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Abstract

This study aims to optimize the resource scheduling of containerized services in Kubernetes clus-
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ters and improve resource utilization efficiency and system performance. In view of the shortcom-
ings of the existing Kubernetes auto-scaling mechanism in dealing with complex loads, an intelli-
gentresource scheduling strategy based on LSTM and genetic algorithm is proposed. First, the LSTM
model is used to predict future resource requirements to cope with different load fluctuations; then
the genetic algorithm is used to optimize resource quotas to ensure that system performance re-
quirements are met while efficiently utilizing resources. The experiment is carried out in an actual
Kubernetes cluster environment, setting load scenarios such as high load, burst requests, and low
load, and comparing the performance of LSTM+ genetic algorithm and Kubernetes default HPA/VPA
solution in terms of response time, throughput, and resource utilization. The results show that
LSTM+ genetic algorithm outperforms HPA/VPA strategy in most load scenarios, improves average
resource utilization, and reduces system response time.
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1. 518

BE% =i B A 2 A FoR U PGE K&, Kubernetes T8 A 28 8% 4 HEATUS — MR B B bR, Hoom
RIS e RN RV T 4 L A T R Re % i RO e BRI B A QR o AR, TR v B sh A 1 £
BRI 28I 375, Kubernetes AT 1) BE U8 1 52 A B Zh3 46 25 SN AT SR AE — L2 SR BR 1%, ] dn ik
TR Pod H 304 4ii 25 (HPA)FIE B Pod H 24 47 #5 (VPA) (A T 7 5 1 B8 s 45 FH AL, DA 22
e )87 43 % HLARGEAR AR AR TR R, T RE T BB URTR 2 B BRI DL A

N7 B R G R IR R R, ML I St R E T S IR Z B T
K, AR KT HATCAZ N 2% (LSTM)ME A — Fh B K A BRI 8] 7 51 B0HE IR B 2 S B8, |l T Re i RUq
PRI 1] 7 21 ep AR OC R, AE IR A SR TN 452 1 Tz N A . ik LSTM B, R &en] DR
T3 52 5% 5 A FH A PO A SR P SR i R SR, AT S B SR Y P B R R BT BN A S

SR, EAR LSTM FEIS 8] 55 70 Tl 77 T2 0L R, FURE FL Tt 45 4% A oy S0 v R0 FR) B 8 i S g
IR T B — A . BUAEE AR N — PR et Bk, BN RE R TT, W UAEE RN
] R R B B AR . FF LSTM T 5 3845 VR AR LS &, v DAk — D3 v SRR R B SR R R e Ak . B 5
EAT DRSS LSTM T 0 R SR B T K, SIS A AR R BT EC AN, SEI R IR L .

K, A FUR) B AR 5 — PR T LSTM Rt A% Rk A A IR S5 1t R Ak 5 B R B 245 R 2 SRS
ZSREE AT LSTM T 25 28 A0 IR 45 1 BRI 7 oK, idd A% S Ak B2 R BE A0 B 3 A ML), B PESR
A A SR T PR A AR R gt fe . AR @ S B0k IS UE %7 RAEAF B s R IAE R, I
55 Kubernetes LA 1) HPA. VPA J7 RHHT XA, R ILHAE A FE AT 24 6 2 A e vk o

2. XTI
21 ReAmFAESET

REMETFEMZOTREZ M emARFEREEMEE., (FALVLRAETROIBERRATE,
Kubernetes #2it 17— Z 41 1) 25 1 WL R 3 2 A 37 50 75 3K [1]. Kubernetes 1 5 28 32 B T i€ X
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R AIAC B 25, DA “IE R A SR SRk s 2R AR IR BE o 3 BV Fig U P 4 S AR TR B 7 SRR T
FIVE, 2l AR P B iR A& 107 m by SRMMERSARYE 18 € 19 LB PR RmS, RHRRF E R 17 it
TR EIE.

SR, XA AR BT AR BRI AL, iy B 2%, a2 13, Kubernetes FifH FEAL
DR AT e LA SIS I 82 P 755K, ik R s R BRI B . B, BRIAET Kubernetes 1 5 #5035 AR5 B H
D S B et BE DRI, 7 S0 3 IRBT URTR B MR RS AT — R, WFFUE IR T 2GRS
X, ORI SIS E[2]. (HIX LG IR UM KA N £, Sz X R GRS
HEAT 78 53 5 1RSI TR0 ) e

2.2. Kubernetes B Z{ERFEHLHI B ER

Kubernetes #2141 7 #iFh 3 zh 4ipLal, BIZKF Pod HBhY i (HPA)MAEE Pod H 203 46 (VPA), LN
xif N R I Bh A AR

HPA HR4E % FI ) CPU Bl A 77 A FH 2 [ 5% Pod BIIAKL, DA R AR 30T R4 1A 2K [3].
VPA R B FH 1 512 B 05 Y5 A F 175 150 30 45 TR 25 4 1) R R B AT (1 CPU RN A7), i R B P 7E B2 IR AS 2 sliR
T BEAE K HE[4]. {H HPA FI VPA [ 5 5% 3 22 (B IR, 75 22T Sl c B &5 F B (A0 SR S 40

XEEPUE (1 E S8 LI 7E LB P AR 2 R IR Y. B8, HPA FIl VPA #2415 1 52 U A
FSOCEEAT VAR, AR TR AR R R IR T R . R, 4R IR IR, [ ShP G A AR T B i
MM AT B B RE F BB TR AL . IR, RGBSy GRS 4 5 N RIWAE. LA
e 2 245 R R 5 S AR R RN, HPA I VP A AR A ] s eI 2% 45 2 o e S AL 75 3R [ 2] -

2.3. NSEEFIEHFEEEHPHMA

B LA AR MR R R, F 2 R R T 2SI B, Rl 2 78 S il A0 5%
PR BEAIER[5] . ML SIS RS W] Lid I 2% ) I Se s B AR IR G IR AE FH R, B R G se I
iff e R S AL

TE TR, 5 RIS ] IR AR RN PSii . SCREMENL(SVM) R 4% . B4
RLA TASE ) SR E AT S5, W1 CPU A AFAE 26 Tl . B 4T AAE 2% T B2 [6] o 5% G U Bk 5 7
VEAALE, ML 2% 2 BT Do i B I 2R Se B 8 R h B A SR L . il an, S m) 2= RA(SVR)
T =6 L) CPU M AAE G AL, LS B ALK B s R

AR, SR, I RIEFR A M 2% (RNN) K AR LSTM,  H1 T~ H 9 K i Ak B A 1) 35 371
PHIRE f1, RN EEIR SR TRIATIR ORI Fe 3 . LSTM  BERY B % 4 80 4L IS 1) 2 51 i o 0 K3 44
g, WEHTERNRIEF RN 5, FEHIEET LSTM G TR Y 35T B 574 25 U5 8 B2 AT 55
HEFW[7]

2.4. LSTM ZERF 8] B3 T0 =R B9 B2 FB

KALHICIZ N 2% (LSTM) A AR Z2 0 22 (RNN) (] — FHRFIREE K4, 15 AE AR DRI 1 P 1) 8080 o e 303 A
e R 8] AEALSEHT RNN Y, Bl I (B DA HOIE N, B PS8 SR MR A, A7 1 258 Xk L S A IR A%
[7]o LSTM J&id 5| \icAZ 5 76(Cell State) R TFEHLEICHIA T BT vt ), w] DA 2k O B 01
R, TR T RNIN 7E AL ER K A ¢ 22 77 1 10 SR BR A4

LSTM J" 32 B i T2 Aol 18] 1 51 FAE 55 [8] EL4F M2 A% U . T, Sl it = il 4 . LSTM
FE R GNEREDCAL AN BT B AR Ut B I T BRI 770 Bildn, LSTM U T Tt it v oo e 55 5
HIBERE. PIZE I E LK CPU A A PR BL[9] o e XS [y sk B8 A I B kAT 22485, LSTM ] AT R
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KEIFIRTR, ARG TR IR R HS
25 BEHZARAAEFRSEAMILEE R

BEIE(GA) R —FEE T A SRR FEAN AL HLH A9 2Rt AL 53%, B John Holland T+ 20 {40 70 424X
HIRRHH[10]. B RE, R, X AR AR A A P R U, TR
AR, A% SR AL B AR e R R eE 71, UG Tende, dR&it. g
UKV RERT7E =

FEGRIR T BN AL 1), 38 4% 300 5 1 Ak R A2 A PR SRR ST di KA R e RE RO i R [11] . &
IR S BE R (A B A P 2 mm S R ) SR AN R BRI M T R AL S5, it B AL R AR IR
ANET L BB T 5 R RAE AR ST, 38R S AT LIRS 1 28K SR 2h A5 %2 Pod ) CPU Al
WAFECH, P RGETERERT SRR A, T S DR E 7 FE AN 2 BEAS A2

3. RGERMER*
3.1 BRI

3.1.1. RGHR

1. BRUEME R, %A 4 T ST 4% Kubernetes £EREHT &S Pod () B8 VR4 G . T A A
Prometheus fl cAdvisor 25 T ELUS4E CPU. WA M58 . REEL 1/0 o R AR BE, A EER 7
EAET LA

2. LSTM TR AY . 3@ 3 xof [y s SR M 42 808 (2% 20, LSTM B ] DATRIN R KR ) CPUL A A7 75 3K
N SRR R A S

3. BRI TR A B 4% . ARYE LSTM ASERL R TN 45 R, 30 A% S92 56t 25 s 1) DR IR O A0 47 20 A4
Ak . WAL FLEN 2 R R, RBIRA ZHIE BT 58, G 2 BAS 2 4B -

4. E NGRS AR IBE FIE AR I BHIRICA T %, H 3T Kubernetes (7K - 2 B A 45 45
YE(HPA F1 VPA), #fifR REAEAR T2k 54 T #BRE R A i RS AT

3.1.2. TIEFRIE
1. FrdE g, RIS REE B Prometheus, M Kubernetes 523 b SRER 28 YB3 B 04 .

2. GRS B I s B LSTM RN R AT b, FRN AR i B R 5 oK
3. WEFIEILAL: MRYE LSTM T A AR a2k, A A gt A% S50 Pod A BRI BC AL AT 2E— 2B LAk,
Az T R T FEE SR

4, AR SRS IRAEIAL G O BE ARG, [ % Kubernetes 711 HPA F1 VPA 2%, ahAM
A7 Pod FIBCRE AT IREC A, BRARALEAS [F] I BRI AR N AR5 s 250 B A FH

3.2. HFEESHIRESE

3.2.1. Kubernetes B FiFEMIET R

1. Prometheus: Prometheus & — /MR IR MHRE T A, 72 HT Kubernetes £EHE . & n LU I
UK E cAdvisor 55 i 4% T H B SR8 s, R0 LU R 7 51 i 07 XA E P9 Eo0s R

2. cAdvisor: cAdvisor ;& Kubernetes £ 5 1) 75 45 2 I 4% T H, BEf8 I 12 2538 I ZEURVH AR 15 &L, W1 CPU.
WAF ZE AT 1/0.

3.2.2. HUEWER
1. BEfapriefe: G5 CPU IR, WAEA . WL 9. BASE 1/0 S8 DU BHIR A I Bt o
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2. BYERAEEANZR . SRAEMBG W E N 30 #0, B 2 0 i i 280t A v mfa

3. BN WMEBURIAEAEAE Prometheus FRBT B3R FER, A ARSI 2R N BE
4, EF LSTMHEREFZNE e 555 HE R

EARTT A, LSTM M T KRG AR EIR TR, BEFIE N SRS TN 45 R sh S4B I
e 55 SRS . I S E RIS, AT DASEEL B IR R ) B RGN R G R B s AR Y .
4.1. LSTM FGNAERY &t

LSTM & —Fh & T H I (7] 7 5 B A 2 U 4%, 38 & TR A 236 IR &5 3 ARk i i . A T
AR 28 IR TR 2R, T B NS B AT R B TAL R 1HiE 2410 LSTM FE T 2E 4,
4.1.1. BIETALIE

1. B se: BT REEOE TR E . TR EZE RS, Bl e B T i iEve. X B
Z-score A EAT I R s, AN

Z-= @)
o
Horpr, X RBIEEP NS AE, o REBIEENIIE, o REUEENREZE, WRZ| > 3, Wizt
R REN AR
IRJE A FH 2 Al B VR AN R s, R B R R R L, AR08
y= y:l +W (2)

X; =%
Horp, y RHEBHA AT RO SEERBEIE, (x, y) (X, y, )5 SRS B EE
2. H—fk: LSTM 4500 $odls OB JURK, PR UL R 200 I BB AR IEREAT I3 —fe b B . FRATTAE
T Min-Max JA—4 773k, KA RAEBSE B0, 11MTE RN,  DUE NP R i i S
F—e A (2):
X=X

X' = min (3)
X — Xinin

max

Horb, x O JRAERRIEAL, X, A1 X, 20 B RS FEARL (1) e /ML AT 55 KA
3. RFAESESE: ARIE ML, SR T X BRI EERRAE, HAREEE: CPU % (%), WA7F
f§ B (MB), 51871 5K 13 % (reg/s) -

4.12. LSTM {£8IZEH

LSTM & —FhpaR If1 36 A 22 I 26 (RNN) , BRI Z B e AT 1L, BRIt 18] /5 271 Fh i
B ARAR DG R o HAZ DM AFEEIE T SN TR 1], $EbME SRR ()25 2 8] ) A a2 A 5

ASCH A LSTM R RS 254 N -

1. HNJZ: BRI (] 5 B, S N 4EFE A (batch_size, time_steps, features), J:H time_steps 4 10,
RZT 2 10 43 Bh I EE, features fU3E CPU i & . WA H &,

2. (@)= BEMZ LSTM R, &2 64 MRZ2TT, HiH TN RelLU.

3. fHE: &EEER LSTM B oAk 5 4B SR 75 R 7, 4t 48 CPU I AF
18 FH 2 R TR o
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4.13. NGHBESERSHRE

1. Bt MWAERFFRAE T 7 RIFIEAE AR, @5 CPU 2., WAFH 2. B 7:3 1)
ELA5 %1 3 A 2 NI IE 4

2. FNFFE: CPU 2. WAEEA %, BAEKN 10 208h, BIBLEY A it 2 10 4 8h 1) B AL
R

3. . TUMASK 5 4r%h 1) CPU Rl A28 F %

4.LSTM B Z4:. HJZ LSTM, B2 64 MPE I, BUGRECH ReLU; ity Adam; 452k iR 4L
I TTIRZE(MSE); it K/ (Batch Size) Ay 64, IZ5:4¢ ¥ (Epochs) N 50
4.1.4. BRIV

TEMRBE _E A% 3577 15 22 (MSE) M 24 46 0 17 22 (MAE)VE N -k 16 5 -

MSE:%ZH:(yi—)“/i)Z @)

FEAROT, n RNKEEARECER,  y, MY, A ESLE AT
MAE:EZn:|yi—)7i| ®)
niz
AR T, n RNKEARRECE,  y, Y, N FSE AT
LSTM A AR 5 73 X CPU A A A7 FH TS5 5 738 P P38 S o SRS FH 1 D RO B 6 1.

Table 1. LSTM predicted resource usage and actual usage

= 1 LSTM Tl stiRfE A R 5 seprfEM &
IR (2 8f)  SEbs CPU IR (%) TN CPU =R (%)  SEPsPAA AR %) TN A7 (%)

1 71.83% 69.31% 67.98% 65.13%
2 73.61% 71.89% 67.98% 67.54%
3 75.94% 74.58% 70.98% 68.94%
4 78.32% 76.12% 73.21% 71.32%
5 80.67% 79.34% 74.87% 72.65%

LSTM 5 GE A% A S i T R R (K BE VR 5 5K, CPU A A A7 58 FH 26 00 1R 22 S 4 11 7E 5% LAY, 75
B SEPRE RS

4.2. BIFECEMAL SRS

WAL SIEAEAHE T A T Uitk Kubernetes SEREH AU BT C, 2+ LSTM TN A AR R B I 75 SR Ox
Pod F) B3 Y L AURT B AT T

42.1. MEFEHEE

WAL SR T T4k Kubernetes SERFH AU ZEIE/IAC, ET LSTM T AR oA e 78 95 75 sk Xt
Pod 1) ¥ IR BL AR B B AT T

1. BEMLA BTG FRE: BT LSTM TSR LA Bh IR 75K, 48Rk CPU M TE A %,
A JRAIEA TR Pod BEIRBCARE NIk AL SR I aa R EE . MARG]: {CPU FL#i =[2.0,1.0,1.5], WAFRLHT =
[2048 MB, 512 MB, 1024 MB]}-
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2. FHERURE: BOERTAA RN 50 A, RN IMERTS R B TSRS, A48 CPU ALY
A -
422 ENERE

TR R B T PP AN AR (AN BRI 2 BC ) IR 25, H bR 2 i KAk BE VR R F 26 5 /MK R

GLui DL [A] .
1. EHARRRE &N R A H AR i KA CPU M AE IR T 28, [N i/ 2R 4 B Wi SN2 TA) o 3
JE PR Rk N T

F=axU_, +6xU ., —7*xR (6)

cpu

Hrf, Uy, 72 CPURMIER, U ZRAGAIHER, RERGWENN . a, f, p RAERE, 25 CPU
AT PIAF A S A0 7 A 8] £ 38 2 AP AR, DR AE D0 A 3 52 U 5 ) 2 ARy J2 B 11
2. AL EAR: S KA BRI 2 9 HLa /M 2R SEm S ] o

4.2.3. BIEHRE

WA R O EFEIR S 8 SOMAR S =P, i I X S i AR A, A DR R R SRS

1. 3 PEAMARRE N R B TS (0 MARE N — R, X B A e 1, W R A
AR S BB AR BLIR BRI BB AR S R e s K Rl AR A AR 9038 R R
AT IH— AR, DURRORE B BEAE AR 1 BEALZ A —AN0, 1FE BN B, a3t N AME s iz
FREEHT, BEINAERBCH AR,

2. X BRI BT - FRAESEA T A4, AR AR 2 OB 0.81, FENLIESEM
ARARAMA, H4 3 Pod Te AR B KR B4 HEAT A e

3. S WAMARFELL SR (1 CPU BLAR) AT AL/ N RE , HMBRHEER Z A6, By b S
BRI A 0.23, BEALERE—NAME, Hx HIE BRI AT B2 s

4, Zab gkt BARFIEM AR SRR R SRR R MRS 20 P JCE BB, L
2k, BPRPEE R s i C A ik,

4.2.4. BERVEE

FEBALSIE AT RE b, ~F- 25 B3 U50R FH 23 2 PP R v A (R 93 105020 TG SR ) 1Ak E ) S e i
Rz —o N T THEMBE R B SRR R, E 5T SRR BRI A, IR A B B
MERF

RN R BHEA R A X T

lJi =aXUCpU| +ﬂXUmem,i (7)

Horf, Uy, &K 0 CPU RIS, TR

Ucl
cpu,i =U (8)

c2

U

Hrr, U, RSk CPU IR, U, 2B CPU BLA.
U e 2§ BT AERI TR, 5N
U
mem, i :U

U ml (9)

m2

Hrp, U, RSB, U, = BCH) A ECAT .
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a, f & CPU RMIWAFFIHIRFIBUE R4, HI TR ARSE T CPU MA X AR PERERI E 2L, HH o
+B=1.
HH DA A 2T DL AN SR N AR I 1 35 B2 0 R FH 2 8 0K

N

Uavg :%Z(axucpu,i +ﬂXUmem,i) (10)

223 100 ARAIEAR, AL S HTIEL, WIGERPRE A () T 28 B IR R F R 20 58.74%, AR AL A 5 I8
FIF AR B 2N 73.12%., BARE M EESE R % 2.

Table 2. Genetic algorithm optimization resource quota results
%= 2. BEREENAEERIGER

EANY St P IE N B LIE B
10 0.6176 0.6457
20 0.6524 0.6819
50 0.7141 0.7528
100 0.7436 0.7809

5. RBELRWIFS&EROH

N VIR T LSTM A3 % 550925 (14 8 e B3 5 A 32 SRS £ A 25 A0 AR 55 P G Rk, AR 708 1L 5 B
Kubernetes £EREFAIESLIGIEE, Beit 1 — RIIN L SERR AL HAEA R 508037 5 P PR RER L. U2
SR PR VAR BRAN S R o

5.1 SEWESHHTR

SIS I T Kubernetes 8634, SCIG-F S 12177E 4 N1 s 1) Kubernetes £4E8f |, AN ML 4 %
CPU 116 GB WA7. &R TIE BT ARIIRS AR, FFdT s .

5.2. TR

1. Bmfdgs: MR &I RS, BRERE(RPS)IZES FIt Bl K ME, Fre— BN 51D T
B o ff1H IMeter A= Bt & 12k, FCE 200~1000 MNFF A& A, B8N0 RPS, RF4E gl 10 7381, RPS
AR 75 ) 600 1 3R/FD .

2. RRER Gyt BRFLN [ A K ERKIEREN, RPS £ AN SR LA, SAEHE T
Btk BN IEH K. A IMeter BEAT K S8, Tic B 9K I (8] P A2 i 500~1500 & FH P, RPS I
{HIXF] 1000 & RAP, FREETK 3 7rft.

3. R EIg R BRI [ PR A EA 5, BRI SRER R E B (5 IMeter TR 138
MR, RPS % & 7E 50~200 i 3R/FP, FRak 20 4080 LUK 2R Gi 1 B8 F b i i AL 0] -

5.3. ¥tELSEIRR Tt

N T ATHVEASFE T LSTM RIS A% 50925 1R 8 8 B IR B2 7 RIIMERE, ASCiH T 5 Kubernetes 2RIA 1)

HPA F1 VPA 75 ZE (115 L SEEG

1. SR
LSTM+I AL 5T i%, FeTACHIE FE 5 th R B2 5%, 8L LSTM FARSKR BRI oK, I 4 i 1k Sk ik
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— AR B R LA

Kubernetes HPA/VPA: {ii | Kubernetes [JERIA/K-FFIEE B Pod H 24 50, FRAE SLi B8 0545 A 1%
DL HE 2 50 GHIR LA

2. PPAGTEDS

We 2N [A] P& R GELE AN [R] ST R P30 RIS [R], B 22D (ms).

PHEFIFH R CPU RPN AFIIRIH 2 (52Pr CPU BN A48 &/ 40 FL i) CPU RN A7 BEUR), LARCFI %
PR REE a=£=05), BALNE (%), BRI S Shr il 25 A,

T ARG E A AR ER I SR AL, BT SRIFD (RPS).

5.4. SEWERE ST

PLF# 3~5 BRAGEARMBIG T FRISLISEEE, SRt T T LSTM+sEEERIRE RS
Kubernetes Eti\ HPA/VPA F IR

Table 3. Higher load scenario
=3 Behiigs

EEwES MR (A (ms)  CPU FIAZE (%)  WAERIFZ (%) FHITEFAZRE%) FiE(RPS)
LSTM+ist & 5k 121.52 82.47 75.32 78.89 580.43
Kubernetes kil 180.76 73.81 66.45 70.13 526.38

Table 4. Burst request scenario

F 4 RRFERGR

EEWES W REFE](ms)  CPU FIHZE (%)  WAMAEZE (%) “PHWREFHZE®) HHE(RPS)
LSTM+ist L Bk 183.21 85.23 80.34 82.79 635.12
Kubernetes Bt il 279.43 73.34 70.16 71.75 578.24

Table 5. Lower load scenario
5. RELEGR

VeSS MBI (EI(ms)  CPU FIFHZE(%)  HWAFFIAHZR(%)  FHEEFIAZEG%)  FiE(RPS)
LSTM+ist & 5k 90.17 76.89 73.27 75.08 185.43
Kubernetes R\ 134.78 68.32 62.57 65.44 172.54

SIS AR R, FET LSTM RIS A% S0k (1) e TR R B 7 RAEAS [F) 41 3037 52 N5 b Kubernetes 2R1A
(11 HPANVPA & 53R I AL A . LSTM BERL [ T T RE AL 15 2 4 Re 0% B2 TR 0 v SR A R KB R, dtA%
SR BHIREC A — P AR A, 1SR B SRR LE BRI FH 2R S (R AN Ak B AR AR T Kubernetes ERIA
] HPA/VPA 55k

6. it 5EKFEIIE
6.1. IREL

AT FUHRE HAOFE T LSTM G AL S0 I R e BEUROR FESEmE, AU LSTM FUIA SR B IR TR K, I 45
EBAEFIR A TIRRCAL T A SRS PR RE A BT IR I 2. SRIG S5 RARY], 1ZSRIREE AR 138
s NPT Kubernetes ERIART HPANVPA JHEZHLE], JF HAETH 17 RGEH N IR EE Ak & B TRIE 1%
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