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Abstract. Data-sharing pipelines involve a series of stages that apply
policy-based data transformations to enable secure and effective data
exchange among organizations. Although numerous tools and platforms
exist to manage governance and enforcement in these pipelines, energy
efficiency in data exchange has received limited attention. This paper
introduces a novel method to model and estimate the energy consump-
tion of different execution configurations in data-sharing pipelines. Ad-
ditionally, this method identifies reuse potential in shared stages across
pipelines that hold the key to reducing energy in large data-sharing fed-
erations. We validate this method through simulation experiments, re-
vealing promising potential for cross-organizational pipeline optimization
and laying a foundation for energy-conscious execution strategies.
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Product · Pipeline Configuration.
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1 Introduction

Companies have long recognized data as a critical business asset, and sharing
these assets between organizations can unlock revenue and offer vast oppor-
tunities [21]. However, facilitating data exchange across organizations requires
both organizational and technical support. Data-sharing pipelines represent an
established method for facilitating data exchange among independent organiza-
tions [20]. With such pipelines, source data residing within one organization is
collected and transformed through sequential processing stages for utilization
by a consuming organization. These transformations are executed, leveraging
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pipelines as data-sharing method, according to the requirements and policies
mutually established by the collaborating organizations, which may encompass
privacy, analytical, or other relevant transformations.

In practice, using cross-organizational data-sharing pipelines is often hin-
dered by technical and organizational barriers [7], along with the lack of well-
defined agreements between parties, unclear costs and resource requirements,
complexity in configuration and implementation, and the need for assurances
that the shared data will not be misused. With the continued desire for open
data marketplaces, several emerging governance and exchange platforms started
to emerge that aim to enable organizations to manage shared data, with gover-
nance and enforcement strategies [3]. Specifically, data spaces [11] and federated
data meshes [5] are gaining recognition as environments that offer technical
and occasional solutions. Moreover, the emergence of guiding principles for data
providers aims to enhance the reusability of their data and the ability of ma-
chines to automatically find and use the data [28], highlighting the complexities
involved in the configuration of data-sharing.

A growing area of concern within such one-to-many (1-to-n) data-sharing
pipelines is the need to assess the costs associated with data sharing [5]. Par-
ticularly concerning energy expenditures, the aspiration for an energy-efficient
data-sharing pipeline is paramount, as highlighted in recent studies [22]. To
achieve this objective, it is essential to develop an understanding of energy con-
sumption at each stage of the pipeline, considering factors such as computational
expense, data volume, and other pertinent criteria. Moreover, by modeling the
energy consumption of stages in a data-sharing pipeline, it becomes possible to
explore opportunities to reduce effort and energy consumption, as pipelines and
their results can be reused when sharing the same or similar data repeatedly.
However, the possibilities and complexities in configuring these data-sharing
pipelines raise the need for tools to support conscious design choices to to max-
imize reusability and energy savings.

Hence, we pose the following research question: How can we model energy
consumption to promote energy estimation and reuse strategies in cross-organi-
zational data-sharing pipelines?

To address this question, in this paper, we introduce a novel energy pro-
filing model and method. We propose a comprehensive set of metrics designed
to characterize energy utilization at individual stages of a 1-to-n pipeline. Each
specific one-to-one (1-to-1) pipeline can be conceptualized as a configuration
of steps derived from the 1-to-n pipeline model, whereby an increased num-
ber of reused steps can facilitate the evaluation and enhancement of individual
and overall energy efficiency. Our model and method provide a framework for
informed assessments of energy requirements within data-sharing pipelines, en-
abling the identification of common stages that can be shared and reused across
different configurations, as well as the estimation and customization of execution
configurations, which can serve to optimize energy consumption.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows: In the next section,
we review related work on energy consumption management, focusing on data-
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sharing pipelines and data provider services. In Section 3, we introduce the
proposed energy consumption model and profiling method. In Section 4, we
present a case study to evaluate the application of the model. In Section 5, we
discuss the limitations of our method. Finally, in Section 6, we conclude the
paper with a discussion of future work.

2 Related Works

The challenges in data sharing, such as reusability, discoverablity and program-
matic actionability are among the key concerns for science and industry. For
example, the FAIR principles [28] are one of the earliest proposals for enhancing
the reusability of data holdings, with an emphasis on programmatic actionabil-
ity. These principles apply not only to data in the conventional sense but also
to the algorithms, tools, and workflows that led to that data [28]. Naturally,
these principles have also inspired emerging infrastructure and platform support.
Grossman et al., for example, introduced the term ’data commons’ to describe a
cloud-based data platform with a governance structure that allows a community
to manage, analyze, and share its data [9]. Moreover, Hofman [13] discussed the
necessity of a federated infrastructure as the solution required to construct data
pipelines, allowing small and medium-sized enterprises to collaborate and share
their data. Consequently, the next challange is to increase the interoperability
among different data platforms through a set of platform services and protocols
for data sharing. Here, Hofman et al. [13] already hinted at the use of data shar-
ing pipelines as one approach to archive this interoperability, however, not yet
with en emphasis on energy efficiency and reuse.

Data pipelines and their efficiency improvements are not exclusive for data
sharing. For example, Chen et al. present the real-time data processing pipeline
used at Facebook. They identify five important design decisions that affect ease
of use, performance, fault tolerance, scalability, and correctness[2]. Additionally,
Goodhope et al. discuss the design and engineering problems related to leverag-
ing a real-time publish-subscribe system for building data pipelines[8]. Raman et
al. explore big data pipelines as a means to break down complex analyses of large
datasets into a sequence of simpler tasks. Each task features independently tuned
components to enhance performance[23]. In these studies, the authors attempt
to establish pipelines as a means to model and implement data transformation
while clarifying the engineering problems and challenges in designing pipelines.

Regarding the efficiency challenges of the data management systems that
pipelines utilize, Kunjir et al. present a power model based on the evaluation
of different pipeline plans for processing queries [15]. Roukh [24] suggested us-
ing polynomial regression techniques for building an energy model based on
pipelines. The authors in [27, 17] investigated specific scenarios and benchmark
studies to propose a non-linear relationship between energy efficiency and per-
formance in distributed DBMS in distributed environment for optimizing the
trade-offs between energy consumption and performance. Kurpicz et al. provided
a profiling and estimation model to attribute the overall energy costs per virtual
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machine (VM) in heterogeneous environments [16]. This cost model considered
both the dynamic energy consumption of VMs and the proportional static cost of
using cloud infrastructure. In [10], the authors provided an energy consumption
model for running queries and sub-queries in distributed database systems and
used that model for energy consumption estimation. Most of the existing works
also concentrate on predicting and optimizing energy consumption at the query
execution level in data management systems and do not provide a comprehen-
sive insight into energy consumption at different levels in data-sharing pipelines,
such as the platform level and application level, for running data transformation
pipelines.

Regarding energy profiling, Tomasoni et al. investigate the energy and net-
work performance of different data collection frameworks (DCFs) in a mobile
crowd-sensing scenario. They propose a methodology to profile energy consump-
tion using an Android application, which can be used to make harvesting data
from the crowd more energy-efficient [26]. In [29], the authors suggest using
profiling in commercial buildings to identify energy consumption patterns and
leverage those patterns along with energy predictions for anomaly detection.
Marinakis et al. propose a methodological approach for adopting big data plat-
forms with smart energy services, gathering energy-related information from
multiple sources [18].

Many prior studies do not consider the importance of pipeline execution
and configuration in the energy consumption of the data-sharing process. Ad-
ditionally, they do not investigate the potential for reusing pipelines for energy
efficiency due to their multi-stage nature among different parties.

Hence, our energy profiling and estimation approach for a federated data-
sharing pipeline can be seen as a more holistic method for reducing and opti-
mizing pipelines at an organizational level, prior to the implementation of query
optimization or database optimization. This contributes to the growing body of
work aimed at making data-sharing systems more energy-efficient.

3 Comprehensive energy profiling

Data-sharing pipelines are generally a set of sequential stages, each called in
order during execution. These pipelines manage and usually transform the data
between owners and consumers into a shareable and consumable form, often
enacting a set of predetermined qualities and policies. Each Data consumer can
be unique regarding its requirements, such as intervals of querying data from the
owners, the level of access to the data, and data selection logic, and the rights
the consumer has to that data. Thus, sharing pipelines combine both necessary
steps such as filtering, anonymization, and encryption, with quality-improving
steps such as compression, formatting, and serialization into a set of stages that
must be executed in the continuum between data owner and consumer to enable
the sharing.
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3.1 Problem Statement

When independent organizations with heterogeneous data policies and formats
agree to share their data using pipelines, they establish a cross-organizational
data-sharing pipeline, often as part of general data-sharing agreements. In these
one-to-many (1-to-n) data-sharing pipelines, data is collected and offered to spe-
cific consumer groups through a data provider. However, this data must still be
transformed by a specific one-to-one (1-to-1) pipeline based on the unique re-
quirements of each data-sharing agreement between the data consumer and the
data provider. Implementing these data-sharing pipelines should be done by the
data provider organization to guarantee the correctness of transformations and
transmission of data. Nevertheless, the execution of them could be done either
on the data provider side or the data consumer side.

Even though each one-to-one pipeline is specifically designed to meet a con-
sumer’s requirements, some stages may be common and reusable across different
one-to-one pipelines for consumers of the same type. Hence, when designing the
execution plan for a data-sharing pipeline, we need to choose from a wide range
of possible configurations with different efficiencies. In cases where each stage
of the pipeline can run on different parties’ infrastructure across organizations,
selecting the optimal execution configuration becomes a non-trivial decision. As
shown in Figure 1, a data consumer (C1) can also function as a data provider for
another consumer (C2) of the same type. This occurs when C1 has a higher level
of access and fewer restrictions on data filtering and anonymization compared
to C2, and both consumers expect similar data quality and frequency. In these
cases, a data owner can reduce and potentially save resources, cost and energy.
For example, as shown in Figure 1, we can create a new pipeline by reusing the
common stages shared by two pipelines (op1, op2, op3) or a subset of these stages
(e.g., op1, op2) on the data provider side, while executing the unique stages for
each consumer on the consumer side. Additionally, a data consumer can be-
come a new data provider for other consumers. It is worth mentioning that all
new pipeline configurations must adhere to governance policies and agreements
between the parties involved.

However, while these data-sharing pipelines are loosely coupled and com-
posed of independent stages, any effort to achieve energy efficiency reduction
requires a comprehensive understanding of different pipeline execution configu-
rations and the ability to estimate their energy consumption to find and propose
these reuse strategies. To address this challenge, we investigate ways to model en-
ergy consumption that support accurate energy estimation and encourage reuse
strategies in cross-organizational data-sharing pipelines.
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Fig. 1. Different execution configurations of two data-sharing pipelines.

3.2 Modeling the Energy of data-sharing Pipelines

The variety of infrastructure and hardware available to different parties in a
federated data-sharing network can impact the energy consumption pipeline
configurations. Therefore, when selecting the execution configuration plan for
a pipeline concerning the execution of stages across different parties and reusing
common stages, we need a model that contains detailed information about the
energy consumption of all executed pipeline stages at the infrastructure and
hardware layers. As a first step to address this problem, we define an energy
consumption model for data-sharing pipelines.

Moreover, considering the five characteristics of big data —volume, value,
variety, velocity, and veracity— we assume that the volume of data impacts the
energy consumption of data-sharing pipelines. This relationship is reflected in
our energy model through the energy consumption associated with data trans-
missions at each stage. Furthermore, data-sharing pipelines address the challenge
of data variety through data transformation, while the velocity aspect is reflected
in their performance.

Each one-to-one pipeline can be conceptualized as a configuration of transfor-
mation stages derived from a broader set of stages used in one-to-many pipelines
for the same data provider. Thus, reusing a greater number of stages can en-
hance both individual and overall energy efficiency. Energy consumption in a
data-sharing pipeline can be divided into three main categories. The energy
consumed by deploying and running stages falls under the operational energy
consumption category(Eop). For operational consumption we always collect the
energy consumption of all stages normalized by 1GB of input data, thus, enabling
later estimation of energy consumption proportional to expected data consump-
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Table 1. Reference table for the formula notation.The units of measurement are Joules
(J) for energy and Gigabytes (GB) for data volume.

Abbreviation Definition
Ecpu Energy consumption of CPU for running the stage
Emem Energy consumption of storage for running the stage
Edt Energy consumption for data transmission in pipeline
Edt_op Energy consumption for data transmission of the stage
Eob Energy consumption for monitoring data transmission
Eop Energy consumption of deploying and running the stage (operational

energy consumption)
Ep Energy consumption of pipeline
ISop Source input size
OSop Output size at stage
TFop Size transformation factor at stage

tion. We use TFop to indicate the expected mean data outcome of a stage given
ISop for a pipeline that got 1 GB at the source. Operational energy consump-
tion is, thus, the sum of the energy consumption of the CPU (Ecpu) and memory
(Emem) used by each stage while running. These stages can range from complex
preprocessing to simple conversions (e.g., changing the output data format).
Data transmission within the multiparty environment also contributes to energy
consumption. When different stages are deployed across the infrastructures of
different parties, the energy consumption for data transmission may be affected
due to changes in the volume of data exchanged between owners and consumers.
Therefore, the total energy consumed for data transmission is one of the factors
to consider (Edt), which is a sum of the energy consumed for data transmission
between every two consequential stages(Edt_op). Monitoring the data-sharing
pipeline is essential not only to ensure quality but also to record various metrics,
including the energy consumption of data-sharing pipelines. Therefore, the trans-
mission and collection of monitoring data, with a focus on energy consumption,
will also incur energy consumption (Eob). As shown in eq. (1), the total en-
ergy consumption of a data-sharing pipeline is the sum of these three categories.
Therefore, the total energy consumed by a pipeline is the sum of the energy
needed for running all the stages (

∑n
k=1 Eop(k)) and the energy that would be

consumed for data transmission and monitoring the data-sharing process. The
abbreviations used in the formula are defined in table 1.

Eop = Ecpu + Emem

Edt =
∑n

k=1 Edt_op(k)

Ep = (
∑n

k=1 Eop(k)) + Edt + Eob

(1)

Equation eq. (2) defines the normalized output size OSop at pipeline stage
op, where ISop is the source input size (e.g., 1 GB) and TFop is the stage-specific
scaling factor. This formulation allows us to quantify how each stage transforms
the data volume: a) Compression (TFop < 1) – The stage reduces the data size
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(e.g., filtering or aggregation), b) Expansion (TFop > 1) – The stage increases
the data size (e.g., feature extraction or replication), c) Preservation (TFop ≈ 1)
– The stage maintains the data size (e.g., format conversion).

OSop = TFop ∗ ISop →


TFop < 1indicates compression/reduction
TFop > 1indicates expansion
TFop ≈ 1indicates size preservation

(2)

To achieve energy efficiency in data-sharing pipelines, it is necessary to mea-
sure energy consumption at the different stages of the data-sharing life cycle.
Gaining insight into the energy consumption of various stages provides the means
to estimate energy consumption of different configurations and scenarios. As a
result of these energy consumption estimates, configurations can be selected with
energy awareness, helping to improve energy efficiency.

3.3 Energy Profiling

We refer to the process of energy consumption modeling and measurement as
energy profiling, and we will explain how energy profiling can lead to improved
energy consumption in data-sharing pipelines.

Data Owner
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Fig. 2. Data flow diagram of energy profiling in data-share pipelines.

As shown in fig. 2, after the data provider defines, implements, and starts
the pipeline, data preparation begins by transforming the data through multiple
stages. In this step, all stages of the pipeline are initially executed on the data
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provider’s side, and only the final data is forwarded to the consumer side. The
energy profiler, as a third-party between data provider and data consumer, will
collect the pipeline specifications, including the sequence and type of stages
that are running in the pipeline and the owner of the infrastructure on which
the stages are running. While these stages are running, the energy profiler will
collect and store energy consumption metrics for each stage to create an energy
profile over time for every stage executed on the data provider’s side.

The data provider and data consumer administrators are responsible for de-
ploying tools that can measure energy metrics within their infrastructure. At
first, the energy profiler calculates and stores the total energy consumption of
the pipeline and each stage separately using the energy model in section 3.2 and
energy consumption metrics received from the data provider. Afterwards, the
energy profiler will begin searching for pipelines originating from the same data
provider that have common stages.

In a data-sharing pipeline, stages that typically overlap between consumers
fall into four categories: filtering, anonymization, aggregation, and converting
(formatting). Among these well-known types of stages, filtering and anonymiza-
tion are most likely to be common across different pipelines and reusable due to
the symmetry in requirements and policies. In contrast, the other types of stages
like aggregation, converting, and any other custom stages are often unique to
each data consumer. Therefore, in search for common stages, the energy profiler
should only consider stages that belong to the appropriate types. Subsequently,
based on the energy consumption of the detected common stages, we can esti-
mate the energy efficiency of reusing those stages in different pipelines. Thus, the
final report on the energy estimation of alternative execution configuration plans
for pipelines with common stages can help the system administrator optimize
decisions regarding the configurations of existing pipelines to run the common
stages only once. The data provider administrator can also modify the execution
plan so that the unique stages of a consumer are offloaded to be executed on the
consumer’s side.

However, it is important to consider that reusing stages between pipelines and
deciding where to run them can affect the data transmission volume, processing,
as well as the cost and energy consumption associated with running stages in
different infrastructure (e.g., running them on the consumer’s side). Although
these parameters are not completely predictable before trying the new configu-
ration, as shown in eq. (3) and eq. (4), the new configuration is most likely to
be efficient if the energy consumption of the common stages is noticeably higher
compared to the energy consumption of the rest of the pipeline. Moreover, by
using the new configuration and continuously profiling energy consumption, the
administrator of the data-sharing system can assess the efficiency of the new
configuration for future use. Additionally, it is worth mentioning that the new
execution configuration should align with the initially agreed-upon policies and
rules between the data provider and the consumer. Administrators on both the
provider and consumer sides can check for any possible policy violations during
the negotiation phase concerning the new execution configuration and running
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certain consumer-specific stages on the consumer’s side. In a real-world scenario,
cross-organizational data-sharing pipelines using federated environments as in-
frastructure[13, 22] represent a suitable underlying structure for applying the
proposed method to increase reusability and to save energy.

(p1 ∩ p2) →

{
p1 = opA → opB → opC

p2 = opA → opB → opD → opF
⇒ opA → opB (3)

{
Eop(A) + Eop(B) ≫ Edt_op(B) + Eop(C)

Eop(A) + Eop(B) ≫ Edt_op(B) + Eop(D) + Eop(F )

(4)

In addition to energy, other factors such as performance, response time, and
the volume of transmitted data may influence the selection of a new execution
configuration. While the primary focus of our method is on energy efficiency, it
is essential to incorporate a mechanism that allows the administrator to evaluate
the feasibility of reusing a subset of stages in the new execution configuration
or altering their execution location. This evaluation should be based on insights
provided by other methods or monitoring tools, such as the performance [12],
data quality [25], deployment planning of stages [1], the average response time
of a stage, and the pipeline’s sensitivity to delays. As illustrated in eq. (5), the
administrator can assign an impact weight to each factor, enabling the consid-
eration of other qualities (e.g., performance) alongside energy in the decision-
making process. This means that, as shown in fig. 2, if reusing common stages
is expected to have a significantly negative impact on other qualities—such that
it outweighs the estimated energy savings—the reuse of those stages will be ex-
cluded. In eq. (5), W represents the impact weight assigned to energy and other
qualities, while Q denotes the estimated value of metrics other than energy. The
value of Q can be positive (indicating an expected improvement) or negative
(indicating an expected degradation). If the result of eq. (5) is negative, the
administrator may decide to exclude the reuse of related common stages due to
constraints imposed by other qualities.

W > 0, Er > 0, Q ∈ R

Z = (WE ∗ Er) +
∑n

k=1(Wk ∗Qk)

Z > 0 → consider reusing common stages
Z < 0 → skip

(5)

4 Evaluation

For the evaluation of the proposed method regarding energy model and reuse
strategies, we implemented a preliminary simulation of federated data-sharing
pipelines. The goal of this running example is to examine the feasibility of
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the presented energy model and demonstrate the impact of energy profiling on
improving energy awareness and estimating energy consumption for different
pipeline execution plans. To the best of our knowledge, our approach is the first
to propose a systematic way to measure and estimate energy consumption in
data-sharing pipelines, making comparisons with other approaches impossible
at this time. An energy profile for each pipeline consists of the total energy con-
sumption of each stage of that pipeline on its current infrastructure. Moreover,
the energy profile also demonstrates a list of common stages shared between that
specific pipeline and other pipelines (including the identifiers of those pipelines),
along with the percentage that shows the portion of common stages’ energy
consumption relative to the overall energy consumption of the pipeline.

The validation is being performed on a synthetic dataset of pipeline stages
stored as a *.csv file. The stages fall into four categories: filtering, anonymiza-
tion, aggregation, and converting. Each row in the dataset (each stage) contains
information about the energy consumption of that stage at different levels, as
defined in this study (shown in Table 3). The amount of energy consumption per
unit (e.g., CPU unit, data transmission unit, etc.) is specified as static metrics
at the beginning of the experiments. Therefore, the total energy consumption
is estimated by multiplying the resource usage amount by the energy consump-
tion of that resource. This simulation is open source and available on GitHub1.
The implementation and execution of this model are not restricted to the use
of a specific software. In a real-world scenario, these metrics can be measured
using well-known monitoring and observation tools. Kepler2 is a well-known en-
ergy consumption exporter that exposes statistics from applications running in
Kubernetes clusters at the container and node levels. The metrics measured by
Kepler cover a wide range, including CPU, GPU, and storage energy consump-
tion[14]. Also, Tapo P1153 is a smart monitoring socket. Moreover, the tool
introduced in [19] can also be utilized to implement the method proposed in this
paper, demonstrating its feasibility for potential real-world experiments in the
future.

Table 2. Information stored for each stages in dataset.

Name Definition
stages_id stages’s unique identifier
stages_type stages’s type(filtering, anonymization, aggregation, converting)
cpu_usage_unit cpu consumption for running the stage
memory_usage_unit storage consumption for running the stage
output_data_volume the volume of output data of the stage
input_data_volume the volume of input data of the stage
observation_unit resource usage for monitoring the stage

1 GitHub address: https://github.com/Sepide-Masoudi/Energy-profiling-in-federated-
data-sharing-pipelines/tree/master

2 https://sustainable-computing.io/
3 https://www.tp-link.com/de/home-networking/smart-plug/tapo-p115/
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The running example simulates energy profiling, and the dataset of stages
(.csv file) could be the output of any energy metrics collector. In this validation,
the capabilities are implemented using Java. All experiments are performed on a
MacBook Pro M3 with 36 GB of RAM and an Apple M3 Pro chip. The creation
of data-sharing pipelines is automated, with pipelines being randomly populated
based on the stages in the dataset (.csv file). The total number of stages in each
pipeline, and which stages should be executed, are selected randomly. In the next
step, for every pair of pipelines, common stages in the same order are identified,
and the energy consumption of these common stages is calculated using the
energy model explained in section 3.2. In fig. 3, the plot shows the common
stages between different pipelines in one iteration of the validation.

Fig. 3. Aggregation of stages across different pipelines in a single simulation round,
with 100 pipeline populations created from random combinations of 11 stages from 4
types(filter, anonymization, aggregation, convert).

In the final report of the validation, as shown in table 3, the administrator
can view a list of pipelines with common stages between them, the energy con-
sumption of those common stages, the total energy consumption of each pipeline
in its current configuration, and the percentage showing the portion of energy
consumption attributed to common stages relative to all stages in the pipeline.
This report helps the data-sharing system administrator gain a comprehensive
understanding of potential alternative execution configurations that could be
shared among multiple data consumers, as well as the amount of energy that
could be saved by creating a new pipeline for the common stags and reusing them
across different consumers. Therefore, in a real-world scenario where the number
of pipelines and operational complexities are greater, leveraging energy profiling
enables the system administrator to identify opportunities for improving energy
efficiency by running common stages only once and estimating the percentage
of energy consumption for the shared components relative to the total. This
estimation takes into account various factors, such as the specific resource us-
age of each stage on the current infrastructure, the energy associated with data
transmission between stages, and the energy consumption from monitoring those
stages (shown in table 3).

Through this experiment, we confirmed the feasibility and benefits of using
the proposed energy model and energy profiling in identifying and highlighting
reuse opportunities. The model successfully calculated the energy consumption
of a pipeline, broken down by its stages, detected common stages across different
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Table 3. Part of energy profiler report about the common stages and energy con-
sumption of them in one iteration of the validation (ECO: common stages total energy
consumption,EPA,B : total energy consumption of pipeline).

PA PB CO ECO ECO/EPA ECO/EPB

3,4,5 2,3,4 1,5 2911 30% 84%
2,3,5,6,9,10 2,3,5,6,7,9 2,3,5,6 27542 13% 24%
4,5,6,8,10 3,4,5 4,5 8638 1,7% 91,5%

pipelines, and estimated the potential energy savings from reusing those stages.
This demonstration validates that the model can enable data provider and data
consumer administrators to make informed decisions on optimizing execution
configurations, thereby minimizing overall energy consumption through the reuse
of common stages or offloading specific stages to the consumer’s side.

5 Limitations

The proposed model represents an early-stage effort to reduce waste in data-
sharing environments. Consequently, it relies on several assumptions that re-
quire validation in real-world settings. Nonetheless, it is anticipated that ongo-
ing developments in academia and industry – particularly in data mesh archi-
tectures [4], data spaces [11], and federated data sharing [5] – are progressing
toward sufficient maturity to enable such validation in the near future.

The primary objective of this work was to model the reuse and energy-saving
potential in data-sharing pipelines. To assess the feasibility of the approach,
pipelines were modeled as sequences of fine-grained, easily distinguishable oper-
ations, inspired by prior work [20]. While this abstraction enables the intended
optimization, it also limits the immediate applicability of the model, as current
pipeline frameworks typically do not expose such granular and clearly defined
operation boundaries.

Furthermore, the model assumes that the energy consumption associated
with data operations and transfers can be profiled precisely. In practice, such
measurements are subject to environmental variability [6], interference from co-
located processes (e.g., noisy neighbors), and instrumentation limitations, which
often result in only approximate values. Accordingly, future extensions should
incorporate probabilistic representations of energy consumption to more accu-
rately account for such variances.

Finally, while the simulation conducted in this work demonstrates the poten-
tial of the proposed method, its generalization remains to be validated. On the
one hand, federated data-sharing environments are still in early stages of adop-
tion, and the supporting pipelines are not yet sufficiently mature for full-scale
application. On the other hand, existing platforms do not currently accommo-
date both the requirements of federated data sharing and the specific capabilities
assumed in the presented model. However, it is expected that this gap will dimin-
ish as such platforms evolve. For example, the TEADAL approach [22] envisions
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a compatible environment and is currently undergoing evaluation. Application
of the proposed method within such a setting is planned for future work.

6 Conclusions

In this study, we propose a method for modeling the energy consumption of
data-sharing pipelines when independent parties share their data. Additionally,
we introduce a method to improve the energy efficiency of data-sharing pipeline
execution through energy profiling and the reuse of common stages between
different pipelines. We evaluate our approach by running an example of energy
profiling on synthetic pipelines and demonstrate how this method can assist with
energy estimation in various configurations and utilized by other tools for energy
saving.

In future studies, we aim to extend the energy profiling method by using
machine learning algorithms for the estimation process, enabling more accurate
predictions of total energy consumption for pipelines in different configurations
and reuse strategies. This will allow us to account for changes in parameters
such as the infrastructure on which the pipelines run and provide estimations
for elements that are difficult to measure, such as energy consumption related
to data transmission over the network. We also plan to consider the cost of
different configurations, in addition to energy consumption, in future studies.
Finally, we will apply the energy profiling method in a real-world data-sharing
context to investigate the impact of the proposed approach in a practical use case
by developing a tool that leverages this method to optimize pipeline execution
planning.
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