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Abstract: Real-time interactive analysis focuses on multi-object and multi-perspective analysis tasks. By employing a multiple user-
database interaction process, interactive analysis is able to provide a more comprehensive understanding of the analytic task. Comparing
to traditional database where queries are issued and answered in a single interaction, interactive analysis emphasizes on the responses time
of the query and timeliness of the results. Real-time interactive analysis has been extensively studied in recently years. In this survey,
comprehensive review is provided on the theoretical foundation, data models, and systems of the real-time interactive analysis.
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SR PR AT -3 (7] 435 SR 1A B RS T I B T 3, b PP S A A, e P O [B] 5 12 0 A O 0 45 SR SR T B SE
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Bt 2 M TR S5 I SIS R L 25 A P - R P A L AR, B D A o WA 55 5 0 i E bR, & 6
LA TR DG GURAS B i AT BB 0 L At A 20 BT 45 2R 554 G R BH R 2 T AR 55 AN TR, 52 H K03 i
L P 5 Bl i 10 52 LA T S BN S L 0 A DU — o e 58 LR SN 4 R A I R I 1 PR
(2) 1% GEHOHOHE e 25 if0 A6 A% G 0 Bt R 2 W0 1 50 P 0 B8l PR A5 B B T i S R M R 58 4 TR R B P
FEAR B2 R R A 2 H AR R B 1, B MR R H AR AT 22 A ), e A5 2 S A R G 2% H AR i 7
K1 RS RE 1~3 P PR, (b) S S B Hr A S R A i st~ P E R ER A TS
T T RS, T F P ASAEAE T RO R H RS P IR B S B R B DS R E A R E T — P HUTH &
W, E B2 2 TR EWAIR SR A 1A B as R 1~9 P B,

e GEHhn 7 5 L 22 B Ao A
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Fig.1 Query with traditional DBMS vs. query with real-time interactive system
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Fig.2 Query situation and analysis of interactive query
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Bt e AT Sz A2 T2 M K KB S6TE R IR T Google & AT Dremel #4iM,i% R Gkt 17144810
MapReduce PAHt AL FE Jy = ) Hidfs 5 B4 =X, o vF P DASE B0 B2 (] 56 B SQL #5152 21 Dremel ) JE K, %
5 T FEIF AR 78 AL KB P8 T Se I i 38 B2 BT (0 0T g R R sz 22 B340 i 4 1 4 SN 37 5%

(1) BRI & (exploratory search): #4248 R 5 i BUR % % Marchionini F 2006 4F42 i, Hi#% 0 B

P8 P AR AR A R 4 BRI AN, T R R R R H AT IR R LRI R Ak
P AT SR S AT I A G, R SCOR 2 5 A A T AR T 8 1 B U P T R BN 11 B A, B
P AL TB SR, B 5K AT R TG VE NS i 2 Hh N M 1) s A58 20 1) LA 220 i, R A 2 X 2 R
2 JG A e e F A R R X A 2R 08 A DA BRI 1 RO 2R A i, T 4 VR T R AR R X
R AR NI R Pl @ 5 50 RO 38 L, A R R A e F P I i R L AT
BRSNS R,

(2) A EAR KK (interactive scientific hypothesis testing): £E R} 2 B4 e o Bl 25 530 W & gt 37—
ANWILE BB, I I I B = B 1 R A R RS IE . o B I S O P R A,
P22 5K B AN ARAF A 4 S b 508 10 A 12 2 SR 5 000 1) 28 LSRR P o 18, ) 2 I A I KR e e R T
B IR 7 3 28 7 P 2 T I S B e S TR 3%

(3) HPEX LI (agile algorithm deployment): #4s 73 Il 7E 56 B 23 S A 9 5 AT J5 3 7 75 22
IO AEACRG 2 75 TE A A2 75 1T LAAT R TH o A7 45 S B A% G500 7 & (41 MapReduce) b 52 A T 5 8 1
T 300 5 EOK A9 B d 28 00 BT 48 SR8 5 5 A0/ I 2 A ], AN R T AR Y PO A S
HAEX N P A B TEAS S AR RD R S I R B 4 A 45 SR e AT R A BRGS0 AR A 1 T A
P51 Rk, I L R AT H B 2845 B A 43 B I AR Y,

S A8 H 2050 A1 52 B [ P9 A0 2R FES T S )3z O o S I A2 B34 BT R S H VR N AR SCHG S
THARGHIKRM L NEIRE . RA)2 . FIEZ L2 B 64357 2 B W8 ZE A W4T 45 1 0 A4,
1t i R N U 7 SR BT T L IR A R R G AR R AT T T & R T R S A
AR T HNE, DL R GE N A% O S S Y B S A8 B A B Bl 5 R 40 S IR A 7 T 45 3R S A HL
253 BT BRI FE BIOIR, £ R HE B2 1 Jok 24 G B 3 B 7.
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Fig.3 Architecture and core technology of real-time interactive query systemand the survey routine
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ARELR AT 20, 04 HH OCBEWT IT In) AL 56 3 1T AR T T 2 A SCRF A T a7 B R e SE LT 56,6 48 OLAP 234,
B BRI T RBHE -1 6 870 #7515, 35 T L& W 55005 1 51 3 AL B W R DI RE e i 5 TR 25
T EEER SRR AU 47 G5 I FUIE D0 5 O R AT 5 i) R A Tk

1 SEERER S X E#IE

AR T4 B $0 88 P 10 2 10 5 23 AT, 2 i 28 L 3043 i mT LAAE P B8 A ek Al HE e 5 4R T %o 1 s e AR L3 4
T I 58 75 A TR LA R LA G 1) .

(1) A5 H.2% Wi 37 I} 8] (interactive response time).

AR LY T4 G5 K e 2 3 (R A 32 0L 19 58 B o BT Th g, S i 28 B 3o BT 1A% 0 B R OZ W R AT IR R A
7 75 3R A o 52 B 1) LSS B 7 0 (09 7 B4 % O BRI ) P F 37 B 7 28 L X A R B R AR IR 45 1 &R
G N T 2R3 B T SR 28 I A T 0 RS LR 1080 T3 L 75 Ry W it 40 25 6 Wi B2 I 1) S R 2s;
ot F DA AT AR A R s &5 S F 25 0 ) S0 I (AT A 2B 3 0.5, D8 it Sz B A T 2% il I i T St sz i 2 T 40 i R 4 A 4

LI R R AR 2R PR T AR H S W ZE R 5y — 5 T AR 28 L A ol 2 o, e A8 L 3 i,
AR R A — R0 RG0S SR 45 H R 22 130 Bl (B (5 5 B S X E), A8 2 oy LU 2 k38 5 AR
It 25 V) 5 SR R AR 22 Y0 A5 20 A 5 1 TR R, e 5 ON RTH (R 72 DA SR A B AR I 28 T 4 2 U I ), 2 S i 32 T
A3 AT TS 1 R

(2) o ESHE A SR (multimodal data) ) 2 £F.

S AE EL X 40 BT B SR G I AR A v 4 P A L A% A B S 43 BT RS T ARG T AR SR I SRR B I LS B A
A [ BT B SR A (3F 65 A A R A 85 4 1 3R A ) N SR 0 (S TR 8 (9 5048 S A7) B 300 28 20 TE IR 4 13 . B8R o A
FIHCHEFFAE AR A5 TN 5 2% 0 2 B AL 3K A8 15 % 8 R B 40 R 42 T A ox B — AR B 1 R 5] 4 K R A i
P04 SR T2 4k A 5 A . AT, 32 U 1R ST A8 N B AR G 2 T T S M A B AT BT S A =
ST SCARKAE . B ZSEE . 2 BRI . PR B S5 A 4 W AR 1) SRR, TE VR I AR S B R A 2 AT

TN SRS m AR R R & B S R 1 R AR T R AR E R I RIFWAEGRIIVH AL
T R G SR R 51 SR BB B — BT X 85 R A B O S U7 A BT S RO I S A &R )L B
o SCAKHE (B HE TR R 51 LR BT X 15 4% S8 1n) BT DL A9 (9 25 SR S URR A A R 51 S R RS AL U
WIS Z N, BT A RS (B0 3 LU A — Rl g — R Bl 450, 75 B R R IR — 0 i il R s i s R
IR RTHR R A 2 MR 51 R SRR TE &S B4R B BEAT 20 b s A SOAR M 2 AR SN, 7R LR
Rl ST A DL P 5 96 R D 1 ST V)RR D 3 B B T ) A 2 o R YRR AE A L AT [ YA i 3 A4
JERRBE NG RMEE IR, T ESEESH ARG B B TS E R S — 07, BT RS HhE
B 2 BB (B0 2Rk T8 30, G ) A A S v o A 2 I AR R i B A ORI 2 R X — R AR o —
A E Rk

(3) ki z2 H A 44T & St (real-time interactive analysis system) ) 52 F1.

B 26 BEHL 2 BT AL FE OLAP(on-line analytical processing)Z4% 4t ()5 & 5 i Mk & R b &8 B & A0,
BB MBI B P B R S sk AT S 2R L KB B 0 SR R R SR AR A B 43 B 45 SRR T, LA OLAP Ky
F LS A B ) F ST A AT SPIA(select-project-join-aggregation) 25 1y 45 =X, H 4b B0 5 1 32 3
AL 258 5 Z2 BRI FE v I 2 B0H TV 0T B AR AS MR AT 20 AT, IR A1) T OLAP ZR X SE i 58 B 2040 #r 1) SCRF. K
YA T 20 A0 30K B S 6 5078 B2 4 22 48, 11 Google Dremel . Spark SQL . Presto 25 il it % #7241 )
15 ] SR A5 7 T HEAT A A SR 3R AR 58 B 2 7 B[] A Ok B AR DR B0RT DA A R W 280 (1) R R0y IRl BTl £
WAH G 1 TC B 5 (2) e BRUWT A S5 AN AT SR I Hh 2803 A v 1) SRS 58 B 1) AR 17 B B 453 B TR R R ik B 7
CL A0 25 0 T 78 26 JC 300 A BT 4R R, 76 58 T 0 7 I TR] P U5 10 BT A AR o6 T B0 SRS IR Bl B 4 1 e — A A
AR A L T, IR B 3 T L kb B AQP (approximate query processing) 38 B0 4 & 48, 38 i K T BE AL
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HG|BPONTA SQL A WHR AL Al AR ZE 5 R, P L HE B W A5 R A 4 RES B AW A R SR ZE T,
AN BE 5E A 2 A8 T 3020 BT B0 S IR e A, 2RI FRD S AL ) AR B 51 8 4 N 55 I R SR I A T Atk TR
(batch update), A~ g 32 7 4 & 5 B, i A ORUE 7 90 45 SR (10 SE i . 45 BT iR, S 52 B ek B K #uds R 4E i
RGTHR. ARG, LSRR S T AR R AR R R R Rk

2 ZERRERSITEEE I EAH

SR AE B34 HT R — AN R B AT 2 AN T 1) il A A8 SRR, B AT SR R BT RGEWMTTIZEH T
ZRRAL AR . FVLHIR 5 R GL Ik A2 B G0 R TR, 2 B ) s 2 B RGBSR RS 5
P8 B 2 P b B S R B R AE A SR B R BT 6 CPUL P A7 5 B B0 IR 10 & B0 A i, S BLER v 7 e 1]
A B 2 160 B0 A D R R PR . L % PR S0 OA T B AN R R A A S /N B TE T R TRE 4y
T 45 BLRE B (T4 T SRS TR e S N A] AR 0.5 1 A B R e A R AR RS Se I L AR S R IR AT E R
g5 5 2 Fh UG A TG FE R A0 355 0T LA ) 4L 7 (approximate query processing, fii #X AQP) L. ARG ML BUE &
535 Bodm O S (R I, — S A T SRS AR N B th 5 7, 0 1/0 AL Cache-oblivious 7. %y
AR oA Rt R 10
2.1 A ERLIBEE
AL TA4% G B B0 e R 40, 3 4 10 (DL 9 4b B (approximate query processing, fAiF} AQP) () # 1E JE & 4t i i
FH T stz 52 B 200 #, 3R KA =
(1) A& SRR RGBSR U7 1) BTG 5 A 1) A oG I B8, B8R PR G O 3k BOAS [R] 199 75 4 AT TF K (query
plan) #3174 BT 14 S8 088 Fe 1 A0 A B0 R 4 30 588 10X — R4 7608 5 15 L 1, BRI 25080 e 00 e B9
B AR KA B A A )R 26 IO 008 B 1T BE A AR /N IR I A ) K R B 0 45 DU ARAIE. AR 1T B8 S K B i AR 1
e lfe B A f itk — 25 MR M 9K, B TR A 52 2 P9 A7 U5 17 335 AR PR (memory wall) (¥ PR 1] 44 <= 75 318
AR R AR B S i 22 A3 AT BT T I I S A () T T AL 2 v Ak B R T U 1) T AU I — /N o R
A B S B BB 4D I R (1) RS R £ 2 ) KR

(2) FEGRIEIEE RS TIEIE AT 45 A i R (), B A5 R RS A RS A e R R T b B
AT RLTE B AP 0 87 B ) PR 3R (] ) 4 SR, 2 T 7 2 SRR P 30 AL A ) ARV T T DA 25 9 4 A Al R [
I BAAT VR 45 R, 3 HLBE 5 2 ) B ) (0 3, 70 45 SRR TR I P T B R £ A 3R AT R —
A2 HLJE AL V) A B [ 3K — R e L B O P T s 8 LA AT

(3) ARG HE e R G Te i P o 2 i, T AL 2 40 592 TT DA g g ok A 9 2 ST B 40 A T 3RS
FRKERADIMEE.

UEAE R, F T TAESR 7 3 TR M il S 0228 o 0 30 AL 85 0 5925, T 06 450 o 1) P 2 435 X 1) %
UE R — B SR R AT A 45 T oh B TR AT T 2 S8 S 1250 5 5o 30 AL 25 0 0 4 3t St )
B ARUE BT AL 45 B, RT3 2 28 T T v 6o T R 9 R I SR R Ak B AR 1 28 B 2K DL o ARV R A
SFEEL SQL M E i), I B . AR MR B AR B i KT B ) R R (1 e [ B 5 R 1/0 gy A 2R
B B B A AL X T AL i) Ak B 5] b A ) B I S AE SR 2 T T R B A AR FE B R (online
sampling) 1 7E 28 KA 3 R (offline sampling), 41743 71 5 FoAst 5 545 ;5 3E 47 4838 S5 %t .

211 BSECRFE

B8 48 SRR TE [ 25 25 1) 22 i, 3t X AN B FE HE AT TR A FR AT A7 6 5008 B T8 W 2 A7 0 2 N [RDRS B2 1R
FE 45 T8 — AN 20 ), B0 P2 S 8 B AT TR (query  plan) T4k 12 25 1 BT 78 25 1 500 2, AR A0 1 S S04 20 B /N
FE I TCRAR AL WURAE L IAT R 0 2010 57 7 /8 2R 25 3RS B0 2 o] LAAR YR Chernoff /R&5 3045 H I Bl 45 SR 1)
B A XA R R A 4 A 3 T B SRR (O oL A 0 R SR AR Agarwal 5 A 42 Hi ) BlinkDBM®L Hhy - 85 £ 5%
FEBETE DA B8 15 R 40 b ST AN 75 B3 d 2 51, 4 AR S P A X 01, B8 b, 8 SR AR v A2 H T S e dl L
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WAL FE 5] B R B B R P B SR 7 AR T, B 4R SR BV ATAE 3 AN B IR .
(1) BERRFEELELIEAE — DTSR ZE SRR R A UERPAT R G, A fea HHEd
gh B R 22 LR DR AE T 4 SRR B T UR R PIAT 08, 78 2 ) 58 B T TGV 8 A 4 R
KN, BR e AR T V0 7 R 22 S X 0 T3 e B 2R AR SR A8 B ) A — AN FE R BB A A U S8 R 2,
FH P 02 ST 15 21 2 ) 25 R0 R 22 5t iR SR AT 2 E B Wk AT B — R A L
(2)  BLRSRBESLIENT T W A 43 A1 33 (S, skewed distributed data) R ASEEAR. 2 FE 40~ SQL 7 if:
Q1: SELECT B, SUM(A) FROM T, WHERE C=10, GROUP BY B.
THRAE ()35 22 S T-05 2 25 1 C=10 (150088 AN 250 dn 536 /2 2% R 00 s AN o 22, W TR A T L3R
A A5 A R T 1 ) 45 SR SR A2 % 1 B s S B0 D T TR R T RE 56 4 TG R 2 BT A W 2
C=10 HIEHE, NI H TE VLS 2 A& BRI T 25 3. B A, 387 10 28 1 2 46 RAE 5L 1 & 48, 10 BlinkDB.
SnappyData %% 1 FH| 43 |2 KA (stratified  sampling) J7 2= 5K K 1 B — 48 FE F 10 0 285 20 A5 0] 8L R 1, 22 4
JE B T A ) R 1 i S 0 A 1) SEATY AR A5 B AR
(3) B8R KAE Sk FIRE A O VL T A 1 2B 0B Rl It A& FEA R B T R 4L
212 fEZERHE
TE 22 SRR B (A% 0 JEL B 2 3 5 SRR R 5] (sampling index), 78 7 1) b BE B B A= SR kE, LT 8L 0] 25 25 ¥ A
2R SRR RS R AR B VR A — A 4 /E % (logical operator), iz H T AT H R A4 3 Sz B0 o 45 58 — AN B i), 7
2R KRR B Sl I SRR R T 4R A AR S B VS L, 2 S O SRR R 5 B — A O Y P PR R R SRR
FHRBETH R AL 25 IR AR 20 R B AR A AE T
(1) EWLEWIGEPY B AR /N iy BI AT IR BT L4 SR 5 B AE X)L A R AR 2 B, 25 ) 45 SRk
R e, A5 DX [R]85 4 /N AR X — 2 o, T P TR A5 2000 = 1 A 45 R G T BE I 2 b Al IR AT T
—RZH,;
(2) FELRRAEEIETT DRI M B 5 m A5 o AT 2 A R R M RS AR UEE RS R E S
PR b B A SRR R b, FESR A RO A 2 AS 23 AR 52 AL DL SQL £ U) QL il 7 4 R A I &R
S SAEFT AW R C=10 Z&4F B s B 7= AL BE ML RARE, Rk, TG 8 36 2 2% A s = 2 15 R 7E 4K
FESLvEH e SR A AR B L RRER
(3) TELKAERILTE LIRS A 2B I RTIR T, v DO SR B s Al 4 1.
T 28 KA B0 100 2 BEBR PR AE T Db 20T 5 AS [R5 1) T 1R 08 IR SRR R 91 2 X T i 8 5T 4 8 4 L 1
TH R B RAE R BT R — AR AR I F 90 i 51 2 3% 2 1) /8 (join), i 19, Li %5 A 7E SIGMOD 2016 [ & 1%
SCHRESI R T Wander Join 9% HUE ek ¥ 22 2% 1 (Join) A ) R IR A5 P B WL AE AR vk 7E 2% 25 30 (online
aggregation) 1] 8, %} 2 Fh 5 42 bR S0 B8 A T0 e B A LA X IR) CRAIE (9 4k T S50 v 1Y) B BELARR PR TE T 08 75 B T m SR IDUER
P 1 G- R, R E I AT BE AL I A A B U I A T R % AR TE PostgreSQL HHE E L EAT T A RN
XDB, it 7E TPC-H R4k F iR IIE W, I8 T O F 1% T Ripple Join™ 1y DBO R4:1%) ny %t GB 4
e B Z A A ), HAR Z AT 1% AT {5 KT 95%. SCHR[21] 4 256 T 4l i i i AL 25 0 1 - F SR 4R 1Y
TRUE S5 ol 7 V2 A 485 A T 2 9 U RN I R] BB B R R 19T 4R T, Wander Join R BEAR YR GAEIS . T
BN L RIE RN T 2 RAT B E R AR 5] 10 A A 7 4F 55 3t — 2D w58 J0Rk, b TR 4 R Bk 5
AN E A W A EERFE R 5], 5 BOX R BETE RN O S0 P2 2 So i 1) SE 30 M B AR IR i, 75 B T H B 22 5
T 28 SR S R I AL 0 55T, A Rl A2 S 38 L 5 A AT I T R
B 5, SCHER[221 8 K T i 2 2% 2 (database  learning) it A% - i o 4 vk 25 ¥, 22 =) B B0HE 40 A7 10 401, 3R
T JE SR A A SR T 2 AL 2% 2% ) 10 A B, B AN [R) (7% 25 4 BT 78 28 30 TR ) — AN B I &5 SRR —
FEFERE b RO T 2 H A R R AE . DRI b 45— U SR A 1 # TT R R G 2 BT A 00 15 B TR M ET S A

(¥ 1/0 5t 5ERe 70 FuAL IR I 6 T AW B A I A6 A 2R B 40 € — B, 1 i 0 R [RURS A 45 R, 2 3
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A7 24 3 S22 BT U7 1) 1K 00 4 i IR T BRI, A B B A S B ISP R AR A B TR DT £ ) S i
BRI TH] 17 3 ALL 75 1) Ak 2 (AQP) B 50805 12 v, Iy 2 0 A5 AT A4 B KA L L R A AE AU i SR [l
) 10 3 ABh 5 SR T Ak U D S D A RO T TR R 7R P AE I B 2 AR R A P 3 B B8 e )
(database learning) e L £F K 2 i — b £ 3 b 75 10 Ak B K4 P v SCHR P S0 2090 B P A RO HoRE 080 22 o i 4K
Va6 7 Eb Aot R S L [ R ) 8 T o3 A A il AR i BRARL KRS D0, SR e e Bt o 5] B AR B AR R A RT BLAE
AN T 70 B O LT TRl 5 3 B 2 A A S B e, RIDASE — AN AN 5 2 v T ) 00 A Yt e oL 0 A i 8 B, T LA
K 27 >0 ) (0 B 1 R E 5 1 SR R SRV 15 30 S D RS T 1) 7 W 4 SR BB g s A A SR AR R B T
F8 P9 AE 1R 0 A AR T AT, [ 225 A0 ) R R AN ME B R AR 2 I T B T SR [23] 32 1 T R AR AU A ) 45 2R (1
T R T AN E DL R 25 BORS FE B 2 1 0% AR T 2 WL ERiA SR [24,25).

22 HEMLEEEAER

B8 5 L6 X X AATT AR 3% 098 N DA J B8R SR A e 0 148 FF, AR 45 1 A6 B0 Bk 1 22 A2 7E T & KA AT 55
W T AR R A B R A S 5 AR TE R N B — 8 IR IE A% G I R A 27 S AR AL SRS G
PRI IX SRR AE AT AR A N T SE LR I B RO 5 AR A A B 0 R AU s a2 B A, AT W BT T
A 45 H AL B (0 B AR A AT B BRI R T AE AR EE o A A R FRATI B S . IO DK B S SR
PELE P9 0 A B8 43 3 EAT 2538
221 WARHIE L HAEREA

A G5 1 2% 1) B8 PR M ECHE 20 M 2 %6, 4 SpatialHadoop. Hadoop GIS Z5#R 3 TG #7746, 22 110 A S 30
et Xie & AR T 5 T Spark SQL 9 A 47 %% (A £ 4 73 #1 R 4t SIMBA(spatial in-memory big data
analytics)?®27, DA AR ZE 3R AN 37 J A, 32 1 10 4% IR 1 A4 Y PRl 25 0 . KNIN 780 0 0 326 T B 85 B KNIN 99 3422
HE A A HE B B B R 5] SReE S FE RDD LI (M & 51,81 DISpark Sk AT 1 05 5 p0 & B2 060
kNN HE4#2, 5281 7 5 F Voronoi B z-Value [ 5L IR 58 T 22+ R W) RKISpark 3% .75 R G467 1
A IR AT 2 A B ST R A8 A B A AL B b 5N 2 1R B Y SRR AT R TR A Ak
(cost-based optimization). X B 2% i 4 1) 3 AL £ ) f B Sk [28,29] 4 K. SCHR[30,3L]HF 7 1 2% (A B 1y i fl A
W) R, Horh Y5 29 (range query) ) 50 98 L5 SCHR[32,33].

Christensen 25 N B ¥k # t T 52 $5 22 H W %2 (spatial-temporal) ¥ # 23 #7 i) STORME*®] JH 38 43 A 5,
MongoDB #i#f [ 2 37, H 3 it 7E £8 5 25 B3 il BF (online spatial sampling) Fl 58 85 3 35 SN (028 B840 70,
) R R I B A TR BT E TR R A R R R AT I, R G T A - 22 ] 2 5] BA (ST-indexing),
PR T HEET R WM IIHTEE 4514 LS-tree £ RS-tree. L4 K ifF,LS-tree il Id R A K/NFF& S A E M 2 4 R Wit
1757 2 3B RS-tree 2T HAE 247 R AL (rejection sampling) ¥ A 1 2% S % LS-tree F1 RS-tree #A] ¥ &
FEHMFEOR G
222 FEHEZHAEREA

BUER AR y— Fh R 1A R % 1) S5 A0 E e 200 & B AT AT I 78 1) = K & i S5 AW B R L (R R R IR
PWAIR) 2 — . ] — 248 B S (0 7 A AR AL A, ST AR DL A 1 R R A AL ) DE . G o U AL ) B
LA K Y 1) 2 30, thAE S B B R AR I RV A (0 S R ABL R R AR AT SimRankPel
Personalized PageRank(PPR)P"). Katz®®, Jaccard &%,7E#:742 W2% 20 M7+ HEFE R 8 rb ST )32 (H #5433 %, 4
SimRank 1 PPR,FHREf vF 5 10 52 Z B AR w5, JCvE S i B K RURE Pl A4 Tl 3ok SRR BB AL 6 456 5 J v, BT AR FE
7 0 T 5 45 SRR 1 A5 U T 4 (T AL Y 0 ST IR [39—42] 45 AR et T 3 T SRR AR AR BE LI A 11 7
THE SimRank LA ) SCHR[43,44155 TARIE IS 256 BEALIEE 15 ) 48 2 A0 1) 48 28 119 J7 V201 B3 3 J50RT Top-k
PPR T iff), AME G S B LR B ARAIE, 1T LA BAR AR I8, 2 B o ¥ SEbr il B A%

&% 1€ (graph sketch)iif i 28 PR 5 4 O(n?) B 115 B ) O(n polylog n) 23 7], 3 DA K HEE 22 45 455 1] f 45 44
P T P T = AR e PR AR e S P A L % BRI K 38 75 DA 43 A 2B (stream) 7 2 A\ B 1 (99 225 75 48 1) .
TR R Sy 2 7 A (semi-streaming model )11, B mg [t ) 4 2 28 5 2 I B A0 4 3 PR A ORI IN g: DA R v

© TEBREEEEIEDT  htp/ www. jos. org. cn



/%i:lgg %]; j’\éﬁl“!}}% ?\‘ EH_ iﬁ- 3\&]\7})? 169

HE DR O K BN B L@ Spannert®47, Sparsifierl®®-501, Hlike fBE LI & B SR A, TR B &S
EEBE B AR BE k- BB QIR R A E S SR KT
i (5490025 B 22 % ) (1) Py 2 T L 253 SCRIR[57,58). 1 s P 5 3 (0 9F 7 1 A4 et BT T AR A A2 4% 3 B UL L 3k
Tkt A a E R EEOR . TERENLIR EREAT B TE AT 2 A (stream ordering). i BE 22 BICRE /D 11 P A 2 [A] (A
O(n)) i T Bk 4.
2.2.3  HAbAEZ M B E WA
X T 2 A 1) HoA e 45 M B, A2 B A W R SR A AL A R 51 1007 SR BT S B, W SCRR[59] H il ik
BT SO M 15 X552 AR AT 2 R R RIS R EHET LIl i a2 B U e ) T R4 i T s 4
P 2 P Rk ik, 22 G Bt A A T VA P O R TR AR 2 AT 56 A A ), T 8 8 ) R T R A 1 O VSR ARG B
BT A0 AT IR S U7 P AR A R R LR 2 2 1 5 3K TR I A 1RO P2 P R B R 6 S T ) &% PR B T — X — 1
FEESIRFF . 2 Rz MR EREE. R IE SR DL b e A J5 A i s (A E R E R R R A HEH. A
Ab IR B B AR S R AN W3 £ 2 PTG T 50 WA HEAT 2 RS RHAE 1 Bt — 3R IE . 0 SCHR[60]42 H 43 FH XS 4t
22 31 W 7 2 ST S B B K SR AT TR SRR RS E G R AE S 1A R 1R R 2 (A B Rl A SRR T
X 73 sk H W — AL ARRAE, LUK B 3Rl & R
23 BEBREE
B IR AT — 1 R O A R ) B R R A L 3 AR AL
1)  Single Pass: H o ¥ M5 7 7] — IR HE;
2)  Small Space: ft VI 7 fif 1 2 (B JE 5 /N, 38 5 4 % 2 2% il
3)  Small Time: S BT(HEA B )T SR (1308 J2 Dl 5 Sy i Bl s 20 .
B R SVE S T A T 3 A8 WL (1) Cash-register 451162631 Sz iy opy Bd i op (494N o 2K
40, A SLVFINBR; (2) Turnstile 45878, 12455 7 o V7 M 5% 7T %5(3) Sliding Window 455 71116264691 3 4 11 2 p
HOHR R P R 1 T 2 AR SE R T, B BT LA R B SR U R GE S B, i S4TSR DSTREAMIET,
B4 5 7 (data summary) & JE T B0 AR 1Y 1) B 45 A4, T R A ST 28 P s () 1) B 45 e [ 8 AL A i) 2 I
WAT IR A
1) BEHLKAE(random sampling). BEHL KA 2 3 0L 25 160 A ¥ 5] 45 v A U0 1 $5 0 47 22, L R IR 78 T BE MR
FERI2RIA 77 305 o B 58 4 A8 (R, DR AT A 36 1 e £ 4 19 25 0 3 AT 75 BE LR AE b 58 5. e 4h B ALK
T T G o 5 i K ) R, S 3 DA A IR S S o 4 R TR IS B 2 T ) B v A R 5| A A A %
S BE ML RAE (U0 A i RAE AL B R 55 DA R 52 4% (140 43 W 25 ) S8 T A B T FE A4 22 B LR A A7 A0 X
IS THER A W 45 0 2R A0 10 IR 1 B

2)  EiJ7 & (histogram) 8 i 5 — S AL A 0 0925 PR I HOHE 0 B, M MR 0 Al B 5 iR Rk AT
ABLL 28 B 43 A% Gu B PR 2R G 8 S FR A8 P o — 4 B 1 B R SR AT AT SRS AR AL, (R ik B 7 B AT AR
AN &R G A PR S AT = A A 2 v 4 4R T, S At B 7 Bl (V-optimal - histogram) i 1155 75 )
FHEIA MRS A Bt B 7 B IR RO SRIEAT A el — D 9
3) ST B (frequent item summary)®® 74 24 BRI AGR B LB I T R
4)  FM Sketchl™® %4 Bl fl 113 v A M A 6 2 (5 B
5)  AMS Sketcht® 77 2 4t B3 b % [] 4 52 25 ) 1) 25 R AR B
6) /Mg B (wavelet sketch)88%0 3 mg B3 T ROHE SR 1F BN A Z R BRI k AN S8 B A
T Z0 i H A A

7)  Count-min Sketcht®!, 2% & T 37 ol 7 ) 45 % 351 5 5 [l p oo 1AL

8) 4 ¥ (quantile summary)®2-84 b i B (4 AT H A0 43 B0 KON IR 0] 56 T B B AR 43 45 (CDF)
) B 77 s

B o T — 5 2% (9 40 M7 2 0, 5 PR 2 T80 Top-k e, 14 0 4 1 1% 1)) S fil 120
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e 25 SR LA VTN SR A T4 S Ik S A U () T £ 0 %5 1) 2 L4 SCHR[90,91]. vl T Mo dE i R
FHERE v 2 IA/INEIRE R B2 T A RS I 2L X 2% P 0 i S5 L o

3 EMRERSNERS

Wt AT A2 LA ) PR AN BIE T, Ak 2 2 A% G B0 12 AN 5t € P52 1) &R 4, LA K T Hadoop/Spark -5 &
GiEgdRAL T A HAWRI T RE. RN 5> RGAN S T RAL TR . P9AF A RS BOR A A B RE Al b ST 3 HHE 1
ELLVERAR IR P RRR T RGN S IR H AT AOCRYE R AT S LA R G S T

3.1 ETRYEABFEREXFNINZEXITRS

525 F Hadoop(HDFS 5 MapReduce). Spark. Storm 2543 #i 20 K B8 AT & 10 & J& 35 T 5 2E 3038 4
WTRE JJUEAE T — R 51 SCRE S 28 B2 70 #7100 3R 4, IR B HARHE 17 & K 00 1) a5 SR 1% 5 RB PR BA
e L NP I
3.1.1 %T Hadoop & 4:

Apache Hadoop /& — % H T #HL A BE A9 A BEHE 42, H AL BRI B85k H MapReduce 5| % {8 BT MapReduce it
TR R ERE A T ZLE B 5 5] HDFS, ™ B AK M A A6 (0 1/O, R B AR o} 45018 A5 575 — J7 T, R T W4 =5
T 38 IR 2% 3% b = B I R YR IX &k MapReduce T DL AL B B H v B 1 B dE £t 2 vk A B LA R AL
A ,Hadoop [¥) MapReduce &% 7] LL7E Be i 2k iz 47 RN, B Z BAR IEAN T Bdg — V) SR e N A2 b, B %%
W 2 (R 4 TR0 77,26 77 3 85 v o 42 o B3t A 2 M A 4 5 R R

Apache Hivel® I Pigl®®l & s/ (g 3 T Hadoop “F & B S0 0 FE R 45, %3¢ RS0 i du R KR4 2 SQLY/
HiveQL %287 (2 #) #5149 MapReduce {145 . Hive JFZARE N T R G0 A L1 &1, K & & F K iR s 4T
Bt Ab BRAT- 5% 4R T Hive2 3| A\ T LLAP(live long and process)AL 1, BN 155 5 5 — 40 3k 78, 4 Bh N 459 P 0
Bty T DA SN A 2% 1) 52 H. 25 . M1 Apache Hive 25181, Prestol® /2 J& T- SQL over Hadoop )43 fii X SQL 7 #] 5
RN T A B S HTT R AR Presto 1 FEEAR PR (H S HAS R IR 25 4 1 A DG 28 Y 1 T AR AN i AT W 2R iR
CHR[95]. AN A T MapReduce #4-#i ! 3 47 #11¢, MapReduce Onlinel®® o ¥ % 4fs 75 4 1 47 17 % it X (pipelined) {4,
% AT S PAT I 1) 2 T I S B0 HOP(Hadoop online prototype) £ 45 < 43 78 £ B8 4, B Ao ¥4 P & BB A1
IS5 B B, SO BR[14]38 1T Hyracks 523 T % T MapReduce ()7 28 58 85,4 U1 307 AE 28 5 45 SR RN B4 X
)33 47 A 38 i % Hadoop 4 FE F% 7 1 250, FL 88U R+ HOP.

3.1.2 FT Storm MRS

Apache Storm & — AN A 2. 2R Y SRR AL BE AR 45 8 T B M R L b 2 RN 47 5 Storm A R4k
AW TR T S AR 2R 5 R4 T Hadoop FHk Ak 2 AT A RE 3 A (1 S SR Y B Be . Storm m 1A% O i AR 2
F It (tuples) 7 51, Fx N . Storm 285 F 72 SE/ o0 b1 AERALEs 24 3T L et . oA N FE A A ETL
S AT Storm {130 B A R R B 1 L AE R) 2R 0 A0 S T R A, Storm 1 M B 2 R AR B T Storm B
AR IR T DA HERE T PP A BV 28 TSI RE  — UAL B RIS AL, BT DA — Ry Trident (14
% Trident £ 5%t Storm AL FR A F7 7= 4 M KBS 0, 2 360 28 3R A A B AR AHODR 2 Ao R AR A =4 5 3 o Ak 8 g 4
FE Ak B A 2K

£ Storm [ 4k & 1 Twitter 76 2016 4ETF X1 Heronl®®13 2% Storm f¥) API 7ETh g b ATy L H #e, H &
I EE K, PR SR BE K Heron J@ I #E Storm (19935 T 2R FE 1 TF SO B B 4 9 2 T R AR B s iR T Storm
TEE B LA B BT S 7 T R o, IR B 5 Storm (4 B AR B R0 40+ API 58 42 25 . Heron T 3@ A7 K IR (KM 2% 5
T ERE N B SRR H R M RE b R AL R 55— 28 7R SRR AR A b, T DU A g R AE 42 L
Z R PE (H Topology 27 7 2= 58 Jk 3 — L BRI
3.1.3 A:T Spark [ &%t

X 5 F _Ei&%ETF Hadoop Al Storm & &) R 4t ,Spark Al s AT fLALFR A AL FE g 47 — S 4E T R AT Ab #E AR [A]
K PRAE 55 U IX 2 22 48t 2 8 1] MapReduce (115048 2%, {EL i B) Apache SparkP®9it 5 5] 4 11y 4 3 (fn 9 7 1%
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TR), HE 3 R G PR B b A AE A AT B SR S R S ) DAG B S LI K 3 B R, Spark T LA B R A 38 Ak 5
A TR Fr) B4 4

#7440 Shark(Hive on spark)™ H: 4% it 7 —/ K RDD &3t SQL 75 1) 5| #3E 47 IR AN B8 70 M7 1 %
A PE RS IR S TE Spark SQLMOMHE— b il & 7 3¢ 2 Bodie b B A0 A, 75 B 3R A ) A0 A7 6 04k bl
MapReduce - AEAL 3 B 2k ¥4, Spark 36 B8 S 35 SN (K137 T 52, Spark - Streaming ™02 3 3 F sfe of 4 1547 SN
Ab 7 . Spark Streaming i it 7F Spark it A B -5 48 44 TR S At 4 B (mini batch) 5148 4 RS AN BTN (1 503
TEE R £ 4 Bateh 43 {3 F —Hik Spark B FH 52 71 3E 47 b B A T AR B 2R G0 R FH LA B IG5 5, TR BT RN R &R
BB E AT 2% 0P SE P LA A B R T LA AR R K AR N B AR R A A R (A SR R X i S
S SE IR B = X K% Spark Streaming ] fE AN A Ab HE G 28 IR A5 e v B R A L AR £ 3. # i DataFrame AP,
ZRGOR I ORI R AR G A Sk, R SE L T — AN s e R IR AL 2 Catalyst, i SR LR HEAL . S A
FAVBHE LK 5E X UDF BR$0%8 0% Spark U325 7 10 A b 55— J5 T, i T 9 7R i Bl g 4 23 A) 58 5, BR ot
AH LU JE T R A 1) R 45, Spark A 5 v A8 17 A B RE 1) 4R TR R R T DL SE BRGE b 5 AT 45, 7 R B RN Ay
BEURAS B AR5 X — R P8 T DR 3G N ) BAS Spark AR THEL X — Wi 0 55— AN JE SRR R BB A
LR AR B b AT R 4 8 B % R R 2 Y 5] 7L A B Hadoop MapReduce, Spark £ %5 Y5 i 6 5 K, AT AE e % 7 AR [A)
— I TA{ef FH R A 1) AT 25 7= 2E R .

32 BETAYBAEFESIEMUNIRNZERTTES

BT R B Ak B2 S 5 78 W 1T 2 0] 2 BRSO AR R 82 B BN B 3 s, R T B 5] DL R A i 2
TEXRT S A FL 2 AT 1 SCRF B IEAS 2G4 S0l (0 A0 35 i o e ol 408 R FH 37 5 I A R 43, S A8 L AT R4 T
KB Mo BT F G b AN AT El, B A A O EE B — IR T, — e O H AR R A A R T SRR SE I ZE
B8 1 R R -9 N e T /K s 1 S o R 0 N = 0 VNS < S S D S =i R v
Py
3.2.1 Dremel

R HALAZ T4 Hi 4 o3 B A 252 7R 2 AN AT Ml v (0 80 FH B SR B 32, 38 T B 40 B 5o T 4 Ak B g o L ) B R
b5 i, 110 J5 A FY) BigTablel0%1fn PNUTSMOE S 75 sz i 5 i1 f) St 7 43 A5 30 R 4, 0 808 % pext TR B R I% 5 1
TSRt T K AR S 090 23 B Ak 3 o 7 1 S AT X 3 A 1), Dremel M4 T3 19 SQL $AAT 51 4, S8 T R H
AT ).

TE R FUREAZ HARE 53 W7 0 A7 7 — R LB 500 A 20 0T IR B i R R E R A4 R S
TR/ PA“BE 4 VC S 2 (group by)” I #4E 55 J9 A8 3 . Dremel &1 %) ik f 5 81t :(1) MWEZ ERIRSH:(2) E
F AT 10 77 2, 17 b b R FH 5000 25 R (R ) 3 78 — B PR B T A% G b 2 SR AR IR, 2R T 0 A 3R
AT AR A, R B 108 DRSS 4 A1 = i A7 i 5 0 B, K 4/ 75 2007 W) (MU B 5 % AT (MR &=

BAAT 5 Dremel 38 i 44 J5E A= B 40 23 R bk 8 0 1 45 4 AR B T 508 1Y) DR R 45 4 A4S A AN A 2 TR R O
Z2 15 CABA AR, 1T AN T BEAR T 3 22 18] 14 1 02 = H W BE 5 R el iR B I S R AT R U 4R S R
KAFRE LS B LR, A Dremel [5G 5 ), tH A T FLAHT sl A T 48 BB 2008 45 0 7% 4 R 7 (0 6 =Xk Ag 17,
Dremel /£ T A 3 4 TAE BB S0 T B8 — MRE S A — R RN 8 T RS F i I Re % IR &
SRS B EPAT R SRR G E B & T A EESHC— N2 E R IR (repetition level), 55— M2 E
SR FE (definition level). 555 R BE Al SURBEAE T B B 7 BORTHE T ER BB Z U A K AEEE 7B U
M EE AL E . E BT X AN 54, Dremel T30 5 5 7 13 8 S8 45 74 1 B T AR 15 2 DA R 91 3017 At v 4K
MR 55— J7 i, Dremel SR (172 2 J2 R 55 W 424, i 1 )= /2 Dremel (AR Al 55 2% AR IR 25 28 U B A 1 25 1A
T 3R, L HCECE 2 AH OC B OB R AR AR GTE SR TR BT — R AW RS AR A b (B2 B IR 4R 5 ST AR IR %% R
T SRR 5 RN T R 45 2 2000 25 R AL B T IR 55 2% 5 LR AE % 2 B S, 58 AT R A A DS H i s
AN B A X BE—Fioks B 24 B3R 20 BN BN FERY L AT B IR /N2 900 10 7 3, RS 5 AR 4 i S 6t v ] 45 B 328 /)
T 23 W BT AR 5 4 50 P 15 O, B AR I b R FH O B0 B W A B A 2 B 5 TE B RE 7. Dremel £ #1152 2
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T SQL BRI E HEVE, e 8 72 L R B4R 25 I A B 2R 8 280AT T Dremel 2500 25 44, 2% T
R 10 A 45 25 W20 14 22 015 SR EAT 2 B IR 23, 0 28 A% 38 I I 1 5 1000 2 000 IR 55 2% I T 2 A AR 45 8 IR BB 4
B HEAT I SERNVC SR AR T B AR R B AR B A IR S5 8 B R LR A RS B 2R [ 45 SR A,

TR T 2 B 0IRS B2 1 2844, 4] BT MapReduce 1 Ath i+ 5 51 #5105, Dremel 78 [ % 4% 2 3555 3K
32 R 55 M R AR LN 37 50F 7 2 10 )= PR e Je, a0 b A, B A A AT 45 7 A o e 2 SRR (K
B 45 ) B R N (A AN RS 2 N R A g, RE A W P R R A — N TRE BT RN
AF R JUVHEAS 2 UK S IR RLHE, TR B AT 25 2 T B SR RATTR I BARAT 55 LA & R G0 3 I AR R 8, N kit
R E RS & B IR T IR A FEAR M TAE M 2 '~ ,MapReduce #4545 A 1K K/ EA
PRI, BT LA MapReduce it b 38 5 R BB 1) B8 (5B 75 2 R PR =2 70 S B (V0458 R H B 1) 45 TR 44 K 22 )ik 22
TN F IR BE 4, B UL Dremel fR1IX AN BR G5 F- SEBR Bl 258 3 A B K s B TR 38 438 52, 10 Sorting.
Dremel ¥ A& 5 — 7 H, A R A2 H AR B RS W4T 0 975 & FE 52, W0 Top-K .5 T X dkiz
&1, Dremel R REHEAT (5.

3.2.2  PowerDrill

B Dremel FIHEH FEXT T B AID AR MES L IRATA T H MapReduce T g A28 T R 4R
SRR T R R AW RIS R 2 N, Dremel AP 2% (¥ i B A [) R BE 1R 40 MU A2 7R SR BOHE IR R (data
exploration) ff13% 5t 2 5 i 7 8 15 0 i ] B 3 BE R 038 7 i B b e = L E SE R — T 45 2 R 77 BB 1 R 4
2 YR T SRR 19 21 (Y 25 SRAE IR 2R A B FE R M R SR BB W, itk R E RS R AT R AT IR 2
AR B ) A2 IR R ) 2 v 7 R 2R 8 1) 25 3 ¢ T 2 W] AR LA 1.

F &3 Dremel AT35RKE A 23 BT B EHs A7 72 15 AU S AF b PowerDrill 475 AR f 88 rh 78 T O BRI s 4 1
ERE ST () HHE AN EBIE R EBAAMENE Q) BAAGETE N A L IMEUE R & 481X A% 0 8 i,
AR R E 2 1 g 5 4R AR S I ) AR O

BAKT 5, PowerDrill SR FH XUZ HE 7 A N AR R B g5 0, oh i — D e R 7 IR A4 m 1D fl S
R I 22 MR R R, R 4R 37 G B 1D A4 R 1D (B3 35 76 25 v i 3@ 3ot 195 2 308 moe Bt 45 38 303
MESE F R RFRENS P EE () AFM;Q) HF RN EEE 5 &8 2L F 198042, PowerDrill @it /1
AR 1 g T A R 7 L TR B RS 4 ) 2 BG4 4 — AN P T JE AR (Bloom filter) R MR i@ FoAME R T
TR 3, DUR T 2 ) 20K . 55 — 5 T, PowerDrill - [ BATE 38 3 o 3 EL A4 T AR 2R 55 b BT 38 21 10 2590 S5 5 34T 2 #
JERI:(1) 4R 2 HAE M RUUM—H;2) RETAFAMHNEIERSE RGN0 REF AN AXH
AN S )8 5 T PowerDrill 1 5% HE AT 23 B 48 5 8 g — e Uy vk o 9 1 o R O 7 1 BN B R ek b Hal
H.PowerDrill SERRR A& — Fi 2 A Y8 Bl 2 [X 5 v o A0 % SR o 2 1A 40 1R 38 88 i Ak i o 1% 5 B
LR A LA S8kt 500 347 %0 53, 24 AN B 4T $50E B3 A BB I B R0 43, A 0 a] BLE— 25 R 40 SR T R 46 4
HUBRTE A7 R/, LLARR IS TE 9 A7 P 38 80 2 10 B8 Power Drill SR ZIAZ (i 14 75 ¥E, 3 LZO Bk —A
ARt B HEAT TR 4 AE A5 4 B A A T B A8 I e = U AR IR 8% Power Dl S VA B B i SR
FH AR B R 4 S, R AE A A7 TP DR T 4 0 R T 4 1) 8040 AR 8 75 50T s AT 1 4 R0 A8 T 4 AE 2 3 B8 D)
s mg o b B2 LRU 535 LRU /2 Least Recently Used (455 , B B3 /b FH 7 1 B #4500 B 12
PowerDrill FF & HI AN B4 LRU BIEZURIE A AR NI ARATRA T —F 8 K AR Z A2 R RS
JE 451 LRU 53,

PowerDrill £ Google A #f (1 4 F icb #2 43 2 T 84 1) 30 00E, Fo v, (1) TR B R b 2P 35 92.41% 1) 504 4
W 22 ,5.02% F B 95 £ BL IR 2 A% o T, — RN A3 1 2.66% A 5 BN AT 45 3 A 0 25 5L (2) #83d 70% 1 75 1) 2 A
5 TS U5 10 A A 5000 1 3 A ) R T 38 7 Il SR K 24 42 255,96.5% 25 1 75 ZE UG 1] i & A I 1GB.
X 50 PowerDrill (%4 43 He s i =2 LL B AR Th 1.

1T PowerDrill 78 245 43 Bt 3% F (4 204 36 [l o3 IX 7 20RO T BAds 1)k 3% 37 3¢ DA RO 92 % 5 i, L R
TR LA % ) FoAtholl 4537 52 P AT I RS 1 B R . TR AR EE T Dremel 22 1 407 (1 2 B AT 5 3¢, PowerDrill 75 %
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TEWN AU 555 FHOC ) 7R IR B 3 A 45 24 3 Re ol 55 1 B0 T A A8 AT 35 8 0 2808 H0a0 1 3 AR
X AR AT AT LB 2 T Te A B 3 2 5 T (0 A0 B R SR
3.2.3 Apache Impala

Impala™®l& Cloudera 24 7] 32 2% 2.3.1 % sF 25 Google JT /% /) Dremel J5 & i JT % (37 B 25 ) R 4,
5 T R H AT Ab BEEIR FE (MMP) ) 8L 2%, 2 424 SQL 15 S, A8 A 1) £2 i 7E Hadoop ) HDFS 1 HBase
1 PB 2 K # 4 . Impala A1 Hive 3 =2 50 503 M7 i £ s, 41 75 Hive A1 SparkSQL A= B 244 7T LAZE Impala Bk
B JE BB A . Impala {/ Parquet SZEL T Dremel W47 6if, R SR IEH L H#F Hive FEs i i 9mtD . JFFESm D
£ Ti6E. Impala 3 RF Hadoop A K 2 s B SO A 7 & # 3T 51 2 @i A LLVM SR G — ik 1T i
ARG, 8 G T A ST RF I8 FH 40 19 1 45 SR B AN D6 BE TR, D9 BN ) 77 ARV g ) 1 AR TS I FE A b 9 A7 R I 4T Impala
K CH+SEIL i T AR 276 £ 0 14 B RE DAL, A T T SRR A HAG ) 17O VR FEAIL ), AT R b i 25 At
LAY BCAE A — S LA B HEAT BT I 45 34 18 1 AR

Impala 15 Dremel SR T ZSMAH 2 /2 4% IR 25 4% 110 25 10 24 Ay, A T Gt 06 TR s S 65 2 960 35 SRORE X A PRy i) A
T B GEERE B N AR B 2R 51 A Impala ASCREF e R, — e R RE Bk — B IR 7 S i 5
3.2.4 Druid

Druid™ sV — AN E KB SR 2 AR S S 434 M0 B B RS 17 4% . Druid 554 T — AN 1 5147 i
B2, — A4z, Shared-nothing [FIZEFFI— B R 51 4500 B I W T BIHER 51 . TR0 3R 51 45146 /A
R ESR . BitMap LA AT 2K 29 ¥ PR 52, ] DAAE SIZIS B0 A0 3 s R Eds b S IR 4 1) £ 9, SC RS
NHHE BT SQL SRS,

AR Druid EEE 5 AP B2 @47 Bl 55 6 F o [R) 248 B2 40 & 1 50 kAT 3R 6 b 38, 9 R A (U HE 2R 5
I T o G 0 1) B A i 7 3K R AN 4 R R, e o RO S B R A, R S R L I R A
Druid 2 51 850 7 . IEHEFUA7 ) LA R A5 HE 2H s, 6 o 3 HE = SR P R 4 00 7 181 2= 51 i 7 P12 5 TR AR 35 = e
R A R BB VE VR FE B, Druid 33 RealTime BibRH LSM-tree FIREAL S A (push) 2k & $i
(pull) (77 2R AL 2 HORE, B0 & e B A A B R 5l AfE G & R 51 R A SkipListMap. 2435 31— &
B 2Kl 520 2R R4 9 A 38 5 2R 51 6 AR HE 2R 5 R A A5 N BIRE A R, [F) B A B — A3 R N A7 B B R 5 Bl
U G PR AR 5, 2 S NGB 0 R AL R 51 BV E 09 4 X RE B, Druid £ ¥ REEL N BT FE AR 5
e — AN, 3F HLAHERE B4R R R D7 S8 B00E B 9 R I R TR X e B B P s R A BN R
AU T B AT A 2 98 75 3K 1 Real Time #EE Sk 4k 4. 55— J7 1, Druid i@ i Historical 5k A MMap (975 om &k 47 i 75
TEAH 2 L1050 B, 3 6 oKk 1 86 B 0 HIX 28 4 1 1 25 ) Historical AEECR FH 22 28 F2 1 77 2040 B 5 o &, b

ERB MR RG] B8 KNNTF WAFE RN IR 4 Druid MIAZ BE 7 P A7 s 122 SN 7E 110, AN 2 /E CPU, R 51 1Y
JR 4 DA R B4 1 58 A AR T #6 CPU.

{453 25 ¥ 2 1 1 Historical A2 5 -4 70 ) e 75 5 0K (1 P9 A7 A7 J5C 18] I Bk 45 5, A et 2 4 30 8 1 B 855
I TERE T R,
325 J Ak

W Ah, A2 AR R S A LA i D) R SR OO R AR R R R R 4T WL YmalDBM!, DICEM,
Charles™. AIDE™?. SnapToQuery™?%% Querium™*, Polaris™®, VizDeck™®1%5 T ff & A 14& 75 T 7T 41
R R A R RG0SR L5IE 2 W OCER[117].

3.3 ETHEMEALENZERSITRE

HH T 32 T B 3 10 R 4 10 RF g R O A 1 e L I (8] 8 A% ) B, 30T 4R ke, R FH O {BL A 1) 4L PE (approximate
query processing) fif ok S A2 F 243 Bt me R (8] i /85 F) A S T R — AN BT U A X 2K R Gud i 1R 4t
T AMEA o DR b ) A g 45 R I Bl R L B AEROR RIE PR A W IE i) 32 T RGN R, R G 4e i
Bl 4 BioR.
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Fig.4 Architecture of AQP-based interactive analysis system

K4 Finam g R Rga R

B T AT SEME L4k (query plan optimization) 2 4 22 AT I 40 47 1) 25 ZERF 08 1 47 5k B 2 3T 8
1) Ak B D T, X6 3T AL A ) BT PR SR S ok ek 82 1) O 1A A G B P A v 1D A R A2 BR T RS A
(L3R, 0 ZIAE T A S5 A R BRAT SR T 3 B, TR Ik L O A T 2 W 5 SR K/ . YA S B BT 25 A PR
A FE T 3 ABA 360 ER T R (ORI A 1 A 5E A S N (R BRAT S PR ) 2% 1
SN BE T2 TR IS e I 5% % (14 38 BBt FEE b K 42 T DR ahb 30 AL 2 3 14 100 A SR s AR i 22 P A% 8 MU0 IR T 5 R B
AL 0 10 5 30 AL 7 A 0 Ak SR S T A v ) — A B R R SR A B AR S A WS T 0 AT A et o T R A i
BT S AR B b AT SRR R AR SRS TE SR R AT A, 5 S BT A R BT AR S A A AR 0% R B b BT SR
BT A8 — B0 481 - f T - Sk (key -foreign Key) XU 3% 3 B VE 45 G 1) 35 5 R RE & N RE 5 T B 1 58
19, 2 R DR AE T 2 SR B SR 0 O A 0 A B0 T vk 4 LA X 1) R L4 B AR T, SRR P S SR B (dlistinet
sampling), % R £f J5 18 06 3 p AN AR [ BB 2 S5 5 1 ol 5 4 17 (i A5 40 A (V0 R 1 TR I B SR 5 - A
Bz AT O] A2 e BT W SRR 1 5 2 1 B 10 T A 8 D SR S, T LA AU B 2 3 BT BT IR A 5 A G MR
FEBAAT SR WA Ab 48 R A 2 LUK A G B0 P 2 340 (0 AT R A 32 B R A% R WT A I 1/0 AR (R S5 4
T 7 V) A 0. 76 T AL 9 B A BRAT S R i K 5% 2 S R — el T AR T ) 9 9 SR DAk DR A 4 K A
JEE A5 R BAT 25 WA T30 A6% B, — AN PRAT T JI % 82— A 78 16 B 0 17 0 AL 2 980 PR AR A7 904 U 32y — 2 i 3R
AT AR A -1 22 SR (query cost-error tradeoff) i) i 2. 76 75 ) (¥ P AT I F b AT TR AU i 28 HEATAE IE, IR N
ol 4% AT AT TR A 3% A R 25 A A AR B AR AR A, B R A DL 7 ) A B 5| R G B XA S B A
JE Sk A7 e A ) 1) R 2 S IR R BN AL A ) 2 S B PR AR AT DLIE S 7 5 A i 45 SR SR K 2 A B P A i

AQUA (approximate query answering)™® £ 453 i 5 11 55 1% B (summary) 3£ /7 4% £ DBMS Hh, Bk 1 oy 5 42
PSR AL S STRATIMOLEL 25 1 41 9 W o B3 3 1 2 WO AR AR, I 060 5 2 [ BEREAT AR, LA S 1 S (R 28) 1)
B KA A ). DBOM PV A 4 sl 1 Ripple 3482 503%, 32 5 76 48 % 4 (online aggregation)# 1. XDB(approXimate
DB)™I3E T PostgreSQL SZHL T Wander Join %, SCHE7E 28 TR AR, it 7% 49 B b BEALIG A 0 25 0 p 4k, JE RO
T AT Ripple ZE 2 1) R 402K R 408 4% SciBORQIM4:,

BlinkDBM™ & — A %:-F Apache Spark (. F ¥ 504 E22 B SQL A5 i) i FF AT 155 51 8, & fo i il 3l
ok A AT K5 R Sk B T ) o S AR T G 2 3 B A A% R R R T T A R B
(predictable query column sets),$& Hi 7] & N ¥ 51 47 i 0 A4 HE 22 >R 8 7 F 4 47 — 20 2 4 11 53 J2 R (strattified
sample); — A& AR I 7 1) R B A e )97 B[R] SR T A 22 A /N FRE T SRR TR Al 9 2 5L 4 R - 28 R W 15 (error
latency profile, #R ELP), 4 e £ — NG & K/ R 3EAT 2 W A 0 AR BE L IR A HE S8, L SLHl 7 — AN ST
£ Hive/Shark b (#5543 2 Hl B 10 0 AU ) 4 3 R 48, 8252 SQL/HiveQL xU A #iE A). R 4i vl 7E TB A LA
b £ It 1] 3% 1] 5 B4 X6 A 40F PO AU 25 30, FL A% R A T 2%~109%. STORMUBAMiti F 78 25 i 2% B 45 ik 3% 3oF B 45 3
# (spatial-temporal data) 3¢ ¥ SB35 B2 % 4> H7.Simbal? & — 4~ 35 T- Apache Spark (19 P 77 4% 1) $c48 25 i) 1
518 A F M 7E Apache Spark HF 51N T & SIHLEI A0 B AT ). KNN 25825 () 4 V2416 T A8 0 A ifg 4z

Mozafari 25 A\ & URHRHY 7 454 0 W A0 B L 3 4% Kb TR0 37 B s A B 03 UL 2 ¥ AL PR R 4% SnappyDatal™,
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TR AR ) 5] ¥ T @l & Apache Spark F1 Apache GemFire %57, 3324 T 45— API,F% A SnappyContext. H:
K FH 247 A BAE A 0T84k 5188, 91 SCRE“ME S A7k (probabilistic store)”, Wiy iy [BJEK Y 40 R FE . 2245
T I A 1] AR S 322, SR /N e F AL A A B R R A I L P AN O IR 55 4% 1) 43 B SR 2 it e T
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BR[125]1 4538 1 A4 82 3T BA 25 0 AR 40 0 B0, SCHR[1261 4 45 1 B AT 22 I8 AL TS 140 25 496 T Wfs F) S Bk b 58 A F 5
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AN Ry ik b 22 45 BN B2 A% A 22 BE AL IR A A5 1% 8 KRR 20 A HEZE R 106 A — RS Bl 10 R Sl a5 i A i
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