
telephoning for troubleshooting of a failure. This custom-
er count of special contract is used for calculating the
labor cost according to labor for telephoning assistance
and so on.
[0091] For example, the total cost calculated from one
or plural pieces of alive accompanying information for a
specified AZ is taken as a handling cost of the AZ.
[0092] The following describes a procedure for an AZ
status management process.
[0093] FIG. 11 is a sequence diagram illustrating an
example of an AZ status management process. The AZ
status management unit 222 generates AZ alive infor-
mation about the AZ 200 (step S101). Then, the AZ status
management unit 222 notifies the distributed coordinator
230 of the generated AZ alive information (step S102).
The distributed coordinator 230 registers the received
AZ alive information in the AZ alive information table 231
(step S103).
[0094] The peer monitoring unit 223 carries out peer
monitoring on the other AZs 100 and 300, and determines
the peer status (step S104). The peer monitoring unit 223
then registers the determined peer status in the AZ status
table 221 (step S105).
[0095] After that, the AZ status management unit 222
refers to the AZ alive information in the AZ alive informa-
tion table 231 via the distributed coordinator 230 (step
S106). The AZ status management unit 222 determines
the status of each of the AZs 100, 200, and 300 on the
basis of the AZ alive information (step S107). The AZ
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status management unit 222 registers the AZ alive infor-
mation and the result of determining the AZ status in the
AZ status table 221 (step S108).
[0096] The application 210 makes an inquiry about AZ
status at a prescribed time (step S109). The inquiry
processing unit 224 refers to the AZ status table 221 in
response to the inquiry (step S110). Then, the inquiry
processing unit 224 gives a response about the AZ status
to the application 210 (step S111).
[0097] The following describes, in detail, a procedure
of an AZ status determination process performed by the
AZ status determination unit 220.
[0098] FIG. 12 is a flowchart illustrating an example of
an AZ status determination process. Hereinafter, the
process of FIG. 12 will be described step by step.
[0099] (Step S121) The AZ status management unit
222 makes a request for referring to AZ alive information
to the distributed coordinator 230. The distributed coor-
dinator 230 returns, as a response, the AZ alive informa-
tion registered in the AZ alive information table 231 if the
AZ alive information table 231 has the latest status infor-
mation updated through communication with the other
AZs 100 and 300. If the communication with the other
AZs 100 and 300 is disabled and therefore it is not pos-
sible to update the AZ alive information table 231, on the
other hand, the distributed coordinator 230 returns infor-
mation indicating an isolated state as a response.
[0100] (Step S122) The AZ status management unit
222 determines whether the response received from the
distributed coordinator 230 indicates that its home AZ is
in the isolated state. If the response indicates the isolated
state, the process proceeds to step S123. If the response
includes the AZ alive information, the process proceeds
to step S124.
[0101] (Step S123) The AZ status management unit
222 changes the status of the home AZ to indicate the
isolated state. For example, the AZ status management
unit 222 sets "Isolated" in the AZ Status column with re-
spect to a record (AZ "#1") corresponding to the home
AZ in the AZ status table 221. Then, the process pro-
ceeds to step S121.
[0102] (Step S124) The AZ status management unit
222 selects one of unprocessed AZs from AZs indicated
in the obtained AZ alive information.
[0103] (Step S125) The AZ status management unit
222 checks the last alive confirmation time of the selected
AZ.
[0104] (Step S126) The AZ status management unit
222 determines whether a prescribed upper time limit
has expired from the checked last alive confirmation time.
If the prescribed upper time limit has expired, the process
proceeds to step S127. If the prescribed upper time limit
has not expired, the process proceeds to step S128.
[0105] (Step S127) The AZ status management unit
222 determines that the selected AZ is down, and then
updates the alive status and AZ status of the selected
AZ. For example, the AZ status management unit 222
sets "Dead" in the Alive Status column with respect to a

record corresponding to the selected AZ in the AZ status
table 221. In addition, the AZ status management unit
222 sets "Down" in the AZ Status column with respect to
the record corresponding to the selected AZ in the AZ
status table 221.
[0106] (Step S128) The AZ status management unit
222 determines the selected AZ is alive, and then up-
dates the alive status of the selected AZ. For example,
the AZ status management unit 222 sets "Alive" in the
Alive Status column with respect to the record corre-
sponding to the selected AZ in the AZ status table 221.
[0107] (Step S129) The AZ status management unit
222 checks the peer status in the record corresponding
to the selected AZ in the AZ status table 221. In this con-
nection, in the case where the selected AZ is the home
AZ, the AZ status management unit 222 checks the peer
status of all the other AZs in the AZ status table 221.
[0108] (Step S130) The AZ status management unit
222 determines whether the checked peer status is
"Down." If the checked peer status is "Down," the process
proceeds to step S132. If the checked peer status is not
"Down," then the process proceeds to step S131.
[0109] In this connection, if the selected AZ is the home
AZ and at least one of the checked peer status of the
other AZs is "Down," the process proceeds to step S132.
If the checked peer status of the other AZs is all "Normal,"
then the process proceeds to step S131.
[0110] (Step S131) The AZ status management unit
222 updates the AZ status of the selected AZ. For exam-
ple, the AZ status management unit 222 sets "Normal"
in the AZ Status column with respect to the record cor-
responding to the selected AZ in the AZ status table 221.
Then, the process proceeds to step S135.
[0111] (Step S132) The AZ status management unit
222 refers to the alive accompanying information of each
AZ included in the obtained AZ alive information.
[0112] (Step S133) The AZ status management unit
222 calculates the handling cost for each of the AZs 200
and 300 where the applications 210 and 310 are running,
on the basis of the alive accompanying information.
[0113] (Step S134) The AZ status management unit
222 determines whether to switch the selected AZ to the
alive or down state, on the basis of a comparison between
the handling cost of the selected AZ and the handling
cost of another AZ, and then updates the AZ status. For
example, if the handling cost of the selected AZ is lower
than the handling cost of another AZ, the AZ status man-
agement unit 222 determines to enable the selected AZ
to allow provision of a service by the application. In this
case, the AZ status management unit 222 sets "Normal"
in the AZ Status column with respect to the record cor-
responding to the selected AZ in the AZ status table 221.
On the other hand, if the handling cost of the selected
AZ is higher than or equal to the handling cost of the
other AZ, the AZ status management unit 222 determines
to disable the selected AZ to stop the provision of the
service by the application. In this case, the AZ status
management unit 222 sets "Down" in the AZ Status col-
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umn with respect to the record corresponding to the se-
lected AZ in the AZ status table 221. Then, the process
proceeds to step S135.
[0114] (Step S135) The AZ status management unit
222 determines whether all the AZs have been proc-
essed. If any AZ has not been processed, the process
proceeds to step S124. If all the AZs have been proc-
essed, the process proceeds to step S121.
[0115] As described above, information in the AZ sta-
tus table 221 is updated occasionally. The information
about the AZ status registered in the AZ status table 221
is given to the application 210 in response to an inquiry
from the application 210.
[0116] The following describes, in detail, how to re-
spond to an inquiry.
[0117] FIG. 13 is a flowchart illustrating an example of
an inquiry response process. The process of FIG. 13 will
be described step by step.
[0118] [Step S141] The inquiry processing unit 224 re-
ceives an inquiry from the application 210.
[0119] [Step S142] The inquiry processing unit 224
checks the AZ status of its home AZ (AZ "#1") in the AZ
status table 221.
[0120] [Step S143] The inquiry processing unit 224 de-
termines whether the AZ status of the home AZ is "Iso-
lated." If the AZ status is "Isolated," the process proceeds
to step S144. If the AZ status is not "Isolated," the process
proceeds to step S145.
[0121] [Step S144] The inquiry processing unit 224
gives a response indicating that the home AZ is isolated,
to the application 210. Then, the process proceeds to
step S141 where the inquiry processing unit 224 waits
for the next inquiry. An instance (for example, virtual ma-
chine) running the application 210, which has received
the response indicating the isolated state to the inquiry,
stops the operation of the application 210.
[0122] [Step S145] The inquiry processing unit 224 ob-
tains the AZ status of all the AZs from the AZ status table
221.
[0123] [Step S146] The inquiry processing unit 224
gives a response indicating the obtained AZ status to the
application 210. Then, the process proceeds to step
S141 where the inquiry processing unit 224 waits for the
next inquiry.
[0124] The instance for the application 210, which has
received the AZ status of all the AZs, starts to run the
application 210 if the AZ status of the home AZ is "Op-
erating," in order to provide a service using the applica-
tion 210. For example, if the application 210 is active, the
instance keeps the application 210 running. If the appli-
cation 210 is standby, the instance switches the applica-
tion 210 to active.
[0125] In addition, the instance for the application 210,
which has received the AZ status of all the AZs, stops
the provision of the service by the application 210 if the
AZ status of the home AZ is "Down." For example, if the
application 210 is active, the instance switches the ap-
plication 210 to standby. If the application 210 is standby,

the instance does nothing.
[0126] In the way described above, using such highly
available applications in the active-standby configuration
provided over the plurality of AZs 200 and 300, it is pos-
sible to correctly determine whether to keep or stop a
service using each of the applications 210 and 310 in the
AZs 200 and 300 when a failure occurs in an AZ.
[0127] In the case where a plurality of applications are
provided in each AZ, the AZ status determination unit
220 notifies these applications of the same AZ status.
Therefore, all the applications in the same AZ are able
to make the same decision about whether to keep or stop
the service. As a result, it is possible to improve the avail-
ability of the system.
[0128] In addition, appropriate determination as to
which AZ to disable leads to minimizing the handling cost.
As a result, it is possible to reduce the operating cost of
the system.
[0129] The following describes specific examples of
determination with reference to FIGS. 14 to 23.
[0130] FIG. 14 illustrates an example of mutual moni-
toring among AZs. In the example of FIG. 14, the system
in the AZ 200 has ten active applications 211 and three
standby applications 212. The system in the AZ 300 has
three active applications 311 and ten standby applica-
tions 312.
[0131] FIGS. 15 to 17 illustrate an example of how to
determine AZ status when the entire system in one sys-
tem stops.
[0132] FIG. 15 illustrates an example of a case where
an AZ is down. In the example of FIG. 15, the entire sys-
tem in the AZ 300 stops. As a result, the communication
between the AZ 100 and AZ 300 and the communication
between the AZ 200 and AZ 300 become disabled. On
the other hand, the AZ 100 and AZ 200 are able to com-
municate with each other normally.
[0133] In this case, the distributed coordinator 130 in
the AZ 100 is able to confirm the alive state of the system
in the AZ 200 but is not able to confirm the alive state of
the system in the AZ 300. The AZ status determination
unit 120 in the AZ 100 recognizes through peer monitor-
ing that the system in the AZ 200 operates properly and
that the system in the AZ 300 has stopped.
[0134] Similarly, the distributed coordinator 230 in the
AZ 200 is able to confirm the alive state of the system in
the AZ 100 but is not able to confirm the alive state of
the system in the AZ 300. The AZ status determination
unit 220 in the AZ 200 recognizes through peer monitor-
ing that the system in the AZ 100 operates properly and
that the system in the AZ 300 has stopped.
[0135] For example, the AZ status determination unit
120 in the AZ 100 starts the AZ status determination proc-
ess (see FIG. 12) in this situation. The AZ status deter-
mination unit 120 determines that its home AZ is not iso-
lated, as a result of determining whether the home AZ is
isolated ("No" at step S122). Then, with respect to the
AZ 100 and AZ 200, the AZ status determination unit 120
determines that an upper time limit has not expired from
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their last alive confirmation times ("No" at step S126) and
that the peer status is Normal ("No" at step S130). On
the basis of these determination results, the AZ status
determination unit 120 determines that the AZs 100 and
200 are alive, and then updates their AZ status in the AZ
status table 121 (step S131). In addition, with respect to
the AZ 300, the AZ status determination unit 120 deter-
mines that the upper time limit has expired from its last
alive confirmation time ("Yes" at step S126). On the basis
of this determination result, the AZ status determination
unit 120 determines that the AZ 300 is down, and then
updates its AZ status in the AZ status table 121 (step
S127).
[0136] By performing the AZ status determination
process, the AZ status determination unit 220 in the AZ
200 obtains the same results at steps S122, S126, and
S130 as the AZ status determination unit 120 does. Then,
the AZ status determination unit 220 updates the AZ sta-
tus in the AZ status table 221 on the basis of the deter-
mination results. In this connection, since the system in
the AZ 300 has stopped, the system in the AZ 300 does
not perform the AZ status determination process.
[0137] FIG. 16 illustrates an example of AZ status ta-
bles in the case where the AZ is down. In the AZ status
table 121 in the AZ 100, an alive status of "Alive" and an
AZ status of "Normal" are set for the AZ 100 (AZ "#0"),
which is the home AZ. An alive status of "Alive," a peer
status of "Normal," and an AZ status of "Normal" are set
for the AZ 200 (AZ "#1"). An alive status of "Dead," a
peer status of "Down," and an AZ status of "Down" are
set for the AZ 300 (AZ "#2").
[0138] In the AZ status table 221 in the AZ 200, an
alive status of "Alive" and an AZ status of "Normal" are
set for the AZ 200 (AZ "#1"), which is the home AZ. An
alive status of "Alive," a peer status of "Normal," and an
AZ status of "Normal" are set for the AZ 100 (AZ "#0").
An alive status of "Dead," a peer status of "Down," and
an AZ status of "Down" are set for the AZ 300 (AZ "#2").
[0139] Applications are running in the system in the AZ
200, and the AZ status determination unit 220 notifies
the applications of the status of each of the AZs 100, 200,
and 300 in response to inquiries from the applications.
[0140] FIG. 17 illustrates an example of notifying ap-
plications of AZ status in the case where the AZ is down.
When the AZ status determination unit 220 receives an
inquiry from an application 211 or 212, it starts the inquiry
response process (see FIG. 13). First, the AZ status de-
termination unit 220 checks the AZ status of each AZ in
the AZ status table 221, and determines based on the
AZ status of its home AZ that the home AZ is not isolated
("No" at step S143). Then, the AZ status determination
unit 220 gives a response indicating the status of each
of the AZs 100, 200, and 300 registered in the AZ status
table 221, to the inquiring application 211 or 212. Refer-
ring to the example of FIG. 17, the response indicates
that the AZ 100 (AZ "#0") and the AZ 200 (AZ "#1") are
operating and the AZ 300 (AZ "#2") is down.
[0141] Therefore, the application 211 running as active

remains active. In addition, the application 212 running
as standby starts to run as active.
[0142] The following describes an example of status
determination in the case where a failure occurs in the
router in one AZ, with reference to FIGS. 18 to 20.
[0143] FIG. 18 illustrates an example of a case where
a router fails. In the example of FIG. 18, the router 340
in the AZ 300 fails. As a result, the communication be-
tween the AZ 100 and the AZ 300 and the communication
between the AZ 200 and the AZ 300 both become disa-
bled. On the other hand, the AZ 100 and AZ 200 are able
to communicate with each other normally.
[0144] In this case, the distributed coordinator 130 in
the AZ 100 is able to confirm the alive state of the system
in the AZ 200 but is not able to confirm the alive state of
the system in the AZ 300. The AZ status determination
unit 120 in the AZ 100 recognizes through peer monitor-
ing that the system in the AZ 200 operates properly and
the system in the AZ 300 has stopped.
[0145] Similarly, the distributed coordinator 230 in the
AZ 200 is able to confirm the alive state of the system in
the AZ 100 but is not able to confirm the alive state of
the system in the AZ 300. The AZ status determination
unit 220 in the AZ 200 recognizes through peer monitor-
ing that the system in the AZ 100 operates properly and
the system in the AZ 300 has stopped.
[0146] The distributed coordinator 330 in the AZ 300
is not able to confirm the alive state of either system in
the AZ 100 and AZ 200. The AZ status determination unit
320 recognizes through peer monitoring that both the
system in the AZ 100 and the system in the AZ 200 have
stopped.
[0147] In the above situation, the AZ status determi-
nation unit 120 in the AZ 100 and the AZ status determi-
nation unit 220 in the AZ 200 obtain the same results of
the AZ status determination process (see FIG. 12) as
obtained in the case where an AZ is down (see FIGS. 15
and 16).
[0148] The AZ status determination unit 320 in the AZ
300 starts the AZ status determination process. The AZ
status determination unit 320 determines that its home
AZ is isolated, as a result of determining whether the
home AZ is isolated ("Yes" at step S122) . Then, the AZ
status determination unit 320 updates the AZ Status col-
umn in the AZ status table 321 so as to indicate the iso-
lated state as the AZ status of the home AZ (step S123).
[0149] FIG. 19 illustrates an example of AZ status ta-
bles in the case where the router fails. The AZ status
table 121 in the AZ 100 and the AZ status table 221 in
the AZ 200 have the same information as the example
of FIG. 16.
[0150] In the AZ status table 321 in the AZ 300, an AZ
status of "Isolated" is set for the AZ 300 (AZ "#2"), which
is the home AZ. A peer status of "Down" is set for the AZ
100 (AZ "#0") and a peer status of "Down" is set for the
AZ 200 (AZ "#1").
[0151] Applications are running in the systems in the
AZs 200 and 300, and the AZ status determination units
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220 and 320 notify the corresponding applications of the
status of each of the AZs 100, 200, and 300 in response
to inquiries from the applications.
[0152] FIG. 20 illustrates an example of notifying ap-
plications of AZ status in the case where the router fails.
In response to inquiries from the applications 211 and
212, the AZ status determination unit 220 gives respons-
es having the same content as illustrated in the example
of FIG. 17.
[0153] When receiving an inquiry from an application
311 or 312, the AZ status determination unit 320 in the
AZ 300 starts the inquiry response process (see FIG.
13). The AZ status determination unit 320 checks the AZ
status of each AZ in the AZ status table 321, and deter-
mines based on the AZ status of its home AZ that the
home AZ is isolated ("Yes" at step S143). Then, the AZ
status determination unit 320 gives a response indicating
that the AZ 300 is isolated, to the inquiring application
311 or 312.
[0154] According to the responses illustrated in FIG.
20, in the AZ 200, the application 211 running as active
remains active, and the application 212 running as stand-
by starts to run as active. In the AZ 300, the application
311 running as active becomes standby, thereby stop-
ping providing a service. In addition, the application 312
running as standby remains standby.
[0155] The following describes an example of status
determination in the case where a failure occurs in a com-
munication channel between two AZs and thus commu-
nication between these AZs becomes disabled, with ref-
erence to FIGS. 21 to 23.
[0156] FIG. 21 illustrates an example of a case where
a failure occurs in a communication channel between
AZs. In the example of FIG. 21, a failure occurs in a com-
munication channel between the AZ 200 and the AZ 300.
As a result, the communication between the AZ 200 and
the AZ 300 becomes disabled. The AZ 100 and AZ 200
are able to communicate with each other normally and
the AZ 100 and AZ 300 are able to communicate with
each other normally.
[0157] The distributed coordinators 130, 230, and 330
in the AZs 100, 200, and 300 exchange information
through available communication channels to synchro-
nize AZ alive information with each other. By doing so,
the distributed coordinator 230 is able to confirm the alive
state of the system in the AZ 300 via the distributed co-
ordinator 130. Similarly, the distributed coordinator 330
is able to confirm the alive state of the system in the.AZ
200 via the distributed coordinator 130.
[0158] In this case, the distributed coordinator 130 in
the AZ 100 is able to confirm the alive state of the system
in the AZ 200 and the alive state of the system in the AZ
300. The AZ status determination unit 120 in the AZ 100
confirms through peer monitoring that the system in the
AZ 200 and the system in the AZ 300 operate properly.
[0159] The distributed coordinator 230 in the AZ 200
is able to confirm the alive state of the system in the AZ
100 and the alive state of the system in the AZ 300. On

the other hand, the AZ status determination unit 220 in
the AZ 200 recognizes through the peer monitoring that
the system in the AZ 100 operates properly and the sys-
tem in the AZ 300 has stopped.
[0160] The distributed coordinator 330 in the AZ 300
is able to confirm the alive state of the system in the AZ
100 and the alive state of the system in the AZ 200. On
the other hand, the AZ status determination unit 320 in
the AZ 300 recognizes through the peer monitoring that
the system in the AZ 100 operates properly and the sys-
tem in the AZ 200 has stopped.
[0161] For example, the AZ status determination unit
120 in the AZ 100 starts the AZ status determination proc-
ess (see FIG. 12) in the above situation. The AZ status
determination unit 120 determines that its home AZ is
not isolated, as a result of determining whether the home
AZ is isolated ("No" at step S122). Then, with respect to
all the AZs 100, 200, and 300, the AZ status determina-
tion unit 120 determines that the upper time limit has not
expired from their last alive confirmation times ("No" at
step S126) and that the peer status is Normal ("No" at
step S130). On the basis of these determination results,
the AZ status determination unit 120 determines that the
AZs 100, 200, and 300 are alive, and then updates the
AZ status in the AZ status table 121 (step S131).
[0162] The AZ status determination unit 220 in the AZ
200 starts the AZ status determination process (see FIG.
12). The AZ status determination unit 220 determines
that its home AZ is not isolated, as a result of determining
whether the home AZ is isolated ("No" at step S122).
Then, with respect to all the AZs 100, 200, and 300, the
AZ status determination unit 220 determines that the up-
per time limit has not expired from their last alive confir-
mation times ("No" at step S126).
[0163] Also, the AZ status determination unit 220 de-
termines that the peer status is Normal with respect to
the AZ 100 ("No" at step S130). Therefore, the AZ status
determination unit 220 determines that the AZ 100 is
alive, and then updates the AZ status in the AZ status
table 221 (step S131).
[0164] In addition, the AZ status determination unit 220
determines that the peer status is down with respect to
the AZs 200 and 300 ("Yes" at step S130). In this case,
the AZ status determination unit 220 calculates the han-
dling cost for each of the AZs 200 and 300 on the basis
of the alive accompanying information of the AZ 200 and
the alive accompanying information of the AZ 300 (step
S133). For example, on the basis of the number of ap-
plications running as standby (standby count), the cost
for switching the standby applications to active is calcu-
lated as the handling cost. Referring to the example of
FIG. 21, the standby count of the AZ 200 is "3," and the
standby count in the AZ 300 is "10." Therefore, the AZ
300 has higher handling cost than the AZ 200. Therefore,
the AZ status determination unit 220 determines to switch
the AZ 200 with lower handling cost to the alive state and
to switch the AZ 300 with higher handling cost to the
down state, and then updates the AZ status in the AZ
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status table 221 (Step S134).
[0165] In the AZ status determination process, the AZ
status determination unit 320 in the AZ 300 obtains the
same determination results at steps S122, S126, and
S130 as the AZ status determination unit 220 does. As
in the AZ status determination unit 220, the AZ status
determination unit 320 also determines to switch the AZ
200 to the alive state and the AZ 300 to the down state,
on the basis of the handling cost of the AZs 200 and 300,
and then updates the AZ status in the AZ status table
321 (Step S134).
[0166] FIG. 22 illustrates an example of AZ status ta-
bles in the case where the failure occurs in the commu-
nication channel between the AZs. In the AZ status table
121 in the AZ 100, an alive status of "Alive" and an AZ
status of "Normal" are set for the AZ 100 (AZ "#0"), which
is the home AZ. An alive status of "Alive," a peer status
of "Normal," and an AZ status of "Normal" are set for the
AZ 200 (AZ "#1"). An alive status of "Alive," a peer status
of "Normal," and an AZ status of "Normal" are set for the
AZ 300 (AZ "#2").
[0167] In the AZ status table 221 in the AZ 200, an
alive status of "Alive" and an AZ status of "Normal" are
set for the AZ 200 (AZ "#1"), which is the home AZ. An
alive status of "Alive," a peer status of "Normal," and an
AZ status of "Normal" are set for the AZ 100 (AZ "#0").
An alive status of "Alive," a peer status of "Down," and
an AZ status of "Down" are set for the AZ 300 (AZ "#2").
[0168] In the AZ status table 321 in the AZ 300, an
alive status of "Alive" and an AZ status of "Down" are set
for the AZ 300 (AZ "#2"), which is the home AZ. An alive
status of "Alive," a peer status of "Normal," and an AZ
status of "Normal" are set for the AZ 100 (AZ "#0"). An
alive status of "Alive," a peer status of "Down," and an
AZ status of "Normal" are set for the AZ 200 (AZ "#1").
[0169] Applications are running in the systems in the
AZs 200 and 300, and the AZ status determination units
220 and 320 notify the corresponding applications of the
status of each of the AZs 100, 200, and 300 in response
to inquiries from the applications.
[0170] FIG. 23 illustrates an example of notifying ap-
plications of AZ status in the case where the failure occurs
in the communication channel between the AZs. The AZ
status determination units 220 and 320 each start the
inquiry response process (see FIG. 13) when receiving
inquiries from their corresponding applications 211, 212,
311, and 312. First, the AZ status determination units
220 and 320 check the AZ status of each AZ in the cor-
responding AZ status tables 221 and 321, and determine
that their home AZ is not isolated ("No" at step S143), on
the basis of the AZ status of the home AZ. Therefore, the
AZ status determination units 220 and 320 give respons-
es indicating the AZ status of each of the AZs 100, 200,
and 300 registered in the corresponding AZ status tables
221 and 321 to the inquiring applications 211, 212, 311,
and 312. Referring to the example of FIG. 23, the re-
sponses indicate that the AZ 100 (AZ "#0") and AZ 200
(AZ "#1") are operating and the AZ 300 (AZ "#2") is down.

[0171] Thereby, in the system in the AZ 200, the ap-
plication 211 running as active remains active. In addi-
tion, the application 212 running as standby starts to run
as active. On the other hand, in the system in the AZ 300,
the application 311 running as active becomes standby,
thereby stopping providing a service. The application 312
running as standby remains standby.
[0172] As described above, in the second embodi-
ment, the alive status confirmation by the distributed co-
ordinators 130, 230, and 330 and the peer monitoring
are both performed. As a result, it is possible to correctly
determine the AZ status while the AZs 200 and 300 are
not able to communicate with each other, as illustrated
in FIG. 21. In addition, it is possible to notify each appli-
cation of the correct AZ status.
[0173] For example, assume that only the distributed
coordinators 130, 230, and 330 are used. In this case, it
is not possible to detect the occurrence of a communi-
cation failure, as seen from the Alive Status column in
each of the AZ status tables 121, 221, and 321 of FIG.
22. Therefore, it is not possible to notify the applications
running in the AZs 200 and 300 of the occurrence of the
communication failure. As a result, the applications may
fail to perform processing properly.
[0174] For example, assume that mirroring is per-
formed to copy data stored in a database for the appli-
cation 211 running as active in the AZ 200 to a database
for the application 311 running as standby in the AZ 300.
If communication between the AZs 200 and 300 becomes
disabled, the application 211 is not able to send the data
to be written in the database, to the application 311. If
the application 211 is not notified that the communication
is disabled, the application 211 may make repeated at-
tempts to send the data, and does not make a transition
to a fallback state immediately. The fallback state is a
state where the application gives up the mirroring and
starts to operate in a state without redundancy.
[0175] The peer monitoring enables detecting disabled
communication between the AZs 200 and 300 among
the AZs. Then, the application 211 in the AZ 200 is notified
of the AZ 300 being down, so as to make a transition to
the fallback state immediately.
[0176] By not only carrying out the peer monitoring but
also using the distributed coordinators 130, 230, and 330,
it is possible to mutually exchange alive accompanying
information via the AZ 100 even when the communication
between the AZs 200 and 300 is disabled. As a result,
each of the AZ status determination units 220 and 320
is able to appropriately determine which of the AZ 200
and AZ 300 to switch to the alive state and which of them
to switch to the down state. For example, it is possible
to calculate the handling cost for each AZ, and to enable
an AZ with lower handling cost and disable an AZ with
higher handling cost.
[0177] In addition, since the AZ status determination
units 220 and 320 determine which AZ to switch to the
alive state, using the same alive accompanying informa-
tion and the same algorithm, they are able to obtain the
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same determination results even when they individually
make the determination. As a result, unified control is
exercised on the entire system over a plurality of AZs
100, 200, and 300.
[0178] In addition, in the second embodiment, the AZ
status determination units 220 and 320 determine AZ
status and notify applications of the determination result,
so that a plurality of applications in the same AZ are able
to take consistent troubleshooting. This improves the
availability of the system. That is to say, if the plurality of
applications do not take consistent troubleshooting, they
may fail to perform interactive processing properly. For
example, assume now that an application a and an ap-
plication b are running as active in interaction with each
other in the AZ 200. The application a and application b
are running as standby in the AZ 300. Consider the case
where communication between the AZ 200 and the AZ
300 becomes disabled. In this case, if the applications
individually determine which to run as active, the appli-
cation a in the AZ 200 may run as active and the appli-
cation b in the AZ 300 may run as active. While the com-
munication between the AZ 200 and the AZ 300 is disa-
bled, the application a and application b are not able to
perform the interactive processing. This situation loses
the availability. By contrast, in the second embodiment,
all applications use the same results of AZ status deter-
mination performed by the AZ status determination units
220 and 320, and each application determines which AZ
to keep operating. This approach makes it possible that
a plurality of applications that perform interactive
processing make the same decision as to which AZ to
enable to run the applications as active in that AZ, thereby
improving the availability.

(Third Embodiment)

[0179] A third embodiment will now be described. In
the third embodiment, an inquiry from an application in-
cludes information about AZs used by the application.
The AZs used by the application are, for example, an AZ
where the application is running and an AZ where another
application that cooperates with the application is run-
ning. For example, two applications, one of which runs
as active and the other of which runs as standby, coop-
erate with each other. These applications use AZs where
the applications are running. If an application makes an
inquiry including information about the AZs used by the
application, an AZ status determination unit is able to
return minimum information as a response to the inquiry.
[0180] FIG. 24 illustrates an example of a system con-
figuration according to the third embodiment. In the third
embodiment, an AZ 400 is provided, in place of the AZ
100 of the second embodiment. A system in the AZ 400
is connected to a wide-area network 20 and an inter-AZ
network 30. The AZ 400 has a plurality of applications
411 and 412, an AZ status determination unit 420, a dis-
tributed coordinator 430, and a router 440.
[0181] FIG. 25 illustrates an example of communicat-

ing information between constitutional elements of sys-
tems in AZs according to the third embodiment. AZ status
determination units 220, 320, and 420 access distributed
coordinators 230, 330, and 430, respectively, to obtain
AZ alive information. The AZ status determination units
220, 320, and 420 perform peer monitoring over the inter-
AZ network 30. In response to inquiries from applications
211, 212, 311, 312, 411, and 412, the AZ status deter-
mination units 220, 320, and 420 give responses about
the status of AZs used by the inquiring applications.
[0182] An inquiry from each of the applications 211,
212, 311, 312, 411, and 412 includes information indi-
cating AZs used by the application. For example, it is
assumed that the AZ 200 has an identification number
of "#1," the AZ 300 has an identification number of "#2,"
and the AZ 400 has an identification number of "#3." For
example, the application 211 uses the AZ 200 and the
AZ 400. In this case, the application 211 makes an inquiry
including information "#1, #3" identifying the used AZs
to the AZ status determination unit 220.
[0183] The AZ status determination units 220, 320, and
420 of the third embodiment perform the AZ status de-
termination process in the same way as that performed
in the second embodiment and illustrated in FIG. 12. The
third embodiment has a different inquiry response proc-
ess from the second embodiment.
[0184] The following describes in detail the inquiry re-
sponse process of the third embodiment, assuming that
an inquiry processing unit 224 (see FIG. 7) in the AZ
status determination unit 220 responds to an inquiry.
[0185] FIG. 26 is a flowchart illustrating an inquiry re-
sponse process according to the third embodiment.
Hereinafter, the process illustrated in FIG. 26 will be de-
scribed step by step.
[0186] (Step S201) The inquiry processing unit 224 re-
ceives an inquiry including information identifying used
AZs from an application 211 or 212.
[0187] (Step S202) The inquiry processing unit 224
checks the AZ status of its home AZ (AZ "#1") in the AZ
status table 221.
[0188] (Step S203) The inquiry processing unit 224 de-
termines whether the AZ status of the home AZ is "Iso-
lated." If it is "Isolated," the process proceeds to step
S204. If it is not "Isolated," the process proceeds to step
S205.
[0189] (Step S204) The inquiry processing unit 224
gives a response indicating that the home AZ is isolated,
to the application 210. Then, the process proceeds to
step S201 where the inquiry processing unit 224 waits
for the next inquiry.
[0190] (Step S205) The inquiry processing unit 224 ob-
tains the AZ status of all AZs from the AZ status table 221.
[0191] (Step S206) The inquiry processing unit 224 de-
termines whether the AZ status of all the used AZs in-
cluded in the inquiry is Normal. If the AZ status of all the
used AZs are Normal, the process proceeds to step
S207. If the AZ status of at least one used AZ is Down,
the process proceeds to step S208.
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[0192] (Step S207) The inquiry processing unit 224
gives a response indicating the obtained AZ status, to
the application 210. Then, the process proceeds to step
S201 where the inquiry processing unit 224 waits for the
next inquiry.
[0193] (Step S208) The inquiry processing unit 224
checks the alive status and peer status of the AZ whose
AZ status is Down, in the AZ status table 221.
[0194] (Step S209) The inquiry processing unit 224 de-
termines whether the checked alive status and peer sta-
tus both indicate normal (i.e., alive status of "Alive" and
peer status of "Normal") . If they both indicate normal,
the processing proceeds to step S210. At least one of
them does not indicate normal, the process proceeds to
step S211.
[0195] (Step S210) The inquiry processing unit 224
gives a response indicating that the AZ status of the AZs
used by the application is Normal, to the inquiring appli-
cation. Then, the process proceeds to step S201 where
the inquiry processing unit 224 waits for the next inquiry.
[0196] (Step S211) The inquiry processing unit 224
gives a response indicating the obtained AZ status, to
the application 210. That is, the inquiry processing unit
224 gives the AZ status indicating that at least one of the
AZs used by the inquiring application is down, to the ap-
plication. Then, the process proceeds to step S201 where
the inquiry processing unit 224 waits for the next inquiry.
[0197] As described above, even in the case where
the AZ status of at least one of the used AZs is Down,
the status of the AZ is determined as normal if the alive
status and peer status of the AZ both indicate normal,
and then this determination is given to the application.
Therefore, if a communication channel between two AZs
is disconnected and the AZ status of one of the AZs is
determined to be Down, information indicating that the
AZ is normal is given to applications that do not use the
disconnected communication channel, even though the
AZ is determined to be down. As a result, the applications
that do not use the disconnected communication channel
is able to keep running as before, without a transition to
the fallback state.
[0198] An example of status determination in the case
where the entire system in one AZ stops will be illustrated
in FIGS. 27 to 29.
[0199] FIG. 27 illustrates an example of a case where
an AZ is down. In the example of FIG. 27, the entire sys-
tem in the AZ 300 stops. As a result, both the communi-
cation between the AZ 200 and the AZ 300 and the com-
munication between the AZ 300 and the AZ 400 become
disabled. The AZ 200 and AZ 400 are able to communi-
cate with each other normally. In the above situation, the
AZ status determination units 220 and 420 perform the
AZ status determination process and register the deter-
mination results in the corresponding AZ status tables
221 and 421.
[0200] FIG. 28 illustrates an example of AZ status ta-
bles in the case where the AZ is down. In the AZ status
table 221 in the AZ 200, an alive status of "Alive" and an

AZ status of "Normal" are set for the AZ 200 (AZ "#1"),
which is the home AZ. An alive status of "Dead," a peer
status of "Down," and an AZ status of "Down" are set for
the AZ 300 (AZ "#2"). An alive status of "Alive," a peer
status of "Normal," and an AZ status of "Normal" are set
for the AZ 400 (AZ "#3").
[0201] In the AZ status table 421 in the AZ 400, an
alive status of "Alive" and an AZ status of "Normal" are
set for the AZ 400 (AZ "#3"), which is the home AZ. An
alive status of "Alive," a peer status of "Normal," and an
AZ status of "Normal" are set for the AZ 200 (AZ "#1").
An alive status of "Dead," a peer status of "Down," and
an AZ status of "Down" are set for the AZ 300 (AZ "#2").
[0202] The AZ status determination units 220 and 420
respond to inquiries from the corresponding applications,
with reference to the corresponding AZ status tables 221
and 421.
[0203] FIG. 29 illustrates an example of notifying ap-
plications of AZ status in the case where the AZ is down.
When receiving an inquiry from the application 211, the
AZ status determination unit 220 starts the inquiry re-
sponse process (see FIG. 26). The inquiry from the ap-
plication 211 specifies the AZ 200 with identification
number of "#1" and the AZ 400 with identification number
"#3" as used AZs. The AZ status determination unit 220
checks the AZ status of each AZ in the AZ status table
221 and determines based on the AZ status of its home
AZ that the home AZ is not isolated ("No" at step S203).
In addition, the AZ status determination unit 220 deter-
mines based on the status of the used AZs that all the
used AZs are normal, ("Yes" at step S206). Therefore,
the AZ status determination unit 220 gives a response
indicating the AZ status of the AZs 200 and 400 obtained
from the AZ status table 221, to the inquiring application
211. Referring to the example of FIG. 29, the response
indicates that the AZ 200 (AZ "#1") and AZ 400 (AZ "#3")
are operating.
[0204] The AZ status determination unit 220 receives
an inquiry specifying the AZ 200 with identification
number of "#1" and the AZ 300 with identification number
"#2" as used AZs from the application 212. The AZ status
determination unit 220 checks the AZ status of each AZ
in the AZ status table 221 and determines based on the
AZ status of its home AZ that the home AZ is not isolated
("No" at step S203). In addition, the AZ status determi-
nation unit 220 determines based on the status of the
used AZs that part of the used AZs, i.e., the AZ 300 is
not normal ("No" at step S206). In addition, the AZ status
determination unit 220 checks the alive status and peer
status of the AZ 300 whose AZ status is Down, and rec-
ognizes that the peer status is Down ("No" at step S209).
Therefore, the AZ status determination unit 220 gives a
response indicating the AZ status of the AZs 200 and
300 obtained from the AZ status table 221, to the inquiring
application 212. Referring to the example of FIG. 29, the
response indicating that the AZ 200 (AZ "#1") is operating
and the AZ 300 (AZ "#2") is down.
[0205] When receiving an inquiry specifying the AZ 200
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with identification number of "#1" and the AZ 400 with
identification number "#3" as used AZs from the applica-
tion 411, the AZ status determination unit 420 starts the
inquiry response process. The AZ status determination
unit 420 performs this process in the same way as the
AZ status determination unit 220 does to respond to an
inquiry from the application 211. Finally, the AZ status
determination unit 420 gives a response indicating that
the AZ 200 (AZ "#1") and AZ 400 (AZ "#3") are operating,
to the inquiry.
[0206] When receiving an inquiry specifying the AZ 300
with identification number of "#2" and the AZ 400 with
identification number "#3" as used AZs from the applica-
tion 412, the AZ status determination unit 420 starts the
inquiry response process. The AZ status determination
unit 420 performs this process in the same way as the
AZ status determination unit 220 does to respond to an
inquiry from the application 212. Finally, the AZ status
determination unit 420 gives a response indicating that
the AZ 300 (AZ "#2") is down and the AZ 400 (AZ "#3")
are operating, to the inquiry.
[0207] As a result, the standby application 212 that us-
es the disabled AZ 300 starts to run as active.
[0208] The following describes an example of status
determination in the case where a failure occurs in a rout-
er of one AZ, with reference to FIGS. 30 to 32.
[0209] FIG. 30 illustrates an example of a case where
a router fails. In the example of FIG. 30, the router 340
in the AZ 300 fails. As a result, both the communication
between the AZ 200 and the AZ 300 and the communi-
cation between the AZ 300 and the AZ 400 are disabled.
The AZ 200 and AZ 400 are able to communicate with
each other normally. Under this situation, the AZ status
determination units 220, 320, and 420 perform the AZ
status determination process and register the determi-
nation results in the corresponding AZ status tables 221,
321, and 421.
[0210] FIG. 31 illustrates an example of AZ status ta-
bles in the case where the router fails. The AZ status
table 221 in the AZ 200 and the AZ status table 421 in
the AZ 400 contain the same information as illustrated in
FIG. 28.
[0211] In the AZ status table 321 in the AZ 300, an AZ
status of "Isolated" is set for the AZ 300 (AZ "#2"), which
is the home AZ. A peer status of "Down" is set for the AZ
200 (AZ "#1"). A peer status of "Down" is set for the AZ
400 (AZ "#3").
[0212] Applications are running in the systems in the
AZs 200, 300, and 400, and the AZ status determination
units 220, 320, and 420 notify the corresponding appli-
cations of the status of each of the AZs 200, 300, and
400 in response to inquiries from the applications.
[0213] FIG. 32 illustrates an example of notifying ap-
plications of AZ status in the case where the router fails.
The AZ status determination units 220 and 420 give re-
sponses having the same content as illustrated in the
example of FIG. 29, to inquiries from the corresponding
applications 211, 212, 411, and 412.

[0214] When receiving an inquiry from an application
311 or 312 the AZ status determination unit 320 in the
AZ 300 starts the inquiry response process (see FIG.
26). The inquiry from the application 311 specifies the
AZ 300 with identification number of "#2" and the AZ 400
with identification number of "#3" as used AZs. The in-
quiry from the application 312 specifies the AZ 200 with
identification number of "#1" and the AZ 300 with identi-
fication number of "#2" as used AZs. The AZ status de-
termination unit 320 checks the AZ status of each AZ in
the AZ status table 321 and determines based on the AZ
status of its home AZ that the home AZ is isolated ("Yes"
at step S203). Therefore, the AZ status determination
unit 320 gives information indicating that the AZ 300 is
isolated, as a response to the inquiring application 311
or 312.
[0215] According to the responses illustrated in FIG.
32, in the AZ 300, the application 312 running as active
becomes standby, thereby stopping providing a service.
In addition, the application 311 running as standby re-
mains standby. The applications 211, 212, 411, and 412
running in the AZs 200 and 400 change their states as
in the example of FIG. 29.
[0216] The following describes an example of status
determination in the case where a failure occurs in a com-
munication channel between two AZs and communica-
tion between the AZs thus becomes disabled, with ref-
erence to FIGS. 33 to 35.
[0217] FIG. 33 illustrates an example of a case where
a failure occurs in a communication channel between
AZs. In the example of FIG. 33, a failure occurs in the
communication channel between the AZ 200 and the AZ
300. As a result, the communication between the AZ 200
and the AZ 300 becomes disabled. The AZ 200 and AZ
400 are able to communicate with each other normally
and the AZ 300 and AZ 400 are also able to communicate
with each other normally. Under this situation, the AZ
status determination units 220, 320, and 420 perform the
AZ status determination process and register the deter-
mination results in the corresponding AZ status tables
221, 321, and 421.
[0218] In this connection, it is assumed that the han-
dling cost for switching the AZ 200 to the alive state is
lower than that for switching the AZ 300 to the alive state.
[0219] FIG. 34 illustrates an example of AZ status ta-
bles in the case where the failure occurs in the commu-
nication channel between the AZs. In the AZ status table
221 in the AZ 200, an alive status of "Alive" and an AZ
status of "Normal" are set for the AZ 200 (AZ "#1"), which
is the home AZ. An alive status of "Alive," a peer status
of "Down," and an AZ status of "Down" are set for the AZ
300 (AZ "#2"). An alive status of "Alive," a peer status of
"Normal," and an AZ status of "Normal" are set for the
AZ 400 (AZ "#3").
[0220] In the AZ status table 321 in the AZ 300, an
alive status of "Alive" and an AZ status of "Down" are set
for the AZ 300 (AZ "#2"), which is the home AZ. An alive
status of "Alive," a peer status of "Down," and an AZ
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status of "Normal" are set for the AZ 200 (AZ "#1"). An
alive status of "Alive," a peer status of "Normal," and an
AZ status of "Normal" are set for the AZ 400 (AZ "#3").
[0221] Applications are running in the systems in the
AZs 200, 300, and 400, and the AZ status determination
units 220, 320, and 420 notify the corresponding appli-
cations of the status of each of the AZs 200, 300, and
400 in response to inquiries from the applications.
[0222] FIG. 35 illustrates an example of notifying ap-
plications of AZ status in the case where the failure occurs
in the communication channel between the AZs. Re-
sponses to inquiries from the applications 211, 212, and
411 have the same content as illustrated in FIG. 29.
[0223] The AZ status determination unit 320 receives
an inquiry specifying the AZ 300 with identification
number of "#2" and the AZ 400 with identification number
"#3" as used AZs from the application 311. The AZ status
determination unit 320 checks the AZ status of each AZ
in the AZ status table 321 in the inquiry response process
(see FIG. 26), and determines based on the AZ status
of its home AZ that the home AZ is not isolated ("No" at
step S203). In addition, the AZ status determination unit
320 determines based on the status of the used AZs that
part of the AZs, i.e., the AZ 300 is not normal ("No" at
step S206). Then, the AZ status determination unit 320
checks the alive status and peer status of the AZ 300
whose AZ status is Down. Since the AZ 300, which is the
home AZ, is not subjected to peer monitoring, the peer
status is not set. Therefore, the AZ status determination
unit 320 determines that the alive status and peer status
both indicate normal from the fact that the alive status of
the AZ 300 indicates normal ("Yes" at step S209). Then,
the AZ status determination unit 320 gives a response
indicating that the AZs used by the application 311 are
both normal, to the inquiring application 311. Referring
to the example of FIG. 35, the response indicates that
the AZ 300 (AZ "#1") and the AZ 400 (AZ "#3") are op-
erating.
[0224] The AZ status determination unit 320 receives
an inquiry specifying the AZ 200 with identification
number of "#1" and the AZ 300 with identification number
"#2" as used AZs from the application 312. The AZ status
determination unit 320 checks the AZ status of each AZ
in the AZ status table 321 in the inquiry response process
(see FIG. 26), and determines based on the AZ status
of its home AZ that the home AZ is not isolated ("No" at
step S203). In addition, the AZ status determination unit
320 determines based on the status of the used AZs that
part of the used AZs, i.e., the AZ 300 is not normal ("No"
at step S206) . Then, the AZ status determination unit
320 checks the alive status of the AZ 300 whose AZ status
is Down, to thereby confirm that the alive status is Down
("No" at step S209). Therefore, the AZ status determina-
tion unit 320 gives a response indicating the AZ status
of the AZs 200 and 300 obtained from the AZ status table
321, to the inquiring application 312. Referring to the ex-
ample of FIG. 35, the response indicates that the AZ 200
(AZ "#1") is operating and the AZ 300 (AZ "#2") is down.

[0225] The AZ status determination unit 420 receives
an inquiry specifying the AZ 300 with identification
number of "#2" and the AZ 400 with identification number
"#3" as used AZs from the application 412. The AZ status
determination unit 420 checks the AZ status of each AZ
in the AZ status table 421, and determines based on the
AZ status of its home AZ that the home AZ is not isolated
("No" at step S203). In addition, the AZ status determi-
nation unit 420 determines based on the status of the
used AZs that all the used AZs are normal ("Yes" at step
S206). Therefore, the AZ status determination unit 420
gives a response indicating the AZ status of the AZs 300
and 400 obtained from the AZ status table 421, to the
inquiring application 412. Referring to the example of
FIG. 29, the response indicates that the AZ 300 (AZ "#2")
and the AZ 400 (AZ "#3") are operating.
[0226] As described above, an application that has
nothing to do with a disconnected communication chan-
nel receives a notification indicating that its used AZs are
operating. This approach enables the application to elim-
inate wasteful troubleshooting of the failure and prevents
deterioration of the availability.

(Fourth Embodiment)

[0227] A fourth embodiment will now be described. In
the fourth embodiment, a distributed coordinator is in-
cluded in an AZ status determination unit.
[0228] FIG. 36 illustrates a system configuration ac-
cording to the fourth embodiment. In a system in an AZ
100, an AZ status determination unit 120 includes a dis-
tributed coordinator 130. In a system in an AZ 200, an
AZ status determination unit 220 includes a distributed
coordinator 230. In a system in an AZ 300, an AZ status
determination unit 320 includes a distributed coordinator
330.
[0229] Even in the case where the distributed coordi-
nators 130, 230, and 330 are respectively provided in the
AZ status determination units 120, 220, and 320 in this
way, it is possible to perform the same processing as the
second or third embodiment, thereby improving the avail-
ability.

(Fifth Embodiment)

[0230] A fifth embodiment will now be described. The
fifth embodiment is designed to achieve consistent rec-
ognition of AZ status among all AZs. More specifically,
as illustrated in FIG. 22 in the second embodiment, the
AZ status of the AZ 300 (#2) is recognized as "Down" in
the AZs 200 and 300, whereas the AZ status of the AZ
300 (#2) is recognized as "Normal" in the AZ 100. The
fifth embodiment is designed to dissolve such inconsist-
ent recognition of AZ status.
[0231] The fifth embodiment is a modification of the
second embodiment. The following describes differential
features from the second embodiment.
[0232] In the fifth embodiment, distributed coordinators
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130, 230, and 330 manage whether fallback is now in
operation in each AZ.
[0233] FIG. 37 illustrates an example of an AZ alive
information table according to the fifth embodiment. An
AZ alive information table 231a of the fifth embodiment
additionally has a Fallback column in addition to the col-
umns of the AZ alive information table 231 (see FIG. 9)
of the second embodiment. The Fallback column con-
tains a fallback flag indicating whether a corresponding
AZ is in the fallback state. For example, a fallback flag
of "D" is set for an AZ in the fallback state.
[0234] Whether fallback is in operation, which is man-
aged by the distributed coordinators 130, 230, and 330,
is reflected on the AZ status tables in the AZ status de-
termination units 120, 220, and 320.
[0235] FIG. 38 illustrates an example of an AZ status
table according to the fifth embodiment. An AZ status
table 221a of the fifth embodiment additionally has a Fall-
back column in addition to the columns of the AZ status
table 221 (see FIG. 8) of the second embodiment. The
Fallback column contains a fallback flag indicating wheth-
er a corresponding AZ is in the fallback state. For exam-
ple, a fallback flag of "D" is set for an AZ in the fallback
state.
[0236] The following describes an AZ status determi-
nation process according to the fifth embodiment.
[0237] FIG. 39 is a flowchart illustrating an example of
an AZ status determination process. In the process of
FIG. 39, steps S301 to S310, S314, S315, and S317 are
the same as steps S121 to S130, S132, S133, and S135
of the AZ status determination process of the second
embodiment illustrated in FIG. 12, respectively. The fol-
lowing describes steps S311 to S313 and S316 of the
process illustrated in FIG. 39, which are different from
the steps of the second embodiment, step by step.
[0238] (Step S311) When determining at step S310
that the peer status is not Down, the AZ status manage-
ment unit 222 determines whether the AZ selected at
step S304 is in the fallback state. For example, if "D" is
set in the Fallback column with respect to a record cor-
responding to the selected AZ in the AZ alive information
table 231a, the AZ status management unit 222 deter-
mines that the AZ is in the fallback state. If the AZ is in
the fallback state, the process proceeds to step S312. If
the AZ is not in the fallback state, the process proceeds
to step S313.
[0239] (Step S312) The AZ status management unit
222 determines that the selected AZ is down, and up-
dates the AZ status and fallback status of the selected
AZ. For example, the AZ status management unit 222
sets "Down" and "D," respectively, in the AZ Status and
Fallback columns with respect to a record corresponding
to the selected AZ in the AZ status table 221a. Then, the
process proceeds to step S317.
[0240] (Step S313) The AZ status management unit
222 determines that the selected AZ is alive and updates
the AZ status of the selected AZ. For example, the AZ
status management unit 222 sets "Normal" in the AZ Sta-

tus column with respect to the record corresponding to
the selected AZ in the AZ status table 221a. Then, the
process proceeds to step S317.
[0241] In the case where the peer status is not Down
("Yes" at step S310), the handling cost is calculated on
the basis of alive accompanying information (steps S314
and S315), and then the process proceeds to step S316.
[0242] (Step S316) The AZ status management unit
222 determines based on a result of comparing the han-
dling cost of the selected AZ and the handling cost of
another AZ whether to switch the selected AZ to the alive
or down state, and then updates the AZ status and fall-
back flag. For example, if the handling cost of the selected
AZ is lower than the handling cost of the other AZ, the
AZ status management unit 222 determines to enable
the selected AZ, thereby allowing provision of a service
using the applications. In this case, the AZ status man-
agement unit 222 sets "Normal" in the AZ Status column
with respect to the record corresponding to the selected
AZ in the AZ status table 221a. In addition, if the handling
cost of the selected AZ is higher than or equal to the
handling cost of the other AZ, the AZ status management
unit 222 determines to disable the selected AZ, thereby
stopping the provision of the service by the applications.
In this case, the AZ status management unit 222 sets
"Down" and a fallback flag of "D," respectively, in the AZ
Status and Fallback columns with respect to the record
corresponding to the selected AZ in the AZ status table
221a. Then, the process proceeds to step S317.
[0243] The following describes an AZ status determi-
nation process in the case where the AZ 300 is down as
illustrated in FIG. 15.
[0244] For example, the AZ status determination unit
220 in the AZ 200 starts the AZ status determination proc-
ess (see FIG. 39). The AZ status determination unit 220
determines that its home AZ is not isolated, as a result
of determining whether the home AZ is isolated ("No" at
step S302). Then, with respect to the AZ 100 and AZ
200, the AZ status determination unit 220 determines
that an upper time limit has not expired from their last
alive confirmation times ("No" at step S306) and that the
peer status is Normal ("No" at step S310). In addition,
the AZ status determination unit 220 determines that the
AZ 100 and AZ 200 are not in the fallback state ("No" at
step S311). On the basis of these determination results,
the AZ status determination unit 220 determines that the
AZs 100 and 200 are alive, and then updates the AZ
status in the AZ status table 221a (step S313). In addition,
with respect to the AZ 300, the AZ status determination
unit 220 determines that the upper time limit has expired
from the last alive confirmation time ("Yes" at step S306).
On the basis of this determination result, the AZ status
determination unit 220 determines that the AZ 300 is
down, and then updates the AZ status in the AZ status
table 221a (step S307).
[0245] In the AZ status determination process, the AZ
status determination unit 120 in the AZ 100 obtains the
same determination results at steps S302, S306, S310,
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and S311 as the AZ status determination unit 220 does.
Then, on the basis of the determination results, the AZ
status determination unit 120 updates the AZ status in
the AZ status table. In this connection, since the system
in the AZ 300 has stopped, it does not perform the AZ
status determination process.
[0246] FIG. 40 illustrates an example of AZ status ta-
bles in the case where an AZ is down. The AZ status
tables 121a and 221a of the fifth embodiment additionally
have a Fallback column in addition to the columns of the
AZ status tables 121 and 221 of the second embodiment.
The AZ status tables 121a and 221a obtained after the
AZ status determination process is performed in the case
where an AZ is down have the same contents as illus-
trated in the example of FIG. 16. In this connection, the
Fallback column is blank.
[0247] Applications are running in the system in the AZ
200, and the AZ status determination unit 220 notifies
the applications of the status of each of the AZs 100, 200,
and 300 in response to inquiries from the applications.
[0248] FIG. 41 illustrates an example of notifying ap-
plications of AZ status in the case where the AZ is down.
Responses to inquiries have the same content as illus-
trated in the example of FIG. 17. An application 211 run-
ning as active remains active after receiving the re-
sponse. An application 212 running as standby starts to
run as active after receiving the response.
[0249] The following describes an example of status
determination in the case where a router in the AZ 300
fails as illustrated in FIG. 18.
[0250] In the case where a router in the AZ 300 fails,
the AZ status determination unit 120 in the AZ 100 and
the AZ status determination unit 220 in the AZ 200 obtain
the same determination results of the AZ status determi-
nation process (see FIG. 39) as obtained in the case
where an AZ is down.
[0251] The AZ status determination unit 320 in the AZ
300 starts the AZ status determination process. The AZ
status determination unit 320 determines that its home
AZ is isolated, as a result of determining whether the
home AZ is isolated ("Yes" at step S302) . Then, the AZ
status determination unit 320 updates the AZ status in
the AZ status table so as to indicate the isolated state as
the AZ status of the home AZ (step S303).
[0252] FIG. 42 illustrates an example of AZ status ta-
bles in the case where a router fails. The AZ status tables
121a, 221a, and 321a obtained after the AZ status de-
termination process is performed in the case where an
AZ is down have the same contents as illustrated in the
example of FIG. 19. In this connection, the Fallback col-
umn is blank.
[0253] Applications are running in the system in the AZ
200, and the AZ status determination unit 220 notifies
the applications of the status of each of the AZs 100, 200,
and 300 in response to inquiries from the applications.
[0254] FIG. 43 is an example of notifying applications
of AZ status in the case where the router fails. Responses
to inquiries have the same content as illustrated in the

example of FIG. 20.
[0255] The following describes an example of AZ sta-
tus determination in the case where a failure occurs in a
communication channel between the AZ 200 and the AZ
300 and communication through the communication
channel is disabled.
[0256] For example, the AZ status determination unit
120 in the AZ 100 starts the AZ status determination proc-
ess (see FIG. 39). The AZ status determination unit 120
determines that its home AZ is not isolated, as a result
of determining whether the home AZ is isolated ("No" at
step S302). Then, with respect to all the AZs 100, 200,
and 300, the AZ status determination unit 120 determines
that an upper time limit has not expired from their last
alive confirmation times ("No" at step S306) and that the
peer status is Normal ("No" step S310). Further, the AZ
status determination unit 120 determines that the AZ 100
and AZ 200 are not in the fallback state ("No" at step
S311). On the basis of these determination results, the
AZ status determination unit 120 determines that the AZs
100 and 200 are alive, and then updates the AZ status
in the AZ status table 121a (step S313). In addition, the
AZ status determination unit 120 determines that the AZ
300 is in the fallback state ("Yes" at step S311). On the
basis of this determination result, the AZ status determi-
nation unit 120 determines that the AZ 300 is down, and
then updates the AZ status in the AZ status table 121a
(step S312). At this time, the AZ status determination unit
120 sets a fallback flag of "D" in the Fallback column with
respect to a record corresponding to the AZ 300 in the
AZ status table 121a.
[0257] In addition, the AZ status determination unit 220
in the AZ 200 starts the AZ status determination process
(see FIG. 39). The AZ status determination unit 220 de-
termines that its home AZ is not isolated, as a result of
determining whether the home AZ is isolated ("No" at
step S302) . Then, with respect to all the AZs 100, 200,
and 300, the AZ status determination unit 220 determines
that an upper time limit has not expired from their last
alive confirmation times ("No" at step S306). Further, the
AZ status determination unit 220 determines that the peer
status of the AZ 100 is Normal ("No" at step S310) and
that the AZ 100 is not in the fallback state ("No" at step
S311). On the basis of these determination results, the
AZ status determination unit 220 determines that the AZ
100 is alive, and then updates the AZ status in the AZ
status table 221a (step S313). In addition, the AZ status
determination unit 220 determines that the peer status
is down with respect to the AZs 200 and 300 ("Yes" at
step S310). In this case, the AZ status determination unit
220 calculates the handling cost for each of the AZs 200
and 300 using the alive accompanying information of the
AZ 200 and the alive accompanying information of the
AZ 300 (step S315). In this example, it is assumed that
the handling cost of the AZ 300 is higher than that of the
AZ 200. Then, the AZ status determination unit 220 de-
termines to switch the AZ 200 with lower handling cost
to the alive state and to switch the AZ 300 with higher
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handling cost to the down state, and updates the AZ sta-
tus in the AZ status table 221a (step S316). At this time,
the AZ status determination unit 220 sets a fallback flag
of "D" in the Fallback column with respect to the record
corresponding to the AZ 300 in the AZ status table 221a.
[0258] The AZ status determination unit 220 in the AZ
300 performs the AZ status determination process in the
same way as the AZ 200.
[0259] As described above, it is possible to reflect in-
formation about an AZ in the fallback state, on the AZ
status tables 121, 221, and 321 of the AZs 100, 200, and
300.
[0260] FIG. 44 illustrates an example of AZ status ta-
bles in the case where a failure occurs in a communica-
tion channel between AZs. As illustrated in FIG. 44, in
the AZ status tables 121a, 221a, and 321a, a fallback
flag of "D" is set in the Fallback column with respect to a
record corresponding to the AZ 300 (#2).
[0261] FIG. 45 illustrates an example of notifying ap-
plications of AZ status in the case where the failure occurs
in the communication channel between the AZs. Re-
sponses to inquiries have the same content as illustrated
in the example of FIG. 23.
[0262] As described above, in the fifth embodiment,
the AZ 100 is able to recognize that fallback is in operation
in the AZ 300, unlike the second embodiment.
[0263] In the fifth embodiment, the second embodi-
ment is modified so as to achieve consistent recognition
of AZ status among all AZs 100, 200, and 300. In addition,
the third embodiment may be modified in the same way.
In this case, in the situation illustrated in FIG. 34 of the
third embodiment, the AZ status table 421 in the AZ 400
contains "Down" as the AZ status of the AZ 300 (#2).

(Other Embodiments)

[0264] As illustrated in the second embodiment, in the
case where an application is deployed in two AZs, the
AZ 100 where the application is not executed is provided.
In the example of FIG. 5, the system in the AZ 100 in-
cludes the AZ status determination unit 120 and distrib-
uted coordinator 130. Out of these, the AZ status deter-
mination unit 120 does not need to be provided.
[0265] FIG. 46 illustrates an example of functions of
systems in AZs. An AZ 100 illustrated in FIG. 46 has a
distributed coordinator 130. However, the AZ 100 does
not have the AZ status determination unit 120 illustrated
in FIG. 5. Even in the case where the AZ 100 where no
application is executed does not have the AZ status de-
termination unit 120, it is possible to perform the process-
ing of the second embodiment properly.
[0266] In this connection, it is possible to achieve high
availability of the AZ status determination units 120, 220,
and 320 and distributed coordinators 130, 230, and 330
of the second embodiment illustrated in FIG. 5, in the
AZs 100, 200, and 300.
[0267] FIG. 47 illustrates an example of availability by
redundancy. A system in the AZ 100 includes a plurality

of AZ status determination units 120a and 120b and a
plurality of distributed coordinators 130a and 130b. A sys-
tem in the AZ 200 includes a plurality of AZ status deter-
mination units 220a and 220b and a plurality of distributed
coordinators 230a and 230b. A system in the AZ 300
includes a plurality of AZ status determination unit 320a
and 320b and a plurality of distributed coordinators 330a
and 330b. For example, the AZ status determination units
120a, 120b, 220a, 220b, 320a, and 320b are able to com-
municate with each other. For example, if the AZ status
determination unit 120a fails in the AZ 100, the AZ status
determination unit 120b is able to take over in order to
prevent a loss of the AZ status determination function in
the AZ 100.
[0268] Such a redundant configuration of each function
makes it possible to achieve high availability of each of
the AZs 100, 200, and 300. The improvement in the avail-
ability of each of the AZs 100, 200, and 300 leads to an
improvement in the availability of the entire system.
[0269] FIG. 48 illustrates an example of availability by
a fault tolerant system. A system in an AZ 100 includes
a plurality of AZ status determination units 120c and 120d
and a plurality of distributed coordinators 130c and 130d.
A system in an AZ 200 includes a plurality of AZ status
determination units 220c and 220d and a plurality of dis-
tributed coordinators 230c and 230d. A system in an AZ
300 includes a plurality of AZ status determination units
320c and 320d and a plurality of distributed coordinators
330c and 330d. The same kinds of constitutional ele-
ments in the same AZ operate while synchronizing with
each other for FT (Fault Tolerance), so that if one of them
fails, the other takes over in order to prevent a loss of the
functions.
[0270] The foregoing is considered illustrative only of
the principles of the invention. Further, since numerous
modifications and changes will readily occur to those
skilled in the art, it is not intended to limit the invention
to strictly that described herein but such is to include all
modifications and equivalents falling within the scope of
the invention herein claimed.

Reference Signs List

[0271]

1 to 3 AZ
2a Local system
4a, 4b Virtual machine
10 Availability management apparatus
11 Communication unit
12 Storage unit
13 Processing unit

Claims

1. An availability management program that causes a
computer in a local system built in a first facility to
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perform a process comprising:

confirming whether direct communication with a
plurality of external systems is possible, the plu-
rality of external systems being respectively built
in a distributed manner in a plurality of second
facilities different from the first facility;
determining that the local system is in an isolat-
ed state upon determining that the direct com-
munication with all of the plurality of external sys-
tems is disabled;
obtaining, upon determining that the direct com-
munication with at least one of the plurality of
external systems is possible, a last alive confir-
mation time of each of the plurality of external
systems via an external system with which com-
munication is possible, the last alive confirma-
tion time indicating a time when normal opera-
tion of the each of the plurality of external sys-
tems was last confirmed;
determining that, among the plurality of external
systems, a first external system with respect to
which a prescribed time or longer has passed
from the last alive confirmation time thereof is in
a down state;
determining that, among the plurality of external
systems, a second external system with respect
to which the prescribed time or longer has not
passed from the last alive confirmation time
thereof and with which the direct communication
is possible is in an alive state; and
determining to switch one of the local system
and a third external system to the down state
and another of the local system and the third
external system to the alive state, under pre-
scribed conditions, in a situation where the plu-
rality of external systems include the third exter-
nal system with respect to which the prescribed
time or longer has not passed from the last alive
confirmation time thereof and with which the di-
rect communication is disabled.

2. The availability management program according to
claim 1, wherein the availability management pro-
gram causes the computer to further perform the
process including notifying a virtual machine of re-
sults of determining as to the local system and the
plurality of external systems, the virtual machine run-
ning in the local system.

3. The availability management program according to
claim 2, wherein the notifying to the virtual machine
includes receiving an inquiry specifying a used sys-
tem used by the virtual machine, from the virtual ma-
chine, and even upon determining that the used sys-
tem is in the down state in the situation where the
plurality of external systems include the third external
system, notifying the virtual machine that the used

system is in the alive state, in response to the used
system being one of the local system and an external
system with which the direct communication is pos-
sible.

4. The availability management program according to
any of claims 1 to 3, wherein the determining in the
situation where the plurality of external systems in-
clude the third external system includes obtaining
cost information via an external system other than
the third external system among the plurality of ex-
ternal systems, and determining which of the local
system and the third external system to switch to the
down state and which of the local system and the
third external system to switch to the alive state,
based on the cost information, the cost information
being used for calculating cost that is needed to deal
with a change in an operating status of the third ex-
ternal system.

5. The availability management program according to
claim 4, wherein the determining in the situation
where the plurality of external systems include the
third external system includes comparing first cost
that is needed to switch the local system to the alive
state and the third external system to the down state
with second cost that is needed to switch the third
external system to the alive state and the local sys-
tem to the down state, based on the cost information,
determining to switch the local system to the alive
state and the third external system to the down state
upon determining that the first cost is lower, and de-
termining to switch the third external system to the
alive state and the local system to the down state
upon determining that the second cost is lower.

6. The availability management program according to
claim 5, wherein the determining in the situation
where the plurality of external systems include the
third external system includes calculating the first
cost and the second cost using a number of appli-
cations running as standby in the local system and
a number of applications running as standby in the
third external system, respectively.

7. The availability management program according to
any of claims 1 to 6, wherein the process further in-
cludes updating the last alive confirmation time of
one external system among the plurality of external
systems to a time when a different external system
other than the one external system last confirmed
the alive state of the one external system or a time
when the computer last confirmed the alive state of
the one external system, whichever is later.

8. An availability management method executed by a
computer in a local system built in a first facility, the
availability management method comprising:
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confirming whether direct communication with a
plurality of external systems is possible, the plu-
rality of external systems being respectively built
in a distributed manner in a plurality of second
facilities different from the first facility;
determining that the local system is in an isolat-
ed state upon determining that the direct com-
munication with all of the plurality of external sys-
tems is disabled;
obtaining, upon determining that the direct com-
munication with at least one of the plurality of
external systems is possible, a last alive confir-
mation time of each of the plurality of external
systems via an external system with which com-
munication is possible, the last alive confirma-
tion time indicating a time when normal opera-
tion of the each of the plurality of external sys-
tems was last confirmed;
determining that, among the plurality of external
systems, a first external system with respect to
which a prescribed time or longer has passed
from the last alive confirmation time thereof is in
a down state;
determining that, among the plurality of external
systems, a second external system with respect
to which the prescribed time or longer has not
passed from the last alive confirmation time
thereof and with which the direct communication
is possible is in an alive state; and
determining to switch one of the local system
and a third external system to the down state
and another of the local system and the third
external system to the alive state, under pre-
scribed conditions, in a situation where the plu-
rality of external systems include the third exter-
nal system with respect to which the prescribed
time or longer has not passed from the last alive
confirmation time thereof and with which the di-
rect communication is disabled.

9. An availability management apparatus, comprising:

a communication unit configured to

confirm whether direct communication with
a plurality of external systems is possible,
the plurality of external systems being re-
spectively built in a distributed manner in a
plurality of second facilities different from a
first facility where a local system including
the availability management apparatus is
built, and
obtain, upon determining that the direct
communication with at least one of the plu-
rality of external systems is possible, a last
alive confirmation time of each of the plu-
rality of external systems via an external
system with which communication is possi-

ble, the last alive confirmation time indicat-
ing a time when normal operation of the
each of the plurality of external systems was
last confirmed;

a storage unit configured to store therein a result
of confirming whether the direct communication
is possible and the last alive confirmation time;
and
a processing unit configured to

determine that the local system is in an iso-
lated state upon determining that the direct
communication with all of the plurality of ex-
ternal system is disabled,
determine that, among the plurality of exter-
nal systems, a first external system with re-
spect to which a prescribed time or longer
has passed from the last alive confirmation
time thereof is in a down state,
determine that, among the plurality of exter-
nal system, a second external system with
respect to which the prescribed time or long-
er has not passed from the last alive confir-
mation time thereof and with which the di-
rect communication is possible is in an alive
state, and
determine to switch one of the local system
and a third external system to the down
state and another of the local system and
the third external system to the alive state,
under prescribed conditions, in a situation
where the plurality of external systems in-
clude the third external system with respect
to which the prescribed time or longer has
not passed from the last alive confirmation
time thereof and with which the direct com-
munication is disabled.
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