AR ISSN 1000-9825, CODEN RUXUEW E-mail: jos@iscas.ac.cn

Journal of Software,2021,32(7):2078-2102 [doi: 10.13328/j.cnki.jos.006269] http://www.jos.org.cn
O [ Fh 22 I8 B IT 5L P RSP A Tel: +86-10-62562563

A3 N P ol Ay \ ‘*
HESHNEEEL BB ARARER
¥ER' £ g ® 4°
'Abm K% A S5/ F %k, L 102600)

AR K% W TEER TEM 0,465 100871)

PAE K2 (5 BRFFERAR SR ALR 100871)
EHAEE: ZH, E-mail: li.ying@pku.edu.cn

M OB MEAERKEAEG D RRERFE IR B 25 2 Bt E oo s o R % A dm B AL
FEATIAR T @ Ws A oA KB & %6 M 9N &P R TR 09 3F 54 M AT A R 69 R a9 T S LB e T oA K
Bt FAER & A B A R AR B ARk ) SR SR B T AT AR, BERRE 3 MNEEGTG S
A KT AR Ak ) ZAE R ARIPAEAER R B 2 A3t A X T Heh 4 Fh 348 E —— A TR E e 548, A T8
B AT AR, AT HEAMEAREFNB 40 E AR TR T BN -8R &
Ja 3 AR AR T @ AT T RE.

KB B B R A A KB A A A R A A R R 4

HPEESES: TP31I

rroCs| A A oG SRR, AR5, B4 1 17 0 A1 2 B TSR ML (1 2 B BORBIT T 4338 0 2741, 2021,32(7):2078-2102. http://www.
jos.org.cn/1000-9825/6269.htm

P 5| R0 Zhang CB, Li Y, Jia T. Survey of state-of-the-art fault tolerance for distributed graph processing jobs. Ruan Jian
Xue Bao/Journal of Software, 2021,32(7):2078-2102 (in Chinese). http://www.jos.org.cn/1000-9825/6269.htm

Survey of State-of-the-art Fault Tolerance for Distributed Graph Processing Jobs

ZHANG Cheng-Bo!, LIYing'?, JIA Tong®

'(School of Software and Microelectronics, Peking University, Beijing 102600, China)
*(National Engineering Research Center for Software Engineering, Peking University, Beijing 100871, China)
*(School of Electronics Engineering and Computer Science, Peking University, Beijing 100871, China)

Abstract: As the growth of graph data scale and complexity of graph processing, the trend of distributed graph processing shall be
inevitable. However, graph processing jobs run with severe reliability problems caused by the uncertainty originated from inside and
outside the distributed graph processing system. This study first analyzes the uncertainty factors of the distributed graph processing
frameworks and the robustness of different types of graph processing jobs; then proposes an evaluation framework of fault tolerance for
distributed graph processing based on cost, efficiency, and quality of fault tolerance. This study also analyzes, evaluates, and compares the
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replication based fault tolerance, and algorithm compensation based fault tolerance—combining related researches. Finally, the direction
of future researches is prospected.
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Fig.1 Abstract level of distributed graph
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Fig.2 Distributed graph processing framework components and their types
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Fig.3 Examples of graph-cut methods and communication modes
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N2 B ] GG AE BT A4 BRI 42 R IR SR ME WD AR IR & (initial state) & s;; 24 RO A S, T0 s A R BT A4 R 1) 42 =)
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BORFSFN2 J7) — BUIRS R IGE 528 2R, BT S28yoSsioSac.

5,: Initial state

5;,+ Lastest state before failure
5.1 Faulty state

5.2 Final state

5,1 Approximale final state
Sqe: Globally consistent states
Sgp: Strong valid states

Spr: Weak valid states

S All states

R: Failure recovery

PR: Post recovery

Fig.4 Changes of global states in distributed graph processing jobs during failure-free execution and after failure
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FEA B BOUWR S TE B 57K A 0 R 7 G S Bl B AR i e < i — AR AR, anARRS W32 8 bug 5 AE T 7] 73 A7 2 ]
TR 1 25 v 2 B AR R 1R R ph IR I s e 5 | S ) 2R 3K

AR 5% WM 5% B R AT AR ZE 5, AR B0 H 45 R G 2 TR RS R G 5 R G RE
AT A5 AR AR 408 AR 15 1) < 2880 B IR PR AS (), A B 24k 1) 14 B0, 2R BRI 4 49 N o 2 2K 2 (Byzantine failure) . 1% RE 2%
% (performance failure). ¥t Jf 2% X (omission failure). it %2 & (crash failure) I [ {5 11 2% 24 (fail-stop failure).
PE 43 A7 2B TS R o JE 2 R JiR DR AT DL AR B R, A A T R N IR AS H R A B R R R 46 B
RS M e e 28 D DR S B TR T T A M AR A I AR AR B 5 VH 25 T 38 e R R ) Y A
M ARAR AR AT 0SB BT 55 (08 S5 B ¥t 2R RO gk — 25 061 4, BIOZ Y i M, R A TEAS A £ M W BB 5 A
BEIERF R G #H M T 100 A R RO R R T S 0 A M, B IR, AT R R T,
PR TR 2 3G U R I R GRS OB ARIAE BN T T — R AR AL MG RIS, B I AR R S B8
JURIE T B BUR IR AR IV B R AETY A My B R AT SR AE B 4 T B I LT 4k SR8 B T
FEA R R AR NIRAS AR R4 1R R 3h R G R 2 B R4 N BIIR S T B 22 47 1) N RS 25 2 TE A 1) A2
o300 P T AR b R 452 1 2R A — 20 A 23, N 2% B TRT B, 1T R4y D 2k 2k 2 (cascading failure) . £ m 4K
M (multi-node failure) F1 5. 55 2k &4 (single-node failure). JL B 5 2 2 48 R — B ) G — /N5 S g 152 00
2200 e 48 TR B A 22 AN 79 R0 Vot TAT R 056 % 280 00 2 4R AE X A 35 9 AURDIRZS B AT PR I o A v B B v SO
RUTI T AR 00 52 B AE B 5 0 25 ) 5 2 B BB R TR AH DG 1, 9 LR Ab 3 5 2% R 3K 1) A AL 1) A A e
% Kb T 7 B 1) 2 28, DR b, T Adh PR ) e B 24k 2 R S AR il A 1T T 1) 3 AT =X B AR M A L B ) B A
bRz —.

T 1) A7 X P A b P 25 A AL )3 5 A A S5 T ) 2 820 B SR B v A B2 RS TR 7 VE R SR SR 5 7
V5B 3 ANAMACRETUR S KRBT R K S K 6 JEn 1T E 4 FpIRAS A A4 A EAEH . 4
BV IE 5 38 47 B, — 77 TR ZS TU AR AR X AR Mk 4 & R ZS B IE RS AT TUR ARAT 2L BT AR A F e 1A Hhx
FLFEAT BT 53— 7 T, 2R SOR WU ZE A e A b G R S 838 A7 IR ZS 3R AT AR I, 21 A B 2% 280K A i AR k4 SRR
A RIS 2R BORES IR B 2 R0k 52 4044 5 I A R 380tk 52 284 1) A 2 BCHR 28 RTT R RS AR b 3R 47 W B2, 24 Tk

© PEBEBPHIFST  hip:/www, jos. org. cn



kAR @& oA KB 3 ARk 0§ ZAR KRB 4Rk 2085

SR G AE N A RPIR S B BOA IE HIRES.
e | %
|k s |-

[3Hd]] RS

R

Fig.6 Global states in distributed graph processing jobs and fault tolerant framework
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Fig.7 “Impossible Triangle” of cost, efficiency and quality of fault tolerance
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Fig.8 Development of fault tolerance in distributed graph processing
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Fig.9 An example of fault tolerance based on global consistency checkpointing
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b SRR AR E R AR 5 M ) (non-deterministic)—— B 48 & MRl — AN 4 B — SUIR S I B 1H 5L 45 R E
2 AEAE SE VR 22 1 IX PRI T 2R 38U & R AR Wk B2 28 e 4 Jm — BB R0 M T B & R — B 4 7 B4R
Bt B BT A R R E ] — i TR) B Y AR AT 28 AT S A A TP I BN T U T R 2R R ) i R 4% 4 R P
RE T B SCHR[S2]4% HH— P T )= 38 — SUD IRIEAT 37 20 (R A7 A0 38 Wk B2 000 ¥ i e, SCR R B0 55 25 R 38 AL ) %o
ERB AR 2B MBI EEV LR RFEER -8 R FREF PR — % (progressive reads
consistent) B AT {R1IE 25 519 1. T2, 76 15 % S AT A2, B & TH 51 50 B B Y8 (R AT PO EBARAS B I L, 3 9k 2>
7[RI PR AE I PR HR =, AT 92D 1 X 28 G L [E] R, EH T SR 3 — BOPR R T R PIR S — B0 Y sUERRE A — B
R A master 7T A5 T EEARHE IR (] AR 0% R ARAT. PRIIT ,H T1E 2 U RUE L T W 5 2R 2501 m& Ik 52 () I
FE BT M 11 Fios 78 R B0 S B BT 20T 25 55 AN S7 43 il I 5 52 30 F4) J=5 3 — BB R SR 5 14 | PR
MG 555 2 2805 I AR R (1) RS 1 AR AT i a LRI s, W06 40;(2) FH HA 5 A b 0 R Tt S (R 45 e A
R FHIRIR S/ s, HUFTAE 17T MRS EN T 7 RS E T EL);(3) fEi%3 LT Rt HE
Wi S, A5 B S PR S A R AT S A I AR T b 2 e i e AT S A RUOREE T PR — B
(4) HEAENT A a FITE PR H R BE G 1 R80T 5 b BAE— AN EE DL B R A o MRS S, B
ZEFETE T AR PR —BUE, 2 SR IR R FE 25 R R & AR SR I R — B 5P R SR A R
— B A AU A TR BRAR T 22%~51%, Ik 2> T X1 Ml 1F & 12 47 1 B 0 M R JT 8 9F BLAE R U S Y
BLZ T ETT DL 2 IR R, 32 A7 A ENEL R UK E K G B BT BB T 2R — 8 & S &/ [
WIREJHEME T 1.5~3.2 {58800, % 7 ER AR 28R — B0 & S/ EE TR R S R B e e
AR AR VA R 5 AT TEAE MV, AN B SRR 2 JR m T4 AT 4 /) — SR L.
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Fig.11 Recovery of multi-node failure
11 2 AR K i A )
413 EETRE SR T
® 1t ER AR A B T B A R AR A « BRI R 3 MEE 6 MR _ERIFZma (L
Pregel. GraphLab 1 PowerGraph H )4 & — Sk 75 5 2 651 SO SEHE), I 30T T % b W AR BB ST 7
25 H B 0 53 S £ TR 02 A R 6 52, TS S X8 08 2 935 35 16 82 (recovery progressively),
QIR BOR LI TR 43 P (partially  recovered) i 1H 5 23 FR X E 2R X — 1) Bl 76 J5 S0 T H BRI AR HOR
T R TP AR T R AR O A v 4 JR) — S50k 2 s 2 A 1 A0 A B B o 7 G B B ) PR 17 R 98— 3
67 5 A DI A R A M R R AR v BT AR AR — BUR A AR B BOR b SCHR[41,47-49] 5353
T AF ML (538 47 IR A —— 57 3 0 25 A8 A AR b PR e 2 A 28— 80 T o S 7 0V U5 2 R A, S I T P e
T FE9 KRR FEE AR AER, (L AT 5 2 Ak B2 e ] P A 82 48 o, 5 ELAE SCRR (48] 3B BRAN R I 1 — 8 B N 0 A
T SCHR[50,5 1] J0) 388 3o 44 bR B R A7 ot A 5 5 i vk SR I AR 1) F 6, /0N I 5 3t A T e 2 A P PR BB T4, 9 B R Y
Sk FCAt R A 70 £ R B — BORL A 5 b, SCRR (52100 3 0 8 BEALA it 1, AN F s R BRI 2 42 )R — BUR
AN 2 B 1 R R RN A YR RIS AT IR0 OF HLZ T VR I — AR P R /NI B AR TR A Ak R
B AR T AR 2 2 o R ) B AR, 0 V00 4 JR) — SO ML R 4 J=) T 5 TE AR b F R 2 S

Table 1 Comparison of fault tolerance based on checkpointing

® 1 OETRE QARSI T

ik W e | messr | s | SR i | xmra,
[414749] | RHEWME | w0 ED) s Fa | am—siey | TEERE

o | Es | RERE | ENAbES S #n Fa | o | EERED
(50511 | el 4 P2 g A | amspey | EEEEE

| B %t 1 i ) iR E R maagEy | TR

42 ETHEWARE

I T 5 B 2 PR W (piecewise deterministic assumption), — AT 4% [ S0 AT AT DLk 2 A — IR 75 18] B
(state intervals) ¥ F1, AN [8] & )7 21 N —AN 3B & M A 46 . H & (logging) 2 A IEM E AR v @ A &R
(the determinants of the nondeterministic event)Egi‘i“ %[53].@ﬁ,%? HEW 53 TG S S48 2 B8,
TR N 5 (R TR 70, I e T SR A s I R (R T L), S5 S T VR A Sk T IS AT (I R 4
B, T RAEAR 2 100 430 A0 2B AR 8 28 AR b3 P ARONL ) 5 T A G b B T R R A I R A
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SELEAR ML B H 32 AT B8], 18 S AT 55 1 AR 0 58 11 F 4, A1 7E GraphX(Spark)H ic 3% RDD 43 [X [] #% #45/F ) Lineage;
TE 2R 350 S0 305 H 78 58 BRR BT 45 M S il P HECHR S 22 2 R0 f5e 37 DR 245 1 2 5, 170 AR 2R AR 45 WA [l 2
B SEELZ IR R 53 A AR SEBRAE A TSR F S R TR EE AL 2 A 2 SRR T B AR I R
AU SR AR 7 VE FE R 6 T R R T BB I A EOR 2 T 1 T v SR [R5 R AL ) ) 23 A X

THEAE L TE SCHR (4], Pregel & BSP [F5 18 AL S E b A 1 T0 AT 25 320 47 8 538 50 A T R AT 45 1 1 J R
B AT S WO SR R e Y S T S ARG T A — o T A TR S L TR Y
STE PR S 18] 2 0 7 AR I LR A 2 1, TR MG A7 AE A A X SR B AR R 1 R AT i SR B AT R S
SRR SN, SEAF T e B S BORT RS A AT RO R A T B A B TS BR AR IR B T R A
5 R TR AR 1 ST R AT 3 B T R R BV R, 20T R B 2 U AR I IETE VR B I T R MR IR R
A3 ARG BE KT MG IS RO IR 2R 380 AT 2 IR S B G FR B 2 5 M RIRE I IE A 2,98 )5 4 7 2 A
B EEAE— AR AR Sk AT R T SE B A R A

TEIE I FE TAE A 2T B E ST DL A T IHATZ R E ik B A T RE R HERE T
VERIA AN G B AR B I8 AR X X 0 M AR 3EAT T 40 16 23 A Fl BE A
42.1 FETIT IR B A4

— J5 T, BT B S A AT 5 TR BRSOG4 R UR AR SR SEAE T R R R T BT S B R A A
B 53— 77 A% 48 1) S BURT S 1T ALK R D712 5 BUR OV B0 R A LR B R, T 3 0 2 28 R R s [
T3 A T AR R v BB VR T A T () (9 PR TR b RO PR P B 9 R 0 R I — L ) R S R A TR B R
HRIRHEAT IAT 2 IR, SCHR[54,55] 50 00 T 28 2k 2 I 43 X 3 U 3 () RO AT IR R 7 % 5 VE R T master
A RS ) EE R B T 5K SR AT A B 2 AN B X R R Ak v ) SR AT A B SEBIAT IR o R R T R
Ji R W UF IR 2 B AR B BT, 8 T A — AN & T 2 1 T R % T VETE AR L IE F s AT A 1A,
worker 7 B2 G REANE D T & B 4 XA TE S RCAS AN ] 4 X T) )38 45 B AR, T8 42 )= [R5 #3018 46 A5 56 g vt
MR B master 15 #1885, Lu A1 Shen 25 AP URH 7 —Fhg &2 08 1 iH RGBS A AT & 2 Hh bR
T3 2B PG5 AR < g /N VR R B 7 R IR RV T AR AU B2 1] master 225 T WACHE B R 04 A0 S R X R RO AR
TR B 7 5 I T O AR AR B AR 2 SR AR AT 2 IR B DT H B AL A AR A AL
), AH EE B AR Y S A BRE R BT R T T 12~30 £ (H AN, H BRI /O th45 R IE W 1847 H R TIRK
[ 1 e R4 HRAT TR 5 i AH LG E R BRI R T AU R O L EE R R R B KRR LR R G IR W BT
BB v B 047 A A Mk M B SR — 8 B2

IR TAETEH: T Vertex-Centric 4 P25 2 FH VY S5 A4 38 38 3 AL 1 14 73 A 3 B SR b b SEBLZ BRAR B 2+
HAAR),H TAEE st 2 L TR 7R T AT RS 1Pl b SR 1% 5 V6 I AN & P T 22 T 25000 8 A3 AL 1 19 4y
A S F AR AR X FAE ML A8 3% join #E =42 19 FH T groupBy H13H B /2 A e SE B 32 FR ik & 117 ,aggregation
BRAE T AW o X DH) B8 AR G R 4% 5 N shuffle #E, R EEY A ENAREFSZE5EH, FEEE2KE
(complete recovery). T A&, CHA[50,511%& H —Ff i i 245 — 30 53 X (co-partioned) 1 H & A0 45 & 110 25 45 75 v LA sk
TR ¥ 32 FRAK B AE T3 AT BA R BN THE T SURAETE groupBy FRAE ) HA 37 UK 26 197 8,8 1E Log; 2k
R E W BB 12 B, B Vertex U6 1 712 T & 5] 5 2 552 TS E, 1T Message F1 Log I35 1 Fl2 H
PRI R G158 2 5 A5 s v Bz B R TR A B X (RS T A 3. 9. 6)7EF A7 sl 4T groupBy
FRAE IR FH A R A7 V8 BT HRAT SRR K E I AR, 5 21 Vertex F1 Edge R DA 23 5l 8 5 e 2/ 1 8 0 AT
SEAT il 1 S G B O F , TR B join #RAEAN & S EGE &K, X aggregation FRAESR UL, N T A 5| N FEAK K
R, BN Vertex 1 Neighbor #EAT — £ 55 X, T K H % A0 9 28 AR OC 2R B8 0, A SR 30 1 2k T 5040 e A3 WL 7
a3 A 2B (52 BR 1k 5.1 12 7 3 (<D 2 BEAR AR P 5 T — 2 2 PR B I AR I I FAT 4k, — 2K 58
I AL B ARS8 1T R DS S 4 (B ) B 2 i VB AR L B K L1 T 48%~81% I R Ak 52
I [R], 2 35 58 T T R R B .
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Fig.12 An example of parallel confined recovery®**!!

12 FAT 32 PR K R 244511201

422 ETREHHERFHEH

F 9 . B R AR R A OGO H AR R AR R AT T B e 3, X 4 o PR R R A B i B
(B 2 25 2 B B T8 JEL AT M B o FE P 1) SCRR[48 1 B R A B S 8 5 LWCP ik ERH TR TR EH
1) H % R 47 LWLog(LightWeight logging) 7845 .2 T B 10 H [FIRE IR T0 A5 58 9 AN 8 AR i 48 e 5 v, 78 IF
WG AT AR, LWLog /7 VE A ARAZ T s A B A A T SUME 2 75 AR BT B HI AR IR L B A8 5 TR A7 1 808 =20
OEYERNT OV, K KUk A>T WA 5 FH I 7E 2 280 Wk 52 1), 32 A7 749 i 7% 2 A I 0 DR A AE A 1 1) T s AL AR
AT ST T B R IE AR T A AR B R S R S EN Y R E S KR RN
DA A A B 4 B B 2K DR R R o5 P O sk /7 L 5 B 90 S ) o A K 7 A R 92>, DT 2 3 ik b T &R
GLIEH B AT R RETT 45 5 4k, 8 T 5 LWCP J7 vk —FERI IR, LWLog A FREA b ES 5.
423 BT HEMEREX SN

F2HI2T B TAEMAA N 2T B E RS TE U BRI &% 3 AN 6 AN br L IE2 M (LA Pregel
T H B PR SR ), IR 3EAT T 6 L.

Table 2 Comparison of fault tolerance based on logging
F2 ETHEMBEREHLSX

DR W R
pimg | 5451 | O [ xim g TETTYN T | aR—BfEL %&if}ifj
WEIER | g0y | Foa 7 i T Fae | am—spy | TERRD
BIEAANT | ee | nEme | muesEss | kanain | A% | am-sdes | CEEEE

AT H SRR OR R T i DR 0 AR A RE 6 STRE 4R — Bl O A0 BT KR 1 0k O R T 2
T IFAT 3 BRAK 510 25 i SN0 2 T 0] P R AR B A, SCHR[50,51,54, 55147 38 3o A1) S 47 775 e PR L 9 T R BE UK
T 2R R AL R, 9 78 23 R T AS TR 23 A 31 o SEHE S A0 R R e v AR DR 52 SRR 79, LA T i T
ARV/INES 22 54 RSN SN RE T4 0 2 AR B A DR AT (0 A B SN T PR R BE T, O HL, SCHR[48]08 T3k

75 5 4 0 3 I 3 T B RR) Vertex-Centric 9 A5 A5 SR8 A7 T SR A S5 26 RRFKD AR, DR B tha i oK 17 2670 A
JIRAS.
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43 ETEFIHNEE

H ffill (replication) A& $8 £ MT 55 Bl A (task replicas)[F] i 12 17 78 A [\ 1) 82 98 b LLARIEAT 45 18 47 S 18 77
122100V 75 8 R S R Ak B T AT A 1) R 2 R B I R O A R R B T R 2 R A A U A Y
R I B A H R WA R ——RI A B BR ) 7 77 DAL B i) 26 R i K AR i s R i B T E )
P ELHE B 2 RO B L S RT3 TR 2 AME 5 B A FRE I SN 9 43 B ST IS AT B v B R
48 58 IR 5 S B T AT A5 T AUk ) 2 280 A T i o DA SR 3 A S5 43 U N AT v SRR i o R A
E5 I 5 FAE S A ORFPIRES [R5 Rk 4% 3 3 4F 55,24 AT 55 2Rk R0, BIAAT 55 T DAY B B0 B #2684 £ AF 55, TR
UEAEML 4k 2232 4T . T 3045 & B AR B 50 AR PR P 5 ) 5 B AR 38 AT T 40 1R 73 A1 FRT B
43.1 Wsh S HI A

AR — B B SRR K ERAS 1B B LLR A Y 10 4 5 FB A, 45 &R G0 1 % I8 4T 5 SR K B 148l
FE— MBI KA 8~31 557U bk 8 i, 4 JR — BOR B A A4 7 B RR SEAE T s B AL DL ER 4 R
— B R SR B KR /O BRAE R T AU /O 3, 5 3 38Uk SRR AR T AE I 1 43 A X B T SR 4
O T X, G AT edge-cut(FB AT ghost, i 3(c)FTan)8i3E T vertex-cut(U1 & 3(d)iTzm) Y1 4 7712,
SRR A RE RIS F A A8, SCHR[57] % B, A e B - SR M AN 75 B2 Aol o 1 45 51, B B 258
R DK ) T A — ke B SRR M ) 5 SR D Rk K, T PR 0 XK o AR R A g8 3 A ) P9 TR R T R R
T LRI A R 2 AT B AN 25 5 76 2R R0 58 4 25 DR R AS  BE T F3AIC 17 o0 &6 SR A 00 B2 1) s )3k TR 3R S 30 5 #)
AR B AR B A LR AL T R SR Stk T 52, SCHR (57148 th T AR S A7 L BRI AR RS
IR B TV e R RCT A B AR TE R AR R A 1 30 5 IO A 33 AT A, T X 8 A A P PN T e T T )
16, 3F HAE GAS #2841 Scatter B B R 20T sl A BB IRDIRAS B 2% 7,75 EHAT R EE 1 Scatter 3 4F PR 4,
1% 5 V2 AR AEAE MV T 5 38 AT 5 1R 45T AR A0 41 P 25 4 4%, B DAL IE 86 12847 B A0 1 SR I Mk R R4 05T 7E 2%
RO b H AR S A7 HRAS BBz B A 2 3501 AURPIRES, T BRI BB ) Scatter $A4F BIT 75 Z2 1) I [A] 328 /N T —
A SRR 2 () B ), BT LA SR 0k 52 RIT 75 FR S D) AR AL A, 224 [ B 2R 238 s B 22 i6F,— O T 5 Pk 8238 AT B[] T
AP 2 3K, o — 7 T, 25 SR 1 A4 1 32 0 T e B - IR AEG, B L 2 4 U7 VR A R T 22 it 5 28RN 2 k2 R AR A TR
SR

T SCHR[58,59] Tl e 3ok ot 22 A Pl 0 5 AN B B0 3R 47 23 7 05 R I, PR T s rh i A R AR RN AR AN o5 — /N 43, 9
HIEH —# 55 2 H Fh(selfish vertex)Ti s, 1% 6 [ FA T s 7E B #6445 1) _EAR I 98 A H 3l 7E SR 7R Ak 3l
RANZ: 5 F A AR ART THL A R T B0 5 TR b A 75 B D AR /N — 3 23 U R AR R A 1R Al B A ToL s ) a2 7 ) 25 6 )
AR 13 JEaR T AEAN A 0 B HOE AR VA R SR B AS (R T SR o B 4B R A 4/ 0 P 25 i ) AN BT o BT 2
Wang F1 Chen 25 A\ P83Uy J 31 S8 A% AL 1], 70 15 5 38 AT A4 ANEE 20 560 TR HE Bl AR (R0 5 R SR Bl A R 7 1 A% ) 1)
ARZS AT (R A2 9 HAE A 42 5 1R) A2 W i 347 Bt 2k 28ksn W, 5 2 28, M o 23 A 7E 2 AN 324270 s BRI RIA IEAT
PR B T R I SUIRES e 28 % 7 IR AR 4 JR) — B0k 25 57V 7E 1R 18 AT 3 18] 45 SR 19 14 R 84 1 35 Rl D U
T/ B NAERNELE ARSI TR R RE T SN 0.6%~3.7%; 15 R R & M B, B - R0 w1 T A s A4y
AAEAN A S AE 1T R B LI 2 AN 32 A7 Y SO AT M B R 2R RTT s BFR S AR A PR B SE 36 R 1 7 V5 AE 3.4s
PR ERE 100 J5ANT PR A 2R R0 Wk 5, 3 HAR LESCRR[57],1% T VR BRI IR ROIRAS 5 R ARTIRAS — 4, T BA
WAL INAENY 1) JE YK R 1B AT I TA] AL, 1% 7 VRN R SRR € B0 1 22 m U5 A0 IT HLIEAE 48 5 Hlc 39 in, 9 A2 A
JEAE T4 2 Bl 38 .
432 EEEHIAH

TEA F= IR B A B 1 R 457 1k 26 R, 43 A0 2K B U BEAE IO THI I 5 R 82 R R o JE 2 280, 3% 8 2R 1R e o i 1
B B B A R [R5 S U 3. R 7 A D 5 Ak B2 — 5 B ) o JE R K, SCHR (6014 T — Fh kT A +1 R
A1) B AR A4S U7 VR e TR I 4 X RN 7 X B -1 A RIAS (35 28 UGB 25 TF 5 H B AN w50 43
X B A AL R f I8 AT 858 AN 2 58 U 55, & A worker 9 sUKEREAS 43 DX RIS AR 7S WS 1 ne A
15, 64 H K% 45 master 19 s 55 B master 9 g FUEE A X RIS (8] 06 A B8 2 75 4 [0, 6 A0 R0, 0038 N — /N
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Fig.13 The percent of vertices without replicas, including normal and selfish vertex (left)

and the percent of extra replicas for fault tolerance (right)l***"!

Bl 13 TERSREIAR 1 0 BT o5 L A1 A AT S 61 222 () 25 A i ol L i) 05>

4.3.3 LT EHIEHE b

R3HNEE T LR TAR KDL AT I T SR A (0 2 B AR FROAR R AN 1K 3 AN 6 A b B HTRZ I (LA Pregel
o ) 4 JR) — SO B A A R R ) R HEAT TR B R B T S Y A R 1 R TSR IR U AL AR 1 43
A7 S THRAR M, JF BLAE 48 B8 0 3 32 2T AR 0E 10 R A BT DA 3SR SRR A PR R B 1) K 2, T HLBE
B A K B R 3 AT H A A ARt B 22 4 0 —— 7R SCHR[S 7] 7 2 J PR I 1) £ 39 4 R 4 SR 2 ) BRI,
E SR (58,591 J& A A7 8 5 T8 AR J8 £ 16 1, 78 STHR (601 JUJ 2 425 RE I /60 2R 280 0k 2 IS 1) £ 2 o 3 4 T 2>
TR, I 7 e 5 2 o) 5 e AR R 2 3l 52 it 2 B R 2 18 ) (49 37 S AN (R DR IR S 380 17 7 2 AR AR« RO A i
B U A SR A (] R 5 1 0 AR L B R A BEAR D B, D I T AR A — ) A O R T A R R
£ 25 SRV 2 A A0 1R D22 5ROy T DA R 0 v ) B U0 AR T 2 52 A P 2 8 2.

Table 3 Comparison of fault tolerance based on replication

3 AT EHIE AL X

TS W i
s | P FF | REORE | R | TXEMEE TR
55 BEE | EERLE | RS K<)
W | 57 VR WHPEY | BERD | AmE | EBWEL | AREROEK
st | [58,59] | DN GRMETR | Ui a0 | BERS | RE | A fdE W | BREENE A KK
Igiﬁ [60] & )EPEN | BERm | R | eS| A RS R Rk

44 EBETEFEWNENEE

%A (algorithmic compensation) & &1 5 45 iz 282 1 B - SR Ml 7 e & 26 5 4 P 100 SR M S vk
BLREAE R S IR 75 F 3ok A2 6 T S0 2 0 2 8 280 28 ST AR S TR T S bR R N 43 T R R 1 SR A
TEF B AT B B, AN AT ART R 245 R Y T A 4 A, AT SE BRI 1 8 38 AT 1 2 1k RE IR 4, 2 R ORI 3 HRT
TE SR B B A R R TR RIS (A 2 2 4 R — BUIRE), 221 SR IR Rl gk 2R3z 47 3% R T
TE X AME SR AR AE T XD 2 T BLVEAME 245 20 0 N B AME BV S A R [ SURME VR R R B
M SRR AE A7 3B FAE AL 2 9, DLSCRE — 2R BT SR, 24 P S B S i, 2 SRV e O 5% W
;1T i 3 D02 o g P 448 T S ARV 2, 28 B0 T — P R i AR BAE 28, 3 9 3 B AR R AR BB 4R T M P B AR
BTH SRl 1) 75 0 LA S IR TR SC 45 A B A 0 BIF 50 T A S 3 8 P 5 T R M ) R AR R AT VR AT 1 43 T R
pagia
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441 PWEAMEE LA

L5 SC 1 JR 38— SO 1 S AL T I A O — R, 4 R — B A AP R R R A R R T R S
a3 A 2 T EAE 22 9 38 SR R TSR 00 5 25 8 BE AL (R A0 AR T T LA 09 H B R4S BOR, 6182 GraphX
%=+ RDD [ Lineage, it /& Pregel [12E11H 210 H B4 H A IANIE & 400 FE 1K) 575 T S0, 0 VR S B s 4L
1952 PR 52 . SCHR[36,37 )WL 42 3, 7E Maiter HEZE b ] 52— KRR S e T3 2 (delta-based) 2 MiH H TR 1
A 2 B A M 1O 7 53 2R Ml P e A A T R 5 ) G A 8 6 4 T A R 084 A, T A E IR AR
PRt R PR A N 20 A SR P A0 T et ) 388 (3 AT B8 T, 1T 1 B O T P S 3 ) M 4 X — I AR B T
U HH 1 A0 R T R TR M R S R B 1Y (BN TR U, S B SON 1 U ) SR (3 {5 B
TEHT B B 038 B, 4 P SRR S P 1 R T A > T X TO0 B R AT TR, B S TOL e T 38 Y ik
& R AR DL PR, B2 TR RUE S A — B E A 1Rk B 2600 2 1t SCHR[36,3 713 I 43 1T i K I -3
FE b, 2 B AIE B A S AR G Hp R R T A O (DS WS AR IR AE T Rk L RIS B Ak
TR A 2B LA, 2 R AT A RS R R, AT 3277 TR K 5 LA 2 i I 2 0 4 Ak AR AT B R
N5 1) 408 JE TR R AL SR T 594 380 5 T ot 1 48 2 L, A 24 L B M T — AN S 80T it AR R R AS (55 R0k
), 5 TR A Gk S 5, B 4 AT DATS 3 J LT 58 A W 00 VE b 46 R e 2812 7 VA TE AR 7 TH S 0 7 M e 48
RN J7 AR TE K 528026 75 T, A7 1 RN R AN S5 45, T B2 AR A O mT .
442 HEAMEE LR

AR IR N EAMEEE BT P S5 8 B SRR E B 87, H L e 4 L RE A3 2100 Aol
25 5, T 1E SCHR[32] 9, Phoenix 4% {8 2 2405 BITE SRS SRS 19 7% koG B BAE L 4oh 4 25 B Fe e
e BT R IEAE M . 4 B A BF IE AR ML AN 4 5 — BB k. Dathathri 5 AP2%FIX 4 2808V 4 AT 7 VRSN
ST ARG, I 2 B T AT 3 SRAEML B SR B N IX 3 R AR T AH L R UK & APL LUE T
P E S IUAME SR AT A X B R MR APT LA 4G 1 bR SOV i N I S T SUIR S R T A
IEAE ML, APT LA AE 1K b8 B A v i N [ I 5080 00 AR 28 A P IR 45 TAE 9 3R 0 T 4 R i IE 5%, APT @
TR TG4k . EE BT AR A0 R0 BT T S R A e N I R BT T ACIRAS AN TAE A R B AR R UK B T AR
ST BSP [F] 5 B AL 09,3 28 /0 F5 B i — e vk B AE MM 78 AR BOIR A B 5, 88 1m0 1R AR & R A
) 25 5 5 25 VR FE AL 35 T B 28,52 T Phoenix APT I FH 7 B2 F AR5 3> 4 00 25 485 WL ik 76 A b 1F 7 33 47 B G M g
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Fig.14 An example of non-fail-stop failure threat in global consistency checkpointing fault tolerance
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