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ABSTRACT
Predictive Autoscaling is used to forecast the workloads of servers

and prepare the resources in advance to ensure service level objec-

tives (SLOs) in dynamic cloud environments. However, in practice,

its prediction task often suffers from performance degradation un-

der abnormal traffics caused by external events (such as sales pro-

motional activities and applications’ re-configurations), for which a

common solution is to re-train the model with data of a long histor-

ical period, but at the expense of high computational and storage

costs. To better address this problem, we propose a replay-based

continual learning method, i.e., Density-basedMemory Selection
and Hint-based Network Learning Model (DMSHM), using only

a small part of the historical log to achieve accurate predictions.

First, we discover the phenomenon of sample overlap when apply-

ing replay-based continual learning in prediction tasks. In order to

surmount this challenge and effectively integrate new sample distri-

bution, we propose a density-based sample selection strategy that

utilizes kernel density estimation to calculate sample density as a

reference to compute sample weight and employs weight sampling

to construct a new memory set. Then we implement hint-based

network learning based on hint representation to optimize the pa-

rameters. Finally, we conduct experiments on public and industrial

datasets to demonstrate that our proposed method outperforms

state-of-the-art continual learning methods in terms of memory

capacity and prediction accuracy. Furthermore, we demonstrate

remarkable practicability of DMSHM in real industrial applications.
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1 INTRODUCTION
Predictive Autoscaling is a cloud computing method that automat-

ically adjusts cloud services to ensure that resource utilization is

maintained within a reasonable range. This technology has been

widely used by major cloud service providers, such as Google Cloud

[9] and Azure [15], helping consumers optimize their resource

utilization and cost efficiencies. In this paper, we study the opti-

mization of resource usage efficiency on the cloud of Alipay, the

world-leading digital payment platform. The pipeline of Predictive

Autoscaling can be divided into 3 steps, i.e., workload forecasting,

CPU utilization estimation, and scaling decision. We focus on the

first two regression tasks [1, 25] in this paper.

In the above tasks, the data distribution of training samples is

usually non-stationary due to external events (such as sales promo-

tional activities and re-configurations of applications), as illustrated

in Fig 1(a), whose data are obtained from an application of Alipay’s

ecosystem. The common solution, as shown in Fig. 2, is periodically

re-training the model from scratch with a long range of historical

data, however, with high costs in terms of both computation and

memory consumption.

For example, in order to store a training set of CPU utilization

data and to train estimation models for one zone of one application

on Alipay’s ecosystem, about 119GB of data storage and the compu-

tation of 113 minutes of 16000 CPU cores are required. One solution

is to fine-tune the previously-learned model and make it adaptable
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Figure 1: (a) The density distributions of traffic series for 4
consecutive periods, X1 andX2 indicate thefirst twoprinciple
components using PCA. (b) The actual comparison of storage
and output time on training data of CPU utilization estima-
tion between re-training and continual learning modes.
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Figure 2: The Predictive Autoscaling pipeline and continual
learning mode vs. classic training mode.

to the changes in the data distribution. However, this approach

may result in catastrophic forgetting, where the new knowledge

completely or partially replaces the old knowledge[10].

In this paper, we focus on developing a more practical and ef-

fective approach for the regression tasks in Predictive Autoscaling.

Inspired by the application of continual learning (CL) [6, 7], which

learns from a stream of incoming data while avoiding forgetting

prior knowledge, we combine replay-based CL with a regression

model to solve our problem. As shown in Fig. 2, CL maintains a

memory set to store informative historical samples and concate-

nates it with the current data set to serve as the training set. The

storage of the memory set is much smaller than that of the single

periodic data set. In our practical scenario, resource utilization is

decreased by almost a quarter of the initial consumption, as illus-

trated in Fig. 1(b). However, after analyzing the properties in the

autoscaling scenario, two specific challenges lie in our continual

learning paradigm compared with existing works: i) Sample Over-
lap: In practice, data distribution of regression problem is usually

imbalanced [8, 26], and besides, sample distributions have certain

similarities, leading to area overlapping in distributions between

the memory set of replay-based continual learning and the current

data set, namely, sample overlap; ii) Regression Task: Most contin-

ual learning methods are proposed based on the classification tasks,

but they cannot be directly applied in a regression task, especially

in the process of network training using knowledge distillation

[5, 19].

To address these challenges, we propose Density-based Memory

Selection and Hint-based network learning Model (DMSHM). For

sample overlap in continual learning, we design a density-based

memory selection strategy, utilizing kernel density estimation to

calculate sample density as a reference to compute sample weight,

followed by constructing a new memory set using weight sampling,

to achieve a balance between battling sample overlap and fusing

new sample distribution. To better preserve predicting performance,

we apply the hint-based training strategy by storing previous repre-

sentations and utilizing the prior model to produce an intermediate

representation of the current sample, which can be regarded as

a hint, to recall the prior knowledge. The “hint" fills the gap that

“dark knowledge" is inapplicable to regression problems [19]. Our

main contribution can thus be summarized as follows:

• We propose a new continual learning method DMSHM for regres-

sion tasks in Predictive Autoscaling. We design sample density-

based scores to endow with the weight of the sample to construct

a memory set and adopt a hint-based network learning strategy

to adjust parameters.

• We conduct experiments on public and industrial datasets, and

demonstrate DMSHM has stronger performance than state-of-

the-art continual learning methods on regression tasks.

2 BACKGROUND
2.1 Predictive Autoscaling
Cloud service providers (CSPs) usually adopt a conservative ap-

proach to resource provisioning to satisfy their service level objec-

tives (SLOs). In order to maintain the quality of their services, CSPs

often set low CPU utilization targets, even when there are signifi-

cant variations in the workload [23]. This paradigm is inefficient

in terms of computation resources, energy consumption, as well

as cost, which calls for improvement. Predictive Autoscaling fore-

casts the workload with the help of machine learning models and

prepares proper resources in advance to satisfy SLOs with better

efficiency [1, 20, 24, 25, 27]. In our industrial practices, we observe

that the consumption of storage and computing resources is very

high, due to a large number of applications and zones, incentivising

further optimization of resource usage and prediction accuracy,

for which we devise a new scheme for regression tasks based on

continual learning in this paper.

2.2 Continual Learning
To ensure the accuracy of our regression model in practical scenar-

ios, a common practice is to periodically retrain using data from the

past month. The time span of training dataset is typically chosen

so that the cyclical properties of the data can be learned. Continual

learning enables us to maintain predictive accuracy on relatively

short-term data with reduced resource costs. However, a common

challenge of continual learning is catastrophic forgetting, i.e., as new
tasks or domains are introduced, the previously acquired knowledge

cannot be retained, resulting in performance degradation. Lange

et al. [14] conduct a critical implementation, compared against
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mainstream CL methods [4, 13, 16, 17]. A general continual learn-

ing (GCL) setting [2] is also proposed for real-world applications,

appending an assumption that the boundaries of tasks are agnostic,

based on which, several approaches [3, 21] are proposed to make

GCL more practical. He and Sick [11] further propose CLeaR in the

context of power forecasting, to address the regression task of GCL.

Moreover, the gap of application of knowledge distillation between

classification and regression problems are elaborated in [5, 19, 22],

and to address this problem, we leverage the idea of “hint” [18] in

this work.

3 PRELIMINARY
As mentioned in the previous section, we try to solve regression

tasks (workload forecasting and CPU utilization estimation) in Pre-

dictive Autoscaling using continual learning. For the convenience

of description, we define the i-th 𝑘−dimensional input sample of

the regression model as 𝑥𝑖 ∈ R𝑘 and the label as 𝑦𝑖 , which is a

one-dimensional scalar in CPU utilization estimation or a multidi-

mensional vector in workload forecasting. In the n-th period, we

acquire dataset 𝑆𝑛 = (𝑋𝑛, 𝑌𝑛) = {(𝑥𝑖 , 𝑦𝑖 )}𝑁
𝑛

𝑖=1
, whose size is𝑁𝑛

, and

the cumulative sample size before present period is 𝐴𝑛 =
∑𝑛−1
𝑖=1 𝑁

𝑖
.

In addition, wemaintain a memory setM𝑛
with fixed size𝑀 , which

is updated every time a new dataset arrives. Using the setting of

an ordinary supervised learning problem, we define the represen-

tation function as ℎ𝑛 , indicating an underlying mapping from the

input sample to a lower dimension vector 𝑧 = ℎ𝑛 (𝑥). We then de-

fine 𝑔𝑛 to map the representation vector to prediction result. We

formulate the prediction function as 𝑓 𝑛 (𝑥) = 𝑔𝑛 (ℎ𝑛 (𝑥)) = 𝑔𝑛 (𝑧),
whose training parameters are 𝜃ℎ and 𝜃𝑔 for the representation and

linear function, respectively. We define the whole parameter set as

𝜃 , and it is optimized by defined loss functions which are specified

in Section 4.3 later.

4 METHOD
In the following sections, we detail density-based memory selection

and hint-based network learning to overcome catastrophic forget-

ting from the perspectives of sampling and training, respectively.

The former aims to select the most informative samples to repre-

sent history to help the model recall the prior knowledge, while

the latter uses the hint-based training strategy to train the model

with a memory set and current dataset.

4.1 Density-based Memory Selection
Many replay-based methods use reservoir sampling to update the

memory set fromM𝑛−1
and 𝑆𝑛 , which ensures that each sample

has the same probability of being selected into a new memory set

M𝑛
. However, data imbalance can result in some data drawn from

the overlapping area of the distribution being sampled more than

once. Our expectation for the memory set is that it can represent

the distribution of historical samples, but the repetition in sample

sets can lead to a more severe imbalance, which would impair the

efficiency of the memory set. To overcome this problem, we design

a density-based memory selection (DMS) mechanism.

As shown in Fig. 3, our overall goal is to use weight sampling

[28] to select samples fromM𝑛−1
and 𝑆𝑛 as the memory set of

the next period, so we focus on the design of weights. In order to

Algorithm 1 DMS SampleWeight

1: Input: The memory setM𝑛−1
with budget size𝑀 ; The dataset

S
𝑛
with size 𝑁𝑛

; The cumulative sample size 𝐴𝑛 =
∑𝑛−1
𝑖=1 𝑁

𝑖
;

The DensityScore function 𝑞𝑛 ; The balance factor 𝛾 .
2: for 𝑖 = 1, . . . , ( |M𝑛−1 | + 𝑁𝑛) do
3: if 𝑖 ≤ |M𝑛−1 | then
4: (𝑥𝑖 , 𝑧𝑖 , 𝑦𝑖 ) ← M𝑛−1

𝑖
// 𝑖-th sample inM𝑛−1

5: 𝑤 (𝑥) = (1 − 𝛾) × 𝑞𝑛 (𝑥𝑖 ) + 𝛾 × 𝐴𝑛

𝐴𝑛+𝑁𝑛

6: else
7: (𝑥𝑖 , 𝑦𝑖 ) ← S𝑛𝑖−|M𝑛−1 | // (𝑖-|M𝑛−1 |)-th sample in 𝑆𝑛

8: 𝑤 (𝑥) = (1 − 𝛾) × 𝑞𝑛 (𝑥𝑖 ) + 𝛾 × 𝑀
𝐴𝑛+𝑁𝑛

9: end if
10: end for
11: 𝑊 𝑛

:= {𝑤 (𝑥) |𝑥 ∈ M𝑛−1 ∪ 𝑆𝑛}
12: return The 𝑛-th sample weight set𝑊 𝑛

overcome the problem of sample overlap while incorporating the

sample in the new distribution into the memory set, we designed

two scoring functions, DensityScore and ShiftLevelScore.
We devise some indicators based on sample density to determine

whether the overlapping phenomenon or new distribution occurs.

Specifically, considering the similarity among the sample distribu-

tions across different time steps, a smaller mean value difference of

M𝑛−1
and 𝑆𝑛 would result in a smaller variance of combined sam-

ple distribution, resulting in the overlap phenomenon. In principle,

the distribution ofM𝑛−1
can better represent the real distribution

of the previous sample. We use kernel density estimation to fit

the samples inM𝑛−1
, and obtain the mapping function 𝑑 (𝑥) ∈ R,

formulated as follows:

𝑑 (𝑥) = 1

|M𝑛−1 |𝑏𝑘

|M𝑛−1 |∑︁
𝑖=1

𝐾 ( 𝑥 − 𝑥𝑖
𝑏
),

𝐾 (𝑧) ≥ 0,

∫
𝐾 (𝑧)d𝑧 = 1.

We choose the Gaussian kernel function as 𝐾 (𝑧), and we use maxi-

mum likelihood cross-validation to obtain the optimal bandwidth

𝑏. Then we use 𝑑 (𝑥) to calculate the density of each sample in

M𝑛−1 ∪ 𝑆𝑛 , and samples with very small density are called bor-
der samples. To avoid extreme cases of weight skewness caused

by differences in density scales, we employ the 𝑠𝑖𝑔𝑚𝑜𝑖𝑑 function

to smooth sample density as 𝑞𝑛 (𝑥) = 1/(1 + 𝑒−𝑑 (𝑥 ) ). We define

𝑞𝑛 (𝑥) : R𝑘 → R+ asDensityScore function, which outputs a score
to reflect the degree of sample aggregation.

From the design of the score above, we can infer that the score

of samples in the distribution ofM𝑛−1
is larger than the rest. A

large number of border samples indicates that the distribution of

the combined sample set is quite different from the previous ones,

which is called distribution shift. However, sample selection solely

relying on the density score can lead to excessive tendency to the

samples of M𝑛−1
, voiding our attempt to incorporate the new

distribution. To mitigate the problem, we devise ShiftLevelScore
function that generates the indicator 𝛾 , to describe the level of

distribution shift. We use the Gaussian mixture model with two

components to fit the density scores ofM𝑛−1∪𝑆𝑛 , andwe formulate
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Figure 3: The framework of density-based memory selection. The overall goal is to use weight sampling to select samples from
M𝑛−1 and 𝑆𝑛 as the memory set of the next period. In order to overcome the sample overlap problem, while incorporating the
sample in the new distribution into the memory set, we propose two scoring functions DensityScore and ShiftLevelScore.

Algorithm 2 Density-based Memory Selection

1: Input: The memory setM𝑛−1
with the budget size 𝑀 ; The

dataset S
𝑛
with size 𝑁𝑛

; The cumulative sample size 𝐴𝑛 =∑𝑛−1
𝑖=1 𝑁

𝑖
; The representation function ℎ𝑛 (𝑥).

2: if n = 1 then
3: 𝑊 𝑛 = SampleWeight(∅, 𝑀, 𝑆𝑛, 𝑁𝑛, 0, 0.5, 1)

4: (𝑋𝑛
𝑚, 𝑌

𝑛
𝑚) ←WeightedSampling(𝑆𝑛,𝑊 𝑛)

5: else
6: 𝑑 (𝑥) ← KernelDensityEstimator(M𝑛−1

)

7: 𝑞𝑛 (𝑥) = 1

1+𝑒−𝑑 (𝑥 ) // DensityScore
8: 𝛾 = ShiftLevelScore ({𝑞𝑛 (𝑥) |𝑥 ∈ M𝑛−1 ∪ 𝑆𝑛})
9: 𝑊 𝑛 = SampleWeight(M𝑛−1, 𝑀, 𝑆𝑛, 𝑁𝑛, 𝐴𝑛, 𝑞𝑛, 𝛾 )

10: (𝑋𝑛
𝑚, 𝑌

𝑛
𝑚) ←WeightedSampling(M𝑛−1 ∪ 𝑆𝑛,𝑊 𝑛)

11: end if
12: 𝑍𝑛𝑚 = {𝑧 |𝑧 = ℎ𝑛 (𝑥), 𝑥 ∈ 𝑋𝑛

𝑚}
13: UpdateM𝑛 ← (𝑋𝑛

𝑚, 𝑍
𝑛
𝑚, 𝑌

𝑛
𝑚)

14: return The 𝑛-th memory setM𝑛

the absolute difference between themeans of the two components as

𝛾 . A large 𝛾 implies the occurrence of distribution shift, and border

samples need to be attended, for which we introduce the reservoir

sampling strategy. For the batch data stream scenario, we employ

two biased coefficients
𝐴𝑛

𝐴𝑛+𝑁𝑛 and
𝑀

𝐴𝑛+𝑁𝑛 on samples ofM𝑛−1

and 𝑆𝑛 to ensure that all samples are sampled with equal probability

(see Sec. 4.2). To trade-off between avoiding distribution shift and

mitigating overlap, the coefficient 𝛾 is used to control reservoir

sampling and score-based sampling. We define the procedure as

SampleWeight function, which is described in Algorithm 1.

After the above processing, we can obtain the sample weight set

𝑊 𝑛
, which is then used to select 𝑀 samples asM𝑛

. The detailed

description of DMS is shown in Algorithm 2. Note that the memory

set stores not only the selected samples and labels but also the

outputs of intermediate representation from the current model,

whose intention is explained in Sec. 4.3 later.

4.2 Proof of Biased Coefficients
The objective of the reservoir sampling algorithm is to choose a

fixed number of samples without replacement in the face of an

uncertain total number of samples in a single pass while ensuring

that each sample is selected with equal probability. Unlike the tradi-

tional reservoir sampling method that draws one sample per period,

we process a sample set 𝑆𝑛 containing 𝑁𝑛
samples in each period.

The sample setM𝑛
consists of subsets ofM𝑛−1

and 𝑆𝑛 by sam-

pling. Since the samples inM𝑛−1
are sourced from the sample set

prior to the 𝑛-th and 𝑆𝑛 is being sampled for the first time, it is nec-

essary to assign sampling weights 𝑤𝑏𝑖𝑎𝑠 (𝑥 |𝑥 ∈ M𝑛−1) = 𝐴𝑛

𝐴𝑛+𝑁𝑛

and𝑤𝑏𝑖𝑎𝑠 (𝑥 |𝑥 ∈ 𝑆𝑛) = 𝑀
𝐴𝑛+𝑁𝑛 to the samples inM𝑛−1

and 𝑆𝑛 to

ensure that all samples

⋃𝑛
𝑖=1 𝑆

𝑖
are sampled with equal probability.

We term the above sampling weights as biased coefficients, whose
rationality is demonstrated in the mathematical proof below.

Proof. The mathematical induction can be divided into the ini-

tial step and the inductive step.

• Initial step: For 𝑛 = 1, 𝐴1 = 0 and |M0 | = 0, then

𝑤𝑏𝑖𝑎𝑠 (𝑥 |𝑥 ∈ M0) = 𝐴1

𝐴1 + 𝑁 1
=

0

0 + 𝑁 1
= 0

𝑤𝑏𝑖𝑎𝑠 (𝑥 |𝑥 ∈ 𝑆1) = 𝑀

𝐴1 + 𝑁 1
=

𝑀

0 + 𝑁 1
=
𝑀

𝑁 1
.

𝑤 (𝑥 |𝑥 ∈ 𝑆1) = 𝑤𝑏𝑖𝑎𝑠 (𝑥 |𝑥 ∈ 𝑆1) = 𝑀

𝐴1 + 𝑁 1

As of the 1-st period’s end, all samples

⋃
1

𝑖=1 𝑆
𝑖
are sampled with

equal probability.

• Inductive step: We assume that the proposition is true for 𝑛 = 𝑘 ,

i.e., after applying biased coefficients 𝑤𝑏𝑖𝑎𝑠 (𝑥 |𝑥 ∈ M𝑘−1) =
𝐴𝑘

𝐴𝑘+𝑁𝑘 and𝑤𝑏𝑖𝑎𝑠 (𝑥 |𝑥 ∈ 𝑆𝑘 ) = 𝑀
𝐴𝑘+𝑁𝑘 , all samples

⋃𝑘
𝑖=1 𝑆

𝑖
have

the same weights:

𝑤 (𝑥 |𝑥 ∈ M𝑘−1) = 𝑤 (𝑥 |𝑥 ∈ 𝑆𝑘 ) = 𝑀

𝐴𝑘 + 𝑁𝑘
.
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For𝑛 = 𝑘+1, after applying biased coefficients, the sample weight

ofM𝑘
and 𝑆𝑘+1 are

𝑤 (𝑥 |𝑥 ∈ M (𝑘+1)−1) = 𝑤 (𝑥 |𝑥 ∈ M𝑘−1) ×𝑤𝑏𝑖𝑎𝑠 (𝑥 |𝑥 ∈ M (𝑘+1)−1)

=
𝑀

𝐴𝑘 + 𝑁𝑘
× 𝐴𝑘+1

𝐴𝑘+1 + 𝑁𝑘+1

=
𝑀

𝐴𝑘+1 + 𝑁𝑘+1 ,

and

𝑤 (𝑥 |𝑥 ∈ 𝑆𝑘+1) = 𝑀

𝐴𝑘+1 + 𝑁𝑘+1 ,

i.e., the same weight of M𝑘
and 𝑆𝑘+1 means the samples of⋃𝑘+1

𝑖=1 𝑆
𝑖
have the same probability of being sampled.

□

4.3 Hint-based Network Learning
To optimize parameters for mitigating catastrophic forgetting, most

approaches leverage dark knowledge [12] to retain the prior knowl-

edge, where the main idea is to store softened logits output, which

is then used to guide the optimization trajectory of the current

model. However, this approach does not apply to the regression

problem. Specifically, the output of the regression task is a continu-

ous value, which has the same properties as the ground truth along

with an unknown error distribution [5, 22], so that keeping the

previous dark knowledge of samples is not a suitable solution for

our problem. Inspired by the theory of Romero et al. [18], which

suggests that intermediate representation provides “hint” for the

current model to imitate the previous one, we devise our hint-based

network learning strategy.

During the network training, we have memory setM𝑛−1
and

current dataset 𝑆𝑛 . Before training in the current step, we utilize

the representation network of the previous step ℎ𝑛−1 (𝑥) to gen-

erate additional hint 𝑍𝑛
ℎ𝑖𝑛𝑡

= ℎ𝑛−1 (𝑋𝑛). We define the loss Lℎ𝑖𝑛𝑡 ,
which is the error of intermediate output𝑍𝑛

ℎ𝑖𝑛𝑡
= ℎ𝑛 (𝑋𝑛) and𝑍𝑛

ℎ𝑖𝑛𝑡
,

formulated as:

Lℎ𝑖𝑛𝑡 := E(𝑥,𝑦)∼𝑆𝑛
[
𝑙 (ℎ𝑛−1 (𝑥), ℎ𝑛 (𝑥))

]
,

where 𝑙 (ℎ𝑛−1 (𝑥), ℎ𝑛 (𝑥)) is the mean absolute error between 𝑍𝑛
ℎ𝑖𝑛𝑡

and 𝑍𝑛
ℎ𝑖𝑛𝑡

, and 𝑙 means the same for the rest of the paper. The

network ℎ𝑛 regards 𝑍𝑛
ℎ𝑖𝑛𝑡

as guidance for conducting training close

to the previous optimization trajectory, which assists the network

in recalling knowledge to alleviate catastrophic forgetting.

We also minimize the error between hints𝑍𝑛−1𝑚 and intermediate

representation 𝑍𝑛−1𝑚 = ℎ𝑛 (𝑋𝑛−1
𝑚 ) of memory samples, along with

the error between their ground truth 𝑌𝑛−1𝑚 and predictions 𝑌𝑛−1𝑚 =

𝑓 𝑛 (𝑋𝑛−1
𝑚 ), and we refer to the loss as L𝑚𝑒𝑚𝑜𝑟𝑦 :

L𝑚𝑒𝑚𝑜𝑟𝑦 := 𝛼 · E(𝑥,𝑧,𝑦)∼M𝑛−1
[
𝑙 (𝑧, ℎ𝑛 (𝑥))

]
+ 𝛽 · E(𝑥,𝑧,𝑦)∼M𝑛−1

[
𝑙 (𝑦, 𝑓 𝑛 (𝑥))

]
,

where the coefficients 𝛼 and 𝛽 serve as weights to adjust the impor-

tance of following the optimization trajectory of the former model

(𝜃𝑛−1) and recalling from ground-truth labels 𝑌𝑛−1𝑚 .

Furthermore, the model needs to acquire new knowledge from

the current dataset 𝑆𝑛 = (𝑋𝑛, 𝑌𝑛), and we set the network to

minimize weighted mean absolute error, defined as:

L𝑐𝑢𝑟 := E(𝑥,𝑦)∼𝑆𝑛
[
𝑙 (𝑦, 𝑓 𝑛 (𝑥))

]
,

where the L𝑐𝑢𝑟 reflect the convergence process on new data set.

To integrate the three losses Lℎ𝑖𝑛𝑡 , L𝑚𝑒𝑚𝑜𝑟𝑦 and L𝑐𝑢𝑟 , we sum
the terms up with coefficients 𝛿 and 𝜉 to trade-off tendencies be-

tween recalling previous information and learning new knowledge,

to form the total loss function (L) as follows:
L = L𝑚𝑒𝑚𝑜𝑟𝑦 + 𝜉 · Lℎ𝑖𝑛𝑡 + 𝛿 · L𝑐𝑢𝑟 .

5 EXPERIMENTS
5.1 Datasets
To evaluate the effectiveness of our proposed method, we conduct

experiments on ATEC’s
1
public industrial dataset, which is for

workload forecasting competition. We select one traffic series and

split all data into 8 periodic datasets in chronological order to per-

form the evaluation of the workload forecasting task. Furthermore,

we also perform the evaluation of CPU utilization estimation (CUE)

on a zone of a main application whose data was collected from an

industrial scenario. It includes 9 types of traffic values and CPU

usage per minute of 8 days, whose distributions are significantly

different from each other, as shown in Fig. 4(c). We need to model

the mapping between traffic and CPU usage.

5.2 Baselines and Metrics
Fine-tuning [14] is a naive baseline for our comparison of prediction

performance and we further compare against DER++ [3] and CLeaR

[11]. The former is an excellent general continual learning method,

and the latter applies continual learning on regression tasks. We use

different networks as ℎ(𝑥) for two regression tasks, i.e., an LSTM

layer for ATEC task and an MLP layer for CUE task.

Tomeasure memorization and forecast performance of the model

in a continual learning setup, we regard the first dataset as a his-

torical set and the samples composed of random selection from all

8 datasets as a future set. After every period, we record the mean

square error (MSE) of the model on the historical and future set.

We define forgetting error (FE) as the average MSE of all steps on

the historical set, which indicates the ability to memorize and over-

come catastrophic forgetting. In addition, we define the prediction

error (PE) as the MSE of the final period on the future set, reflecting

the performance of model generalization. A small PE value means

better predictive power for samples from unknown distributions.

5.3 Experiment Results
The experiment results are shown in Table 1, where the best results

are highlighted in bold, where DMSHM obtains the best perfor-

mance in terms of forgetting error and prediction error on both

ATEC dataset and CPU utilization estimation task. Finetune ac-

quires the worst performance on all metrics due to the absence

of capability to overcome catastrophic forgetting. To explore the

performance of the model in each period, we demonstrate MSE of

the four models on the historical set and future set in 8 days, as

illustrated in Fig. 4(a) and Fig. 4(b). The MSE on the historical set

of all models appears to have a tendency to decrease before the

1
https://github.com/TRaaSStack/Forecasting
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Table 1: Mean and standard deviation (in bracket) of experiment results on ATEC and CUE datasets.

ATEC CUE

Models FE PE FE PE

Finetune 0.0686 (0.0312) 0.0739 (0.0437) 33.46 (5.39) 23.59 (6.29)

CLeaR 0.0512 (0.0245) 0.0405 (0.0276) 20.57 (4.62) 19.02 (4.38)

DER++ 0.0450 (0.0367) 0.0315 (0.0125) 18.12 (2.84) 17.05 (2.93)

DMSHM (w/o DMS) 0.0445 (0.0129) 0.0311 (0.0174) 17.91 (2.83) 16.99 (2.72)

DMSHM (w/o Hint) 0.0426 (0.0201) 0.0301 (0.0214) 16.82 (1.92) 16.90 (2.84)

DMSHM (ours) 0.0404 (0.0167) 0.0282 (0.0186) 15.70 (2.14) 16.85 (3.46)
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Figure 4: The MSE of 4models on historical set (a) and future
set (b) of CUE. (c) is the scatter plot of data sets from all 8
days, using PCA to reduce dimensions.

fifth day due to the fact that the datasets of these days are of high

similarity. However, on the sixth day, when a configuration change

takes place, the sample distribution has a somewhat larger change,

as shown in Fig. 4(c). DMSHM is the most robust to this disturbance

due to the density-based selection strategy. As for the prediction

error, DMSHM shows smaller MSEs, which indicates that the sam-

ples in the memory set are more similar to the overall distribution,

and the model is capable of predicting data in the future set.

5.4 Ablation Study
In order to evaluate the effectiveness of the density-based mem-

ory selection strategy (DMS) and hint-based network learning

method (Hint) of the proposed DMSHM model, we conduct two ab-

lation studies of DMSHM(w/o DMS) and DMSHM(w/o Hint) on all

datasets. Our first study is DMSHM(w/o DMS), where the density-

based memory selection method is replaced by a reservoir sampling

strategy, which assigns equal weight to all samples in the memory

set and current data set in SampleWeight function. Given the prac-

tical sample storage scheme of batch acquisition for a new dataset,

we assign weights
𝐴𝑛

𝐴𝑛+𝑁𝑛 and
𝑀

𝐴𝑛+𝑁𝑛 to the samples in memory set

and the new dataset to obtain uniform selection probability for each

sample. The second ablation study is DMSHM(w/o Hint), where

the hint-based network learning is replaced by conventional pa-

rameter adjustment strategy with loss function L𝑚𝑒𝑚𝑜𝑟𝑦 +𝛿 · L𝑐𝑢𝑟 ,
which invalidates the model’s capability of maintaining historical

knowledge through hint-based parameter learning.

According to the results provided in Table 1, the performance

worsens after removing either DMS or the hint-based module com-

pared to the original DMSHM. Specifically, after replacing the DMS

with a reservoir sampling strategy, DMSHM(w/o DMS) suffers a dra-

matic decline in performance. Besides, DMSHM(w/o DMS) exhibits

a more drastic decrease, which indicates DMS is more critical for

addressing catastrophic forgetting and maintaining the forecasting

accuracy, compared to the hint parameter learning.

6 DEPLOYMENT
Our method has been successfully deployed in Alipay Cloud to

serve over 20,000 zones across more than 3,000 applications, as

evidenced by its impressive effectiveness and efficiency. In one

representative zone, the data time span is reduced from 113 minutes

to just 36 minutes, while the storage size decreased from 119 GB to

37 GB. Moreover, our method achieves CPU utilization estimation

with only one-third of the original resource usage, as illustrated in

Fig. 1(b). As the dataset size increases, the degree of resource-saving

needs to be calculated in conjunction with the size of the current

data set and memory set that replaces a large training set. The

existence of the memory set exponentially reduces the amount of

data needed to be stored. By significantly reducing the capital cost

of application operation, our method makes a valuable contribution

towards the environmental sustainability of Alipay.

7 CONCLUSION
The focus of this paper is to address the problem of inefficient

resource utilization in regression tasks within Predictive Autoscal-

ing. To solve this challenge, we propose a novel continual learning

approach called DMSHM. This method is designed to efficiently

manage sample overlap through a density-based memory selec-

tion strategy that leverages reservoir sampling with batch stream

samples. To support the rationality of two biased coefficients, we

have included inductive mathematical proof. In addition, we have

implemented a hint-based network learning strategy to bridge the

gap between regression tasks and continual learning. Our model

has been extensively tested, and the results demonstrate its effec-

tiveness.
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