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Approach for the Automatic Tuning of IT Configurations

Under Varying Workload Conditions
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€ Contextual Gaussian Process Bandit Optimization
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[% ] Scenario Random GP OpenTuner BestConfig CGP
Cassandra Ramp 0.00 £ 0.02 0.45 £ 0.20 0.72+£0.18 0.70 £ 0.20 0.89 £0.03
101 Cassandra Peaks 0.01 +0.03 0.33 +£0.15 0.68 +0.13 0.72 +0.16 0.81 +0.09
MongoDB Ramp 0.33 £ 0.10 0.95 £ 0.08 0.78 £ 0.14 0.92 £ 0.01 0.94 £ 0.05
MongoDB Peaks 0.31 = 0.06 0.93 £ 0.06 0.77 = 0.06 0.92 £ 0.02 0.94 £ 0.02
Cassandra Ramp 0.02 £ 0.03 0.14 £ 0.09 0.36+0.12 0.19 £ 0.08 0.63 £ 0.04
103 Cassandra Peaks 0.04 = 0.04 0.15 = 0.09 0.36 £ 0.12 0.24 £+ 0.08 0.57 £ 0.08
MongoDB Ramp 0.30 £ 0.07 0.30 = 0.17 0.58 £ 0.10 0.69 £0.10 0.73 £0.05
MongoDB Peaks 0.27 £ 0.07 0.44 = 0.19 0.60 = 0.07 0.60 £+ 0.08 0.75+0.04
Cassandra Ramp 0.42 +£0.03 0.41 £ 0.06 0.60 = 0.05 0.53 £0.03 0.66 £ 0.03
101 Cassandra Peaks 0.44 + 0.04 0.41 + 0.04 0.59 + 0.05 0.53 + 0.03 0.65 £ 0.04
MongoDB Ramp 0.51 £ 0.04 0.57 £ 0.07 0.63 = 0.06 0.64 £ 0.05 0.71 £ 0.05
MongoDB Peaks 0.59 + 0.04 0.63 = 0.07 0.65 + 0.06 0.66 + 0.05 0.75 £ 0.03
Cassandra Ramp 0.54 £ 0.02 0.52 £ 0.03 0.63 = 0.05 0.58 £ 0.03 0.70 £ 0.03
105 Cassandra Peaks 0.54 + 0.03 0.53 = 0.03 0.65 + 0.05 0.58 + 0.03 0.68 £0.03
MongoDB Ramp 0.82 + 0.02 0.82 + 0.02 0.82 + 0.03 0.75 + 0.04 0.86 + 0.02
MongoDB Peaks 0.83 £ 0.01 0.83 = 0.02 0.83 = 0.02 0.77 £ 0.04 0.88 £ 0.02
| Average NPI score I
ol %] Scenario Random GP OpenTuner BestConfig I CGP I
Cassandra Ramp  —0.99 +£0.00 —0.90+0.05 —0.01=+0.12 0.01 £ 0.17 0.70 £ 0.07
10! Cassandra Peaks —0.99 £0.01 —0.94 £ 0.03 0.01 £0.09 -0.38 £0.16 0.47 £0.15
MongoDB Ramp  —0.92 + 0.02 0.13 +£0.37 0.18 +0.13 0.07 +£0.21 0.74 +0.11
MongoDB Peaks —0.92+0.01 —0.14 £0.26 0.21 £0.10 —0.04 x£0.18 0.76 £ 0.04
Cassandra Ramp —0.98 £0.01 —0.96+0.02 —0.47+0.13 —0.57 £ 0,10 0.14 £ 0.10
103 Cassandra Peaks —0.98 +0.01 —0.95+0.02 -0.44+0.13 —0.52+0.10 0.08 £ 0.11
MongoDB Ramp  —-0.91+0.02 -091+0.06 -009+0.13 -0.07+0.15 0.16 £ 0.06
MongoDB Peaks —0.91+0.02 —0.87+0.13 —0.16+0.12 -0.12+0.10 0.15 £ 0.07
Cassandra Ramp  —0.69 £0.03 —-0.73+0.05 —0.25+0.15 —0.28+0.11 0.32 £0.04
104 Cassandra Peaks —0.68 +0.03 —0.73+0.03 —0.20+0.24 —0.27 +0.07 0.34 £ 0.04
MongoDB Ramp  —0.43 +£0.03 —0.37 £ 0.05 0.01 +0.08 0.04 +0.08 0.35 £ 0.07
MongoDB Peaks —0.42+0.02 —0.33 +0.07 0.05 +0.09 0.10 = 0.10 0.34 £ 0.05
Cassandra Ramp  —0.53 £ 0.04 —0.57 = 0.07 0.23 +£0.25 0.07 £0.13 0.48 £ 0.06
105 Cassandra Peaks —0.52+0.04 —0.58 = 0.05 0.24 +£0.20 0.18 = 0.11 0.44 £ 0.03
MongoDB Ramp 0.46 +0.02 0.46 £ 0.05 0.58 £0.03 0.58 £ 0.09 0.63 £ 0.02
MongoDB Peaks 0.49 + 0.02 0.47 +£0.04 0.61 +0.03 0.61 +£0.04 0.66 £ 0.02
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