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Abstract; Referred the literatures[ 3,4 ] and one-phase commit protocol,an improved commit
protocol, called Early no Prepare (ENP),is presented. The protocol eliminates the voting
phase of 2PC. In this protocol,the participants don’t need to send back “commit (ready)”
message ,the sub-transaction can decide by itself to commit or abort,and it is unnecessary to
wait for coordinator’s decision. In this way,message and log complexities are reduced. At
the same time,it promises the consistency.
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