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Problem Space — Resource Overcommitment

’ 2. Resource Allocation with Overcommitment

1.Traditional Resource Allocation
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Do Current Predictors Even Predict?
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Our Insight: TITTL has an average prediction error of 568%.
Prediction > Resource Limit 94% of the times
(No Overcommitment!)
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Maximum feasible
resource savings
(61%) with an
accurate predictor

Resource waste:

Usable resource savings (2%) can never be used
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Future Work: build a lightweight, practical
predictor that accurately predicts and closes
the existing gap in attainable resource savings.
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