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Abstract: In many areas such as science, simulation, Internet, and e-commerce, the volume of data to be analyzed
grows rapidly. Parallel techniques which could be expanded cost-effectively should be invented to deal with the big
data. Relational data management technique has gone through a history of nearly 40 years. Now it encounters the
tough obstacle of scalability, which relational techniques can not handle large data easily. In the mean time, none
relational techniques, such as MapReduce as a typical representation, emerge as a new force, and expand their
application from Web search to territories that used to be occupied by relational database systems. They confront
relational technique with high availability, high scalability and massive parallel processing capability. Relational
technique community, after losing the big deal of Web search, begins to learn from MapReduce. MapReduce also
borrows valuable ideas from relational technique community to improve performance. Relational technique and
MapReduce compete with each other, and learn from each other; new data analysis platform and new data analysis
eco-system are emerging. Finally the two camps of techniques will find their right places in the new eco-system of
big data analysis.

Key words:  big data; deep analysis; relational data management technique; MapReduce
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A0 KR Y BT @B E] T B K6 AR, ik AT K038 A7 69 1E 4 M vk MapReduce AR & 89 3F % & 4%
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%8 B G o B PR, R4 %% MapReduce #9675 S48 5G% B & @k MapReduce A& 69 4F % & $38 5 A K%
TR F BT B ARPRR O E TG FACR T vAE S 0 BR Ao 7 i, R B8 e 04 68 190 20 ) &) K438 49 R A
SAE R AT RN EA DI K R FETEEARFEXRALETERRETH TS T L RKAME, EFH )
KBFESATAESZHA KD T E.

KRR REE KA, & & S4B F 4K ; MapReduce

REESES: TP31 SCHEkFRIRED: A

1 REHREFARKIE

1.1 HIBEERNIEK

TERMERE (RSO A% w4 M S0 B, TLC R . H 7 45 A A, e dls e S L
PR IG A (E F LE W AR R R B ST TR B T R LR R R R R B & 15PB . Zi 4 (http://www-conf.
slac.stanford.edu/xIdb07/xIdb_Ihc.pdf); 7x B 7§ 45 4k, vk /K 24 22 = (Wal-Mart) 5 K GE i 6 000 2 AN Fi M, ) 4> 5k
&S 2,67 14.(267Million)£F 7 i (Data-Intensive Supercomputing: The Case for DISC. CMU Tech Report
2007), 4 T %F 1% LeE 4 AT 43 1 HP A F AR R A @3 T KB B 8 R 40, Bl ik 1) 4PB, I AL 7E
ZNE N

BT Fdk 2] 7 FATT I AT LA 25 RO 1) LA T R (1) AR i3 H (sensor data): 4 Aii fE A
) AT B PR A S 0 T Ak A 358 0 A TR R AN BT A4 s B B S 4 B 3 AT I D, AR B AT B,
K ) SR R B e R AR N B;(2) Wk S R 23 (click stream data): D T B3EAT A R T 35 E B R
FA P AE WY (A s B TN ) 305 e S ok R P Ik 6 000 e 45 B 4t 7 0T DA P P A7 OB SRR AT A 4 1
BT, TG B A 5 I B A B X M 1K R 455(3) #5380  #% 4iE (mobile device data): il ik #% 2l HL 7 16 45 0. 5 8 3 f 6 A1
PDA. Tt # %, BATT LIRS WA MA RN E . B3, H AT 855 B X B 5 Bk AT B 19 40 #r, nl
DA B BATTHEAT A7 250 ) ke SR, G A A3 M 42 Mg AR 4585 (4) ST 1D $i5 (RFID data):RFID A LLHRA 217 fiy o,
IR I ER R — B RFID 432772 18 B 4 2 oK o 508 1) 32 SR 2 —

B 25 B A I B B DA R B0 AR o R TR 0 b, 7 A R I s = S R I
1.2 HW|HMAFEZ BHENIRRRE DT RAEK

0T NEE R BEN VR I 0 AR 485 AT SR, 0 2000 SO EAT SR N BRI 23 BT T AS S A A AR e 3 L 11
TR X AT T 1 20 T D6 JHUA S T A 2% 1 0 A AR R AR XE P SQL Sk BEAT 3%, 7R M 35 JE 4> #r (deep analysis).

W 1 s AR TR e T AR ELTE R AT A4 BT TR R B R R AR A AT SR, BAfE
FEAT Al 28 32 20 1 7 4% 120 L S 5000 2 P 9 2K TG SR BUA T 3 060 %5 7 HEAT 4 B

X S OLAP i 4 Wi E O B AT & LB VIR FIE 525 B A 16 75 Bk A2 4T
A FEFI AT BT What-if 4387 LK i 2 BR i A 3 5t ) B2 4R 4 v 20 i p A 21 i 790 g
A5 1~ A0 J5 IF 1) 5 270 43 A R ] 43 A 452 (1) IF ) 37 3 A (time: series analysis): T ZH 2L R T KBRS 5 I 245
S A 0 - A BN L A B IR S B 4 T — S, DA A TP R IR AL 2 T A A #, B R TR
R — 26 TE TR I R AL 2% L a0 7 < il R 25 A7 b, 23 B A SR DA SR A SR 42 1 43 B A o BT 1 ) 470 4 3
A7 Mr, -3 T B 148 2 B3 (profitable trading pattern), 48 it it — D 56 4F 2 J& B4 A B2 mT DA F Ik 2848 )
FEIQHEAT SE PR HIAE B SRAF RN (2) K RIUARE B 40 BT A0 90 2% 43 4T (large-scale graph and network analysis): 444> /4 4%
(social network) i FL IR 355 A 5| e Xof S A i 4 0 1 A 04 E Ak B 4 v AN ST 1) SE AR IR A B R I — AN
RS TA) BB R 3 7 o — 4 i I A 4 I % 40 T, T DU v R B — S8 R N TR, B R IR R 2 B 5
PR — Pl TR S AR A5 A /N T B A — S B T 4%+ 1) S B S )X 45 8 mT U 17 i L LU A
PRAT R 30T~ VA 0 4 S 43 W7 5 AT i 555 - 2 Do) 8% TS 1 98, ML AT £ B8 6, TR0 10 00 st R 3 8 AN IR 88 Al
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FAAE G0 7 VR AL B O 1) [ Bt 2459 70 8 A, SR A8 R0 T BOW IR B EAT 43 7.

T b B OB 1) 5 1 A SR R 38 R, T DUAE B IR AR /N, LR AT IR T B (R &
Hn P 2R 0 ) EAT B 45 R RN 43 AT SR T A0 L 1 3, SR A 5 B R 25 2%, L DN 43 A1 46 78 WA 40 i
EREAT AT R A T 0 AT A B A BRI I A 1 K

g LTIk B dls o3 A B P DR RN Bk A (1) Bl K K (2) B VR B 23 B W K K 3 G (Beyond
Reporting:Requirements for Large-Scale Analytics. TDWI Research Whitepaper 2008).71 & 2 Jif /<. bt Ab, B di 5 7
AW 2 FEAG, BB S R ARG A0 . P SR A B X 3k e S T 22 1) HH0R 1 AT TIOR3 At 2 B Ak PR R
T P 6 e

g 3

Sk | HERAEL A Rl RER? » ﬁq/%fgéﬂ [ . }
2
2 ( NS L] [ KL K ]
g | BERET A2 et bt R, | 0 25 BUBCHCR e L
e T AT EAREN? F 3675 0
FrE R = N OBEEEAL K >
Fig.1 Dimensions of data analysis?! Fig.2 Trends of data analysis™!)
1 RS b e K2 HdRaprid

2 Ll MapReduce A FRAYIER R IR E R R AR A

KRABHE FEHARZ S THIT 40 K& R — T T o TR I AT 7 AN W 3 208 1) 32 90 400006 65 380 R 23 W7
AR BB BRI 3 N AL HS OLTP 3 FH - OLAP 13 FH LA M $ £ 72 25 SQL i 5 A1 by 77 B 2 3 /3
REMTE SR8 T heUefh, S AW 78, e Sh REFI R 18 78 ) AN W 148 52

1HL i, O 22 B50H A5 B B AR 7 K IR 2% T I o9 48 20X AL 2 3L 3 DR OC R B0 A B R L OFAT
BHE ) P TR I ] TR (0 BERS AS B8 R AT B 43 0T 10 B SR G R I B BIARAR JE SR ) 2 v B Y — 3
PR E B T 1) 8 K B0 9 20 T 75 SR 90 0 47 8 (scale up) Z 456, BV o 484 n % 50 4 CPU. A7 A LIy
AT SRS 7, 2O 38 2SR 1R i (scale out) R4, RIVIE I 14 I vH LY A R AR OF Hol 5 k2
CEARTE L IRAT AT, A J& 20 5% 100 A8 e 933k A P DR RASE S 10 S5 I DK 500 0 65 L0 20 A, 7 2 I ox [ Bk e 1R 22, 3L
o ARG A P 3 T w4 E B YR CAP(consistency, availability, tolerance to network partitions)# it
(Towards Robust Distributed Systems. PODC2004 Keynote) (%1% 16 A2 4+, A i R G rh, — 8k . o |
PEL R E A AT G SR LR AN H AR 8 B 53 A A HbR AT RO R R G R I SO R
BEPECE R R4 oA SNBSS, ToVR 3RS R (4 JE MR R R 40 mT F M 1T R AL 1 e e K o it
I T 2 i 4.

2004 4F,Google 7 7 f J5 4 H MapReducet ™5 A, 11 g i 1i1 KK 23 B F0 40 B ) FEAT VSR 51 T Tl
FERZEAR Gz i . MapReduce 75 15 12 41,8507 1 38 3k KA FRAN I 45 % SE B s IR B30 (¥ R A7 b 3, e
HEH R R R G n] G T AR R A

MapReduce FEAMEGLAL 5 3 ANZ M A Z:(1) A0 RSE(2) FHATgmfEsial;(3) HATIITEI%.

I3 A XA & Si(Google file system)iz AT T R MU RE < b SRBEA FH B AT DAL 25 44 dg . 250 51 P Bt /B 0)
(key/value) 52 sCHEAT 7 it HEAN SCAF R B8R FH 0 B 4 v 45 B H50dls B oy A7 it 1) 4SS Xl el 0000 170 52361 (O 1 20
P A5/ 3 AN S B v JRE A Kl SR ) KR A7 4% (64MB 5% 128MB 2y 1 BR) [ F092:, I 5 i 3t ik 3 2647 1
i, N8 A7 S TR RO AR B 5E

MapReduce FFAT 4 FE A AL TSR FE 40 0 5 A = ZERY BE BT Map BRI Reduce B BE.Map #R50kb 22
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Key/Value 5,77 4 — & 41 {1 |] Key/Value 5, Reduce e 20H 2k & 31 T 5 HAG AH [F] Key & 16 H e) S X, oF 5 5
.Y

oK.

MapReduce F2 )3 10 A PAT IR W18 3 B B 500 e kAT 70 B, SR 5 28 45 2 A Map 155 24047, Map
55 04T Map B8 Ei, R Tl R0 0ok Hdis 43 28, 5 N AS A 48 Map B B ¢ 1 28\ Reduce B B, Reduce 1T 55 #1

i 25 R B N AR (90 A OO R G0) R P i B 4 45 SR T LUt 5 JF - Reduce £F: 55 ) it 4 21).

LN Map fL5 - Reduce {14 ity
[split 0 > map()
lsplit 1 rj——b(map() reduce() )——>| part 0 h[
Isplit 2 Hmap() reduce() )—-l part 1 b[
Isplit 3 H map() reduce() )——[ part 2 B}
Isplit 4 Hmap()

Fig.3 Parallel computing process of MapReduce
K 3 MapReduce 347 &1

MapReduce #5¢ A& — R i ik (K AT TH AR, S AE R 02 AR e 19 e Py AR PR A5 ) Rt o i 432 ) P
'S5 1) Map pRECH Reduce BR3, H B ML W] AR 45 (1 RS ARTE L IFAT AT, AN T AT LAk BN 7 A K RIAE £ 550
. MapReduce £ A & 3F 5% 5 Bl B BRI i BRI g RAX R AE Google 24 v P il 3 Jek DK RIASE 4 A A
MapReduce #F, 45 KA 1E 20PB 1 4 13 51 b #1045 AN 3 40 B ) K04 s i 400PB. £ HUHs 43 H7 (1) H: fi
,Google $& it T il 5 LI M 14 R ) — ZR A0 55 (BL AR ML I I 5%+ 5 1)) 5 IR 45 55 ). 2 sb R BASE 1) 00 A BRI 93
BT A GE 1) % 28 B A BLBOR T 0125 5 UK (L 46 1).

Table 1 Google’s applications based on MapReduce
% 1 Google #T MapReduce [1])% [T]

93 4i 3\ Grep AL I HER ]

o3 A0 e - SCR S

--Web JERZ & 1 e e Pl o]

R T BN A ST | BTG T R L
--Web 71X H & 2047

MapReduce $7 R — 284k H, 37 BV I# 21 ¢ 28 308 27 50 4 R B8 (LA 25 44 I 00 R B R % K Stonebraker Sy 1838)
AR 24417 . Stonebraker 1A 24, MapReduce A& —AE KIENR, 5t T MapReduce HiAR 1Ak £ &k o £ 45
ANSZFF Schema. A AL, HEEEE S (brute force)BEAT S04 b 245 . Stonebraker %5 A 7E 100 AN717 r B 4E T
-%} Hadoop #%AK(MapReduce HIJTJ§i5ZEl). Vertica HH 2 (— Fh % T 5117 % 10 < Z2 2080 122 55 B R 48 ) Al
DBMS-X H45 Fe (RE ) £ 03t (14 75 P 400 J22 ) EAT 17 500 2B 28RV B 43 i 1) vk i L A8 (B0 %6 Grrep, Selection, Join,
Aggregation %%),MapReduce 11 gz kT Vertica fil DBMS-XPL{H Stonebraker (3t 4] 3 ¥ 47 BIL 24 4% LA
MapReduce B A kA1 KB 3 87 8 A 1) R Rtk

T JL4E 3k MapReduce $; AR 3513 T )32 19 5678, BF 50 A 5 B 48 MapReduce JTJ& T & A I BF 50, 40 45
MapReduce N 41319 i . MapReduce PEBEIHE T MapReduce &y A 1 1 5cidk 5 . [F] B ,MapReduce 4 AR F
RDBMS 1 HiHL 1 AH FL A S A HLy83% (a3
2.1 MapReduceli BB B

1 N FH 4558 77 17, MapReduce 45 A TL 28 A 9844 2% (K0 550008 40 0 7 J8 S 8cdm 1l . pLas 2 3101000 3 B
KU Ly s, RS MR A B CE . B ) A 4

BEXT AR G853 AT R AT R % 2 BA K Hadoop 73 4T L) fiE i 55 FORE 25, 1BM 22\ BRI 50N A 3005 3% R #1 Hadoop
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B RS TR e TE 2 A 4, Jd . R FH Hadoop I B B 1, 40 v 554 1) 2508 O BLJFAT 4b 22,48 Hadoop 3k 15
T 8RR HIVE BE A HT fie 119 Purdue K221 RHIPE I H (http://ml.stat.purdue.edu/rhipe/index.html) 2.3 /3 - R 0
Hadoop f94E 8, A K HH 40 7 $ 4L T & PR 855 1 S0 5 Wegener % AT sz B0 T Weka(GE LT R A TR (R AL 28 2
STRUECHRE 23 T 4 F) A1 MapReduce (1945 & bR HERR Weka T2 Ui #e S pL_EIs 47, 0 FRAEHE I 1GB AN
B A 200 B9 10 94746, 4 MapReduce 54 F Weka ANANSERE T J5AT 19 AT A 25 K040 0 119 BR A, 48 48 1t o) s et
100GB (%H HEAT 30T, [F) i R R AT S8 v 7 Pk g 4 B0t 1) Weka, ik T MapReduce 5 A VR B 4047 (1 fig
I3 KT SCHR[6] LA M AH 56 SCik, 85T JF & 3 & T Apache Mahout 35 H (K857, 1% 30 H J2 3T Hadoop ~F & K
FUBEEESE b HLHS 27 ) FBCE T2 30 FFIRRE 7 g, b N FH OF R B i T 3 & i 88080 23 B Th .

2.2 MapReducetf g2 F+BYFF 5%

221 ZEMS GPU L RE sk

7 MapReduce ¥ REFE T J7 T A9 N A T K18 T 4E.MIT(Optimizing MapReduce for Multicore
Architectures.MIT Tech. Report 2010)#1 Manchester K2 TSN AR T 2 42 4F ¥ MapReduce 1§24
BEM8 Sk [19,20]i 18 T Cell Broadband Engine ¥ MapReduce 1 A4t Ak 45 A, Herf Wisconsin K2 (T 5T A
AR Cell Sort 53k, 78 40 K HERE AR GE g O HUER 7 7 HE)7 1¥ 24 . MapReduce 75 2 2 BE 44 F 1 A i T4E
AL HE SCHR[21] 5. 141, GPU 1% Oy Bs A AR SRR A T 4 151, Texas K% Austin 43 1% (DisMaRC: A Distributed
MapReduce Framework on CUDA.University of Texas at Austin Tech. Report 2009)2& R FIRIF5E N 5,5k 4
I FIH] GPU #2r MapReduce AT HEfE T THF5E224 3¢ Hi Jie T MapReduce [ 5 F 458 3 HE K 2 1
IBM 5256 = WS N Bt T Map CGPPL eG4 41 CPU 4afifl GPU 4 Fe i ml Bt ik, K K4 T
MapReduce 532 ‘5 1) 25 23 72 5. Ohio M 3L IR 2% I ST 51 110 17 22 B2 30 85, 42t MATE 2 #2456 1 5 BREE, AN ok
NT NAE & R ISE R B8k KB % Hadoop 1 Phoenix?®!(Phoenix /& —Ff" MapReduce ] C++5Z31, http://Map
Reduce.stanford.edu/).
222 TIIEARGEEEARRMA

Hh [ R 2 Bt o B AR BIE 5 FH % MapReduce TTJE T & 5140467210 R /045 X 77 Cache 2 it i 2
WA SCHR[B0IF A T AR A1) MapReduce M REFRTHER, AR HF R 51 (Trojan index) 45 DX £ 45 - &
(co-partition, BT 41 75 2 7 42 1) B s 40 DX DR AE B[R] — AN 749 hU s 78 W0 28 b b 4630 71 R, DU R 4l 43 X 2 [1a)
) Join 45 ) B S i SCHR[SL] 46 = 52 b i) UL A0 1 (virtual view over fact table). 3 S5 Fl 4k 3% H2 11
DAk« F T2 A4 16 s 47 (columnar compression) &5 52 K 328 7 MapReduce ¥R & A _E () OLAP 255 H
FIHAT P S lu 28 A\ B2 1 4 MapReduce $04T B % (¥ 3 47, % MapReduce 7 #8E47 2505, 7840 FI ) SQL il )2
MRS SRR )R8, 32 = MapReduce B3 AT 250% . SCHR[33]4 51 T MapReduce B4 T I ] [ & 4b 2E
138 Fe 4 AE ¥ P B, 75 100 A5 sS4 I Hadoop S kAT 37 i 8 BRI P R 7T, B4 A oA (1 338 4 IX
¥ 71k (standard repartition join). ik i H 4 X % 382 J5 v (improved repartition join). F 8282 )7 vk (directed
join). J7#% %% J7 v (broadcast join). 4% (semi-join). 40 H I 21 3% 3% (per-split semi-join) &, AN [ B
Y 5 AR R AR T 225 R e 5 A $2 2T MapReduce 141 7-fif B0 (133 B0 00 75 105, 0K
b T 3% B2 A0 3 3 B SCHR T3S 9T 1 S ARt K o i R R /I A 2 22 TR )38 2 00 A 7 T R R e 1
1) 4 4% 3% 382 (chain join) At 4k 77 1.
223 HEEANA

Sk [36]35% R L T 1 o6 2 i U BE S s 4R T MapReduce AT 0K SCHR[37]HEH T IET MPL (R
MapReduce L4k S B, FH MPI-3 (13552, e i MPI Reduce Local 45,75 127 A5 s I AE#E 3545 25%I(1 1 fg
$2 7+ Toronto k2% F1 Boston K 2[R 7¢ A 17 B8543 7 2 4~ MapReduce Job 2 [l 347 25 # kb B T4 (1 36 =, DLtk
RGN B AR NGE ) .Purdue K24 (Relaxed Synchronization and Eager Scheduling in MapReduce.Purdue
University Tech Report 2009) [f] fif 5T A\ 51 i i it #2 [ 20 22 =k A1 91 9 =X I J5 (eager scheduling) 75 ¥4, $¢ &1
MapReduce £ 45 {4547 %% % B9 Barcelona #2411 5 70 AT IBM Watson S236 5 (KIHFST N B WFST T AR 45 00645 18
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s O DL o V. SCHR[41—-441BIF 58 T 3 ) Ak 22 248 A0 S5 Ay S E 2R 5 157 AT 45 VA B B35, SRAIE R AT AT 4541
AT IR BB AN 32 57 K FAI5E 1) 70T 5% 10
224 HABRAEA

PO ST K 2 BE ST N AV T 5 B A AR Ak TR AL S L TR 80 43 415 i (fingerprint based
grouping). ELZAFICHE R Si(direct 1/0 in HDFS). {8 4 fif A7 H Al F v 4% (1) Java %t % (mutable Java object for
data parsing). 8% 5| (using indexing) LA K H4hi B sk & (18 B 75 v (block-aware scheduling) 5, — 25 & 1
Hadoop 2 4t (150408 43 BT 1 6%, DKt J32 28 30 4% 485G 28 B4R J26 (¥ 1 R SCHIR [A5]48 Hi 78 K B 43 A7 45, 56 1
Hadoop 15548 73 #7 3 48 B A L A& e300 P SE 4 i e 1k, 2 U £33 Hadoop 5 48 B R AT B4 122 1 T 38 4 (1)
—3 & 4 Jizs.Berthold 2 AFSIEE T Eden 65 4 1] 4538 $ic4# i b B (lazy stream processing). 57 B2
JH i (dynamic reply channel). dli i & JF (stream merge) 2535 A4 4L MapReduce /) SZEL. SCHR[47TH2 H R T 2E 77
&R B 3 1 3t 52 22 0h X (shared buffer between producer and consumer), 7 B MapReduce #5435 Hr B (Map B
B Reduce [ B) B AL S0 29 SCHR[48]42 L1 7E MapReduce P/ 55 B BE LAl L 38 i —A> Merge ¥ B¢, LL 47
57 BRI (set union). Join 253 4E, [ 2 H T 45 9F Reduce A1 Merge 5 F DL Btk o BE 1 7030k 356 B R 2 10
ARBebh e =~ w . Yahoo 2wl IBFFEN b, A PIUHCH R ATl Shuffle AR $¢m MapReduce AT Ik
A1) Duke K2 HIBFF A B 3E4T T MapReduce $AAT R 4510 [ RO 58 50 LUB 2 17 I R 40 10 - 110 B 2k,

HadoopOpt I JFAT £ 40 7 i I L HE %R R LL
DBMS-X (fi7)  Vertica (i) HadoopOpt (£i7)

Grep XA R 1.5 2.6 1.47
LGNV ) 1.6 4.3 1.54
A 36.3 21.0 14.68

Fig.4 Performance improvement of HadoopOpt!*®!
Kl 4 HadoopOpt (11 fit gtk 4]

2.3 MapReduce 5 F T4 89 50

Bt X MapReduce ARG Z 2500 SQL MFRHEAFBGE & « MK IRJETE 5 IR 59 ST 9C N TS b & )2
1. 2235 8 ) S B (15 35 R R 48,4035 Yahoo 1 Pigl®y. Microsoft ff) LINQE?54 Hive 4 .Pig /&4 5 MapReduce
T2 I A TE 5, Yahoo AANEUT) TH#Em MapReduce f9 5 FI P8, [ IR AT B2 5 Pig (1 B, SR 60 355 B0 4 43 )
¥ Pipeline S5 A E G A v 1) 45 5L, AT B2 w55 2 A6 150, 3 LS4 S0 A0 1y A B0 M 40 (1 7995 11 1) 42, Microsoft
) Dryad % %idid £ [ 0 R B R IA I F AT R 00 JEAT O 5T 8 i 4E KM EE B B OFATHUT . BRAR S
MapReduce 3% A A& 1A 28 ] H UK A, il LU S & 2 MapReduce 352 A 178, A J& 9F 5¢ R 508
BRI AT B P HivelPLUZ 3T Hadoop 1k R 804 60 1 R 48, 5Bl T Schema, SQL 5 14525 5 2 K4 4 1) 2
fic. Facebook 7F Hive Szl THl4TPEHR . BIJE (ad hoc) Bt AL 3% 2% =) LUK HiAt 53 2 iy s 43 b7t i SQL
$ 10,4 3% T MapReduce £ AR K 5 F P A14% 52 B2 SCBR[57]4% Y Hadoop-ML, ) %38 5 A EE, T &% A &2 7T LLIR 75
A5 b 7 A2 PP B LA T AT 45 AT BB JEAT I ML 88 2% ) R HCHE 45 30 5Tk JF R Bk Cascading &3 T
Hadoop )—~ Java £, f 8 25 i) API(query API). i1 %I#% (query planner) gk #2 £ %5 (process scheduler),
J& Hadoop b (¥ TAREGR 84, F & % ] LAAE Cascading F LA b BT # 20 5% 37 4T B A R .

3 RDBMS #1 MapReduce ¥ KHESL 5HHESIE

MapReduce # ATE) 2 Fl T3 R AH G0 B8 43 TAE 2 S5, B A FEA B8 10 A 07 42 R R A 48k 1 7 g 1
TN RDBMS HIMERR B SE 43 P4 I SE - AR 1E 7 HLAR T 2% S FIy8 3% 3R 2 X EE T MapReduce ARG &
BE PEBOR R4 R

MIT FIRF57 N 52 B % MapReduce )74 B AH, iR 8 7F Shared Nothing 42 K4 1) 3E4T 50H 122 R 48 b seglE
fe (R AR P e A IR 2 1) 45 R B B8 A AR
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Table 2 Characteristics of RDBMS and MapReduce
% 2 RDBMS 5 MapReduce /4% & bb ¢

RDBMS MapReduce
[LEN A B S A3 B
el KB %S YRR SE I
Hdhn KA 45 R egitgfe. gt g
AR | FEEATERE E SQL RS
RIEE A IR X
T EHEWA BT A
P 5, A E)R L, ARG ER AT
PEgE i It RDBMS 1 !
52 i s (f%%%&iﬂ A b1 2
1146 53 17 b HE RIE S HT

1. HAT,OA KEMBEFRBU) T4 % MapReduce 1T RE(S % 26 2.2 7Y);
2. FEEE M 3G S A AT Ay 23 B R

HadoopDBFL L i [ V& 1+ MapReduce A1 RDBMS H A (¥ — I # % T 4F.7¢ HadoopDB 1, 5 ¢ i M 43 i
W)=, L JZ 4 B Hadoop HE4T AT 45 14 2 AR AR B2, R 2 H RDBMS(Postgresgl) i3k 47 %54k 1) 2 v Fl Ab #1112 118 11 21
Bz b2 A EIFH Hadoop PRI 45 1 FE LI =y 2R G0 (R 47 Jr P R 82 605 1, AR ke X B8040 0 A7 () 8 [l 47 ) A
FIH RDBMS 5230 0405 47 fitt FH A 1 Ab 38, DL w1tk R ) R0 75 1 e S0 v, HadoopDB . [ PEREAT SR 5 T8 &
KOl A 48 T4 T MapReduce O A, L5 EFFT 52w B2 AL 5 2.2 19), WF 98 A 32 HH T MapReduce
FI BB AR, 3045 7 BB (P e oot Yale K% Abadi 4515 19 /N TE 2808 P AL 38 5UAE A« Fr e B 0 iy
(continuous loading and analysis)%4% A, Ll it HadoopDB 7k fig %,

Greenplum ™1 Aster Datal® & 9 5 3 2 14 THT [ K508 437 60 28 7] At ATT SR P 04 SR £ MPP 2K F) 4T
HoPs P L Py B b 3 3 MapReduce, JA%Z 0 5 1 # [FI I & MapReduce 1RV 30AT 518899 5K 48 =) IEAE REAT — T
L) AR, RIS 2007 o6 803847 MapReduce KUK 9147tk (MapReduce style parallelization). i i 3547 4k, Bt 43 4
BRI A AT I e KRR T L 513 MapReduce T8 7Y 1) VAR X6 4% 45 (1) 4T 204 12 3047 o850, 9 55 |1 1K
MPP B4 i1 JFAT £ FE R G0 v] LURRA Y R BIJL A A1 UK AR Aster Data S /& 7F 2010 A5 AT T 30 4
o3 BT R A A B BT AN T LA 1 1 2 AT B 0, 3K 26 R B0 LA IR AT 1) 7 OB ATE MPP & b, T 7E P B
EORRE AL 45 (1 RDBMS I P H & X ek H(UDF). 18] 5 7 € s ¥ /2 423 MapReduce I 4746505 J 19 43 17 B8 4
AT P REAT SQL(EL % 720 0) & Mk A 1 LL %L, v I, MapReduce BEAR KR FE SR TH T 2347 s B0 0T Pk .

B MapReduce BEARPEREMEET A SN T2, O¢ R 5 & BB AR MapReduce £ R (1416 — H &
4452010 4], ACM #1244 & [ 15 7] Stonebraker® Ll &2 Google [¥) Dean #4725 Dean #5111, MapReduce
JEHEAT K IAFECHE 23 1 AL BE ) R 3% 154 %% T ;10 Stonebraker ) M 64 %) MapReduce B (IR 6 52,
N € MapReduce () R4 @, IF H.48 i, MapReduce A4 & A ETL XL TAE. H AT, 8k 2 (1) BodE
FETESE N 51 (135 Stonebraker 75 A )% i 2 11 51, MapReduce F15¢ 2 ¥t 122 7T LL B A0 2% 37, 31 H.3E 7 5 il (Andrew
Pavlo. MapReduce and Parallel DBMSs: Together at Last. New England Database Summit 2010). MapReduce 7] L
M RDBMS %) & #ifiAt.. Schema 4. 4hHE T H(ETL TH. "J¥4k T H&)7#:4 T RDBMS A LLA
MapReduce 2% =] 75 21 & B (9 B PR A A4t v . PR . 5 T A S8 .

% T Greenplum,Aster Data %537 2% /A &) LA 4b,Oracle, Teradata,IBM, Vertica 25 4% S8 504 5] mtb 8l T
MapReduce #1 RDBMS {45 . & AT TR T ) SRS FE AR ABL, RT/E RDBMS 51 % A 525 MapReduce Rk i 1T
55 Greenplum FiI Aster Data [¥]4) T 58 £ 474k 4 5 3K 77 % 41 b, Teradatal ) T 45 AR X ff 8 A A SEBL T $cdi
B I . F0HE 72 ) HDFS(Hadoop file system) ) B AH %% # 55 Th B8 Vertica 5 12 RS0 4E 2009 FJEIF 4G T
MapReduce 7 R [ 48 fi, 18 5 5 B, 8745 Vertica 2048 22 AN A e % b 38 25 14 A0 £, T HL B2 4k 38 3 45 1) A0 £ s 7
e A AL B s Vertica ¥ PR IXT AT & /2 C-Store %5¥5 PE JR 714 ,C-Store 4% /2 & 7 Stonebraker 40 F H & (113
THME - KINAE 4S5BT 7 B0 20 01 B 1 14 8504 2 3R 8¢, Stonebraker 4 Al Vertica (1) CTO.
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4.1 B iE R EE

Wit A 5 10 189 0 R B R AT 20 A P 26 AR SR 2 8 T S 1) i, v A2 A% Bl KR 1 #E (In-Database
Analytics: The Heart Of The Predictive Enterprise. Forrester Whitepaper 2009).

Bl 8 O 3 30000 PR P AR 0 AT A T A% e R B8 23 7 71 3 FR 46 (eco-system, 22 A R G2 1R 2 R/ E ) A7 St
AR E AR R T, A8 1K HL T SRR AE T 8 s 70 W7 10 3 A7 1) 25 28 AR G0 AN T L) S AR 0 PP A D 0 (R B8 5 1 4, %
RS B o ETL TR SN R R 48, % ) o T H A SQL i 55 S B AT 1 A 4 2 2 L A ) 2 %
15347, SQL 1¥ 234 BE J) 7t 5% 8 T 3L )= BR 1k, JC vk ek AT 3 IF, 0 200 0040 AN 5030 2 v R B L R, 3 N T o 4 AT
T F.(SAS,SPSS) LLHEAT )& 4k 40 #T.

XA 2R S 5 T SQL 3 4T HE 0 4 R B, T 05 B T e v 20 W AR AT B B VR B S R 23 AT
SECT KRB IR B T B S, 2 H N S S R HE PR T SQL A AT B B R A 3 A A (L
W SAS)HEAT i 73 M iy, SQL 1B A B Ay Bl S AR 15 by By A K Bl OB 3 S B E T B X K
TS 73 M7 I I 2% A% g 388 4 KA A543 H 02 SAS SR8 20 M) 1 IEAE U THE M e 0 F IR 2K i &
GEAT AL AT AR AS AR, 20 e B AT A LS R GE R R PEATI AR S AT A At 11 ) R

HI*%T- RDBMS,MapReduce $3 A A7 A LR A T ST 1 575 5T e A AR P S S 0 ek, b Kl 7>
Wrd ft TARGE (3 AT - & Db [ I 4 LU SQL BEAT & IA f 73 T AT 55 S 45 5 ] MapReduce i 57 bk 2 i (n
BB SR BRI 38 5L 5 2% 55 2.1 719). 0] I, MapReduce £ A 7F 2045 1998 5 73 #7 1L RDBMS B ik —%.
42 MEBSRFENZHM

b5 MapReduce AR (12488, FATE 2, 804 20 17 1025 & R 48 11 48 & A28 1k, Facebook [ & 4t sl & — /4~ g Y
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1 K 1 e 3 4 Facebook SR FH B (1 B A B 248 4.
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TTEAT OLTP M55 Ab B AT Z) $ s 8 ik o i R e 2, 2 A% 42 7= H Hive & 4 (production Hive-Hadoop
cluster), FEE [ 73 Hr D RETE Hive R 48 B 5¢ Al &0 70 M AR 4R 19 45 R (summary  data), 7T L FE vl A 58 R A
JE 2 48 (1145 Oracle RAC federated MySQL 45), 4552 ]/ (¥ #1004 T 9 B S A v 5 % 0 Hive JRETI 1K ), 3L
P 1 2 1 B — AN 543 1 Hive F 45 (ad hoc Hive-Hadoop cluster), #EAT FH ™ RIS 20 160 0 20 B, b 25 R 2 Ak 1) 2 i
B A BELA %0 Hive FRGUIE B2 g ok, SRUIEAZ O B30 43 BT 2 48 (9 1 it

NI 5 45 1R AE AR 55 v BTG BT I KB 2 BT AR S R LA R B 8, R R R A &MY
Ak, SCRE PB 2B 28 B ORISR 1) 40 AT R A B S 30 B0 AT B R IR B b, D T KR B 3 9 4 T
Hadoop (14T fig 1,48 3k 205 149 43 M7 0R B0 3R A3 I 407 10 28 58 2/ SR G B ] LA Ak B 485 A4 A0 5500 o v DA A R Al 45
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(1) HMEZRAIHT R 2 HrAE MapReduce FE78 1 SIS B 42 2% A0 S R HURE (169 3 BT, Lt 4 o 4
LR F 47 2008 k] R A 4 AT . KB [ (Chrristos Faloutsos. Mining Billion-node Graphs: Patterns, Generators
and Tools. Hadoop Submit 2010) 73 #7 7RI K HUE A 25 148145

(2) 4k£EXE MapReduce f 1 RE, 32 A5 20 F7 B9 S2 1 P MapReduce 2 T 1) 16 A 2 1) 3547 v BB RS Ho b
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i*ﬂ;[73775];
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