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Abstruct

When offering services such as e-commerce on the cloud, there is a necessity to
modify the amount of server resources provided in accordance with the irregularly
increasing and decreasing traffic. This need arises when there’s a desire to maintain
a constant level of service while, at the same time, doing one’s utmost to restrain
costs.

There is an abundance of prior research in fields like time series forecasting
and load prediction. Many of these approaches rely on traditional time series
forecasting, which necessitates that the data used for learning adhere to stationary
or unit root processes, or they use deep learning approaches that involve using a
vast amount of data and parameters. Given the high demand for data and time in
learning and inference, it proves difficult to provide the necessary server resources
for burst traffic, which can drastically increase or decrease within a span of minutes.

On the other hand, there are preceding studies that use approaches such as
sliding window learning, which involve partitioning data finely and repeatedly
conducting learning and inference in a sequential manner. Existing auto-scaling
methods that apply this sliding window learning take into consideration not only
the most recent load but also burst traffic, thus providing server resources needed
in the near future.

In this study, we propose a traffic forecasting method that involves dynamic
window size changes that can follow even slight trend changes. This method is
based on regression estimation using sliding window learning and incorporates
burst traffic detection using fuzzy entropy. Furthermore, we propose a new auto-
scaling system that applies decision regression trees to multiple load metrics.

As a platform for operating this system, we adopted container virtualization
technology. Container virtualization is a technology that allocates server resources
independent from other processes for a single process. It enables the flexible
allocation of computer resources on the server to processes as needed. Compared
to the conventional method of building one application server per virtual machine,
using container virtualization can reduce the start-up time of an application server
to a matter of seconds.

In the evaluation, we conduct four comparative experiments using actual traffic
rather than simulations. In the comparative experiments, we use traffic data pub-
licly available on the web to reproduce traffic patterns with a load generator and
output to the system under experiment. As baseline methods, we compare with
two prior studies and the auto-scaling feature of Kubernetes, known as Horizontal
Pod Autoscaling, which is the de facto standard as a container orchestration tool.

As aresult, compared to the baseline methods, the proposed method reduced the



number of request failures and improved the Mean Squared Error (MSE) between
the ideal container count and the actual container count by an average of 150.17
points.



B =

Ea~x—2A¥%—bR%&%® 757 8 ECIEMET IR, Y—EALNLE—FE
WWHRO—HTaX b eRZ2MRIZ0VEGE, FHEANCERTZ 7749 71
OB TRET 2 —NEHREZZI T I2LERD 5.

RERFN TR BT & Vo 72 DB O FLITEZ { DRITIHIRIE D 55, £ <
X E IR LT — X VE R BES EAARRETH 2 LB H 5 di N R FERYIT
2, IFHICZ L DT =R T A =R EHVWEEEFE WS 7 7 a—FTh
D, FHHERICZ K DT — XK 2 BT 2 72D RE TSRS 58—
AMMTT7 4y 710 L TRERY —NEJRZREME T2 2 IdN#HTH 2. —77,
ATAT 42T T4 Y RSB EHNL 722X D, BERAINFEE © Heimx
BMDIRT EOR7 S a—FOETMEDDHE. ZORITAT 4TV 4 Y R
BRICHLZBIFEOHE A 7 — ) Y 7FHETIE, ELOAMIIMAN=Z 5
T 4w 7 RERL, ERRICDELRY—ANEREREEL TV,

A TIERIA T4 7T 4 Y RUEEFICXBEIFHEEEZ =2, 7794
IV hrE—2HWIEAN=X T T4y JHHIZID AN Z 8T, b3k b
LY FOZMICHEBIETES XSS LAEINRY 4 VROV Af XEFEEES b5
7 4w 7 THRE Y RO AR T 2 UERRARIC X D HEE SN A 5
By TIOR3 A — VAT — ) U IV AT ARIRRT 3.

CDYRTLEENEXEAEMEE LTixay 7 RE(LEMEZHALE. a3~
T HRFEEEAM I —o D T ot 2Tk L Tild 7 at 2 2 13N L 723 — NE R
EEIDYTRHMTHD, REWIEL Y — N LEDar ¥ a—X&EFEEFIRC I 1
LRIZHD Y TEZENTES. SLMERD LTI DD~ IR LT1ID
D7 TV —arP—N"EWET DI, ar T HEELERiZHW2 Z b
T7 ) = a r—"OREIRHZ HEREICHESE 5 28N TS

M TCIES I 2L —a TR ELSEN I 74y 72V 4 DD LS %
75, HEEBRTIEY =2 7 LRI TWBE NI 7 49 77— X 2HWT, &l
ARIRICTR I 74y I RE—=V 2 HEL, EBRNRTH L5 X7 LI LTHN
T5. N=RF74 VFRe LTUIETHR 22, avy T+t —Fr A L= a >
V=L LTI T 777 PRAR X — RTH5 Kubnerets DA — X7 —V 7
F&BET & % Horizontal Pod Autoscaling ¥ DL %175 .

R, REBFEIIR—RATA4 VFHE B L TY 72X MEBEEZ R X,
MWL a 7 FBOMR & DF " 3REAE (Mean Squared Error, MSE) 53
¥ 150.17 KA > beEL 7.



Abstract |
B = I11
B & 1A%
B x VI
KB X VIII
F1E 1FL®HIC 1
L1 FBA 1
1.2 ERSCRERR . . . . 2
FT2E #E 4
21 BRI MOV — . 4
211 F—XoEHErra'— .. 4

2.1.2 Approximate Entropy . . . . . ... .o 5

2.1.3 Sample Entropy . . . . . .. ... 6

2.1.4 Range Entropy . . . . . .. ... ..o 6

2.1.5 Distribution Entropy . . . . . . ... .o L 7

2.1.6 Fuzzy Entropy . . . . . . ... ..o 7

21.7 KX TOMBRMNT . .. ... 8

22 avryHFRYGHEL ay T FRT D=V T . 8
221 ayFFRUGREL . ... 8

222 aAVIFFF—FArL—REAVTFRTI—VT ... 9

2923 AKX TOMBRMT . . .. ... 9

FEI3E BHEMRTRE 10
3.1 N=XMEED ... 10
3.2 B — b RATF—UYTFE . 10

IV



3.3 RERAIGHIC X 288 . . .
34 AI9AT 4T U4 RO XBERTHE ..
35 RIAT ATV 4 Y R AN—X MREIZHHL-ARFH ...
3.6 ARESIOMERMT . . .,

B4E REFE

A1 TGV XL o
411 ARIAT4 Y74 Y RO¥E
412 FEER, BXOF—X .
413 BMOEEROHEE . . . . .
414 N=ZNHIE
415 FUYRHEE .
416 FEHOBETF—X%ZVty bFH0AM ..
4.1.7 HEINTAFIIN L THRERa Y T FHEETRE T 2 0
418 AVTFRERF=V TR 0.

4.2 N—ZX MEHIZHETE . . . .
421 Entropy DECECSEER . . . . .. ...
4.2.2 FERRMELREL . ...
423 N—Z MREMWEREDLLEE ...
4.2.4 FEHERZ Y Fuzzy Entropy OLEBGEHE . . . . . . . . . .. ..

E55
51 B 74v Z%HWEERER ... ..
5.1.1 ZFEERT—& . .
5.1.2 FEEREREE ...
5.1.3 FREORER ..
5.1.4 FEERNE . .
5.1.5 SFEEREEER ...
5.1.6 FEL

F6E HbhDIC
i

BE X
AHRRICEAT B HKA

10
11
11
12

14
14
15
15
15
15
16
16
16
17
18
18
18
19
22

26
26
26
28
32
33
35
44

46

48

49

53



1.1

2.1

4.1
4.2
4.3
4.4
4.5
4.6
4.7
4.8
4.9
4.10

5.1
5.2
5.3
0.4
2.5
2.6
5.7
2.8
5.9
5.10
5.11
0.12
2.13
5.14
2.15

Ea~x—ZXY—VCRD 774y 77 —20—0 . ... ... .. .. 1
Approximate Entropy £ ZOIRER[1] . . . .. . .. ... L. 4
RUANIAR 19
NeuroKit2 THER LT A M T =441 .. .. ... ... ... 20
NeuroKit2 THEMR LT AN F—RH42 . .. . ... ... ... ... 20
FTAMNTF—RHLICHTZ2EME ba—E ... 21
FTRAPTF—RH#2NTBBEL v —E ... 21
T ARH#L 23
TIOUIARHE2 23
T ARH#ES 24
RUANIAX 24

BEREEIN 2 A X o 24
Worldecap™8 . . . . . . .. 26
SWIMProject . . . . . . . . . 27
Wikipedia’ld . . . . . ... 28
SERREREE . .. 28
a > 7 FEHER Worldcap Proposal . . . . ... 36
a > 7 FEHERE Worldcap Sampen . . . ... L. 36
a YT FEHER Worldcap Std . . . . . ..o 36
a Y7 FEHERE Worldecap HPA . . . . . . . .. 36
a7 FEHER SWIM#1 Proposal . . . . . . .. ... 37

a YT FRHERS SWIM#A#L SampEn . . . . . .. ... 37

a2 T FRHERS SWIMAL Std . . . . . 37

a YT FHEHERS SWIM#1L HPA . . . . . . . ... 37

a2 T FREER SWIM#A2 Proposal . . . . . . ... ... ... 38

a YT FEHERS SWIMA#2 SampEn . . . . . .. ... 38

aY T FEHEE SWIMA#2 Std . . . . ... 38

VI



5.16
5.17
5.18
5.19
5.20
5.21
2.22
5.23
5.24
5.25
2.26
5.27
2.28
5.29
5.30
5.31
2.32
2.33
5.34
2.3
5.36

oYV FREER SWIMA2 HPA . . . . . . . . ... 38
a YT FEEER Wiki Proposal . . . ... ... 39
a Y7 FEHER Wiki SampEn . . . ... 39
ayTFFEHER WikiStd . ... 39
oy T FEHERR Wiki HPA . . . . ... 39
L AR > ZAREH#ERE Worldecap Proposal . . . . . .. . ... .. .. 40
L R R > AREHERS Worldcap SampEn . . . . . .. ... L. 40
L AR > RREH#ERE Worldeap Std . . . . . ..o 40
L AR AR Worldcap HPA . . . . . .. . ... ... ... 40
L AR > RREHERS SWIM#1 Proposal . . . . . . ... ... ... 41
L AR AR SWIM#1 SampEn . . . . . . ... ... ... 41
L AR ARFEHERS SWIMA#1 Std . . . . . .. ... 41
L AR AREEHERS SWIM#A#1 HPA . . . . . . . ... L. 41
L AR > RREHERS SWIM#2 Proposal . . . . . . ... ... ... 42
L AR > AREEHERS SWIM#A#2 SampEn . . . . . . ... ... ... 42
L AR ARFMEHERS SWIMA#2 Std . . . . . .. .. 42
L AR ARFEHERS SWIM#A#2 HPA . . . . . . . .. .. ... ... 42
L AR > AR EH#ERE Wiki Proposal . . . . . . ... ... 43
L 2R AREEHERS Wiki SampEn . . . .. 43
L ARy ARFEHERS Wiki Std . . ..o 43
L AR ARFEHERS Wiki HPA . . . . . . .. ... 43

VII



=B R

3.1

4.1

4.2

5.1
5.2
2.3

BATHFR LR R FEDOEE . . . 13
BIrrav—r kU4 b A4 ZXONNT BEEERONIVED 58

DENE 19
EEMER 2 ¥ Fuzzy Entropy @ H MO HIBIERED EEE . . . . . 25
aAVFFIIARMERLEZVMOMERE2] .. 29
MEEY — R L VMO [2] .. . o 31
FERREER 35

VIII



F1E [FL®HIC

1.1 EA

AR, Web M7 7 4y Z7OMEIFERLHITITED, FERENWIELHEZ 20H
ACHEE T2 Z 3 ETETWEHEE o TWb. LURIX UCI Machine Learning
Repository AL TWA Ea~v— AV —EL XD V77 4w 7 TH 5.

120 A

100 A

80

60

invoice count

40 -

T
0 20 40 60 80 100
time interval

1.1: Eavw—A¥—YRD 757 4y 77 —&D—f (https://archive.ics.uci.edu/ml/datasets/Online+Retail+1I)
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2.1: Approximate Entropy ¥ ZDiIk4ER [1]

DBEXRRUEES), St E 0 54 U 2 NRAIRERY T — & OEHENEZ H
TS AMRFEMN T LT Shannon Entropy 3% 4. Shannon Entropy (& Shannon
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HIE T 2 ENFETDH 5 [6].
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B3 5% &, Shannon Entropy I FD LS ITEESINS.

== plx)logp(x) (2.1)
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Entropy (ApEn) 2»HiRELZZY brbE—DPHZFET S.
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2.1.2 Approximate Entropy

Pincus IZFRINC BT 2 AN OEIE Z E (LT % 71T Approximate Entropy
[8] ZBfZE L 7z. Approximate Entropy (JAHBEM:, Fefgett, FAIMEZ HIE 3 2 BF W
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u = {uy,ug, .. un} (2.2)
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z(1) = {u(@d),u(i+1),..,u(i+m - 1)} (2.3)
2(j) = {u(G),u(G +1),...;ulj+m - 1)} (2.4)
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& = dfo(), 7)) = mairzm((uli+E = 1) = u( k- D). (25)

ZORE AP EZMAVT, O (r) ZERT 2. L O (r) D0 FIEj <N - m+1
DREDAI T > P I 3.

_dfy <r BT j O

¢r) N-m+1

(2.6)

B L7 O (r) 26 BISHEE - 7245, Z DTS om(r) & LTERT 2.

N — m+1

> logCP(r) (2.7)

=1

R 2725 ApEn(m,r,N)(u) ZLAFD XS ITERTZ 3.

1

¢m(r):N—m+1

ApEn(m,r, N)(u) = ¢™(r) =¢™"(r), (2.8)
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2.1.3 Sample Entropy
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¥ 7z Sample Entropy & A 7213 B23E R R 2 HBEIFERINRW [12] W
SHHEZFD.

2.1.4 Range Entropy
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2.1.5 Distribution Entropy
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2.1.6 Fuzzy Entropy

Approximate Entropy 3 & Of Sample Entropy I¥ZEKHFEX (EMG) 55 D%
B & R BITIER D S TR A X T = 7243, Approximate Entropy (%8
LR % 3 R EHli 3 2 M3 D [7], Sample Entropy 1&-%7 X — & OfE D3 il
WWNEWHEICHIEDPERETERWRED D o7z, TD XD LR Z RIS
% 7=®1Z, 20074E, Chen 512 X 5T Fuzzy Entropy [5] 2R X N7z,

Approximate Entropy & Sample Entropy T, REICTIHHL TZX /8D 20D
N7 VB DFRAD r &0 D BMEMNICINE 2208 5 22 TH¥ T 2 {ahily7z —E7 8
2175, L LR SHHEMFTIES 7 ABDOBEFIEDVFNTHD, AJ)&Z—
VHERIRED Y T AR T 2002 RS 5 2 L dHEETH 2

1965 4FIZ Zadeh IC X D A XNz 7 7 O —FEAOHER [15] 1%, ZOfD AHT]
BAfRZ NED IR R CTREO U 2 FHEZIE R LTV, Fuzzy Entropy (&2 D
Zadeh DHERTIRIEI NIz TX U N—2 v T ZEAT S22k D, midkL 7
XA EZ 02 1 THRHEST 20 D120, 1] OHEIFHDEKE S 2 FEEME\ & BEEH
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p(dij,m, ) = exp (_”§£§Xf> (2.13)
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TE3. ARETEZFOHFTH X VEN-DOERAT . ZHHFHEICOWTIES
HiZCRtih 3 5.

2.2 A>T FERAE‘tcA>TFRTTa-—-U>y

2.2.1 A>T FHBRAE(t

ay 7 FREELERL-7 ) r—ay (UIRay 7> e ER) 1E, Docker
[16] m D a Yy 7 FRRMAIERY — VA4 Y X b= E ey —n (LR —F
CIER) BT, i a2 LI L — NEJR (oI TWE T
TV —a YOETIHELREIR. CPU, XEY, 2v NV —2%%2357) 2H
32 7at2e LTCETENS. avTHE, 72947 by — UARZ 54
7Y MEMR) o — RN L THEITSI NS FE THm ATz LT/, —FLET
FITEh B,

7747 Y N OFATHRAMAIIEFATIRNZ oy T oMENGEHINA TV
J— REEFIREFHDODa Y T FAX—Y (VT F2RET27-DITMMLE
NI=NRAF VT2 A40) D — R ETOEGEHERL, FELRP- 5/ —
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FEHERAYTFAX—IZHFEELTWA HTTP Y —N (UL FarysF+ LI X b
YERER) ITHLTY 7R 2TV, AV FFA X —VZETEREa YT
PEITTE. BETAGEIESLHLIC T vy 2 ¥ NTWBEa Y T F2FE[TARET
H5.

2.2.2 AVTFA—T AL —R&AVTFRT—I2T

1BUED 7 — RO SN — B (IR 22X EFEER) 128 LT Kuber-
netes [17] 5, EHDO 7 S A X EHY —v U FaYy 7+ 4 =7 A L =R EMEXR)
WS Z LT, 7 I7RAXROHFNLFFED /) — REBEATIY T FOERERITS Z
EWTESL. ZOBFTOHED SNHANHTEVVRED ) — RIicRLTary7+D
BLEZITS. ZOXIICT FARNDFFED / — I LT, H2HANHE-Ta
VIFERBETAI AV TFAS—) VT L.

2.2.3 ZFKEXTOMERT

AL TR AR & Vo R IFF I WRHICB W TR =1 Y 72T\
W — XA BT AT LDED, A~y v EHWS X R clEEB X EE
EBZepalgEay FFHARBILERA T 21>/ $haryrF o=
YIEATIAVTF AT AL =R LTREFDNHTT 777 PAR YR —
RT® % Kubernetes [17] ZHH L 7.



F£3EZ FEhERAZE

3.1 /N\—X MEH

Eldin & [18]1&27 77 R AT LITBWT, 284 ZEFHIAATRER A fi & % 78
BXBDZANY MEEERL, FRIIT =2 LT ZON—Z MEZERERNTH]
ETLFEE LT, ARESHENITTHY S5 Sample Entropy [12] (20 L THIE
DEIER L7z AvgSampEn 2R L7z IR SN FEIX 5 2 5 N -RRH 7 —
2 % E I E L7211, ZH#F 3 Sample Entropy IZ & h = b a ¥ —{H% G
B, RBICIEEGERS FETH . ZDFFEZ Sample Entropy DI EED
RKEZWZOVWTHLLZHETED 20, BB T 2L N=50DLIRKEX
DF =Xty ML THIMENERI N WEBEIZOWTE RSN TR,

Mehta & [19]1&27 2V KOV —27 v — FOSMREMERH T 25k LT, #
JIERE B OEMZIGH LT, A4 7 2RI T 2 FEERELTW5
ZOFETEHARTFHIE T VIS LT, THIEL ZRfED £ % N— R b DOERN %
RKEXIL|IANA—Z MAIZITS. L L ZOWFETIIRERSF — & 1% L CHl
WIRBSHNETH Y, VL FRET LD 7 LY X LIHELKFET 5.

3.2 BFEICKLTEA— R RT—=) 2 TF%

Kubernetes {21& Horizonal Pod Autoscaler [20] £ W5 | MR D 2 > 7 F HIERE
AT TWS Y Y —AHEE L AN Y Y - X HBEE 2 R L T, W5
Day 7 FHENZ Y)Y —RAHBRE RS L5 a v 7 e HE TR
BLHAEDI D 5. T OWRETIZa ¥ 7 HER N E B 2 IR X 3 77 AN A
TV Y TRRDoTGEITDAETL, — /D S 2 W FATERM DM - T
WTHRBOER T =V 706 5 afFOREIC K-> TVD [21] .

3.3 BRRIDHICLZEETE

iR A7 — XA 2 AFHEE ¥ LT, Balaji 5 [22] 13X €V CPUHE,
HWIEZREDX MY 7 AT =D 77RED T — &+t v MIX LT Sample Entropy
% L < 1% Hurst Exponent [23] Z HWTEH L{ED2 S, ARIMA €712 HWT
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FROBFREEHET 2 ETVERE L. ZOMRI 10 7 Bkl s % 8o
AR REZENCRLLTEBD, OoHEERED KM 8 7141272 5.

% 7z Langstom & [24] 13 LSTM [25] 3 &K & SARIMA € 7V % F\W 72 RER5175 47
WK CayV¥a—74 77722 CPUMHEBEOHEEHIEEZIRELTWED, Z
DFEIZ 20 7RI S NLRI T =X T 2HEETH D, M TOEETH
BT KT B 28 Z I T E 720,

34 RTATaTI01>RIICKBEETH

Dalmazo 5 [26,27] 137 77 REEICB VT, BIE 2 3EW2 Y 4 XL
EOEWRRYF—&X %2 AN LT, R7YUFHECEDEATTT 25T
MIEDVWTRRD N7 749 2% THTE2RIAT 4>V 4 Y R K BHER
FIFHFEEZRRE L. R LIZOFED S HHEEOT -2ty b TO¥FETH
D, F/12120DF7RX—=& (7 v MEED) DADFEELR-oTWVW5.

Yoona & [28] lER 7V VI X 2 EAMNT LERIFOHAGDLEET LV E
W27 4574 070 4 v PO K BERIITFHFEREERHA L. ZoFEE1
ERIOT =2 OEAZHE L, ZOAZFREEOEADIFICTHOTWSD, X7
ATF4 T4 Y RO AL X305 THD, BREDAN—ZA V77 497
ADXEITHEE L V.

Baig [29] BIERATA T4 ¥ 70 4 Y RUEREFETTHCHD, Ry 4~
ROY A ZXZBEDR N) VAT =X OEEFETHE T 2 FERRRE L. 2
DFETIIHEEHEEIB|EDRX M) 7 AT =X DRIKIF L, FMERIREZ
DY 4 Y ROY A RZRKELT=D0EHHAT 2 Z e NHEL L.

Hirayama & [30]3BED FF 7 49 7 F—XOH» o G EZHE T 5 7= 018K
SR T ZRNXRET 2R L, 2 ORFEH OHE R E AWz BlIRHEEZ1T S .
Z DOFRIFFFETIC X DA D K XS RBEF X — VITRHE L 2B FE L W
Z5.

3.5 XATATa4T 04RO eN—X ERIZEHAL
T-&fa¥Al

A4 T4 79 4 Y RUBRIC K BRI TFRIFTHECMZ, N—X MMEFA
BT 2010k D, A=} FT T 4y 2R LTORIES & FoF kR
RINTWV3.

Tahir & [31] 13 3— & MEHIZRIZ Sample Entropy 8L, —EDT> FrE—
HZ2RLI5E, BEDI FRAZYAX (Y THE) OFTRIREVS TR
RY A X%HD LT FEZRR L. Abdullah 5 [32] 13— R MMRAIEHCIRHE
REZBHRAL, BEOAFIINLTY 1+ ¥ RUH A4 XeEHXB0 5 EHERE
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RETEL, STEINI-EEREN 2 XD RERGEICGAED Y 2 A X3 4 XD
THROBRKREWVWI FIZAZY A XZ2E DY TEFRERPIRE L.

3.6 AEXDMUEIT

AR TIEBEDEIZEICBIIBRTA T4 77 4V R ERHEL 5D, N—
A MRAERB X UAN—X MRANCHEBEOFEZTRHAT 5. RADFER, v v
R4 4 XEFREBRIELRY A4 12T 2 2212k, BOHIBOAN—Z Mt
5. KX DOLERZREBIZL OB TH 5.

o Bl AROEEICHXNICTE 2 HEN) Y —RXubeya=r 725

T 5.

e EEG (Electroencephalogram) DIREEH[HIZTEH X415 Fuzzy Entropy [5] %
Web N F 7 4w Z7DN=Z MRANZIGHT 5. Z0D & 5 BRENIARHITLZ R
WTHETHZEICIE .

o EBRED I Z 7 R — VU R L TiMiis 27 2 %2R L, EFRIcN— X A
ZRE XTI 21T - 7.

XTI C R TFEOEMHKZR 3L ICE O,
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*® 3.1 FATHISE L IRRTHED IR

EpEd BRAFPHEl | N—Z b | EHRRBT | VY =X | sl | BT TE
LS| DAN—Z | EIDHT | HHARA
AR NPT
Eldin et al. v > a2
[18] =33
N
Mehta et v > a2
al. [19] Lr—a3
v
Hirayama v v ¥ Ia
et al. [30] L —a
v
Bruno v v S a2
Lopes =23
Dalmazo et v
al. [27]
Shuja-ur- v v FALTER
Rehman
Baig et
al. [29]
Mahesh v v v FAL R
Balaji et
al. [22]
Muhammad | v/ v v FAL R
Abdullah
et al. [32]
Fatima v v v FALF R
Tahir et
al. [31]
Proposal v v v v v FILTER
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F45 RBEF;

41 FZILdUXL

AWHETERRETIHNY Y X7 o Pa=r o7V X L2703 X
4.1 1TRT.

PIVIUVZL 41 BRFEOTVTY X4
Input: V4 ¥ FUH 4 X (k, FIHEL) , v FRE (&), AREED T —
gxy v (W), AFHEEET LV Oy), N—ZXMRIIET LV (¢p), PLTF
HEETN (o), a7 FHBHEETL (60)
Output: 2> 7F% (R) ZHH
k «— kY
while true do
Wait for € seconds
t+t+1
W Wi g1, Wika2, oo, Wi] ...(a)
if k # k° then
k< k+1;..(b)
end if
Wit < ow(W,t+1); ...(c)
By o(W); ..(d)
T < or(W); ...(e)
if (Ti—1 = Down and T; # Down) or (1 = Up) then
if k = kY and B, = Surprise then
k< 1; ...(f)
end if
end if
R « d0(Wis); - (g)
R+ R ...(h)
end while
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411 RSATa4>T0010> RIFEH

AWFZE T VRS TR — Z OB & OZLICWB B ST 2 7-
DI, 2L DIATHETHRAZINT VB RS A F 4 ¥ 27 4 > K8 2120
T2, ASAF 4204 Y RO¥EE, BRHIF— 20BN — 2 2>
BV BN S F— RO FED—DTH 5. ZOFETIE, F—&Xtv 2k
RNX RT3 T — Xty MCHEIL, ZTALEBRRNCEET 3.

4.1.2 ZFEHM, $LUOT—%

AI2AT 4274 Y FUEBRTHEHEINE T —XIZOWT (7T Y XA
4.1(a)), AR TENY FRBEH T ICHIBIOY 4 ¥ R 5 129535 LTH#
Br15. t—k+ UHEARIOT7T =&ty "2 oA T &ty N ETEFHE D
DHORRYTFT—2 e LTHHT S, REMEE LTy FRBEZ10MEL, Vi
¥ FUY A XDOYIAE O % 5 IZEE L.

BffEED 7 — &ty b (W) & L TN o2 BAMMEICEUS L TS 5.

e VJITRMK
o VI7AXNDAYTFDSL, KkbEW CPU MR
¢ VIRARNDAYTF DL, IBEWVWXAEYHHEK

4.1.3 BEOFBFEMVIHETE

TTY XL 41(c) IZOWT. BFHEEET N oy FAFEEO T %ty b
WA LTHEEZITHOE T, IERROARMEHEE T 5. AR TIXEIFEHEE
ETI)LTH 5 ElasticNet ET /L ZERH L 7.

ElasticNet [A])FZ L1 IEA{E. (Lasso [AIIF#) & L2 iIEAE (Ridge [FlfR) ZAHAS
OETITOMEHERTDH 5. AHKOMEEIFIIAMEREO T &%y M W %
AJ e UTEAED B ¢ BHBOHEEM/ W, 2T 5.

4.1.4 N—XMHE

ATV XL AU IZDOWT. N=R MEHIE TV ¢ i3EE T2 W Z AN &
LT, PORELLEEZ FNH-/7zzy bu b —HZ2EH L5E, FEEFIC
N—=Z PERDBFELEL TV 205 OHEZITS. AL TIE Fuzzy Entropy [5]
ZHWCZY o —EZ2EHR L. N—X FHIETFL ¢ DHE B, 13 2 18
¥adph, FEARFIAN—=X MHRPFEEL TV 5 & HE S NFHE Surprise,
Z 5 TRV Expected E 1 E 5.
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4.1.5 FL>FHE

TN XL 41(e) IZDWT. LY REHIET L op 3FEH T2 W Z AN
ELTR7 VA ZMHBEZEIREL, TORELRL2OOMEZEMEL TS, 10H
DEEL YL BoBGEE LR ML YR (Up) &L, 2O0HOMEX DKL Ko
2BEETENLY R (Down) ¥ L, ¥55THRVWEAIZ LY FIELDIRE
(Middle) &3 5.

4.1.6 FHORET—2%Z Uty kd 54018

TATY XL ALE) IZOWT. URDERAFEDDRL &b —DHMAL LIz &I
N—=Z MHPRELTWD EHET .

ot — 1R TRENL Y RT, tRERTHREN LY FRAMCEL Lz &
o iNRRHTEAIN Y FOL X

o YEHDERET —2DUIHEL TH 2 & X

o tIRFRIT B, 2 Surprise SN/z & &=

RO o 72, WHWARAN—Z FERPELTWS. DA, BT
DtDV 4 Y R XDFHITIEIN—RA MNERDPELTESL T, Z0RDZENLEE
HTHEET S, THESHAAME IR TEMNCFMENS.

ZIZTNR—AVERPHEIN e 2 —EFEHEHT2V 4 R A X
kxzlel, ZOBRUAYRUEBRATIA RTEIEIY 4 Y FUud A X1 Z2E
L, VAY RS XEDPUHME L ICRZ2 FTINEST 2 22T, @i,
- ZBMELTEZ 2L,

4.1.7 HEESNEFEIIN L TRELG I TTHERET BU0IE

FADY X4 4.1(g) ITOWT. ERWBITAEL 3 TH 2 L HEE SN BHR W,
AL LT EWBICREL 2 THAS LHEEINa Yy TR 2T
3ETFAPIEMFA e THD. ZOPERIFARDEEE 7 — Z I IHANEBRERR
WTHR L, 283 27 LEMRNCTHbIS.

HATEBRICBWT, 5 HORER L Fko HTTP YV 7= X b 2HAL, V72
IR MNRERZZHIERNS, 107200 72 A MNRERZFITITD 1K
MCLARYAZIRT Z e DWA[RERDERERDOa > 7 FHZ2EIE 3 5. AT,
FEDaAYTFDXEYRL CPUDMHEN 0% LTk T5&I1cay 7 F 8%
HWoT HE RS,
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4.1.8 ATz R5—1)>JF 3018

FATY ZLDERE (FAI) R4 41(0h) 2, HEXHEZaYTFFUR %E
53, Zo@mAE, 713V X4L410whilel—TDBEE>Thbb 19 €
MBRICH — L AR CE 2 REL /e a Y T F OB REL 22 X 5125 3.

AV TFREENSE25581F, a7 2R L THroY— LA T 2 %
TORRIZ MK L T, WHENREI N THOHEML2ayTIN T 7 49 7 %52
ETERREBICRIETHNEMRE R X570 7T Al THIHEEZITS.

VTR X E 258X, FIERRZ IR U7z < TH R\ DD
ENTHHH EMRICEREILES 2% 5.

17



4.2 N—X MRHIZHETE

AENZT, AWIFETHRAT 28— PERZHRATY 2 Bl 28T 5 5 @52
T 5.

4.2.1 Entropy D LEREER

AT BT AN— 2 MEHIZRZ A WTHAIS 2FERIE (722725, BXOERH]
DR TAN—ZA MERDPELCTWENE I D] THDE. DEDARAIAT 4 V7%
BFIWCTHEIGENWT =2 DAZMHHLTHEE T 2I2&D, RABES END,
HEF—ZOHIRD 2 THEEE S HL 3.

KERA T — 2D Z > & 5% HET % Approximate Entropy 8 & 8 Z DIRE R
DTy brE—#HE, N=502000EDOF—Xty b TdHTIHERE [1) L, 5
THE D 100 S VKRB THRDOZ2 DB EZ L, RO BINTIH - 7-EifEDHARE
TE%. LALZOFIIZEIEDBECHERBERERZIS X5 r — X %2HD
DD 5. Hl 21X Sample Entropy (& AT S NTABEIZ X o> TIIHIEDER S 1
BWGENRD B [12).

REATE, B R2Ty brp =1L T FOBRICTRHMEZ TV, A
FEDN— A MMREIERAN O 2 W5 5.

o N=50 DI ARV T —&Zty MWL THEA LGS, EES3N-EE
WIIRHITE 208 9 2.

o N=50 DIFHICV VT —&ty M L THEA LGS, BEZEZREL T
N—=ZX MR TZ B2 X RHIHETH 20 S D.

4.2.2 nEFEMEEE

ARWFFETIZZ K DT CTERHERED H % Approximate Entropy & Sample
Entropy I AT, ZEXM [1] 22 6FRICH VT — &2t v MR L T L 7z Range
Entropy, Distribution Entropy, Fuzzy Entropy IZM L, ¥OIZY krE—23N—
A MRFIZRICHR DB L TV AR EB ko7, MEET 212H7D, K41
TERINDZ K57 N=10000 DF VA4 b/ 4 XDFT =Xty b2EHAL, Zhzh
Oy b —FBEHWTN=50DY 4 ¥ FYTFHEL, V4 FvZE 13D
AFARLBELETDOT =Xty VedHlis 2 K2R AIAT 4TV 4 U
v E T o 7.
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value

T T T T T T
] 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000
time interval

K 4.1: K74 P/ A X

£4.1: Fxobab—rRT A+ A XONT 2B RONNED D B EE

Trhurb—% ALFUED 58 2 EE (%)
Approximate Entropy 0.00
Sample Entropy 25.90
Range Entropy A 99.50
Range Entropy B 91.59
Distribution Entropy 0.00
Fuzzy Entropy 0.00

415, RIA M)A ZXDEIBRTVELT +—27 DT —RITBWT N=50
DY 4 Y FUTIEFIZZY e —fEHZEHTZ %Dk Approximate Entropy,
Distribution Entropy, 3 & Fuzzy Entropy TH 5 Z & 3o 7.

4.2.3 N—X MREIMERED LB

Hifi T Approximate Entropy, Distribution Entropy, ¥ & Of Fuzzy Entropy 73
FHIN=50 D X5 REWTF =&ty b THHNEE I LWy brE—TH
52 eBbholzh, THHIIH L TAN—Z MRHIDAEEN E S 2 EKERIT LD
PR B,
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FERF — 2 £ LT NewroKit2 [33] 94 75 VA 5K 42, K430 X5 547
LT — 2RI LT

2.2

2.0 4

1.8 4

1.6 4

value

1.4+

1.2 4

o] o

T T T T
0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500
time interval

4.2: NeuroKit2 THB L7 T R + 7 — KX #1

1.0 1

0.8 1

0.6

0.4 1

value

0.2 1

0.0 -

_0.2 -

T T T T T
0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000
time interval

4.3: NeuroKit2 THEK LT A b7 —X#2
INHDT—RIZXT LT, N=50 73D Approximate Entropy, Distribution En-
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tropy, Fuzzy Entropy ZRENRA T A T4 ¥ 7B T80T, ZDFERHMK 4.4,
45TH5.

2009 Fuzzy Entropy
—-= Approximate Entropy
1751|.4.. Distribution Entropy
150 ] L
1.25 A
L)
2 100 .
= ¥ L e S B
- . " ) H
0.75 A
0.50 - . f )‘
! ‘\ - J had [V )
ozs{ i LAWY WA ey
Y i
0.00 - T T T T T T
0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500
time interval
4.4: TRAMTF=Z#1L W T MY b —{H
R f— Fuzzy Entropy
—-= Approximate Entropy
1759 ... Distribution Entropy
1.50 A
1.25 4
w
= 1.00 1
g .
0.75 1
0.50 1
AN
0.25 - ! I
T AL
i
0.00 T T T T T T T
0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000
time interval

45 TANTF—Z#2 T2 H@Y bun ¥ —1fi
44, M45005, Hhdhl-oy ba—HIcR LT, BEZHRTTAN—2
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FHEDPETC TW RS 02 T 5 Z e 2 RFHICBL , ZOFEBRF—XT
WZHA & 5212 Fuzzy Entropy DI L7z b r E—(EDOADBEED T — X EDZ
PRI L TRIDTETWA Z L IFHHETH 5.

4.2.4 1EHE(RE ¥ Fuzzy Entropy O LB EEA

7 — X DWIEEIIH T 2 BEOHSHIXY BEZHET 2 EE Ve L THERA
BHD NEERELHOT N7 749y 7 DNN=X b 2RATT 261 H 5 [32].

AFETIE, N— R MR ZRET 5 LT, 1R & Fuzzy Entropy 12 & 5 F
BEIEMEICEE L, 240 e % LRl L 7.

4.2.4.1 Hurst 58

LEBGEHI 24T 5 10D 72 D, AN 2 2 & RNCEEHT§ 2 FiE & LT Hurst 55K
W5, Hurst 8803 1951 412 Hurst DMER L 2RERAIT — X D b L > RO
T2 A3 2 7D DIETNAERTH D, 2 DRERY| T — 2 Ot % & &
I HIEME UTHI)IS % [23]. Hurst $88UIKRERY 7 — & O [al et 2 HlE 3
et AR e LTIRIAS HHINTED, 0 < H < 1 TRINLFEETHRRY
T =R L TROIEEEZ 52 5.

o H < 0.5: ‘FHMIFT 25K ZHD. HD 018 WIE Y, FH RGO &R D58
{72%. DD FHELDEWV, L IFMRWEDHI LRI EIEIRE
% KD RIEMDH 5.

o H05: 05T EWVEE T IV VEEBID KSR T VR LY 4 — 7 ITEVE =
2119

e H>05 MLYFRDHZ (FliR) FlzFo. H) 1138V e, b L
VRPN L EEKT S, EEE LD EWEDORIC K D EWED X,
) & D ARWMEDRIC & D IRWED R S AN D 5.

4.2.4.2 EEBRT—H

FWBRRYT—&ZE LTIEN =100 DLLRD & 5 KRV T — X 2 HW 3.

e 3DDHMII TS ) 4 X (M4.6, X4.7, X 4.8)
o 1 ODFEHEIFEDENRT AL M2 4R (M4.9)
o 1 DOHGAMEM 7 4 X ([X4.10)

T ARFfP AR LTERINSNRY|T —X T, #fgL/-E%
D208 5 XL E N EHRE ST 2 E 2 FD [34). AR TIIEEREZOEE %
MR T 272D, HDR T — LB KEL BRZ 300770 ) A X EHHT3.
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RUA AR, B TORBEEEITE L WVEE (O — 2R MVERE) %
FiORFRYT— X TH 5. [35]. ARTIET IV 4 X DD 7zH 0
HoEnwrT—&2r LTEHAL.

SEMANRMERMERL 22 K 5T — & 2 LT, JE2 1.33 OBz 7 v X ik
BE2ES 7 A X% Z 7= EBFE IR R Ry 7 — X 2B L 7-.

1.04 A

1.02 4

1.00 4

0.98 4

0.94 4

0.92 4

0.90 4

0.88

T T T T T
20 40 60 80 100

o

X 4.6: 7792 4 RX#1

2.754

2.501

2.254

2.004

1754

1501

1.25 4

1.00 4

0.75

T T T T T
20 40 60 80 100

o

X 4.7: 7502 ) 4 RH#2
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14
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o
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o
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o
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o
o

X 4.8: 779 4 X#3

16

14

12 §

10

T
60 80 100

o
Y]
=]
8

X 4.9: K7 A /A X

16

14 4

12

10

o
[N
o
8
@
o
@
o

T
100

4.10: HFEEIN 4 X
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4.2.4.3 EERER

£ 4.2: FHEFZE L Fuzzy Entropy ® H AL HIFIMERE D LLig

B4 Hurst {68 | &H/IMH A | ¥R ZE | Fuzzy Entropy
759 )4 RXH#1 0.50679 | 0.87563 | 1.03441 | 0.03644 0.56797
759 ) 4 XH#2 0.50118 | 0.78732 | 2.81288 | 0.60167 0.56173
759 ) 4 XH#3 0.50697 | 0.72682 | 16.34946 | 3.32832 0.54625
AT7A P4 0.23025 | 0.91168 | 16.51550 | 3.36972 1.52597
A, 4 X 0.87070 | 0.57787 | 16.92517 | 3.39684 0.40842

EERERIIR 4218 F. RNDT I 92 ) A X4#1-3 55, Fuzzy Entropy &
Hurst i FOVWThO 7= 2o L TRIREZE D L R WEEZ EH Lz D L
T, IBERETIHMEDO DD REVIEREREZIS. —H 777 7 4 X#3
ERTVA N AR BHRZ LW E D RME, Kl BHERZ IR E % B 5
3, Hurst $688823 0.5 & /N SEEREIGEMED S WSS, Fuzzy Entropy 1377 7 ¥
J AR HRTIFFICE AR NIT 2. BIRITT 77 ¥ 7 4 43 & HFasm s
A RztR2 M7 & b m/ME, RARME, FHERZ R EZ B S 23, Hurst F554
0.5 & b REEHAEIFHEIEWEGE, Fuzzy Entropy 3777 > /) 4 X R
TRWEZH T 5.

ML EDZ eh e, R ¥ X T Fuzzy Entropy (&HIEXTRDIED K/INZ1F T
BRESHNMEEZZZ T, 27 FERIREDSEOWRRI T — 22 LTI X 4
2R BED 2EAND D, X H AR D NN—Z MREANZHENT WS Z 2239005
7.

DUE, 42 BiCIIIEESFEBRZ 1TV, TRl > b o v — R OREHERZE O % & A

P EIIFEE & HME & OHEE 7 & 2 3l L 72485, AFE Tl b O b
77 49 7 DN=R MEFIERE L TENR TV S Fuzzy Entropy ZERHT 5.
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C o i

51 RFZ 740y 02V -BIRER

KRBFETIZHE L 7 7 4y 7 ZAWEHEERZTS ik o T, IBEZTFEL K
DEHEPENZ EZ2RT.

5.1.1 EEBRT—%
5.1.1.1 Worldcap

CDOTF—&ty MX, 199844 H 30 HA5 1998 4 7 A 26 H DRI 1998 World
Cup Web ¥4 MZXI L TiIThNz) 72X Mol a5,

AR TIEZD S H 1998 4E 6 A 26 H 13:00:00 725 1998 4F 6 H 26 H 22:59:54 F
TOMD N7 74y 7 %BEHLE (K5.1).
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request count

7500 ~
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T T T T T T T
0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 6000
time interval

5.1: Worldcap’98(https://ita.ee.lbl.gov/html/
contrib/WorldCup.html)
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5.1.1.2 SWIM

SWIM 7B =27 & MapReduce [36] ¥ A7 LDV =270 — RDT —X %24z
LT\, AFZETIE 2010 4 10 A2 5 2010 £E 11 H % T Facebook #1:d 3000
J—FRDZ 5 ZA& D Hadoop b L —RIZEIF % CPU fFHRDHERE 2> & FFEAY 72
HRZHETVWAETZRRYT—2 e LTHELZ (K5.2).

400 ~

350 4

300 A
€ 250 4 U
=1
=]
(&}
2 200 - ,\
w
=
[=p
L 150 A
100 1 H
50
N L
T T T T T T T T
0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140
time interval

5.2: SWIMProject(https://github.com/SWIMProjectUCB/
SWIM /tree/master/workloadSuite)

5.1.1.3 Wikipedia

ZDT7 =&ty ME, Wikipedia.org MRET 2 TR THOR=JIINT 5, EAN
ANT TYVDOR=IVE 2—0D 1 FHE T ODRRI T —XTH 5.

AFFETIEZ D S 5 2015 4E 09 A 16 H 05:00:00 75 2015 409 A 19 H 07:00:00
FTOMDNI 74y 7 2B L (K5.3).
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5.3: Wikipedia’15(https://wikitech.wikimedia.org/
wiki/Analytics/Data_access)
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5.1.2.1 AYTFITRAAR

ARERTIZFHEBRERIE £ LT Google Cloud Platform T Google Kubernetes
Engine EMHIN 22> 7F 7 Iy b7+ =283 —ERZFH LK. HH L% Google
Kubernetes Engine lZ2 > br—5 & /) — ROAN—=Y a3 »FHIZ 1.22.8-gke. 202 %
i L7z, £7z Google Kubernetes Engine TIZMA DA > 7 TR THEZEL 7.

K51 av7F I I AXMERH LI VM Of1EE [2]

OS

VM D& A4 7

VM D&

vCPUs

AXE

Container-Optimized OS [37]

nl-standard-1

7

3.75GB

ARFEER T L7z Google Kubernetes Engine Tl&a > 74— MR —5D
Kubernetes /T LT, a7 7 1E#IZ vepu & X TV IR ZHIT TV 5.
ZRFN vepuld 0.2, XEVIZ200MB £ TEI DY THNS XHREERIT- 1.
Kubernetes (2 ¥ 7 FZEH T 5[, HHDRF T 2 -1 71TV XLDFREIZ
HIb, av7r%2E#HT 2 VM Z2ERT 5. SEFEHLZRATS P 2—1713aV
ALET 7 4V b ORE [38] ZfEH L 7.
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5.1.2.2 AYTF+FEDT7FIV5—23>

© o0 N O Ot s W N

W W W W W W NN NN N NN N NN = e e e e e
T b W N = O © 0 3 O U = W N = O © 0 N O O k= W N+ O

a—F 51 7V r—yaryP—nny—Ra—FK

use actix_web::{get, web, App, HttpServer, Responder};
use serde::{Serialize, Deserialize};

#[derive (Debug, Serialize, Deserialize)]
struct FibParams {
n: usize,

3

#[get ("/hc")]
async fn hc() -> impl Responder {

noK"
}
fn fib_exec(n: usize) —-> usize {
match n {
0=>0,
1 =>1,

_ => fib_exec(n - 2) + fib_exec(n - 1)
}

#[get ("/£ib")]
async fn fib(param: web::Query<FibParams>) -> impl Responder {
fib_exec(param.n) .to_string()

3

#[actix_web: :main]
async fn main() -> std::io::Result<()> {
HttpServer: :new(|| App::new()

.service(hc)
.service(fib))
.bind("0.0.0.0:8081")7
.run()
.await

3

ay7rF b7 TV r—va VidiEFEED 572912 Rust S8 [39] 1T &k DEdid
(Y—=2a—FK51) L7z 1S5 HTTP Y 7T A N EZETEEICT 4 FR Y
FROVEFIRL, FHEIMETRE, HTTP L ARV REIEET 2 web — 24
FL ZATED, 77V =2 a Y EZCPUNTY Y FOMEEITS 282k 5.
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5.1.2.3 &REEH—/\

AREBTIIFTR L /ca > 7727 7 AKX LGNS Uz —oN e UTHREGE
’]j"'—/\\:%ﬁﬁf%i [/71:_.'_0

# 5.2: BEEY — NI L7z VM Oftkk [2]

0S VM D& AT VM OER | vCPUs | XEV
Debian 11 | e2-standard-2 1 2 8.00GB

541253 k57, REBRICBWTH A RMEREZHEE L TWb, FHEEEICOW
TWEUTD@EYTH S.

5.1.2.4 +>7a0vU%Hi2E

AEBRTIE N 7 7 4y 7SR ZAWT511HITHRARZ2web b5 7 4w 7 2B
U7z, b2 7 4y ZHRRERICIE Gatling [40] Z{HH L7z. Gatling 234 5 AfIZFEIC
HTTP V7 X FTH 3. Gatling lZFET 2 A OHEHEZ DSL Talih L, f&5&E
L7z RRA Y MIHLUTHTTP V 72X bR L, 727€RAu %) 71
ZA LT 5. RERTIX Gatling Z RiA U ZMREEY — N ETFATL, Google
Cloud Loadbalancing [41] i L CTHTTP b2 7 4w Z%EH L, Google Cloud
Loadbalancing 232 > 7327 7 A XN L THE T 5 Z e CEfZ 527 77+t
20 ZEREEY — N IBRE S N, BfiEE e LCTRIFE L 7.

5.1.2.5 BfEEIZEDINESS

BffERELE LT, 1) HTITP YV Z X MR, 2) av7F 1EH/H D CPU M
®H, 3) a7 F1EBHLVDOXEVMHEZIEEL . 1) IOV TR TH
L7 Gatling I L7 7 R0 2%, 2)BIUE3)EaryrF 772K L0
Kubernetes Metrics Server [42] 1549 X L7z BfRTEIRE 2 MGEEY — N | D kubect] [43]
ZAUTIEL 2. NEE S N7 BFRHEIREE U S REEY — N 12 H 2 55R5 DB T
B % InfluxDB [44] IZfR1F L 7z,

5.1.2.6 T /#mes

RITET D BRI DINEESR I TRFHL I Nz AR L SR L, BEDAM DY
BB IURRDARMOHEE ZITo 72, 41EITHPLZREFEO 7 LY X%
HWT, XoNy FHETRERa Yy 7 FoRE 13 5.
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5.1.2.7 BRIV Y —XBL3E

HIficEonilcary7FoBeay 77 7 ARHEMNS %, av7F 77 R
ZIZEH T 588, kubectl [43] 2/t La > 7+ 27 5 XX LD kube-apiserver [20] {2
NUTHAT 2NEa Y7 F0%E HTTP V7 22 + & LGEELEH L.

5.1.3 HBOGSR

Tahir & OZE [31] (AR T SampEn €7 L2 MER) ¥ Abdullah & DHFSE [32]
(RBFFETlE Std ET L M) | Kubernetes @ Horizontal Pod Autoscaler [21](4<
WIFETIE HPA E7 L EIER) ZIRBFIEDOLBNRE T 5.

5.1.3.1 SampEn E®FJL

Tahir & DK TIXERH#HEEE T L & LT ElasticNet @2 #H L, #EL 7=
BRIOHIES 2 a3y 7 FBIEPTERRARICE DKRD 5. N—2 FRANE Sample
Entropy Z HHWTIToTH D, HANCHRELBEEZER 208 50T N—X M
ROFERHEL TWVWD. N—X MEHI S NIGEXER 10 B9 OHEE BB D &
RODRKERayTFHFEEEHAL, N—Z2 MIEHIX LD - 7255513 ElasticNet [A]
X D fEEXINEFIHIET 2 a >y T FHFBERAT 2. AROERTIEIR S
AT 4 Y EEHRED Y 4 v R 7Y A 12D\ TiE Sample Entropy 23 E# AL TW
RWMEERSEH L2 WETH % 100 28T 5.

5.1.3.2 Std EFIL

Abdullah & OF%EIE SampEn €7D HIRE LD DTH 523, HiT 10 [5
OEMHEEBEZEH L TEEREZEIAEL, BoNIERREEDMEDS 2 XD KE
WL EIDPIZEI D AN=ZX MHROBEZHET 5. N—A MR N5E8 38
FEOT TIEEREENR RIS s 20ary FFREEHAL, N—X MRS H
7202 723561 ElasticNet [AlIFH2 X DHEE XN AFISIS T 2 2> 7 F e
5%, $7ARMOERTIIREFELRALY 4 Y o4 X (50) 2T 5.

5.1.3.3 HPA E®FI)

HPA €7 MEBEA Y TF T I b 74— LTT 7727 PAXRY X —FRT
» % Kubernetes I I N/ca v 7 FH 24— A r—135a> 10— ThH
5. LFDXSFE (VY —RAa—F5.2) % Kubernetes IZHEHAT %5 Z & THERD
AVTFEF—FRT—LT 5.
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22— K 5.2: HorizontalPodAutoscaler D% E 32— K

apiVersion: autoscaling/vil
kind: HorizontalPodAutoscaler
metadata:
name: query—api-hpa
namespace: query-api
spec:
scaleTargetRef:
apiVersion: apps/v1
kind: Deployment

© o N O Ot ks W N

—_
[e=]

name: query-api-app
minReplicas: 5
maxReplicas: 40
13 targetCPUUtilizationPercentage: 90

_ =
[ I

AEBTHOWERE (Y—Ra—F52) TEAF—LT2ar7FHOTR
(minReplicas) % 5, EFR (maxReplicas) % 40, 2> 7 FE A7 —1 X8 3
i (targetCPUUtilizationPercentage) % 90 & L7z.

I DREMEZTTUCHPA E7VER5.1 ZHWT, BERaY 7 I RERENT 5.

current M etricValue) (5.1)

desiredReplicas = ceil t Repli
esiredReplicas = cet (cm’ren eplicas * Tesired MolricValue

Z Z T, desiredReplicas 3% 72 2 > 7 F4, current Replicas \FBAED 3 > 7
T4, current MetricV alue \3IRED AR DM, desiredMetricV alue (FEEFRD & ff
DAfH (= targetC PUUtilization Percentage) TH 5.

ARFEERZBIUF 2 HPA 7 UE, £ 277D CPU &l ONEHE current MetricV alue
M desiredMetricValue & DIRWEHE, F— A7 —=Z3BENDa > 7 F 0%
minReplicas % TR Y LTS 3. I desiredMetricValue Z#Z 5 &, A — b
A7 —Z W 3EERND 3 > 7 F D% maxReplicas & LR LTSRS, twol
Ezd5.

5.1.4 EEBRAR

5.1.2 Hi Tl N7=EBREBRICBWT, 418 TIRELAFiEL 5138 TRLZLL
BXRD 3 DODETNMIZOWTERZITo 7. BMAERY -V ZHWT, 5.1.1.1
i (LU WorldCap) , 5.1.1.2 #fi (BUN SWIM#1, SWIM#2), 5.1.1.3 #i (LR
Wikipedia) O F—=X0»56 7 7 4y 7 ORI L, ZhznBEHLL. HE
L7227 49 ZIZHTTPE{E L LT Kubernetes LD 7 7V & —3 3 VISEEX
N, 77V —a VIFUHEETYL, VARV RABERLTRET 3.
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5.1.4.1 FHESIE

AREBR TN OFHlifEE 2 V7=,

5.1.4.2 YIIRMREEK

BRTCTHW- HTTP BEFL NOSG 2 LG8l Lz Ak 7.
e HTTP L ARV ART— X ZAH 20072 - 12356

o AMIAERY — /A HTTP V27 T A+ ZEEL TH S 1000msec AANIZ HTTP
LARYADIR - TEGE

KM U2 — AMEZH % 1 >OFHifaREE U TR L.

5.1.4.3 L RARYZEE®D 99 /N\—t >R 1)L (msec)

AFAERY =5 HITP Y 72 Z A MEEE LTS, 77V 75— arhb
HTTP L ARV ZADR - TK % FTORE (L AR AFRFHE) LT, 99 ¢—
LU RZANDEEZY —ERAEEZHZ 1 OOFHEFEE Y U TEHH L /-,

5.1.4.4 F¥H_HEKRE (MSE)

EERIEH L2 N7 7 49 7BIIH L TTPOFEE I RLIERRARZHWTHI
Licary7rBEHRL U, #EICE ORI SEar T F e D MSE
(Mean Squared Error) %% — NEFEOIRMEZH 2 1 DDFHEfEREE U THRH
L7z.
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5.1.5 XERER

£ 5.3: EEHER

HEAM [ E7L V7 T A MR /MR | BRERE D 99% X% A L (msec) | 2> 7 FBHEED MSE
Proposal 65/548874 85.9939 3.8207
WorldCup Std 2537/548874 463.9645 26.5503
SampEn 2464 /548874 664.5799 20.1853
HPA 0/548874 70.1982 427.3342
Proposal 0/644567 76.5469 3.5199
Std 45/644567 228.4452 43.9405
SWIMg£1 SampEn 50/644567 110.8375 28.7488
HPA 0/644567 70.2215 403.0624
Proposal 0/249952 119.6593 4.0468
Std 1/249952 367.5863 49.0919
SWIMz2 SampEn 7475/249952 998.7673 66.6986
HPA 0/249952 120.0219 150.9566
Proposal 0/263322 106.6347 5.2798
Wikipedia Std 149/263322 176.5385 27.6993
SampEn 178/263322 682.2893 28.1205
HPA 27/263322 102.9789 579.6785
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5.21) 1% SampEn EF L, Std 5L (K5.22, ¥5.23) LE#EL, 200~230 #ff
FDN=Z T P T 74y ZICHLTLARY ZAREPMZ S TW2. £arT
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5.1.5.3 SWIM#1

SWIM#1 DEERTIE, BREFIHETY 72X VEBED Y e TH D, SampEn €
T, Std EF N LR THEBINTVS. FICRETFED L AR 2K (K
5.25) & SampEn E7L, Std 7L (X526, X5.27) LHEL, 440~480 FfF
FEDN—=ZAF T 749 71 L TLULRARYARBBPIZ SN TWS., £har T
FROWBBIRETE (M5.9) o307 (K5.10, K5.11, 5.12) &
FERTHENTH 5.

5.1.5.4 SWIM#2

SWIM#2 DEBRTIX, fBRFERY 72X VRBED Y e TH D, SampEn £
T, Std ET L ERTHEBIN TS, —FTHD 3 2DETIL (K5.30, K
5.31) AT, #BZEFE (¥5.29) O LKy ZE/MIZ 240~310, 560~590 7
HBETELS BoTW3., ary7FHEOMRICEL T, EFiE (K5.13) 2t
D3ODEFIL (K5.14, K5.15, K516) &HARTHEHERTH 3.

5.1.5.5 Wikipedia

Wikipedia DEBRTIE, BEFEDOY 7 X MRBEIZ L e TH D, SampEn E
T, Std ETF L HIRTHEINTNVWS., —HT22O0DETL (K5.34, X5.35)
LHART, BEFE (M5.33) OL AR RABERIZEENCEL BoTwaas, U
JIRANRBEPELRTHEZenrbd, 2L AR ARE O K0T
XT3, ary 7 FROMRIIREFE (M5.17) Mo 3 20E7 L (X5.18,
X 5.19, [X5.20) LHXTHEKNTHS.

51.6 &%

AEBTIIMD 3 ODEF L EHEL, BELTIREFEIENEREEZRL
7z. FRICMSEIZ2DW T, IBEFREIMD 3 ODET L RNTRELIHEL .
ZAFSEEER L7z Std BT LB KO SampEn £ 7L — 2 NEREBRHAIL /-
L EIZ, BERD 10 FOHEEMRL HRANEZENZ L ITERT 5. Z0ZH)INT L
FMEED N T 7 49 21T L TEENTH 25, REMERIO N T 7 49 21 LT
B KFEM & 72 5. F7z, SampEn €7V THH L7z Sample Entropy (&-3— X b
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