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MepiAnyn

To cloud computing €xer Ta edpaiwBei wg TEXVOAoyia. MapdAAnAa, Ta
containers TTPOC@EPOUV €UEAIGia, aTTONOVWON, Kal duvatoTnTa scaling woTe va
XpPnoidoTtrolouvTal 0Ao Kal TTeEPIocOTEPO O¢ cloud trepIBAAAovVTA. Me ekaTovTadeg
OIOQOPETIKA AoV dlaBéoiua instances(oTIyuIoTUTTQ) ato TOUG
providers(trapoxoug) (Amazon Web Services, Microsoft Azure, Google Cloud K.T.A)
TTPOKUTITEI N avAykn BEATIOTNG €TTIAOYAG AUTWY. Z€ QUTAV TN OITTAWUATIKR €pyaacia
TTapoucidaloupe éva epyaAegio kar pia offine peBodoloyia dnuioupyiag  kai

TTPORAEYNG TTPOYIA EQapuoywV TTou ekTEAOUVTAI pEoa o€ docker containers.

H 1TpoBAeWn ava@épeTal oTNV AVTIOTOIXION UE BN YVWOTA TTPOPIA TTOU £XOUV
TTpokUWel atrd benchmarks yia Ta o1moia 0 dIAXEIPIOTAG EVOG CUOTANATOS YVWPICE
NoN TIG avaykeg o€ TTOpouG. MECw AUTAG TNG AVTIOTOIXIONG Ba UTTOPEl va eTTIAECE
BéATIOTO TO KATAAANAO instance kal va PEIWOEl TO KOOTOG dlaxeipiong, agou dev Ba
TTANPWOEL YIA TTAPATTAVW TTOPOUG ATTO O,TI XPEIAleTal. ATTO Tn OTIyUn TTou OAN QUTA
n diadikacia ptropei va yivel offline, peiwveral To KOOTOG €TTioNG BIOTI OEV TTPOKUTITEI
N avdykn evoikioong TOPWV YIa TOV XOPAKTNPIOKO TNG CUPTTEPIPOPAS MIOG
EQAPUOYNG.

MapaTtiBeTal AeTTTONEPWS N UAOTTOINCN TOU TTPOAVOPEPBEVTOG EpyaAEiou o€
Node-red flows. AvaAuetal 6An n peBodoloyia kal 0 TPOTTOG TTOU KATOANEANE O€
auTrv. TEAOG TTapoucIAdeTal Pia o€Ipd TTEIPAPATWY BAON TWV OTTOIWY EAEYXOUME TNV

opB4éTNTa TNG HEBODOAOYIAG KAl AgIOAOYOUUE TA ATTOTEAECUATA TWV TTPORAEWPEWV.

Né€eic-kAed1a: Resource management, profiling, containerised application, Docker,
Node-red



Abstract

Cloud computing is now established as technology. At the same time,
containers offer flexibility, isolation and scaling ability which results in becoming
increasingly used in cloud environments. Hundreds of different instances available
from providers (Amazon Web Services, Microsoft Azure, Google Cloud, etc.) create
the need for optimal choice. In this thesis we present a tool and an offline
methodology for creating and predicting applications profiles executed in docker

containers.

The prediction refers to the matching with already known profiles that have
emerged from benchmarks for which the administrator of a system already knows
the needs of resources. Through this match he will be able to optimally choose the
appropriate instance and reduce the management costs, since he will not pay for
more resources than he needs. Since all this process can be done offline, costs are
also reduced because there is no need to rent resources to characterize the

behavior of an application.

The implementation of the aforementioned tool in Node-Red Flows is
detailed. All the methodology and the way we came up with it is analyzed. Finally, a
series of experiments are presented on the basis of which we control the

correctness of the methodology and evaluate the results of the forecasts.

Keywords: Resource management, profiling, containerised application, Docker,
Node-red
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1 Eilcaywyn

H ouvexng dvodog Twv TeEXVOAOYIWV uTToAoyioTikou vépoug (Cloud
computing) kai Kataveunuévwy apxiTektovikwv [1][2][3] €xel dnuIoupyAOEl VEES
TTPOKANCEIG WG TIPOG TNV €TTIAOY TWV KATAAANAWVY UTTOd0OUWY UAIKOU TTOU Ol
providers 0&i1a8étouv [4]. H TANBwpa Twv OIOQPOPETIKWY KATNYOPIWV TWV
EKTEAOUMEVWV €QOpPOYywY, 0odNyouv OTNV avAayKn XOPAKTNPEIOPMOU TOUG WOTE O
OIaXEIPIOTAG va UTTOPEl HEoa o€ KATTOIO TTAdioIa va TTPORAEWEI TOUG OTTAITOUUEVOUG
TTOPOUG TTPIV ATTO TNV £YKATACTAON Kal EKKivnon Toug. O1 Adyol apopouV TTpoPavwg
TNV €TTId00N AAAG Kal TO KOOTOG, A@OU N EVOIKIOON YN XPNOIMOTTOIOUKEVWY TTOPWV
EXEl WG aTTOTEAEOMO £E00Q T OTTOIA PTTOPOUV va aTToQeUXOoUv, evw n EAAEIYN
TTOpWV WTTOPEI va odnynoel akdua Kai o€ un d1aBeociudtnta TG UTTNPECIaC.
EmTTpooB£TWG, O XAPOAKTNPIOKOG TWV AVAYKWY HIOG £QAPUOYNG MEoO ATt ThV
eKTEAEON TNG O¢€ €va TTEPIBAAAOV cloud aTTaITei TNV evoikiaon Twv TTOPWV yia OAn TN
OIGPKEI TNG EKTEAEONG KAI ETTOPEVWG OO0 TTI0 AKPIRES CNTAKE va gival TO TTPOQIA TNG
EQPAPMOYNAG, TOOO augaveTal Kal To KOOTOG. MPOoKUTITEI AOITTOV N avAyKn TTapaywynig
TWV TTPOQYIA QUTWV TOTTIKA Kal 000 TO OuvATOV YiveTal avetdptnTa Aatmo TO
hardware(UAIKG), apou o€ avTifetn TepiTTTwon Ba xpelaldtav va eAéyxoupe GAoug

TOUG S1aPOPETIKOUG BIABETINOUG OCUVOUACHOUG TEXVIKWYV XAPOKTNPIOTIKWY.

H emkpartéotepn pnEBOSOC xapakTnpiopgoU Twv instances TTou TTapEXouv ol
ETAIPEIEG TTOU dPACTNPIOTTOIOUVTAl OTOV XWPO Tou cloud computing €ival péow Twv
benchmarks. Ta benchmarks uAotrolouv Thv atrAr 1I6€a Tou onueiou avagopdas. Kabe
benchmark cival éva autoTeAég TTPOYypaupa TTOU eKTEAEr BACIKEG AEIToupyieg N
UTTOAOYIOPOUG  XOPAKTNPIOTIKWY EQAPUOYWY. 2UYKPIVOVTAG TIG €TTIOOCEIS TWV
EKTEAECEWV QUTWYV MTTOPOUME VO  €CAYOUME CUMTIEQPAOUATO OXETIKA HE TNV
AVOUEVOPEVN ETTIOOON GAAWV €QOPUOYWYV TTOU MOIAZoUV. AnuIoupywvTtag €va
MEYAGAO oUVOAo TTPO@IA aTTd eKTEAEOEIC OIAPOPETIKNAG QuUoNG benchmarks T1ToU
TTPOCONOIACOUV TTPAYHATIKEG AEITOUPYIEG TTPAYHATIKWY EQAPHOYWYV KAl UTTNPECIWYV
OTTWG vyia TTapddelyua, ekTEAEon queries o€ pia Bdaon Oedopévwy, €KTEAEON
airnudaTwy oc évav €gUTTNPETNTA, OUUTTIECN dapXeiwv, eKTEAeOn TTAPAAANAWY
VAMATWY TTOU EKTEAOUV ATTAITNTIKOUG UTTOAOYIOHOUG K.T.A, HTTOPOUUE VA UTTOBECOUE

OTI Ba UTTAPXE! Pia AVTIOTOIXiO PE KATTOIO OTTO TA TTPO@IA AUTA UE OTTOIAdNTTOTE TUXAIQ



epapuoyn. AKOua Kal av n avrioToixia dev TTPOCOMOIACEl akpIBWS TNV GUON TNG

EQPAPMOYNG, Ba EVTOTTIOTEI hia PEYAAN ouvd@ela O€ O,TI aQopd Tnv £1Tid00N.

2€ ONo autd TO TEPIBAAAOV Tou cloud computing, onuavTikKO poAo €xel
ATTOKTACEI N £vvola Twv containers. MNMPOKeITAl yIa hia HOP@r) EIKOVIKOTTOINONG OTTWG
Ta virtual machines, pe ™ dlagopd o1 gival Mo “eAaPpId”, dECUEUOUV JOVO TOUG
ATmOAUTWG  ATTAPAITATOUG TTOPOUG KAl €ival PETOPEPOIPNA PETOEU OIAPOPETIKWV
AEITOUPYIKWY CUOTAPATWY KAl OIAQOPETIKWY PNXAVAPATWY XWPEIG Kadia eTTITTAEéOV
TTapapeTpotToinon. Méoa o€ €va container YTTopoUpE va TPEEOUNE OTTOIOUDNTTOTE
€idoug epapupoyn kal ouvertwg kal benchmarks. Mtropoupe pe Aiya Adyia va
METAQEPOUNE TO i0I0 TTEPIBAANOV €KTEAEONG O€ DIAPOPETIKOUG OTOXOUG Kal va
ekTeAéooupe Ta idla benchmarks o€ pia kardotaon 6tou n €midoon Ba egaprdTal

MOVO aTTO TA UTTOKEIPEVA TEXVIKA XOPAKTNPIOTIKA, TTPAYUATIKA ) EIKOVIKA.

To avTikeigevo PEAETNG TNG TTapoUCag DITTAWHATIKAG Epyaciag apopd oTov
TPOTTO TAGIVOUNONG TUXAiWV E€QOPUOYWY OE OUYKEKPIUEVEG KATNYOPIEG TTOU
e€ayovtal atmd 10 TTPOQiA Toug. ZuvdudlovTag AoITTov 60a ava@EpONKav PJEXPI TWPO
avaTrTuéape €va  €pyaAleio UTTOAOYIOUOU TwV TIPOPIA QUTWYV VIO EKTEAECEIG
containerised e@apuoywyv Kal cuykekpigéva o docker containers. Avatrapdyovtag
TIG eKTEAEOEIG pIag TTANBwpag benchmarks o€ dIAQOPETIKEG UTTOOOUEG HECW TWV
containers, OnNUIOUPYOUUE XOPAKTNPEIOTIKA OlavUOUATa POCIOUEVA O€ PETPIKES
etmidoong 1Tou pag Trapéxel To docker stats APL. 21n ouvéxela, dnuioupyouue éva
MovTéNo TTpoBAEWewy, Me aglotroinon Tou aAyopiBuyou random forest, TTOU
TTPOKUTITEl aTTO Ta dlavuouata autd. ‘Evag diaxeipioTig cuoTAPATOG Ba TTPETTEN
akoAoUBwg va TpéEel OAa Ta benchmarks Tou povtéAou OTIG OIKEG TOU OIOBETIUES
UTTOO0WEG KAl VA KATAYPAWEI Tr CUPTTEPIPOPA Kal TNV atrodoon Toug. ‘Exovrag otn
01GBe0n TOU Ta ATTOTEAECOUATA QUTA KAl TO JOVTEAO TTOU TOU TTAPEXOUE, TO JOVO TTOU
XPEIAdeTal va KAVEI WOTE va TIPORAEWEI TN CUMTTEPIPOPA Miag véag Tuxaiog
EQPAPMOYNAG Eival va TTAPAgEl TO XOPAKTNPIOTIKO TNG SIAVUCUA Kal VA TO TPOPODOTHOEI
o010 ouoTnua TPORAeWNS. Autd Ba €xel wG ATmOTEAECOUA TNV AVTIOTOIXIOR TNG ME
KATTOI0 a1md Ta yvwoTd benchmarks pe amotéAeopa va ptropei va TTpoBAEWer TN
OUPTTEPIPOPA TNG Kal va €TTIAEEEI e TOV BEATIOTO TPOTTO TTOoUu Ba yivel To initial
deployment(apxiky eykatdoTtacn). To O OnUAvTIKO €ival  OTI Ba pTTOpéCcEl va

TTaPAgel TO ATTAITOUNEVO BIAVUCHA O€ OTTOI0dNTIOTE Unxavnua d1aB£Tel apou OTTwG



Ba dcioupe TTAPAKATW, TO OTTOTEAECHA OeV €EOPTATAI ATTO DIAYOPOTIOINTEIS OTO

UAIKO.

H ouvéxela Tng dITTAWMATIKAG epyaciag diapBpuwveTal wg €EAG. ZTO KEQAAQIO
2 TTAPOUCIACETAlI N UEXP! TWPA OXETIKA £PEUVA KAl Ava@EPOVTAl Ol DIOPOPETIKEG
TTPOCEYYIOEIG KAl POEG EPYACIWV TTOU £XOUV OKOAOUBNBEI aTOV XWPO TNG dlaxeipiong
TTOPWV Kal TwV TTPORAEWEWYV. 2T0 KEQAAAIO 3 TTAPOUCIAZETAI N UAOTTOINON WaG yid
TO epyaAeio TTpoBAEWewy. Mo ouykekpiyéva, 0TO UTTOKEPAAaIo 3.1, TTapouaIaleTal
TO TEXVOAOYIKG stack TTou Xpnoiyotroinénke, evw oto 3.2 avaAuetal n uAoTroinon.
2Tn OUVEXEIA, OTO KEQAAQIO 4, TTAPABETOUNE eVOEAEXWGS TIG CUVONKEG Kal TA
ATTOTEAEOUATA TWV TTEIPAPATIOPNWY PAG.  AVOAUTIKOTEPA, OTO UTTOKEPAAaio 4.1
TTEPIyPAQoOuUE TO TTEPIBAAAOV KAl TIC UTTOOOMEG TWV  TTEIPANATIOPWY. 2TO
UTTOKEQAAQIO 4.2 ava@EPOUE TIG TTAPADOXES TTOU KAVAE KAl TOV TPOTTO UE TOV OTTO0IO
opioTnkav Ta dlavuopaTta TTOU atmapTi(ouv Ta TTPOQPIA TwV E€QAPUOYWYV. 2TO
utToKEPAAQIo 4.3 TTapaBéToupe TN dladikacia €TTIAOYHAG TOU aAyopiBUOU PUNXAVIKAG
MAOnonG. 210 UTTOKEQAAQIO 4.4 TTapaBEToupe Kal oXOAIAJOUUE TIG TTPOKUTITOUCEG
YPAPIKEG TTAPACTACEIG KAl TEAOG OTO UTTOKEQAAQIO 4.5 CUUTTEPOACUATOAOYOUE KAl
oxoAlaloupe Ta atmroTeAéopaTa. KataAflyoupe e 1o KEQAAalo 5 TnG cuvoywng NG

epyaciag Kal akoAouBei N AioTa pe OAEG TIG avaQOPEG.
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2 BiBA1oypa@IKK Kal TEXVOAOYIKK ETTIOKOTTNON
EPEUVNTIKOU TOMEQ

‘Exouv yivel OI14@Qopeg TTPOOTIABEIEG Kal €XOuv UTTAPEEI  OIOPOPETIKEG
TTPOCEYYIOEIG O€ O,TI APOPA OTO TIPORANUA TOU XAPOAKTNPEIOUOU TNG CUUTTEPIPOPAS
MIOG €QAPMOYAG KAl WG €K TOUTOU TnNG TIPOPRAEWNS Kal PBEATIOTOTTOINONG TWV
emdooewv TNG. MNa mapddelypa, pia TPooTTABEIa dnuioupyiag evOg CUCTHHATOG
BeATioToTroinoNg a1Téd00NG PECW KATNYOPIOTTOINONG TWV EICEPXOMEVWV EPYATIWV
éxel yivel oto medio Twv MapReduce gpappoywyv [5]. H katnyoplotroinon atraitnoe
Ouo oTddia. lMpwTov TOV OPICHO TPIWV KATNYOPIWV TTOU TTPOEKUYAV aTTd dia
TTapaAAayr] Tou aAyopiBuou k-means++ pe €icodo amd éva oUVOAO Epyaciwy TTOU
gival KoIvig atrodekTd weg benchmarks, pye aAAa Adyia Tn dnuioupyia Tou PovTEAOU
TTPOBAEWEWV PEOW TEXVIKWYV PNXAVIKAG HABNoNG. AgUTepov, TNV eKTEAEON €VOG
UTTOOUVOAOU TNG €10000U TWV EICEPXOUEVWV EPYAOCIWV KAl OTNV OUVEXEIA TNG
QVTIOTOIXIONG ME Mia aTTd TIC YVWOTEG KATNyopieg Tou TrpwTou BAuatog. Ta
OlavUoPATA TTOU XOPAKTNPEICOUV TIG EKTEAECEIG TTPOKUTITOUV ATTO TNV KATAYPAQPr) TOU
XPOVOU UTTOAOYIOUOU TTOU OQIEPWVETAI OTOV ETTECEPYATTH], TN MVIAMN KAl TO diOKO.
Ma kaBe pia atrod TIG KATNYOPIEG, HEOW avalTnong £xEl OPIOTEN Evag ouvOuaoudg
KATTOIWV OI0BECIHWY TTOPANETPWY TTOU BEATIWVEI TNV aTTOd00N TWV EKTEAECEWV.
TéNog, n epappoyn 6AnG Tng diadikaciag oe éva Amazon EC2 testbed gavépwoe Ta
eiTTEdA BeEATIOTOTTOINONG TTOU  TTPOEKUYAV O€ OXEON ME TNV  TTPOETTIAEYUEVN
TTOPAUETPOTTOINCN. Z€ Mia GAAN TTeEpiTITWON [6], €TTIXEIPAONKE N dnuioupyia TTPOPIA
yia Ta idia Ta benchmarks woTe va atmmoktnBei evdoTePn KaTavonaon TnG AsiIroupyiag
Kal TNG @UONG TOUG, apou ouvnBwe n TEKPNPIWOT Toug TTEpIopifeTal O Wi TTOAU
atmmAf TTepIypa@ry. Xpnoigotroidnkav yia Tov OKOTTO auTto Ta execution traces 1Tou
Kataypdeel 10 gpyaAeio LLTng kai avaAuBnkav low level uetpikég ommwg CPU

utilization, parallelization, stability, memory usage.

Quoikd, epooov PINGE yia TTPOBAEYEIG, EXOUV YiVEI QPKETEG TTPOOTIAOEIEG
TTOU EUTTAEKOUV TTIO OUVOETEG HEBODOUG unxavikAg uddnong. 1o [7], Ta data traces
ammo  servers(eCuTTNEETNTEG) TTOU  QIAOEEVOUV  OIA@OPETIKOU  €iOOUG  UTTNPECIES
XPNOIYOTTOIoUVTal O€ £€va VEUPWVIKO OiKTuo Kal pia trapaAAayry Tou black hole
aAyopiBuou waoTte va TTpoBAepBei To peAAovTIKG workload kai eTTopévwg va UTTopoUV

va opyavwBoUuv avaAdywg o1 aTTaIToupevol TTOpol. Zuvexidovtag, PAETToupE OTo [8]



Mia diadikacia TTou eTIXEIpEi TN dnuIoupyia Tou povtédou TTPORAeywng offline kai
BeATiwvel Ta atroteAéopaTa Tou online profiling xpnoigotroiwvTag transfer learning.
21n OIKN pag mpooéyyion, n diadikacia Tou profiling AapBdver xwpa € oAokArpou

o¢ offline epIBAaAAov.

To kb6oTOG atroTeAei £€vav a1Td TOUG KUPIOUG AOYOUG TTOU TTPOOTTaBoupE va
BeATiIoTOTTOINCOUME TNV agloTroinon Twv dIABECIYWY TTOPWV. AauBdavovtag AoITTov
utTOWIv Tov TTapdyovta autd, oTto [9] BAéTToupe pia auTtopaTtotroinon OANG Tng
O10dIKaCiag eyKaTaoTaong, TTAPAPETPOTIOINONG Kal dnuioupyiag TTpo@iA oTo cloud.
EmAEXONKe va dnuioupynBoulv TIOAU AeTTTOPEPr) TTPOQIA  ouvdudlovTag TNV
TTANPOPOPIa TOU KOGTOUG OTTWG AUTA TTPOKUTITOUV HEOA OTTO TIG EKTEAEDEIG OTa cloud
instances TouU €TMAEYEl O XPAOTNG. 2ZTOIXEIQ TWV TIPOQIA atToTEAOUV TO UWOG
agloTroinong Tou £TTECEPYAOTH], TOU dioKOU, TOU DIKTUOU aAAG Kal 0 XpOVOG EKTEAEONG
KAl UOIKA TO KOOTOG OTTWG TTPOKUTITEI aTTO TNV TIMOAGYNON TOu provider Kal To OTToio
TTPOPAVWG £EAPTATAI ATTO OAA Ta TTPONyoupeva. a TRV agloTToinon Twv TTPOPIA
QUTWY Ba XPEIOOTEI 0 XPrOTNG Va £XEl ECEIDIKEUPEVES YVWOEIG TTAVW OTIG EQAPHOYEG
WOoTE va TIapel ammoQAoElS. AVTIBETWG, OTNV TIPOCEYYIOH MOG Ol aTToQPACEIS
otnpidovTtal €¢ OAOKAAPOU oTNnV avTioToixion TTPo@iA kal benchmarks kai dgv givai

atrapaiTnTn TTOUBEVA N KPion Tou XPnoTn.

To DocLite [10] civai éva containerised epyaAcio TTOU TTPOOTIABE VO
aglohoynoel VMs(elkovikéG unxavég) aglotrolwvtag containerised benchmarks. Ta
armmoteAéopatd Tou Ocixvouv Ot ekTeEAwvTag Ta benchmarks akéua kai o€
TTEPIOPIOPEVOG TTOPOUG TWV VMS, uttopoue va ¢ayoupe o€ TToo000TO £wg Kal 91%,
TNV id1a TTANPO@OPIa aTTG TA TTPOQIA PE TNV TTEPITITWON VA XPNOIKNOTTOIOUCAE
oAOkAnpo 10 VM. Emmpocbétwg, n agloAdynon yivetar oxeddv o€ TTPAYMATIKO
XPOvo. loxupéc eival etmiong ol evOeiCelc OTI O PETPNOEIS HEOW “eAa@PIwV”
benchmarks, uéxpl kar microbenchmarks atrotreAolv évav KaBoAa EykpITo TPOTTO
€€AYWYNG CUPTTEPACHATWY Yia TNV atmédoon Twv didgopwyv cloud configurations
[11]. ZTn IKA PAG TTEPITITWON AUTO TTOU TTEPIOPICETAI Eival O XPOVOG EKTEAEONG, EVW

ol dlaB€aiuol TTépol aglotroiouvTal o€ eTTiTreda TTou e€apTwvTal ammd Ta benchmarks.

To RUBIS [12] eivar pia Profiling-as-a-Service Web e@apuoyr 10U
TTpooeyyidel Tn dlaxeipion Twv cloud epapuoywv péow Tautdxpovou scaling Kai
profiling. O xprioTnNg opilel TTEPIOPIOCUOUG OXETIKA PE TNV aTTGd0O0T KAl TO KOOTOG KAl
ME TTpOTEPAIOTNTA TO OeUTEPO, KaBodnyeitar n dladikacia Tou scaling, &vw



TTapAAANAa TTapayovTal AETTTOPEPN TTPOYIA yIO 000 TTEPICOOTEPOUG KOUPBOUG TTOU
arrapTidouv TNV e@apuoyn yiveral. 21o [13], To auto-scaling emmTUYXAVETAI JECW TOU
offline profiling. Anuioupybnkav XxapakTnpioTIKa workloads yia dI0QOPETIKOUG
TUTTOUG XPNOTWYV Ta OTToia 808nNKav wg £i0000¢ 0TI EQAPUOYES WOTE VO ATTOKTNOEI
MO AETTTOUEPNAG YVWON YIO TNV £€GPTNON TNG ETTIOOONG. 2TN CUVEXEIA PETPNONKE N
€TTiId00N YIa KABE TTEPITITWON KAl £YIVE Y1 TIPOCTTABEIA TTPOBAEWNS TOU JEAAOVTIKOU
workload €101 WOTE 0 DIAXEIPIOTAG VA UTTOPEI VA KATACTPWOEI YIG OTPATNYIKH YIA TO

scalability AapBdavovtag utroyiv 1o QoS(Quality of Service) kal To KOOTOG.

2upTtrepiAaupBavovtag Tov  Trapdyovia Tou background workload, o€
dlapoipaldopeva VMs, oto [14] pia canonical correlation avdAuon etmixeipei va
OUUTTEPAVEI TOUG TTAPAYOVTEG TOU OUOCTAPATOG TTOU ETTNPEEACOUV TNV aT1TOd00N
TTEPIOCOOTEPO. AEDOUEVA OXETIKA PE TNV XPNOIPOTToinoN Twv TTOpwv PECW online
profiling emTtpémmouv TNV TTPOBAEYN TWV avaykwyv UAIKOU yia €va OUYKEKPIPEVO
ETTTEQO UTINPECIWV TNG €@apuoyns. Mia TTOAU TTapep@epns TrepiTrtwon [15],
aglotrolei Toug Hardware Performer Counters woTte va ocuutrepdavel Ta {nToupeva
TTPOQiA. A€ CUVUTTOAOYICQWE TOV OUYKEKPIYEVO TTAPAYOVTa, a®oU TTPOUTTOBETEN OTI O
XPAOTNG KATEXEI BaABIG yvwon yia Tov TPOTTo TNG TTapAdAANANG aglotroinong mmépwyv
TWV epappoywv. EEGANoU peAeTdpe povo containerised eapuoyEG TTOU £ OPIOUOU

€ival ATTOUOVWHEVEG.

H 1o ouyyeviki Tpooéyyion pe TN uEBodo uag eival [16], TTou TTapouciddel
dia offline peBodoloyia  Baciopévn 0Tn PNXaviki uddnon yia Tnv TTPORAEWnN TNG
etmidoong HPC epapuoywyv. MeTpIKEG TTOU dev €apTWVTAI ATTO TO UAIKO GUAAEYOVTOI
ME TN Xprion evog LLVM plugin woTe va dnuioupynBouv 1a TTpo@iA. INa va emmTeuxOei
TO TTapaATTAvw, O KWOIKAG TWV E£PAPUOYWY TIPETTEI VO evopxnoTpwOei katd Tn
METAYAWTTION KAl CUVETTWG E€ival TTPOATTAITOUPEVO O TINYaiog KWOIKAG va gival
Ol08éoipog. lMapouoiwg otn pEBodo pag eapudloupe offline  alydpiBuoug
MNXAVIKAG HABNOoNG yia va TTETUXOUUE TO id10 TTPAyua, e Th diagopd 611 Baci{OPaoTE
O€ PETPIKEG TTOU CUAAEYOVTAI KATA TNV EKTEAEON OTTOIONODATIOTE EQAPUOYAG HECA O€
docker containers «kal ATTOOEIKVUOUPE MECW TwV TIEIPOPATIONWY  OTI  TA
ATTOTEAEOUATA TEIVOUV va PNV €€APTWVTAI ATTO TO UNIKO, OKOPA KOl QV Ol PETPIKES

QUTEG KABEAUTEG E€apTWVTAL.



3 YAoTtroinon CUOTAHMOTOS ECAYWYNG TTPOPIA
E@apuoywv

H uAotroinon tou profiler Bacietal o€ Node-red flows. Otav €xel Eekiviioel kal
TpéXel Eva Docker container, n diadikacia Tou profiling utropei va TupodoTnBei pEow
Twv endpoints 1Tou kavel expose o profiler. MNa Tnv atTobrikeuon TWv dedOUEVWV
xpnoigotroigital N Baon dedouévwyv MongoDB, evw yia Tn dnuioupyia Tou HovTEAOU
MNXavikAg padnong kar TG TTPoBALwelg aflotroicital To epyaAleio Weka. Ta
benchmarks Badon Twv OTToiIWV dNUIOUPYNOAKE TO JOVTEAO paG avTAnBnkav atro Tn
oouita Phoronix Test Suite, aAAG kai Tnv oikoyévela banchmakrs 1Tou ovouddetal

sysbench.

O profiler xwpiCetar oe 5 flows. Avo amd autd eivar utréuBuva yia Tn
dnuioupyia Twv TTPo@iA. To TTPWTO UTTOAOYICEl T TTPOYIA TV benchmarks cupewva
ME Ta oTToia Ba TTpoKUWEl TO HoVTEAO TTPORAEWewWV. To deUTEPO gival UTTEUOBUVO Yia
Ta TTPOPIA TWV VEWV EQAPPOYWY Ta OTToIa BEAOUME VA AVTIOTOIXIOOUWE HE TA RON
YVWOTA KAl CUVETTWG TTEPQ OTTO TN oUVOEDN TOU TTPOPIA KKIVED Kal T diadikagia Tng
TTPORAeWNG. OAEG 01 KATAYEYPAUUEVEG PETPIKEG ATTOBNKEUOVTAI OE £va EVOIANECO
oTédI0 oTn Pdon dedouévwy. To idlo cuuPaivel Kal e Ta TEAIKG TTPOEIA TTOU
e€dyovtal pe Xxprnon Twv evolduecwy dedopévwy e Tn dlagopd Ot attoBnkeUovTal
KQl 0€ apXeia csv WaoTe va Tpo@odoTnBoUv aToug aAyopiBuoug unxavikng udénong.
Ta emmopeva 2 flows gival utteuBuva yia To KopudTi Tou machine learning. To éva atrd
autd Onuioupyei TO POVTEAO TIPOPAEWEWV €vw TO AAAO  TTPAYMATOTIOIET TIG
TTPORAEWEIC PE XPrion auTou Tou povTéAou. TEAOG, To TeAeuTaio flow divel Tn duvaTtdTa
TNG TaUTOXPOVNG £EUTTNPETNONG Kal EKTEAEONG TTOAAQTTAWY QITNPATWY KAVOVTAG £TOI
EQIKTA TN TTapaAAnAotroinon Toug. EmMTPETMEl PE aQuTOV TOov TPOTIO KAl TO
scaling(kAjuydkwon) wote va emTeuxBei  eAdgpuvon Kal atrooup@dépnon o€

evoexouevn TTARPNG aglotroinon Twv dI0BECINWY TTOPWV.

Oa avagepBoUue TTI0 avaAuTIKA OTO TEXVOAOYIKO stack kal Ta epyaAgia Tou
XPNOIMOTTOINONKAV Kal 0T CUVEXEIQ Ba TTAPOUCIACOUNE AETITOUEPWG TA OTOIXEID TNG

uAoTtroinong.



3.1 TexvoAoyigg Kal TTAATPOpHES UAOTTOINONG AOYIOHIKOU

Node-red !

Node-RED

2yniua 2: Node-RED logo

To Node-red cival éva TTpoypauaTioTIKO epyaleio Baociopévo oto Node.js,
ME TO oTToi0 METACU GAAwv, uTTopEi Kaveic va dnuioupynoel APIls. AkoAouBei To
uttodeiyua tou flow-based Trpoypapuatioyou kai diabétel Evav ypa@iko editor,
TTPOoBACIYO HEOW Tou browser. Mapéxel didgopa nodes(kdPPBoUG) TTou AsiIToupyouv
oav black boxes Ta otmoia cuvdEovTal Kal avTAAAAZOUV uNVUPATA KAl JECW TWV POWV
MNVUPATWY TTOU TTPOKUTITEl UAOTTOIEITAl N AOYIKA Tou Trpoypduuatog. lNa o
e€ednTnuéveg Aeitoupyieg uTtépxel N duvatdTnTa dNUIOUPYIAS TWV BIKWYV HaAG KOPBWY,
MEOQ OTOUG OTTOIOUG UTTOPOUME VA UAOTTOINOOUME OTIONTTOTE XPEIAJOPAOTE PE TN
xpnon javascipt. Ta poypduuarta-flows amrobnkevovral o popery JSSON Kai gival

€UKOAQ JETAPEPTIUA.

inject  — read a spreadsheet file as binary buffer :
: book :— msg.payload. SheetNames |
sheet msg.payload |
S cell msg.payload |

sheet to json  — msg.payload |

2ynuo 3: Iopaderyuo Node-RED flow

! https://nodered.org/



Docker 2

2t

docker

2ynuo 4: Docker logo

To Docker e¢ivar pia open-source TIAATQOPPO TIOU  ETTITPETTEI  TO
containerization e@apuoywv. Ta containers eival QUTOTEAr} €eKTEAEOINA  TTOU
TTEPIKAEIOUV O,TI UTTOPEI va XpelaoTei éva TTPOypaupa, dnAadr OAeg TIC eEAPTAOCEIS
Tou. H kapdid Tou cuoTripatog Docker gival To Docker Engine, To OTTOI0 EUTTEPIEXEI
Tpia Kupla pépn. Tov server Tou Docker Tou ovoudadetal dockerd, éva Rest APl péow
TOU OTToioU JTTOPEi Kaveig va dwaoel evioAég oto dockerd kal éva CLI trou déxeTal
docker commands. To dockerd xpnoiyotroigital yia Tn dlaxeipion Twv containers
OTTWG Kal TWV images PAcEl TwV OTToIWV AuTd dNUIOUPYOUVTAl. 2ZNPAVTIKO YIA EUAG
ATav 1o APl Tou docker kai cuykekpipéva To stats endpoint To otroio TTapéxel TG low-
level peTpIkEG KaTA TN SIAPKEIQ TNG EKTEAEONG, UE TIG OTTOIEG B TTAPAYOUE TA TTPOQIA
Twv containerized e@appoywv. MapdAAnAa, oTtov I1oTéToTTO ToUu dockerhub 3
UTTAPXOUV aTTOBETAPIA YIa TTOAAWY E10WV £TOINA images, T OTToia JTTOPEI KAVEIG va
kateBdoel yéow Tou dockerd kal va dnuioupynoel Ta avadloya containers, oTnv

TTEPITITWON pag autd TTou Ba Tpéxouv Ta benchmarks.

Weka 4

WEKA

The workbench for machine learning

2ynuo 5: Weka logo

2 https://www.docker.com/
3 https://hub.docker.com/
4 https://www.cs.waikato.ac.nz/ml/weka/



To Weka ecivar €va open-source epyoaAcio ypaupévo oe Java, yia tnv
ETTECEPYQTia KAl OTITIKOTTOINON O£OOUEVWYV TTOU TTEPIEXEI Wia gupeia OUANOYA UE

uAoTToiNpEéVOUG aAyopiBuoug unxavikng uaénong.

MongoDB °

. mongo DB.

2yiua 6: mongoDB logo

H MongoDB civai 1o dnpogiAéotepo NoSQL TTpoypappa BACEWY DEDOUEVWV.
Ta dedopéva atrobnkevovtal wg documents, n dour TWV OTTOIWV E€ival TTAPOUOIA PE
autr) Twv JSON apxeiwv. MNapéxel éva APl yia Tnv ekTéAeon Twv queries Kai

avaAuTikO documentation yia OAeg TIG A€ITOUPYiES TTOU UTTOOTNPICEI.

Phoronix Test Suite (PTS)®

2ynuo 7: Phoronix Test Suite logo

H oouita Phoronix xpnoiyoTrolgiTal yia TNV QUTOPATOTIOINCN TNG EKTEAEONG
Twv TEOT 0€ O1aQopes TTAATPOPHES. AvoAauBdvel dnAadry To KartéBacua, Tnv
eykaraoTaon, Tn OlaxEipiIon Twv €EAPTACEWV TNV EKTEAECN KAl TV ava@Opd TwV
ammoteAeoudtwy.  TpaBder 1o  dloBéoiya TeOT  ammd TNV 10TOOENIdA
openbenchmarking.org, 61mou uTTdpxel TTANBwpa atd TEOT yia TTOAAEG KATNYOpIEG.
ATTé autd TTpoépyovTal Kal Ta benchmark pag woTe va SIEUKOAUVOUE TNV EKTEAEON

TTOAAWV TEAEIWG BIAPOPETIKWYV PETALU TOUug bechmarks.

5 https://www.mongodb.com/
¢ https://www.phoronix-test-suite.com/
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Sysbench ’

SysBench

2yniua 8: Sysbench logo

To sysbench eival pia ocuA\oyr amd benchmarks yia pnxavriiuata Linux.

Ytrootnpidel 1o €Aeyxo Twv €mddoewv NG CPU, NG pvAPng, Twv d1adikaoiwyv

el06dou/e€ddou, Twv mutexes, kal Twv Pacewv MySQL. YmooTnpilel etmiong

TTOAAATTAG threads kail OEXETAI TTAPAUETPOTTOINCEIG YIA TOV OYKO TOU QOpPTiou TTou Ba

eKTEAEOEI KOBWG Kal yia GAAa TTpdypuaTta, OTTWG TOV XPOVO TNG EKTEAECNG TTOU PAG

evola@épel. AuTr n eueNIgia oTnV TTAPAUETPOTTOINCN €ival Kal 0 AOYOg TToU €TTIAEXONKE

va ouvodéwel Ta benchmarks tou PTS.

3.2 Node-red flows

H uAotroinon oAdékAnpou Tou epyaAeiou poipddetal ota 5 TrTapakdtw flows:

Docker Benchmark Profile Exctractor: lNapdyel 1a profiles Ttwv
benchmarks €¢dyovtag TIG avayKaieG PETPIKEG Kal @QTIAXVEI £va CSV
apxeio atrd 10 0TT0I0 B TTPOKUWEI TO JOVTEAO TTPORAEWEWV.

Random Forest Weka Trainer: Anuioupyei 10 povtéAo TTpoBAEWewWV
XPNOIUOTTOIWVTAG TO £pyaAsio Weka.

Application Profile Exctractor: lNapdyel 1a profiles Twv véwv
containerized €@apuoywv yia TIG OTTOIEG CNTAPE TNV AVTIOTOIXION UE
Kamolio amd Ta benchmark profiles kai ekkivei tn dladikacia NG
TTPORAEYWNG.

Random Forest Weka Classifier: Xpnoiyotmoiei 10 povrédo

TTPORBAEWEWV WOTE va TTAPAEel TIC TTPORAEWEIC yia Ta TTPOQPIA Twv

7 https://github.com/akopytov/sysbench
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containerized e@appoywv ToU ¢NTAPE KAVOVTAG £TTiIONG XPrON TOu
Weka.
e Requests Handler: EmTtpémel tnv TaUTOXpPOVN €EUTTNPETNON

TTOAATTAWV AITnUATWV yia profiling.

ZEKIVWOVTAG TNV TIEPIYPOP TWV KUpIOTEPWY onueiwv kdBe flow, BOa

TTapaBEToupe apxIkd oAOKAnpo To flow kai Ba euBabuvoupe oTn CUVEXEIQ.

3.2.1 Docker Benchmark Profile Exctractor

wnitialize last vafues for delta computation and fime values msg payload msg payload

Start Stop Execution Gatstats Select stars Store stats

msg msg payload msg payload msg payload msg payload

viean values Query Store Final Festures Find Query Find Features osv Save Results

2ynuo 9: Docker Benchmark Profile Exctractor flow

To flow xwpiletan TTOAU yevikG o€ 3 pépn, TNV ApXIKOTToinan, Tn ouAAoyn

0edOoPEVWV KAl TNV TTAPAYWYN KAl aTTOBRKEUTN TWV TTPOPIA

O TpwT0G KOUPBOG YE ToV OTT0I0 Kal EeKIVael TO flow gival auTtdg TTou dnpioupyei
10 endpoint Tou profiler. To NODE-red “akouel” otnv mopTa 1880 kai oTEAvovTag éva
POST request o1o endpoint /monitor Eekivdel To profiling piag epapuoyng e KATToIo
docker container TTou Tpéxel ekeivn Tn oTiyun. MNa va TpoodlopioTEi TTol0 container
¢nTaue va yivel profiled, Ba mpéTrel va cuptTepIAdBoupe oTo cwua Tou POST request
T0 container id, TTou €ivalr éva povadikd avayvwpioTIKO yia TO OUYKEKPIMEVO
container. ETtiong 1TpéTTel va opicoupe €va OVOPa TO OTTOIO TO ETTIAEYOUE EMEIC KAl
Ba AsIToupynRoEl WG avayvwpEIoTIKO TOU CUYKEKPIYEVOU TTPOPIA TTOU TTPOKUTITEI ATTO

TN OUYKEKPIUEVN EKTEAEON OTAV ATTOBNKEUTEI OTN BAon 6edoUEVWV.

12



2 "cid": "428e71s5bETTLM,

"name" : "sysbench-cpu-1000°

2ynuo 10: POST request body example

Agou o profiler Aapel To POST request, Ba emoTpéWel éva ufvuha wWoTe va

EVNUEPWOEI AUTOV TTOU TOV KAAECE OTI N d1adIKACia £XEI EEKIVAOEL.

Response message Htip Response

2ynuo 11 Response nodes

AkoAouBei n apyikotroinon OAwv Twv avaykaiwv JeTapAnTwv. O1 eTaBANTEG

* *

last_*, logsum_* kai logsum_delta_*, pia yia KG0e WPETPIKN TTOU Ba KPATHOOULE,
XPNOIMEUOUV YIa TOV UTTOAOYIONO TNG aufouegiwong o€ KABe OTiyu PETPNONG O€
OXE€on UE TNV TTPONYOUHEVN TIUA OAAG KAl TOV UTTOAOYIOHNO TWV YEWUETPIKWY HECTWV
Opwv OTwg Ba avoAuooupe Kal TTapokdtw. E&ayoupe emmiong TIG TIMEG TWV
MeTABANTWYV TTOU AdBaue pe To post request kal dnpioupyouue €va povadikod id TTou
TTPOKUTITEI WG OUVOUAOOG Tou container id Kal TOu ovOPATOG TTOU £DWOE 0 XPrOoTNnG.
TéNog opioupe TO XpOVIKO diIGaTnUa yia To o1roio BéAoupe va diapkéael To profiling
(av n ekTéAeon Tou container TEAEIWOEI TTIO VWIS TTPOPAVWGS Ba OTAPATACEN KAl TO
profiling) aAAd kai 10 didoTnua avaueoca oe dUo dladoxIkEG peTproels. OAa Ta
TTAPATTAVW aTroOnkevovTal o€ HETAPRANTEC pE EPPBEAEIO OAO TO flow Kal CUVETTWG gival

TTPOCRACINES aTTO OAOUG TOU KOPBOUG.

13



—T11 & Setup On Start On Message On Stop

‘({] Initialize last values for delta computation and time values g)-

1B oW, 5eLT T LOgsun_Tet_x_pdCreELS 7, 07y
17 flow.set("logsum_io_read", 0);

18 flow.set("logsum io write", 0);

19

20 flow.set("logsum_delta_tasks", 0);

21 flow.set("logsum_delta cpu", 0);

22 flow.set("logsum delta rx bytes", 0);
23 flow.set("logsum delta rx packets", 0);
24 flow.set("logsum delta_tx bytes", 0
25 flow.set("logsum delta_tx_packets", ©
26 Tflow.set("logsum delta io read", 0);
27 flow.set("logsum_delta io write", @);

28

29 flow.set("counter”, 0);

30 flow.set("result written", 0);
31

32 flow.set("cid", msg.cid);
33 flow.set("bname", msg.bname);
34 var cid = flow.get("cid");
35 var bname = flow.get("bname");

36 flow.set("unique id", cid + ' ' + bname);
37
Wait for last stats object ‘| 38 flow.set("remaining_time", 60*60 pe) //in milisecs
30 msg.delay = 10000; //in milisecs will override interval delay
=I5
41 return msg;

Zynuo 12 Initiliazation code

Me Toug kOuPoug Start Stop Execution kai Stats Interval uAotroigital pia
AoUTTa n otroia KABE popd TTOU TTEPVAEI TO OPICHEVO XPOVIKO BIACTNUO EKKIVEI TN
dladIKaoia AiTNONG TWV PETPIKWY Kal ATToBnKeUon G Toug. OTav TEAEIWOEI N EKTEAEON
1 oAokAnpwOei To didotnua Tou profiling, ekkiveital To utTTdAOITTO PEPOG TOU flow TTOU
avaAapBdavel To aggregation Twv ATTOTEAECUATWY Kal TNV ATTOBAKEUON TWV TEAIKWV

TTPOIA.

2ynua 13: Loop nodes
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Me TOV hitp requests kOuUBo pTTOPOUPE Vva OTEIAOUUE QITAUATA YIO Vd
{NTrAoOoUE TIG HETPIKEG TOU container pia dedopévn oTiyu péow Tou docker API. To

url TTou gival ypapuévo péoa atov KOPRO eival To €ENG:

localhost:2375/containers/{{msg.cid}}/stats?stream=false

H peTaBAnTr cid repi€xel To container id Tou container yia To 0T1T0i0 {NTAUE TIG
METPIKES. H TTapdueTpog stream=false, opilel 6TI apou AGBouUpE TNV ATTAVTNON aTTo
T0 request, 6a kAcioel n ouvdeon kal Ba AdBoupe Ta emoOueva dedopéva OTav
cavaoTeiloupe aitnua. Ta dedopéva EpyovTal 0€ JOPPN json Kal TTEPIEXOUV TTOANEG
TTANPOPOPIEG 01 OTTOIEG DEV PAG aPOPOUV Kal Ba QIATPAPIOTOUV OTn ouvéxela. H

MOop®N TTou £XOUV €ival £ENC.

2ynuo 14: Docker stats response
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2TOV €TTOMEVO KOPPO Select Stats €TMAEyoOUPE OUYKEKPIMEVA TTOIEG PETPIKEG
Bé\oupe va kpatiooupe. ETtriong utroAoyidoupe TIG PETABOAEG O€ OXEOn HE TIG
TTPONYOUNEVN HETPNON YIa OOEC METPIKEG EXEI vVONUA Kal TIG 0pifoupE oav EEXwPIOTA
METPIKA. TEAOG, Kpatdue TO AoyaplBuIKO dBpoiocpya o PeETABANTEG TTOU Oa
XPNOIMOTIOINCOUKE YIA VA UTTOAOYIOOUUE YEWMETPIKOUG Opoug. To KAVOUPE auTd
01611 N MongoDB dev £xel katrola evioAr; oTo oTddIO TOU aggregation TTou va Toug
uttoAoyilel autopara. TeAikd OAa 60a pag evola@Epouv atrobnkelovTal o€ €va

collection Tn¢ Bdong pag.

A@ou oAokAnpwBouv Ta TTapatTavw ol uttéAoltrol KéPBol dnuioupyouv To
TENIKO TTPOQIA TNG EKTEAEDNG, TO ATTOBNKEUOUV O€ dIAPOPETIKO collection aAAG kal o€
MOP®NA CsV, WOTE va UTTOPEI va Tpo@odoTtnBei apyotepa oto Weka. Méoa oTov k6o
Mean Values Query uttoAoyi{OUPE TOUG YEWMETPIKOUG PEOOUG OPOUG WE XPRon
javascript kai Toug apIBunTIkOUC péooug Opoug Pe aggreagation pipeline® Tng

Mongo.

Mean Values Query Store Final Features Find Query Find Features csv Save Resulfs

Wait for last stats object

msg.payload msg.payload msg.payload

2ymuo 152 Profile creation nodes

A@ou €xoupe kaAéoel Tov profiler yia OAeg TIG ekTEAéTEIC TwY benchmarks TTou
BéNoupe, cipaoTe TTAéov o€ BEon va dNUIOUPYNOOUE TO PHOVTEAO TTPOBAEWNRS UagG.
XpelaldpaoTe apxIKA TO apXeio csv TTou €xEl OAa Ta TTPOQIA TTou Ba AngBouv uTToYIv
Kal £xouv TTapaxOei pue To TTponyoupevo flow. To deUTEPO TTOU XpPEIalOPOOTE ival TO
Weka, yia 1o Adyo autd XpnoIKOTTOIOUKE TO jar apxeEio TTou £XOUNE KATERAOEI Kal
MEow TOu option -cp TNG java TTpocBEToupE TIC KAATEIG TOu epyalegiou aTo classpath

NG java.

8 https://www.mongodb.com/docs/manual/aggregation/#std-label-aggregation-pipeline-intro
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java -cp /home/pserver/Desktop/weka-3-8-5-azul-zulu-linux/weka-3-8-5/weka.jar
weka.core.converters.CSVLoader
/home/pserver/Desktop/weka_input/PromModel.csv >

/home/pserver/Desktop/weka_input/PromModel.arff

3.2.2 Random Forest Weka Trainer

Train a new Random Forest model. (Will overwrite existing model)

@] @]
msg.payload msg.payload

® @] o

Train new model Transform input to arff Create Model

2ynuo 16: Random Forest Weka Trainer flow

To flow atroteAeital ammd dUo KOPPBOUG TTou EKTEAOUV eVTOAEC ouaTruaTtog. O
TTPWTOG KOUPBOG PETATPETTEI TNV €000 ATTO csv pop@r o€ arff woTe va pTTopei va
XpnoigotroinBei oTtoug aAyopiBuoug pnxavikng panong. O deutepog KOPPBOG
dnuioupyei To {NTOUUEVO POVTEAO.

H evToAr] Tou TTpwTOoU KOUPBOU €ival N €EAG:

java -cp /home/pserver/Desktop/weka-3-8-5-azul-zulu-linux/weka-3-8-5/weka.jar
weka.core.converters.CSVLoader
/home/pserver/Desktop/weka_input/PromModel.csv>
/home/pserver/Desktop/weka_input/PromModel.arff

XpnoigotroloUpe TIG KAAOEIG TOU weka yia Tn JETATPOTTH KAl avaKaTEUBUVOUUE

TNV £€000 OTO ONUEIO TTOU £XOUUE OpPICEl yIa va TNV dIABACOUUE OTO ETTOPEVO BN

17



H evToAr Tou deUTEPOU KOPPBOU gival N TTAPAKATW:

Java -cp /home/pserver/Desktop/weka-3-8-5-azul-zulu-linux/weka-3-8-5/weka.jar
weka.classifiers.trees.RandomfForest -P 100 -1 100 -num-slots 1 -K 0 -M 1.0 -V
0.001 -S 1 -t /home/pserver/Desktop/weka_input/PromModel.arff  -d

/home/pserver/Desktop/weka_input/Prom.model

Me Tnv idia Aoyikr) TTapdyouue TO JOVTEAO Kal TO aTTOONKEUOUE O€ éva apXEio
pe emréktaon .model. Ta didgopa options €xouv opiOTei €iTe 0TV avalntnon Tng
BEATIOTNG etmAoyg attd TO Weka cite oTnv TTpoeTTIAoyr a@ou dev TTapaTnprOnke

KaTTrola BeATiwon K&vovTag KATTola aAAayn.

3.2.3 Application Profile Exctractor

Save Resulis

msg.payload

Create input csv n

Zynuo 17: Input creation nodes

To flow auté cival pia emméktaon Tou Docker Benchmark Profile Exctractor.
Eival akpiBwg 10 id10 pe Tn diagopd OTI aTo TEAOG dnuIoupyEi ETTITTAEOV £va apxEio
CSV ME TO TTPO@IA TTOU UTTOAGYIOE, TO OTToi0 Ba YpnoiuoTroindei wg €icodog oTo
MOVTéEAO pag yia va yivel n TTPORAEWn. ZTn ouvéxela TTupodoTEl TNV €vapgn Tou

emmopevou flow o1o otroio Ba TTpayuartotroinBei n TTPORAeYn.
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3.2.4 Random Forest Weka Classifier

msg.payload X Predict using the existing Random Forest model
msg.payload msg.payload X
msg.payload X
msg.payload |
Predict Transform input to arff Predict and export csv Read Predictions

msg.payload
msg.payload
msg M

Keep only useful information csv Print prediction

2ynuo 18: Random Forest Weka Classifier flow

210 flow auté TrpayuatotrololvTal oI TTPOPRAEWEIS pag. ApXIKG yivetal n

METATPOTTA TNG 10000V OTTWG KAl TTPONYOUNEVWGS o€ Jop@n arff e Tnv evioAn

java -cp /home/pserver/Desktop/weka-3-8-5-azul-zulu-linux/weka-3-8-5/weka.jar
weka.core.converters.CSVLoader
/home/pserver/Desktop/weka_input/Promin.csv >

/home/pserver/Desktop/weka_input/Promin.arff

2Tn OUVEXEIA, TTapAYOUUE TIG TTPORBAEWEIC XPNOIUOTTOIWVTAG TO JOVTEAO TOU

TTPONYOUNEVOU BANATOC Kal aTTOONKEUOUE TO ATTOTEAECUA O€ £va QPXEIO CsV

Java -cp /home/pserver/Desktop/weka-3-8-5-azul-zulu-linux/weka-3-8-5/weka.jar
weka.classifiers.misc.InputMappedClassifier —I -trim -t
/home/pserver/Desktop/weka _input/PromModel.arff -T
/home/pserver/Desktop/weka_input/Promin.arff -L
/home/pserver/Desktop/weka_input/Prom.model -classifications
weka.classifiers.evaluation.output.prediction.CSV >

/home/pserver/Desktop/weka _input/PromQut.cs
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3.2.5 Requests Handler

msg.payload msg msg msg
Profile Prepare Credentials Request Access Token Set Headers Create Replicated Flow
timestamp
POST replicated flow Profiler Request http
msg.payload msg msg

2yiua 19: Requests Handler flow

To teAeutaio flow divel T duvaTdTNTA TNG TAUTOXOVNG EKTEAEONG TTOAAWV
airnuaTwy yia Tn dnuiopoupyia profiles yia TTOAAEG epapuoyEG. MNa To okoTTd auTd
aglotroiei To Admin API Tou Node-RED® woTte va Tpotrotroiiael 1o flow trou
TTapdyel Ta TTPOPIA Kal va dnuIoupynoel éva EEXwPIoTO avTiypago TTou Ba
ekTeAeiTal TTapaAAnAa. Mpokeipévou va xpnoiuotroinBei To flow autd Ba TpéTrel va
aAAagel To endpoint Tou flow To otroio ¢nTdue va TTapaAAnAoTroinBei WoTe va pnv

TauTiCeTal e autd Tou Request Handler.

msg.payload msg msg

@
Prafile Prepare Credentials Reguest Access Token Set Headers

2ynuo 20: Node-RED Admin API usage preparation nodes

O1 rpwrtol KOuPoI TTpoeToInAdouv OAn TN dladikacia. E@doov Ba
xpnoipotroin®ei To Admin API xpeidletal n Tautotroinon wg admin TTou onuaiver OTI

TIPETTEI VO TTOPANETPOTTOINBOUV TO GVONQ XPrOTN KAl Ol AVTiOTOIXO! KWwOIKOI.

% https://nodered.org/docs/api/admin/methods/
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msg

Create Replicated Flow

2yniua 21: Flow replication node

2TOV ETTOUEVO KOUPBO uAoTTolgiTal N avTiypa®r Tou flow TTapaywyng Twv
profiles. Otrwg €xoupe Ndn avagepel Ta flows arroBnkevovtal oe poper) json. Kabe
flow cuvodeueTal atTd €va povadiko id TO OTTOI0 XAPAKTNEICEl KAl TOUG KOPBOUG TTou
TrepIhapBavel. Mapéxovrag AoITov To json string TTou TTepiypdgel 1o flow 10U
{nTaue va TrapaAAnAotroin®ei, avtikaBioTatal 1o id pe éva Kaivouplo Kal opileTal

éva Kalvouplo TTpoocwpIvo endpoint.

(]
POST replicated flow Profiler Request hitp

msg msg

2ynuo 22 Add replicated flow new request nodes

270 TeAeuTaio KoupdaT Tou flow TTpwToV TTPOCTIBETAI OTA dlABETINA TO
kaivouplo flow 1Tou opicape pe To Kaivouplo endpoint. AeUTepov TTPAYUATOTTOIEITAI
10 request yia profiling oo véo flow TTou poAIg dnuioupyRBnke. Ta flows eivai
TEAEIWG ave¢ApTNTA KAl UTTOPOUNE VA PTIAEOUNE TOOO OloIa 60a POG ETITPETTOUV Ol

dlaBéaiuol Tépol.
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3.2.6 Neprypaen API

Ava@EPOUE OUVOTITIKA TIG AETITOPEPEIEG Twv OUO  endpoints OTTWG

TTPOKUTITOUV ATTO TA TTAPATTAVW

Endpoint

/monitor

Mepiypapn

E€dyel To TTpo@iA a1rd £va docker container TTou ekTeAE yia e@apuoyr benchmark

Tutrog request

POST

Zwa Tou request

"cid": To id Tou container TTou Tpéxel TO benchmark yia 10 oTT0io B€AOUPE TO
TTPO@IA

"bname": éva Ovopa TOU ava@épetal oTo benchmark kar Ba cuvodelvel To
TTPOQIA

ATmravrnon

200, Profiling of the application started successfully

ITivoxog 1: Imonitor endpoint details
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Endpoint

/profile

Meprypaen

ECayel 1o mmpoiA amd éva docker container TTou eKTeEAEl pia epapupoyn Kai

TTUpodoTEi TN dladikacia TNG TTPORBAEYNS

Tutrog request

POST

Zwa Tou request

{

"add": n dieuBuvon TNV OTToIa EKTEAEITAI N €QAPUOYH YIO TNV OTToia {NTANE TO
TTPOQIA

"port": n TOpTA OTNV OTToIa AKOUElI TOo dockerd yia TNV EQapuoyn yia TNV oTroia
(NTAMPE TO TTPOPIA

"cid": 10 id Tou container TToU Tpéxel To benchmark yia 1o otroio BéAoupe TO
TTPOQIA

"bname": éva évoua TTOU avagépetal oto benchmark kai 6a cuvodeuel To
TTPO@IA
¥

ATmravrnon

200, Profiling of the application started successfully

ITivoxog 2: [profile endpoint details
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4 MNMeipapaTiopog Kal agloAdynon aAyopiOpwy
KOTnyoplotroinong

H &iadikacia Tou TrelpAUOTIONOU WOTE va WEAETNOEl N akpifeia Twv
TTPOBAEWewv atraitei dUo TTpdyuata. MpwTov va opIoTE N HoPYP TWV TTPOVIA,
OnAadr Troleg WETPIKEG Ba OuvioTOUV TO OIAVUCPA TTOU QVTITIPOOWTTEUEl Hia
epapuoyn. Aeltepov, va €TAEXBei TTOI0OGC AAYyOPIBUOG WNXAVIKAG PABnong Ba

XPNoIJoTToIEiTaI KATA TN dladikaoia TG TTPORAEYNG.

4.1 MNMeprypaen TEIPAPNATWV

Na va Karta@Epoupe va ONUIOUPYNOOUUE TO MOVTEAO TTPORAEWEWV
XPEIOCOPAOTE Eva ETTAPKES OUVOAO dedopEVWY. H dladikaaia Tou TTEIPAPATIONOU TToU
akoAouBnenke ival n €NG. ApxIKa eTTIAEEANE Eva HEYAAO OUVOAO aTTO BIAPOPETIKNAG
Quong benchmarks amé tnv ocouita Phoronix Test Suite. Mo ouykekpipéva,
emAéCaue trepitou 40 benchmarks, Ta oTT0I0 TTPOCONOIAZOUV XOPAKTNPIOTIKES
AeIToupyieg evog UTTOAOYIOTH, OTTWG YIA TTAPAdEIYHA Eival N CUMTTIECN APXEiWYV, N
METAYAWTTION TTPOYPANPATWY, N KWAIKOTTOINON apXeiwv nxou K.4. Etriong emAEEaue
4 benchmarks ammdé Tn ouAlloyfl sysbench yia linux Ta otroia €mdéxovTal
TTAPAPETPOTIOINCN WG TTPOG TOV YOPTO £pyaciag. MNpoékuyav €101 atrd T cuAAoyn
autr) 21 dlagopeTikoi auvduaouoi benchmark kal @oépTou epyaciag, K&Be Evag ek

TWV OTTOIWV AVTIMETWTTICETAI APXIKA Oav {EXwPIoTO benchmark.

Ev ouvexeia, opicape 5 d1aQopeTIKA TTEPIBAAAOVTA EKTEAEONG, EK TW OTTOIWV
Ta 3 dla@opoTTrolouvTal aTTd TNV UAIKA TOUG UTTOOOMN, evw Ta utréAoitTta 2 Arav
EIKOVIKEG MNXavéS. H pia eikovikrl pnxavry dnuioupynbnke oe éva ammd T1a 3
MnxavAiuarta, evw n 0eltepn @IA0geviONke oTnVv akadnuaikr utrnpecia yia cloud
computing Okeanos 19 Z1oug Trivakeg 3, 4, 5, 6 KaI 7 TTApATIOEVTAI ASTITOUEPWG Ol

TEXVIKEG AETTTOUEPEIEG VIO KABE TTEPITITWON. Z€ KABE pnxAavnua, TTPayuaTtiko n

10 https://okeanos.grnet.gr/home/
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EIKOVIKO, €yKaTAOTAOAME TO AeIToupyikd cuotnua Ubuntu LTS (20.04) kai tnv

TTAaT@Oppa Tou Docker.

Configuration A
cpu Intel® Core™ i7-3820 CPU @ 3.6GHz
RAM 32 GB (4x Nanya NT8GC64B8HBON)
Disk 256 GB (ADATA SU800)

ITivoxog 3. Hardware Configuration A

Configuration B

cpu AMD FX-8370 Eight-Core Processor
RAM 16 GB (2x Mushkin 992125R)
Disk 256 GB (Samsung SSD 850)

ITivoxag 4 Hardware Configuration B

Configuration C

VM hosted on academic cloud service

cpu 2 cores with 1 thread from an Intel®
Xeon® CPU E5-2650 v3 @ 2.30GHz

RAM 4 GB

ITivaxac 5. Hardware Configuration C

1 https://releases.ubuntu.com/20.04/
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Configuration D

cpu Intel® Core™ i5-3570 CPU @ 3.4GHz
RAM 16 GB (4x AMI CMZ8GX3M2A1600C9)
Disk 256 GB (Samsung SSD 850)

ITivaxac 6: Hardware Configuration D

Configuration E

VM created in configuration

cpu 2 out of 4 physical cores
RAM 8 GB out of 16 GB RAM
Disk 100 GB out of 256 GB Disk

ITivoxog 7. Hardware Configuration E

AkoAouBwg, TrpoBAkaue OTIG ekTEAETEIC Twy benchmarks, Tnv kataypan
TWV PETPIKWV PEOW TOou docker stats kalr Tnv TTapaywyr Twv TTPOEIA. Kavapue
TTOAATTAEG ekTEAEOEIC YIa OAa Ta benchmarks o€ 6Aa pnxavApaTa péoa o ammAd
docker containers 1Tou TTepIAapBAavouv pia 1o pikpr €kdoon Tou Ubuntu Linux,
oouita pe Ta benchmark kar Tuxov dependencies. Até 1o TrepIBdAlov A, B kai C
oxnuartioaue 1o training dataset pag pe Aiyo repioootepeg amd 1000 eyypagég. 2¢€
auTO TO OUVOAO dedopévwy, TTEpiTTou TO 70% TTpoépxeTal atrd To configuration A, 10
15% a1oé 10 B kal 1o uttodoitro 15% até 1o C. ATré 1a configurations D kai E pe
TT0000Ta 80% Kai 20% Trpoékuye éva deuTepo dataset 10 oTToi0 XPNOIUOTTOINCANE
yia v @daon Tou testing, ye mepitrou 250 eyypageg. Ta TTapatmdvw @aivovtal Kal
oTtov mivaka 8. K&Be ektéAeon opioTnke va diapkei 10 AeTrtd. Ta dedouéva HEow TOU
docker stats Tpaprixtnkav avda 10 deuTEPOAETTTA. 2TIG TTEPITITWOEIG TTOU N EKTEAEON

Tou benchmark oAokAnpwvoTav TTPIV TO OPICPEVO XPOVIKO dIAoTNUa, pUBUIOTNKE N
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eTavaAnyn Tou utrd TIG akPIBWG idlEg OUuvONKeS. H AoUTTa Twv EKTEAECEWV QUTN
TEPMATICOTAV PETA TO TTEPAG Twv 10 AettTwv. TEAOG, yia o1Tolo benchmark Trapeixe

€IOIKEG ETTIAOYEG IO TNV EKTEAEDT| TOU, TTAVTA ETTIAEXONKAV Ol TTPOETTIAEYUEVEG.

Training Dataset External Testing Dataset
Configuration A: 70% Configuration D: 80%
Configuration B: 15% Configuration E: 20%

Configuration C: 15%

2 UVOANIKOG aipBudég eyypagwyv 1050 2 UVOAIKOG aipBudg eyypagwy 250 atrd

atrd 63 benchmarks 63 benchmarks

ITivoxog 8: Training and Testing Dataset

4.2 OpI1oPOG d1aVUCHATOG TTPOPIA

To API Tou docker ue 1o endpoint /stats emmioTpé@el évav Tdpa TTOAU peydAo
ap1Bud atrd PETPIKEG yIa TO container yia TO OTT0i0 TIG {NTAME. To TTPWTO Bra AOITTOV,
ATav va €mMAEEOUNE £va UTTOOUVOAO aTTO QUTEC TTOU APOPOUV OTNV CUPTTEPIPOPA TNG
ekTéEAEONC WG TTPo¢ TN CPU, Tn pvAun, Tig diadikaaieg e100dou/e¢ddou Kal To dikTuo.
Tautdxpova TTPOCTTOBACANE VO KPATACOUUE POVO TIG UETPIKEG TTOU Ol iBIEG N N
METABOAN TOUg Ba PTTOPOUCAV VA XOPAKTNPIOTOUV PE Hia YEVIKOTEPN TTPOCEYYIoN,
w¢ avegdptnteg ToUu UAIKOU. ‘Etol yia Trapddeiyua o XpOvog TTPAYMATIKAG
xpnoipotroinong tng CPU a1rd Tnv epapuoyn TTpo@avwg EapTaTal atrd TO JOVTEAO
NG, WOTOOO N PETARBOAN OTNV XpPnoigoTroinon, dnAadr) To TéTE Kal TTOCO ATTAITNTIKA
O€ UTTOAOYIOUOUG YiveTal N €@apuoyr Ba TTpETTel va eu@avidel KATToIo opoIoTnTa
aveEapTATWG TOU TTOU TPEXEL, UTTO TNV TTPOUTTOBECN OTI O AvayKaiol TTOPOI ETTAPKOUV.
MpokuTrTel €101 €vag TTOAAATTAACIQOUOG Twv OI0BECIYWY PETPIKWY, AQOU PE TNV
TTAPATTAVW AOYIKH, dNUIOUPYACAME YIa OOEG PETPIKEG EXEl vONUA, TOV OPIOPNTIKO
MEOO OPO, TO YEWMETPIKO HECO OPO, TOV APIBUNTIKO HECO OPO TNG METABOAAG Kal TO

YEWMETPIKO HECO  Opo  TNG  METABOARG, o1  otoiol  ocupBoAilovial  wg
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avg_(metric_name), geo_avg_(metric_name), avg_delta_(metric_name) «kai
geo_avg_delta_(metric_name) avrioTtoixa. MNépa amd Toug apIiBUnTIKOUG PEOOUG
Opoug TTapnyAyaue Kal TOUG YEWMETPIKOUG BIOTI N agia Toug TTPOKUTITEI aTTd TN
duvaTtoTNTa CUYKPIONG KAl UE AQUTOV TOV TPOTTO KATAPEPVOUUE VA UETPIAOOUUE TNV
emmidopaon Twv outliers, dnAadn Twv TIMWV TTOU deV QaiveTal va akoAouBouv TO
YEVIKOTEPO MOTIBO TNG METARANTAG Kal aTTAwG eTTNPeddouv o€ PeyAAo BaBud To
atmmotéAeopa. O TINEG AUTEG PTTOPED va TTPOKUTITOUV aTTd KATTOIO TUXQIO Kal N
TTPORAEWIPO YEYOVOS KATA TN BIAPKEIQ TNG EKTEAEONG I ATTAWG VA PNV €XouV agia yia
TNV TTPORAEWN. To OUVOAO TWV PETPIKWY TTOU OTTOBNKEUCAUE YIa KABE TTPOYIA gival

TO TTAPAKATW:

avg_delta_cpu H Tiuf TNG WETPIKAG cpu 1c0UTal KABE
geo_avg_delta_cpu OTIYMI UE TO OUVOAIKO XPOVO O€
nanoseconds Tov OTT0i0
XPNOIUOTTOINONKE N cpu ATTO TOV

container.

avg_tasks H iy TN petpikng tasks 1coutal kabe
geo_avg_tasks OTIYMI ME TOV APIBUO TwV VNPATWYV

TTOU AsITOupyouUV TTApAAANAa EVTOG TOU

avg_delta_tasks .
container.

avg_memory H Ty TG METPIKAG memory 1oouTal

avg_delta_memory KGBe oTiyur pe Tov apiBud Twv bytes

TTOU XPNOIKOTTOIoUVTAl OTN YVIAUN aTTO

eo avg memo ]
gec_avg_ Y Tov container.

rx_bytes H 1y Tng PEeTPIKAG rx_bytes 1ocouTal
avg_rx_bytes KGBe oTiyuy ME TOV TOV APIOUO TWV
- bytes 1Tou £xe1 AGBel o0 container.
geo_avg_rx_bytes

avg_delta_rx_bytes

geo_avg_delta_rx_bytes
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tx_bytes
avg_tx_bytes
avg_delta_tx_bytes
geo_avg_tx_bytes

geo_avg_delta_tx_bytes

H miyn g petpikng tx_bytes 1ocoutal
KGBe oTiyuy ME TOV TOV APIOUO TWV

bytes 1mou €xe1 oTEiAEl O container.

rx_packets
avg_rx_packets

avg_delta_rx_packets
geo_avg_rx_packets

geo_avg_delta_rx_packets

H Ty NG YETPIKAG rx_packets icouTal
KABe OTIyui ME TOV TOV QPIOPO Twv

TTOKETWV TTOU €XEI AdB€l 0 container.

tx_packets
avg_tx_packets

avg_delta_tx_packets

geo_avg_tx_packets

geo_avg_delta_tx_packets

H 1iun Tng METPIKAG tx_packets 1couTal
KGBe oTiyuj ME TOV TOV APIOUO TWV

TTOKETWYV TTOU £XEI OTEIAEI O container.

io_read
avg_io_read
avg_delta_io_read

geo_avg_io_read

geo_avg_delta_io_read

H 1iyd Tng PETPIKAG io_read 1oouTal
KABe oTiyunl pe 1O oUvoAO Twv bytes
TTOU €XOUV YPOQPTEI OTO BIOKO ATTO TOV

container.

io_write
avg_io_write
geo_avg_io_write

avg_delta_io_write

geo_avg_delta_io_write

H 1iyd ™ng PETPIKAG io_read 1oouTal
KABe oTiyun pe 10 oUvoAo Twv bytes
TToU £x0ouv dlapacTei amd 1o dioKo aTTd

Tov container.

ITivaxog 9: Profile Metrics
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O1 petpIkéG TTOU Ba eTTIAEEOUPE Ba TTPETTEI va TTANPOUV Ta €ENG TPIa KPITHPIA

WOTE VA PTTOPOUV va agloTroinBouv atrd Tov JOVTEAO pag

A) ZTaBepdTnTa

Av B€loupe va €xel vonua va ava@epOuaocTe o€ TTPORAEYEIG, Ba TTPETTEI Ol
METPIKEG OTIG OTToiEG auTéEG PBaacidovtal, va €XOUV Mia 000 YiveTal TTIO OTABEPN
OUUTTEPIPOPA aVAUECA OTIG OIAPOPETIKEG EKTEAEOEIC Twv idlwv benchmarks kai

TTPOYPANUATWV.

B) AiagopoTtroinon

2€ OUVEXEIQ TOU TTPONYOUPEVOU, Ba TTPETTEl Ol EKTEAEDEIC TWV OIAQPOPETIKWV
benchmarks kal TTpoypapudtwy va JTTopouv  va  dlagopoTrolouvtal.  Oa
TTPOTINACOUPE ONAAdN TIG METPIKEG EKEIVEG yIA TIG OTIOIEG TTAPATNPEITAI dia
oTa0epdTNTA OTNV TIKNA VIA TIG EKTEAETEIG TWV idIwV benchmarks, aAAd Kal onuavTiki
Ola@opd via TIG ekTEAETEIC TwV dlagopeTiKwy. Voo 1o “dlakpITh” ival n diagopd
auTr, T600 TTI0 “eUKOAO” Ba gival yia Tov aAyOpIBUo va atropaciosl avaueoa o€ dUo

OIOQOPETIKA UTTOWN@IA TTPOPIA TTPOBAEWNG.

N AvegapTnoia

ZNTAUE va KPATIOOUUE TIG METPIKEG EKEIVES YIA TIG OTTOIEG TA TTPONYOUUEVA
QU0 KPITAPIA IKAVOTTOIOUVTAI OKOMUO KAl O€ EKTEAECEIC DIAPOPETIKWV PNXAVNUATWV.
Me Tov TpOTTO QUTO Ba PTTOPOUNE VA ATTOPAVOOUE YIa TV AVTIOTOIXION TOU TTPOIA

TNG £EQAPHOYNAS XWPIG VA VOIA(OUOOTE YIA TO TTOU AUTH EKTEAEITAIL.

Mpokelpgévou va JEAETACOUE OOQ TTPOavVAPEPBNKAY, CUYKEVTPWOANE OAQ TA
TIPOPIA OTTWG TTPOEKUYAV ATTO TIG EKTEAEDEIC O€ 3 DIAPOPETIKA PUNXAVANATA OTTWG
TTEPIyPAPoOvVTal O0TO KEQPAAaIO 4.1. Xwpiloviag o€ opadeg Ta atmoteAéopard avd

benchmark, uttoAoyicaue apxik@ Tnv OxeTikr TUTTiK atrékAion (RSD) n oTtroia
opileTal wg €ENG:

Tumikh AmoxAio
RSD = i 1

1009
Méeon Tym i o
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To p€yeBog auTd ekPPAClEl TO KATA TTOOO Ol TINEG YIOG PETABANTAG BpiokovTal
KOVTA aTn JéEon TIUN, A aTTAWVOVTAI O€ éva EUPUTEPO QAT HA TIMWYV. Mia JIKpPr) OXETIKA
TUTTIKI oTTOKAIoON utTodnAWwveEl OTI Ta onueia Twyv dedopévwy gival “palepéva’ Kal
OUVETTWG TEIVOUV TTIO TTOAU OTO VA IKAVOTTOIOUV TO TTPWTO KPITHPIO TG 0TABEPOTNTAC.
Oa BEAapE 10aVIKA Ol OXETIKEG TUTTIKEG ATTOKAICEIG OAWV TWV PETPIKWYV YIA OAEG TIG
opddeg Twv benchmarks va eivar 600 xapnAotepeg yivetal. [pogavwg ol
OIOPOPETIKEG EKTEAEDEIG TWV iOIWV TTPOYPAUMATWY OEV PTTOPOUV va TAUTICOVTAI
ammoAUTWG. ZUUPWVA JE aUTAV TN AOYIKA, yia KABE METPIKN UTTOAOYI(OUUE TOV
apiBuntikd péoo O6po Twv RSD T1rou uttoAoyicape yia kKGBe oudda. ‘Evag xapunAog
MEOOG 6pOG pavepwVel OTI Of TINEG Miag PJETPIKAG YIa KABE TTpOYpaUUa KuuaivovTal
yUpw a11é TO HECO OPO TNG OUABAG KAl CUVETTWG TEIVEI va €ival YEVIKA TTIO OTABEPN.
MapaBETOUNE TIG ETTIAEYUEVES UETPIKES TTOU Ba CUVOETOUV TO BIAVUCHA TWV TTPOQIA

padi gE TO TTOOOOTA TWV UTTOAOYICHEVWV OXETIKWY TUTTIKWYV ATTOKAICEWV.

geo_avg_tasks

geo_avg_net_tx_bytes

geo_avg_net_rx_bytes

geo_avg_memory

geo_avg_io_write

geo_avg_delta_tx_byte

geo_avg_delta_rx_byte

geo_avg_delta_io_writ

geo_avg_delta_cpu

avg_tasks

avg_memory

avg_io_write

avg_delta_tasks

avg_delta_memory

avg_delta_io_write

avg_delta_cpu

30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100

I'papnua 1:RSDS emideyuévev puetpixaov
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To didvuopa pag Aoitrév Ba €xel 16 ouvioTwoes. MNMapatnpoupe o611 Ta RSD
Kupaivovtal yevika heTagu Tou 10 pe 30%. 2e pia TTEPITITWON QTAVEI KAl JEXPI TO
40%. O1 Tiyég auTég dTTOpPEl va @aivovtal apkeTd uywnAég oupewva pe 6oa
TTEPIYPAYAUE PEXPI TWPA, WOTOCO PECW TOU TTEIPAPATIOHOU Kal TRV aIoAOYNon Twv
TTPOBAEWewWYV, Ba avepwOei OTI gival ATTOdeKTA TTOCOOTA. AUTO OQEIAETAI KAl OTN
AeiToupyia TOU aAyopiBuou TTOU TEAIKA €TTIAéEXONKe (Random Forest), O1mwg
avoAuTiké Ba etreénynBei oto emmduevo ke@AAalo. [diaitepn onuacia €xer o1 Ta
armmoteAéoparta ammd Ta omoia Trpoékuywav Ta RSD trpoépxovral amd €TepOyEVA
OUCTHUATA KAl € OpIOUOU Ogv Ba pTTopoucav va gival kovtd oto 0. H otaBepdtnta
METACU TOUG OPWG E€ival APKET WOTE va ATTOKTA agia yia Tn dladikaoia Tng

TTPORAEYNG.

4.3 EmiAoyn aAyopifpou TpoBAeywng

H pnxavikry gabnon eival pia karnyopia aAyopiBuwy, ol otroiol TrpooTTaBouv
va “pdBouv’ ammd Tta dedopEva TToU TOug divoupe. Anuioupyouv €101 JOVTEA
Baoiouéva oe éva oUvoAlo dedopévwy, PE OTOXO va eival oe Béon va KAvouv
TTPORAEWEIC yia vEa dedopéva Ta oTToia dev £xouv Eavadei. ZTn OIKA JAg TTEPITITWON
auTo TToU TTPOCTTaB0UE va TTPORAEWOUE Eival TA TTPOPIA TWV EQapPOYwWY. OEAOUE
yla €va Tuxaio TTPpo@iA va eiyaote o€ Béon va TpoBAéwoune 11 KaAUTEpa va
QAVTIOTOIXIOOUUE UE TTOI0 TTPOPIA ATTO AUTA TOU HOVTEAOU TTAPOUCIACEI TNV TTIO KOVTIVA
ouuTrepIPopG o€ O,TI aopd TIG aTraiTioelg o€ Topouc. [Mpopavwg dev Ba
MTTOpOUCapE va TO EAEYEOUNE QUTO, yia TO AOYO AUTO OTTWG TTPOAVAPEPONKE EXOUNE
dnuioupynoel duo ouvoAa dedouévwy, To training dataset kai 1o test dataset. Mg 10
TTPWTO, Yyvwpifoviag Ta TIPo@iA, Ba OnuIoUPYAOOUUE TO HOVTEAO MPNXAVIKNAG
pabnong. KpuPBovrag Tpoowpivd Ta TTpo@iA ammd 10 OeuTtepo dataset, Oa
TTPAYMOTOTTOINOOUKE TIPORAEWEIC Kal €T Ba  UTTOPOUME ETTAVOAQPEPOVTAS T
KPUMMEVA TTPO@IA va UTTOAOYioCOUNE O€ TI TTOOOOTO Ol TTPORAEYEIS NTaV owoTéG. H

KaTnyopia Twv aAyopiOuwyv autwyv ovopadetal eTTIBAETTOPEVN HABNON.

YTrépxouv ToANoi aAyOpIBuol TTou AgIToupyouUv PE TOV TPOTTO TTou BEAOUNE Kal
TTpoaTTabouv va kavouv TTpoBAEwelc. O aAyopIBuog TTou TEAIKA ETTIAEXONKE gival O

Random Forest. H emmAoyn autr BacioTnke o€ dU0 KPITRpIa, £va BewpnTIKO TO OTTOI0
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Ba avaTTUEoOUhE OTnN CUVEXEID KAl €va TTEIPAUATIKO, OUMOWVA HPE TO OTTOI0
OoKIyaoape Mia TTANBwpa  dIAPOPETIKWY  OAAYOopPIBUWY KAl  CUyKpivaue Ta
ATTOTEAEOUATA TWV TTOO00TWV 0pBwv TTPOoRAEWewyV. MNa va SIKAIOAOYACOUUE TNV
emAoyr BewpnTikd Ba Teplypdywoupe Tov aAyopiBuo, wotdéoco o Random Forest

BaoiCetal otov aAydpiBuo Decision Trees, omréTe apxIKd Ba TTEPIYPAYOUUE AUTOV.

4.3.1 Decision Trees

‘Eva Decision Tree €ival oTnv TTpayuaTikoTnTa £va a1TAG dUuadIKO dEVTPO HECW
TOU OTIoioU MTTOPEI va TagivounBei o€ KATTOIO KATNyopia KATTIOIO €EI0EPXONEVO

0edouévo. Xwpiloupe Toug KOPPBOUG VOGS TETOIOU BEVTPOU O€ 3 KATNYOPIEG.

Képupog — Pida: AtroTeAci Tn pida Tou OEVTPOU Kal AEITOUPYET oav onuEio el00d0uU Tou
aAyopiBuou. Eivar dnAadn o mpwTtog KOPPOG TTOU TTPETTEI VO ETTIOKEQPTEI £va VEO

0edOPEVO VIO VA KATNYOPIOTTOINBEI.

Kéupog amdégaong: KABe KOUPBOG TTou EAEYXEI Eva KPITHPIO TOU OEDOUEVOU Kal EXEI

Ouo TraidId TTou akoAouBouvTal avdAoya PE TV ATTAVTNON TTOU £OWOE.

TepuaTik6g KOUBOG: Eival Ta @UAAa TOu dEVTPOU Kal avTIoTOIXI(OUV TO EI0EPXOPEVO

dedouévo o€ pia Katnyopia.

H diadikaoia Tou akoAouBeital gival €€M¢. 'Eva kaivoupio BeBOUEVO EICEPKETAI
oTov KOUPo-pila o pop@r dlavuouaTog, oTNV TTEPITITWON Pag autd Ba Atav éva
TTPOQIA YIOG EQAPPOYAG TTOU AvATTOPIoTATAlI WG OIAVUCHA TWV PETPIKWY ToU. ATTO
TOV KOUPBO autdv Kal o0€ KABe €mmOuEvO, €CeTAleTal pio ouvOnikn vyia éva
XOPAKTNPIOTIKO TOU dlavuopaTtog. EAEyxeTal dnAadr av n TN YOG OUVIOTWOOG gival
MEYOAUTEPN A MIKPOTEPN ATTO €va KPIOIUO onueEio. ZuvexiCetal n dladikaoia auTn
MEXPI va kataAAfoupe ot éva TePPATIKO KOWPO, O OTTOI0G QVTIOTOIXEI O€ pia

KaTtnyopia, n otroia ival kai N TTPORBAEWn Tou aAyopiBuou.
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KouPog Pifo

Man Oyl
Koppog Anogoong Komyopio 3
Mt Oyl
Komyopio 1 Komyopic 2 Tepuamkos Koppog

2ynuo 23: Decision Tree example

Méxpr autd TO onueio o aAyopiBuog @aivetal JAAOV apKETA aTTAOG Kal Oev
TTEPIEXEI  KATTOIO OTOIXEIO MNXAVIKAG PABnong. To onuavtikd OTOoIXEIO TTOU
dlagopoTrolei €va Decision Tree ammd pia ammAfl aAAnAouxia atrd if kal else €ival n
EMAOYN Twv OnUeEiwv Twv KOPPWVY améeacns cUPPWVA PE TOV OTTOIO YiveTal O
dlaxwplopds. H Baoikn 16éa civar 611 BEAoupe aTrd TO ATTOTEAECHA TNG ATTOPAONG
KGBe KOuPou va artrokopifoupye 000 TTEPICCOTEPN  TTANpoQopia yia TNV
Katnyoplotmroinon yiveral. MNa va 1o TETUXOUPE autd opilouphe TO PEYEBOC TNG
evipotriag (entropy) TO oT1roi0 €K@PAlel TNV TTOCOTNTA TNG TTANPOPOPIAG TTOU
XPEIO(OUAOTE O€ KATTOIOV KOUPBO, WOTE va KWOIKOTTOINOOUUE TNV KATNYOPIOTTOINON
KAOe HEAOUG TOU CUVOAOU TTOU BPICKETAI O€ AUTO, LEKIVWVTAG APXIKA OTn pifa PE TO

training dataset. o TUTTIKG N evTpoTria opideTal WG €ENAG.

Evtpornia = Z(pi * log(p:))
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OTTOU pi €ival N MOAVOTNTA TNG KATAYOPIOTToinoNG oTnV KAAon i, 0Ta oUVoAa OTTWwG
TTPOKUTITEI ATTO TOV dIAXWPICKO TTou €TIRAAAEI 0 KOPPBOG. 'Evag TeppaTIKOG KOPPBOGS

Exel evrpotria 0.

TeNIka TO TTAnpo@opIako kKEPDOG (Information Gain) opileTal wg TN pEiwon TNG
eVTPOTTiaG. Mo ouykekpipgéva iIcouTal e Tn d1agopd TOU aBPOICHATOS TWV EVTPOTTIWV
TWV TTAIBIWV EVOG KOPPBOU aTTd TNV EVTPOTTia TOu KOUBoU autou. Me GAAa Adyia, 6oo
O TIOAU KATOQEPVOUUE VA MPEIWOOUME TNV EVIPOTTiA, TOOO TIEPIOCOTEPN
TTANpo@opia kepdifoupe. e KABe KOUPBO AoITTdv, 0 aAyopiBuog dokiuddlel OAES TIG
MOAVEG TIMEG VIO TO ONUEIO BIAXWPIOHOU YIa OAEG TIG OCUVIOTWOESG TOUG OIAVUCUOTOG
€1I0000U Kal ETTIAEyel TEAIKA €KEIVO yIO TO OTIOI0 TO TTANPOQPOPIOKS KEPDOG

peyioTotroigital. O TUTTOG yIa TO TTANPOQPOPIaKO KEPDOG gival:

I Anpopopikd KépSog = Evipomia(KoupBov) — E(Wi * Evtporia(ITadi;))

AsBopgvi
2 KOy opImY

0.0.0.0
= —

E = -4/8log(4/8) -4/8log(4/8)

aon Ol

Tt BeBopevol PolpddovTo
oTo oGk oUWV LE T EUvErsn

OOD
00 00

E2 = -3/5log(3/5) -2/5l00(2/5) E = -1/3log(1/3) -2/3log(2/3)
=0.29 =0.28

E = Eniropy IG=1-0.29-0.28 = 0.43

IG = Information Gain

2ynuo 24: Information Gain calculation example
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4.3.2 Random Forest

To mpéBAnua Twv Decision Trees gival OTI TTOAU €UKOAQ UTTEPEKTTAIOEUOVTAI
(overfitting), €ival euaicOnTa o€ €0Tw KAl 0 PIKPEG aAAayEG oTa OEdOUEVA TTOU
dnUIoUPYOoUV TO JOVTEAO KAl CUVETTWG OEV KATAPEPVOUV VA TTETUXOUV KAAQ TTOO0OTA
TTPORAEWEWV YIa eEWTEPIKA VEQ dedopéva. Mpokeiuévou va Aubei To TTpOBAnua autd
eloayeTal n évvola Tou Bagging TTou gival €vag ouvduaouog Twv Bootstrpping kai
Aggregating. O1 TEXVIKEG QUTEG €I0AYOUV TOV TTOPAYOVTA TNG TUXAIOTNTAG WOTE va
uttepBouv 10 TIPOBANPa Tou Teplypdywape. O aAyépiBuog Random Forest
aglommoiwviag To Bagging onuioupyei TTOAAG  SiagopeTikd  Decision  Trees

TTPOKEINEVOU VA PTACEI OTNV TTPORAEWN.

H diadikacia dnuioupyiag evog Decision Tree ota tAdiola Tou Random
Forest cival n €€nig. Apxika dnuioupyoupe €va Bootstrapped ouvoAo dedopévwy Pe
Baon T1o training dataset pag. Anuioupyouue dnAadn éva idlou ueyEBoug oUvoAo
OeOOPEVWY TO OTTOIO0 YEMICOUPE ME TUXQIEG EYYPOYPES ETTIAEYUEVEG ATTO TO APXIKO
OUVOAO OEQONEVWV UAG, XWPIG VA aTTayopEUETAl va €TTIAECOUME TNV idIa eyypaon
TTAPATTAVW ATt pia QopEg. Anuioupyeital €101 éva oUVOAO OEDOUEVWY OTO OTTOIO
TTPOPAVWG KATTOIEG eyypaPeS Ba atrouaidlouv kal dev Ba An@Bouv uttowiv. 2Tn
ouvéxela, kataokeualoupue 1o Decision Tree atrd 10 UVOAO AUTO TTOU TTPOEKUYE, HE
TN S1a@opd OT1 o€ KABE Bripa d1Tou e€eTAloUNE TNV BEATIOTN €TTIAOYN YIA TN CUVONKN
pMéoa oTov KOUPBO, AapBavoupe uttoWiv JOvo €va UTTOOUVOAO attd OTAAEG, dnAadn
OUVIOTWOEG TOU OIavUOPATOG TTOU OTNV TIEPITITWON MAG €ival Ol PETPIKEG TTOU
atmmapTifouv Ta TTPOPIA Twv £@apuoywy. Oa emavaAaBoupe autAv TN diadikagia
mrepitou 100 @opég, aplBuog TTou  €€apTATal ATTO TO €KAOTOTE TTPORANPA
kataAfjyovrtag o€ Decision Trees kKdBe @opd dIa@OPETIKA. TN CUVEXEID APOU EXOUUE
PTIAEEI OAa T BEVTPA, TTPAYUATOTTOIOUME Wi TTPOBAEYN PeE o€ KABE éva atrd auTd.
H TeANIKG TTPOBAEWN TTPOKUTITEI E Pia aTTAR wn@oopia PETAEU Twv dEVTpwWY, OTToIa
TTPORAEWN TTAPEl TIC TTEPICOOTEPESC WNQPOUG, auTh Ba eival kal n TTPORAEWn TOU

Random Forest.
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Me auTtég TIG TTapaTnpnoelg BAETTOUPE OTI 0 OAYOPIBUOG @aiveTal BEwWPNTIKA
va TaIpIAgel 0TO TIPOBANPA Pag, a@ou OTav KTTAIOEUTEI TO JOVTEAO TNV TTPWTN YOP4,
OAeg o1 akOAouBeg TTPOPBAEWeEIC Ba agopouv ot egwtepikG dedopéva TTou Ba
TTpoépxovTal Kal atrd dIaQopeTIKA pnxaviuata. E¢aAegipoviag Tov TTapdyovia Tou
overfitting oe¢ kdarmolov PaBud avouévoupe va TTETUXOUUE Oiyoupa KAAUTEPQ
arroreAéoparta atrd 10 Decision Tree. Npokeiyévou o€ KABe KOPPBO va PTTOPOUV va
TTaipvovTal atroQAacelg TTou Ba odnyouv o€ cwaTr TIPORAEWN, 01 HETPIKES O TTPETTEI
va £X0UV Ta KPITHPIA TTOU TTpoava@épape. 'Hon deifaue 0TI 01 EKTEAETEIC TTAPANEVOUV
oT1afepég yia Ta idla benchmarks. Autd TTou pével gival va €CETACOUPE av Ol
EKTEAETEIG TWV DIAPOPETIKWY benchmarks diagopoTtrolouvTal e TETOIOV TPOTTO WOTE
va utropei va aglotroinBei n d1agopoTroinon auTr) HECW TWV CUVBNKWY TwWV KOUBWY

atro@aAong Twv dEVTPWVY. AUTO GAVNKE HECA ATTO TA TTEIPAPATA.

4.3.3 Aokipég AAyopiBuwyv

Me o1éxo TnVv emBePaiwon TG €mAOYAg Tou KAatdAAnAou aAyopiBuou, aAAd
KAl TN OUYKPION ME OIAQOPETIKOUG OAYOPIOPOUG Kal €VOEXOMEVWG TNV ETTIAOYN
KATTOoIoU GAAOU dnuioupyRoape EeXwPIoTa PovTEAa TTPOPRAEWNGS yia KABE Evav aTrd
auTtoug. XpnaoiyoTtroinoaue 1é6o0 TnVv TeXVIKN 10-fold cross validation 6co kai testing
ME €CWTEPIKA dedOUEVA OTTWG TTEPIYPAWANE OTAV evoTNTA 4.1. ZUPQWVA PE TN
MEBodO 10-fold cross validation xwpiloupue 1o training dataset og 10 idiou peyéBoug
UTTOOUVOAQ. Z€ KABE Brpa, Ye Tn o€Ipd Kpatdue otnv akpn 1o éva ato 1a 10 autd
OoUVOAQ Kal Ta Xpnolyotrolouue wg training dataset yia va dnuioupyriooupue éva
MOVTENO TTPOPBAEWNG. 2TN CUVEXEID XPNOIUOTTOIOUUE TO UTTOOUVOAO TTOU KPATHOAWUE
wg testing dataset kai utroAoyidoupe TNV akpiBeia Twv TTPORAEWewvV. AQoUu TO
KAvoupe auto kai yia TIG 10 gopEg, uttoAoyiCoupe TN CUVOAIKN akpiBeia wg T0 PEoo
0po Twv atroteAeopaTwy Twv 10 emavaAnwewv. MapdAAnAa pe Tnv akpipeia,
uttoAoyiloupe 10 PECO aTtOAUTO O@AApa (MAE), 1o PJECO TETPAYWVIKO OQAAUQ
(RMSE) kai To oXeTIKO atmOAuTo 0@aApa (RAE). Ta c@dAuata autd opidovTal ue Tov
KAAOIKO TPOTTO yia KaTnyopikéG METaBANTES. TMapabétoupe TN AioTa OAwvV Twv
aAyopiBuwv tTou dokiudoaue padi Je Ta avTioToIXa OQPAAUATA Kal TIS aKPiBEIEC TTOU

TTpoékuyav atrd 1o 10-fold cross validation.
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Algorithm MAE RMSE RAE Accuracy
Random Forest 0.0056 0.0464 17.8356% 91.8762%
ForestPA 0.0071 0.0526 22.802% 88.8781%
Bayes Network 0.004 0.0498 12.7839% 88.7814%
Random Tree 0.0037 0.0612 11.996% 88.2012%
SPAARC 0.0042 0.0568 13.5238% 87.0406%
PART Decision 0.0047 0.0619 15.1034% 85.5899%
List
REPTree 0.0054 0.0586 17.2878% 84.5261%
MODLEM 0.0051 0.0716 16.4207% 83.8491%
HoeffdingTree 0.007 0.0765 22.3548% 77.853%
Naive Bayes 0.0083 0.0719 26.615% 74.8549%
K-nearest 0.0106 0.0931 33.88% 71.0832%
neighbours
Functional Trees 0.0109 0.0899 34.7492% 69.5358%
Decision Table 0.0291 0.1167 93.0452% 65.8607%
Logistic Model 0.0189 0.109 60.3713% 55.4159%
Trees
Simple Logistic 0.0214 0.1069 68.5321% 54.0619%
Locally Weighted 0.0302 0.1223 96.8212% 26.5957%
Learning
DecisionStump 0.0307 0.1239 98.3123% 4.2553%
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KStar 0.0311 0.1251 99.4887% 2.5145%

ITivaxag 10: Algorithms cross validation with workloads results

AkoAouBgi n idia AioTa pe Ta ATTOTEAEOHUATA YIA TA HOVTEAQ TTOU TTPOEKUYAV

atmé oAOKANpo To training dataset kai Tpo@odoTABNKav pe TO £CWTEPIKO testing

dataset.

Algorithm MAE RMSE RAE Accuracy
Random 0.0147 0.078 46.9251% 84.739%

Forest
Random Tree 0.0139 0.1179 44.4885% 56.2249%
REPTree 0.0151 0.1156 48.1956% 53.8153%
DecisionStump 0.0307 0.124 98.3726% 2.8112%
ForestPA 0.0149 0.0842 47.7124% 70.6827%
Functional 0.0144 0.1088 46.1002% 57.8313%

Trees
HoeffdingTree 0.0179 0.1292 57.1927% 43.3735%
Logistic Model 0.0188 0.126 60.2482% 46.988%

Trees
SPAARC 0.0138 0.1157 44.1845% 57.0281%
Bayes Network 0.0142 0.1032 45.4912% 56.6265%
Naive Bayes 0.0173 0.1216 55.2328% 45.7831%
Simple Logistic 0.0223 0.1097 71.2751% 50.2008%
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List

WIiSARD 0.4826 0.5617 1544.9795% 53.012%
K-nearest 0.4832 0.5623 1547.0171% 42.1687%
neighbours
Kstar 0.0312 0.125 100.0165% 1.6064%
Locally 0.0303 0.1227 97.1418% 21.2851%
Weighted
Learning
Decision Table 0.0306 0.1228 97.8559% 11.6466%
MODLEM 0.0144 0.12 46.1211% 54.6185%
PART Decision 0.0166 0.1258 52.9936% 47.7912%

ITivaxag 11: Algorithms external dataset testing with workloads results

MpooTraBwvTag va PEATILWOOUUE TA TTOPATTIAVW ATTOTEAEOUATA TTPORAKAUE
oTnVv opoyevoTroinon Twy datasets pag wg €€AC. MNa OAa Ta TTPOIA TTou TTaprxBnoav
atrd Tn ouAAoyr) sysbench, dwoape To id10 dGvoua OTA TTPOYIA TTOU TTPOEPXOVTAI ATTO
Ta idla benchmarks pe dIOQOPETIKO QOPTO £pyaciag. Ocwproape dnAadr Ot Eva
TTPOQIA XapaKTNEIZEl TN QUON MIAG EPAPUOYNS Kal eV dIAQOPOTIoIEITAl ATTO TNV
TTapaueTpoTToinon. MNa Ta TPoYiA TTou TTpoEpxovTal atrd Tn oouita Phoronix ye tnv
idla AOYIK OPOYEVOTTOINOANE EQPAPHOYEG TTOU ETTITEAOUV TTAPOUOIEG AEITOUPYIEG,
OTTWG VYIa TTOPAdEIYUA CUUTTIECN APXEIOU rar Kol CUMPTTIEON apxeiou zip R

KwdIkoTToinon apxeiou mp3 kal kwdikoTroinon apxeiou flac. MNapaBéToupe Ta véEa

atmroteAéopatd yia 10 cross fold-validation.
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Algorithm Accuracy
Random Forest 97.4855%
ForestPA 95.8414%
Bayes Network 96.8085%
Random Tree 92.4565%
SPAARC 95.0677%
PART 94.3907%
REPTree 94.5841%
MODLEM 91.0058%
HoeffdingTree 89.1683%
Naive Bayes 92.5532%
K-nearest neighbours 84.1393%
Functional Trees 88.3946%
Decision Table 78.9168%
Logistic Model Trees 72.5338%
Simple Logistic 72.147%
Locally Weighted Learning 28.6267%
DecisionStump 18.5687%
KStar 7.06%

ITivoxog 12: Algorithms cross validation without workloads accuracies

AkoAouBouv Ta atroteAéouata Tou testing pe 1o eEwTepIKG dataset.
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Algorithm Accuracy
Random Forest 89.5582%
Random Tree 66.2651%
REPTree 65.0602%
DecisionStump 14.4578%
ForestPA 75.1004%
Functional Trees 58.2329%
HoeffdingTree 57.8313%
Logistic Model Trees 65.4618%
SPAARC 73.494%
Bayes Network 69.4779%
Naive Bayes 65.0602%
Simple Logistic 65.4618%
WiSARD 68.6747%
K-nearest neighbours 57.4297%
Kstar 4.8193%

Locally Weighted Learning 24.498%
Decision Table 38.9558%
MODLEM 65.8635%
PART Decision List 71.8876%
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ITivaxag 13: Algorithms external supplied testing dataset without workloads accuracies




4.4 ASloAéynon akpifelag aAyopiOuwy pnxavikng pabnong

Mapouoialoupe TIG YPAPIKESG ATTEIKOVIOEIG OAWV TWV ATTOTEAECUATWV.

OMAE

Random Forest

REPTree |
ForestPA |
HoeffdingTree:
SPAARc: )

Naive Bayes

WISARD | |
KStar (Cross Validation)_

Decision Table_

MODLEM |

I I I I I I I I I 1
0 0,05 0,1 0,15 0,2 0,25 0,3 0,35 0,4 0,45 0,5

I'pagpnua 2: MAE Cross Validation with workload

BAétroupe 611 yia 6Aoug Toug aAyopiBuouc To MAE TTOU TTPOKUTITEI yIa TN
MEBOBO eTTaAABeuong TTPOBAEWewV ue cross validation, ue €¢aipeon Tov aAyopiBuo
WISARD, Ta atmmoteAéopata gival oxeTikd kaAd. O WiSARD trapoucidlel MAE ico pe

0.4617 evw 6Aol o1 uttdAoitTol aAyopiBuol dev erepvouv 10 0.0307. To KaAUuTEPO
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armmotéAeopa Trapoucidlel o Random Tree pe MAE ico pe 0.004 evw o Random

Forest Tou pag evdiopépel dev atréxel TToAU ye MAE 0.0056.

Random Forest
Random Tree
REPTree
DecisionStump
ForestPA

Functional Trees
HoeffdingTree
Logistic Model Trees
SPAARC

Bayes Network
Naive Bayes

Simple Logistic
WIiSARD

K-nearest neighbours
Kstar

Locally Weighted Learning
Decision Table
MODLEM

PART Decision List

I'pagpnua 3: RMSE Cross Validation with workload

BAétoupe 6T OTTwg Kal TTponyoupévwg, 10 RMSE Ttrapoucidlel KaAd

atroteAéopara pe e¢aipeon kai TaAI Tov aAyopiBuo WiSARD. To RMSE tou WiSARD
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eival 0.5456 evw yia 6Aoug Tou utTOAOITTOUG OAYOPIBPOoUG dev getrepvacl To 0.1251.
To kaAuTepo ammotéAeopa Trapoucidlel o K-Star y¢ RMSE  ico pe 0.1251 evw o

Random Forest ioo ye 0.0464.

Random Forest
Random Tree
REPTree
DecisionStump
ForestPA
Funcitonal Trees
HoeffdingTree
Logistic Model Trees
SPAARC

Bayes Network
Naive Bayes

Simple Logistic

WiSARD ]

K-nearest neighbours
Kstar

Locally Weighted Learning
Decision Table

MODLEM

PART Decision List

! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! 1
0% 150% 300% 450% 600% 750% 900% 1050% 1200% 1350% 1500%

I'pagpnua 4: RAE Cross Validation with workload

2uveyifovrag ue 1o RAE, BAéTToupEe TTapdpola CUPTTEPIPOPA OTTWG Eival Kal
AoyIké aAAwoTe. O aAyopiBuog WISARD &exwpilel autriv TNV @opd PE apKETA

MEYAAn diagpopd @Tévovtag 010 1478.70%. O1 uttdAoiTTol aAyopiBuol woTOCOo AUTAV
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TNV Qopd TTapouciddouv TTo aiobnTég diagopés ue Toug DecisionStump, K-Star,
Locally Weighted Learning kai Decision Table va ¢etrepvave 10 90%. O1 ForestPA,
Functional Trees, Hoeffding Tree, Logistic Model Trees, Naive Bayes, Simple
Logistic ka1 K-nearest kupaivovtal ammd 22.80% €wg 99.49%. OAol o1 uttéAolTrol
aAyopiBuol rapouciddouv RAE katw atrd 20%. O Random Forest dnAadr BpiokeTal
Kal TTAAI oTnVv KaAUTePN Katnyopia atroteAsopdTwy pe RAE 17.84% 10 oTroio dev

améxel amod 10 KaAUTeEpo  atrotéAeopa 12.00% Tou Random  Tree.

Random Forest l

ForestPA l

Bayes Network ]

Random Tree J
SPAARC J
PART Decision List J
REPTree P
MODLEM P
HoeffdingTree ]

Naive Bayes l

I I I I I I h
K-nearest neighbours

Functional Trees '

Decision Table l

Logistic Model Trees J

Simple Logistic ]

Locally Weighted Learning ]

DecisionStump
KStar

I I I I I I I I I |
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

I'pagpnua 5: Accuracies Cross Validation with workload

MapatnpwvTag Ta accuracies TTou €ival Kal To PETPO 0pBwV TTPORAEWEwWV

BAETTOUpE OTI 0 aAyOpIBuog Random Forest utreptepei OAWV pe TTOOOOTO OKpIBEIag
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TTPoBAEWewWV 91.88%. ApKeTG KaAG atroTeAéopaTa TTapouciddouv Kai ol ForestPA,
Bayes Network Random Tree pe 1mo000TG TTAvw o1 88%. XTn OUVEXEID TA
atmmoTeAEoATa oTadIaKA POivouv yia Toug UTTOAOITTOUG aAyopIBuous. Méxpr kal auTd
TO onueio Aoittd BAETTOUNE OTI pE TN HEB0dO Cross Validation o Random Forest éxel
TO MEYOAUTEPO TTOCOOTO 0POWV TTPORAEWEWV v OAa Ta OPAAUaTA TOU BpiokovTal

KOVTA oTnv KaAUTepn €mmidoon o€ oOxéon ME TOug UTTOAOITTOUG aAyopIBuouG.

OMAE

Random Forest

Random Tree

REPTree
DecisionStump_
ForestPA_
Funcitonal Trees_
HoeffdingTree_
Logistic Model Trees_
SPAARC_

Bayes Network

Naive Bayes

Simple Logistic
WIiSARD ]

K-nearest neighbours J

Kstar

Locally Weighted Learning_
Decision Table_
MODLEM |

PART Decision List |

! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! 1
0 0,05 0,1 0,15 0,2 0,25 0,3 035 04 045 0,5

I'pagpnua 6: MAE Supplied Test Set with workload

ZEKIVWOVTAC PE Ta OlaypAuMaTa yia TOV €AEYXO TTPORAEWEWV HE €CWTEPIKA
oedopéva BAETToupE OTI Kal TTAAI 0 aAyopiBuog WISARD padi autrjv Tnv @opd YE Tov

K-nearest neighbours €xouv 10 uwnAoTepo MAE. To kaAUtepo MAE €xel o
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aAyopiBuog SPAARC pe iy 0.0138, evw o Random Forest dev atréxel TToAU agou
éxel MAE ioo pe 0.0147.

Random Forest

Random Tree
REPTree
DecisionStump

ForestPA

Funcitonal Trees
HoeffdingTree
Logistic Model Trees
SPAARC

Bayes Network |

Naive Bayes

Simple Logistic

WiSARD P
| | | | |
K-nearest neighbours ]
Kstar

Locally Weighted Learning
Decision Table
MODLEM

PART Decision List

I'pépnua 7: RMSE Supplied Test Set with workload

BAETTOUPE OTI OTTWG KAl TTPONYOUPEVWG, Ol dUO XEIPOTEPOI AAYOpPIBUOI o€ O,TI
agopd 10 RMSE c¢ival kair TadA o K-nearest neighbours ka1 o WiSARD pe TIpég

0.5623 kai 0.5617 avrioToixa. Ek16¢ atmé Tov Random Forest kai Tov ForestPA 6ol
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ol uttéAoitrol aAyopiBuol Trapoucialouv RMSE petagu 0.11 kar 0.13. O Random
Forest meTuxaivel To kaAUTepO atroTéAeapa ue RMSE ico pe 0.078

ORAE

Random Forest
Random Tree
REPTree
DecisionStump
ForestPA

Funcitonal Trees
HoeffdingTree
Logistic Model Trees
SPAARC

Bayes Network

Naive Bayes

Simple Logistic
WIiSARD

K-nearest neighbours
Kstar

Locally Weighted Learning
Decision Table
MODLEM

PART Decision List

0% 300% 600% 900% 1200% 1500%

I'pagpnuo 8: RAE Supplied Test Set with workload

OAOKANpwWVOVTAG TIG ATTEIKOVIOEIS TWV CQAAUATWY, BAETTOUPE TTWG YIO TO
RAE ka1 TaAI o1 duo xelpdTepol aAyopiBuol pe diagopd civalr o WISARD kai o K-
nearest neighbours pe moocootd 1544.98% kai 1547.02%. ZTn CUuVvEXEIQ yIA TOUG

uTTOAoITTOUG aAyOpIBuoug Ta TTooooTd &ekivouv atmd 1o 100.2% Ttou K-star kai
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TTEQTOUV OTAdIOKA PEXPI TO 44.18% Tou SPAARC. O Random Forest BpiokeTal KovTa

oTnVv KaAuTepn etTidoon pe TooooTd RAE 46.93%.

O Accuracy

Random Forest /]

Random Tree )]

REPTree J

DecisionStump

ForestPA

Funcitonal Trees )]

HoeffdingTree )]

Logistic Model Trees J

SPAARC '

Bayes Network |/}

Naive Bayes )]

Simple Logistic

WiSARD I

K-nearest neighbours |/

Kstar

Locally Weighted Learning '

Decision Table

MODLEM ]
1 I | | |

PART Decision List '

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90%

I'pagpnua 9: Accuracies Supplied Test Set with workload

O1mwg kal otnv Trepimtwon Tou Cross Validation ota 1mmoocootd opBuwv
TTPoBAEWewWV TNV KaAUTEPN £TTidO0N £X€l 0 Random Forest pe TooooTo TTPOoRAEWEWY
84.74%. OAol o1 uttoAoITTOI aAYOPIBUOI TTAPOUCIAJOUV U CUYKPICIUa ATTOTEAEO AT
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a@ou 0 deUTEPOG KAAUTEPOG aAyopiBuog eival o ForestPA pe 1000010 akpifelag

70.68%. Ta uttéAoITTa aTToTEAEOUATA YEVIKA KUpPaivovTal yUupw atrd 10 50%.

OAccuracy

Random Forest J

ForestPA ]

Bayes Network l

Random Tree '

SPAARC J

PART Decision List )]

REPTree l

MODLEM J

HoeffdingTree '

Naive Bayes J

K-nearest neighbours |/}

Functional Trees l

Decision Table )]

Logistic Model Trees J

Simple Logistic J

Locally Weighted Learning '

DecisionStump

KStar

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

I'pagpnua 10: Accuracies Cross Validation without workload

To povTéAo TTPORAEWYEWYV TTOU TTPOKUTITEI ATTO TA OJOYEVOTTOINUEVA OEOOUEVA
OtToU dev AaupdavovTtal uttTowiv ol diagopég ota workloads Trapouoiddel pe Cross
Validation 1Tmocootd mpofAéwewv BeATiwpéva yia 6Aoug Toug aAyopliBuoug. O
Random Forest utreptepei OAwv pe 110000TO 0pBwv TTPoPAEwewv 97.49%.
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Mapatnpouue 611 TTOAAOI aT1Td TOUG UTTOAOITTOUG OAYOPIBUOUG £€XOUV KOVTIVA TTOOOOTA
Kal TTépa atro Toug 3 TeAeuTaioug OAol £xouv TTOCOOTA TTPORAEWeWV TTavw aTTd 70%

Kal 1T TTAloyn®@ia autwy TTavw atro 90%.

O Accuracies

Random Forest
Random Tree
REPTree
DecisionStump
ForestPA

Functional Trees
HoeffdingTree
Logistic Model Trees
SPAARC

Bayes Network

Naive Bayes

Simple Logistic
WiSARD

K-nearest neighbours
Kstar

Locally Weighted Learning
Decision Table

MODLEM

PART Decision List

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

I'papnuo 11: Accuracies Supplied Test Set without workload
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Otmwg kai otnv TepiTrtwon Tou Cross Validation, €101 Kol 0TOV €AeyX0 MHE
eCWTEPIKA OedOpEVA TA ATTOTEAETPATA TWV TTPORAEWEWV gival BeEATIWPEVA yia GAoUG
TOUG aAyOpIBuoug. MNapduoia pe OAEG TIG TTPONYOUUEVEG TTEPITITWOEIG TA KAAUTEPQ

TT0000TA TTPORAEWewWV €xel 0 Random Forest.

4.5 Yuutrepdaopara agioAdynong

BAéroupe o611 OTTwg emgnToucaue, o Random Forest TTapoucialel Ta
KaAUTepa atmoteAéopata. Ta TooooTd akpifelag pe 10-fold cross validation
@aivovtal 1diaitepa uPnAa (91.88%), TTpAyua TToU onuaivel 0TI TEAIKA 01 JETPIKEG TTOU
EMAEXONKAV va atTapTi(ouv TO SIAVUCHA TWV TTPOPIA IKAVOTTOIOUV TO KPITHAPIO TNG
dlagopoTtroinong (4.2). Av dev Tnv IKavoTTrolouoav 0 aAyopiBuog dgv Ba pTTopouce
va dIakpivel Ta TTPO@IA HETAEU Toug Kal Ba BAETTOUNE XaUNAG TTOOOOTO TTPORAEWEWY
N/kal TTOAU WnAd emmiTreda o@AAPATWY, TTPAYHA TTou O ouuBaivel. AUTO TTOU HEVEI
AOITTOV VO €EETACOUE €ival av IKAVOTTOIEITAI KAl TO KPITAPIO TNG avecapTnaiag (4.2).
MeAeTwvTag Ta armmoteAéopata pe 10 testing yia €EwTepIkG dedopéva BAETTOUUE
TTPOPAVWG Hia PeEiwon oTnv akpiBeia, woTdoo Kal TTAAI TTAPAUEVE! IKAVOTTOINTIKA
uynAf (84.74%). Ta dedopéva Ouwg Tou testing dataset Omwg €xoupe ndn
TTAPOUCIACEl TTPOEPXOVTAl OTTO EKTEAECEIG O€ DIAPOPETIKO UAIKO aT1Td QUTO TTOU
TTpoépxovtal Ta Oedouéva atmd T OToid dnUIOUPYABNKE TO MPOVTEAO TwV
TTPORAEWEWYV. ZuuTTEPAivOUUE AOITTOV OTI IKAVOTTOIEITAI KAI TO TEAEUTAIO KPITAPIO TNG
avetaptnoiag (4.2). H erépevn onuavTikr TTapaTipnon TTPOKUTITEI aTTO TN oUYKPIoN
ME TA QTTOTEAEOMATA TWV OMOYEVOTTOINMEVWY OedouEVWY. BAETTOUPE OTI €XOUME
BeATiwon o€ OAEG TIG TTEPITITWOEIG UE VA EVTUTTWOIAKO TTOO0OTO aKkpifelag (97.19%
pe cross validation kai 89.56% pe external training set). ®avepwvetal éro1 611 TO
TTPO®IA TTOU UTTOAOYICOUE OVTWG CUVOEOVTAI AUECA PE TOV TUTTO TNG EQAPHOYAG aTTd
TNV otroia TTponABav. Zuvowiloviag AoITTOvV, UTTAPXOUV IOXUPEG €VOEILeIC OTI TO
profiling pIag e@apuoyng UTTopEi va yivel o€ oTToladATIOTE UAIKF) UTTOdOUN Kal va
e€axbouv cuptepdopata Ta otroia 0 OlaXEIPIOTAG Ba PTTopEcEl va A&IOTTOINCEI
TTPORAETTOVTAG TIC ATTAITACEIS TNG epapuoyns. Ooo 1o AeTTouEP S SIaxwpPIoHOG
TWV EQAPUOYWYV TTOU aTTapTifOUV TO JOVTEAO UTTAPXEI, TOOO augdveTal Kal N SUTKOAIa
OIGKPIONG PETAEU TOUG, OTTWG Kai gival Aoyikd. Me Tnv KatdAANAn €TIAOY OUWG TWV

benchmarks n akpipeia TpoBAEwewv BpiokeTal o€ TTOAU uwnAd etTitreda.
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5 ZuptrepAocpaTa KOl HEAAOVTIKEG KATEUBUVOEIG

21N OITTAWWMATIKA auTr] epyaoia onuioupyRoape éva epyaleio profiling
containerized e@appoywv pe docker, ye otOX0 TN OlEUKOAUVON TNG KATAAANANG
emAoyng Tou TTEPIBAAAOVTOG ekTéAeoNG auTwy. Opicaue éva ammAd REST API ue
Baon ta node-RED flows péow TOU OTTOIOU AUTOUATOTTOINCAME TNV KATAYPAPH
METPIKWYV Kal TTapaywyn Twv profiles. E¢etdoaue 10 kKard moéco ptmopouv offline
TTPO@IA va TTPOBAEWYOUV TIC aVAYKEG O€ TTOPOUG MIAG EQAPPOYNAG WOTE PHECW TNG
QVTIOTOIXIONG TWV TTPOPIA AUTWV PE YVWOTA TTPOQIA, évag DIOXEIPIOTNG va €ival O€
B€on va BeATioTOTTOINOEI TNV ETTIAOYK TOU KATAAANAOU instance atrd Ta d1aBéaiua Tou
provider. ZuAAé€ape Oedouéva  ue  xprion Tng diadikaciag TTou  OpicaPE
onuioupywvTtag éva oUvoAo dedopévwy e 1300 eyypapes. MEOW TTEIPAUATIOPWYV
oe eTepoyevr) hardware, pe TANnBwpa ammd benchmarks kKata@épape va
OnNUIOUPYNOOUNE €va POVTENO TTPORAEWNG WE TTOOOOTA akpiBelag Ewg Kal 84.74%.
OuoyevotroiwvTag Ta TTPO@IA atrd Ta xpnoiyotroloupeva benchmarks pe Baon tov
TUTTO TNG £Qappoyng etadoaue o1o 89.56%. Ta eTepoyevr hardware TrepiAappavouy
T600 TTPAYUATIKA 000 KAl €IKOVIKA OUoThAUaTa. ETIAEEQUE OUYKEKPIMEVEG PETPIKEG
yia 1n dnuioupyia Tou dlIavUoPaTOS TwV TTPOQIA Kal Tov aAyépiOuo Random Forest,
Emeira amo BewpnTiKA aAAG Kal TTPAKTIKA avadAuon Twv 181I0THTWY Tous. MNpoBnkaue
0¢ Mia OTaTIOTIKA avAAuon Twv OIOKUPAVOEWY TWV TIHWV TWV  CUAAEYPEVWV
METPIKWV HETALU TWV DIAPOPWY EKTEAECEWV WOTE VA OIKAIOAOY|OOUNE TOV OPICHO
Tou oxnuatog Twv profiles. Zuykpivape TEAIKA Ta CEAAPATA KAl TO ATTOTEAEOPATA TWV
TTPoBAEWewV yia PoOvIEAD TTOU  TTPOEKUWaAvV atrd  TTOAAOUG  DIAQOPETIKOUG
aAy6piBuoucg. Zuvdualoviag OAa Ta TTapaTTAvw TTPOCTIOOACANE VO KAVOUUE TN
dladIkaoia Twv TTPOPRAEYEWY va eEaPTATal 000 AIYOTEPO YiveTal ATTO TO UAIKO
EKTEAEONG TwV eQappoywyv. Me Bdon OAa Ta TTponyoupeva @aiveTal OTI UTTAPXEI
MEYAAN TTPOOTITIKA oTnV BeATIoTOTTOINON ETTIAOYNG TwV KATAAANAwv VMs oTo cloud
ME TEXVIKEC TTOU OEV ETTIBAPUVOUV TO KOOTOG aPOoU UTTopoUV va yevikeuTouv ot offline
TepIBaANovTa. Mepaitépw €g€taon kal amoédeiEn autwyv Twv I0XUpIoUwY Ba
MTTOpOUCE va Yivel HPE TTEIPAUATIONOUG OE AKOUA TTEPICCOTEPA  OIAPOPETIKA
Mnxaviuata kal Pe TeAsiwg diagopeTikd benchmarks. ETtriong 8a pmopouce va
e€eTaoTEl TO €vOEXOMEVO va dnuioupynBolv EexwpIioTd PovTéAa yia OIaQOPETIKES
PACEIC EKTEAEONG TWV EQAPUOYWYV, BNUIOUPYWVTAG TEXVNTO QOPTO £pyaCiag Kal
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AapBdavovtag uttowiv Ta TTPO@IA TTOU TTPOKUTITOUV HOVO VIO €VO OUYKEKPIYEVO

XPOVIKO O1a0TNUa OTToU dIaTNPOUKE TOV POPTO AUTOV OTA £TTITTEDQ TTOU BEAOUE.
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