
Subject: Re: Revert for cgroups CPU accounting subsystem patch
Posted by Paul Menage on Tue, 13 Nov 2007 07:34:47 GMT
View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

On Nov 12, 2007 11:29 PM, Balbir Singh <balbir@linux.vnet.ibm.com> wrote:
>
> I think it's a good hack, but not sure about the complexity to implement
> the code. I worry that if the number of tasks increase (say run into
> thousands for one or more groups and a few groups have just a few
> tasks), we'll lose out on accuracy.

But for the case we're looking at, you've already said that you don't
care much about actually controlling CPU, just monitoring it. So what
does it matter if the CPU sharing isn't perfectly accurate? I don't
think that you're painting a realistic scenario.

>
> I think we already have the code, we need to make it more useful and
> reusable.

In that case we should take the existing cpu_acct code out of 2.6.24
until the API has been made more useful and reusable, so that we don't
have to support it for ever.

Paul
_______________________________________________
Containers mailing list
Containers@lists.linux-foundation.org
https://lists.linux-foundation.org/mailman/listinfo/containers
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