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Abstract
Existing serverless data analytics systems rely on external
storage services like S3 for data shuffling and communica-
tion between cloud functions. While this approach provides
the elasticity benefits of serverless computing, it incurs ad-
ditional latency and cost overheads. We present Flock, a
novel cloud-native streaming query engine that leverages
the on-demand scalability of FaaS platforms for real-time
data analytics. Flock utilizes function invocation payloads
for efficient data exchange, eliminating the need for external
storage. This not only reduces latency and cost but also sim-
plifies the architecture by removing the requirement for a
centralized coordinator. Flock employs a template-based ap-
proach to dynamically create cloud functions for each query
stage and a function group mechanism for handling data ag-
gregation and shuffling. It supports both SQL and DataFrame
APIs, making it easy to use. Our evaluation shows that Flock
provides significant performance gains and cost savings com-
pared to existing serverless and serverful streaming systems.
It outperforms Apache Flink by 10-20x in cost while achiev-
ing similar latency and throughput.
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1 Introduction
High-volume data sources, such as sensor measurements,
machine logs, user interactions on websites and mobile ap-
plications, typically operate in real time. Stream processing
systems play a vital role in delivering the most up-to-date
data, empowering organizations to make faster and better-
informed automated decisions. These systems must exhibit
high performance, elasticity, availability, and ease of use
while maintaining cost-effectiveness. Nevertheless, the in-
herently dynamic and unpredictable nature of streaming
workloads [47, 66] poses significant challenges in effectively
provisioning and configuring resources.
The benefits of cloud computing have spurred recent ef-

forts to migrate streaming analytics applications to fully
managed services, such as Google DataFlow [28, 43, 44, 51]
and AWS Kinesis Data Analytics for Flink [1]. These Backend
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as a Service (BaaS) models offer greater elasticity and elim-
inate upfront costs compared to on-premises alternatives.
However, their scaling process can take minutes, making it
impractical on a per-query basis.

In contrast, Function as a Service (FaaS) [20, 26, 67] fulfill
the promise of transparent resource elasticity in the cloud [50,
60, 62]. FaaS enables developers to decompose applications
into short-lived functions, offering ease of programming,
rapid elasticity, and fine-grained pricing. This makes FaaS
an appealing solution for streaming processing, as it can ac-
commodate spiky demand through granular resource scaling.
FaaS provides more fine-grained elasticity than BaaS, with
sub-second start-up times and millisecond-level billing preci-
sion. For example, AWS Lambda [67] bills customers for the
execution time consumed at a 1-millisecond granularity [57],
while Kinesis [1] charges hourly based on the number of Ki-
nesis Processing Units (KPUs) used. This fine-grained billing
model makes FaaS cost-effective for low-demand scenarios
and allows automatic scaling to handle high loads, with costs
proportional to the consumed resources.

We present Flock, a cloud-native streaming query engine
that runs on FaaS platforms to explore the potential of func-
tion services for stream processing. Table 1 highlights the
differences between Flock and other state-of-the-art data an-
alytics systems on FaaS platforms [70, 72, 73, 81]. While ex-
isting approaches leverage the elasticity of cloud object stor-
age services like Amazon S3 [75] for data shuffling, this in-
creases performance costs and compromises the advantages
of serverless systems. Instead, Flock passes data through in-
vocation payloads between cloud functions, providing a gen-
eral solution that supports multi-cloud platforms [20, 26, 67].
With current limits of 6 MB for synchronous invocations and
256 KB for asynchronous invocations on AWS Lambda [16],
32 MB HTTP request size on Google Cloud Functions [27],
and 100 MB HTTP request length on Azure Functions [21],
Flock can store complete objects directly in the query work-
flow state, eliminating the need for external storage. Under
the FaaS billing model, users pay for each job’s duration, pro-
portional to the aggregated runtimes across its component
tasks (cloud functions), rather than payload size. This func-
tional programming paradigm reduces latency and execution
costs by storing data directly in the workflow.
Moreover, payload invocation eliminates the need for a

query coordinator in the data architecture. As Flock does not
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SQL SIMD External Comm. Medium Hardware Client Coordinator Type Codebase

Locus [73] No No ElastiCache, S3 x86_64 Yes OLAP Python
Lambada [70] No No DynamoDB, SQS, S3 x86_64 Yes OLAP Python, C++
Starling [72] No No S3 x86_64 Yes OLAP C++
Caerus [81] Yes No Jiffy [63], S3 x86_64 Yes OLAP Python
Flock Yes Yes No arm64, x86_64 No Streaming Rust

Table 1. Comparison with Existing Serverless Data Analytics Systems.

rely on external storage for communication between func-
tions, there is no requirement for a coordinator to monitor
query stage completion and initiate new stages once depen-
dencies are met. Flock employs a unique way for passing
multiple payloads/partitions to the same function instance
and utilizes shared data structures to ensure exactly-once
data aggregation on function services. When checkpointing
is enabled, query states are persisted upon checkpoints to
prevent data loss and ensure consistent recovery.

Overall, wemake the following contributions in this paper:
• We present Flock, a novel cloud-native streaming query
engine that leverages FaaS platforms for real-time analytics.
Flock utilizes function invocation payloads for efficient data
exchange, eliminating the need for external storage. This not
only reduces latency and cost but also simplifies the archi-
tecture. It supports both SQL and DataFrame APIs, making it
easy to use and allowing users to avoid the time-consuming
process of manually translating SQL into cloud workflows.
•We introduce a template-based approach to dynamically
create cloud functions for query stages and a function group
mechanism for handling data aggregation and shuffling.
•We introduce support for vectorized processing on ARM
processors in Flock, delivering a 20% speedup and reducing
costs by more than 30% compared to x86_64.
• We propose an approach for eliminating the need for a
centralized query coordinator by leveraging the DAG repre-
senting the relationships between functions, allowing each
function to automatically invoke its subsequent child nodes
(functions) through direct function invocations. This enables
seamless data flow and coordination without the need for a
dedicated coordinator, akin to functional programming.
• We evaluate its performance and cost using the NEXMark
and Yahoo Streaming Benchmarks (YSB). Our experiments
demonstrate that Flock reduces costs by more than an order
of magnitude compared to Flink deployed on EC2 instances,
without compromising system throughput or query time.

2 Background
Stream processing workloads involve continuous data ar-
rivals from diverse sources, necessitating incremental pro-
cessing. The processing function is unaware of the data
stream’s start or end points. Consequently, temporal win-
dows [40] are commonly employed to process this type of
data. Flock natively supports tumbling, sliding, and session
window functions, enabling users to launch complex stream
processing jobs with minimal effort. The initial query stage

comprises data source functions that continuously fetch mes-
sages from the stream until a complete batch is obtained or
the time window expires.

To illustrate the semantics of queries in Flock, consider the
following example of a hypothetical online auction system
with two tables:

1 CREATE TABLE Auction (id INT, item_name VARCHAR(128),
2 description VARCHAR(255), initial_bid INT, reserve INT,
3 date_time DATE, expires DATE, seller INT, category INT);
4
5 CREATE TABLE Bid (

6 auction INT, bidder INT, price INT, date_time DATE);

The Auction table contains all items under auction, and the
Bid table contains bids for items under auction. At some
point, the user executes a continuous query to determine the
average winning bid price for all auctions in each category
across a series of fixed-sized, non-overlapping, 10-second
contiguous time periods1. In Flock, this query is expressed
using the following DML:
1 -- Flock Context: Window::Tumbling(Schedule::Seconds(10));
2 SELECT category,

3 Avg(final)
4 FROM (SELECT Max(price) AS final,

5 category

6 FROM auction AS A

7 INNER JOIN bid AS B

8 ON A.id = B.auction

9 WHERE B.date_time BETWEEN A.date_time AND A.expires

10 GROUP BY A.id, A.category) AS Q

11 GROUP BY category;

When the user submits this query, Flock continuously and
transparently executes it in a microbatch mode on the cloud
functions.

3 System Architecture
Flock is a cloud-native SQL query engine for event-driven
analytics on cloud function services. Figure 1 illustrates the
Flock’s high-level architectural design. 1 The cloud service
provider periodically packages and compiles the latest query
engine code into a generic cloud function binary, storing it
in cloud object storage. 2 Upon receiving a SQL query, it un-
dergoes parsing, optimization, and planning into a sequence
of low-level operators chosen by the optimizer for efficient
execution. 3 Flock breaks the execution plan into stages,
each comprising a chain of operators with the same parti-
tioning. These stages are serialized as strings and included
1We assume that the auctions are very short-lived (with expiry times less
than 10 seconds) and that each auction starts and ends within a single
window.
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in the cloud function context. Flock creates cloud functions
by retrieving the executable binary from cloud storage and
passing the encoded string (cloud context) as a function ar-
gument through the cloud vendor’s SDK. 4 Cloud functions
are instantiated instantly, enabling real-time query process-
ing. Function arguments are deserialized as the cloud context
during initial instantiation, customizing each function for a
specific sub-plan. Functions are aware of their role in exe-
cuting a sub-plan and sending results to the next function,
facilitating data flow without a client coordinator.

3.1 SQL Interface
While some exploratory research has explored data analyt-
ics on cloud services [70, 72, 73], there are no SQL-on-FaaS
engines for data analytics yet. End-users currently have to
manually split the physical plan for each query when merg-
ing query stages into cloud functions as part of a dataflow
execution paradigm on the cloud. Requiring users to lever-
age cloud vendor lock-in APIs to orchestrate query stages is
akin to forcing them to create query execution plans directly
in database systems. User-generated plans may be subop-
timal, leading to significant performance losses, and such
customized directed acyclic graphs (DAGs) are error-prone
and rarely reusable. Moreover, some cloud customers have
voiced concerns about vendor lock-in, fearing reduced bar-
gaining power when negotiating prices with cloud providers.
The resulting switching costs benefit the largest and most
established cloud providers, incentivizing them to promote
complex proprietary APIs resistant to de facto standardiza-
tion. Standardized and straightforward abstractions, such
as SQL and Dataframe APIs supported by Flock, would re-
move the most prominent remaining economic hurdle for
serverless adoption.

3.2 Microbatch Execution
Flock operates in a micro-batch execution mode, similar to
Apache Spark’s Structured Streaming [45, 46, 80], which pro-
cesses data streams as a series of micro-batch tasks, achiev-
ing exactly-once fault-tolerance guarantees. In this mode,
epochs are typically set to a few hundred milliseconds to
a few seconds, with each epoch executing as a traditional
analytical job composed of a DAG of functions. Compared to
the continuous operator model [41, 52, 59], micro-batch and
FaaS are more natural fits for two main reasons: (1) Cloud
functions are billed based on the number of invocations and
duration, making record-by-record processing orders of mag-
nitude more expensive; and (2) Some cloud providers, e.g.,
AWS Lambda, only allow a function instance to execute one
request at a time, causing dramatic latency increases with a
huge number of requests (via record-by-record).
During query planning, Flock automatically chains to-

gether sequences of functions, each corresponding to a query
stage. Flock implicitly invokes the first cloud function to trig-
ger the execution workflow at recurring times. Although all
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Figure 1. System Architecture.

created functions have the same binary code, when a func-
tion is instantiated in the cloud, its environment variable
contains the specific cloud context carried during creation, al-
lowing different function instances to be specialized through
the context (see Section 4). Functions share states by passing
arguments/payloads and return values to each other, which
does not incur additional costs. To send shuffled states to the
same function instance without an external communication
medium, Flock sets the stateful function’s concurrency to
one and allocates global memory that allows the function to
reuse "static context" across multiple invocations to the same
instance. Section 5.5 describes how Flock mitigates hotspots
in more detail.

3.3 Fault Tolerance
State Management. Flock achieves fault tolerance through
the employment of a write-ahead log and a state store, both
running over an object storage system such as S3 to allow
parallel access2. (1) The log keeps track of which data has
been processed from each input source and reliably written
to the output sink. (2) The state store holds snapshots of
operator states for aggregate functions. Similar to Spark
Streaming [45], states are written asynchronously and can
be behind the latest data written to the output sink. In the
event of a failure, the system will automatically track the
last updated state in its log and recompute state from that
point in the data.
Invocation Failure. If a cloud function times out or is ter-
minated, the computed end-result remains accurate, with
no data loss. This is because the new function is resumed
using the most recently stored checkpoint and states from
S3. However, unlike traditional nodes, function invocation
errors can occur when the invocation request is rejected by
issues with request parameters and resource limits or when
the function’s code or runtime returns an error. In the case of

2Starting from December 2020, all S3 GET, PUT, and LIST operations are
now strongly consistent [3].
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fn create_function(
  code: S3 URL, 
  environment: Option<HashMap<String, String>>,
  architectures: Option<String>       
  function_name: String,
  memory_size: Option<String>,
)
fn invoke(
  function_name: String, payload: Option<Bytes>,
  invocation_type: Option<String>,
)

Cloud Context Struct

Execution Plan

Function Name

Next Function Name

State Backend

Generic Function

Arrow DataFusion
Query Execution

Context Initialization

Data Preparation

Next Function 
Invocation

S3 Object Encoded String

Lambda Client API

Figure 2. Generic Function and Template Specialization.

the asynchronous invocation fails, Lambda retries the func-
tion since the payload is part of the invocation, ensuring
no data is lost. When an event fails all processing attempts
or expires without being processed, it’s placed into a dead-
letter queue (DLQ) [11] for further processing, which is part
of a function’s version-specific configuration. For synchro-
nous invocation failures, Flock implements a linear backoff
algorithm for automatic retries (see Section 5.3).
In asynchronous invocations, the function may receive

the same request/payload multiple times because Lambda’s
internal queue is eventually consistent [10]. To avoid double-
counting and ensure exactly-once aggregation and process-
ing of each payload, the stateful function maintains a bitmap
(see Section 6.2).

4 Function Templates
4.1 Template Specialization
Legal cloud functions are limited to scripts or compiled pro-
grams, leading many systems [72] to embed the physical
plan into the function code during the code generation phase.
These systems generate code for individual tasks, compile it,
and package it with necessary dependencies. To execute a
job, a scheduler launches tasks as serverless functions and
monitors their progress. However, compiling cloud func-
tions and dependencies at query runtime can cause delays
of seconds or even minutes, slowing query response time.
For example, Flock is a Rust-based cloud-native query en-
gine. Building an x86_64-unknown-linux-gnu release ver-
sion with SIMD and mimalloc/snmalloc features [29, 33] on
an AWS EC2 instance (c5a.4xlarge) takes roughly 4 minutes,
even with incremental compilation. Building from scratch
is even more time-consuming, taking 8m 33s due to Flock’s
lengthy dependency tree. In contrast, Locus [73], built on
Pywren [32, 61], is a pure Python implementation that omits
the code-generation and compilation steps, directly taking
task code and execution plan as input. While this approach
saves time on compilation, it sacrifices performance and
cost-efficiency due to longer charged durations.

We propose function template specialization as a way to
completely eliminate the compilation stage from the query
execution pipeline. Template specialization in programming
languages allows alternative implementations to be pre-
sented based on specific properties of the parameterized
type that is being instantiated, enabling certain types of
optimization and reducing code bloat. Similarly, as shown
in Figure 2, Flock’s service provider creates, builds, and
archives a generic cloud function as a bootstrap.zip file,
which consists of four main components: cloud context ini-
tialization, data collection and preparation, query execution,
and next function invocation (further details are explored
in the next subsection). The service provider then uploads
the bootstrap.zip to the cloud object storage, and makes
a new public release available for Flock users.

Flock eliminates the requirement for the client or central
registry to spend time compiling SQL execution plans and
new cloud functions into binary code, resulting in signifi-
cantly lower end-to-end latency3. Flock creates functions
immediately using the S3 object of the generic function
that the service provider has provided in advance [7]. Ad-
ditionally, the cloud context, which includes the execution
plan, is serialized and sent as a string into the Lambda API
create_function()’s parameter environment (Figure 2).
The cloud context is compressed with Zstd [35] after serial-
ization by default, since Lambda environment variables have
a default 4 KB service quota that cannot be raised [56]. If the
execution plan exceeds this limit, Flock stores it in S3 and
preserves the S3 object key in the cloud context. The envi-
ronment variable settings are accessible from the function
code during execution on the cloud. This approach reduces
query launch time by 10,000 times, as launching a cloud
function only requires the creation of a function without
compilation.
Flock then invokes the newly created function name to

execute the query on the cloud function services via the
Lambda API invoke() [8]. The context initialization is per-
formed once per function instance to prepare the cloud en-
vironment for invocations; it reads the encoded string from
the environment variable and deserializes it as the cloud
context. This process achieves the generic function template
specialization. Even though all functions have the same code
(i.e., the generic template), each function can identify the
specific execution plan and the function to deliver the output
to via the cloud context when it is instantiated in the cloud.

4.2 Generic Function
Flock is a new generation of cloud-native query engine that
consists of generic functions and a client library. The generic

3For developers who want to write custom stream processing logic, Flock’s
stateful operators are UDFs with state that still require users to compile
function code during query runtime. In this case, JIT code generation for
each query over LLVM [68] or Cranelift [58] is a better solution to reduce
branching overhead and memory footprint.
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function can work with any type, rather than a specific type
only, allowing it to be designed, built, and delivered to the
cloud platform ahead of time. To provide users with the latest
query engine capabilities, the cloud service provider only
needs to offer an updated version of the generic function
on a regular basis without disclosing the source code. The
client library can translate SQL queries to executable cloud
functions.

A generic function is a function code whose behavior de-
pends on the identities of the arguments supplied to it via
environment (see Figure 2). When a function is invoked, it
deserializes the cloud context provided by the client to dis-
cover the appropriate code regions — those with specializers
that are compatible with the actual context. The pseudo code
in Listing1 shows the pseudo-code for how the generic cloud
function is implemented and operated. The function code
can be broken down into four parts:

(1) Cloud Context Initialization. INIT (line 5) is a synchro-
nization primitive for running a one-time global initialization.
The given closure ctx_fn (line 9-14) is used to deserialize
environment variables into cloud context, and it will be run
if call_once (line 15) is used for the first time; otherwise,
the routine will not be invoked. Private data that is only
used per invocation should be defined within the handler.
Global variables such as CLOUD_CONTEXT retain their value
between invocations in the same execution environment. As
a result, the cloud context is only initialized once throughout
the lifetime of the instance, and future invocations reuse the
resolved static context. arena (line 11 and 23) is a type of
global resource that are created during initialization stays in
memory between invocations, allowing the handler to col-
lect states across invocations. We explain it in more details
in Section 6.2.
(2) Data Preparation. The function essentially receives

the payload in JSON format from the HTTP request’s body,
computes the result, and either returns it to the client or
forwards it to the next functions as HTTP requests.When the
runtime receives an event (line 22), it passes the event to the
function handler. Flock leverages Apache Arrow [39] to save
streaming data (line 24) in the in-memory columnar format
to maximize cache locality, pipelining and SIMD instructions
on modern CPUs. In the case of the function associated with
the aggregate operation, such as HashAggregateExec, Flock
uses Arena to collect all data partitions before being given
to the embedded query engine in the current function. More
details are described in Section 6.2.
(3) Query Execution. The function includes Arrow Data-

Fusion [4], an in-memory query engine that provides both
a DataFrame and SQL API for querying CSV, Parquet, and
in-memory data. DataFusion leverages the Arrow [39] com-
pute kernels for vectorized query processing. All rows with
a particular grouping key are in the same partitions, such as
the case with hash repartitioning on the group keys. Data

partitions are processed in parallel in the cloud function (line
26).
(4) Next Function Invocations. Following the execution of

the query stage in the current function, the output is placed
into the next function invocation’s payload (see invoke() in
Figure 2), and finally, a synchronous or asynchronous invo-
cation (line 27) is made to make distributed dataflow possible.
The implicit invocation chain is analogous to functional pro-
gramming. More complex data shuffling are described in
detail in Section 6.3.
1 use lambda_runtime::{service_fn, LambdaEvent};

2 use serde_json::Value;

3
4 /// Initialize the function instance once and only once.

5 static INIT: Once = Once::new();

6 static mut CLOUD_CONTEXT = CloudContext::Uninitialized;

7
8 macro_rules! init_cloud_context {

9 let ctx_fn = || match std::env::var(&**CONTEXT_NAME) {

10 Ok(s) => { CLOUD_CONTEXT = CloudContext::Lambda((

11 ExecutionContext::unmarshal(&s), Arena::new()));

12 }

13 ...

14 };

15 INIT.call_once(ctx_fn);

16 match &mut CLOUD_CONTEXT {

17 CloudContext::Lambda((ctx, arena)) => (ctx, arena),

18 CloudContext::Uninitialized => panic!("uninitialized!"),

19 }

20 }

21
22 async fn handler(event: LambdaEvent<Payload>) -> Result<Value> {

23 let (mut ctx, mut arena) = init_cloud_context!();

24 let (input, status) = prepare_data(ctx, arena, event)?;

25 if status == HashAggregateStatus::Ready {

26 let output = collect(ctx, input).await?;

27 invoke_next_functions(ctx, output, ...).await

28 } else if status == HashAggregateStatus::NotReady {

29 Ok(json!("response": "data is not yet ready"))

30 } else if status == HashAggregateStatus::Processed {

31 Ok(json!("response": "data has been processed"))

32 }

33 }

34
35 #[tokio::main]

36 async fn main() -> Result<()> {

37 lambda_runtime::run(handler_fn(handler)).await?;

38 Ok(())

39 }

Listing 1. Generic Function Skeleton.

4.3 Heterogeneous Hardware
AWS Lambda functions running on Graviton2 [6], an Arm-
based processor architecture designed by AWS, deliver up
to 34% better price performance compared to functions run-
ning on x64 processors for serverless applications [14], in-
cluding real-time data analytics. To provide users with bet-
ter price-performance, Flock offers function binaries for
both x86 and Arm architectures. Users can select different
generic function binaries from the AWS S3 bucket to create
Lambda functions that operate on x86 and/or Arm proces-
sors. Currently, Flock has 4 versions on S3: x86_64-gnu,
x86_64-musl, aarch64-gnu, and aarch64-musl.
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Lambda Async InvocationLambda Sync Invocation
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Invoke F1
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Invoke F2Payload: 256KB
Response F1

Response F0

Figure 3. The duration charge comparison.

For Lambda functions using Arm/Graviton2 processors,
duration charges are 20% lower than the current pricing for
x64. However, the reported performance difference (19%)
between x64 and Arm by AWS may not include SIMD op-
timization. It remains an open question which architecture
performs better on query operations when AVX2 and Arm
Neon intrinsics are employed. The Graviton2 processor also
supports the Armv8.2 instruction set, which includes the
large-system extensions (LSE) introduced in Armv8.1. LSE
provides low-cost atomic operations and improves system
throughput for CPU-to-CPU communication, locks, and mu-
texes. We compare the latency and duration cost between
the two architectures in Section 7.

5 Function Communication
5.1 One-Way Road
Prior work has proposed solutions for data exchange in
serverless environments [64, 65, 70, 72, 73]. These solutions
rely on external storage for exchanging large data volumes
since cloud functions cannot accept incoming connections.
For example, Starling [72] utilizes Amazon S3 to transfer
intermediate data between function invocations. However,
such solutions introduce additional services, increasing la-
tency (I/O), billable function duration, and S3 access costs,
thereby compromising the serverless system’s advantages.

In contrast to earlier systems focused on OLAP workloads,
Flock is designed for real-time stream processing of gigabyte-
scale data. AWS Lambda functions have a 6 MB payload size
limit for synchronous invocations and a 256 KB limit for
asynchronous invocations [16]. Function concurrency, the
number of instances serving requests simultaneously, has
a default regional limit of 1000 [13], which can be easily in-
creased to 5000 by contacting Amazon. By leveraging these
AWS Lambda quotas along with data encoding and compres-
sion, Flock can transfer gigabyte-scale intermediate results
between functions without relying on external storage.
Flock passes data in the payload when invoking a func-

tion (Figure 2), serialized as JSON bytes per AWS Lambda’s
application/json HTTP request body requirement. Data
partitioning ensures each partition fits within the payload,

enabling seamless data transfer between query stages (func-
tions) without persisting to data stores like DynamoDB [55]
and S3 [75], incurring no additional invocation costs and
reducing billable duration.

Table 2 compares the latency of AWS S3 and function pay-
load communication. Objects are compressed using Zstd [35],
achieving a 4x compression ratio on NYC Citi Bike trip
data [22], allowing tested partition sizes up to 60 MB (15MB *
4) suitable for streaming workloads. The reported latency in-
corporates marshalling/unmarshalling and compression/de-
compression overheads incurred in the Lambda Rust Run-
time [17], which account for less than 7% of the total time.
For partitions less than or equal to 1.5 MB, payload commu-
nication outperforms S3 by an order of magnitude. Since
the 15 MB payload size limit is exceeded at larger sizes,
Flock executes the same function instance multiple times
synchronously or asynchronously, resulting in 6x and 2x
speedups, respectively. Section 5.5 elaborates on how mul-
tiple payloads are routed to the same running instance, a
critical aspect of data shuffling.

AWS S3 Lambda Payload
Object Read Write Total Sync Async
1.5KB 0.471 0.113 0.584 0.020 0.030
15KB 0.471 0.144 0.615 0.020 0.044
150KB 0.653 0.205 0.858 0.036 0.066
1.5MB 1.615 0.594 2.209 0.281 0.785
15MB 11.720 1.828 13.548 2.201 6.054
Table 2. The latency comparison (seconds).

5.2 Sync and Async
When invoking a function asynchronously, AWS Lambda
enqueues the event in a Lambda-owned queue and returns
immediately, without exposing Lambda’s internal queues
directly. A separate process dequeues and executes the func-
tion. As a multitenant system, AWS Lambda implements
fairness through per-customer rate-based limits, with some
flexibility for bursting [79]. However, occasional invocation
delays may occur under heavy workloads.
Figure 3 illustrates the benefit of asynchronous calling:

when the current function invokes the next function, it can
return immediately without waiting for the succeeding func-
tion to complete execution, significantly decreasing the bill-
able duration. Let 𝑛 denote the total number of query stages,
and 𝑓𝑖 represent the lambda function or function group cor-
responding to the 𝑖th query stage. The total asynchronous
invocation cost is:

𝑛∑︁
𝑖=0

𝜆(𝑓𝑖 ) +
𝑛∑︁
𝑖=0

𝑑 (𝑓𝑖 )

Let 𝜆(𝑓𝑖 ) denote the cost of function invocations for the
𝑖th query stage with specific memory and processor configu-
rations, and let 𝑑 (𝑓𝑖 ) represent the billed duration cost of the
𝑖th query stage. For synchronous invocation, the duration
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cost (including waiting time) of the 𝑖th stage is
∑𝑛

𝑗=𝑖 𝑑 (𝑓𝑗 ).
The total cost of the billing is:

𝑛∑︁
𝑖=0

𝜆(𝑓𝑖 ) +
𝑛∑︁
𝑖=0

𝑛∑︁
𝑗=𝑖

𝑑 (𝑓𝑗 )

While asynchronous invocation offers cost benefits for
complex, multi-stage queries, synchronous invocation has its
advantages in terms of speed, reliability, and cost-effectiveness
for simpler workloads. Synchronous invocation is not af-
fected by internal queue throttling, providing faster and
more reliable execution. Furthermore, for queries executed
by a single function or with shallow stages, synchronous
invocation may incur lower billable duration and cost due
to its larger 6 MB payload size limit (24 times larger than
the 256 KB limit for asynchronous invocations). However,
for complex queries with numerous stages, the asynchro-
nous approach may be more cost-effective despite the over-
head of additional function invocations, as each invocation
is charged for its duration.

5.3 "No" Coordinator
Migrating streaming applications from a traditional server-
ful deployment to a serverless platform presents unique op-
portunities. In traditional serverful deployments, workflow
management frameworks such as MapReduce [54], Apache
Spark [45, 46], Sparrow [71], Apache Flink [49] provide a
logically centralized scheduler for managing task assign-
ments and resource allocation. The scheduler traditionally
has various objectives, including load balancing, maximizing
cluster utilization, ensuring task fairness, keeping track of
distributed tasks, deciding when to schedule the next task
(or set of tasks), and reacting to finished tasks or execution
failures. Serverless computing does not require a traditional
serverful scheduler because FaaS providers are responsible
for managing the containers or MicroVMs [42] and server-
less platforms typically provide a nearly unbounded amount
of ephemeral resources. However, existing data systems on
FaaS platforms like [72] and Lambada [70] still require a
coordinator to monitor task completion and start new stages
once dependencies are completed due to their use of S3 as
the communication medium between functions. Without a
coordinator, these systems would have no way of knowing
if the current query step is complete.
Flock eliminates the coordinator by putting the name of

the next function stage in the current function’s cloud con-
text during client-side query planning (see Figure 2). When
the current function finishes computation, it passes the result
to the next function invocation’s payload. For asynchronous
invocation, if the function terminates abnormally or throws
invocation errors, AWS Lambda retries the function. Flock
configures a dead-letter queue [11] on the function to cap-
ture events that weren’t successfully processed for further
processing. For synchronous invocation, Flock implements

a truncated linear backoff algorithm that uses progressively
longer waits between retries for rate limit exceeded errors.
These retries are only required when Flock passes multiple
payloads to a single function with concurrency equal to 1
(see Section 5.5). The current function regularly re-invokes
a failed function, increasing the wait time between retries
until reaching the maximum backoff time. The wait duration
is calculated as: min(50 * increase_factor + random_ms,
max_backoff) where increase_factor starts at 1 and re-
sets when 50 * increase_factor exceeds max_backoff.
random_ms is bounded to 100ms to avoid synchronized retry
waves. Removing the query engine’s core coordinator sim-
plifies coding, operation, and maintenance while potentially
reducing query processing time.

5.4 Function Name
The cloud function name consists of three parts: Function
Name: <Query Code>-<Query Stage ID>-<Group Member ID> where
the query code is the hash digest of a query, the query stage
ID is a 2-digit number representing the position of a stage
in the DAG, and the group member ID is the position of
the function within its group. The function name does not
include a timestamp, allowing the created function to be
reused by continuous queries without incurring a cold start
penalty. This naming convention ensures that each cloud
function is appropriately identified and categorized into a
distinct query, enabling Flock to efficiently detect and resolve
issues.

5.5 Function Group
The cloud function concurrency is the number of instances
or execution environments that serve requests at a given
time [12]. Flock uses put_function_concurrency() [9] to
set the maximum concurrency for each function in the query
DAG, ensuring that the function can scale on its own while
preventing it from growing beyond that point. Flock sets
the default concurrency to 1000 for stateless functions (e.g.,
scan, filter, and projection). Each stateless function is pref-
erentially executed on a data partition containing the same
keys to maximize data parallelism. However, if the concur-
rency of a stateful function (e.g., group by, sort, and join)
is set to more than 1, Flock cannot ensure the integrity of
the query results. In this case, Lambda is likely to spawn
multiple running instances to handle payloads from the non-
aggregate functions, causing the partial results to diverge
and ultimately fail to aggregate. Therefore, for aggregate
functions, Flock sets the concurrency to 1, which enforces
AWS Lambda to create at most one running instance for the
aggregation function at any given time.

Although one of the key advantages of a serverless query
engine is its ability to effortlessly scale to accommodate fluc-
tuating traffic demands or requests, with minimal capacity
planning requirements, setting the concurrency of aggre-
gate functions to one contradicts the essence of serverless
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Figure 4. Cloud Function Group.

computing. Since there is only one function instance for the
current query stage, and AWS Lambda does not yet support
per-instance concurrency [38] akin to GCP Functions, which
allows concurrent requests on a single running instance,
hotspots arise due to the need to await the completion of the
preceding aggregate task.
We propose the function group technique, which creates

a set of cloud functions in a group for each query stage af-
ter partitioning the physical plan, in order to mitigate the
hotspot effect. (1) For non-aggregate functions, the concur-
rency is set to 1000 by default. Flock creates only one function
member (name) in that group, and AWS Lambda governs
the running instances and routes requests to them. (2) For
aggregate functions, the concurrency is set to 1. Flock cre-
ates a group consisting of multiple identical functions with
different names.
Figure 4 illustrates the cloud function group mechanism.

For query stage 0, with the default concurrency of 1000,
Lambda spawns four instances that perform local aggrega-
tion and hash partition the output into two payloads (green
and blue). Payloads with the same color across instances
share a shuffle ID, used to generate a consistent hash key [77].
The cloud context specifies the next group as Group(QS-01,8),
where QS-01 is the group name, and 8 is the group size. Flock
maps payloads with the same key across instances to the
same function name in the next stage, distributing shuffle
operations while guaranteeing data integrity with a concur-
rency of 1. Each instance performs a consistent hash lookup
to map different partitions to distinct functions in a counter-
clockwise order, minimizing serial aggregation due to hash
collisions. The consistent hashing function is independent of
the group size, enabling dynamic scaling by adding or remov-
ing functions to balance hotspots and cold starts. Moreover,
function instances can dynamically coalesce shuffle parti-
tions for adaptive query execution [36] by reading statistics
from the state store.

6 Dynamic Serving Paradigm
Unlike traditional distributed execution engines, Flock’s exe-
cution plan is a dynamic directed acyclic graph that evolves
over time in the cloud, contrasting with static on-premises

plans. This dynamic nature arises because each stage in the
query DAG corresponds to a cloud function group, where
AWS Lambda automatically scales running instances up or
down based on the incoming event volume. However, since
data shuffling occurs via function invocation payloads, the
aggregate function is likely to receive data partitions from
multiple temporal windows. This section addresses the fol-
lowing questions: 1) When data partitions from different
shuffling operations or queries are delivered to the same
function instance, how can aggregation be distinguished
between data? 2) How is the completion of aggregation de-
termined, signaling the transition to the next stage?

6.1 Payload Structure
The payload encompasses a Data field containing an "on-the-
wire" representation of Arrow record batches. The Schema
field delineates the tables, fields, relationships, and data types
carried. It also incorporates metadata pertaining to the data.
For instance, the Encoding field offers various compression
options, facilitating compressed transmission of data.

Payload: { UUID, EpochID, ShuffleID, Data, Schema, Encoding }

UUID: { QID, SEQ_NUM, SEQ_LEN }

QID: <Query Code>-<Job ID>-<Query Timestamp>

To enhance the determinism of shuffling and aggregation,
Flock assigns each payload a universally unique identifier
(UUID). The QID component of the UUID is derived from
the function name (see Section 5.4), but unlike the function
name, it also incorporates the query start timestamp and job
ID. This allows for differentiation of payloads originating
from distinct queries. The EpochID indicates the specific mi-
crobatch from which the current data partition originates. In
addition to the QID, the payload’s UUID comprises SEQ_NUM
and SEQ_LEN. SEQ_NUM is a monotonically increasing num-
ber that identifies the uniqueness of the payload within a
set of aggregated data, while the SEQ_LEN field represents
the total number of payloads to be aggregated. These two
fields enable the aggregate function to determine whether
all payloads have been collected for a given job.

In the case of partial aggregation within a function, multi-
ple payloads are produced, each potentially being shuffled
to different functions in the next function group (see Sec-
tion 5.5). The Shuffle ID is used to assign an incremental
number to each output payload from the function. Payloads
across function instances within the same stage that belong
to the same partition range are allocated the same Shuffle ID.
This mechanism is primarily employed to distinguish differ-
ent aggregate tasks of the same query job, as they can all be
mapped to the same next function. For example, in Figure 4,
the green payload is assigned a Shuffle ID of 1, while the
blue payload is assigned a Shuffle ID of 2.

6.2 Global Memory
Static initialization occurs before query code execution, al-
lowing functions to reuse global resources across multiple
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invocations. The INIT code (Listing 1, line 23) runs when a
new execution environment launches or scales up, deserial-
izing the cloud context and creating the memory arena once
per environment to avoid redundant loading. The Arena is a
global versioned hash map that aggregates data partitions
outside the function handler, ensuring data integrity. The
key is a tuple of the payload’s QID and Shuffle ID, while the
value contains the received payloads. The SEQ_LEN field in-
dicates the total payloads to collect per session. Since AWS
Lambda lacks per-instance concurrency [38], Flock decom-
presses and deserializes data only after receiving all payloads,
maximizing parallelization.
For asynchronous invocations, Flock employs a bitmap

to handle duplicate payloads resulting from Lambda’s even-
tually consistent internal queue [10]. The SEQ_NUM serves
as a bitmap index, representing each payload as a single bit
to track the aggregation state, ensuring payloads are pro-
cessed exactly once while utilizing the bitmap. Even in cases
where the function output is empty, payloads containing
solely metadata must be forwarded to the next function.
This approach ensures that the aggregate function receives
the complete set of group-by data.

6.3 Multi-level Shuffling
Consider the query execution plan for an online auction
system from Section 2, which Flock divides into four stages
as depicted in Figure 5.
Stage 0: This stage reads upstream streaming data from

the Bid and Auction sources until the timewindow is reached,
within the same running instance for simplicity. The repar-
tition operator uses a hash of the join key to map N input
partitions to M=4 output partitions, distributing data such
that records with the same key value reside in the same par-
tition or payload. Flock invokes the next function 4 times to
deliver these payloads to the subsequent query stage.
Stage 1: Lambda spawns four instances, one per input

payload with distinct SEQ_NUM values from 1 to 4. Each in-
stance performs local hash aggregation, repartitioning into
two output payloads (green and blue) after the hash join.
Output payloads inherit the input SEQ_NUM. Shuffle IDs in-
crement across output payloads. Using a deterministic seed,

each function performs consistent hashing to map payloads
counterclockwise to the next functions in parallel.

Stage 2: Unlike Stage 1, the current function collects mul-
tiple input payloads in the global arena (Section 6.2). Output
shuffle IDs follow the same allocation, while input shuffle IDs
are set to the output SEQ_NUM to detect duplicate payloads
for the same aggregate job at the next stage.
Stage 3: This stage produces output partitions, with the

next function delivering results to downstream services.

7 Evaluation
Flock is a cloud-native streaming execution engine devel-
oped entirely in Rust, comprising 1̃3,000 lines of code (LoC).
The SQL component spans 748 LoC, with query operators
sourced from the single-host query engine Arrow DataFu-
sion [4], which we extended to support distributed parti-
tioning of query plans, distributed query processing on FaaS
platforms, fault tolerance mechanisms, and orchestration
via encapsulation of the AWS Lambda SDK. As Flock exe-
cutes queries by directly invoking AWS Lambda functions,
all of our experiments are conducted on the AWS Lambda
platform.

7.1 Benchmark
We evaluate Flock’s performance using two streaming bench-
marks: the Yahoo Streaming Benchmark (YSB)[53] and the
NEXMark Benchmark[78]. YSB is a simple advertisement
application that reads JSON events from Kafka and stores
a windowed count of relevant events per ad campaign in
Redis. The NEXMark Benchmark, an evolution of the XMark
benchmark for an online auction house, presents a schema
with three concrete tables and a set of queries to execute in
a streaming context. NEXMark aims to provide a benchmark
that extensively utilizes operators while closely resembling
a real-world application based on a well-known problem.
The Apache Foundation adopted and extended the original
NEXMark benchmark for use in Beam [5], a system designed
to provide a general API for various streaming systems. To
introduce more dynamism, they reduced the window sizes to
ten seconds, in contrast to the minutes and hours specified
in the original benchmark. Additionally, they incorporated
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more queries [31], including N1 - N8 from the original NEX-
Mark queries and N0 and N9 - N13 from Apache Beam.We
follow the widely adopted Beam implementation.
7.2 Heterogeneous Hardware
This experiment leverages AVX2 and ARM Neon intrinsics,
relying on Rust SIMD auto-vectorization and handwritten
Arrow kernels that explicitly employ SIMD intrinsics. We
generated 500,000 NEXMark events, comprising 9995 person
events, 29985 auction events, and 459770 bid events.

Figure 6(a) illustrates the performance of the Lambda func-
tion executing four query operators (filter, join, aggregate,
and sort) across x64 and Arm architectures while varying the
function’s memory size. Each subplot performs a different
operation on the events. The proportion of allocated memory
determines the dedicated CPU share for a function, necessi-
tating memory tuning to adjust CPU allocation [37]. With
the exception of aggregate operations, where Arm is 5-10%
slower than x86, the billed duration for all other operations
is lower on Arm. On Arm, the filter’s duration accounts for
34% - 77% of the total x64 time, the join’s duration for 76%
- 91%, and the sort’s duration for 61% - 76%. Furthermore,
Arm’s duration charge is 20% less expensive per millisecond
than x64. For instance, the 1ms charge for ARM 512MB is
$0.0000000067, which is 20% cheaper than $0.0000000083 for
x64 [15]. Compared to traditional x64 cloud architectures,
Flock on the AWS Graviton2 processor achieves greater cost
savings due to shorter durations and lower charges.

Figure 6(b) compares the performance of NEXMark queries
N5 and N6 across x64 and Arm architectures. N5 introduces
the first usage of windowing in NEXMark, requiring a sliding
window that computes hot items over the last 10 seconds
and updates every 5 seconds. N6 is the sole query in NEX-
Mark that utilizes the partition by clause. Both queries
executed for 20 seconds with an input rate of 1 million events
per second. On the Arm architecture, N5 exhibited a 14% im-
provement in performance compared to x64, translating to

a 31% cost reduction. Similarly, N6 achieved a 28% cost sav-
ings on Arm. In comparison to x64, the Arm architecture
demonstrated superior performance and cost-effectiveness.
Consequently, the remaining experiments were conducted
on Arm-based Graviton2 processors.

7.3 Performance Cost
We evaluated the performance of Flink and Flock using NEX-
Mark queries 1, 2, 3, 5, 7, 10, 11, and 12 in our experiments.
N1, N2, and N3 are elementwise queries that feed Flock a
micro-batch of events per second. N5 is a sliding window
query that schedules overlapping events occurring in the last
10 seconds and updates every 5 seconds. N7 is a tumbling
window query that aggregates events using distinct time-
based windows opening and closing at 10 second intervals.
N10 is a query to log all occurrences to the file system, with
Flink saving output to the local file system and Flock saving
data to S3. N11 is a session window query that groups events
for the same user occurring at similar times while filtering
out periods with no available data. N12 is a tumbling window
query with a 10 second interval dependent on processing
time.
Figure 7 compares the throughput, query time, billed du-

ration and hourly cost of executing 10 million events and
1 million events per second between Flink and Flock under
different configurations. We deployed Flink on c4.2xlarge,
c4.4xlarge and c4.8xlarge EC2 instances. EC2 instances are
long-running, we set the duration of Flink to be the same
as the query time. In contrast, for Flock, the billed duration
specifically refers to the execution part of the cloud func-
tions and excludes data preparation and transmission. We
configured the memory sizes for Flock’s cloud functions to
be 512 MB, 2 GB and 8 GB. To ensure a fair comparison,
we used 8 workers for Flink, equal to the concurrency of
Flock functions. Flock asynchronously updates the state to
S3, while Flink updates the state to the local RocksDB [74].
To avoid compaction overhead on the EC2 instances, we only
enabled the hashmap state backend for both Flock and Flink
in our experiments.

The c4.2xlarge instance has 8 vCPUs and 15.0 GiB of mem-
ory, yet its performance is still far inferior to Flock-512MB.
This discrepancy can be attributed to Flink’s Scala-based im-
plementation, while Flock is a Rust-based high-performance
query engine that incorporates SIMD and mimalloc [29] and
builds upon Arrow DataFusion [4]. When using c4.4xlarge or
c4.8xlarge instances, Flink generally achieves similar through-
put and query time as Flock. For Flock-512MB on N10, the
duration exceeds the query time because the processing of
events from distinct mini-batches or windows can be sep-
arated, allowing the invocation of new cloud functions to
process any stacking events. This pipeline parallelism par-
tially hides the duration delay, thereby reducing the query
response time. The query time does not fall below 20 sec-
onds since we produce a total of 20 million events and only
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Figure 8. Flock Payload versus Flock S3 on NEXMark Q3.

process 1 million events per second. When running N7 on
Flock-512MB, an out of memory error is thrown due to N7
requiring 676 MB of RAM for collecting, decompressing, and
deserializing data. Even if the function does not complete
successfully, it is still charged for the execution time.
As illustrated in the hourly cost subgraph, Flock can re-

duce the hourly cost to 1/10 while maintaining similar per-
formance to Flink. When the streaming data rate is low, the
volume is modest, or the data is queried infrequently, Flock’s
cost performance surpasses Flink by more than two orders
of magnitude.

7.4 Invocation Payload
Table 2 presents the difference in latency between payload
and S3 communication when the Lambda memory size is
set to 128MB, focusing on the communication aspect rather
than end-to-end query processing. It is important to note
that the coordinator overhead of state-of-the-art systems,
such as Starling [72], is not included in this comparison.
Therefore, Figure 8 compares the invocation with payload to
S3 communication in terms of latency, duration, and billed
cost while varying the number of events on NEXMark Q3.
In this experiment, the memory size of the Lambda function
is set to 512MB, and it is launched in the us-east-1 region,
with Flock-S3’s coordinator deployed on the client-side.

For Flock-S3 (akin to Starling), the difference between
latency and duration, which is approximately 3 seconds,
indicates the overhead of the coordinator and function calls.
Flock-S3 exhibits an order of magnitude slower performance
compared to Flock-Payload due to the round trips between

the coordinator and cloud functions. Furthermore, Flock-
S3 incurs a one-order-of-magnitude higher billed duration
cost than Flock-Payload. This can be attributed to the fact
that all S3 reads and writes occur during function execution,
and the I/O latency is included in the billed duration. In
contrast, increasing the number of events in Flock-Payload
results in a larger payload size, which impacts both network
transfer time and execution time, consequently affecting
query latency. However, the network transfer time does not
influence the billed duration in the case of Flock-Payload.
The billed S3 subgraph illustrates the cost of utilizing S3

as an external communication medium for query processing.
According to the S3 pricing model [2], PUT, COPY, POST, and
LIST requests are charged at a rate of $0.005 per 1,000 re-
quests, while GET, SELECT, and all other requests are charged
at a rate of $0.0004 per 1,000 requests. For S3 reads and writes,
the billing formula is ceil(requests / 1000) * 0.0054,
where requests represents the number of that specific type
of request made during a monthly billing interval within
a single S3 region. In this case, since the total number of
S3 requests is less than 1,000, the charge is directly $0.0054.
Flock-Payload, on the other hand, does not use S3 for data
transmission between functions, resulting in no additional
cost. The total cost is presented in the last subgraph, with
the integer component originating from S3 communication
and the fractional part stemming from the duration cost.

7.5 Distributed Aggregation
Figure 3 presents the latency and billed duration of NEXMark
Query 4 (N4) and YSB under both centralized and distributed
execution modes. For NEXMark N4, we generated 10 mil-
lion events. In the centralized mode, Flock invoked the same
function instance 65 times to complete the query due to the
payload limit. In the distributed mode, ordinary lambda func-
tions have a default concurrency of 1000, while the aggregate
function group consists of 8 members, each with a concur-
rency of 1. By employing the distributed mode, the latency of
N4 is reduced by a factor of 4. However, the billed duration is
10 times higher compared to the centralized mode. This can
be attributed to the fact that N4 is divided into four query
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stages, each of which is invoked multiple times due to shuf-
fling or aggregation. Each function execution contributes to
the billable duration.
YSB models a simple ad account environment where ad

view events enter the system and those of a certain type are
accounted to their associated campaign. Flock is expected
to report the total ads for each campaign within a tumbling
window of 10 seconds. We generate 1 million events per
second. Due to the larger size of ad events (all string types)
compared to NEXMark events, we increased the Lambda
function capacity to 8GB, as the centralized mode cannot
process queries in a 2GB memory environment. The cen-
tralized mode exhibits a latency 3̃8 times higher than the
distributed mode. This is attributed to the large ad event
size, requiring Flock to invoke the same function instance
540 times to collect 10 seconds of window data and run the
query. However, the billed duration in the distributed mode
is comparable to that in the centralized mode, indicating the
clear benefits of distributed query processing for YSB.
Query Mode Memory Latency Billed Duration
N4 centralized 2G 17.49s 6.25s
N4 distributed 2G 4.12s 59.42s
YSB centralized 8G 113.38s 31.54s
YSB distributed 8G 2.95s 33.53s

Table 3. Distributed query processing.
7.6 Cold Start
Figure 9 illustrates the latency and billed duration of run-
ning NEXMark N3 multiple times with varying numbers
of events per second. Cold starts, which occur when a new
Lambda instance handles its first request, result in longer
processing times due to the need for the Lambda service to
deploy the code and spin up a new microVM [42]. The first
request also triggers a one-time function that initializes the
Lambda execution context (see line 23 in Listings 1). When
the number of events per second is 1K or 10K, both the first
and second invocations experience significant delays. The
2nd run’s billed duration decreases dramatically, indicating
that it is not a new instance, but its overall time increases to
1.6 seconds4. Warm runs demonstrate a one- to two-order-
of-magnitude decrease in latency. For stream processing, as
long as the maximum idle time limit is not exceeded, Flock
is not impacted by cold runs since Lambda remains warm
due to continuous query execution.

8 Related Work
Major cloud providers introduced serverlessworkflow services[18,
19, 25], which provide easier design and orchestration for
serverlessworkflow applications. Netherite [48] and Kappa [82]
are distributed execution engines that offers high-level lan-
guage programming environment to execute Durable Func-
tions efficiently. These frameworks are complete program-
ming solutions that support advanced features (arbitrary
4We believe this is some unexplained behavior of AWS Lambda
infrastructure.
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composition, critical sections), but they are not well-suited
for supporting large, complex analytics jobs. Because they
involve manually combining operators into a DAG utilizing
vendor LOCK-in API. For example, Netflix’s Conductor [30],
Zeebe [34], and AWS Step Function [18] use a JSON schema
for authoringworkflows, and FissionWorkflows [23], Google
Cloud Composer [25], and Fn Flow [24], are somewhat more
code-based, as the schema is constructed in code. Without
query optimizer, the customized jobs are error-prone and
suboptimal, resulting in significant performance loss, and
are seldom reused for streaming workloads. Instead, Flock
supports Dataframe and SQL API to make streaming compu-
tation more accessible to users.

Data passing is a key challenge for chained cloud functions.
everal systems, such as Pocket [65], Locus [73], Caerus [81],
and Cloudburst [76], have proposed solutions to improve the
performance and cost-efficiency of ephemeral data sharing
in serverless jobs using multi-tier remote storage, caching, or
adding statefulness to serverless workflows. Lambada [70]
and Starling [72] use S3 as exchange operators for shuffling
large amounts of data, while SONIC [69] employs a hybrid
and dynamic approach to automatically choose data passing
methods between serverless functions. In contrast to state-
of-the-practice systems, Flock is the first system to build a
streaming query engine for data passing on cloud function
services using the payload of function invocations. This gen-
eral solution is aimed at major cloud vendors without relying
on external communication mediums.

9 Conclusion
Flock is a step forward in real-time data analytics on FaaS
platforms. The ability to leverage the on-demand elasticity
of FaaS and the use of payload invocations for data pass-
ing, provides a new approach to stream processing that is
cost-effective, low-latency and scalable. The elimination of
external storage services makes Flock more efficient and
easier to use than traditional systems. As FaaS platforms
continue to evolve and gain more widespread adoption, we
expect to see more organizations embracing the use of Flock
and similar systems to perform real-time data analytics.
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