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1. Identitying the parameters to simulate, The SPEC CPU 2017 benchmark was selected since
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benchmarks to be run, and receiving it is an industry standard.

erformance output data from the simulator .
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Simulator MongoDB Data Display MongoDB due to its ease of use and familiarity.

dentity The website is structurally sound using a single
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database. It was built with flexibility and simplicity The final product was a helpful online tool for

in mind for the user. students to view and compare simulations. Possible
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future work would include adding more parameter

and benchmark options, simulator data outputs,
and visual aids.



