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Abstract: With the emergence of novel computing techiniques and applications, the traditional database manamgement systems face

challenges, and undergo significant shifts from the single data model processing to multiple data model processing. This paper presents a
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comphrensive survey on the recent progress and future direction in the novel data management systems, including distributed databases,
graph databases, streaming databases, spatial-temporal databases, and crowdsourcing databases. Specifically, the distributed techinqiues
play a key role to improve the scabablity of large scale data processing. Graph data management techniques are driven by the big graph
management requirement in applications like social network. Stream data management techiniques are also developed to process dynamic
data. Spatial-temporal databases are mainly applied in the management of mobile objects. Last but not least, the processing of multiple
sources, hetergonenous and low quality data motivates the advance of crowd-sourcing techniques. This study also surveys other hot
research directions and foresees the future work.

Key words: distributed databases; graph databases; stream databases; spatial-temporal databases; crowd-sourcing databases

21 20 BLSR BE G T LR R, U R LI AT R B v B AR I R R, K B R 3 1 AR X B AR
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Table 1 Category of novel data management systems
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2P KR () S AR R R P B A5 I S B AR AT L A3 it 20 AL 9 % St P 8 E SR AR S AL
55 I 8 5 0 O N 2 e R AT K A B

R B {8 R 3 5 AR, 191 A S A v R B B A R b T T R A B B B B AR
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1 DHAEEE

11 51 &

FEREARBTACT 3 TLBC . B B8 4% LA SR X 1 R IR R J, (5 45 4 BRI £ 2 L e oG Ko 17
HH A% G (1 SRR N J2E 1) Ak B R 7 T LR, 23 A OB J2E — B b ORI A R ST 58 B R o0 A U
AR BN, s A TR, BiadE. FHEAE R UL E ACID JF PN S IR H S B RE ) AHTE
SEhR it o, — T 2R T CAP HEAEU R ZF 040 3 #5740 X 28 8 1 (partition tolerance)[FI BT 2 T, R 48 SE L H g
0 B — B (consistency) FI AT F P (availability) (1) — /N 77 TH 1 T i [R5 2 5 53— J7 T, SCRF ACID F55 J@ M e g
Fk B 55 AT — B2 oA TG FR AR B 0 HE AT 0 X e Bk R I A A TR SRS R BT e 3 2R(1) M LA T
Mk % R ¥ B (W0 Oracle. SQLServer. MySQL. PostgreSQL)TE /A sNAEHL 8l = °F & LT /N EL Y R 3
B5(2) B R REE PERLTLF] ACID B 5545 1, 1% 3 R TG 1Y schema-free HUH 15 B K% =y v FH P FH o 48 — S0k
7 NoSQL ¥ 7 ;(3) il & 5% £ £ ¥ 5 Al NoSQL 41t 35 (381 2 3 4% )72 (New SQL).

1.2 FEMREER

VA4 A B PSS A SRR R B . R T FMERT ACID 345 I RFEAZ O 1n) R T T T
R X e 5 5 2R 45 109 F M RN i 2 IR S, 4 L) 240, A R AR L AR (Y P 7 SRR AT

o EUHETR— BN RAT AL O FR G055 S Rl S A AT G B R — BUE A R R R RS R E S,
AEAT 22 A I S a3k FR B AR I U 1) 48 2 SRR [ o 30 B8 3 AL 0 SR AE X A0 A 20 R 40 Hh iR 0 B A, T8
2B G0  SR T R B 5 — BOME B R IR R R AR EE A 2 LR S — SO 0 RRLAE R 4 A K
BRI RGBT 75 B RAT 2 AR A RS = v] B M A 24 1, DL o s ML S e e B, T 80R
Ak ) A AN 08 AR e 0 i A1 S A T RATE B8040 1) B — B0 2 o0 A U P R e ) — A T A

o RGiwn] AR o A B PE R R G 0w n] PR AR SR — S A A A TR MR EAEE 1 &
MRS A= W 1) T, 2 SR 2 /0 B 15 38 — 00 7 8010 B0 A A 5 G 4 0090 1 58— SO SR ORE R BE Y
o A A 24— B4 NoSQL $ ¥ 2 SR F ik AN JE B ok S 3 LI 3 37 1 10 R FIUARE ) 7 3 0 3 SR,
AT S S B 2 — B SR A O T MRy X 2R R, B4R T B R 0 — B R O T MR R N
— 3501 R AN [ 1D 43 A sOBOHE BT % B IR SR 53 A6, 8 0 5 AR L A AR B R 4 e AT
PR U S 5

o ACID H4 X F7:ACID 481725 45 2 H W JE -7 M (atomicity) . — S (consistency). B 25 % (isolation)
3R A M (durability). 4017 5 20 3 3 ACTD F45 J8 M, — B2 70 A1 sUBR 12 (0 A, 00 R BIIR 2 5 4= 1)
BRAEFNIZ 4R, £ 7™ B R RS0 M 8, 1R 2 NoSQL U4 JE AR 2 i 57 S 7 45 ACID J& MR ¥ B BE 1)
PRI AT A5k, B B B4 5 (NewSQL) IR H I 25 43 A0 S EHs 128 00 R Je iy SR B i) g ), B 0 H br 2 4Rt 5
NoSQL AH 6] {1y o] 47 J&& 14 R g, A B S RF 5555 160 ACID J M X Ff i/ — SCME A0 o] FH 12 1) NewSQL &
28 R 43 A SEUHE R (R 5 94

1.3 EHMARITRK

1.3.1 HETF oG s T 6 1 R E00 &

MySQL R —Fh i L 0% FFIR 43 A sCHHE 8, & 56 T 6 3k 52 () (shared-nothing ) 548 77 il 15 X 2R A 32 5 43
59 1) 32 AR S (master-slave) >R 523 1 AT F PR A% B TH 7 AL E M 27 & X R EUE R FI R A, AT Y
i) Amazon RDS(Amazon relational database service)™. A AKHI Google Cloud SQLP!. % H) Azure SQL
Databasel DA & [ P (95 B = RDSP!. il CDB(cloud DataBase)!®F1 M 5 (4% & RDSU). 5% G5 $dfs A7 L, iX
U8 5 B R AR AR RS2 RF MySQL. SQL Server % PostgreSQL 258l 72 51 2, RGN A . SigsE. Al fiigsE.
m AT S IR AR R . B IREL . ERSHEEE BRI

BT o mER R T 6 8 R B 1 32 EE P 2 AR AR B A M D) 457 B0 1) — B, & 0K B0l 5 3
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master 11 545, #RE K [F] 20 slave 7 a5, B DUAE A3 47 44 4 R SR AR B 5 — B0 573 41, 40 2R master 1 sUE ML 2 B
FEOV SRS B0 R G0 & A 9 R I — ) 8L MySQL - SE3E H 7 11 204 [F) 25 SR g M S 0] 1K
520 23 79 MySQL 5.7 F A (1 2 [7] 25 B ], (B RACRAR TH A R 25 R Al .43 G5 BT My SQL b TR PR-IE £
—3F.Amazon Aurora #3555 5| BERAF 6% 51 % 5> 2 redo H EMNE S 51 B J B A I BIAF 6855 B8 F I K
shared disk ZEH4, 38 i3 174 |2 34 =R figt v — 0Pk 19 . Galera Cluster 5% 22 32 224 (multi-master) RSB B IE I £
AL E RN AN B AT 3 5, T 5 4 B AR A IR s (A4 [F) 20 2 54 T Galera replication H (]
38 % T MySQL SEHF T s (R & i 1R

P B 2 % ZR B8 PR A 0 B s — BOPE B SR A T R A0 1 Tk BT B R B ALISQL R T4 A I —Eik
i I (Raft)® DL AR B3 22 4 00k 24 U0 e B0 R S kA0 R P4 O 1 ARAIE 2 35 55 2 A1) binlog f 58 — Sk, B IR
PhxSQL 1 FH 4347 2 — E M 0% Paxos SZEL master B 2. [F A BinlogSvr >k # MySQL 15725 & il ¥ i3 LA
YHEWEESNKS 25, RIS & QQ MBFISE. M 5 RDS M K A L R 20 S B AR W R A ENLAE
S5 E SR A AT AR B R AE ML P& A DR IE £ D) 5 B 8 4 — SCAE T A B A T AT I ER, K A R
=T MAILIE S L5 55 1 3 5, 5 ) A AR 9 2R AR IE T TR AD 4% 58 i 3 AT 3.

1.3.2 NoSQL %4 i

TS BEFEX ACID J& P If 7 ZE5R, 22 00 R 8088 2 1w 3 R PEAR N A IR 9 3R T+ & G Ak A ik 2
T 2B B2 77, NoSQL MBS J2 Hic 4 185 1Y i3k 47 2 8 JBO5 Ok R A A (RIESCHF ACID H & A3 ¢ R H
schema-free F &4 1L 8 W] DUAR A A [R) B2 F 7% SR AT A2 HE 22 Fh S 2 1) 20 A0 S0 22 4% TR A it S B o 73 28 Tl
NoSQL #% & FE 4> 4 %I AT % (40 HBasel” #1 Cassandral'™) . 4 {4 17 f# (21 Redis!'. MemcacheDB!? .
DynamoDB!?), SimpleDB! N1 3¢ k4 #74i#% (41 MongoDB!" YA CouchDB!!'®).

— M R G 2 R 2 — B (consistency, B 8 C) T ¥ (availability, fii#x A)FI 5y X 25 45 P
(partition tolerance, &% P)H (1) P 1T, il AR 95 AH B 152 1 B B EA7 1836 NoSQL T &, 7 X 254 14 2 A R i 4
B, DR R BEAE — B AT R PR B AEC . i SRR X AN 010 30 R G b B 1 A R A, TR 4 R G b SR A 5 — 3K
PESAE, TR R AR S S, A 2 LB A — 08 )8, Mh s C P AR & AER, i R R AR 2% 28 5 L, B A AR
2P LHIAR R ARV KLIE A ARG TR WRAEX A 7340 R G b Holls 2 A BIA B84 W R 4
e iR 5535 5 WL, R G0k 2 T LA HE IR 55 IR, RO 155 & AR R AR HME CRAIE £508s 1) — S5tk R R o5 MU ] R A e 4 i 3%
A S B B AR A SR BRSO R T — ARE LR T — SO SR L A 1 S5 AE U 1) ZE 3B B[R] 5 T
M PEIRE R & AR CP AR 0T T ) 48 I A v 2R 1) 25 78 £ — Btk 7 T 2= FEIREE R & A ik FE AP
(=W

o CP#EX

CP QB SR 4y X 25 B, ) B 0 50— S0k T2 SR A v, R, BB A8 AR AE BT FH 7 5 S A () ) 8.4 D9 2 B A
HH IO 1) AT, I B B8 T 1 T R G T 4k S AT (3 X 25 ), (H R TS AR IF 58 A6 e i e B, T 7 17 3 408 R A o .
WUIR A7 A ML, P e 7R B 28T 0 27 5, [R5 T A R DA R AT R RV S R AR X 2 (3 AR G 00 R 1 B
i%.% WLE CP 48 3X Z 44 BigTable!'). HBase!!. Redist'". MongoDB!"*HI MemcacheDB!?.

BigTable /& — > GFS!' 2 1% 51 2 K W 2 1Y) B+i % 51 4544.GFS fRIE £ 0 5 N\ — Ik R ifid 3 F th
BigTable it & 5.8 T fR1F BigTable 158 — £, R — B 21 [F] — 40 2085 S BE 8 — & #l8s Ik %5, H BigTable H 1)
Tablet Server ¥ X} 44 Tablet %13 .HBase /& Apache Hadoop H'/—AN 73 H , /& T BigTable [T V5 i 4%, 2 i
2 — B 1 20 A QB A, 3 B SR A Al IR 4 M AL N 2 45 K 1k 1A BUKdE . HBase FI ] Hadoop HDFS!'IE K
HSC R4 R G045 B MapReduce? ) i S5 70 ok b 3345 0408, 8 Zookeeper 1 443 43 s\ 1 A il 55 . HBase
7 455U P LA — B0k S8 X WAL (write-ahead logging)!!.

Redis SEFEIE & A2 32 4%, F 17 5 600 5 N RSB T slave 5 A1 HU& AR %40, 24 3717 2 R U slave 5 S A AL
S EE T 3T 2. MongoDB K F 284Ul T Redis B 35 AT 7 20, 32797 SU1E S o0 0 B AR IR 5598 J5 TR 20 2 slave
T, ] DLE T B autoresyne KN slave 5 i 1B A 2 55087, W E 3t M\ 3 IR 55 2% 35 =K [A) 25 4088 . MongoDB



168 Journal of Software k3 4% Vol.30, No.1, January 2019

81 FH 2L T Raft ¥ 0% 32 50, — B 32795 UK A2 b, B> MongoDB 2 #EAT 28I, 28 JE i 4 — A 1E 1 slave 17 &1
PRI S I A K

MemcacheDB j& — /M H1 R M 3 T Memcached % #7043\ Key-Value 7 fii & AL FFIE T H , & fi H
BerkeleyDBP2ME Jy 3% 5 %53l 14 25 Memcached 3611 Berkeley DB 5 AAXAZAE AL HI A5 45 32 4 & HI WLk 18
Memcached £ % T 5K 68 71 B AR J1A0 23 A1 2R 1l B 0, 38 5 16 & 8 i 14 BR 132 5 3 P AV RE A A AR A 1)
N 3 5

e APHIR

AP RS 32 B DL ST I A 2 — B R A Ok T VA 2 XA AR S5 4 TR B 1 — BB R, R 4
NoSQL Rt #lJ& T AP Tk,

Amazon Dynamol V& — /o3 A S A7 it R 40, R A otk . R B & 7 2, i B v AN R 45 41 s T 1)
MR 55 SR, AN SCHF R 2% I & ) . Dynamo 1) H — B I8 A Ok 58 G 7 X, 45 & 4t b AT S BE AL 70 T — A
token,iX 28 token F4) Bl — /NP A5 I AT 0 A7 BORAE I, B JeTH 5 key FIPA A5 18, SR )5 A2 ORI IS £ 75 28 1 A
KTETZEAEN token 9 _F X P VL B0 AU T R 038 M IR 22 5 e i 2 20w RE A0 PR 4 R, 5 At 4 A
B .

Cassandral'” i Facebook JT & T 2008 ETT¥H, & 4t 4444 5 Dynamo — %, % T DHT(4 41 P& 7 %)
HI15E 4 P2P 224, B w0 P vl 4 R 1 R gm0 B % . Casssandra i ] B Dynamo 51 A\ B9 22 04 5 4 oKk
X FF BigTable £ #5171, 37K F| MemTable F1 SSTable J5 Uik T 77 ik . 7F Cassandra 5 NEHE 2 A, 75 B idx H
£ (CommitLog), ¥4 845 746 5 N\ ColumnFamily X} 5[] MemTable .

Amazon SimpleDB!'E — ANl KM S . F Erlang 4 5 (1 w5 7] H S0 42 4%, 2500 F Amazon S3,{E %
) — BUHE A 1R KA X ). Amazon 3131 S A5 0 Ay 55 — i, NSRRI A Put/Get/Delete #: 1, HLAF M 1E
Z [8) /& HARBRSL (). SimpleDB [ 1 3 HF Get/Put/Delete, i 7 22 3CHF 58 — B DA A 5 T 4% 4 5 3 B M) B4 ) 5% 0
BiHLH].Amazon S3 ELHEAEH “Last Write Wins” )5 MR U ih 5%, K N B2 FE A S0 AL 2% I 80 A — SO 2R AR AR, 5
Ab, AR A — 2 A0 A 2 A28 7 i B T L )R AR AL 38 5 e A5 R 1 400 M 28 B AR AIK. Simple DB 75 T S RF — 1
S5 A T T B T B, I T S 47 SR oW B o) DA S T e ¢ — B M.

Apache CouchDB!" g — /™ [ [7] SCAS S5 5 3 (10 -5 3008 2, 18 I JSON 776 2 48 M Ak O B8 5 38 5
JavaScript Jf#} 3% MapReduce A1 HTTP {£ )y APL&E & CMS. HLIGEA . Ml A% (1 5 L 5 2 35 R S
% E G, B BRI MVCC(Z MA IR & 4% )P 52 B 28 — Bk . Tokyo Cabinet™ [ & # 42 H
4% A\ Mikio Hirabayashi, 3= B4 F 75 H A< K1) SNS 35 mixi.jp |-, 5 8 e 4 F H50dhs 122 4500 1) 40 5 3 A 1 v ]
A1 NoSQL %3 &4 Voldemort®®!, Riak*"25 (W3 2).

Table 2 Comparison of representative NoSQL systems

=2 RFEME NoSQL H¥E FE ik

MongoDB HBase Cassandra Redis
gy k] Document Column Column Key-Value
T fit R e A7 i HDFS W A7 fik W7F

B —tE R BERIE O BUERIE R BERIE B BRI
Hths I 48 SR FF FF ANSLHE
HE I %5 AR %5 %5

1.3.3 NewSQL 3 &

ARk, L Spanner!®8 A A8 2% 110357 5 B4 B (New SQL) 4 H B, 25 BUdR A7 6 A1 42 BT 5 K 7 SQL. NoSQL 2 4h
1381 B % NewSQL $8 2 #2141t 5 NoSQL AH [R] (1) FT 4 & P Fl 1t i, 7 [RI I B8 S 736 2 ACID RRME M S 55 X (R B
T NOSQL [ ml 4 F Fl vy 1t e, H S 77 6 RAE AL Al A — i A e] B 19 NewSQL AT B8 & o ok R A8 A7t 37
W R J& 75 ).

Spanner & 55 — AN K B0 2 A B S ERNBL T R G, FF B AE AN SR — B0 43 A N 55, )T B AR SR 18 5 A Bk
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FEAEARE LB T A RS # A F T BigTable KA il B8 {8 A7 i B 8, Spanner VA A [H] 1 1) 2 4
A P22 H R AR 500 AR A 0T TC B 16 37 3% (e S e o Ak B S BT DA BCEL A TH I TE) 8K #4E . Spanner 2 3 [14F A
B AN — B3 B RN AR — ] (A1 1 4 B s A0 1R — SO N T A H B 152 5 35 5%, Spanner {3 1 LI I B
B I (2PL) R ) I %, ST T — A FTiE B30 — B P12 Google 2 732 HY B ST7E Spanner £ 7l )
AT T 8% A RS FL SELT 35 1958 R BVEUR B2 104 LB A% 8 Y schema. 38 /71 3F4T SQL
B G E. BAHFS BT 58 AR 5| AR S 3 5 DX HE PO 1A) B — B0t B R 0 Ad 2 00
RO 335 51 S B BHE 2R .Google F1 #2417 —Fh A g 14::OLTP 5 OLAP @& (1) AT fE M, 1 /2 75 I Ath B4l /2 A A
KA LI .

PN 538 i E NewSQL 4138 19402 1 2R 40 A 45 Bl B 2L 2 /) OceanBasel* VA5 ) DCDBEY. OceanBase /2
SCREG B I M e O A U P R AL SR T BT AL AR S B PB AU MBS AT IS R 4 B0 £ Rl ANl
i Paxos ThX[FIDF S HE, Z BRI TS A Ge e 8 SAE G 00T, 138 5 #AE#R7E £ B AT, R 1IE 58 — 2.
AEA R FH B35 40 B 2R W NG A BT AU AR S AN T AU L A T SRR A B D0, 0 R RO T R
DCDB X 4 TDSQL, /& —Fi3ift 2% MySQL #h RIS % HSZRF E 37K P45 20 16 i M 58 20 A U8 122, Rk 45 o
NTEEEN SRR B B S AR A B2 A0 R A R A R M R ARk & REL R AE
Wy S EEMITT R, EM T TB 5 PB 41 40 3 51X J L4, TDSQL AWk 25 5 & 7 1R 2 B vk, 1%
ZHSIX . IR B . o N H S5 AU SR T 3 B A N T B AR R AR b
5| Spanner Z244 i i, 7 — N4 EI HSZH) NewSQL R 4.

TiDBP2ME Jy NewSQL JFii# X (1%, /& PingCAP A 3T Google Spanner/F1 6352 B 1 15 43 41 7
NewSQL i 2, 5 0% SL 30 43 A7 2\ 3 5% DL S H0Hs o0 3088 58— SUPE ORUIE. TiDB i Ji8 )2 F Raft ok [8) 42 8405 44
BB G N Z R, 7 fe X A1k B 2, RS 25 52 0 A, BB ORAIE R G ST iR HT MR . TiDB . I3 5%
TR SR SR LB, R A 78 B IR B A8 I A 2 i SRAG I, 2 A 3 5%, D0 5 2 L FR T AT 2 4 ORI B AR
I BIRZE FFEM Raft B, — AW R H S SARIRERIEFE, I B~ AE T Raft EHIRAE,
Bt LATE 3+ b, TiDB Al Spanner X 3% 45 1K) K /N EAT T PR 1.

14 REESRE

AT CAP R H R 0 40 A0 B 2 3l — 35 . RETTH MR ACID S 55 @ Mk AT 1 2538, 344
P AN JEE R AR L, AR T IR R b Ok R AR R I E = & LT R AR 2 NoSQL s 22 n ] 32
FF schema-free ZUHERERL . 5y ] F 1 A e 4% — B0, DA R 2 45048 2 (New SQL) A fl #2it 55 NoSQL A A 1 AT 4~
J&& M AN B, IR B B2 S 4R A2 ACID e 2 55

1E R BHEH I R NoSQL 43 A SN B 5 4% 45 7 A1 sCAHE e 1) e 4 H B 0 2 X 7 2 3t 5 38 1) 0308 A7 1
ME W ae, 3t HAEEE LR LU g Al s ] SR IR (A k. &y IRE. ISR E &R
B DX T 7E T 4% 5 93 A 0N e 8 SR AP 5 — S0k JF B 7R B4 ACID 35 55 30 3s, S L 7R VR A Mt R Ad 4
FREVE AT R 1 5 5 T ) IS R N R R T A v 2 B ) % 1 4 B R 5K 2NoSQL U2 LA 44 S #f ACID
AR B BT i () W 4 J M A AT . NewSQL & — P X BCHT IR 2, B £ % SQL ) ACID fRiF5 NoSQL
BT A I AR 45 A

AR JLAE, lE 9% 2 303 22 A NoSQL 18 34 ) NewSQL 45 4k 2 7F /3 A7 s HU I P T K BOE R, 3 e — 4~ &
BRI TS, L OceanBase Al DCDB AfCE I E N NewSQL R4tk e & 2 & HHESh FRrg Rk B M
PR, FFAE B K K HE 2 R s $R ARG ) SO X R R, IR B T RETE T — B R B AR A 2 b o A g
B, 3ENEE — B PA.
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2 BEHERE

2.1 5

—-

=]

AR B 2 38 0 4% 53 SO (1 2 F8 35 BB ) ) PR 0 A ok B K B B 2017 SRR S C 4 F
THIE 10 1ZI3E R 73X s B P A B OIS 00 A5 AR 2016 SEFE T HBELH P 2 BB EA R T 32 /A4
40,1331 7E 55 UM ) Linked Open Data 3 H 1, © A #1184 4> RDF BSR4, & i1 800 1245344 4 %) ix 4
FRASE [ K f P 5, 2 5 S B v ek ) P 0 5 B R 0 Bl — AR L (I T A

BB B, Tl F A0 22 AR S E R B TH 5 520 T A 20 K FASE P 5 4 5 B 2 0. e R X PRI i 7 0 1 ek R AR 8,
DLAG 43 Bl T K.

R JZ Uil G4 A0 2 4 11 0 PRI 0 A B R 0 R R AR 0 ok TR 0 A B b A R AR B AR T O S
EYURH L FAy g e 4 10, P R 3 A i 4 10 ok S B 2 F) 8 B T g5

1 2 A R B A R M A 1 O PO R R X R R G v RO B R P AW
JURERH SE AR B SR A 1k 2 01 5 R 0K, R G IX L8 A R 1 R0 O AR UM R 2 TR
PAREAT PAT AL BE.

R 3 ARATHNZE T ASCHIRE A 48 1 P B B AR e AR AT 232K,

Table 3 Category of graph data management systems
R3 B EH ARG K

RGHRM REMRG AR R IES
=€ HE 0] Pregel,Giraph,PowerGraph,GraphLab,Quegel, PAGE mtE x
Rt gmiEEE O Trinity T NAF = B E X X
B3RS RS GraphX B AT TH BB AT X
112 O R Neodj x Cypher
IR VE A 1R S 1 EmptyHeaded x HoE X HEHiEE
BSR4 gStore x SPARQL

2.2 EEMREEH
S ot AR [ B b B S B DR LA R UL 1) .

B 2R 458 — NN — A s R L R AT A 1 28 B I 3 R SRR S . IR AR
o8 R B R A 5 PR 2R PRI AR ) R i, ) T 78 B 3 9 Benchmark Graph500P315 2 LA 95
RS R A REAE VPO B 2% 1 Bl Uh B RE 7 B b e

F T B R A DX R B A DX B A 4 58 R 48 4 AT v — AN BB AT 55, T 0 A I 2% TS o ) 8 4 7 1L X
TR AL 2 48 R R PR AT R RN A RE SR AR B AR I SR AN AL S A XOR LR
K-coreP®l, K-trussPEA K K-cliquel®®;

P11 i 1) B TR P RO A P 20 A T B PR AT ) TR 48 Q0 7 ) T4 2 I v 3 A Y T R
FEPE AR TAE /& PagerankU™ ;i B 1 W AN T A A0 RE S 491 e 28 I 286 e gl s N2 TR (96 3R AR 3R
TAEA#E SimRank™F1 Random Walk!*!1%%;

P& DG 52 225 160 - 7 5 4 P R 25 o6 11, I DL E 2 v 4R L i 78 0 T 45 8 of 1 TR0 ) ) 7 R 3 A i) A
T R A Sk Pl 2 4 11 255 i P U 255 i £ 7 P A 4K 2 40 7 2 R B PR AN R B i — A4k
22 R 4% B F (R S A 30 6 M A 112 T ) RDF 038 B 403 1) SPARQL £ 18 5 st 2 56 T 7’
e £ A v i S 431,

2.3 ERSMARIK

23.1

ISR Uil 5 3 it g e 42 101 1) 1 o i B AR 48

AR 2 Vi 5 g P 2 1 1 P B0 A 2 R 0 L 35 Pregel O R HLATT A7 Trinity™) . GraphX'™1%%; & 4
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220 L0 RS B I AR R AR O AR O BAR X R R AR B T EFE BRI A R SRR T
FIAEE T ARG A PSR 2 R G0 R BT R AR E O R g AR 4 1 08 75 0 B AR (0 I BT 5
% R G ARG Z I G g 4 a2 4R

KRR G MBI s TR RLED B SRV F P B ST BAT S R R R SR BRI —
A s SR 5 HE R 45 Pregel L% RS HET BSP 0 A s SO R CUGEAT Bt R B 10 A s R AR T A O,
P 18] IE e VB A 3 SR SR I [F) 20 Pregel ¥4 B2 5 FH — R 5 B T 540 (superstep) K iR, 7E18 H A& — I
BT FAL I B — AN TSR R ICR B b — G R0 1S B8 5 M X S BARR S T — AT AL IR 7R s
R B & FPRESE B (0 0 RIZ T AR 1 RS B B R A B (1 #6 P S5 14 Pregel R4 A
[FI AL 38 A5 HEAT 1 35208, F P 75 200 0 g 2 SR s v B30 ek 00 T S 300 18 5 1) 5 3K

Pregel f)5: T~ BSP [ st RS AR B 1 Tk 5 UKCEAR FE )2 k7F 5 IAA] AR 2 N AE Pregel EIFR 7K
R E RS Giraph*. PowerGraph!*®. GraphLab™’l. Quegel®”. PAGEP!1%,

B 73T b S B B SR S, Trinity 2R ORI & I — AN FE T 917 0 20 A 5 B E00E 5 3R 48 Trinity
NN B8 B I AR R R, — 77 T PN A i8R R B DR LB IR BR AT 505 55 — 7 1, R s b ) B AR AR AR S K Bl AF
FETE AT 2 5 BURAE AR, BT LRI F 9 A7 34T B 000 8 304 2 0 4T )3 . IR R SR ML P A7 A e 2 A BRI, BT B
Trinity £/ T WA= RHEAR WHRE 2 G L35 1 A7 3 Bk A 15 H 7 se i [ 2 S L3 10 N A7, 10 B
TG 75 HN T8 JS J2 4745 Trinity P2 A% £ 25 0 2 B X, mT DS Qe 3R I T UAE A 5 8 B 450 1 A P o g 72
W N A AR SR ST B & 7K.

GraphXP3L¥s B 84T 5543 5L W R B 35 4T 1+ 84T 4% (graph-parallel computation)F1 335 34T 1 54T 55 (data-
parallel computation). fT i Bl H:AT 11 AL 55, 32 22 2 48 2 T BSP s v SR L 3k SL I 1935 AR 54 45, W PageRank;
B HE AT AR S5, F ER B E ERBusE arg g — B AR EL B2 A K %% . GraphX W1E#
WA I (9 BT 5 R B (0 Pregel™. GraphLab! )i ek R iz 4 2 AE 42 1 2R 52 o P A7 7 4T 55 I BT 2L
R AH L IXEE R G ANE A BAE AT I AT % 2 T B IR W%, GraphX 7604 it 57 & Spark! > L7k E g2
T GraphX, LA [ i Ak 2 ] 47 1 AT 55 A8 47 1H AT %5 .GraphX PLEDAZE | R4 vt 4, LA 14 B A $odis
LR P 1 P, A B RURN AR S ST AT LGB — AN @ M AE K .GraphX € X TR 2 B ER AR BE 4 — Lk
B HAT T 5T 45, 40 Pregel 45, 000 4% — Se K% 347 11 5L4E 45, U0 map. filter 2.

232 EEIMRERERR LS W E SRS RS

TR 2 ki G 0 R AR A 1 A E S I EUBOE A TR R 44 Neod)B% EmptyHeaded® 78], gStorel*44°-5%)
LG OX e RGNy T J7 (E O B A E A R B BRI R G AR b B B SR T — S R M A i
EHAE T H P ALK B S 7 R RS AR YE TR 4], 08 5 B GEK I B 5518 ) AT AT TR R R B R Sk
HEPAT T RIEAT A B T 13 B S R FAR R R G B REE WIE S E AR P RSN T AN AT
KRG BA B K.

Neo4JPOLE — AN B 3£ [H Neo Technology 2 7 FF & (1% T Java “F & IR R B A 4L B AW N 4 M
RUSCRRH 2 ACID FRMERI S SR 0E . R TTHE. RSB mT e SORR w203 00 [ 5 14). NeodJ H iR 7
BIE & Cypher! ™ & & T I & & AE S8 B b 3dE 47 25 10 0 B0 38 % Ml 35 15 N B3 1 S Bk rp 4% 2 75 3R
Cyper 5 XA A B 77 ¥ K 4 iR 5 R 15 . Cyper 11 % 08 % SQL 1A &, 40 like F1 order by, & /& — /™ H B X
B, ST B AR [El (what to retrieve), ITT AN A2 B 4 25 8L 7R A A0 SEILAN T (AT 52 T, 77 900 ey £
AL

EmptyHeaded" """ iy {1 3H AR A 24T K B0 BB 0 B R 48, 3% A R B8 8 S0 B I T 54T 55 A0 i 3
AR SR 5 R LA 5% 2R B8 B 5% T 20 0 3% 122 1) B T A0 7 AR O A A 10 22 6 8 3 75 i AT 3 ) AE 7T if
PAT W Bt EmptyHeaded FJH SIMD 7 A K32 5 & ) AT 203 .EmptyHeaded & T H AR 1E 5,3+
BRETEREAEN . BRERMEMIENZEE SR WK 7 EIILA . PageRank tHH . REMATHHS.

B S Rk R %2 () 8038 M % 7R B RDF(resource description framework, Bl %5 5 3 i HE 4221 2
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RATFB| M4 b AE RDF 8N 9 4 55 905 2 50 & T DA R 7R e — AN B, 7 (8 - R B AR AT Bl Ron 5
B ELX RDF B, CEAMHEN AL ML EHIES SPARQL(simple protocol and RDF query
language)'*! AT LASC B K AU RDF (%54 45 78,

B3 RDF F1R B3 (0 00 5 21, AT DLSR 28T 50 R 40 7 00 07 i, mT USRI S 5 s R RDF 01
PR ) Pl 4 A R 1 R A A R R G TR RDF AR B AR S HE R 4 gStorel ™ > VRIS K7
SRVE M A) ) RDF J1H EE K R R 40 gAnswerl®,

24 REESRE

Aoy FE TR T S PR R B T iR BB T AT S AT T A RIRR B R AR T AR AR
7 R TN AR AR T — S 0B T e AL L A T B T 00 PR B A B e R 43, £ R T
PERETHEUES ;T FPGA AT BEIE0HE AL 38 e Al v SR 858 T 00 P 5080 o B0 i) i 2 — AN TP A 7 DR, [ B 7 A Uk
B R I 4 S R T A P K A ) R A 22 Y L SIS T PR A, T X 22 9 R P O A A B
BT BT T I 10038 PR Bk ik

3 REIEER

-

31 51 &
R TF M0 I R0 RS 2 ELIE R 1 e Al R b DD 1 090 1) A O A2, 2 B0 R0 K S8 IR A K
H s 1) SIS B AT SR R PIT AR AL PR M A AR Bk A 0 PSR BR A R S T 10 AL H P IR A BN 4
T R TE RS I B, A8 TR & . MO, B DR DR I SR & 50 ) RIS AN & 2 M BB TE v RS G, 28 )
LR R LIAZ ) 0 22 SO0, AU A8 38 S FE TR A R RS 5 7 5 328 £ R DA B I 438 5 b B A 3 25 o8 T A
R S B 488 K P DR AR A 2 BOHE U U 1 7 B RN AH 5% R G RO AIE 90— B 25 R A b 1 o i) L G 3
28 R BLHR A E B E B R G PR Tl A A8 B S R R LR H Tz v T P
MEHARLNHRER.
32 FEMRIEM
T A A Z AR 58 AR 48— g ok R LA Bl I 18] A W7 389 K P 0000 A8 B SR 4 Bk T AR (R i de &l 41
THEBRAE SN, 2R 3 J5 T B I8 1] R —— U B SRR . i S 0 2 ) A0 IRt B0 IR AT T
o EHERAE AT A BR B AF A ok B HE G R X 2h A HHE 2 i 0 B B A 1) SR AR BRI e — RN X — Bk R
%) o 45 B 11 JEL I DU T A 50 L 1 v AR AR O v B S P U B SR B P A R A BRAF
i F 8 S SRR B P U SRR 9 R S e R BT R A I B T R — 0 L T A SR MR AU 3
ST SRR SR I 110 36 B 33 1T B 68 ) P PR %) 0 0 T R e B TR A S PRV R AEAS R 50 — 5 T, TR R
A UL R RS HE S BT SRR B I T RS AR I 4 SR X TR R R T DU R P I B A R
3t [,
o FRSEMEBUHE AR U B AR Y BT 6 IR ) B A% 0 B B S 37 St SR W 9 6 AN T ARl ) B S O AT
BB TE LYY, B 1 S R 3R I SE th S A () A R A9 G0 R AT X SE B B AE 5 B AT WS, T B e
HRVE RS AN B BR PR R S T VEAT N TR, 25 8 B T S MR . Go v h AR 1 5 R A v X, i e M %
ol R UTEC ) B bR, — BRSO L — 5 T, T EORAE T R (R 45 ok > EE VT, 5
— 7 THT, 375 T A v ) 285 SR iy Sk aod v O AR AT T
o UEHE FRAT VI L RN YA R T AR R — A B SR A R P A R U B %) e ST AT R AT A B,
R RAFME /G HEEE . RATR K S DR E A 30 R 7 A2 0 7 B 25 48 K1 i 15
HEL B A AT DUR B A0S PR AT R K e xR AT AL B AR T R 2R R O T SR o A o AR L R
TE BT P TN 3 5 B — BUME R, W TR B L R S TH B4 BT i R AT AL
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3.3 EASMARINR

AR B B BT TR 3 AR B> ) R BN B B AR G H AT AT ST S T B T R
WA OC R RV D 1 H09R U B R S5 (DSMIS); SR, VE A0 A 48 30 BT o R AR B2 2 5038 1) i =K H B R 4 i
Ja R BT GE B BB S R R IRER.
331 HRAEHAS

R B R SE(DSMS)Je i B 3 457 S I B0 3t (0 v SE AL A [R) T A% 4 1) 8 e B R 48 (DBMIS), 20
PR E B R G SRR S AW, A B W I T 48 RCE IR 4 R AU AT — IR B RO LB R
HH R B AN W SEET RR SR MR A A R M R AL R B EE R G RAREH LW R AN SR R AL
P, I ELRT DUEAT Bl L U7 ) 5 0 2 AR 4 b 32 SRR A R Y A A R Ak B G PR 20 0, 9 BL R RN U
i), 3 9 7 0 UL A R B R ) AR AE DA B B K R ke

Hal R R EHRFIFRA R — N RFAER BIEERET b 4K 2 ORI T 5 G a2 &R
girh SQL M 74 B 18 & R R IA 2 ), 5 5 4204 75 115 5 (continuous query language, f&ii #x CQL)!®, i SQL!®™
IREE F M SR E D RE AL RS A IR S AN i Al &Rk, & Ao A
(101 5 BBk 5 20 45 e ok << 2 T LS i g1 7 ko 2 3R 0 X AN G5 AT DA A AT SHE SR (W 0 Storm Z) H H 4R Ab HE
L5 A i A B I B

H AT, FE R BUR RS B R %A STREAM, Auroral®. TelegraphCQU". NiagaraCQU'LA }2 Gigascope!’”
Z5 STREAM 2 Wi AR R 20T R (W26 T 0 RN 2 DY Re U I8 B R 48, & IR B vk S 1 N A7 3
DA B JT AL . Aurora & — AN LU AR IR 45 1) R B9 I 8 B AR 4, B P v DLOE < A0 & ok 8 U Wk A
CE G S A SRR IR AT 2 B W B ) B AL [ TR E TN AP R R A S HE 42 TelegraphCQ 42—
A A TR R 2 TT R 1 B R R S B R G, T SRR [F) 3% 55 I B0 R NiagaraCQ AT X3 Web
PR AT REEME XML-QL £ 14 () S04 i 5 # 51 48 (XML-QL /& XML B il 5 10— Fh 9 8, KK XML
SCRY b B ECHE i B BR 8 5 22 AN [F] 1) DTD fi# B XML #5045 LA KR 2 AN RR 9 XML #0488 4 XML #4fs
P, A S W 3 A R BRI R DI A B DL R i R PR Gigascope A2 [H] 7] Y 2% £
PE o W 4% 1 AT R T B R 4, T DL R SCHE M SR 2 i . AR, 2% D & 2 0 55, Be 8 3R 1T W)
LS 1 N T AR

R4 4GB TRIEREERGNXS LI IX R R WOV EE T HSEEE AR NIRRT R, H
13X B 2R G AR A U SCRIPAAT T S5 P AR A B 3 A THI 5 A 4 0 O A AR B R ORI LB, T BLACA R AE
L A & TR R 5 SCNEER B9 R, UL R i 1 55 I R SR 1 240 A, A i 3 A i P 25080 254
SR T 00 AR (W B T B R G A DA R X P AR 3

Table 4 Comparisons of data stream flow management systems
R4 BIREERGX L
R SRS HEWES HuRRW BH) O WRED R AN

STREAM CQL KRITLA B v v
Aurora SQuAl KARTLUL B 4 x
TelegraphCQ StreaQuel X R4l LN v v
NiagaraCQ XML-QL XML %% &l x x
Gigascope GSQL KFETLH A v v

332 UitHEAESR

W RS R H AR SR DV 572 A8 F I AT R B Ab BRIV o B R e B G, E R IR IR o AR A
FEH 5 4 :Storm 7, Spark Stream!!. Samzal’®"", Flink!®"1PA & Kafka Stream! ™y i1 5 HE 42 B4 WA
B & A2 AR E (delivery guarantee)®', 7 Ak 3 25 Y o fty Sz i A B 70 0 M oAb RO

SEAT PRAIE A FR 458 75 A0 337 R (%) B8 TS S (A6 A 80 2 Ok ) A B ORI, 73l 3 a3l 1 Bl 1 e, a2
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T, BRI I 2R 0 5 ML A B, A7) 2R BB DR AIE BT Sk R S B0 Tl A 2 1 IR PT RE > R I 220 Y EE S A 38 2 2 o
% 1 MR BRI B iR 2 S A0 1 IRFE S WL R R I LR ZE I A FT Re 2804 2 1 25 7 T B
WA AL EEEE 3 B G I 1 IR,k A B R A ™ (%) ST AR ORATE, B DR TG 10 K A A 1000, 397 Sk () 8 A B
A 1 IRA .

T Ak 3 A AR U521 1y s A T 90 A A R (1 B0 0 2 4 7 B AR B T TG T A R 1 O T, AR 3R AR
84 Storm. Samza. Flink DL Kafka Stream;fifth 5 Ab 3 i 2 Fi8 2008 DA & B0k 2 J5 S B Ab 23 A2 46 4 —
R AR 51 11 s 1) 57 2 B8 Bl — 8 B DK/ PR SRS /Nt B 400 /5 T A 2R L ) R AE 2 Spark Stream PA K Storm-
Trident(Storm 1) — M4 J&, — /N EASERS vH R 8 B AR 1938 T Storm 1 /5 FE il G 8 7E S A Ak 38 X 7 b o 0 4 i
(BFFP B T3 0 B R B 3Rt TR AE B 7 A7 2N A W AR RS i A BRI BE D).

Storm A& —A Twitter FF IR R G, 12 e 5t I A T IR 0T BAE 2R FEWTUR LT, 75 B 7 58 X — AN SER
TR SR, 250 02 — A ) IS B o 1 R R A e T U B, T 0 D)t 7 2R A v B 38 4w g ) A B, X A
FETAE 2 AR 40 B S 0 0 TE — 40 41 HP A 0 (0 3000 B 70 2 — R A AN AT 48 o 1) 48 5T (tuple), BB XT AL spout(VH &
5 ) P H Y BOIR OHE AR R B bolts(VH B AL B ) AU HEAT TR 38 I 7 AR H R % I bolt i HH YA A T DA
FEH 45 Fofth bolts 5 #, FE IR /K 2R 200 T B AL BRI . Storm B AN 2 AL, EFHF AT FRREEHUREG O, BE
SRR SRR N B D — PO T A A2 = B R b iF — K. Storm FIZREEHLEIZ Ack ML E(E T R
T3 E RSN B T R 2 S M T S A

Spark Stream( X #5A4 Structured Stream)H:SZ2 Spark(® 344 .0 APT B —AN J#, o i Ak 7 0 32 43 He s

B HR 9 DStream(D A Discretized, B B # 4k £ & ). Spark Stream 5% # /2 Lambdal®>-86142 # B] [&] i} 32 474t
2 A B RH S A S A R ) B G v At R A B SR R T B I I 2 T SIS T AL Ak R U R R A i i S S
T ALBE T B 5 B 5 kB A B T B SO — SO D e A IR R PR O AL BRI AR BT DL AR AR SE I T
HASHLH. Spark Stream SZHFHZ ¥ I — XIS AS ARIE, 1T H 5 Storm —#¥,Spark Stream 3% A IR #1.

Samza F 4t Ak 3 AU A0 B 702 S B AR (R SO T 17 81X B BTE 7 AR G R TS SO T AR
SEVHE B o B v T VAR PR Y S A AN BT R 1 B SRV S R DA A L PR AL, K 2 T DA P SR AL v )
FrA T B AT 4 % Samza I TAE I A2 2 44 55 v S 4 (B UE) — A N It P BV B O, R B A S LLTE R
Hedm 1 7% 20 B b 3 R b DR 38 AT AR BRI RE LB 2 A AR, AR A 2 8] AT R A U B AR OC R,
T K AR T B SO — AR VR I AE 4R Samza B — R A LE TR IR S 7 B R 1 347, 7T LU SR SCHE i 4k
P R B B SRS A PR AN 51 8 32 B2 RocksDB™ I Kafka Log.

Flink 5 Storm #HALL, B 48 AL ¥ 3T FE MR A Stream Dataflow, BE 5& 1 048 IR S HE 22 2880 F Storm HI ¥4
#b . Flink $2EXE0H5 7 11 #/E Source Operator. £ ## 4% #t(map,aggregate) 145 /£ Transformation Operator UL A ¢
a5 H 3R 1E Sink Operator 55 Storm 4244+ Spout 5 Bolts 2 [A]. Bolts F1 Bolts 2 [] 11 B4 Vit A& 1 X6} 87
I, X A T B A5 AL Flink 124 #8515 &2 Checkpoint, il i F 25 SLILIE AN & T Wi B3z i, I8 1k Checkpoint T 5
55 5% PGS A B A B2 AR /)N Storm SR F B2 Ack AL, I8 T ELGS 3 ik B (9 520 9 868 53 4, Flink S {1t () API
AEXF Storm 72K Storm F AL 3 3= B2 B A LU R R AL X S HE R 48 K A AR 2 5 4 e 4. B AT Flink
JIC A BE AR, AT A B0 40 T e 75 0 LA S8 38, A AE 2R 1K B0 25 BE R VR B4 58 Flink 52 45 ST AT DR UE 2 48 I — O I T
Storm F{J«Z /b — K. Flink |2 52 3 K /8 7 (52 Bk, G 65 Uber AR HLEE 2 3 obr Jo] B PR PR 0K 1 25 T Flink (937
5 R %t Blink, I N FH 78 3 U £ S

Kafka Stream f& Apache Kafkal® e ) — A5 5 2 37 sQAb FH S SR S0 4% Kafka w776k 30t A0 2T 55
5y R IEAS T H 45 R EE T LS [F] Kafka, t 7] AR 08 8 a2 . B a7 a9 58 R 0 22 4 #
S FFUL Kafka Stream %1t/ %3 ¥, 00 Storm [ Kafka Spout.Kafka Stream {E 24— Java 2R E R 40, &
W E R EE TR — e nT DEEH 7 (8 HUR A AT & Java B 7] DT & 7 4T BRI 2 BR T Kafka 2 41,
FHI& A AEAT IR SR R G AH LA A Kafka Fir 32 21 1) 32 45 BRHIEC D FF & Rl b BT 40 142 i) 48



HR S HRHETE ARG RE AR 175

Kafka Stream _FIMN . Kafka Stream #2430 72& “05 17— OIS AHRIE, 77 H A8 98 R H RocksDB #EAT IR A B,
T, K 4 Bl 7E Kafka Stream _F ) 52 B A0/ A S HOR A R — 5 B

XL A G d B AR AU S B 0 B i ST AR BT 0 Al SORAT F SNSRI i s N R SRR
AT BRI B T A A P AR MR ANE 28 — B — N 1) T A PR B T R A PR SEAR R UK R B B4R T SREAE 4 o
F1R7 5038 A P TR o ) BBOHE S 3 T ) B AR L B — B (R R T MO Ak B 2 S 0K R AR X BB R G AN R AR
A 2 TE) P A8 b S A A A SR v, AT SE IR I 1) IR AT ROR.

CLA 10 I 6 37 2 45 A9 3 7E B (benchmarking)®%) SR 111 2 45 10 S 508 A M FLL A — REEAR R S5 R
P RE 2 KA BE, T BL benchmarking F 45 R 7] 45 BEA 2 (WLEE 5). H AT R S8R DI g _E oK% Flink (2
REE R e & ML ARSE B, Mk B ARAER . SCRRRO™ R 1 “Aa 1 — OSSR ORAE S AT 92 9 A7 A 45,01 HL
AN HH IR AL AR 5 e 7 ik e P 19 0 (U0 Storm). ERAR Flink (¥ 4L X AR B 400 4 56 APT AV 4 (HAE Uber. B
BOOEAB MMM 2N, B ATZE RN 2, DYRETR R IR TH B AE SR,

Table 5 Comparison of stream computing systems
x5 IFHAGX
WTHRSE AW RARE RAAERA OREEH wiE iR R

Storm s BA—X SERY x i 1RA% [
Spark Stream 43zl RIF—IK [Ejin x = 2% =

Samza g B SER/EE v =) fi% 4

Flink A IR SR v = & %
Kafka Stream 70\  1A0F—K  SE/pdiE v = % 2

3.4 EREREBRGHRER

BT B KR B 1 U AN K PR Z A0, 30 45 4 B2 2% AR i, T PR AR e DA 5 (R SURIE R E
T ST s, P AR 5 % S ASE TR 5 T S 1 ) R A A 7 38 1 A P PR R U 1) 22 Bl s ST B P T R K Y
U B R (ITAL R 9 B S 5 SCA B, 08 L PR B 7 i) Rk 7 e 8 1) TR ot B 10 e b 3 A 1 68 I 1) 28 i £ R
SE SCHRIRFFFC 1) L, i A2 o 24 SR A B A . BRI A U A O L A B 240 SR R IR 508 J5 e T 7 g9 oy B L
EEL S A 0 25 5 0 o A B T T Il 1 S 4% oK 3 B o D Oy AT A R B I AT AL 1 B —
AME RSB R BE DU B 1 7 7 AR A R AR S5 ARAT F S M B S 4 P 2 R
o) RS BE < [RDA B E B A R b St DUR S B BB AN AR L2 5 RO GO B AL A T IR S A,
TTAEN AT 9 FR 1A B M 0 I 1) 6 S5 5% 2881 b, A o P 5090 A ) 5 P e 0 e R AR 22 B0 S o 9 282 ] AL

wE i

il A S

Fig.1 Malicious cash arbitrage model of credit card®™

K1 A REEER D)

A P B it 0 A B2 7 9 A R SR B AT AR AE T A v R R AR SRR 2 B T 5 O HL AR 2
IF) 45 SR 24k L i e 0 260 2 R AR A7 J o) 26 T 2 52 1 Y5 BT P ), LI s b 1 PRI DG TR 091, SR PR e 2 1
S A 24 A 2R 5 ) R B SR 3 A U T A2 A R T LU e R A SR SR T A A ) A e A 5 4
TS BT B AR A TE R 51 AR S 17 00 B Xt 1 1 A G S 7 2 5 4 R T A 55— Mo 1 0 T RITAA 2 0% Y
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R I A 5 25 1 AL R B ) 2 A 31 51 EE A DR b, PR R o i BB I R R A R 4
R BT A A, 78 PR I I v B 3R, 2 AR IR O R S AT A8 EL A O SC AR P A
AN T B 9 ) SR ID R J32 5 v, 45 320 ) A B R 5 5 BSCOK B0 A AR A ) 520 4 TR 8 BB R T AT O AT B3
BRI IR R U ) 43 S A TR Bk A
HET H A A I B B PR, T DA S5t P M O B AR T R R 1 K )
o B LA IR U R R O BE AR B R S O PR AR AT A e DL R B e g B
A7 AR T S A JE
o FLUGRER G EIHOR R B A BT AR (S AR A SO BRI R AT N AT B AR TR DL RO B T
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AL B4R | & (quality) v \ \ v
i %iE (lantency) \/
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