FIT2005 (%6 4 EEHBIFRG I —5 L)

LA-004

7 AN B T R R R IE 7L

Long-term CPU Load Prediction using Process Properties

IR @t

Hiroshi Tatsumi

1. BFL&IC

IEIBDHEMN L BEL > TRREN STV YR E
BTR, Zo8EZ+ICEDTROIT TV r— 3
v BEWIN DREICEE T 5 AR AT LD BE
TH%. CPURRY M T—JDAFREEHHREL, 7
TYUr— gy OETRBICKE RSB EZ 5. 70
28, CPURRY NIY—FDEREEHEZFRT I &
X, BWEARTRERRET S ETRERMIEES.
(NWS[1][2],RIS[4][5])

CPU & FRIDHFICEIL T, Yang b [3]13 NWSD
B TRIFEEREL, FTRIEMNOAREHENL ZE
T3 EHBRFRCEHNTH 5 LBNTWS. %z, RIS[H)
Tl CPU AHOBRETFHFEL U THEEEZRREL
TV, BB FIETSBREOAHEH X— L
B IR 2= B BEDT —AN—ADhSREL, T
Wz LITFREITH>FETHD, CPUAHOEHT
HEAEEIC LTV, CPU AmMOEHTHIZIT S #lm

&, BRT v 75D CPU A2 ERL I BRECED A

ELx B L THB.

A TIE, CPU AL L T Linux @ load average
%ZF\W%. UNIX*® Linux Tl&, FHEBICIEEAL B
BT L<, load average DT — XA EINETES
72dTH5. UL, CPUETNMEL T load average 2
AVa L, RERFEOBME TR FRIERMO RS AR
BT ERVW L WS BRI H -T2, £ T THEM
BTk, F—=EZX=2AhbDEUL AHEBHDORE,
Tuat R4, ot AOFTHRE, CPURIAREEZE
BL, FRIEOZEGaHEEIC & GaRER CPU
HEOEBHTHIFERZRETS. Chick-T, XDHE
UEBEFEEENEONS LN RENS.

2. FRA7ZNIAVXL

Rl t TOERMEE V(¢), FHIEE P(t) L3ET. FHI
PR RIEREZI T L L, FRICAVW2B8EDOARRINE
V(0), V), ..., V(T), FHIT3EHFRS%Z P(T+1),
P(T+2), ..., P(T+p) &3 5%.

2.1 BHEEREOHET

ETEUINTARRY V() h 5, 1 REEERT
VW=V () - V(t-1)) ZEL, BFAIT 1 RFEER
FIDBW(i)(=(V'(t—D+1), ..., V'(t))) ZRET
3. DIIBEERT NG A-XTH5.

Bl T DR W ADT — X DIZHERENBIME sd LU
ToLE, AMIEHEKETHSHLTS. ZOL IR
2T LI B8R V(T) ST 5 2 FPRIL (P(T +1) =
V(T)), THZKTT%.

ZhEolkg, DX D EFENERRETRVE Eld 2.2
HLRE DN Z1T 5.

TR AE B T IR

A ER!
Yoshihiro Sugaya

PIE BART

Hirotomo Aso

2.2 TOtABROBTE
B T TERITENTWAS o X eF—D7/ak R
MREFICEFTENTOVIZES, R T LIEOARES)
BBECFE— O ANETFIN T 2 LTS
EEZIDBND., 5T, ETHAIT TEITENTWVEYS
AL R—DT b ARETEN TOWIEEE, 7—
AR—Z EHSREKT 5.
ELTF—ERN—X FICHEI T ER—D7 0t ANERE
OhofiE, g, FREHCHVWSET—4X—XEL
TH—=7at AREFTEN TV EREEZG ZHYy, BD
oMo BE, F—2X—ZA2FFHWBEC L E
T 5.
2.3 JLL -afERiB0RTER
1 REERFIDE W, LB Wr LD#EE err(t) Z&t
= D-1
err(t) = Z |W¢ (i) — Wr(3)|
=0

KL t OWEHRE AOTRTETS. KPR,
V(T) ICBsl t IO BFAIEREZ MEL 76D, DX
DPT+i))=V(T)+ X, V'(t+5) &9%.
2.4 {RFAFERORER

B err(t) DNEWVIFLIORZE > T FRIH FRIELE
LTHEL TWENWEZZBNDIEEEHS. 2T TRE
THHuEEHDOEWVIRFAIIFERALZVWC L LT 5.
RNETHHAREEDOBANMETHIE, BT TEITSHh
TWa7Tot Ao a ARSI HES 5 Tk
LTwW3anE Lz BEIT TEITEhTWEVLELH
LWat AR HRET S LEFHITEDIX, HYOR
R R VIR YD, JERICHEETH DBRENTEVWDT
H3.

o T RTFRHIOHH S, err(t) B/INEWVIEIC k EORE
RDBE M- R TFREFEL D%, TTETOF
HEERET 5.

2.5 FREFOAHEIMERZERL - FAEROHE
24 HETOFHFETE, BL THEFO Ot AD

R, HIC X B R BB IS T X VIR

13

B, FTT, TOX S LBWSARERMNGT B
b, EFEhTva 7o A0EHE BT FRIEERD
MIEZITS. MIEZITORMFE, BRIT TETEATY
370 RABPNT) L, BHIT -1 TERITENTVS
Tk X PN(T - 1), £2ERT -2 TETEN
TWATOE R PN(T -2) B REZDLETHS.
ThEHNO L ZRIFHEEETIC, 2.4 HOKRZTFH
HET 5.

2.5.1 TAOtAFRIPDELFE

W% T OERNC 0k ABERL 72358 (PN(T) <
PN(T -1), PN(T - 2)), BT Disk2ic R md



FIT2005 (55 4 EMBERMIFRT +—5 L)

THTLILKD., FT TR0k A0 CPU FIfx
MBI ADEREHEL, FREEFIET 5.

¥9E Tt AD CPU FIHRHO L ZNFNDOER
ZHETS. 100 CPUILDE, EFEh T3S 1
2 ZAH 1 DTHNE, CPU FIHER SR DT ot X
BHEAR EL =1, #5TAVWS At AR EL =0
£93. 20U EDOT O ARETEN TS L i,
Foezy X 0.8% U EDT L AL EL =1, %5 Th\»
Tuv AT EL=0&95%.

B T TEIFEN TV ETOT ok XADHE &R
EL%2MBEU AR ELiota B, BRI T LIBLEHEL LD
& ;T%&ﬁﬂ%ﬁ%&ﬁﬂzb (P(T +1) = ELtosa1), THUE
&9 5.

2.5.2 TOvAKENOEE

B T OERIC O ADREL & (PN(T) >
PN(T —1),PN(T - 2)), R T AgABICARITHE
g sceicks. ZTTRAIT THHTWS ObE A
D CPU FIHHM L AR OHEEZITY, Fiz, TOT U
L ADETHREEFHIL, FREZHIETS.

Ttk ZARHOHEEZ 2.5.1 KL AETHS.

Tt AOETHBFRITIE, BT TETENT
VBTt ALFA—7 0t A% T—ZX— AN HIEL H
L, &% 5 [ED CPU 7RO hIYES:R, Zo otk
ADOEITREFRAEE L THVS. £ A3 FHlE
NSRRI HEARE RETE58DE L TTH
HEREMEL, FHEETS.

T, BECE—ak Al Ehokuk AL, F
RIXRHd - b HRARERESESDLET 5.

T RISRER

AFEE VT CPU AR FRIOMAETHERERE 1To
fo. HBSHBROFRTFEE UTHSEE, PRIEE, B
WIEAAEE, HOERE (ARETV), B ([5) 28
W, BERE SR - BRERE (2.1-2.4 ), ok XERE
W BRFHE (2.1-2.5 ) OMEEER T4 5.

Tl PREETE, BRAT -p+ 1 BT
ETOAROFIEE, HRESFRIRET#ETZL T
AL, BABsREETIE, R T O&R V(T) HFRIK
Mkt d 5L FHIT 2 FETH 5. 7z, HOERE:
TRT—EZN—ADHEFRIE FRIEL ACEIORE
T LIiCHd, TORMT & DFE%RDI-HiT-m R
XL CHCEMEZ#EHAT 5 LT, FHIRKEDOFE
EREFHILTWS. 2L T, ZOTRIEN - EEan
D PRIR RS 5 & PRI 5.

SEI7atkyyoafe L THEALZ5DIE Linux
2.4.x D load average TH D, Z0D 5 D EHKFIIE 5
DBREHLZEOEAFRIIE L THVWE:., 71
24 & CPU FIHSRIZ T E L F-ERiRY| & RN £
TENTVEL DR ps ATV RERWTIEL /2. =B
IHWeTF—413 Xeon, 2.4GHz D70k wi 2 Bk
L 75T 4 BOBEREINEL 26D T, T—&N—2X
REROBREH BRI T 75 37 BRiETOT— &% AV
Te. BNT A—2IZ, FRIE p=6(30 7RET), 12(60
DEET), BB D =3(15 7HEOT—%), 1ZHEFED

3.

14

£ 1: BWr BEHRD PredictionErr DY (AVG)

LIF#EREE (STD)

[ FHFE p=6] p=12
R AVG | 0.0948 | 0.1732
STD | 0.3198 | 0.4677

FPR{E AVG | 0.0873 | 0.1657
STD | 0.3149 [ 0.4940

BIEas AVG | 0.0821 | 0.1344
STD | 0.3097 | 0.4251

ERE] AVG | 0.2772 ] 0.4110
STD | 0.4960 | 0.7328

B2 AVG | 0.1554 | 0.2588
STD | 0.4556 | 0.6277

INE—%% | AVG | 0.0821 | 0.1344
STD | 0.3097 | 0.4251

EEE3:3 AVG | 0.0821 | 0.1344
STD | 0.3097 | 0.4251

% 2: BWrWIEEERD PredictionErr DY (AVG)

¥ 1mHE(RE (STD)
[ FHFE p=6] p=12
FEHE AVG | 1.0784 | 1.2822
STD | 0.0998 | 1.2500

FROMHE AVG | 1.1281 | 1.3939
STD | 1.0923 | 1.5081

EhLEBE | AVG | 0.6537 | 0.7799
STD | 0.7289 | 0.8131

ERIE[] AVG | 1.4334 | 1.4376
STD | 1.5118 | 1.4430

B0 AVG | 0.8204 | 1.0457
STD | 0.8953 | 1.0262

INZ—F%E | AVG | 0.6925 | 0.8219
STD | 0.7209 | 0.7953

EEEESE3 AVG | 0.6171 | 0.7438
STD | 0.7456 | 0.8358

MfE sd = 0.16, 24 THEHITZRFUHABR k=5, B
CRIBEDOREIZ 108 & Uz, FHMEA R PRIERE R
AL DEFFEIC BT 2]RED - PredictionErr(T)
ZRWVT.

PredictionErr(T) = =1 V(T +;) — PI+19)]

BXZ 3000 [EDFRIKEER 1T o7-8D PredictionErr
DV, EEREERE L, 2I5RT. BWrHERTH-
IR 2R 9 EIT, IEEH THo BRI DR 1 51
Thole. BEDL ZORRFHEL /& —V REEIRE
BREELASTHHDT, FNFND PredictionErr
BELLES.

#£1&b, BEWHEHOL XIE, POFHFEEE
AOTEDEDIEREIC TN TETWAZ LD 5.
Ih&y, BWr BEBRETHNUL, BT LULE
LA RERAFEHIRZ TV EER B.




FIT2005 (554 OEHMFREBI2—5 L)

ﬁ T T
%LW;{‘%i %
2 \@\
i}
\E‘ . '_,2{‘" gi‘l
< -2 o 2 ; = .6 e n%;
By
KA i REFE 0. RE—me B

B 1: BHAS R T B & EDTHIER

i" T T v ‘/";w}{. }:4, B ‘l‘ e o
| i
35 (?1
st {
&
s F
&
‘f:.'
& W11 O T R (RN
2 ;Hgﬂﬁ &G 'ﬁ‘ﬁ ... .
wh é/"’ 3«} k.
5 ®,
} Y Ty
'
El
.
2 4 3 3 o iz
]
RUN - BEFH . HKE—Doxe -

X 2: A RBICHEMT % & D FRHRER

4

.1 d T Pt > G aw 2
ﬁ,, »,.-".v )yf k\\ S NG
] # F. N # ~,€
£ e, §
3 Wgﬁﬁﬁ".ﬁ.m Fr O 1o g o1 ﬁ,,;;.ﬁ%\ oY
sk gj"f/ " * ‘\\
; g
2t i ','! ﬂ’k""‘ R e x
7 nﬁ- ‘\
15 )
Ny k)

T4 2 o 2 4 3 > 16 12

B0
RMM - BEFE. B

K 3: 7ab ABBRHTHRT T 5 L DO TFHRKR

VAT B TS

£2&0, BWrBPIEEHDOL ZRREFEOTY
PredictionErr BWBRE/NEhoTz. Eiz, BEFED
PredictionErr OFEHEFEESL BRI/ NS D ofcl eh
5, BRFHIMFEL HEL T, EL TTHEEN
BWEEXS. CThHOERLIS, FRIEFOTTOER
DO ERLUIZTFRICK > T, 1ERFETIIELUD -
e AmORBHEE M EMNGU Iz FRINTE L EAXD
hs.

HERC FRIFRIToAERE X 1,2,3 ICRY. IR
R cH O EE L TRBIERLI T Z0L LTW5. t <0
DEFIRRICAOEFHRABOATHZEE, ¢t > 008
DI TFHERTH 5.

K1 ARDPRBICEDT I L EDTFHHRTDH 5.

15

CDIEERA T TOAMIZH 6 ZRL TVEH, Kk
A THETETENTWA SO AP L I S
Ot AERHM S > TWVW5., TOTLEEETDH L
C&oT, BREFETREFNE CXTEYT 500 L
WIHITLBHETES.

B2 i RO RBICEMT 5 L XOFHKRETH 5.
B Tl CHl A T ABRRA SNz Wb o
TW5. AfognEn e 7atw XEREFIATSC L
T, BEFETRAFORBULBHINCHSL 72 RN T
X TBY, F, BEPECETHEMTEOM NS
LIZDVWTEHETET V5.

K37 ABRITRTTHLZDTRERT
H3. BERFETRI S 0 RAOETRETRE AOTY
518, QRO LRER FRITE T3 L FRC, KA
t=12BET/ O AR TTBH L EFRUTETVS.

4. L&

AR TR ETS 0t ADERE AV BHO AT
BFERRELE. Tt ig, Tut AT,
CPU FIfZRZ FIH L B RFHEC BT, CPUAHD
ETHERERFELD EBREICITA ST L ZEERIC
KO HEEL Iz,

L% 7 0t ADEITRIEFRIOREE M _LICED A,
FHEEoOm L BIBL T, £, FHlfEEEED
B BICHIAL TV e, FTRHADEMRGHKICD
VWTHREL TV, &b, EOARSEHTIEET
EEFMATECLT, XOMBONLEREBENAIETH
BT ERETLTVL.

SENB

[1] R.Wolski et al. “The Network Weather Service:A
Distributed Resource Performance Forecasting Ser-
vice for Metacomputing”, J. of Future Genera-
tion Computing System, Vol.15, No.5-6, pp.757-
768(1999)

[2] R.Wolski et al. “Dynamically forecasting network
performance using the Network Weather Service”,
J. of Cluster Computing, Vol.3, No.4, pp.265-

280(2000)
(3]

L.Yang et al. “Conservative scheduling: Using pre-
dicted variance to improve scheduling decisions
in dynamic environments”, Proc.Supercomputing

2003, 11 15-11, Phoenix, Arizona(2003)

/N, CEFEIEEY— NI B A ETRIER T RIOF
fi”, TERNBEEESRGE T 0T T3V, Vol4d2,
No.SIG3(PRO10), pp.65-73(2001)

5] T, fi “BEHEHRT— BT 3 TFRIFETH BH
EOW B L i, HHRUEERMZIRE, 2004-
HPC-100, pp.25-29(2004)

[6] 2R, ft <ot A ERE BREEIEWE AVE
BEHERTHET IV, FIT2004 £ 3 BEEHRZE
7 +—5 I, A-028(2004)

[4]



