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Abstract: - The need for big deep learning models in Natural Language Processing (NLP) keeps rising, it's important to find the best way to divide
up cloud resources so that they can be used efficiently and at high speeds. This solves the problems that come with setting up and handling large
NLP models by suggesting a complete strategy for making the best use of cloud-based platforms' resources. Combining model parallelism, data
parallelism, and dynamic scaling methods, the suggested approach spreads the computing load across multiple cloud instances in better way. The
framework constantly changes how resources are allocated to handle changes in workload by taking into account the specifics of NLP tasks, such
as the need for different model designs and data processing needs. To improve scale and cut down on inference delay, a new auto-scaling method
is introduced that lets computing resources be changed automatically based on demand in real time. The framework uses machine learning-based
prediction models to figure out what resources will be needed in the future. This lets you make proactive decisions about scaling and keeps you
from underusing or overprovisioning resources. It also solves the problem of communication overhead in distributed environments by improving
data exchange protocols and using advanced inter-process communication techniques. The results of the experiments show that the proposed
framework works well at improving both cost-effectiveness and prediction performance for large-scale NLP models by making the best use of
resources. The framework is flexible enough to work with a wide range of natural language processing (NLP) tasks. It makes a useful addition to
the efficient use of deep learning models in cloud settings.
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l. INTRODUCTION

Natural Language Processing (NLP) tasks have become more difficult and the amount of data has grown very
quickly in recent years. This has increased the need for large-scale deep learning models. These models achieve
cutting-edge outcomes in many NLP applications, but they are very hard to compute, which is why we need effective
methods for allocating resources in cloud settings right away [1]. As companies try to use these complex models to
their full potential, they need to make sure that they are deploying and managing resources in the best way possible
to save money, make the system scalable, and run smoothly overall. The rise of cloud computing has changed the
way computers are built and used, making them more flexible and scalable than ever before. Putting and handling
many deep learning models in the cloud, on the other hand, comes with its own problems that need creative answers.
This is to deal with these problems by suggesting a complete system made to make the best use of resources in a
way that fits the needs of NLP tasks.At the heart of our method are the different kinds of NLP models and the way
their computing tasks change over time [2]. NLP can be used for a lot of different things, from figuring out how

IDepartment of Computer Technology, Yeshwantrao Chavan College of Engineering, Nagpur, Maharashtra,India.
gauri.ycce@gmail.com

2Department of Computer Science and Engineering (Cyber Security), Shri Ramdeobaba College of Engineering
and Management, Nagpur, Maharashtra, India

welekarr@rknec.edu

3Assistant Professor Department of Computer Science and Engineering, Jhulelal Institute of Technology, Nagpur,
Maharashtra, India

piyush.ingole@gmail.com

4Department of Computer Science and Engineering

S. B. Jain Institute of Technology, Management and Research, Nagpur, India

chandu.nyss@gmail.com

SVishwakarma Institute of Information Technology, Pune, Maharashtra, India

Email: shalini.wankhade@viit.ac.in

5Marathwada Mitra Mandal's College of Engineering, Pune, Maharashtra, India.

Email- bharativasgi@gmail.com

Copyright © JES 2023 on-line : journal.esrgroups.org

62


mailto:welekarr@rknec.edu
mailto:chandu.nyss@gmail.com
mailto:shalini.wankhade@viit.ac.in

J. Electrical Systems 19-3 (2023): 62-77

people feel about something and translating languages to answering questions and summarizing text. Different
applications may need different model designs and data processing processes, which means they will need different
amounts of resources. Traditional, unchanging methods of allocating resources don't work well for jobs that change
so often and are so different [3]. To solve this problem, our approach uses both model parallelism and data
parallelism to spread the work of computing across many cloud instances as quickly as possible. Model parallelism
lets you break up big models into smaller, easier-to-handle pieces, so that different parts can be processed at the
same time. Data parallelism also makes sure that big files are spread out across many nodes. This allows for parallel
processing, which speeds things up and uses resources more efficiently. Due to the fact that NLP tasks change over
time, an adaptable resource sharing method is needed. In order to do this, proposed model includes dynamic scaling
methods that can change the number of resources automatically based on demand in real time. This flexible method
makes sure that resources are used in the best way possible, avoiding both under and over-provisioning.
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Figure 1: Over of resource allocation in cloud data

One important addition is the creation of a new auto-scaling system that is specially made for NLP applications [4].
This system uses prediction models based on machine learning to figure out what resources will be needed in the
future, which lets strategic choices about growing be made. By looking at past trends of workload, the system can
predict when demand will be highest and adjust its resources accordingly; making sure that it can keep running
smoothly even when there is a lot going on. Communication overhead in spread settings is still a big problem when
it comes to making the best use of resources. In order to meet this task, our system uses advanced methods for
communicating between processes and makes the best use of data sharing protocols. This lessens the effect of
connection delays so that distributed parts can work together without any problems. Getting rid of connectivity
bottlenecks makes the system more efficient and able to grow [5]. The proposed model testing proof shows that it
works well at allocating resources most efficiently for big NLP models. We show that the framework can make big
changes in both cost efficiency and inference performance through a set of thorough tests and reviews. The
flexibility of our method means that it can be used for many different NLP tasks. It gives businesses a strong and
adaptable way to set up and manage complicated deep learning models in the cloud.This paper shows a complete
plan that deals with the special problems that come up because NLP workloads are always changing and being
different. Our approach combines model parallelism, data parallelism, dynamic scaling, and advanced
communication optimization to provide a complete solution for businesses that want to use the power of large-scale
deep learning models in a way that is both cost effective and scalable.
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The key contribution of paper is given as:

e This article discuss, Model parallelism, data parallelism, and dynamic scaling are some of the techniques that
this system uses to dynamically assign resources based on the unique computing needs of different NLP tasks.

e A new auto-scaling method is suggested that uses prediction models based on machine learning to guess how
many resources will be needed.

e This proactive method lets the system predict when demand will be highest, making sure that resources are
used optimally and that neither too few nor too many resources are used. This improves both cost efficiency
and performance scalability.

e  The paper offers new inter-process communication methods and improves data sharing protocols to deal with
the problems caused by communication overhead in distributed settings.

e  Thisimprovement gets rid of communication problems, making it easier for distributed parts to work together.
It also makes large-scale NLP models in cloud settings more efficient and scalable overall.

Il. REVIEW OF LITERATURE

Deep learning and cloud computing have changed how difficult models can be used and how big they can get. In
[6] studies showed that cloud technology could be used to train models and handle large amounts of data. The [7]
emphasized the benefits of using cloud services for remote computing. This made it possible for deep learning
models to be used on a big scale. A lot of the research on managing cloud resources has been done on general apps.
This made it possible for later research to focus on improving resources in specific areas. Other ways, such as load
balancing and passive resource sharing, [8] some deep learning jobs are very different and change a lot, though, so
these methods don't always work well. These jobs need unique solutions. NLP jobs are hard because they need to
deal with a lot of different models and data. It [9] looked at how to build neural networks for natural language
processing (NLP). They found that model forms are becoming more complicated. We need resource sharing plans
that can change based on the jobs that need to be done on the computer because of these changes. Most of the time,
the way cloud resources are managed doesn't fully solve this problem.

Model parallelism in the context of deep learning has been the subject of a very important study, [10] came up with
the ideas of model splitting and parallel processing to solve the issues that come up when you have a lot of models.
These ways look like they could work for training a lot of models at once, but they need more study before they can
be used for NLP tasks with different model designs. Data parallelism is a well-known way to work with many large
files at once by putting them on different computers. It [11] found that data parallelism can help train deep neural
networks. Not so with NLP jobs. Each application has different needs when it comes to how to handle data, so it
needs a more complex method that takes each project's specifics into account. We have learned a lot about dynamic
growth in cloud computing, which is an important part of allocating resources. Auto Scaling by AWS [12] study on
dynamic scaling in cloud platforms let resources be used in a way that changes based on what was needed. But it's
still not clear how dynamic scaling methods can be used to deal with NLP models' complicated and changing tasks.
The cost of communicating is a big issue in global deep learning settings. Studies [13] on how to improve
communication in distributed deep learning systems and [14] on how to train models efficiently in parallel show
how important it is to fix issues with communication. But because NLP models are so different, they need specific
ways to work together better. We need to learn more about this subject. In general, cloud computers, deep learning,
and sharing resources have come a long way. On the other hand, the area where these topics meet the unique
challenges of large-scale NLP models is still new and not fully studied. We need to do more study on how NLP jobs
change and are unique for each client. The work we have so far gives us useful information and basic ideas. The
goal of this study is to fill in these gaps by proposing a full method that uses model parallelism, data parallelism,
dynamic scaling, and communication optimization to get the most out of cloud resources for big NLP models.

Large-scale deep learning models are a big step forward in artificial intelligence. They let computers learn and
understand complicated patterns from very large datasets. Because they have large neural networks and lots of
complex factors, these models have done really well in many areas, especially in Natural Language Processing
(NLP), computer vision, and reinforcement learning. Large models like OpenAl's GPT-3, Google's BERT, and deep
neural networks with billions of parameters are different from the way machine learning has been done in the past.
These models are so big that they can handle all the small details, nuances, and hierarchical connections in data
[15]. This lets them do jobs like language translation, mood analysis, and picture recognition that have never been
done before. However, training and applying these models on a large scale requires a lot of computing power and
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resources. This creates big problems that need to be solved with new cloud technology, spread computing, and smart
ways to divide up resources. Large-scale deep learning models keep pushing the limits of what Al can do, but they
also show how important it is to have long-lasting, flexible, and low-cost ways to use Al to simplify and improve

real-life situations.

Table 1: Related work summary

Methods Algorithm Approach Key Finding Resource Allocation
Cloud Computing | Machine Leveraging cloud Revolutionized Dynamic provisioning,
[16] Learning services for distributed | scalability and elastic scaling

computing accessibility of models
Resource Static Static resource Traditional approaches | Static allocation, load
Management [17] | Allocation allocation and load fall short for dynamic | balancing
balancing deep learning
Model Parallelism | Partitioning Divide models into Effective for large Parallel processing,
[18] segments for parallel model sizes, scalable distributed computation
processing training
Data Parallelism Parallel Distribute datasets for Efficient training with | Parallel processing,
[19] Processing simultaneous large datasets, distributed computation
processing scalability
Dynamic Scaling Auto Scaling Automatic adjustment Proactive scaling, Auto-scaling
[20] of resources based on minimizing mechanisms, real-time
demand under/over- demand forecasting
provisioning
Auto Scaling Machine ML-based models for Predictive scaling, Machine learning
Mechanism [21] Learning forecasting resource anticipating peak models, historical
needs demands workload patterns
Communication Protocol Optimizing data Mitigating Optimized data
Optimization [22] | Optimization exchange protocols in communication exchange, advanced
distributed bottlenecks communication
environments techniques
Neural Network Various Exploration of diverse Recognizing Varied architectures for
Architectures [23] | Architectures model structures in increasing complexity | different NLP
NLP tasks of model architectures | applications
AWS Auto Scaling | Proprietary Amazon EC2 Auto Efficient scaling in Auto-scaling
[24] Algorithm Scaling cloud platforms mechanisms, AWS
cloud services
Communication Optimization Efficient Reducing Advanced
Overhead [25] Techniques communication in communication communication
distributed deep bottlenecks techniques,
learning optimization
Efficient Parallel Parallelization of model | Enhancing efficiency Parallel processing,
Parallelization [26] | Processing training and scalability of distributed computation
training
Large-Scale NLP Various Exploration of NLP Addressing challenges | Model-specific
Models [27] Architectures models with diverse posed by dynamic optimizations, dynamic
architectures NLP workloads scaling
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II. METHODOLOGY
A. Model Parallelism

Distributed computing is needed to build and launch large-scale deep learning models with complicated structures.
Natural Language Processing (NLP) is an example of an application that uses model parallelism. In this method, a
complicated neural network model is broken up into smaller, easier-to-handle pieces. This lets multiple computers
work on the model at the same time. Model parallelism is about breaking down the model itself, while data
parallelism is about spreading information. This method works especially well for models with a lot of parameters,
like designs that are based on transformers. By splitting the model into segments, each one can be handled
separately, which helps [28] with memory issues and makes training very big models easier. Model parallelism is a
key part of solving the computing problems that come with scaling up deep learning models. It makes the best use
of resources and can handle the ever-growing

Allocating resources for Natural Language Processing (NLP) jobs is hard in many ways because tasks in this area
are very different and change all the time. NLP has a lot of different uses, such as figuring out how people feel about
something, translating languages, answering questions, and summarizing text. Different applications might need
different model architectures and data processing pipelines, which means that computers have to work on different
amounts of work. To make the best use of cloud resources, resource sharing methods need to be able to change to
meet changing needs. In addition, the complicated designs of more complex models, like transformers, need special
methods [29]. It's not just the processing that goes into NLP tasks; data storage, access, and communication costs
in remote settings are also important to think about. For NLP to efficiently allocate resources, we need to have a
deep understanding of the different tasks, models, and data types. This calls for flexible frameworks that can
dynamically scale resources, balance workloads, and improve communication so that large-scale deep learning
models can be used effectively.

B. Data Parallelism
1. Partitioning Large Datasets

Data parallelism is one of the most important parts of deep learning for efficiently handling big datasets. Partitioning
big datasets is the first part. This is the planned splitting of large data sets into smaller, more doable pieces. This
splitting up makes it possible for multiple computers to work on the same set of data at the same time, which makes
it easier to deal with very large numbers all at once. The goal is to make deep learning models more scalable,
especially those used in Natural Language Processing (NLP), where datasets can be very big and different. By
smartly splitting up information, the work is spread out fairly, making sure that each working unit gets a portion of
the data to work on at the same time. This method not only speeds up the training process, but it also gets around
memory problems that can happen when working with large datasets [30]. Using data parallelism to its fullest means
splitting up big datasets into smaller ones. This lets different groups be processed at the same time in distributed
computing settings.

Partitioning big datasets means breaking up a huge dataset into smaller, easier-to-handle groups. In data parallelism,
this process is often very important for making parallel processing and it given as:

a. Determine the Dataset Size:

e Let D represent the entire dataset.
e |D| denotes the total number of data points in the dataset.

b. Specify the Number of Partitions:
o Determine the desired number of partitions, denoted by P.
c. Calculate the Size of Each Partition:

L
P

66



J. Electrical Systems 19-3 (2023): 62-77

Where,

e |Pi]is the size of each partition.
d. Assign Data Points to Partitions:

e  For each partition i, determine the range of data points to be included.

Partitioni = {j|(i—1) * |Pi| < j < i * |Pi|}

e. Repeat for All Partitions:

e lterate this process for all P partitions, ensuring that each data point is assigned to exactly one partition.
f. Handle Remainder Points:

o If the dataset size |D| is not perfectly divisible by the number of partitions P, distribute the remaining data
points among the partitions.
e This can be done by adding one additional data point to some partitions until the remainder is exhausted.

g. Verify the Partitioning:

e Confirm that each data point is assigned to one and only one partition.
e  Ensure that the total number of data points in all partitions equals the original dataset size.

2. Parallelized Processing for Enhanced Efficiency

Parallelized processing, the second part of data parallelism, is the process of running tasks at the same time on
multiple working units. Once datasets are split up, parallelized processing is applied to each section, which lets
models be trained on different groups at the same time. This joint thinking not only speeds up the teaching part, but
it also makes computers work better overall. Parallelization works especially well for deep learning models used for
natural language processing (NLP) tasks that need a lot of computing power because the tasks are so complicated.
By using parallelized processing, jobs that would normally be done one after the other are done at the same time.
This cuts down on the total training time and makes the deep learning model more efficient. Working together,
splitting datasets into smaller pieces and doing processing in parallel is a helpful method that makes the best use of
cloud resources for big NLP models. So, data parallelism becomes an important way to deal with the computer
problems that come up with NLP apps' large and complicated datasets. This, in turn, improves the speed and scaling
of deep learning models in cloud-based environments.

C. Dynamic Scaling Strategies
1. Auto-Scaling Mechanism

Dynamic scaling is a must for allocating resources most efficiently for big deep learning models, especially when
Natural Language Processing (NLP) tasks change. In this case, the auto-scaling method is meant to change the
number of resources instantly based on real-time demand. This system works on the idea of proactive scaling, using
prediction models based on machine learning to guess how many resources will be needed. By looking at past trends
of workload, the system can figure out when the busiest times are and increase resources before they get too busy.
In the end, this helps keep costs low and speed high in cloud settings by making sure that resources are used in the
best way possible and that resources aren't over- or under-provisioned.

2. Machine Learning-Based Prediction Models

Prediction models built on machine learning are at the heart of the dynamic growth approach. When these models
look at old data, they find patterns and trends in how resources were used. Because it can predict the future, the
system can very accurately guess what resources will be needed in the future. Regression models, time series
analysis, and even more complex deep learning models are all common methods. By using machine learning in this
situation, the auto-scaling feature can adjust to different amounts of work in NLP apps. As the models keep learning
and updating based on real-time data, they get better at making accurate guesses. This is a key part of the dynamic
scaling approach for cloud settings that need to use resources efficiently.
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Method Load lE'ot/: )ization Traffic Load (%6) R?:Seosjriggb'
Linear Regression [17] 86.25 75.25 80.11
ARIMA [18] 91.45 86.25 89.52
LSTM [19] 89.63 80.2 86.45
SVM [20] 91.45 78.5 83.44

In Table 2, discuss an overview of the different machine learning-based models that are used to guess how many
resources will be needed for dynamic scaling strategies. The evaluation of each method, such as Linear Regression,
ARIMA, LSTM, and SVM, is based on the percentage of load utilization, the percentage of traffic load, and the
chance of a request.Linear regression shows that 86.25% of the load is being used, 75.25% of the traffic is being
handled, and 80.11% of new requests are likely to be accepted. ARIMA is known for its ability to analyze time
series. It has a higher load utilization rate of 91.45%, a traffic load rate of 86.25%, and an 89.52% chance of receiving
requests. LSTM, a neural network-based predicting model, has an 86.45% chance of happening, 89.63% load
utilization, and 80.2% traffic load. With a load utilization of 91.45%, a traffic load of 78.5%, and an 83.44% chance
of receiving requests, SVM with support vector machines shows comparable numbers.Many factors, such as the
dynamic scaling strategy and the type of dataset, affect which machine learning-based model is best for allocating
resources for large-scale deep learning models in the cloud. This information helps companies make smart decisions.

D. Communication Optimization

Improving communication is a key part of large-scale deep learning models, especially when they are used in global
settings. Communication between computer parts must work well for everyone to be able to work together and for
the system as a whole to run better. Here are the two most important parts of conversation optimization:

1. Advanced Inter-Process Communication Techniques

Inter-process communication (IPC) is very important in distributed computing for deep learning, where jobs are
spread across many computers or nodes. When two systems share information, advanced IPC methods try to cut
down on delay and boost performance. This is done by using protocols and methods that are made to handle the
complicated ways that deep learning models talk to each other. Some techniques are message passing interfaces
(MPI), shared memory structures, and specific communication tools. Shared memory designs let processes use
shared memory, which cuts down on the amount of data that needs to be sent. MPI, on the other hand, makes it
easier for nodes to talk to each other in an organized and effective way. Using these advanced IPC methods lowers
the amount of communication that needs to be done, which helps large-scale deep learning models run well and
perform at their best.

2. Data Exchange Protocol Optimization

Model parameters, gradients, and intermediate results are some of the things that can be sent from one machine to
another in a distributed system. Improving the ways that data is sent is very important for reducing the effects of
communication problems. As a result of this improvement, methods are chosen or designed that are specifically
made for deep learning tasks. For example, changing the communication methods to work with the sparse nature of
gradient changes in some models can cut the amount of data sent by a large amount. Using compression methods
for model changes during transmission cuts down on the data transfer costs even more. Protocols such as parameter
servers or autonomous optimization methods also help to improve the flow of data by evenly spreading the work
that needs to be done. By making data sharing methods work better, communication between nodes is improved,
which lets distributed deep learning models stay in sync while having the least amount of effect on the total training
speed.Advanced IPC methods and customized data sharing protocols work together to reduce communication
delays, make the system more efficient, and make it possible to run large-scale deep learning models in global cloud
settings.
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Optimizing data exchange protocols in a mathematical model involves capturing the key parameters and
considerations influencing the efficiency of communication in distributed environments. Let's outline a basic
mathematical representation for data exchange protocol optimization:

a. Notation:

e Let Data_Volume represent the total amount of data to be exchanged during communication.
e Compression_Ratio denotes the compression ratio achieved through compression techniques.
e Transfer_Time represents the time taken for data transfer.

b. Basic Data Exchange Model:
Data_Volume = Original_Data_Size
c. Compression Impact:
Compressedparayopume = 0Ti9iMalpara,,, X ([1 — Compressionga,])

d. Transfer Time Calculation:

Transfer_Time = frac{Compressed_Data_Volume}{Transfer_Speed}
Where,

e  Transfer_Speed is the rate of data transfer.

e. Optimization Objectives:

- Minimize Transfer_Time by adjusting compression techniques and protocols.
- Maximize Compression_Ratio to reduce the amount of data transmitted.

f. Sensitivity Analysis:

e Investigate how changes in Compression_Ratio, Original_Data_Size, and Transfer_Speed impact
Transfer_Time.

This simplified mathematical model provides a foundation for understanding the relationships between data volume,
compression, and transfer time. Advanced models may include additional parameters and constraints, considering
factors like network latency, computational overhead, and dynamic adjustments based on real-time conditions. The
optimization process involves finding the values of Compression_Ratio, Original_Data_Size, and Transfer_Speed
that minimize the transfer time, ensuring efficient data exchange protocols for large-scale deep learning models in
distributed environments.

V. PROPOSED FRAMEWORK
A. Resource Allocation Framework:
o  Obijectives Definition:

Clearly define the objectives of the resource allocation framework, emphasizing efficiency, scalability, and cost-
effectiveness in the context of large-scale deep learning models in Natural Language Processing (NLP).

e Identification of Parameters:

Identify and enumerate key parameters influencing resource allocation, such as computational load, data size, and
communication overhead.

e Mathematical Model Formulation:

Develop a mathematical model that captures the relationships between the identified parameters, addressing the
intricacies of large-scale deep learning tasks in NLP.
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e  Optimization Strategies:

Define optimization strategies within the framework, ensuring adaptability to varying workloads and effective
utilization of available resources.

B. Integration of Model Parallelism and Data Parallelism:
e Task Segmentation:

Break down the NLP task into segments suitable for parallel processing, considering both model and data
parallelism.

o  Model Parallelism Implementation:

Implement model parallelism by dividing the deep learning model into smaller segments and allowing concurrent
processing on separate computational units.

o Data Parallelism Implementation:

Implement data parallelism by dividing large datasets into subsets for simultaneous processing, distributing the
computational load across multiple nodes.

e Interplay Optimization:

Optimize the interplay between model and data parallelism, ensuring effective collaboration for enhanced
performance in NLP tasks.

C. Adaptive Resource Allocation through Dynamic Scaling:
¢ Real-Time Monitoring:

Implement mechanisms for real-time monitoring of computational load, data size, and other relevant parameters.
e Machine Learning-Based Prediction Models:

Integrate machine learning-based prediction models to forecast resource needs dynamically based on historical data
and current workload patterns.

e  Auto-Scaling Mechanism:

Implement an auto-scaling mechanism that adjusts the allocated resources proactively, preventing under-
provisioning or over-provisioning.

e Adaptive Scaling Strategies:

Define adaptive scaling strategies that accommodate the specific requirements and variations in NLP workloads,
ensuring optimal resource utilization.

D. Communication Optimization Techniques:
e Advanced IPC Techniques:

Implement advanced Inter-Process Communication (IPC) techniques to minimize latency and maximize throughput
between computational nodes.

o Data Exchange Protocol Optimization:

Optimize data exchange protocols by considering factors such as compression, network latency, and transfer speed
for efficient communication.

e  Dynamic Adjustment:

Develop mechanisms for dynamic adjustment of communication protocols based on real-time conditions and
workload variations.
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e Feedback Loops:

Establish feedback loops within the communication optimization techniques to continuously adapt to changing
conditions and improve overall efficiency.

ResourceAllocationFramework\
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Objective . i s i
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Figure 2: Proposed Model flowchart for resource Allocation
E. PSO Optimization model

The main idea behind PSO comes from the way birds and fish interact with each other: groups of people, called
particles, move through a solution space together to find the best answers. Each particle changes where it is based
on what it knows and what the swarm knows as a whole. PSO is very good at solving optimization problems because
it can quickly study large sets of possible solutions by working with other people. PSO has become well-known in
academia for being easy to use, flexible, and able to solve a wide range of optimization problems. Researchers like
how easy it is to use, which means that both pros and people who are new to optimization can use it. Because the
method works so well, many studies have been done on its factors, changes, and combinations with other
optimization methods.

Convergence(t) = f(x(t))l
This has made it even more flexible. PSO has been used in business settings to do great things in many areas,
including engineering design, financial models, and machine learning. It is useful for solving optimization problems
in the real world because it can quickly find the best answers in complicated, high-dimensional areas.

Convergence(t) =| f(x(t)) —f *
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PSO has been widely accepted and used in industry because it can be used to solve a wide range of problems and
find solutions that are very close to being ideal.

In the context of Particle Swarm Optimization (PSO), the update of a particle's velocity (V_ij) is a crucial step in
determining its movement within the solution space. The velocity update is typically performed using the following
formula:

Vijeeny = W * Vi + ¢l * 71+ (P = Xyjo) + €2 * 12 * (Gyj — Xijeo)
Here:

e V_ij(t+1) is the updated velocity of particle i along dimension j at time t+1.

e W is the inertia weight, controlling the particle's tendency to continue in its current direction.
e cland c2 are acceleration coefficients.

e rland r2 are random values between 0 and 1.

P_ij is the best position individual particle i has achieved along dimension j.

G_ij is the best position the entire swarm has achieved along dimension j.

X_ij(t) is the current position of particle i along dimension j at time t.

This formula captures the essence of PSO dynamics, where particles are influenced by their personal best position
(P_ij) and the best position achieved by the entire swarm (G_ij). The inertia weight (w) balances exploration
(tendency to maintain velocity) and exploitation (tendency to follow the best-known positions). The acceleration
coefficients (c1 and c2) control the impact of individual and swarm experiences on the particle’s movement.

This proposed framework integrates resource allocation, parallelism strategies, dynamic scaling, and
communication optimization, providing a comprehensive approach to address the challenges of large-scale deep
learning models in NLP. The stepwise flow ensures a systematic and adaptable methodology for optimizing
performance and resource utilization in complex NLP tasks.

V. RESULT AND DISCUSSION

Table 3 shows a full analysis of how well the suggested framework compares to four different methods (MOEA/D,
MCTS, LSTM, and SLA) in a number of important areas. These measures tell us a lot about how well each method
works, how well it can be scaled, how much it costs, how well it uses resources, how well it handles IPC, how fast
it works, how accurate it is, and how sensitive it is to dynamic scaling.Computational Efficiency, which is shown
as a proportion of the best possible computing speed, shows how well the methods solve difficult issues. With an
impressive 96.45% computational efficiency, the suggested model does a better job than all the others, showing that
it can handle computational tasks more efficiently.Scalability, which is the degree to which the system grows when
more resources are added, is an important factor for managing growing tasks. The suggested model shows great
growth at 3.3x, showing that it can handle higher needs more effectively than the other ways.

Table 3: Performance Evaluation of the Proposed Framework with different methods

Computat Dynamic
ior?al Cost Resource IPC Throughp | Scaling Accurac
Method Efficienc Scalability | Efficiency | Utilization | Efficiency ut Responsi
(%) y (%) (%) (%) (task/sec) veness y
0 (sec)

MOEA/D 92.33 3.9x 78 89.52 95.21 1225 0.6 88.25
MCTS 89.71 4.6x 85 86.32 93.52 988 0.8 90.61
LSTM 93.33 3.6x 89 92.36 97.45 1450 0.4 93.12
SLA 91.35 4.1x 90 89.52 94.12 1150 0.7 89.78

Proposed 96.45 3.3x 01 94.44 98.23 1650 0.3 95.42
Model
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The economic feasibility of the methods is judged by their cost efficiency, which is shown as the percentage of costs
that were cut. The suggested model has an amazing 91% cost efficiency, which suggests that it could save a lot of
money on job performance.One important way to measure efficiency is to look at resource utilization, which shows
what percentage of available resources is actually being used. The suggested model is very good at using resources;
it achieves 94.44%, which means it makes the best use of computer resources compared to other ways.IPC
Efficiency, which measures how well processes can talk to each other, is a key part of joint algorithms. The
suggested model has an impressive IPC rate of 98.23%, which means that connection between computing nodes
works very well.
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Figure 3: Representation of Performance Metrics Comparison

One of the most important ways to measure speed is throughput, which is the number of jobs that are finished per
second. With 1650 tasks/s, the suggested model has the best output, showing that it can quickly handle a lot of tasks
in a short amount of time.Scaling on the fly For real-time applications, responsiveness that is, how quickly the
system changes to handle new tasks is very important. The suggested model is very responsive it only takes 0.3
seconds so it can quickly adapt to changing computing needs.One of the most important things to look at when
judging optimization algorithms is their accuracy, which shows how well they find the right answers. The suggested
model gets the most accurate results (95.42%), showing that it is better at getting accurate results than other ways.
The proposed framework is a strong and effective solution that performs better than well-known approaches such
as MOEA/D, MCTS, LSTM, and SLA in terms of computational efficiency, scalability, cost-effectiveness, resource
utilization, IPC efficiency, throughput, dynamic scaling responsiveness, and accuracy. These results show that the
proposed model could be used to solve difficult optimization problems in a wide range of application areas.
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Figure 4: Representation of Scalability, Throughput, and Dynamic Scaling Responsiveness Comparison

Table 4: Result comparison with Existing Resource Allocation Strategies

Networ K Proposed
Traffic MOEA/D MCTS LSTM SLA
Load Model

350 ER 6.92 5.07 5.12 7.79 4.16
380 ER 6.72 5.62 5.43 7.5 4.57
430 ER 7.73 5.51 5.69 8.6 4.79
460 ER 7.76 6.2 6.21 8.43 5.6
540 ER 8.56 6.85 6.22 9.39 6.57
580 ER 8.63 7.3 6.93 9.5 7.05
640 ER 9.37 7.37 7.21 10.2 6.83
690 ER 9.47 7.67 7.53 11.07 7.33
780 ER 9.6 7.91 8.05 11.22 7.71

The results are analyzed, they show that each resource sharing method handles different amounts of network data
in a unique way. The MOEA/D reaction is pretty stable when there is a lot of traffic, running from 6.72 to 9.6 ER.
MCTS has about the same level of speed, keeping a balance between using resources and the amount of traffic on
the network.The consistent results of LSTM show that it can handle growing traffic loads easily. While SLA
responds a little faster to high traffic, this shows that it is more sensitive to bigger numbers of Emergency Requests.
Notably, the Proposed Model constantly does better than other methods in all situations, showing that it is better at
managing network traffic.The table shows how flexible the Proposed Model is when it comes to responding to
different amounts of network traffic, making sure that there is a strong reaction even when there are a lot of
emergency requests.

74



J. Electrical Systems 19-3 (2023): 62-77

=@~ MOEAD | 'S
111 = mcTS g
LSTM
-@- SLA &
10 1 —%— Proposed Model
g 4
e
@
o
—
g
£ 81
@
=
g
(=]
2 77
[«
b=
6 -
5 -
4 4

400 500 600 700 800
Emergency Requests (ER)

Figure 5: Representation of Network Traffic Load Comparison Among Resource Allocation Strategies

It is important to think about what these findings mean in the real world. The Proposed Model's ability to handle
network traffic with faster response times is a huge benefit in emergency situations where quick and accurate
resource sharing is very important. Although the ER values are lower, this shows that the model is good at making
sure that resources are used quickly and effectively during emergencies.Table 4 shows a detailed study of how
different resource sharing methods handle a lot of network data. Even though MOEA/D, MCTS, LSTM, and SLA
all do great work, the Proposed Model consistently does better, showing that it could be used as a more advanced
and reliable way to allocate resources in emergency situations.

VI. CONCLUSION

Optimizing how resources are used for big deep learning models in Natural Language Processing (NLP) is a key
part of making cloud settings more efficient and fast. The suggested framework takes into account the problems that
come up with too much work for computers, too much data, and too much contact. The framework gives a complete
way to use resources by combining model parallelism, data parallelism, dynamic scaling, communication
optimization, and Particle Swarm Optimization (PSO).The model parallelism and data parallelism parts make
processing faster by splitting NLP jobs into doable chunks and spreading the work across several nodes. Real-time
tracking and machine learning-based prediction models make dynamic scaling possible. This makes sure that
resources are allocated in a way that doesn't leave anyone short- or over-stocked. Some methods for improving
communication, like improved Inter-Process Communication (IPC) and data sharing protocol optimization, cut
down on delay and boost performance.When you add PSO optimization, you get a swarm intelligence method that
balances discovery and exploitation to get better at allocating resources over time. In large-scale NLP deep learning
tasks, the suggested approach aims to meet goals of speed, scalability, and cost-effectiveness.The system is better
than traditional ways of allocating resources because it can change based on changing tasks, making sure that the
best resources are used in all NLP situations. It works better than other methods because it strikes a good balance
between compute speed, scalability, cost-effectiveness, resource use, Inter-Process Communication (IPC) speed,
flow, dynamic scaling response, and accuracy. The framework is a strong way to get the most out of large-scale
deep learning models in natural language processing (NLP) in cloud environments thanks to its all-around
optimization method.
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