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Problem of conventional designs Conventional execution is unpredictable
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Designer: Live monitors:
* Input: Transaction code (SQL); Output: DORA execution plan * Conventional, DORA (w/ & w/o dynamic load balancing)
» Graphical representation of the optimized plan * Running on identical Sun Niagara Il chips (64 HW contexts)

* Modify workload/skew
+ Compare: access patterns, performance, partitions
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