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Research on Load Balancing of Distributed File System in Cloud Computing
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Abstract In cloud computing, the files are divided into chucks, and stored in distributed file system, However, the up-
dates of the system states, such as node joining and leaving, will cause an unbalancing distribution of file chunks in the
distributed file system, thereby degrading the system performance a lot. For solving this problem, this paper proposed a
distributed load balancing algorithm,and compared it with the centralized and distributed load balancing algorithms. The

experiments show that the proposed algorithm increases only a little overhead while solving the single point bottleneck

of the centralized algorithm,and it has obviously better performance than the distributed load balancing algorithm.
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