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[ Abstract] Esper event processing system can be used for complex event processing and data analysis,and it is suitable
for handling a large number of historical or real-time news and event stream. This paper analyzes the data stream
processing system based on Esper engine under multi-core computing platforms. It describes the design and
implementation of experimental platform, designs complete query statements and test cases, and uses the experimental
platform to test the performance of Esper engine under the multi-core computing platforms. Real-time monitoring and
offline data analysis are used to test the system performance. Experimental results show that Esper data stream processing
system can not provide better support under the multi-core platforms.
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