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An Energy Efficient Cluster Management Method based on Autonomous

Learning in a Server Cluster Environment
Sungchul Cho' - Hukeun Kwak'™ - Kyusik Chung™

ABSTRACT

Energy aware server clusters aim to reduce power consumption at maximum while keeping QoS(Quality of Service) compared to energy
non-aware server clusters. They adjust the power mode of each server in a fixed or variable time interval to let only the minimum number
of servers needed to handle current user requests ON. Previous studies on energy aware server cluster put efforts to reduce power
consumption further or to keep QoS, but they do not consider energy efficiency well. In this paper, we propose an energy efficient cluster
management based on autonomous learning for energy aware server clusters. Using parameters optimized through autonomous learning, our
method adjusts server power mode to achieve maximum performance with respect to power consumption. Our method repeats the following
procedure for adjusting the power modes of servers. Firstly, according to the current load and traffic pattern, it classifies current workload
pattern type in a predetermined way. Secondly, it searches learning table to check whether learning has been performed for the classified
workload pattern type in the past. If yes, it uses the already-stored parameters. Otherwise, it performs learning for the classified workload
pattern type to find the best parameters in terms of energy efficiency and stores the optimized parameters. Thirdly, it adjusts server power
mode with the parameters.

We implemented the proposed method and performed experiments with a cluster of 16 servers using three different kinds of load patterns.
Experimental results show that the proposed method is better than the existing methods in terms of energy efficiency: the numbers of good
response per unit power consumed in the proposed method are 99.8%, 107.5% and 141.8% of those in the existing static method, 102.0%,
107.0% and 106.8% of those in the existing prediction method for banking load pattern, real load pattern, and virtual load pattern, respectively.

Keywords :Power Mode Control, QoS, Power Consumption, Autonomous Learning, Prediction Algorithm

AH FE&E A AEstETIHke] oA asF ]l
&8 e 7

=MA . s " H g™
L+] of
oA A9 A FelzEE quA A7e neEsA g e A Zelasd da quls FAe ngaEs dgans dzes A
& BER gk oux) Ay Aw ‘lawaonm Aol s Azehe o Baw Aogel AWET ON s 17 E= b F7)2
AEEe) AARES 24P, ol @ /& AFES A A7 wE ANs A4S 23R RHAgA duA 584 T neA
£ RPoh B w=RAE oA 47 ‘lwaoﬂﬁ AR oA BRA FelsH B UL AN, ARAGS Fof A3
8 FEES olgste] WY AR o] Huel A5 AL 5 LS AW AQR=E 2T AkEe A Age zz;%_— A% of

A9l e e paaeh A4, A4 Foh L Ead ARE wu A4 A2ES AY 49 AR A9E Oz BRet 54, G4 Hel
& BalEe] g gars gE $8o H g d#ol o] £ UEA] Eelsity v FaEAThE ojn AAE denEE o%fﬂu} a3
A @ow Srg FAstel AUA BRA WHAN Aol SAUEE o) Atk A, Ao HehlElE ol o] AN AALEE 24

FaAste] 167]9] A ZelzE BN P o ¥
g welFu gk W7 Ly, A4 ey, by
84 "1‘:’1 APRE Aoy el 9.9%, 107.5%, 141.8%°]aL, 71¥9] o5

F|1E : MAZE MO, QoS, AHHY, x2S, S5 Y12E
.M &
# o] w=EE 20129% AM(ASHAI|ET)9] AR dudFAT
]/‘0411*}%3 A QS wro} FaE A m(NRF 2012R1A1A2006602). o
t3 8 g A Al by A, 2E2A 2 JEYA FuES Y S4de

A 3 o454 CTO o« o= » =)

Saad 23 3 9: gﬂpﬁd—v 2nlE A 2~ H AiEoﬂo} 13} w4 O]E'] /H_]Ei': ;ﬂﬂ Eﬂ'\? O]’U}' = ﬁ%—_} ZjEi @aj‘ i‘j]
Manuscript Received : January 13, 2015 o] e pow Y ITE AdsE o go] A4 1
First Revision : April 14, 2015 = -
Accepted : May 13, 2015 gidolth deolg AMHE A IT gl o]& HgH 2

*

Corresponding Author : Kyusik Chung(kchung@q.ssu.ac.kr)



186 HEMESl=2X/HFEH H S AL HM4T H6=(2015. 6)

& Al AW e 4 gtk IT e del
f Aejol ektel Aol oy o oe AEelA At
= amlge] oF 50% ol A Fe1]

M me Awso
MUA £EE Folt wyERE D AU 44d A

A
B ShedolE Abgshs W2, 2) W ol aE Z 2 A4
i O

dlole] AlEfel A el|#] 2& H]Fo] 7

B ANE A4S A3 @ A L CPU A
g Arsees Au eGAANA Aux 2pY =

£ s, 3) A FesedA et 3

Fol wel W@ FuHe AMER ON du A
= a9 Amaeze B Ml el

= ok
o>

2,
o
R
N
,d

oA A7 AW ZelsEE dux Age e
71E Aul ZE 2] HE) Auzs F4E

HE A7ehe AL BEE dvh ouA A7E A
ez A4 FakE Aste d 2o Hx
AW ER ON &t 2 14 T 71 F7]2 AWEY
=2 24T 7)1Ee duA A7d Mu Zexd
IHES AHRY b3 2ol BT 4 ok 29
28 ) AW AANES D4F/R Alojshai EE A
F712 Aotz Uw 4 dutbl =g #A FIE A
ot d Z2ad A dE AR O AT g 59
of dE YANE BAhS AGSt B RS A
Souz b 4 o6l e EdEel ushl Wkt
£ ARl gAY A% 49 A3 14 g
ARE Y F 7] 7129 AR 41
B QTEe 492 Agsl Aus FA2 w3
YA oUx] EEA(AHEE B9 A

Z agaAE EPch &2 lc‘joﬂ/q olx Az

- AN M LU

) r1r
B>

EURIIE- S
ﬂH‘l

M o Lo
fa

e

91 Mu ddr= A
ks

2. A3 WA
21 M SHAEZ A|AH
}\]/\E'ﬂ ?.7\

?,]u,—* 7P (LVS: Linux Virtual Server)[8l&= #%
22 7mor =Yy oy MBES e FeAEHE S

Cluster

Clients

switch

Fig. 1. Cluster Environment

data Capacity Planning based
Dynamic Server Provisioning
------- control

Server Server
- Mode |- Mode
Degcision Control

Capacity
Planning

request enable/disable
rate node

Traffic Monitor

A I_L|
Client i Load Distributi

Server

Passive Load Balancer

Fig. 2. Procedure of Energy-saving Server Cluster

J

Aare] ol Bgat ebg
] PATN Eax =1 Ko s B s S)|

4

dA# A T :

of FY2EY A2FY TELS FS HET I

X7 Ha3 ujnjct —’]“7}@1

H-aEA7]) = scaleout FH|©

A7) frEje FERE 7RI
BRI ZEEH AW RS 2AEH ¢

24l bR geEEd, HAh dF § HE &9 AR

HA Bl AHel ddste WA So] vk 10w

©2 34, LBLC(Locality Based Least Connection) <]

71 o] ATHIIL

oo oox M
My 2 lo off 4

|

I

2) YA A7E Ay F82H s

Fe2Hol e dAlY F3tE Aste
9 AMET ON 3eE 14 T 7PAF7E A s
HAREE A o]F Adsr] fd 71E AW 1
ZBo] &4 Ay Zzu|Ao] F7tETh Fig. 20014 syt

H F83 HAi

B Fig 19 23 AwRs 54 A Zau Aot

54 AW ZeAdes 7 Au e 4 gl R
dae Apdel Aelaa &AL o Al e
298 szow AWE WAde 2E AW d9wcs
A4de wE AW AY9REE Aojal mEo] TgHol
91, FHEAE 9HE Bojot ALgA 24 EdY
& #4099 4 ¥ zuAgds) dgds wE, %

ol
-
de
2

A o5 % G4 LES ANER Rujel

J



M SEAH 2E0M TEE5E7(8e OIHX 2882 SHAE

r
it}
N
iE3
)
~

= e 2ol Bolt A sk 247 e, Ak wEdAE e
Fig. 29 olUX 44¥ Au Fea8 Witz B4 & melste] A4 43¢ nelshd Raks A7 Aok

B4 vevt 2o

FN1HoR 7t AWZE Bl e ARgGS FshEabr] 3) A&eF7INke] A4 S ~HTY
AA e R FRole Z2F AW AR5 AHHE 22289 7)Eke] QY Z 2] A H oA Hot-Spot 2
S FAgko] oIt AE ARGS FHse FrIEY doje] 98 8 sigoe] wASH AR Ay IRt
= 2 44 F7vid, FsRRbldM e RS ddEgES ol AAAR gee] "oy, old TAE A
Fakste] S 2E F FALHHES Forh ol AH st AgshETivke] A3 YA 7|ye|tHl0]. o]
g o7t gl AR 59 g sldste AHdE ATE 8AHES AHYste dF A Eo| FEsU HA T
F(AAAZ o] Aok Awe] 5 F8 1vE] 84S UE AHER AEAstE WAl
AlRke] ON HEE AW AURE=E Aojsity. AW E OFF o] dgE dF AHE 8Hol A HWH & 1F9
dfjof & 9ol suspendZ, AHE ON dfof & 9o AW Fol Falrb e AW(LAE AAl AElste AW)E
wols o] &35t AW AYREE AojE 4= ). Aol 2 ~HE /AT oA 84S A AYse WA
ojth, o] WA e Sy WHE A&std FYAH AT
22 7|= o 4x| EZ o7 AE H% U AR AdEHE FHol A,
BE AW7E 34 ON Hole d3oA Ay &858 =5
1) A8 A7S 98 Aue B4 An AARE o] tistalr] sl sk e AEAed oluA Aol A9
2 AMERE we 24 andd 238 54 apuje A ERH
QAN hre] 44 Aw £2 Fohe welths] £a 0s Km
of Al Edmo] WMatshs ol whet Au AR
C Aol %72 wAow zAWT QEY Ause] £ 71E ATEY EAHES 48] Hete] E =ielA
. _ E e H2 WHoR 478 APt
3 Exo] ge gddd ge Azl HEE e v
AR, 71E WS YAR=EY Fa)rh d9AnE
ERGE 7Pgshd, BARE 8d9 T2 A7) 4| i ~ _ 3 3
< AgA 24 Edge] AgHoR naARtE ded 2
A ARE AR ARG o B A Ho A d Sk o . ]
AMES] AuAE Ans A4 B awaY Aug wm @ oe e 8T AN BE md
Sl o Aol T e e oo g | F LRI EE £ 2028 a5 adsl
AAmE AclFAE 8 ZAHT 287 o 7E] | = = AH 2~ %ﬂ%oﬂ el e w X Faks 77 _D}Eﬂ
- _ : o] Edwe uee gans go A4 4B 1
AR of AT A8 A B} Hold B A Ll wa aa o 2 wmeAe A 2ela
A, AL QAR Al FAE EAR] BAHE g o me wawm mse dels] N6 e 07
B QbE 2] ofE Wi AR A Y coqmpn ohiz @ A FA A9 3 AHCPU
S EFsk e el sl LR, R AEE 10 AdE A8 5E 2ol 1H
o1& A4 WAL S
2) A% 7% 24, 71 RS A, oA FelaE ATHE 274
&2 ARkl 54 EdY WEyt B dRe o & Floluel FFS F= Aw ZRAAY] 9 ¥F F
F71 el WA FAEFS VIee® AAE Bl AR So] B4 Aujzd g HHstEo] otk AH|x FH
& duElEs ol&dMA AMul= 2F F7H FAE dF 7F v &9 et el wiEl AFgEE o WS g
ato] Aue] ON/OFFEIE Alojah= dare]&olti5]. MMA 58 A= AFFolof dr} o] AL FHoE Y Azt
(Modified Moving Average), MWMA (Modified Weighted Zol Zulgof sl oE A Y5 E =RaA=
Moving Average), MES(Modified Exponential Smoothing), ZH2H ATAHAE 93 &9 WMEESo] &GS AT O
MESTA(Modified Exponential Smoothing with Trend 2 ZAARHEE FA5A T
Adjusted) B2l i3] RladgES FHSATHT]. o] AT AR, 71 WA EE AWTE 3 AA e FEHZE
e A My AYR= Ao FFAA ERIE o= T4 FY2HY & AS dFgago] oy TAV 4
st Fos F7hs WS AME-goh Trend Adjusted Part th 2 E=woAe olE sdste TNy A ZEA
445 B3 EYY oS B3 5~20x71F AHE w2 S A&stil Fel~HE ON/OFF 3t 21& &3l 2
A ON 3to] M|~ 274 AE FHTo=ZHN QoS a4 HE&s MAdsta, d9d9d good &8 F AFE ML

w32 AAgo}, eAsts qulae E7d wal Auld) dtal o] RAEATE o] &si



188 HEMESal=2X/HFEH H S AL HM4T H6=(2015. 6)

3. HMetEl AlARA Aol Al Fap7t EEA] ¥ w5k widstEs HEs g
th Fig. 3 gukte] k57t 54 Au Z2H A4 (Learning

31 A|AE Do based Dynamic Server Provisioner)ol Al 24 s A8 ¢

Bro wel 2dsted Muel n@Adstd Mus 24t

i, st A EdARt S sy ddd R
Fol FE A4S Ik wEgstd AW s oAl
7hEAE Hokw ubFol AWE OFF & + =% gt
. Foteat A2 A AMeA Lulste A EFAA o
HlEate], dezuzt w2 Auel o w2 Fate vy

_,|||| FoEM MBS Afole] FetE T T F SlE wir

(Welghted round robin)< ©]-&3HcH8].

Fig. 3. Internal Structure of Load Balancer
3) STaH AH O 24
Fig. 32 FsHEA719] i +2& Yebdth F3HEA7] B AYRes Zoage 7 A7t ok Aed] Q)
o TR AT R G AR e v SR 2T Ao Las, o %oz AN ool
Alzglel shgrlnke] 4 Mu ZRuAUE F7heb] £ Aojo] gk Am o @%5 = sy A, A
A 87 Sigteltt. RatEaby] Ao B AW Zzu) off st 9li= e, Awzt wiggdste e, Aurzt A
e egeE, A dens AARE, AN ARNLE gn gess 440 gelsn 2 4 el Welrh ol ol
AARER P4, FHEAy] shubye] Ry Aw2 AN
ok U, FehEdrER adn. ezEe A S AXT Qe g FesH
ol AWFE F7H7IL Egstd Augel Edete] A
L) FEREAPIZE s Ao Falg S0, ANE offshn Qi A FelaEe] AY &
Fig. 3 atyHi-¢] 53 R U (Traffic & Load Monitor)= 2 72aA7th u g g}g_ A8 e} offsh 1 glg Aee] A
AA S22 Bt FHE ddstr] fa 4 A B W= Zeage Aug AR A AR Y S24 0]
Q

ARe e o g ddRE zﬂou%e- ek 1741 wolg A

Z'
=E SR S AW el ES Fasta, A o] ondtil suspendE 3 offsh= o && FaskA Hrh
HEE A, 94 F, cprhe#, /5730 %F 59 AnE F
71402 Hd%3kal python demon[lZ] P2 FAH A 4) 54 A Z2H| Ao &k
21400 M Agd oy A9 Ay Ze2FH o 4
Table 1. Metric for Utilization An ZeuAYe e zh Aurt 9ge £ 9e Rk
W Eg v Bl S Aol Aosta @A g e dAe e
cpu e 9] CPU AH-E(%) 0~100 & Fxoz MHE mANY A wed, FEsEY
memory Ao ] AgE(%) 0~100 FALHAEE AY 3 g7t d s JF 7Y A
power Aule] A ARS-E (%) 0~100 of dlgshs AnAEAAA) LR o] Hadk Ao
, TCP A7 0~ FE Feta aFEe] Autte] ON HRE% AMH ddn=
connection (ESTABLISHED %)) R 2 Aojste o o BAHL WET B mEdu= sz
send/recv bytes A e AA F/FA % "NOI\/IB %%t;ﬁlé‘] 7% T2 AR R2H|AY ol ?}% 7k
F4MByte 2 HAHo] My g5 A 71§49 7|kl A
server ID Mol e 1~16 v FozHd fgEE AR (FH58) el Faat
LVS input naEA 2 95 o] H 0~ A 245 didol, B =RoMdeE dEHEs Iz o
Khytes T HGByte Be RRS 2w Aol A o5 44T 4 9
A sk g e A8
Table 1914 5% Fagne} EdYuis Aw 2 gaze Jye 7 AW vEYA EdY 4 cpu F
HIAY S A4t serE R ol&at €k Z getv g stgree o8 AAHedH £ ddAe faRe dds
= @A @, 10%, 60 olsH HolHE 7HAa glon, EY 2 cpu FIHEY EF AHEC 3 EFI
HAT §Fats AAshe WMFR o] &gt [10]. o}7]elA %+ HAE *}%é Eone FY2H 37
oA Zt AMuEe]l At e AAR= siHe] HtolA

2) HaRAINY F4 Aokt Weld gl AEE ML A22E 4GS LiT
chz Aolth 71 Avlel @A) BBt ou RakatEel F

>
)
1o,
(et
oX
ot
(i,
X
=
it
olN
=,
>
4
o



Mt SEHAH 2E0IM TEEE7(8e oIHXl 2880 SHAH el 718 189

o EEZ EE HAY cpu HIH BE AAE 3 @A 1) g5 sEE s 94
5 o185 AsE #E(Z7HE con, cpu SAReITL HE) g8 otng|Ze] @AEte] 4aS 517 AMo| FHebulE
2 A 292H9 @4 JazRe Jus TAg 7F Apdel Z1EEAEA B F 7=l glow o |

ANZre 2 FA4EH= cpu AHEE B con AHEES AL, (la)=2 dojzit}, 7150 glow dehugel] digh drE ¢
cpu AREEC] i3 7HEA|(0]E 7Pv21(ratlo)§ 5= 9 & g& dA(la)ZE W33
#3lal con AHEE (1-AEH7/FEADE Fdte] ¥, 7 A
B E 7S A oz o] &-E(utilization) S Pt @A 1a) CPU-Connection EF#xF &<l

cpuét con(Eg|Z)dll i3t FFHAE T3, Fig. 59
utilization= (1—ratio) X con+ ratio X cpu (1) AFE 702 TA B}

AA ZelzEld g & o|&ES T, Zopxl A
AS rel Wed M geE AgdTh B ERdAE WA 2) Shss A Elels Sl
FA Fold gamc e e Mu ZH2H AA A gt e "ol ol cpust condll WE T dEIF &
HAZY AW Ze e A Ao o & 9= HA AstEA ERlsket. Fig. 6] g5 did Hol&<] s dE
AE g2 AAs] 98 s we Hgsic) ekl g7k HlolgleA B 2o JEA HAFSHL
B 7FEAE AlE v ZtEA HH A deE Ze

Ak sigro] g FAHW 1 Sk AMENY % cpu ¥ A 3) AH ZHE A Ak A
st gk A 7beA B Awe] YARE QIAFHE HelE S " HolEo] ARA glom ofn duE JoR
of 7128, IS REHE $93 9AazE s e AE](cpu, con)ol BIZE Bl 7FSAE Fa dARS A
71549 35 ATE o]&ste] AY JEHW”OI %7“3&14. gt

B 9

B 7FsA - Agke tigk 8l
a2 wjelo] glvbd, ARE delolnz §5L >

o
o
i

He T F UAES ] A, B =R o @ 7% é
NE gaze AR Bhad 9 A9 A8 2o & BSHED 90 A=elcu, conol B B/ (ratio) &
saeln, AHAEAs QARe FES WE zAste]  Foletd] o SE(utilization)$ A1, Y TS wprolbAA
e ADE £ Q=S AL G5 wA A g S,

F dE 53 AL 3240 AYsEE 3,

A 5) e ZHE A AAg 715

32 olLix| Hztg 93t ®et 7| Fig. 79] Q192 Blo|& T aF A=z (cpu, con)ol A 4

2 omRoael sy B gurdnole] Agsts w H IEA AR FRen paras FYsus A
e Fuste A7 2 pAsA RPN dqux AR 2uA 3
Azbo]l sl el E A eokrHIO, 171 ¥HHel] # =felA e
st Aol A AEa u] Au 2 2E9 Ao Hu A 6) B 2ol Wk sk o 2}l
39 & YRS $ASA w3, oy dmPEe ons w2 23l ia) 71%e] o foiew, Fig 7¢] A ¢
EE Zo]7] §18) Fero] o|n] o]Fold ¢ FeH = F Qhs Holed At Ao dedHd AT
EREE PASAL, U 58S BY F e g I 2 RS AAE.
g HE Nds =2 kgt Fig. 4004 S5iEe] 4As
B2 529 welFm 9k WA 7) St S| Hjol e 7] =

o)A wAelA] AR AH HEAsh QA%S Fig. 69
st R ool HAge 75w,

< A 8) s el ol g} st Qs ol Bg slw
== /|
1b. Load Parameter

stsol ololla, absidel AWAGel FRE 4
(B.Slwra Paramemr)d—( 7. Set Pattern H ';;)Eﬁ;cc[;‘#’ )47 fj' {_:l: ‘L]VE}U] 1 s Xﬁ 78’6‘}— %‘—'EJ— :J_-E]'
Yes

No 7o e CPU Stdev Value CON Stdev Value
o istory
( £nd ) 8- Leam AL Pattom D) <10 0 <1000 0

<30 1 < 5000 1

L

No
5. Set CPU- 4. Learn Ratio—
( Connection )‘—( Threshold <MAX_CPU n < MAX_CON n

Fig. 4. Autonomous Learning Process Fig. 5. Normalized Usage Staus




190 HENESal=2X/EFEH 2 S8 AL M4 H6=(2015. 6)

Gt 0 1 2 n (cpu, con, threshold)
0 0.0,1.0,70 T =(0.6, 0.4, 65)
1 T |
2 F---4 entty f#¢——++——-—-}+———-}———— 4
n 0.8,0.2,60

Fig. 6. Pattern Matrix

CPU CON Weight BPS Total
STDEV | STDEV CPU CON Thres. Power
0.0 1.0 50 750 1050
0 0 0.0 1.0 55 840 1140
0.0 1.0 60 860 1160 Max efficiency
(BPS/Watt)
2 1 0.6 0.4 65 960 1260 —— —I
0.6 0.4 70 820 1290
9 9 1.0 0.0 70 820 1190

Fig. 7. Learning index

e 37kA 2P sy S AYEy] % agoeR,
Fig. 5% CPU9| F&=#A9} CONe #F#A7t Aitsts =
el MeEs xdd 1ol Fig. 6& sk
dlE2](CPU, CON)7} o]® %= 2
15k e golEolth Fig. 79 g5 AdX HolEL o
Z3ellA Hae AEY &S MAEAE V28, #
H o] &g},

gF HAS o= 5o AYetd a3 2t Fig. 3914

=
)
i)
o
i
XS

RuA H

A AR FoA CPUS CON9 HFF=AAES Aatsta,
5 dEl HolE9 oW dE

S 4 9tk Fig. 59 Zo] Atgsle] A= DE Z
557 dolghd Fig. 69 AEZH 2, 1)7} HlY
Hol of| e stexet AARE 2EA
ofof @t} 7] YeidE, AEZQ, Dol e 7E5A
Folgtal AAFS vHHA Fig. 79 85 9 gl
T AEHE, DO #Ael HHZFHBPS)F A (watt)
7128t Fig. 7 & AEHE DY ZE =3
T T 7159 99d9d 2n A8 ([BPS/watt)©
23S Adgt. 7|23 g d9ag [
04, 65)7F #H#gkolth. Fig. 39 stukiy- F-apEat7]of

- 2ES ddsla Fe AE 9 BElEAe] o

N
o
=,
2

e 7

-

O
N>
N
X,

ok
i)
o
2 S H T

Y

)
=
Do
e
S
E)
ol

41 AE 54

Fig. 82 A% AA 74& Uitk S82HE g4y
16tz 4d38kal, COTS x86 AW A5 O prime
client®} clientE 6% =%t} prime client client’} ©]]
gl u 573 AeS A, BesimBackend Simulator)
= client®] S2HEIR], AlFolA F)& Aofgdth FapEAt
7] 1} 717 E 2914 200 ol&3om T3 HAESR
722 SPECwebs o] &3ttt

igabit switon
Gigabit switch Gigabit switc

T
= “[’

Load Balancer

Fig. 8. The Overall Configuration of Experiments
Aol AxE oluA|[13]9] A Ao ¢ AHYLHFS
52]7] 93] mpm-eventEE=E o] 835t1, F#]2~E= Fedora
Agssich Agel =
sto] H
30E3te &

gl ~E o] AH&HE F45T

Table 2. Hardware and Software Specification for Experiment

g= (s sheslof Az E o]

Fedora 18, PHP 55.3,
python 3.3.2, Apache
246

15-3350, 8G, 400G

server 16 HDD

15-3350, 8G, 400G

HDD Ubuntu 12.10

client 6

15-3350, 8G, 400G

HDD Ubuntu 12.10

PrimeClient | 1

15-3350, 8G, 400G

LVS 1 HDD

Fedora 13, ipvadm

15-3350, 8G, 400G

Besim 4 Fedora 13, PHP 5.3.6

Besim, Client,

e o] EAF A - ;
SPECweb | 1 gl 24 PrimeClientel] A %]

PowerMeter| 1 HPM-100A serial com
network A 1 .
. 2 SG92-24 Gigabit switch
switch

Table 2= 22O 4 st=do] 8483 AAd
AZEYold )3 Aiolty o]7]oA SPECwebd W9
st=9lojol A F2ksl= A o}z client, primeclient, besim
of e &k A4

2 =Rt Ed% W} $uik SPECweb W7
Edg Wk Ag 44 P o



MB E{AH 2

= 92 (always-on), 1% F7]2 HYEE= Aojst= HH2
(static), o=(prediction), A& +<(autonomous learning),
gt e 2] 93t 2885 (autonomous learning with
parameter loaded)©]t}.

Fig. 9o Ho]x SPECweb banking[14]& &}¢l &3
Jiol LA, o] A Fabel JdE BE SHHEE 9
Eol AAdsta JaR=e] g 43S srh

Azt http://internettrend.co.kr
Max 7.24, Avg.max 7.21
R
I rﬂ
il

217 % ﬂm‘{ﬂﬂrﬂﬂ m W WW W’% S S

T T T Y T T T T T
0 2 4 3 § 10 12 14 16 18 20 2 24

Fig. 9. Internettrend™ - Banking Load Pattern

Session : 2069 1242 730 491 402 446 T74 2128 6118 6400 6050
6050 5708 5909 5656 5722 5269 4964 3870 3513 3750
3878 3453 2970
MSAIZE 602(O2H= siotel 24A|2H2 SHFEE LIEHHM, XA
M AQAIZHE 60222 Hateto] AH), z[Ch
session : 6400

InternetTrendTM[15]°1 &= LHkALO|E & o}l dWEB/APP
o] maEA &34 9 ASPAH|A LoggerTMo] &8 A4

g A% = Ml o@ dlole 7her] AEY ol
57 zmo}oq WAE Y A dolge] Firgt Hole Eol

7hel aLe] /7| = DB@r o] Aol Al F AT wat
Al et el el et A E JEetd Y EfE A
& A F 9tk

Fig. 100 Hol= AA H3lud& InternetTrendTM[15]94
Website Performance 7}HI3L2]¢] FEHSAI 2=
2012/9/1~2012/9/774A1 9] =8/ FE/ A HES] A]{HH
H AFEE webs et

AMZHHE HEX httpe/finternettrand, co ke
hdax 21,05, Avgmax 5,41

.......

ISRET 51 TT

L L 5 i 2z 2s

Fig. 10. Internettrend™ - Website Performance

Session 00000000 1599 6400 3202 0 0 6400 1599 0
3202 3202 1599 0 1599 0 1599 0
MSAIZE 602(O2H= siotel 24A|2H2 SRS LIEHHD, XA
Ml AeAZle fEcE Mslol M) A
session : 6400

&

3R
£

Fig. 119 Rol 7bg Fahalde T4 w5 wsl

g A Sastad gy

ol'

session :

StE0IAM K= O ORI &40 SAH 22| 71" 191
000
BODD
5000
4000
3000 4
2000 : i
ST -
1]
2 3 a 5 [ 7 8 10
Fig. 11. Virtual Workload Pattern
Session 0 6400 0 6400 0 6400 0 6400 0 6400 0
MEAZH 30+("EHE BPEH’I 24A|1Z2t2 otRE LEHNM, A
Al 3059§ Matoto] AlE), =z

Table 3. Mean of SPECweb Graph Lline

A

il

e

]
Tr

[l

ofl

49 a9z A9 o

total request

time good + time tolerable + time fail +

validation errors

time good

time tolerable

F de wEse dolA 8y
T gHe wEse dol 8y

time fail gl d 4% ol A% 24
validation A fgol we 7 249 o
error
QoS time good / (total request — validation error)

Table 3& SPECWeblﬂﬂi—b €i¥i Xds e 7 g

2] 9]13]3 UrEhH‘ﬂ
2 ¥¥Hx

to] g2 L}E‘r‘ﬂﬁ}.

AFHS A u}%i} 2t} always-on<
/‘éﬁlﬂe o] &4 AAH A& Aol gk dFol
Aol = ZiMTﬂ% EES AL E
138 A Al 524 AYrns Ao|[5]

[o

o

5
o)
1

H o
o [N oM oo m
o du T
19,

p‘L
rir
i,

o

i/

o mx o 1o x 2 Loal
feec) X ’
BNod o e 2o i
oﬁ-{oioﬁr&oﬁ
N
ol -
2L

)

o,
o
X
b
o
2

-

= 47H4 "eg
o A time good

4; i

F712 Aue] HAREE Aofstd

2 2 §m A 12 %7
e 4149 2

WETe Hapl o

W (modified exponential smoothing)S

"‘]tﬂ HAREE Aojste Waor}
Z 7IHE Fol o] oF 7]He] &
A

oA Qossl el

49
co A3E wgly] wielr A&

o 4 Au Adne
A

HFEAA Ae
A

=]
2o gl dAgS



192 JENE|SRl=2X/87H 2 S8 AIAE M4 H6=(2015. 6)

I Y AARE AojE ks A MY HURE Ao Table 4% SPECweb A% Aelr A2 45ARE o
sh A-gsh Lol %é’é‘} Al shtel dAIgkE T A etk A2 &2 always-on FRolA 9 frE &9 FFet
st 991d8 9 good SH 5 WSt Table 5, 6, 7¢] 7} Qug]Ze] S& St 24 H e (%2 YEhY 53
ARE AT} JJrE}HlEiiE"ﬂ ojg A&y WP T 3lH QoS+ always-on A3elA HE == QoSE 7|Fo =
st Eetell BAT F s 2HEH=ES AAT A & gt A QoSE 9wt} mah w9l A€ Y good SH
dvh Aol ds AR ewslERE U9 271 & gew AYHE time good ¥ol HYHE I ST
warmup -3tk ol el §ld Mz F-ehrEel AdE o Z2-2 olns}

EREE RE R DR S I CRCER S S ERE
F10F NS aleha SA e T Agsn
2 A7 ¢ EFAA, opu EFAA] SFeks 445 seb
BE Agse 542 s Bk

NS [

el

i i 1 | A
43 Mg A} - | R

Fig. 12¢] SPECweb workbench Z#|ZE A3 A=
HolFrh time goodS® FEAE @A AL Flo]dE]

A

23] 2% oW SHWE FE, time tolerable 4% o] — T TN TN L
S 7, time fail2 SEstE © 4% ol AW FE 9] a) always-on

atd, Holxl A digk M= Fo4 Ho2 yEith .

time tolerable®} time fail®] o] Fo|dE QHd e o

A 85 &9 F5ol aFerh Table 59 A3 éﬂru et

A 7t 248 Mg YEded ot fE SF s

Fol g 72 220 W&S el Aolth 48 AvE e

9] Power &2 T AP Lxd AHES] HdEFS - =

ofujgith, g AR A& (%) AW HARE Ao D_Pm;xf_em.ﬁ:l}ﬁ::ifﬂ i Gond —Tai ok T Tolemb

=
o
fol
olo
ot

)11

RE %27} tt2d) 34 ON 9 tin] &) b) static
g Y fE &9 T A vES rdth
WA 9 time good W& 1 3| WY &

F tH 2% oW §$HF F9 HE&S Ve
T A Mu|aFAdd sjdeieh 4 el A
S 71 2] t2BE 3 ON % div] 3

v 2Fds AYste] vastzal gt olE N
oA B2 A 2~=% A (normalized QoS)olzt n:::::.m;'itim‘u:?geFJJ”?::G;";”F:&NTXTJ&:N
thoo] FEL T W] AuaFAe Y W ¢) prediction
A &S FFoEM ALtert
T3 Ay AFxelAM @9 dET good &
F7kE AR o= AW WA AHl~
Sh= time goodel dFHE $H & A
3 AR dEgor vw gholth o
A drpg FA 9 good SHLIA FEE] 8
ot o] Ag Aol A E—i—fi‘r% A=A 3
good §F TE AH HAYE | 3
3 om & ZH=Te] it

10,000

ook
[

=2 do oft nlo

182000 KST  13.30.0DKST 14000 KST  1B:5D00 KST  19:00:00 KT 19:10:00 KST  18:20.00 KST

=1

f
R

ofy i R — o
)

— Page Requests — Error Count — Time Fail Time Geod — Fail Count — Time Tolerable

d) autonomous learning

I
=
ko oft -

5,000
8000

Table 4. metric of Experiment 70

6000

ZAAE A gl that Az e
deg (A RE SH EF/ A B AL W fE e
N S E5) * 100 -

7349 QoS (time good B &« 22 8)/100 [=Page Reauests —Error Count — Time Fail__Time Good — Fail Count — Time Tolerable]
o Ae g e) autonomous learning with parameter loaded
ood &

12:4000 KT 1250:00KST  130000KST  1310:00KST  1320:00KST  1330:00KST  13:40:00 kST

;o,\ (38 S F9 time good H]E/100)/4 2 4H]
H

Fig. 12. Result of Experiment




MEf E2AH SHE0IM RESE7I8 e olHX 252 EHAH 22l 718 193

Table 5. Results of Experiment(banking load pattern)
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Table 7. Results of Experiment(virtual load pattern)
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Table 8. Results of Experiment
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