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Abstract: Knowledge graphs are the main representation form of intelligent data. With the development of knowledge graphs, more and
more intelligent data has been released in the form of the resource description framework (RDF). It is known that the semantics of
SPARQL correspond to graph homomorphism which is an NP-complete problem. Therefore, how to efficiently answer SPARQL queries in
parallel over big RDF graphs has been widely recognized as a challenging problem. There are some research works using the MapReduce
computational model to process big RDF graph. However, SPARQL queries in these works are decomposed into the set of query clauses
without considering any semantics and graph structure embedded in RDF graph, which leads to overmuch MapReduce iterations. This
study first decomposes the SPARQL query graph into a set of stars by utilizing the semantic and structural information embedded RDF
graphs as heuristics, which can be matched in fewer MapReduce iterations. Meanwhile, a matching order of these stars is given to reduce
intermediate results in MapReduce iterations. During the matching phase, each round of MapReduce adds one star with the join operation.
The extensive experiments on both synthetic dataset WatDiv, and real-world dataset DBpedia are carried out. The experiments results
demonstrate that the proposed star decomposition-based method can answer SPARQL BGP queries efficiently, which outperforms SHARD
and S2X by one order of magnitude. Finally, extensive experiments show that the performance of the optimization algorithms is improved
by 49.63% and 78.71% than the basic algorithm over both synthetic and real datasets.

Key words: star decomposition; distributed; basic graph pattern matching; large scale RDF graphs; MapReduce
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PREFIX yago:(http://dbpediaorg/class/yago/)
PREFIX dbp:¢http://dbpediaorg/property/)
SELECT ?country ?population
WHERE{
?country a yago:LandlockedCountries.
?country dbp:populationEstimate ?population.}
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1. QM«;
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SATEH TATIRMGEIE T (WA H775 22 1 W LLIL ALY RDF B vh TR I i 224 S(>1):(3) 26 8 ATERIE T i
A IR SR S S() LA R RBURAE A BRI T EARHRER N(v) LIMICRC S5 R (T);(4) 4 9 171k
[T T /RSB B R N(v) LI TTRE 45 SR Q(T). BIL, 2 TE T 171 RDF &l G K TLC 25 SR X(T) b 2,(T) IR FF4E, Horhy,
veV.

Bl LHRIESVE 1L,A T, 4 RDF =4IE G LA 6 NILE 4R, A F5{?w,—DekkerT,?x—KoontzD},{?w;—
KingS,?x—GoldingW},{?w;—>GibsonW,?x—SpeculativeFiction},{?w;—GibsonW,?x—BorgesJL},{?w;—>GoldingW,
2x—VerneJ}1{?w,—DekkerT,?x—KingS}..2 J& T, £ RDF ~#IK G L 4 NILE SR, i {?x—>KingS,?y—
TheShining,?g—GothicFiction,?w,—GoldingW,?c—Portland,?a—NationalBookA},{?x—KingS,?y— TheStand,?g—
GothicFiction,?w,—GoldingW,?c—Portland,?a—NationalBookA}%%,T; £ {?y—House,?p—ThomasNelson,?g—
HorrorFiction},{?y—TheShining,?p—Doubleday,?g—GothicFiction},{?y—LordoftheFiles,?p—FaberandFaber,
?2g—Allegory}ix 3 AMILELE R

FIBULHNRF ToTaTo, UMY Ty To A JL= 1 T T DO AR B Ty B Tg (R UG C 45 SRBEAT X e A )
Al 6x3=18 ASrpiE) £ VLRI R ToTaTy HUZE /M 1A i) 45 A {?x—King$S,?y—TheShining,?g—
GothicFiction,?w,—GoldingW,?c—Portland,?a—>NationalBookA,?p—Doubleday,?g—GothicFiction}. 3% T £ £ &
fift EAT SPARQL BGP 2% 1 VT Fe I, S ] 1) &2 T VG B M 7 A 1R v 1) 45 A B S0 22 S

X RDF & G L[y #r i) Q,H Pred(u)Z& 7 T st u (19 )& 4 (o w2 18 1) 52 & Pred(u)={pi|(u,pi,u;) € Q}. A £ freq:
2> NiR[PIEE p 75 RDF B G 4R, LR freq(p)={(si,p,0:)|(5i,p,0:) € G}, VR 71k H AR BT  4 & A S0 ) ke 38
I h-{H AN B 7 PR (1) A R v T 0 L R R, 2 TR P &0 i o1 v AR AN O] R TR 4 LA
T A AR IR TR USRS IN 25 28 58 B8 2 1048 &;(2) iy B b T AR 2571 RDF £5cdis B PR AT, 12 T A )
e R R A 2 24 DG C DA% s A YT SR A T I 2 7 AR AR R 2D B DR C 25 2R A SR T u PR P AT Ja 1k A
U h(u)=0; 75 T, 25 0 B P T AT u 1K) h-fE 1 R AR SR

| outDeg |
minpePred(u) freq(p)

BT 1 ] 00 A [ (0 B2 TR 43 fiff 45 SR, AN [) %) B2 T G P U 7 A g AT 3 A b = 2R i) b ) 5 R A B B B A
[T e A Ik A AR S 1 2 e R G A S LLEE T RDF B 0 25 M 45 SN 28 18 X h-{E1E 0 B kA5 R
I B0 HEWE 0T BGP A i) I BEAT 43 i, 15 20 v 1) 45 AL I A UG BC MR 3% 73 iff SR 1) 503 B4 AR A L 5
2.

ik 2. RIBSMREVE.

% N:SPARQL BGP #rif] Q:{tps,...,tpn};

B IE R F D{Ty,..., Tn}

1. RIBIHEBANY DD,

2. ] Q PR EAES Que—{slseSub(Q)aseVar};

h(u) =

M)



IE F KA RDF B4E Lo R am X EHae 505

3. if QD then /& WE P AL EIEN &

4. r<argmax,.q h(v); /BERCh-(E 5 KT G AE 0 55— AN R AR
5. else

6. r<-argmaxycsunq)(v);

7. genStar(r,Q,D);

8. while Q#J do

9.

My<«{s|seSub(Q)rseV(D)}u{s|(s,p,0)eQr0eV(D)}; /113 FIHLFIE LA

10. I <—argmax,_y, h(v);

11.  genStar(r,Q,D)

12. return EJE3EAG) D:{Ty,....Tn};

13. function genStar(r,Q,D)  //HRHRAR Y s A i B TB

14, Trer, T.Le{(pi)I(r.pil) QY

15.  D.enqueue(T);

16.  Q<-Q\{(r,pil)I(pil)eT.L};

Hk 2 AR h-(% RDF iy B 2 il o BOGINEE G IF 45 R VLR H AR R 58 34T, 28 4 1745 Q.
o h- B 5 KPR R TR A O B LA TR IR AR S R IR A 5 12 7 v T e T UG £ 500 Tt ) S e e o
EREATUCAT, i DR RS B 2> v ) 45 5840 A A i B vh () E iR A2 A8+ 28 547 5 6 174 Sub(Q)'h h-fH &K
M A R5 L AN R IAR T ALAR 5,28 7 47U A genStar(r,Q,D) & £ 2E /& LA v AR T SR IE TR AR IE
SrfRBASY D (58 14 4T 58 15 4T), 55 16 AT MR i) Q P 2 AE] D vh (il = Ju 8058 8 47~58 11 ATIA AR
BOBTRTE, HR Q i = Jo A 2 (35t 2 2y B P i) Bl 20 A 5 L B8 9 AT 73 B AR 1R T AR T A IR 0%
TR AR S My, 3K BRI AR Y 5 55 C @A AR TE 23 RS D b /b4 == — A AH A I TH AL 26 10 4T 28
11 AT AE A B4R TP B h-(BLER R R T A A AR 3T s O 2 BOBT I 2.

Bl 2: 2% 58 R MR B W) Qq,h(Pwy)=1/6,h(?X)=5/2,h(?y)=2/3 MR 3% 2,55 1 A LLFEAIH T 2 T
RAERETET, MR E 2 hIETE T, 805 M h-(Hie) AR E T, T, BE 2 PR TE T,, Ty
3.3 EFMapReducelJSPARQL BGPILELE ;%

R 2 ¥ 4 5 1Y) BGP A B 4 R LB I AR A I I ¢ s T 4 T 1) D W5, 2% UG W5 ) P R &
FAF B - A B, A 75 LA MG PP DG i 3k 2 2 A B m A 7= 2 25 /0> 1) o 1) 45 % 4 v 0 10 28 i AR TV K 1R 4l A 24 dn ]
YV 2 P AR )R UG E U 75 22 VR 3% 4% (left-deep join)HEZE | 2 F MapReduce 117 A% SPARQL BGP 71 i].

EX 1(HEEAE). 4 BGP B Go, ik 2 AME AR D I-4A R MICEITE Ty... To, i 2
UKMV(Ti)mV(r,.);t@,lsjsm.ﬁj%ﬁﬁi@l& Pil<js=m Z&WE Go 1T KWL (1) V(Pj)zulging(Ti):
@ E(P)=U.-EM).

HE S 7 B 41,P1=Tq,Pn=Go. L XT)FAP) R R B TE T MR E W E Py AIVCEL 45 T 0K 5 7 i B
Py H5RETE Ty TR S LA 45 SRAE I B piey:V(P) NV(T) >V, L QP 1) 15 (T AT 15 B (Py). 45 X
MapReduce JEAQHRVEFTUCHL — A2, IE HNEE 2 UOEATT 4R, ¥ 528 DU TE 4 J0 0 25 v P 0 &85 51 5 3 D it A 22
T & RUAT E BB 4E. B 4 Jy /0B SPARQL BGP i iff /7% ¥ MapReduce &4 fAHEZE K] 94T SPARQL BGP iy
PLRCE % SDec i it % Yk MapReduce %A% oH 4 743 21 i 1 45 J, LA S0 Oy A QRS WA 3.

B 3£ 3. SDec 1k

i N :RDF B G=(V,E,2), & L3t B\ 5] DA{Ty,..., Tnk

iy B R AR Q).

1. 2AQ)«I, t«1;

2. while D A4%F do
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3 T«D.enqueue();

4 Map(D,N(V));  MTEARERER N(v) EIFAT IR R TE T,

5 if t>1 then

6. Map(D,u), Hor, ue APy y); 11K JREFEE ) K] Py 11 DT HC 45 S BILS oA S %)
7 Reduce(tiey, (€21,42)), H 1, QP _1) A XTy);

8 tet+1;

9. return ZE4E.Q);

10. function Map(Z,N(V) 2 & 1)
11 if FAE R ABEBER N(v) then
12. VBB ILRE LSRR T M IEAL 4 R Q(T);

13. if t=1 then

14. foreach peQ,(T;) then

15. return (J,u);

16. else

17. foreach peQ,(T;) then

18. Loy —{ (Ui 2(U))|UkeV(P)NV(TY}; /11455 Reduce =% #; (1 4
19. return (tiey.14);

20. else

21. Hey—{ (U (Ui UkeV(P) V(T

22. return (zuey,1s);

23. function Reduce(s4ey,(£21,42))
24.  foreach (u,u')e21x€, do

25. return (J,uon);
Map? Map? Reduce? Map® Map” Reduce™
(keyzl, 1) \ / (keyal, 1 o) Ty
a, ool i
N(va) g@ﬁ? EQ 7y, /tmg fenl
(@,#13 BHERI [ \
(Kkeyzz, u12) (Keysz, 13U 21)
(D, g
(keymz, p12 U Azt pim)
H22... fim - 1))
(keyn, /,113) (keyzz,yu V] /122)
(D, 12U pi22) /
N(v; ) mi
(Vn) (D, ) ——  (keyai, ux) . / (Keysi, s U pa25) g:y/;,:‘t{k;_)i
(D, px L pa2y)
(D, v
M t:zzl;li)) / —>N(v1) (Keya, p2) M (Keym, pums) H2i...fimi)
BLUN (Keyzi, u2) (), (Keysi, rai) (), (keymi, z2ni)

Fig.4 MapReduce framework of our SPARQL BGP matching algorithm
Kl 4 SPARQL BGP ILALH 1) MapReduce HE4E 5]
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HE 35 2 47~% 7 471 MapReduce 4, 3% 5L 2 45 52 (O R UL 22 B, A48 MapReduce A CE#E R
B AR TR R VS RC S5 R H 2T B TR AE UL AC. Map 2R £ el 93 30 23 21 (1) Map B A 0 N(v) i, 50 3
£ RDF B 48 Ji A7 S N(v) 1 I047 DCBC R TE Ty, I FOKE VT C 45 3R 1A (taey, ) 3 7 HE GRS 11 47~55 19 17);(2) A
h AP ) IRV T 45 S 4o 50 HH (ptrey, ) T (BB 20 AT~3 22 4T).58 23 47~3 25 17, Reduce B4 LAWLSH uey b HEE,
R AW Py MUETE T TLEL S5 5, A2 0 P I TTAC 45 5.

EIH 1. 45T RDF & G Rl Go, fiE 51k 2 90 Go AEIEEASI D={Ty,..., T} 55 3 45 IE# A if)
4 .3 H. MapReduce %48k m.

WL 3 7EEE 1 % MapReduce &40 Map sECh A% 1 ILECETE T, 49 B8 R EQ(Ty), B2
(P1); NEE 2 B0 FFUG, 505 3 4% AL 2 452 (W ULEC Y, 76 &3 %8 MapReduce 1% 4% ¥) Map 88 £ DT B — AN B 1)
B Y T R4 2 A i 45 (T,), 78 Reduce B8 300 K 5675 20 10 R34 ) ] Py IO VT 25 SR (Py) 5 B B T LA
45 B (T HEAT 1445 51 (P, N T 7E 45 m % MapReduce 75 51 (P ), it J& 75 1) Q (%5 4 AlF HE. O

TR 2. HE 3 IS 24N OV [ Ny (™=t L e m S S JEANKE VI RDF B T5 2K/ [N T
|Lmax| 73 %= RDF & G I #5118 G 55 K Hh

0 B9 3 AE S m 48 MapReduce AT G 15 B A M) Q MO S48, o IR &2 24 FE th i S r A s (1) 2T
VCRC IR I S22 S S AN+ () 1) 5(2) HEBBRAR T M S0 Y 1Q(R,) x| 2(T)].
RS R TE Ty AN 7 ) AVC L T 55 ve V(BT 40 i T, sl A2 | (T,) = N(v) [Teel DRk, B0 3 f it
SRR J O(IV "I N, [y AIF S, O

4 fiLHE R

AT PN ICAE B, 3 1o B A S 1) 75 0 20 R AN RE R AR AR VR I B % 2 B R 2 i S I B0 i, T LA
WY k2 A A8 oy AN R A e o A g A T A ) 408 A D BRI N 5 — BOR s R R
IR A W TR RE.
41 ETHESERBODERESHD

A B JE #5 (Bloom filter) R A7 B 4 frj i b e ok — ANME& FF H T DU R — A n B B E AN ES
o 2 ) R AR AR T B AL AR 5 0 AT o T i 28 VT R 2 IR R D T AR s U e B R A SR AR
72, 2 AN AN TR 1R 0 A5 bR BOR A e 5

AP E2S BF 4G IN 2 — N5 m AL A 8O 5 fr 38 E Dl 0,81, BF AN B I S R AR CE N 0.8 )5,
TR I —N 0% x,BF T k ANAH BT 1 A5 2R B 20 K SR v (R A ST 3 B BI04, L m Y T R
YL o I LA R LA HIWT y 215 8 T BF B S B y A Kk ANE S BB B K AN A W T
hash;(y) FI7 B # R L(L<SI<KK), B kK M B A BEE R 1 7,04 y RESFRICE, ML EAN y Ri2dEs+
MIC %,

A B IR T AR AR S N T = AN n R BF 2447 2 m, m] 45 4 % ) (flase positive) Z /N IR W 75 R 2L
AN kek=In2m/n. A0, W 75 B0 BB K 508 P % 39 2 25 2 k=—log,f. B 1255 2] kBRI )36 £ /N AR S A
YA I DB TP 1 S B0 B 6 RDF P A 32 98 (19408 J3 2 2 TR HEAT S A B (H R AN PRI Wi — AN T 3 R fE BF 4
AT AR AW — SR AR AR A R S — R ISR R A T A B A SOk R BF 1 &&BF,=BF,
A BT IR BFy A2 BF, 14845 W, 3t DA 0 AN 2 RV e A1 B i B 28 B J2 75 2 A1 I i B 2% BF, 1M T 4R I,
TR T BFL A L7 B B, X N A7 B H BN 1 T A IS U4 BF, /2 BF, T 45, & B I A 2.

X RDF Z# B p A~ 05 s (RAR (5 AL T A0 B IR 28 AT 4w AT, IE45 RS N B I 4 R R A
Sig(s). A8 s R4 U e=(s,0)eVxV JTT k ANIE A5 B AW K 5 2 M+N 47 2041 ecd(e). BT M A K 7~ b
2R i, K ASIE A R A (=1, K)HG M AT AR I K7 B A 17 AR S I 28 1Y) 7 W A5 BR 4, T BKDRHash,
APHash,DJBHash 5.3 25 i A~M A5 B4 hy, % B 8T M A7 23 hy(lab(e)) mod M 47 4«17, o hy(lab(e)) R R i bx
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25 lab(e) I 75 (. J5 N A7 R R s g i, H 7 35 FIRZRAL B N AT R 1 K A7 SR FH A [R] 1 W 75 bR 508 A 1.
=T s B il FIA7 204 ecd(e) 4 Ar sk e 4E 5 15 20 & 25 44 Sig(s)=ecd(ey)|...|ecd(ey), A ,ei b B s [ .

Wi 5 TR, %t RDF B G 1105 GoldingW A& Bl 3 R TE To BEATAR A5 B 4 i, & 4o X 10 25 Goldingw
1) 321 (GoldingW, LordoftheFlies)i3: 47 4 fith 44 341 45 25 notableWork Wi s &k 8 (A7 B 4H, B AR SR VE T R 2 58
Sk 75 APHash(notableWork) Al DIBHash(notableWork), 351X P AN 75 (i mod 8 152 4% 2 N 7,88 J5 B A
BANLERN A 2 MR 7 MR LONE 0 (7 HF4R), R E R O, W 5 o 2l 4 A 40 10 o5
LordoftheFlies Mt £ & 2 12 f47 ¥ 41,5 APHash A1l DIBHash B %48 3 mod 12 75 5 4 B AT gn i, 45 14
o 5 1R 7 BRI A 1 7 6 20 3% 2 79 3132 (Gol dingW, LordoftheFlies) i1 4w i ecd((GoldingW,LordoftheFlies));
J5 K AN TR] H 32 1) 2 A 4% A7 5 #3845 43 21 GoldingW T s (%5 44 Sig(GoldingW). fB 757 i A e - A H 320 1) T e, 2
B T AL BN R O. A FE L, X B Y T MEAT 4815 R4 i, 474 literaryGenre [¥] 9§ M5 75 {6 mod 8 13 3 42
%03 F1 5 Ja dm s A 4, W B 5 TR R TE IR T S 2g DA AR & BT DU IS 20 12 A2 BBk 0,48 3% WA B4t
ER 1329065 ecd((literaryGenre,?q)), v 5 HoAth 3 (1) 4 i 128 4T 8RR AE J5 45 B R TE Ta MIARJE (5 B 465 Sig(Ts).

. _____ I Sig (Goldingw
S Mmoo 1 - 9( gw)
| [ 10000200 | | 0001 00000100 | 5
' o o e —————— -
O - T ————— M J
influencedB | 0001 0100 | | 1000 00100000 | | 2001 0100 | 1001 00101100
bl},,)p/ _____ I\____________________.I ________ \}/
Qe AV
0 | 0001 0100 | | 0000 0010 1000 |
______ L Sig (T
| : ]k "
g
\Wla - | 0010 1000 | | 0000 00000000 | EE
| 0010 1101 | 0000 00000000 |
ubjig ~ T~ M- M i
| 0000 0101 | | 0000 00000000 |

Fig.5 Procedure of the signature generation of vertex labeled GoldingW and star T
5 Eif GoldingW MR i Ta %4 2k o 7t

ASCE 3k SPARQL BGP A if [l 43 fiff 4 B e A W I AR G 6 R T T K FAH [m) 1) 77 kAT G i, B> ST
SRt A R AN E LB 254 K n h Sig(T). 248 T T v i s 101 A8 BN 8 1 T R s
#BE N 0.

BUASERIN. BT T EA0 A5 N(v) E TR i - 01 5 Sig(T) &Sig(v)=Sig(T), 75 N(v) b T B T T (143 T ol i 42

#4548 MapReduce 4 H,Map #A £ R TS A0 R85 3R B IFAT ISR — MBI 2 T8 T RAE TR S v (1)
iR FUCECETE T Wi 2 BB st 2 T T AR JE bR A AR IE TH A v A1 8 bR 25 10 1 42, 0l
SETEME 7 SRS AR T v A8 IO S I 745, I8 A T8 T A6 T0 v IR A8 e 3 b SR ¥ 7T T L &5 I, TR ok
ANFERETEE 1R TR VS B A SO b I& 8T R 5E 2> MapReduce 385 R A J6 A B s S N 18] s o2 ok
T ZE I B B VLI I R s R B LA 4L BGP #if).

B 3: Wik 5 Fion, 7R85 R N(GoldingW) L ITHE 2 Ts i, K 2 Sig(Ts)&Sig(GoldingW)=Sig(Ts) BT LL7E
AR HHE R N(GoldingW) b [ T 19 UG I ik 7 g kgt AT ) LA gk 21> o 1) 45 4
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42 HIREFRBURE

FEARSC I B AR W46 B IC I BT TE T=(r,L), o L={(p10), ... (Pul)} VeV B, 1 e A 40
T IR BEAL A TR v AR EER N(V) A3 BI5GB AR & S(), AR i JE o 4 i I 4R
AR RBLVEXS (1) % .. xS(1), 45 B AT T B A7 UL IC 25 A AH 2 R 23 AL T VG IE 45 R TGV T8 1 26 2 ) 2%
5, NI 3 BULE AL TR DL RC B B A 1 4R 22 J6 F IR R 2R B 7 Reduce B B AR i .

A S AT B DT RC B B AN AN A 2125 7715 S5k 42 5 BT 71 Map e 85 b vF 8RS A B Py
HURTE T B TRAZ SR V(P V(T HH 35 AN T PR 41, I3 ek 3o 46 T3 50 {1 306 4 4 75 K /X #4321 Reduce B
HOE B . MapReduce #4145 2R 38 5 78 A% T Ak 16 4R 1 1T R 2R BAS B1 B 28 1 A i) 4 2R K A R TR DL G i
Rt rp 7T AR A 1R B R R BUHEIR B MapReduce 35 A 45 SRR I i, A0 30835 43 1955

Bl A:DCREC A I Qq I EHT 3 481K Map bR b AN 2245 B R A BB 1705 RO 2. W 18] 6 Jos 56 2
# MapReduce 8 IL V(P)NV(Ts)={?y,?g} ' U IR LB LR 5 1O TR ORBLAF BURTE T3 {2y, 20 A IL AL 45 R
{?y—House,?g—HorrorFiction},{?y—TheStand,?g—GothicFiction} ! {?y—LordoftheFlies,?g—Allegory};P,
{2y,?g}1 VL B &5 J{?y— TheStand,?g—GothicFiction} A1{?y—TheShining,?g—GothicFiction}.} 1% L& U it 45 J 4
J9 8k, fE Reduce 12 g AT & B A, AT LOW 52 B A 24 {?y—TheStand,?g—GothicFiction} 7T LL15 21 J5) 6 71 1) &
P, IRIVCHC 45 e 25 7655 3 4 MapReduce H1, il id V(Po) V(T y)={2x}H TS5 B4R & 1) 1 2R BL 49 3 AL B
T FURES AU Py v {2X3 I UL C 45 2R 4 &, LUIX LS TU AT 25 AR ) 8 MH, 75 Reduce " HEATIEBARAE B o il 78l
RIS {7a,27¢,7W,,2p, 2w 7 25 T A I IR AR 10 5 R /R AR 4G B A 1 Qq I dm X UL L 45 3 {?y—TheShining,?
g—>GothicFiction,?x—KingS,?a—NationalBookA,?c—Portland,?w,—GoldingW,?p—Doubleday,?w,—DekkerT}. ££
SEARETY): SDec 1, Map R EE AL B E R N(GibsonW) ETCHCETE T, I 75 2L 4 A 1795 SR 4 10 1 R R AR
S(?a)xS(?2¢)xS(?W,)xS(?g)xS(?y), 44 1M £ i B - 10 5. 2x VUL RDF %% B 10 5 GibsonW JEARRETE iR & & &,
OS] 0, i A S AT T8 D 0 o R B AR 5 v A B, G A BV A o A S R s R B R e e A AT e R
N(GibsonW)_I ¥ # & /R B 1.

""""""""""""""""""" 3% MapReduce

<

award N2
o N

o muenceany>| 202 |} ,
PR g . AN ?
el PR S o ;

P o O’oi Til-e.Pa i—influenCEdB /

i f ¥
N &,

| publisheri |  publisher
iTé R — H QoY

o P,
i—- Y oy litera Genre"i?g
I|teraryGenre—’- /2 MapReduce - Iy’ .

Fig.6 Matching process of the example SPARQL BGP query graph Q;
Kl 6 SPARQL BGP /=¥ £ i[5 Q, £rify It il 72
5 % I
AT AE B S SR AN LS B A 50 UE SRR A A AT T i e JF H 55 SHARD,S2X Fil SDec HfL ALl
AW VL AN S S2RDF Al TriAD J792:4F EL A i Js [0 F .
(1) S2RDF fi 1 ExtVP 2 51 $i& i A5 ) 28026, (H 2 ToOAk 21 i Ta) A AN I vy, 7 2 BRI 77 3% 2R G i R RS 4l A2
(1433 FH P 5 1) SR [22] 38 e SI2 56 4 56 UE T 3K — s s AR A [ 1Y) SE S FA 5 R S2RDF T AL B
DBpedia #4411 I TA] R I 2.5 AN/, 322K T A3 SDec 28 4 (1 25 #4447 1N (1]
(2) W SCHR[22] 738 TriAD AR i Hi s 6 20 ke 33 B SR AE A9 A7 0 SR BB T 4678 N A7 K0 TrAD
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H5 AN T3 T A ST XA BRI 45 4F, 1 . TriAD 58 7 KRR RS it .
PRI i, 553X PR R 7 AT LA T B R AN A ST 1.
RS [¥) SDec ik 5 R 20 SR s AN 23 A X SR BEPR B b 1R A ik S 2 0k 57 T8 D PR 92 B b, A S A 40 A7 303
- % 8¢ HDFS(Hadoop distributed file system) ({7 2k A %l 43 5 1.

5.1 SSIRIMBMEIEE

AT T B AT I A AT ARG 8 ANAH ) v S A AN S 2404 3.60GHzZ ¥ Intel(R)
Core(TM) i7-7700 DY % AL BR3P A7 K/ 16GB, il 4% K /)y iy 500GB. 75 st [F]3i 47 A ] 2000Mbps LAIK . 55 5
P& B AR RE I TG s A A Linux 64-bit CentOS #:4F & 4t Jo A1 H 1) Hadoop AR5 4 2.7.4,Spark WA 5
22,0 8RB R G ) T A ARSI A Scala 1 5 SEHL.

ARSI A 1) 50 £, 45 WatDiv b v £ 18 8508 4 LA 2 DBpedia 155 34 42, 1 9 AN B 4 41 ) RDF % 4.
WatDiv & —MRAER) RDF & O848, v P g S O IR s 48 JF A A IR RN R B8 4 A SCAE I 7 3 A4
AN TR AR ) WatDiv 205 4 (3t & WatDiviM, WatDiv10M FI WatDiv100M) k17 52 46 il i 1 b 4 ; DB pedia %
B S MR JE 7 RE ep SR — A BT SR B A RS T A B 2 28 0 N-Triple #% X, BAR Gk 5 B 2.4
XARYE RDF £ 3f) B (B PROK e 114k 4 28 B 55 26 M i (linear queries, fAi#K L) A2 JE 1% i (star queries, i FK S)+
& 1€ JE 22 (snowflake queries, fiiFx F)F1 & 247 # (complex queries, fiF% C), W, 3.4 34l [l WatDiv $d S:45 &
(1) 20 A LA A AR EAT 52 56 K. IR 24 B = DBpedia £ 45 L 18 A I RSEAR , A SC ¥ 1T 8 AN L SR A
1) 4 A~ Pk,

Table 2 Datasets
*2 Mk

LCRES Wi A% A%
WatDiviM 158 118 1109 678
WatDiviOM 1052571 10 916 457
WatDiv100M 10250571 108 997 714
DBpedia 6060648 23509 250

Table 3 Queries

*x3 Al
i) WatDiv DBpedia
L L1, L2, L3, L4, L5 L1, L2
S S1, S2, S3, S4, S5, S6, S7 S1, S2
F F1, F2, F3, F4, F5 F1, F2
C C1,C2,C3 C1, C2
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Fig.7 Experiments of changing the number of hash functions k and the run memory
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Fig.8 Query efficiency of different SPARQL processors over synthetic dataset
K8 ANIAl SPARQL 4b #2715 BB £ 1 i A iy ok

Ak, 5 HEAR 5175 SDec AH LE G STV I ] 92D T 60.68%~87.00%, Bl SDeCqp 1 LA HE 47 4 it VP BGP x ifi.
PRSI 45 RV A SR AR RCR AR 3 SR 3 AN R (1) PR SVE XS A £ BT BF 4w, 1E
AL VCECRA B, Un S A2 45 1) (1% 44 55 RDF [l vh 18 s (1028 44 ANVLRC, B HRE N(s) b BB DL IS By 4, LA 3 98
PR TCTH6(2) JEARSVALE B BC Y Bedb AT 7 K8 0 I8 0 35 - 2R B, i 08 A 030 e e 438 3 Z
BAE IR 2 T RORBURAE B T Bl TEfE.

Uil 9 it 7 5L 52 4 48 DBpedia |, SDecqp 75 T AT 21 1) b 1K 03 2 g i 119 0] 25 A 1) C2 I S2X 44,
S B T) e 2R X B S2X TRVEA AR i S K a v ) 45 S 52 A A 6 TR AR 1 7 AN A D Ak STk SDecop
AU ] LG S2X PR 7 £5~497 1%~ 3 Er ity iy [A] Lk S2X PR 120 £ [, 55 SHARD AH LE, At A 532 SDecop, £ i i
)P 7 45 ~26 i, 1~ 22 A ) I i) R 15 4% B/ SsSB4 b A SCARVE i 1 24 ) 1) 2 B SHARD A1 82X e — A~
YL A0, P9 WS B AL A S I A IR ) B Sk B v, BU R AR 6730 SDec £ if N ) /b 49.63%~78.71%.

(3) PSR Kt S M A 3 ) P e K.

A 9560 5 WatDiv 4 S A IM~100M 7 8 AN 15 sl AR AE LK 18 A2 ify A UK IX 18 A



512 Journal of Software %% 4% Vol.30, No.3, March 2019

5> h 4 DR, 5015 SDec,SDecoy, S2X Fl SHARD ff) 4 24 134 75 i i 7). 2 &1 10 7 74, bt 45 304 40
R K TS SPARQL 7 /7 b T 2% 11 75 30 I 1] #0880, SHARD T S2X (1) 7% 1 A< (i) 488 i e 88 3 o A 3¢ Jy 92 00
& 10 N A BRI N 10M A =04 B ) 100M AN =J64H,S2X F SHARD ()7 # v fE ™ 5 K B - %ot
LAE I i), SHARD H1 S2X 7% WatDiv100M _ 75 ZLK 3 1000s 119 A [i) 74 1 LATS 31 2 iy 45 S, iy AR SC A 4k 592
T 10s A4

AR 7] (s)

A (s)

SDec oy = SDec 0 S2X = SHARD 3

10" b
10°
10° (] ] N
1L | | -

o ol | [ = ol | ]
W ] ] [] []

L1 L2 S1 S2 F1 F2 Cl C2

DBpedia%fiflif b1 if)
Fig.9 Query efficiency of different SPARQL processors over real-world dataset
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Fig.10 Experiment results of changing the size of datasets
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Fig.11 Experiment results of changing the number of sites on synthetic dataset WatDiv100M
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Fig.12 Experiment results of changing the number of sites on real-world dataset DBpedia
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