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Abstract—Fault-tolerance techniques for stream processing to minimize the recovery latency as much as possible, it is
engines can be categorized into passive and active appro@sh  often more efficient to use an active approach, which typical
A typical passive approach periodically checkpoints a proessing  yses one backup node to replicate the tasks running on each

task’s runtime states and can recover a failed task by restang its processing node. When a node fails, its backup node can
runtime state using its latest checkpoint. On the other handan quickly take over with minimal latency.

active approach usually employs backup nodes to run replidad
tasks. Upon failure, the active replica can take over the proessing Even though there are abundant fault-tolerance techniques
of the failed task with minimal latency. However, both appreaches iy SPEs, developing an MPSPE_[24] poses great challenges
have their own inadequacies in Massively Parallel Stream Rr- to the problem. First of all, in a large cluster, there are
cessing Engines (MPSPE). The passive approach incurs a 1ong nfien two different types of failures: independent failaned
recovery latency especially when a number of correlated naeb correlated failure[[10], [21]. Previous studies mostly ised

fail simultaneously, while the active approach requires etxa . : -
replication resources. In this paper, we propose a new fault on independent failure that happens at a single node. @teckl

tolerance framework, which is Passive and Partially ActivePPA).  failures are usually caused by failures of switches, reuter
In a PPA scheme, the passive approach is applied to all tasks and power facilities, and will involve a number of nodes
while only a selected set of tasks will be actively replicate  failing simultaneously. With such failures, one has to kexo
The number of actively replicated tasks depends on the avaible  a large number of failed tasks and temporarily run them on
resources. If tasks without active replicas fail, tentatie outputs  an additional set of standby nodes before the failed ones are
will be generated before the completion of the recovery proess.  recovered. Using a passive fault tolerance approach, ose ha
We also propose effective and efficient algorithms to optine {5 keep the standby nodes running even their utilizatioous |
taenF;Z{it\l/aglyoﬁgtllj\g r\‘/evrg'ﬁﬁg)lgmp;i?eéo PnI;zXICTnIZteOShif qSut(ajlll;[‘l)’], Oa_fn most of the time in order to avoid the unacceptable overhéad o
open-source MPSPE and conducted extensive experiments ngi St.amng them at recovery time. Furthermore, as CheCkS@m
both real and synthetic datasets to verify the effectivenasof our  different nodes are often created asynchronously, masgive
approach. chronizations have to be performed during recovery. Tloeeef
it could be difficult to meet the user requirements on recpver
latency even with a relatively high checkpoint frequency.

I. INTRODUCTION ) )
On the other hand, while an active fault-tolerance approach

There is a recently emerging interest in building Massivelycan achieve a lower recovery latency, it could be too costly
Parallel Stream Processing Engines (MPSPE), such as Storfor a large-scale computation. Consider a large-scalerstre
[24], and Spark Streamirig[26], which make use of largeescalcomputation that is parallelized ontt)0 nodes, one may
computing clusters to process continuous queries over fasiot be able to afford another00 backup nodes for active
data streams. Such continuous queries often run for a vemeplication.
long time and would unavoidably experience various system
failures, especially in a large-scale cluster. As it isicait to Y X ; )
provide continuous query results without significant damet ~ Plications which prefer query outputs being generated mdgo
in many data stream applications, fault-tolerance teafesgn time even if the outputs are computed based on incomplete

Stream Processing Engines (SPES) [3], [26] have aédac inputs. This kind of applications usually _require chtiuao _
a lot of attention. query output for real-time opportune decision-making or vi

sualization. Consider a community-based navigation seyvi

Existing fault-tolerance techniques for SPEs can be genwhich collects and aggregates user-contributed traffia dat
erally categorized as passive and active approachés [13]. | a real-time fashion and then continuously provides naiggat
typical passive approach, the runtime states of tasks will bsuggestions to the users. Failure of some processing nodes
periodically extracted as checkpoints and stored at @iffer could result in losing some user-contributed data. Theegyst
locations. Upon failure, the state of a failed task can bsored  while waiting for the failed nodes to recover, can continue
from its latest checkpoint. While one can in general tune théo help drivers plan their routes based on the incomplete
checkpoint frequency to achieve trade-offs between theafos inputs. Other examples of such applications are like indrus
checkpoint and the recovery latency, the checkpoint freque detections, online visualization of real-time data streastc.
should be limited to avoid high checkpoint overhead, whichAlerts of events matching the intrusion attack patterngto-i
affects the system performance. Hence recovery latency igraphics generated over incomplete inputs are still megnin
usually significant in a passive approach. When one want® the users and should be generated without any major delay.

Another challenge is that there exist some time-critical ap
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Consider the long recovery latency for a large-scale catedl A. Data and Query Model

failure, the lack of trade-offs between recovery latency an . - .
result quality would not be able to fulfill the requirements o . As In existing MPSPESEB.“]' We assume that a data item
these applications is modeled as a key-value pair. Without loss of generality, t

' key of a data item is assumed to be a string and the value is

To address the aforementioned challenges, we proposedblob in an arbitrary form that is opaque to the system.
new fault-tolerance scheme for MPSPEs, which is Passive

. ; A query execution plan in MPSPEs typically consists
and Partially Active .(PPA)‘ In a PPA scheme, a numperof multiple operators, each being parallelized onto mlgtip
of standby nodes will be used to prepare for recoverie

from both independent and correlated failures. Checkpoint?JrOCeSSing nodes based on the key of input data. Each operato

of the processing nodes will be stored at the standby nod is assumed to be a user-defined function. We model such
periodically. Rather than keeping them mostly idled as in ery plan as a topology of the paraliel tasks of all the query

. o aoperators. By modeling each task as a vertex and the data
purely passive approach, we opportunistically employ then?Iow between each pair of tasks as a directed edge, the query

for active replications for a selected subset of the runninqOpology can be represented as a Directed Acyclic Graph
tasks. In this way, we can provide very fast recovery for the(DAG). Figure[1 shows an example query topology. Each task
tasks with active replicas. Furthermore, when the failegtksa represents the workload of an operator that is assigned to a

co?taltn th.?r?e W'Ft'om aﬁt'\;]e repI|ca§6|PP_IAhprowdel:;staUve th processing node in the cluster and all the tasks that belong t
outputs with quaiity as high as possible. 1he results can Ny, g5me operator will conduct the same computation.
be rectified after the passive recovery process has beehdihis

using similar techniques proposed [d [3]. In general, PPA is An operator can subscribe to the outputs from multiple
more flexible in utilizing the available resources than aepur operators except for itself. The output stream of every task
active approach, and in the meantime can provide tentativeill be partitioned into a set of substreams using a paricul
outputs with a higher quality than a purely passive one. partitioning function, which divides the keys of a stream
) o o ) into multiple key partitions and splits the stream into sub-

In this paper, we focus on optimizing utilizing available streams based on these key partitions. For each task, the inp
resources for active replication in PPA, i.e. deciding whic g hstreams received from the tasks belonging to the same
tasks should be included for active replication. In summarypstream neighboring operator will constitute an inpugastn.
we have made the following contributions in this paper:  Therefore, the number of input streams of a task is up to the

(1) We present PPA, a passive but partially active fault—number of its upstream neighboring operators.

tolerance scheme for a MPSPE. Similar to [28], we consider the following four common

2 A isting MPSPES often invol defined f partitioning situations between two neighboring operstior
(2) As existing S often involve user defined TUNc-5 \pSPE. In the following descriptions, we consider an

tions whose semantics are not easily available to the SySter[]pstream operator containiny, tasks and a downstream
we propose a simple yet effective metric, referred to aswdutp operator containingV, tasks.

fidelity, to estimate the quality of the tentative outputs.
e One-to-oneeach upstream task only sends data to a single

~ (3) We propose an optimal dynamic programming algo-  downstream task and a downstream task only receives
rithms and several heuristic algorithms to determine which data from a single upstream task.
tasks to actively replicate for a given query topology. e Split each upstream task sends dataMg, 2 < M, <

N>, downstream tasks and each downstream task only
receives data from a single upstream task.

e Merge each upstream task sends data to only one down-
stream task and each downstream task receives data from
My, 2 < My < Ni, upstream tasks.

e Full: each upstream task sends data to\alldownstream
tasks.

(4) We implement our approach in an open-source MPSPE,
namely Storm [[24] and perform an extensive experimental
study on an Amazon EC2 cluster using both real and syn-
thetic datasets. The results suggest that by adopting PRA, t
accuracy of tentative outputs are significantly improvethwi
limited amount of replication resources.

B. PPA Replication Plan

Given a topology7 and its whole set of tasks\, a

II. SYSTEM MODEL

01 PPA replication plan forl" consists of two parts: a passive
,@ s replication plan that covers all the tasksAf and a partially
0, active replication plan which covers a subset/ef, denoted

ts2 ta as P. With the passive replication plan, checkpoints will be

periodically created for all the tasks and stored at theditan
nodes. For a task, its checkpoint consists @f’'s computation
state and output buffer. After a checkpoint is extracteanfro
t;, its upstream neighboring tasks will be notified to prune
the unnecessary data from their output buffers. The buffer
. _ _ trimming should guarantee that iffails, its computation state
gi'géréht nﬁmtgggo(%yt;;‘fst consists of operators Q1,02,03,04) With  can pe recovered by loading its latest checkpoint and reyjay

‘ the output buffers in its upstream tasks. On the other hamd, f

tas taz
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eacht; € P, an active replica will be created, which will As described in the query model, an input stream of a task
receive the same input data and perform the same processintpy consist of multiple substreams, which are sourced from
ast;'s primary copy. tasks belonging to the same upstream neighboring operator.

. ) . . Suppose thatS?” consists of a set of substrearbg”. For
Upon failures, the actively replicated tasks will be re- eagr?substreaw c U denoting its rate agmsgnd its
covered immediately using their active replicas, mearsvhil . B, Sk 0,5 9 Sk

the tasks that are only passively replicated will be restore information loss adLs,, then the information loss o7} is
from their latest checkpoints. When there are some faile§@lculated as:
tasks belonging tovt — P, tentative outputs will be produced JLin — s

before they are fully recovered. Such tentative outputs teav GV seU
degraded quality due to the loss of input data that otherwise 2 s Asi
should be processed by the failed tasks belongingte- P.
We present how to optimize the partially active replicafiten
to maximize the quality of tentative outputs and the detaiils
the system implementation in the following sections.

ZSkGUZ'Zi Ask IL

(1)

Meanwhile, the output stream of task S?“*, can be split
into a set of substreams, denoted/2&'*. For each substream
sk belonging toD¢“!, its information loss is estimated to be
equal toS¢“, i.e. IL,, = IL{".

I1l. PROBLEM FORMULATION Figure[2 depicts an example topology as well as the rate
] ) of each output streaml.L$}* represents the information loss
A. Quality of Tentative Outputs of output streamS3i* caused by the failure of task,. We

Previous works on load sheddirig [2].[16] have studied howdistinguish two situations and use this example to illusttbe
to evaluate the quality of query outputs in case of lost ofitnp calculation of information loss of a task’s output stream.
data. Their models assume full knowledge of the semantics of

individual operators and hence can estimate the outputtgual @ A =10 1LY =0
in a relatively precise way. However, in existing MPSPEsghsu =5 gpew — o
as Storm, operators are often opaque to the system and may @ 2 2=
contain complex user-defined functions written in impeti g =15 ILg =0
programming languages. The existing models thereforeatann @ 25— 10 o — 1
be easily applied. In our first attempt, we have tried to deriv 2 2~
output accuracy models composed by some generic functions, @ ILgM =2

which should be chosen or provided by the users according to
the semantics of the operators. We found that this appra@ach
not very user friendly and it may be very difficult for a user
to provide such functions for a complicated operator.

Therefore, we strive to design a model that requires users Correlated-Input Operator. O, performs computations
to provide minimum information of an operator’'s semantia, b over the join results of its input streams. For example, sspp
yet is effective in estimating the quality of tentative autp O3 in Figure[2 is a join operator. Without further semantic
More specifically, we propose a metric, call®ditput Fidelity  information of O3, we consider the effective input @f; as
(OF), which is roughly equal to the ratio of the source inputthe Cartesian product of its input streams, whose rate ialequ
that can contribute to tentative outputs. This is based en thto (A%} , - A%} ,) and its information loss can be computed
assumption that the accuracy of tentative outputs incsseite ~ as [1 — (1 — IL%},) - (1 — 1LY} ,)]. By assuming that the
more complete input and a PPA plan with a higher OF valuénformation loss ofts;’s output should be equal to that of
would incur more accurate tentative outputs. its input stream, we can getLgy = % In summary, the
information loss oft;’s output stream can be calculated as:

,:ig. 2. Anillustrating topology with task failure, Whebé;}_l = )\j”l‘t-i-)\‘l’gt
andAji , = A3yt + gy,

1) Operator Output Loss Modelit is the sink operator
that produces the final outputs of a topology. As task fadure »
can happen at any position within the topology, we need to JLowt — 1 H (1 B IL?”-) @)
propagate the information losses incurred by any failek tas g : hJ
the output of the sink operator. Suppose taskin Figure[2 is =1
failed, we need to transform the input losstgf into its output
loss. In this subsection, we propose the operator outpst los,,,
model, which estimates the information loss of an operator’
output based on the information loss of its input. In the nex
subsection, we present the precise definition of OF.

Independent-Input Operator. O, does not compute joins
er input streams. 103 in Figure[2 is an independent-input
operator, the effective input af; is considered as the union
bof its input streams, whose rate is equal (8] ; + A%7 ,)
and its input loss can be calculated AéélJif};ﬁifiﬂ'l%i’z.

31,1 31,2
Similar to the correlated-input operator, we also assuraé th
the information loss ofs;’s ouptut should be equal to that of
its input stream. Then we have, in this examplggyt = 1

In following descriptions, the set of input streams of task
t; are denoted a§S;"1, 5", ..., ;" }, where the rate of;",
is represented a&;"; and its information loss is referred to
1

as IL;;. The rate oft;’'s output streamS7*”, is referred to | general, the information loss @f's output stream can be
as \?"*, and its information loss is denoted &&2“*. If ¢;  cglculated as follows:

is failed, its output will be lost and L“* will be set asl. P \in . ppin
Otherwise, we calculateL?** based on the information losses JLout — izl Cip T ip
of ¢;'s input streams. ! 1 AV

®3)



Recall that one of the design principles is to request as Algorithm 1: Dynamic Programming: AN CORRELAT-
little information of the operators’ semantics as possible EDFAILURE(R)
distinguish the aforementioned two types of operators §imp Input: Amount of available resources;
because the characteristics of their effective inputs amy v Outpljt: Replication planP: '
different. With such distinction, the OF metric can be estiead 1 CPy + 0; usage + 0; SC + {CPy};
much more precisely. /* CPy:initial replication plan;

SC:candidate plan set; */

2 while usage + + < R do

2) Output Fidelity: With the operator output loss model,

the output information Iosses_ of tasks in_the sink operator , foreach candidate planC'P; in SC do
can be calculated by conducting a depth-first traversal ef th , dif « usage — |CPj;
topology, which starts from the tasks in the source opesator /% |CPi| is the number of replicated
and ends at the tasks in the sink operator. tasks in CP; and dif is the number
. . f tasks that be added to CP;
By denoting the sink operator of topolo@yasOs;y,, and Zt tiissste;; can be added to /
the set of tasks belonging ;.. as {t1,ts,....ta, }, The 5 UT; + { MC-treetr | tr ¢ CP;};
output fidelity of topologyl’, OFr, is defined as: 6 u; < max{nonrep_tasks(tr,CP,) | tr € UT;};
M, \out out /* nonrep_tasks(tr,CP;) returns the
OFr =1 — Zi:l )‘i 'ILz‘ (4) number of non-replicated tasks of
T ZMﬁ Aout MC-tree tr in CP;; */
=17 7 if dif < wu; then
B. Problem Statement 8 foreach MC-treetr; € {tr | tr ¢
CP; & nonrep_tasks(tr;, CP;) == dif} do
Before presenting the problem definition, we introduce a o CPj <~ CP; Utry;
concept:Minimal Complete Treewhich is also referred to as 10 if CP; ¢ SC then
MC-tree for simplicity in the following sections. 1 | Add CP; to SC;
12 elseRemoveCP; from SC;

Definition 1. MINIMAL COMPLETE TREE (MC-TREE): A 13 P « the candidate plan i®C with the maximal OF value.
minimal complete tree is a tree-structured subgraph of the ReturnP;

topology DAG. The source vertices of this subgraph corre-

spond to tasks from the source operators and its sink vestex i

a task from an output operator. A minimal complete tree canepjicated can produce tentative outputs. The optimiatio
continuously contribute to final outputs if and only if ait ,pjective is to maximize the value of OF with limited amount
tasks are alive. of resources used for active replication.

Taking the topology in FigurEl1 for instance,f; is an A, Dynamic Programming
independent-input operator, tasks{in1, t31,%41} can consti-
tute an MC-tree and there are in toteb MC-trees in the
topology. However, ifO3 is a correlated-input operatots,
cannot produce any output if either; or t5; fails. Hence
tasks in{t11,t21, 31,41} can constitute an MC-tree and the
number of MC-trees in the topology is equal&o

We first present a dynamic programming algorithm that
can generate an optimal replication plan for correlateldifai
As has been introduced in sectién 1ll-B, we take MC-tree
as the basic unit for replication candidates in the algorith
Details of this algorithm are presented in Algoritfin 1. It is
essentially a bottom-up dynamic programming algorithm. We

Based on Definitior[]1, if failures of tasks in an MC- incrementally increase the number of resources to be used fo
Tree occur, it will only continue propagating data to theksin active replication and enumerate the possible expansicthg o
operator if and only if all of its failed tasks are actively plans produced in the previous step. Assuming the minimum
replicated. Suppose topolody consists of a set of operators size of MC-trees ig, one can obtain the first set of replication
O1,02,...,0y and the available resources can be used tglans, referred to asC, by replicatingr tasks. At this step,
actively replicate? tasks @ < |[M|, where M is all the each plan inSC contains exactly one MC-tree. Note that the
tasks ofT’), then the problem of optimizing a partially active MC-trees that have not been added to a candidate @IBn

replication plan is defined as follows: may also have replicated tasks if they share some tasks with
Definition 2. PARTIALLY ACTIVE PLAN: Given a query another MC-tree withirC'p;.

topology 7', chooseR tasks for active replication such that, At the next iteration of the while loop starting at line
the output fidelity of the partial topology that is composéd 02, we increase the resource usage byWe scan through
the actlvely repllcated MC-trees i is maximized. each candidate p|aﬂ:’R c SC to see if there is an MC-

_ ] _ ) _ treetr; ¢ C'P; that contains a number of non-replicated tasks

This problem_ is NP-hard, as it can be pollnqm@lly reducedwhich is equal tousage — |C P;|, where|C'P;| is the number

from the Set-Union Knapsack Problem [8], which is NP-hard.of replicated tasks irC'P;. For each MC-tree satisfying this

condition, we create a new candidate pla#; (line 9) such

V. ACTIVE REPLICATION OPTIMIZATION that CP; <~ C'P; Utr;. If CP; has no duplicate ir5C, then

. : it will be inserted intoSC'. The algorithm will continue until
Recall that we consider the worst case scenario for a . o
) . ; . . Usage is equal to the limitR.
correlated failure, i.e. there is at least one failed task in
every MC-tree. Before the completion of the passive regover  The cost of scanning throughC can be reduced by

process, only the MC-trees whose failed tasks are activelyemoving a candidate pla@'P; from SC if all its possible



Algorithm 2: GREEDY(R) Inspired by this, we design a structure-aware algorithm tita .
each step, rather than enumerating all the possible exp@nsi
of a candidate plan, only expands it with an MC-tree that can

Input: The amount of available resourc&s

Output: Replication planP ) . ! .
Initialize: AS « 0 incur the greatest increase in OF per resource unit.

1

2 foreach Taskt; ¢ P do

X A « the vzlue of OF if onlyt; fails: Unfortunately,_even_ suc_h a greedy approach may fall short

. AS « ASU{A); under the following situation. Consider a topology that

s Sort AS in ascending order: consists of a sequence bfoperators and all the operators use

6 TS « set of tasks whose corresponding OF values are among FUk” partitioning, the number of MC-trees withifi is equal to
top-R in AS; [1;—, M;, where); is the number of tasks of operato¥. In

7P« PUTS; such a topology, the number of MC-trees will grow very fast

8 ReturnP with increasing number of operators. Therefore, even adyree

search among the possible combinations of MC-trees would
not perform well.

expansions have been considered. More precisely, reféye To solve this problem, we firstly decompose a general
from SC' if the maximum number of non-replicated tasks of topology into two types of topologies, namely full topolesi
the MC-trees not included i@’ P; is less than the difference and structured topologies, and then optimize them sepwrate
between the available resource at the current iterati@n, i. The definitions of these two types of topologies are as faitow
usage, and the current number of replicated task§'iR; (lines

7 and12). After the while loop is finished, the candidate plan
with the maximal OF inSC' will be returned.

e Structured topology is defined as a topology where only
the operators, that produce outputs of this topology, can
have a Full partitioning function and the others have other

The upper bound of the complexity of this algorithm is types of partitioning functions.
O (27), where T is the number of MC-trees in the query e Full topology is defined as a topology that all of its
topology, which varies with the topology structures and dias operators have a Full partitioning function.

upper bound of)(M*), whereN is the number of operators

and M is the average degree of parallelization of operators ' he€ rest of this section is organized as follows: firstly, we
in T. The following theorem states the optimality of this present the algorithms generating PPA plans for structured
topologies and full topologies respectively. Then we will

gynaml_c programing algorithm, the proof is skipped due tOexplainthe structure-aware algorithm, which generate £PA
pace limitation. I =

o plan for a general topology by decomposing it into several
Theorem 1. Let P be the replication plan produced by sub-topologies, each being either a structured topologg or
Algorithm[1 andP; be a different replication plan. l0Fp, >  full topology.
OFp, then the resource usage Bfis always equal to or less

than that ofP,. 1) Algorithm for Structured TopologyAlthough we define

structured topology such that Full partitioning only egigh
the output operators, the number of MC-trees in a structured
B. Greedy Algorithm topology could still be very large. Consider the situatibatt
_ ) a taskt; receivesN,, input streams and producé€,,; output

We present a greedy algorithm. For each task in the&treams, there will be at least;, * N,,, MC-trees containing
topology, the greedy algorithm will calculate the OF of they, |n addition, if ¢; joins N, substreams from operatd;
topology by only failing this task. A task whose failure wdul  with N, substreams from operat@;, the number of MC-
lead to a smaller OF will be assigned a higher priority fortrees containing; will at least be equal tav, - N;. To avoid
replication. We present the details of this greedy algotith  pad performance due to the large number of MC-trees, we
Algorlthm D, which will first rank all the t_aSkS in a_SCEnqing Sp“t a structured t0p0|ogy into mu|t|p|e units such thaithin
order based on the OF calculated by their respective failure 3 ynit, the number of MC-trees is equal to the maximal number
Then it will iterate to choose the corresponding task thaildlo  of input substreams among the operators of this unit. We refe
cause the minimal OF among all the remaining non-replicate¢h an MC-tree in a unit asegmento differentiate it from the
tasks in the set1S. concept of a complete MC-tree in the topology.

The complexity of the greedy algorithm ©(N - M), |
where the notations are defined in Section IV-A. Although

this complexity is much lower than that of the dynamic | Boundary
programming algorithm, it fails to consider whether theksas [ 01 O |—-[ O3 | :
in the replication plan could form complete MC-trees, which Merge Split Spiit Merge

will damage its performance especially when the number of
i . ; ; . (@ (b)

active replicated tasks is small. The experimental redults

section VI-B can verify this defect of the greedy algorithm. Fig. 3. Examples of splitting structured topologies intoitsinO3 in

Figure[3(D) is a join operator.
C. Structure-Aware Algorithm I S .
9 The situation of multiple input streams and multiple output

The dynamic programming algorithm searches for thestreams occurs on the task who has an input stream partitione

optimal plan by selecting a subset of MC-trees for replarati with Merge and an output stream partitioned with Split, & uni

under the resource constraint to maximize the value of OFboundary will be set between this operator and its upstream



Algorithm 3: PLAN STRUCTUREDTOPOLOGY(P, R, T)

Algorithm 4: PLANFuLLToPoLoGY(P, R, T)

1
2
3

Input: An initial plan P; The amount of available resources

R; Topology T';
Output: Replication planP;
usage = 0; S, < Set of the units split from topolog¥’;
foreach Unit U; € S,, do
| Build segment set;
while usage < R do
Candidates + 0 ;

[

w

Input: Initial replication planP; Amount of available
resourcesR; Topology T';

Output: Replication PlarP?

Initialize: usage + 0;

N < Number of operators;

Sort the set of tasks; of each operato©; based on the OF

increasey;; , of tasks;

if P=0& N < R then

foreach O; do

4
5
6 foreach Unit U; € S, do
7
8
9

foreach non-replicated segmeny; € U; do 6 Let p;x be the node inS; that has the largest OF
CG; < {g:}; increased;;;
if OFp = OFpuca; then 7 P+ PuU {pik}; Si +— S; — {pik};
10 Conduct a BFS fronU; to traverse all the 8 usage = N,
units: 9 if P=0& N > R then returnP;
11 foreach visited unitU; during the BFSdo 10 while usage < R do
12 Segmenty; + max_of (U;) ; 11 Candidates + 0;
/* max_of (U;) returns the 12 foreach O; do
segment in Uj;, which is 13 Let p;x be the node inS; that has the largest OF
connected with segment in increased;;
CG; and has the maximal 14 Candidates + Candidates U P; U {px };
OF with U; treated as an 15 Pj < max_accuracy_plan(Candidates);
independent topology; / 16 S« S; —{pjr}; P < Pj; usage + +;
13 if |CGi|+ |g;] < usage then 17 ReturnP;
14 | CGi:CGiUgj;
15 else Stop the BFS;
16 Candidates < Candidates U CG;;

After finishing the scanning of all units, we get a candidate
pool consisting of a number of segment sets, each containing
one or more segments. We use a profit density function to
rank the candidates. The profit density of a candidafg, is
calculated aOFpyca, — OFp)/|CGk|, whereOFp is the
OF value of planP, OFpycq, is the OF value after expanding
P by replicating segment i€ Gy,. |CGk| is the number of
non-replicated tasks withi@'G,. The plan in the candidate
neighboring operator using Merge partitioning. For insggn pool with the maximum profit density will be merged with
a unit boundary is set betwea®;, and O, in the topology the input planP and returned. The complexity of Algorithm
in Figure[3(@). The situation that a task joins multiple inpu B is equal toO(R - N - M? - E), where R is the amount of
substreams from one operator with substreams from otheavailable replication resourced] is the number of operators,
operators happens on the tasks of join operators that have &f represents the average degree of parallelization of aperat
least one input stream partitioned with Merge. As illustcat in 7', and E is the number of neighboring unit pairs.
in Figure[3(D), a unit boundary is set betwe@n and Oj.

17 Find CGope from Candidates such that the following
value is maximized{OFpuca,,, — OFp)/|CGoptl;

18 P =P N CGopt; usage = usage + |CGoptl;

19 if CGopt # 0 then returnP;

20 Remove the completely replicated units frdn;

21 ReturnP;

2) Algorithm for Full Topology: Each task within a full
Note that, with such a decomposed topology, replicating dopology will send input data to all the tasks that belongt$o i
segment is beneficial only if all the other segments withim th downstream neighboring operators. We propose an algorithm

same complete MC-tree are also replicated. In other wordgpr full topology as illustrated in Algorithril4. The basiceid

we should avoid enumerating plans that replicate a set off this algorithm is that, within any operator, we alwaysfpre

disconnected segments. to replicate the task that will bring the maximum increase of

The details of the alaorithm for structured tool OF under the assumption that all the other tasks that belong
€ details of tne aigorithm for structured topology ar€, the same operator are failed and the tasks that belong to

presented in Algorithnil3. The algorithm searches througlynor gherators are alive. We denote the increase of OF by

the units generated from input topology. Within uit, if eplicating taskt;; asd;;. If the input planP is empty, we

the set of non-replicated segments is not empty, we Ch.ec#rst select one task from each operator that has the lafgest

whether replicating these segments will increase the f'naémong all the tasks in this operator and put it ifto(lines

output accuracy (lin®). Note that this wiII_onIy be true if this 4—7). If P is not empty, we iterate and sele@ttasks that have
segment can form a complete MC-tree with the other rePhtate!frger OF increases, i.6;;, , than other tasks in the topology

segments within the current plan. Each of such segments wi ; . -~ . :
be put into a candidate pool (links). If the segmeny; does _ %%rﬁ)twmth;rg(wqpé)lmv?,ié?e Rlii‘).tg—e? Z;%Tﬁ:eg;tgvogilg]bllse
not enhance the plan’s OF, we conduct a BFS (Breadth-fqu?eplication resources ,anN is the number of operators
search) starting front/; and traversing through all the units in '
Topology T. The BFS is terminated untikage is less then the 3) Solution for General TopologyWith the above algo-
non-replicated tasks i6’G;. Finally, every unit visited during rithms for specific topology structures, we divide a general
the BFS contributes a segmentd@ts; and the segments from topology into several sub-topologies and then use the cor-
neighboring units are connected (line%— 15). Then we put responding algorithms according to the type of each sub-
such a set of segments as one candidate in the candidate pawipology to generate the replication plans. We require #bat



Algorithm 5: STRUCTUREAWARE(R,T)

Input: The amount of available resourc&s Topology T';
Output: Partial replication plarP;

1 Initialize: decompose the complete topologyinto
sub-topologiesT'S1,TSo, ... ;

2 P+ 0, Sa<+ 0, usage < 0;

3 if R < Number of operators i’ then

either full topologies or structured topologies. Then tkgoa
rithm runs in multiple iterations. Within each iteratiomnwill

try to get a replication plan from each sub-topology andctele
the one with the maximum profit density (liné$ — 17). The
loop will be terminated when there is no more resource to
replicate a complete MC-tree. The algorithm’s complexgy i
equal toO(R - N - M? - E), where the notations are defined

4 ReturnP ;

5 foreach Sub-Topologyl'S; do in Section IV=C1.

6 N; + Number of operators ifl’S;;

7 P, + PlanSubTopology (0, R;, TS;); P + P + P;;

8 P! + PlanSubTopology (P;, R;, T'S;); V. SYSTEM IMPLEMENTATION

OFp/—OFp,

o | Ci |P| =P Ai = —5— A. Framework

10 Put A; into S4 in descending ordersage+ = N;;

11 while usage < R do S———

12 LastUsage < usage; j < 1; ILJib_SL:TS_SITI Storm Master

13 while j < |Sa|do

14 A; < jth value inSa4; j + +; Recovery ._.| Nimbus |‘_. PPA Plan

15 if C; +wusage < R then Manager Manager

16 Use P; to replaceP; in P; . )

17 Calcufate newC;, A;. InsertA; into Sa in — Storm
) descending order; break; Replication Manager Worker

18 if usage = lastUsage then break;

19 ReturnP; == ==

Function: PlanSubTopology (P, N;, T)  [nPut = Storm Base >, Output|

20 if T is a full topologythen
21 | P <« PLANFuULLTOPOLOGY(P,N;, T);

22 else P < PLANSTRUCTUREDTOPOLOGY(P, N;, T)); Fig. 5. System Framework

We implemented our system on top of Storm. In comparing
o , ) . to Spark Streaming, which processes data in a micro-bajchin
least one partitioning function between any two neightrin gnnroach, Storm will process an input tuple once it arrives
sub-topologies is Full and the amount of sub-topologies iy thus can achieve sub-second end-to-end processingyate
m|n|m|zed_. The reason be.hlnd this requirement is to makeys shown in FigurdJs, the nimbus in the Storm master node
the selection of the replication segments in the sub-t@pe®  45signs tasks to the Storm worker nodes and monitoring the
independent from each other. failures. On receiving a job, the nimbus will transfer theegu
topology to the PPA plan manager, which will generate a
=7 Tsplit~ PPA recovery plan under the constraint of resource usage
N of active replication. The PPA recovery plan consists of two
\ parts: a completely passive standby plan and a partiallyeact
I replication plan. Based on the PPA recovery plan, the raplic
tion manager in the worker nodes will create checkpoints to
passively replicate the whole query topology. Checkpairilis
be stored onto a set of standby nodes. The replication manage
will create active replicas for the tasks that are includethe
partially active replication plan. The active replicas sapport

fast failure recovery and will also be deployed onto the ditgn
Fig. 4. Example of splitting a topology into sub topologies. nodes.

The split algorithm explores the topology using multiple ~©Once a failure is detected by the nimbus, The recovery
depth-first searches (DFS). At the beginning, only the sinkManager in the Storm master node will decide how to recover
operator of the given topology is in the start point sgp.  the failed tasks based on the PPA replication plan. For the
At each iteration, we will pick an operata®,, from SP and ~ tasks that are actively replicated, the recovery managkr wi
build a sub-topology by performing a DFS starting frem. If ~ hotify the nimbus to recover them using their active replica
the DFS arrives at an operat® whose partitioning function Such that the tentative results could be produced as soon as
is incompatible with the type of the current sub-topology, i Possible. The failed tasks that are passively replicateidbei
will not further traverseO,’s downstream operators ar@;  recovered with their latest checkpoints.
will not be added to the current sub-topology but instead
be put into SP. Finally the algorithm will terminate until B. PPA Fault Tolerance
SP is empty. Figuré ¥ presents an example general topology,

\évrt]éc{hof g(:cg?}posed into two sub-topologi¢et, 02, Oz} o il pe periodically created and stored at the standby
T ' nodes. We adopted the batch processing approach [26] to
We present details of the correlated-failure optimizationguarantee the processing ordering of inputs during regover
algorithm for a general topology in Algorithiial 5, which is is identical to that before the failure. With this approaiciput
referred to as the Structure Aware algorithm. The algorithnmtuples are divided into a consecutive set of batches. A task
first decomposes the topology into sub-topologies which arevill start processing a batch after it receives all its infuytles

Passive Replicationln PPA, checkpoints of the processing



belonging the current batch. This is ensured by waiting elbat replicas for another set of tasks. Deactivating the acépiicas
over punctuation from each of its upstream neighboringsask can be implemented by terminating their processing andsele
Tuples within a batch will be processed in a predefined rounding their occupied resources. To generate new active gglic
robin order. The effect of batch size on the system perfoo@an we can send the corresponding checkpoints to the destinatio
has been researched in previous wark [6]. nodes and initialize the state of the active replicas bygisin
the checkpoints. The newly started active replicas wilenee
€he buffered outputs from their upstream neighboring tasks
and then start the processing. Eventually, the newly gésera
active replicas will catch up with the progress of their pmn
copies. Dynamic plan adaptation is not implemented in the
current version of our system, which is part of our future kvor

A single point failure can be recovered by restarting th
failed task, loading its latest checkpoint and replayirsguip-
stream tasks’ buffered data. The downstream tasks willtsidp
duplicated output from the recovering task until the endhef t
recovery phase. While recovering a correlated failure,tdsk
and its upstream neighboring task are failed simultangousl
and its checkpoint is made later than its upstream peers’, th
recovery of the downstream task can only be started after its V1. EVALUATION
upstream peer has caught up with the processing progress. In
other words, synchronizations have to be carried out among,,
the neighboring tasks.

The experiments are run over the Amazon EC2 platform.
build a cluster consisting of 36 instances, of which 35
m1l.medium instances are used as the processing nodes and one
Active Replication. If task ¢ has an active replic, the ~ cl.xlarge instance is set as the Storm master node. He@rtbea
output buffer oft’ will store the output tuples produced by are used to detect node failures in a 5-second interval. The
processing the same input in the same sequentel@ss. The recovery latency is calculated as the time interval between
downstream tasks df will subscribe the outputs from both ~ the moment that the failure is detected and the instant when
andt’. By default, the output of is turned off. To reduce the the failed task is recovered to its processing progressréefo
buffer size ont/, its primary,t, will periodically notify ¢’ about  failure. The processing progress of a task is defined as arect
the latest output progress and the latter can then trim tisubu  Each field of the progress vector contains the sequence mumbe
buffer. If ¢ is failed,’ will start sending data to the downstream of the latest processed tuple from a specific input stream of
tasks oft. The downstream tasks will eliminate the duplicatedthe task. A failed task is marked as recovered if the values of
tuples fromt’ by recognizing their sequence numbers. Theall the fields in its current progress vector are larger than o
batch processing strategy can guarantee an identicalgzioge equal to the values of the corresponding fields of the pragres
order between the primary and active replica of a task. vector before failure. Additional information of the exjpeent

) . ._configuration will be presented in the following sections.
Tentative Outputs. As checkpoint-based recovery requires

replaying the buffered data and synchronizations among the .
connected tasks and hence incurs significant recoverydgten A- Recovery Efficiency

PPA has the option to continue producing tentative results One-to-one Merge
once the actively replicated tasks are recovered. Recall th

. . . . S o (0] (o] ()
during normal processing, a task will only start processing
batch after receiving the batch-over punctuations fronofalis Merge Merge

upstream neighboring tasks. If any of its upstream neighigor

tasks fails, the recovery manager in the Storm master nodgg. 6. Topology used in the experiments of recovery efficjein the scale
will generate the necessary batch-over punctuations fuseth ©f operator.

failed tasks, such that a batch could be processed without ) )

the inputs from the failed tasks and tentative outputs wéll b In the first set of experiments, we study the recovery
generated with an incomplete batch. After the failed tasks a €fficiencies of different fault-tolerance techniques, liiing
recovered, the recovery manager will stop sending the batctfheckpoint, which is used in Spark Streaming, source replay
over messages for them such that the downstream tasks wwhich is the default fault-tolerance technique in Stormd an
wait for the batch contents from the recovered tasks beforgCtive replication. In Storm, if failure happens, the seuwlata
processing a batch. After all the failed tasks are recovened ~Will be reprocessed from scratch through the whole topology

topology will start generating accurate outputs. to rebuild the states of the tasks.

In this paper, we assume the adoption of similar techniques e implement a topology that consists of 1 source operator
proposed in[[B] to reconcile the computation state and corre and 4 synthetic operators. The structure of this topology is

the tentative outputs and leave the implementation of thes@épicted in Figur¢l6. The source operator consists of jotall
techniques as our future work. 16 tasks, which are on average deployed on 4 nodes. All of

the source tasks produce input tuples for their downstream
neighboring tasks in a specified rate (1000 tuples/s or 2000
tuples/s). The degree of parallelization of operatOis O,

Considering that tasks’ input rates may fluctuate over timeQs; and O, are set as 8, 4, 2 and 1 respectively. Each task
the active replication plan should be dynamically adaptedn O; receives inputs from two source tasks and each task in
accordingly. The PPA plan manager periodically collects th O,, O3 andO, receives inputs from two upstream neighboring
input rates of all the processing tasks and generate neweactitasks. The primary replicas of the 15 synthetic tasks arelgve
replication plan. If the new plan is different from the prewsly  distributed among the 15 nodes. In addition, there are anoth
applied plan, applying the new plan may require deactigatin 15 nodes used as the backup nodes to store the checkpoints
the active replicas of a set of tasks and generating activand to run the active replicas.

C. Dynamic Plan Adaptation
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Fig. 7. Recovery latency of single node fa”ure'Fig. 8. Recovery latency of correlated failure. Fi_g. 9. Resource usage of maintaining checkpoints,
window length: 30 seconds.

Each of the four synthetic operators maintains a slidingoecause the window intervals in this set of experiments are
window whose sliding step is set as 1 second and windowelatively short. In Storm, to build the window states, &lét
interval varies from 10 seconds to 30 seconds. The state afources tuples belonging to the unfinished window instances
each task of a synthetic operator is composed by the inpuh the failed tasks will be replayed, whose number increases
data within the current window interval. The largest state s linearly with the window length. While for the recovery with
of a task is equal to the result of the input rate multiplies th Checkpoint, the number of tuples that should be reprocessed
window interval. The selectivity of the synthetic operater to recover a failed task is at most equal to the value of the
set as0.5. input rate multiplies the checkpoint interval.

Single Node Failure. Figure[T presents the recovery la- By comparing the experimental results presented in Fig-
tencies of single node failures with various input rates andire[7 and Figur&l8, it can be seen that the recovery latency
window intervals using different fault-tolerance techugg. with active replication is lower than the passive approache
For active replication, we vary the intervals of trimmingeth and is relatively stable under the scenarios of varioustinpu
output buffer of a task replica, which is equivalent to therates and window intervals. Moreover, the benefits of using
frequency of synchronizing the replica with its primaryktas active replication are larger in the case of correlatedufail
One can see that the active approach has much lower recovetyan in the case of single node failure. This is because
latency than the passive approaches and the changes ofwind@ome synchronization operations will be performed durirey t
intervals and input rates have little influence. On the otherecovery of correlated failures.
hand, the recovery latencies with both Checkpoint and Storm
increase proportionally with the input rate, as a highewutnp
rate results in more tuples to be replayed during recover 2 . . L
for both approaches. Furthermore, the recovery latency wit'©S0urce usage of maintaining checkpoints varies witlexsfit
Checkpoint increases with the checkpoint interval. This ischeckpoint intervals. Figurel 9 presents the ratio of the CPU

because the number of tuples that need be reprocessed 4§29€ of maintaining checkpoint to that of normal compatati
recover the task state will increase with the checkpoimriral. ~ Within a task. We can see that the CPU usage of maintaining
checkpoints increases quickly with shorter checkpoirarivels

As Storm will have to replay more source data with longerand making checkpoint with very short intervals such as one
window intervals, one can see that the recovery latency ofecond is prohibitively expensive. Although active regticn
Storm with 30-second windows is higher than those with 10-consumes more recourses than the passive approach, the low-
second windows. Another factor that influences the recoverjatency recovery of active replication makes it meaningful
latency of Storm is the location of the failed task in thethe context of MPSPEs.
topology, because the replayed tuples will be processed by

The latency of failure recovery with checkpoint can be
\?educed by setting a short checkpoint interval. Howeves, th
e

all the tasks located between the tasks of the source operato _ # PPALO = — - PPALO S N
and the failed tasks. Thus the recovery latency of Storm is & S *fkas e 5 epeaosEe
higher than that of Checkpoint in most of the cases in this £ 2 PPA-D S g - PPA-OESSS g
experiment. Here, we record the recovery latencies of tasks g @ g " - § §
in different locations within the topology in Storm and repo 8 10l 8 ‘§ § §
their average values. = i = ’0 al af 5l
5 15 30 5 15 30
Correlated Failure. We inject a correlated failure by killing Checkpoint Interval(s) Checkpoint Interval(s
all the nodes on which the primary replicas of the tasks are (a) rate:1000 tuples / sec (b) rate:2000 tuples / sec

deployed. In Figurd]8, one can see that active replication _ _
has much lower recovery Iatency than Checkpoint and Stornfi9: 10. Recovery latency of a correlated failure with PPAndew length :

. J . .. 0 seconds. PPA-0.5-active indicates the recovery latehagtively replicated
Furthermore, active replication with a shorter synchrati@n  (;cks in plan PPA-0.5.
period leads to faster failure recovery. This is becausé wi
a longer synchronization period, an active replica will gen Recovery with PPA. We conducted experiments to study
more buffered tuples to its downstream tasks if its primary i the performance of PPA with three active replication plans
failed. On the other hand, the recovery latency of Checkpoindenoted as PPA-1.0, PPA-0.5 and PPA-0 respectively. These
increases rapidly with the increase of input rate and cheickp PPA plans consume various amount of resources for active
interval. Storm has a lower recovery latency than that ofreplication. In PPA-1.0, all the tasks in the topology wié b
Checkpoint with a 30-second checkpoint interval. This isactively replicated. PPA-0.5 is a hybrid replication plahere



only half of the tasks have active replica. PPA-0 is a purelydataset: the user-location stream and the incident stréam.
passive replication plan where all the tasks are only rafdit rate of the user-location stream is set as 20,000 location
with checkpoint. The results are presented in Fifute 10hAs t records per second. The incident stream is composed of user-
failed tasks with active replicas will be recovered fasteart reported incident events and the time interval between two
those using checkpoints, the overall recovery latency @&-PP consecutive incidents is set as 2 seconds. We distribut®200

0.5 is higher than that of PPA-1.0 but lower than that of PPA-Ousers among 1000 virtual road segments following the Zipfian
Note that with PPA-0.5, the recovery latencies of tasks withdistribution (with parametes = 0.5). The incident probability
active replicas (denoted as PPA-0.5-active in Fidure 16) arof a segment is set to be proportional to the number of users
much lower than that of recovering all the failed tasks (dedo located on it. If an incident occurs on a segment, all thesuser
as PPA-0.5 in Figur€10). The recoveries of PPA-0.5-activen this segment will report an incident event. The topology
consume slightly less time than PPA-1.0, this is because thef @, is presented in FigurE_L1. Tasks @, receive the
number of actively replicated tasks recovered in PPA-@tb«a  user-location records and calculate the average speedcbf ea
is only the half of that in PPA-1.0. This set of experimentssegment per second. Tasks (i combine the user-reported
illustrate that the purely active replication plan outpenfis the  incident events into distinct incident event®s joins the
hybrid and purely passive plan regarding the recovery 3ten segment-speed stream fr@m and the distinct-incident stream
With a hybrid plan, as the recoveries of actively replicatedfrom O,. The outputs of tasks i3 are the incidents that incur
tasks finish earlier than that of the passively replicatedspn traffic jams.O, aggregates the outputs 6%;.

PPA can generate tentative outputs without waiting for tbe s
recoveries of passively replicated tasks. 09
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Merge Merge Fig. 12. Comparing the values of OF/IC and the query accur@gySA-
Accuracy (or IC-SA-Accuracy) denotes the actual query esxias of the PPA
O3 |#task: 1 O, |#task:1 plans generated using the structure-aware(SA) algorittith @F (or IC) as
the optimization metric.
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We implement two sliding window queries whose inputs ~o2} “ o2 I gg
are, respectively, from real and synthetic datasets. Foh ea oL U 1 oLl L
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query, we define an accuracy function based on its semantic. oo Consump Resouree Consimpton
(a) Query: Q1. (b) Query: Q2.

Q1 is a sliding-window query that calculates thap-100 . _ .
hottest entries of the official website of World Cup 1998. TheF'g-AlsénfaI”QiF(’;”g?etgi r‘]’:r':fesdotf)f; :”fy;g%?gt;?(')gqr:fn%;ﬁgd fg g)‘e
I(?fp‘l]'lltmdeagaose&ésg StEEL] S(\?\Ilff\:gh ic(fﬁssizt;ogf ?r:lr'[lgtgmtg%leggge A&y cture-aware algorithm(SA) and greedy algorithm(Gypeespectively.

L 1 ) )
access records. In the experiments, we replay the raw input

stream in a rate which i$8 times faster than the original data Validation of the OF metric. In this set of experiments,
; \ 9 we examine whether OF can predict the actual quality of the
rate. We implement this query as a topology that conduct

hierarchical aggregates, which is a common computation i?entatlve output. We compare it W'th the Internal Comple_Em
data stream applicatior;s The structure of this topology iglc) metric proposed inl}4], which measures the fraction of

' he tuples that are expected to be processed by all the tasks
in case of failures compared to the case without failures. A

depicted in Figur€1. Input tuples are partitioned to thsikga
in O, by their server ids. Tasks i0; splitthe input stream into ¢ o 0 Gite ol ca between OF and IC is that, OF takes
the correlations of task’s input streams into account.

a set of consecutive slices, each consisting of 100 tuptes, a
calculate their aggregate results. For every 100 inputegjpl
tasks inO2 will conduct a merge computation and send the By denoting the tentative outputs & and the accurate
results to the single_task 03, which pe_riodically updates the outputs ofQ; asS4, we define the query accuracy & as:
globally top-100entries for every 100 input tuples. |sT|gSA|_ Figure[T2(@) shows the OF (or IC) values and the
Q- is a sliding-window query that detects the traffic actuaJ query accuracies of the PPA plans generated using the
incidents resulting in traffic jams. The window interval is 5 OF (or IC) metric. The results show that both OF and IC pro-
minutes and the sliding step is 10 seconds. As relevantetatas vide good predictions of the accuracy of typical top-k gesri
for this query are not publicly available due to privacy con-This is because both OF and IC provide accurate estimations
siderations, we generate a synthetic dataset in a communitpf the completeness of the inputs for aggregate querie$, suc

based navigation application. There are two streams in thias top-k, and such queries’ output accuracies highly depend
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Fig. 14. Comparing OF of SA and Greedy algorithm with randopotogies of various specifications, number of operatoseisas a random integer between
5 and10. (a): The workloads of tasks within an operator are distatun uniform or Zipfian distribution (with parameter= 0.1). (b): The degree of operator
parallelization is a random number between different ran¢e): Topologies are either structured topology or fuidimgy. (d): The fraction of join operators
in the topologies is set & or 50%.

the completeness of their inputs. The accuracy functioQof Figure[T4(d) depicts the effects of workload skewness of
is defined angﬂfa\ wherel; is the set of tentative incidents tasks within the operators. We can see that SA has better
[Lal performance for topologies that have higher skewness &f tas

generated with correlated failure atl is the set of accurate workloads. This is because, as the skewness of workloads
o . . Ei T . , ines
incidents generated without failure. As shown in Figureb}2( creases, the skewness of MC-trees’ contributions to e

the accuracy values are generally quite close to the VaIUéEf OF also increases and SA, by prioritizing tasks that are in

of OF. On the other hand, with more available resources, w ; . .
can generate PPA plans with higher IC values. However, suclf€ MC-trees, achieves higher OF values. In Figure 14(b), we
jeport the results with varying parallelization degreesaof

plans do not have higher query accuracies. This is because | ; . o9
fails to consider the correlation of tasks’ input streams an aperator. One can see that increasing the parallelizatigrees

: o . will also increase the value of OF, because a higher pallel
hence cannot provide a good accuracy prediction for quene}%gn de . .
o ; o ; gree slightly increases the skewness of the workload
\évilégnjollj?sshir;rh!zir:e()sueltra(il)erzr:)r/] '?gg‘éﬁs t?uet mgzﬁ:e fthe tasks in this set of experiments. As shown in Fiure 14(c)
9 9] P P g outp ' the OF of structured topologies are generally higher than th
Comparing Various Algorithms. In this set of experiments, full topologies. This is because within an operator usingl Fu
we generate PPA plans fap; and Q. using the dynamic Ppartitioning, the failure of any task will red.uce the input o
programing algorithm(DP), the structure-aware algorig)  all the downstream tasks. For full topologies, the struestur
and the greedy algorithm respectively and compare their peAware alr?omthhm gene(;atels ac_:a/e rdep“Cé}[tt'qO” I?Aar_‘ in tT"ﬂ'
formances. Results presented in Figliré 13 show that SA ig@Pproach as the greedy algorithm does, thus their perraresan
e o A e e e P o, ity wih various fracions of aperatos bein o apers.
ot and the actual query accuracy. Greedy has the wor _ .
performance in the results of both queries. This is becauskor the same topology, OF decreases with more operators set

Greedy fails to consider that only complete MC-trees carfs joins. This is because the loss of one input stream of a
contribute to the query outputs. join operator will result in parts of the other (correlaté&aut

streams being useless.

C. Random synthetic topology VIl. RELATED WORK

To conduct a comprehensive performance study of PPA Fault-tolerance in SPE.Traditio_naI fault-tolerance tech-
algorithms with various types of topologies, we implemente Niques for SPEs could be categorized as passivé [13], [25],
a random topology generator which can generate topologida-Zl: [19], [18] and active approaches [13L.I[3]. [12]. The
with different specifications. In the experiments, for eaehof  technique of delta checkpoirit [14] is used to reduce theafize
topology specifications, we generate 100 synthetic topetog Checkpoints. The authors inl[9] proposed techniques tocedu
and use them as the inputs of the structure-aware algorithi?® checkpoint overhead by minimizing the sizes of queues
and the greedy algorithm to compare their performances iRetween operators, which are part of the checkpoifts. [20]
terms of OF. Due to the prohibitive complexity of the dynamicProposed to utilize the idle period of the processing nodes f
programing algorithm, we cannot complete it for this set ofactive replication. Such optimizations are compatible tw o
experiments within a reasonable time so we do not includ&PA scheme and can be employed in our system.

it here. Query accuracies are not compared in this set of gpark Streaming [26] uses Resilient Distributed Dataset
experiments, as we cannot derive the actual output acesraci(RpD) to store the states of processing tasks. In case of
for these randomized synthetic topologies. failure, RDDs can be restored from checkpoints or rebuilt by

In Figure[T3, one can see that, SA outperforms the greedﬁerforming operations that were used to build it based on its
algorithm in all the combinations of topology specificagon neage. In other words, it adopts both the checkpoint#ase

and active replication ratios. With smaller replicatiortioa and the replay-based approaches.

there is a greater difference between SA and the greedy For other large-scale computing systems, such as Map-
algorithm. This is because the greedy algorithm is agnosti®educe[[7], the overall job execution time is a critical reetr

to the structure of the query topologies, and with a smalleHowever, for MPSPEs, it is the end-to-end latency of tuple
replication ratio, there is smaller probability that theskkm processing that matters, which makes the low-latency riailu
selected by the greedy algorithms can form complete MGstreerecovery an important feature in the context of MPSPEs. To
that can contribute to the final output. reduce recovery latency, authors in [5],[26] proposed te us



parallel recovery and/or integrating fault tolerance vattale-

active replications are only applied to selective ones tog

out operations. In parallel recovery, multiple tasks can beo the availability of resources. A partially active repliion
launched to recover a failed task and each of them is reaayeri plan is optimized to maximize the accuracy of tentative atgp
a partition of the failed one to shorten the process of passivduring failure recovery. The experimental results indictat
recovery. However, with a correlated failure, a large numbeupon a correlated failure, PPA can start producing tergativ
of failed tasks need to be recovered simultaneously. Then thoutputs up to 10 times faster than the completion of recageri
possibilities of fast scaling out and the degrees of pdralleall the failed tasks. Hence PPA is suitable for applicatitnad

recovery would be constrained.

Hybrid fault-tolerance approaches are proposedid [25]
[11]. In [25], the objective is to minimize the total cost by
choosing a passive fault-tolerance strategy, includirgiream
buffering, local checkpoint and remote checkpoint, forheac
operator. [[11] uses either active replication or checkpam
the fault-tolerance approach for an operator. The optitiuina
objective in [11] is to minimize the total processing costileh
satisfying the user-specified threshold of recovery latenc
where only independent failure is considered. The work#j [2
considers task overloading, referred to as “transientufaj (1]
caused by temporary workload spikes. Upon a transientréilu  [2]
of a task, its active replica will be used to generate lowHay
output. Different from these approaches, the trade-off wf o 3]
work is between resource consumption and result accuracyy
with correlated failures.

Tentative Outputs. Borealis [3] uses active replication for (5]
fault tolerance and allows users to trade result latency for
accuracy while the system is recovering from a failure. More [6]
specifically, if a failed node has no alive replica, Boreali#
produce tentative outputs if the recovery cannot be finished!”!
within a user-defined interval. PPA adopts a similar medmani g
for generating tentative outputs but explores more on dptim
ing the accuracy of tentative results. Previous wbrk [4rafts [0
to dynamically assign computation resources between pyima
computation and active replicas to achieve trade-offs betw (10]
system throughput and fault-tolerance guarantee. Theu-ac [11]
racy model, IC, does not consider the correlation of prangss
tasks’ inputs streams, which is shown to be inadequate in oyr2]
experiments. The brute-force algorithm proposed in [4]chhi

has a high complexity as our dynamic programing does. (3]

A fault injection-based approach is presented/[inl [15] to[14]
evaluate the importance of the computation units to thewutp
accuracy, which only considers independent failures. 28 [
optimizes operator placement within clusters under a tted ]
failure model, which specifies the probability that a subse{
of the nodes fail together. The objective is to maximize[17]
the accuracy of tentative outputs after failures. As operat
placement is orthogonal to the planning of active replaatj (18]
their techniques can also be employed as a supplement to PPA.

[15]

Failure in Clusters. Previous studies found that failure [1°]
rates vary among different clusters and the number of &slur (20]
is in general proportional to the size of the cluster][23].
Correlated failures do exist and their scopes could be quitpi)
large [10], [21]. Hence considering correlated failure s i
evitable for a MPSPE that supports low-latency and nonstof?]
computations. (23]

VIIl. CONCLUSION [24]

In this paper we present a passive and partially active (PPA[?E’]
fault-tolerance scheme for MPSPEs. In PPA, passive checlg
points are used to provide fault-tolerance for all the tasksle

prefer tentative outputs with minimum delay. The experitaen
also show that our structure-aware algorithms can achipve u
to one order of magnitude improvements on the qualities of
tentative outputs in comparing the greedy algorithm that is
agnostic to query topology structures, especially wheretige
limited resource available for active replications. Tliere, to
optimize PPA, it is critical to take advantage of the knovged
of the query topology’s structure.
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