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Abstract: The revolutionary progress of data collecting techniques, dramatic decrease of the price of storage devices, as well as the
desirability of people to extract information from the data have given birth to the so-called big data and data management technologies
usher in the age of big data. RDBMS (relational database management system) undergoes a development of 40 years since the 1970s and
now encounters some difficulties such as limited system scalability and limited data variety support. In recent years, noSQL technologies
has risen suddenly as a new force. The technologies can manage, process, and analyze various types of data, achieve rather high
performance with the help of parallel computing, can handle even bigger volume of data with the nice property of highly scalability. The

paper follows the path of database technology progress and unfolds the new landscape of data management technologies from the angle of
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WOR A TR): 2012-06-12; GE RG] 2012-10-16; jos 74k H R 7): 2012-11-23
CNKI M 841058 Hifi: 2012-11-23 12:08, http://www.cnki.net/kems/detail/11.2560.TP.20121123.1208.003.html
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applications (operational as well as analytic applications). The paper also identifies some chanllenging and important issues that deserve
further investigation, with the authors’ recent research work introduced at the end.

Key words: RDBMS (relational database management system); noSQL; big data; operational; analytic; new landscape

AR B A PR IE AR 28 P BRI AR A B AR T A BRI 2D (1 17 S k4, DR P 4 2N T (L 475 45
A 2R N2 AN 53 At R D), DA e R T 24 4 Bt A BRBOR (1 4 5t i 43, 73 = B AT T A 2

1 XEKIEERRREEB

20 2 70 X, IBM TF2T Codd K3 T 3 4 1712 3C“A Relational Model of Data for Large Shared Data
Banks”, FF 8 T #0401 H K 10 8 48 o0 —— K% R B8 i AR 56 &R B3 JE B R 4 (relational  database
management system, i X RDBMS)# /& 76 1% F 18 SC e Atk B vk SR I 72 I 2 AT MBI JE R A R AT 2
DB (23 OBOHE R (Lt IBML A W] (¥ IMS 2R 40 5 T WRASE R 1) IR B 4 (LL Wt IDS B8 e ) 353X L 35 3
JEE 1) 2 B gt LA AR o] T 0 P ke e LA LA, ) A4 1D 4 S AT A 19455 2 (schema) R R i T 5
25 YR IO IR B B 5 44 0 2 5 W =X (navigational) (1 B3k 45 A4, A7 BURR 58 1 H0d B 00 06 Z07E BAF 4 IR 52 10
AEE AT 2 PR B, B B e AR ORI, 22 9 B I 1 1A e T ARORH I 9 2 1.

Codd 2R REIERB LT R CCR) AT FI B & 0I5 b (¥ - 28 5244 (entity)
JeH G R (relationship) WSt B 2 b b IX Ll 5 T 3R .Codd &4 8¢ REBLBY A VL T 7 1) 8 R AU 5.

KRR TE 1 AR L SR P I 5 8 40 52 ) 7™ B 1) BT — B8 % 52 U0, 0 R B PR 7R AT A i
BRAE AP REIRAF AR IR R B 22— 1) v 14 i AFL 2 Py S PR A T BELRG 30 &% b R 58 N A B0 T 26
FREHR BT K A A AR (R0 2 U A B A B ST RT A R AE S ST B R B IR EEH. Sl
s AT I A (B 35 8 o 5 B5005) 55 OGS BOR BEAT T WF 9, T L& X5 #0408 %2 /) ACID(atomicity Jit 7 4
consistency —E1% . isolation K& 1%\ durability FF AME)TRIESR L T H & WA ORI R 48 HR IX SRR AR

B S W N TR T 0% R A FE R ST R L R B AR I IR B R g8, — N 2 IBM TR
System R, 55— /2K 2= 7 R A TTF R I Ingres. X AN 2 Gt 5 Jo AR Ak by 1 3010 52 2R 3008 2 7= T 5 T
Bl 98 50 Z B I B0 28 B R 7 T 9 93 T, R IRV YD JL RS i BRI A R G E A
IBM(DB2). Oracle (oracle). Informix. Sybase. f##X(SQL server). SAP 551X Le i FEH A A |l BiE T B K1
B PE ek, B 4E A 3E B R RS 77 (L, 1 Oracle — X (http://www.oracle.com/us/corporate/investor-relations/
financials/q4fy11-421266.pdf),2011 4 A B B R A5 B N BLIE 2 T 356 14,35 75(8$35.6 Billion).

1974 4 A2 LA )i 7 SEQUEL(structured english query language)fE A System R Il H [f]— &4, #% IBM
B FRIMIT & k3Kt SQL 8 5 B HET & IFE,SQL 6 5 T4 N B B i, 1k 2 AN S0 2 7= il R i
MR € OB BiliE S M HIE T .SQL 8 5 AEH 7 &) LA, @ - 28 3 17 5o 55 It v) LA 43 A A
M SQL EF HP RHFEERRGEME MM 4 (FEE WA 28, B “What”, FAFEE FRAEBE LM E
A8, R “How” /8458 B8 70 M4 % B A AR L W] LIS A2 28 51 457080 St I R 50408 5 e LA R A A2 B850 4
P REAT AL B AE T T0 T P 900 28 R FZE R 48 1) A WO DR AL SR T 1 R R S R R B AT IR RS
&R A RPAT VR I g R RS R P R A A BIPAT R R TR R D IR
oy g5 HAE H bR A WAL T AR B0 5 . BT R0 SRS T A AR B 1) R TR B B R R 1 R 4
B E B AR E AR 2 —.

KOBMBNEA, BOEENEWES . S . BRI AT i A8 153 5 22 B0 1 il Sl i
HR T BEIE LR AR 1970 4E~2000 A8 8] I A1 B A7 1 B0 22 28 G 40 A2 2 T 00 R AB BN B0 R s I HR I T A4
[ ] XML SCRYS R0 2 ) (XQuery) I XML £His e T ) 22 G844 85 b 45 3 1 22 A B i 2 o T 1) s 4 ) 28 3
PE AL F ) I 25 B0G 2E . RDF B0¥8 1 . TH 1) X % (1K) 5048 R 45 (L 1 gem stone, objectivity,object store £5),{H & 2% &
HH B AR N 7= 5 T A B SR E M (B AS H RN T I7). 2k RS B RS R B YR R AL,
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SRR G5 R AR R S5 R A O ) B LS XML dl . 2 A 5, 0F Hoadiadk FH - B e 388 (user defined
type, W UDT)AIH 7 H € X & $(user defined function, & FR UDF)FE AL [ % % (9 AL BEfE g, 3w DLIE T % &
B B R 1 3 AL % R B A A nT DA Bl N R R (0 R 5, B R B 1Y) Ab B (stream
processing, — B3 T P9 A7 B S, H P o] DLZE S5 I8 AN Wi >k 1) 7 5 B0 _Bi24T SQL &), s A3t i) % 1 |
114 &5 5L, S I H5040 (¥ A BF (on the fly) 43 A7 #0445,
KRB P R G e ) £ T 555 A B A0 tal. B A 000 1 AN IR B8, A AT D75 % 5l 0 AT 40 A, R 4 i i
M LA T 4L #E (online analytical processing, @ % OLAP, = 35 2 40 #1) it . BT830 25 AE ¢ R A
BB SCRFIX L BT AR O — > B AR KL 6, L gt 37 T RDBMS L [RIIEHL A3 BT 4k B4R ROLAP(MOLAP #
RUZSEIL OLAP 4387 (1 53 b — PR Y 70 LB ). 43 A7 25 87 FH R 45 1 20 1 Y (32 B2 =45 A 380 LA S [ 11
S AR Y R P O S A B AT 5% AL AR R B AT G . R A oSO A i ARG TR B RV R A U R KL
Pt R LT 2 45 BIAT IR ) — e BG83 A 28 P (B 68 DB L 20 7 Ak S R 5 47 90 50 DU 5 B9 il oK
B, AT 0 AT« SRERBRAR, I 5 IRTF HUE S AR NS /N5 2 1) 2R AR 25 LN 43 A 45 JL AT 8 43 17 Ak 3L 75 0] B
AT Z WA R (EL W EAR 290K K-Means 503%), 73 47 25 AT RS TR) BA 23 vt B /N s o At 5ie 23 4 8 % P 1)
PAEBURR 5, S0 SR T AN ) T AT A A AR (T o) = 55 Ak B 1) OC R B0 P — FBCR F AT A (A 280 1) 1) A i A
I (columnar storage model)!' . ZI A7 A A AR AT [ O UK O AR 385, 224 70 1) JL M B 56 3R 10 5 S8 00 21 I AN 4 3 1 K
HHE 2 1 SR AT 2D 170, 38 v A RO Bh A, B T R 21 B S A O R 3K e ke 8 [ R 1
3, B I AR v (R T AR B AR5 2 AT 00 T 440,15 28 A 2 10 300 s 4 5 A A B 0 12 sy b BB 2000 2 IR O T 4 4
P I FRIRERS 1548 VO i 98— 8 H AR B AR (RIRIF 7, B8 42 n] LSRR e AR AR (R 0 AT A i Ak 3 2
Fl%e RDBMS, R T — Mo #EIMAER RG( K HoR, 77 RS55S4 T B8 R4 Kt
J B B AR AT R I AT R ) S R AR S LI T K IR B E
20 4 90 FFEATK PSR AR AL T EORIAZ AL, 2
(1) CPU IR LA A TEE 5l 52 TR 14 i 2 (8 21 DY FE 55 WAL, 2 7E— N8 v R RUE 2 %0,
WL T 28, H 2 A% CPULTH R I FEAL PR GPU WAL BE 2 (19 A FEAZ O, TAESICRAB LA CPU
e PR AR TR IR AT 1 IFAT b FR I e
(2)  AFMEAR AR KRN B, A5 IR 5535 10 N A2 25 B N BT 38 G, b /N AR L L 2 DR 1 30t 1 & e T LA
O HGHE 4 S 2 2 3 A A7 v SE IR IE U ) R AL B
(3)  HIIRR A A it 25 A W7 T IR, G045 B T DA A7 B R 19 [l A5 A 4% (solid state disk, f&i#R SSD) LA K AH AL P £
(phase change memory,fii#k PCM)EARSE, 1K BKF A M K47 fif 48 H A 5 BE AN [F) 1) 52 5 e AR e 1)
RDBMS i H A 0 LAA .
BT K B A, T N B A . Rl PRSI E . SR, R SRR AT B BB L,
A LT R AR A ) A RAS B v T P i X Le A R4
(1) THI I 4 Py A7 A B (G B0 45 . 2R 31 45 A O A 17 1) U ) 455 2 5 i AR A A ) T o A8 (10 17 it 45 A0 A1
R G AIE A5 T A7 10 R0 6 200 DA 5028 B Bt IR 77 ik S M R R 5 L A My (Lt T D).
(2) T Cache oAk 2 b FRLARLER — B 4 BOAFICOE A A7 b D) 2R 98 1) A A0 1 B PR D04k, T 2%
HARAEWAERT CPU 2 [] () JRSH A 46 1) 078N BB T % 1 Cache &A1 'OVRI Cache AN
SR e, LR gt Ak B 1 I SV () 4K [+ H AR AT 9k /b Cache it 2K (cache miss).
(3) BEE CPU 4RI 0o B0 1A 38 22 B0 A B0 001 A0 55 B AHORE 0 1 e A, AT ) 22 1% 119 94T 30 A
FHUVE R e 22 A0 (R 0 B4 FH UL 22 AN R0 10 A T O 8 258 9 2 75 R ) i) A
(4)  GPU FE iz L il H CPU 213 2, LRSIt 3 &, T A GPU S5 3 PR T (14 504 Ak 20 4
T 5T )5 24 216200,
(5)  HHTHT N AR BRI AE it 250 B AN B, 5 06 5 1) ORI L DA A (R B B IR LE BN BRI 22,
HONIRAVEANBEAE SR AT S L UEAT 5 ST I B AT 5N R I B PSR AT G B A A [l
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WC A DI AE R 2 DRSO LR T i gy o AR b 3 v 2 R R G B R e

(6)  PRAFLE AT (1R B A6 Bt 15 B0 T A 25 2 0 T ARAIE P A7 508 T2 1) ] ik 4, 0 2R 3 Y A7 A

HRAI OB (0 W S B A, S R H AR AR B L R AT R AR R 15 ), P A B T ) v i A

BURE VRS VR B BOR HE RN AR T — R AT 1) P9 A7 50008 e 1 S R I R AT IR
ARPEPUE It H A LB . K75 VR b 52 1 R (0 20T B

WAR B R R LA BRI 455 PRI, £ B0 W AT B088 R R G0 H A 45 A B Timesten, Altibase,

Hana,CSQL %5 LA K 111 [7] 4347 4 5 () MonetDB(Fi AL IR AS 4 VectorWise),C-Store(Fi ML AL A Jy Vertica)%%.

2 REHEFMEYSKRIG S X Z 5 2 7Y [ 3

LRGN I R B ERIRTE . BN IR R (B T 45 AEATM4%) . B0 5T 1) 75 T4 A
PR PRATTWCEE 2 117 BT A L 1) P K 5 A0, R 00T I AR 2 8 S i 54 1) 2 SRR AL 8 ((H AN BR Ik £8):

(1) KREWHETFHESRGE. T A S AL 5 50 B SRR 080 A 50, T v 5 45 R 37 14
[ %3 B8t 20TB(hitp://www.csdn.net/article/2010-12-02/282918). 2 1 7 4% 4b B 4 b AL 1) %
P08 FAT IR T i3 85040 P2 2 48 Ocean Base.

(2)  BEF H W ALAE W 4% — A EE B R ORI (S LS 3.1.4 71T).

(3) BHEFFFRABR R T RENEEE, LW I R 7 68 O (0 K 8 88 XHE L SER RN EEE 82 15PB,
T AT R T B AT A 3

4) TLIIEAR AR MBI . YL B A (Internet of things) K MU SR &K LLRT BT ARG B3 &
A BCEAR 3K SE R R 28 i 8, FUOR B A R B LR AR R .

(5)  AEEAF A, A T 0 AT A AT A R0 43 b, LA $R Ak B NP5 04 M 55, % 6T P [ g sk i
SR FATE 2 A5 BT 20 AT 75 v BEXRE 1 K LR S AR R IA H X, 1 FH P B0 oK LR A R RER
E I C g | N O

KEE Y 2 B EORAARE BH 1 K (volume), 117 HL 32 A 375 At T (6 % 50, BU S 4l 28 20 % B¢ (variety )/

Qb BEA J(complex) U Az BLIE & P/ 75 BEPLIE 1) Ab B BE ) (velocity) 4.

o BT B A R AR IR A S 4 A B AT B T LB A T L T R 45 R T BB SR 5 R IR 451 SR,
r ]2 T S P P 28 5 R A B — AN I B T (R AR AR IS I [RD)X IEA E —ANER, S LT R 45 &R
25 W3 I Y T ) 4 Bk P AT IR 45 B X ol 15 0K AR AR AR ST R 2 A 9 04 R SOOI AN v e ) BE
S T T DRHUR A (19K B O AT A

o LR FRATITE AL PR B R I W 2R B T 45 A B (R R O R AR ) DU AR IR A 4 A i
A0 TR 5 R 40 (R BN . L, B I PR R BRRTAE il T KRS 1) A 45 W A B0 B 25 A R I SOk L
P NATTEE T HL IR (R S R B E DG &, T AR IR R — P W 48 58 2 T AR Z B T — M E K
1) P o) A 2 R 4% 3R 47 43 BT % 24 i (0 RFF 90 400 s 1ot A TR 465 1 1) 030

o IJE MERBL BRI b S0 AR TR A3 B B A R 2R R AT T 0 R AT TR EE R R . AR
B, U R B, B T AT & 2R 1 SR 40 BT X e A BT AR T N TR e HLBs 22 2] BdRds
P RS PR AT PR AR LN AR A& B 1 i R 3T O 2 g A R AR (Watson)” T
HAHLABM A AR —ANRAERGHERT ATHE. BREFTLESE RSN HE R EW
Stonebraker®* 7 1t 1, SQL £ ) L fii LX)V & 40 (little analytics), A K3 H 3450 P04 25 4% i+ 5
IR R 2 b SR EEIEAT R4 M1 (big analytics, BV & 2% 43 M), 4 BEHE B4 A8 B o %, 45 W), 3 AT]
H 1k KA HA i .

RS st A3 T i R, DG 2R AR 1 R R I AR A U 4

o, R ARBTG5 A SR P T A S AL 2 R 00BN, L o D% R A 1 L A5 B RS 1K) 1 4 B R
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B (150 BH 3 55 N TR SCHR 2718838 T RIS vy 4 1] 2 0040 Ak 38 1 K A R O R 0 R B R (1 TR ) o K
BT B 4 (graph) 35 A8 453 5 A D
o IR nR] T R T A ) AT 4R AR S O AR A (1) v Ak B AT AR S — A BRI Bk TR OC R
JE B HEAT KRR 1 5 25 Ak B, AN AN S A8 e 2 45 4 () ) A 6 ) O, B 5 AR A e A 1) e ) R
DR BT 35 55 (R A B0, 75 A AU AL 2T, A R DR TIE B8 () A MR R ] S k.
o FRIREESG AR B P R EAT B0 10 B 2% 0 A, T AT G0 2 A R B 42 9 A L IR I e 2 A
BHn A2 I # AL (SPSS,SAS, R 55) A8 Ab 21 (1 B4l 1252 BR T P9 A7 K/, AT TR B8 B0 1 v 42
U B4 F A AT 20 0T 4 S BOK B 1 B B 20, 78 R B AR B A A 3G, 20 BT Y 1% I 4L
i % 3 (move computation toward data), /S T fig 1 5T B4 56 T 8k B 1R 2 RO IRAT VL SRR
= P A R 2800 23 T 1 AR I .
FET R F A R R 4, A T T LR — 247 W) 1) T B il e DX Bl Ak 34 1) . L 2
(1) KRB W 43 % (sharding). B 56 X S48 HEAT 32 #8514 K 43 (b6 fn s b DX WA o 2t B8 2: 47 %)
G3), FEHCHE 53 A B 22 AN R 55 2% L AR 56 I R AR P 3R AT 48 8, DAASE S 4 4 10 11 B8 o g 88 R H 24 i 4
AT AR SRR R R S P BB Sharding B¢ AR AT Sk — L85 5l il >4 JEAN Bis o 98— 8 1 4k
05 J5 0 B AT FHT 43 B R R R A G T AR T A B S BOR T I AR A Y
(AR A7 P (O FR AT B 5B 25 20 e AR, DR Tk B R AT 1 1 (0 45, 4 JR B 485 2 (schema) 0 20 7
TS5 EORAE— 13, AT TR )25 A1 2 — AN K ) L

(2)  SRFRFHE EE I A VB 1L (de-normalization) &b F 6t 56 28 B0HE BEAT I 0 v 4k A B B AR 38 0 T 08 1 T
AR AR ] DU 25 ) b oof s AT 40 10, 230 A0 B 2 AN S AT IRAT B B AR AR R H TR AR B,
I8/ 0 1 R 1 B A8 4 T B, AR S A B AR B0 0 AR e BUHOHE 1 R eI R Pk ek B dE
AT HRIE A AL L1 B 2 B 2304 10 T 4% B, 77 (8 S B A5 40s 1) — 3500 2 o, Al R 90 4 A 358 00 164 I 77
P TR A B ) — B0k 4 b AR 15 R Xk ke

3) AR REE ) A X\ G AF (distributed cache). ZE RDBMS 1 i 5 74 2 40 A 2\ e A7 ¢ A (bt
memcached), 2 55 15 A7 B Z0H O/ AR 70T 55488 B W AE T O (8 5 S R E. B A RO IR TT BeL &
RE A8 3 R, (EL S 5000 ) RF A DR A RN B 38 A R A AV R 2 AR AR LI, o AN T Z2EAT Cache
FI RDBMS [ 450485 A 4, 3 L6 K4 A8 45 oF 1 48/ R 5 454 8 2H OR — 5 I B3R s Cache J& 15 |\ IE 38 1
T RGNS A BTS2 A TR, Cache $5 A L RE AR W5 43 1] 8, T A 2 4350,

RIRE AL T RDBMS (168 77, e % 87 I R0 K HHR AL PR 23 87 1A B . (H 3 8 35 AR AN il 56 4 v o) IR
AH A S 1) T B (BB AR B K i R 20 R 48 ), AR AR L A e i 85— M = ) A Bl R AT (T SR R
P R AT A TE VR RS RAF I PE e A e fig o, b i R B4 (2 58 4.1.3 17 RDBMS & # ¥ & (graph
database) 138 [/ 1 fig LL#%7).

TR R RS E e BEAT Ak 3, TG0 2 B VR B N I A 40 B BN FH AT A B 8 2 I — PR BB B 3K AN IR AT Ab B
AN 15 1 22 A% ), T D B T ), R A R N SR RO T O T R ) IR AT A B SR B v P e K Y A
4347 3R G0, B R A AN 2 1) 50T 36 P o ) AT S PR R 5 % 1HL |l T AR R B AR R, i 3 71 0, Ak
e 19 8% 1Y) 2R AR AR S 0 A DRAIE AR A5 0 L T B0 R GEREAT OB [ 47 8, D6 38 a4 0 AR Ay A
IFHES BT IR B — DR R E RS E 2B 1 000 AN AU 4B L, MapReduce AR N £ £k
F) 8 000 15 5 fR] 785 HLASE.

G Brewer™ 42 i i) CAP PRig(J5 Kk Gilbert A Lynch iFBIPN) 78 KB fn X R 4 b, — &tk
(consistency)~ & & 1] H 1 (availability) Fl ¥ 4% 43 [X. 2% 2. P (network partition tolerance)iX 3 A~ H bxH, L AT LAk
HPPANREVE JE SRS B AR 50— A B AR,3 A BARA T A (Tl 1 o). 4 5 2 W 8 sk v B ) —
BT R G n] A, D0 2% 4 DX R DU AS Bt A DG R B P il i ACID BhiSCOR I el 11— Bk, o Hadsd:
G340 2AAT B0 E P B B AR AL P LA (2PC) P iE B 45 1R IE B AT I8 SR R GE iy ol HIEE, T2 e 2k T W 45 73 X
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F 2 2 E AE T S R R B R G, T A R IORR A 1 A R R i e B T 1 O W R L K e Tk
iR OLACID St T 51— 31 (strong  consistency) 2 A AH 75 55 28 204 122 28 G AR M08 B KA ) AR THE R
o JUT A1 A,

Fig.1 Theory of CAP
1 CAP i

3 noSQL AR RIUE

5 R ,noSQL £ AR (noSQL i AR A& —Flrbi A, il At — B AR, F= TEAF s K H 5 08 R BERUAN W] 1) 4
PR TGN AR A i 1R 75 B2, 57 22 5l 3 ) R . 252K noSQL B ARLE W IS %, 2% B8 T — ZR 51 3 1ty Js ), vy 2
PR ) R T i 0 R 5 3 AT A 200 A 38T DR 0 ) 45 A AN ASC T S 15 e R 0 5N ) P B SR A R AR e 1,
T T 5 N HRAE B B (write heavy) 1 I B >R & T 25 05 i ) (0 465

(1) R W7 K (scale out) B0 K HHE (1B, BT = S AT L BLIRAR m vh fe, B S N

BRI = RE(S LSS 3.1.2 X HBase 5 A G810 A 48), T B0 £ 85 34T X1 73 (partitioning) 7 HEAT
IFAT AL

(2)  JBARA XN E YR ACID — Bk 2 o, AoV B0 & I H A — B A B0, 46 52 B 4 — BT (eventual

consistency).

(3) KB DB AT AT (— T 3 ), N SR M IRR B — N R 2 I — B £ R 42

BASE(basically available,soft state,eventual consistency) & —Ff 55— % (weak consistency)ZJ HAELE.

IR FAGE I — T A (R BHT AV, TN 28 28 2 B R B 0 T o A I s i A O R B AR
Tk NN A S . A WAy RS0 B AT HE B X 2 noSQL %k 1) T 2 Jj PN 22— BAR AT
FH G FRBY BEAK Sof I U506 G EAT AR, (H 2 HE SO B AR R BAT RO HUAS R N, B L P s 7 55

T ) 3L SEE 0 Bk, 2 T E 0 1R U T B8, - Pl no SQL R AR N R S AIT e H S i v T 28 1 22 1R K i 1 A
B AR FRAN AT )8R SN AR BE 2 il A 4 25 4R L noSQL AR T2 noSQL HiK.

3.1 #2{EZ!(operational)noSQLHT A K H 45 i

WIEAEAEALY EAE R noSQL F AR R R4 il 3 T Key Value 724, T Column Family (%15 20 ) 47 fif
FEAY L BT ORI BRI T R B 1) noSQL i P AR IX 4 AN RI - MR Ge et . 7 AMEDRIIE
B — SRR . T A LS JT O U (1 RN R A AT — N H R TR e, A ST AN HS B AWM
HARFF ARG
3.1.1 3T Key Value /#1i# ] noSQL A

¥ T Key Value(# 1 %) 47k 10 X B R4 45 Tokyo Cabinet/Tyrant®” Redis?®!! Voldemort!*? Oracle
Berkeley DB Amazon Dynamo/SimpleDB[34]/%4.E1H PR3 R R w2 R A 75 R 4E YT Key {8 2 HAREHE (value)
RS 8 T Key B AT DR J7 (5 ook 080 3EAT A 3R 8 T B> Key A KU, Key Value ££ifi BRI 3K A3 K 11
TERE. B4R Key Value /2% 1) Value F43 P 8 HL AT H A 45 14, BRI AE it JEFP 28 B0 B4, (H 2 noSQL R AN 2L
HEAT MRS M 2 IR Al 25 B R e 1 A7 A B8, 8 FH 7% 77 0 200K 415 = 58 24 5 1% SR AT 5 82 A0 B P e VAR 4
Value [I3EANJEPE B noSQL R A HEAS A1 i Redis BT T Value JELEH] LR M WFRHET . 5K, LF
B4 HIF £G5S A noSQL i i b % Tk — AN TR I 53 L3k b 1) A v ok U, 75 22N R T B SE R
FRIEASEB TR BT 5L ID 1L (R0 Key 4152), 88 J5 48 X AN 5113838 — M AR BUREAS 01 L 1) Hcdli (value), 3% P45
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YEMIS T 3 R P SR S 7E R R AR E R, X 2R AW LB I SQL 5 1) 77 8 Hb S B FR T D3 (1) P AR 42
2N AR S0 Value FELR 34 B ) Key Value A7 1 8CR A g, IR R 0 04 HUAE AN Value HEAT AT

H1 T~ Key Value 7 #5084 7025 ) 1) 17 50 1, A7 0 T8 8088 0 AT 188 1] 23 0, 23 A0 B OB AR T b AT A7 ik R Ak
BN SRAFAR s RV T e (RE I 2 BN I R BAR IR B0 23 30 07 R R MR TE, 2 IL2E 3.1.5 75,
3.1.2 %+ Column Family £71i# ) noSQL i AK

B Column Family(¥ud 5143 41) 77 it H AR 1) £ 32 noSQL R4 45 Cassandral®,Big Table"*, HBasel*"1%.
Google 1 Big Table &% A7 4542 ML) Column Family 77f#.7E Column Family 174, A PR T Key
Value FE Al 2 6 £ E AT @8R 2 Value B T SRS 15 1 4544, B0 — > Value 5% 2 ANF1,iX e 57138 v] DL 5321
(column family), & I H 2 2 W £ WU (map) 19 2080 25 #6045 5. B T4 51 3040 A2 317 A5 I 18] 8 (timestamp) 14, 7T LATE
Column Family B4 472 4> Key Value W5 R RRAS .7 75 20 [ 50 204 1048 ) 5 0 -EAT 40 BT 1) 37 63X 1) A
7R UF e e $E 1A ) I 32 #F . HBase /& %2 Big Table J& & 1 JF & {135 T Column Family 47 [ 77 I noSQL
AR AEHE O 5T, HBase $& 4845 4014 SQL A% 1, v LUy 3 Hu X Bl g AT 58 s MR . 150k, A v faj syl g
(3R4E) . HBase L AE 50 K0P REBE 7, 8 Y FH 1 H s b B 25 45 (bE v 45 . FH 1) H & 43 7). Facebook Xt HBase
HEAT T RF L B SOl RO b4 iy 7 Ho R ) UL B ONRE ), 18 BIAE R 56 1% 200 (B EAE@T & &R 23 7
B FRAE )Y M B (http:/highscalability.com/blog/2011/3/22/Facebooks-new-realtime-analytics-system-hbase-to-
process-20.html), X 1 28 W 4% 5 ] 72 5 J8 R A RIS AT Ry A7 30 5 F 23 B A% 48 22 R 5508 12 th T ACID sl i i
LU, TCVE IS BXFE I R 8 07, BAR AT LA A P A7 A 30 R (P A7 B8 e ) 38 B R 1) B Nk i, H1E FE AN fR
UEFE AP 1 00 T 345117, HBase A A IX AN #. Cassandra #3725 3] Big Table )3 & AE A2 T MR B 1 4
47 Cassandra 7E Column Family 5| N2 5] (super colummn) M 2 Uk 1 WS DG 5R, DASGE£5 48 38 AT 5 00 oks 40 1
G IS BRG], NP A ) 40 B Cassandra 3£ GEHN £ 4~ Column Family 76 R4 B A7 il 28—, DU £ [ i
Ty Il B B 3t B s 1)
3.1.3 3T Document f£4i# ) noSQL K

T Document(CR) A7 itk IR R B AL HL 4 IBM ) Lotus Notes.iX HL A 443 T Document 71 i
noSQL Fi A 2 FE T 1L 58 SRS A7 1 B 18T & & Document A7 il 1 R 454K LA Key Value A7 i B T 1 Sy LAt 7Y
AR AT LUK SCRS ) I3 S0 RAS HEAT H8 B, B AN SOR X — AN Key Value FIFIER, B SO 20 k22 10 4544, SCRS 4%
3 — MK Al ISON(Javascript object notation) 5k # 2Ll T JSON [1#)4% 3056 45 52 11 25 1 5K 13, Document 17 fiff (1) 34
2 5. Document A7 #2451 B 22 BT 38 AR OR B 2235 1 0o 5 b AT Sl A, (R o 50 b AT B A 1 G 2 47 AR VK 7
TR RS b TR IR PR R 4 R R LN R T A R R AR AR 5 A . Mk AR AN Al B 7R B AR A
T AN AL A 2 T (01485 . 3 B AR A AL % CouchDBPY, MongoDBM VAT Riak!*114%,
3.1.4  JET Graph f7f# (¥ noSQL Hi R

£ T Graph(B) A6 8 R 4 AU 4F Neod) ™ InfoGrid™*), Infinite Grapht™ Hyper Graph DBMY4% 45 4 & $4fi
FHE T 1 1 0 S H s P A g, L A Infinite Graph, 78 715 i (193 [ 45 P 004 (00 454 v, 2 I R0 e 1) M e 70 0 110 11 4
Pt FER BT 3 R A D TR H AR R 18, B IR RIS I B 000 14T 28 )4 R R 40 T B e L
& 3 28 noSQL FEAREAFEHEIY . Wyt vt BnorAn . Zdliam )y . Al AL, T3 45 138 ST 1 R B AT B 2
)22 e BEAE AL AT W 4% . BRI Y ST 90) DA R H Al B FH 503 AN W7 5 e 1Y) 7 B, T 22 ) i LA TR A A
FERNRI I IEAT AL T 2 B AR, FLIX SR 1) B = BRI D8 K 1), e fun Facebook HHAG I 8 441/ 7 ] i 46
A HRREATE I W & B Bk X 28 43 47 AN AR B — 5 1R 4 2R 2 4 1 10 7 Bl T i,
T 52 A 0 Ak 2 T PR P 25 4 b TEAT o0 AT, B 4 X P i B 4% (A 11 2 7R hittp://wwwe.nature.com/nphys/journal/
v8/n1/full/nphys2162.html, % 3 L http://www.ccf.org.cn/resources/1190201776262/2012/04/16/14.pdf).

e o ] S Al ) A BB, T RN 2R B ol TR R PRI 2 ——GRAPH 500(W1El 3 FioR), H TR 2K
T LA B R RS EE T 1) P i Ack B2 8 ) 1B AT PRAG AT AT BAZE T 31X A~ Benchmark A 0K A E AT 45 82 (1)
DA, LA R RIASE Pl H0a0s 11 Ak 33 B k.
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The Graph 500 List

Graph 500 Reference Implementations
of the

s of the reference implerentations (sequentisl, OperlP, W, and WPT) are

Fig.2 Analysis of a network of links between Web Fig.3 GRAPH 500 benchmark and
sites about US politics (liberal vs. conservative) the rank list
2 S B0 AR G T B 22 e 4 14 23 A 3 GRAPH 500 V-l 5 E (benchmark)
(H RS RAFIR) HIHEAT B

3.1.5 HAER noSQL A /Ngh

(1) noSQL ) #Hi#x{

noSQL 7 A P B AL A 1R ™ #%, 2.5 Document 77 Fll Column Family 47 fif, 7] — 28 SZ A 1) Jd P £ 7] DL
AR R IX TP 59 25 K4k (less structured) A7 fif LI AR 55 77 08 B 2 M W H R0 A8 A0 B st b B e B0t Frp A 2 T 56
FRHA PE IR S 0 20 T A 5 S AT BT U — AR BOR B4 A

(2) noSQL F & ¥ A4k 55 m] FEPEARIE

o HCH BEAT 7 M 4 A A (FEE 5 ONTR E ARG %) AT LA DR UE 28 G0 1) T 1k (R Sl 8 5 W) 2R 46 1) 12 e A [
) noSQL FE A K HI AN [F] 1) S Mg, 70 1 A LR U FOPE B 2 MM 9T b 7R 20 AN IR 25 2% b, T LUl 4845 T AN B 45 A4E
BRI R G — 5 N (group commit), I fsync(#1FE 2 e 32 4L 1 SO 5 3 % D R B0k 32 = 5 N A
B AEE 0 T A P 4 ke U, D) 25 ) 0 B S 3R I 39 N Redlis 45 72 )7 DA 2 41k T # fsynce $24E [ JLASEE 1L,
AFEREA T HEAE WA — IR fsyne, & & N P — K fsync, LA A EF S e i Y (L a4 Redis 1 24 Ry 208
A7) SE A KM fsyne $AE 6 T #E AL SR U, AT I3 5 N BT BEAL 'S N0 RCRZE &0 T 0k D BEAL S ANk
4§, Cassandra,Hbase,Redis Fl Riak &5 1E 75 N —Fh H & 458 304 .Cassandra A1 HBase i 7 —Ff A\
Big Table £ % 3 1) 4 A, BRI H 35 R0 B A 10 208 21 Ak SR 19 & 1 W 45 # (log structured merge tree).Riak it H
A HE 458 1) Hash £ (log structured Hash table), B2 7 ZSBL) Uy §8. CouchDB W 448 T 4% 4 1) B0 &5 44 {15
JITA I e 25 0 T 7 A8 LA I i) 7 SR A7 BIAME B X BRI & T B HEN G2, B e HFEL N HEX
FFEREAT S 4t (compact) 5 4 LA L H 3k SCPR, I FLAE T 58 8 418 i 0 4508 25 44 v

T AT R AR e e A ) 0 s, B — MRS RS A B & . MongoDB 2 4t T & il 8 (replica
set) FIME A, 18 58 5 A SCAY i IR 26 IR 4% 9% BEAT PR 47 MongoDB. 45 JT & 3 — L83 00, & AR UF BT A 1) 4 i Wi 31 38
W RS CRAE BT R #8020 S J 5 00 R, VR R R 2R N AT L T T 1 noSQL BUARHHZ it ix i
1) 22 M 55 % £ 0s 52 AL L W1, HBase J& 55T HDFS JF &K 1,785 R T HDFS HHE AR UE, JT A 115 #E 48
S HIB WA 8 E 2 A HDFS 19 05, PREE s 19 2 4~ %400 15 21 5587, DA {F B A £ 37 .Riak,Cassandra 1 Voldemort 3¢
FF 2 1 S I JUAS R G AR Lo R AT E AL B AT R R e — AN S8 N H N
AT RARATEE 18 DL 53 4016 TT LA Fs 8 40 WW<N), KR U W AN S Bl O 45 N E 7k 2,
A AVFRR Pz 3R (R 25 7 i A T A 38 AN 0 v o0 5 i 1) 17 000, 5 A AT O P B0 5 o A A, — R
SR S 20 0 T 2SI R A T 3 ) P S 38 K K ) 25 7 A R b s e T 08 1) B NP

(3) noSQL Ky g1tk

JUFFTA 1 noSQL HiARFIZRGE AR B 2 I #8HE m BE 4T SR PR REAE A 2 B As 2 — X ko e 2
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BE T4 i (scale out), I A& P & (scale up). T R E i A B2 1) B ke, 0 ) 99 e B AR el 20030, vir BLAGAN i
e o B IR TR A IR BRI B I B I TR, O e B A 4 BB 2 A R B OIS ), AR S X Ak
SV EAT AR NG 500 B EAT AT SR ARG I IR AT U SR AR G R R 2 B B G R B BN HE N, AT B
B0 A B Y A AR 5 Bl A b O R £ 28 T o A BAEAN R R G bk B s AR p E s A B H T g
JE WSR3l 1o 5 3 B8 T — B ML) CPUL WAE . BEBLAF G A W4EE 1 5 455k ST I E v 1 1k .

7E noSQL FR 4, 3= T (W H 4l A7 BHS & 1 55 T Key M A R SEHL, 0 T SCHERE I (9 e, B AR 10 U7 2 xd
A BT Key HIEAT 08, 1B R4 481 7 UG WA 45 77 1% (Hash partitioning) L & Range Jji%(range
partitioning). % f¥] Hash J7 % 1] DLAE £ 35 57 73 A7 B & AN 75 5 B AR A0 RS8R, — Bl ki #4 Hash £ 2 7
#i 2\, Hash % (distributed Hash table,## DHT).Amazon f) Dynamo f# ] T %30 £ AR X 1 A& H I 7E
Cassandra,Voldemort,Riak %5 R 4t 1 . DHT 1,75 B4l ] — > Hash R4 H 3T Key {H 34 5) Ml i} 1) — Z 371 38 45
HRO LRI 0 B LaT LA 0 A L 35 R AN Bl — N IR, H(Key) mod L 32 55t EE Key {H B FI[0,L] L. 4 IR
T —> DHT E4 7R 4 1, k5538 4 153 T H Hash (7% 7E[7,233]11) Key {H M4 2L, 1M ]k 45 #% E W 47 55 Hash
{H & 7E[875,6]1) Key {E W 5L 24 T X B0t kAT 52 1) DA 4 5 i 1) 50405 1, T AT 040 DR A B 41 D 4RI Key Y8
PR A 00 o b B 2 ST I 70 3(replication factor=3)W, T4 Wi 2[7,233]1 Key FHXJ R 1) £ 4 1 PR A7 21
A,B,C X 3 A% 4% 11O,

I Hash 73047 800 o040, — & R BRI A R IR 2 R H DHT £ K1 noSQL & 4t (B4 # Riak)
T AR PN b R ALY R AR XA ) B LG, AE — W RLIR S5 2 A L RRAUL 4 1Y R 41,42,43 F1 44,
ANIF ) Key 2833 Hash BRSJE,70 0 2 A (5] (8 M 4000 0, 2N READL T U R T Key 22 18] A AN [R]85 20, M 4004 7
WS B A BT A A T RN LA 1 6 1S B A

Voldemort i T2 it & — /> b0 SE Br IR 55 23 40 K15 2 10 20 X B0 A 15 %A IR 4548 20 T 21058 2 10 08 oy
DX CH s 235D ), DT 38 B 5> 0 BT R 000 R A 2 AN B B AR 100 . Cassandra. JUPRR 4R g 50 4280 s O, o
S 2 b R 3 R 5% 4 TE IR (ring) HH (947 T SR R S R 25 4 1 f k.

Google ] Big Table WA — 1 2 IR 14 Range 43 X J7 504 43 %1 i Tablet, 73 A 2 &A1 s B BAS /N 1)
Tablet W] LL& JF, 1 K[ Tablet W] LA 23 fif, B2 PR £F— 4> Tablet fJK/NE 100MB~200MB 2 [i]. R 4 K H
Master/Slave ] = 4444 Master 7 s 41 53 (R A7 J0 A5 &, IF LSS B 4% 454 Tablet 1R/ 3B IS4
Al A5 6k P A 23R4T B T R, A 3E 1) Tablet Server BEAT R4S, 24 o fi BARRAR K, Al LLE G/ B
=R B2 A Tablet B BT 3 2 M5 Vi 4244, 18 5 75 . HBase 1 H 2 Big Table B 75 LI, 754 X
HiR 15 Big Table & ZBUH. Hh 4, MongoDB K H T B 4 A, FL it ' (configuration) 15 s A7 il T 24 Ui )
PR 6 PR A R X BB TS 1Y I P B B AR A U DR IE T AR B[R] 28 4 B 25 LT Big Table R 45 1) Master 15 £ (1)
LB Twitter ) Gizzard REE R T J2 UCTE R #6 Hh 3% B U7 ) HLAI L.

9007 ...
95 45 4 L
[0~499500~1500] ... | jesisi(META DATA) 0
W25 B S\ .
[ [850-950[ ... | 7CHUi(METADATA) 1
W% 5 C Ve .
[ [899]o00]901] ... Scks%i#i(REAL DATA)
v
Key 900 X 1 (1) (4 (data for key 900)
Fig.4 The ring of a distributed hash table!*") Fig.5 Range partition technique of Big Table!*®!
K4 /34X Hash Mg B R0 5 Big Table [fJ Range 73 [X A
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(4) noSQL ) PELRIE

HG P — S 45 5 SO e % — SO DL R AL TP TR A TR B ) — B3O ORI [l A S T 4R A 24
1) CAP Bl tH T A 1) noSQL R ZEHP I i K 5 MUK SEHLAR G (09 e 1tk T 42 1 S 9% v iR 1k i — /N 1 2
IR Pk A 20045 B AR, B 2R 48 1 X 2% 43 [X 2% 2442 (partition tolerant). JS 4, 7E noSQL R A BEih HAx b, i 4E £
Pt 10— SRR S8R P TRV A7 b3 B — SO R PR, 2 0 1 SR AN I T A 0% B A ) ik
552 1T RSO BRI AT 2 B I B8 0% 0 15— B L, — A Key B0 4 5261 2 NS HLEs b A Se s (i —
B BRI SR A B R 1 A XA T PRAIE N S HLES I L & XN SR (RE AR B k) B &l 3
FEHNZ Y H Pl SR ECE B AA—A Key B WP TRUE SR> W ASBIAWLE) C 20308 11557, 24
FHP UG SR IUEAS Key B B, Qi P00 2 0 A07E R ANEIA C& 4 H R E RIS LT A4 fedh th e 2 22,98
2 REW>N X AR noSQL REHRAE TR — B LRIUF N T2 R R S M RSP RERe T, — o — Bt 2kt
TIN5 6 e 2 — B AR E & 850 A0 2N R S8 0 — Btk 26 2008 i — B0 W BOEAT ST RFFI ORI,
SR ) — B RAE VRS2 Paxos B S0, HEAth W SCEL HE PR BEAR A B U/ = By BHRAS P L (2PC/3PC) A5, #f 2 Paxos
PSR i, BR TR i, A5 SCANKT Paxos W SCEAT VR A B AT

HBase #37{E HDFS 2 I, t1 HDFS $&{it T 3 — Sk K fRAE. 7 HDFS 1, — A5 84F HA 215 NG T 2 58
B O G A SR R AR W B — AN B A B SR B RS (R=1). 08 T T BRI S LS N R AE
AT 50 IR B0 2 P A 52 B H e 5 DT 2 DG, 2R 40 408 T 45 4E 19 45 R TS5 )5 22 (145 /E .Dynamo,
Voldemort,Cassandra LA & Riak 5 R VFH S 48 € NR,W 25 i Hs H 7 075 32 5 2 o RAWN. X B,
FH P AT LRAR O — SOV Bl e 25— B O T VR S 1 H R A S PR T B fe R A IR B R A AT SR A 4
B T H IR e T H I T R B AR R SRt B A S Dynamo R H T —Ff ) & I 4l (vector clock)H ARk
P 58 AN )1 RO 000 (0 48 50 78— M o R A 1) 2 I B R R DL A Bl A e — S 0d A — B0 5 M R R
By fifE P 5 1 A A — S0 ) R, A R A g B AR SR . L, 5 T Dynamo (WA, 4 W5 AN RS A —
By, R g8 m] DU 7R H P EAT pP SRR 1. Voldemort K T AR, 2 b SR A I, W SR R AN e B B il o, &
HHA Key 2 M EARRA — IRz 825 FH P ik H P 1B $8 . Cassandra 45 54> Key fRAF T — > [1] & (timestamp),
2 P A B R A AN — B, DA g 3 (R B TR Dk #E L OX R R T R Ao U R Sl 1R AT & JF Riak 4R HE T
Voldemort I Cassandra $; A fitH F iE 4T 1E$E.CouchDB 1E )5 & A5 E PP O, RV P 20 vh S8 8 4 AT N T
B 1E, 9B IE 58 i E, R gt fegh A P P b i 4 0 288 Wi A . Big Table 187 FH Chubby 7311 I8 &R Gk A 21 &R 48
2 WU 0 FRAIE B3 1 — B (Hadoop TR 5 1 Zoo Keeper 11 H ,#& Chubby 1 FFJ& 52 H). Chubby HI4% L
Hi AR B2 Paxos, A T-F2 SZIL ) £f1 JE,Chubby X} Paxos [ 4175 BEAT T #b 78, B 55 %) 8 6 FF |5 2 X (Byzantine) 245 )
FB) 25 18— AN O 1 20 A TR G — UM DR e Bl

(5) noSQL g 45 AbH

TE 45 1418 S5 TL,noSQL B AR T S HFSR K I g i i 5T 7 ACID £ 3 H & — 4B B PR IE B/ Key
AbPRAT A BR AT A B (1) 2 038 G AN Key BOECH X 0 I B 45 46 1 52 200K, R IS — BCIR L6 TR 2 20w H
UL AR T &5 A B 0 oty o U A T ) I 1) 2 95 18 SUARIE D& 18, — MR 23 R AN R Ja LTS
FE IS 2% A P L P sl O A0 R B T AR I % v e AR R I A A R D T RS O R SRR SR
(11— B Pk . Mega-Store "V G-Storel*™ By AN it 1 28 45 1) 310 1k 389 588 () B i, 2 2 A Key 4Lpi— A Key HE4l(key
group), il i — B RAIE PR ER L L Key(multi-key) ) 5 45 Ab B 3.
3.2 RS HE A neSQLE K (MapReduce)

T 7] 23 AT 24 3 FH 1) noSQL ¢ AR = 49 5 MapReduce 1 Dryad( 1+ MapReduce 5 AR 1R IAT, Kk © 44
J& K Dryad Jit B #5145 1H 32 FF MapReduce £ A (http://www.zdnet.com/blog/microsoft/microsoft-drops-dryad-
puts-its-big-data-bets-on-hadoop/11226)).MapReduce #3i A& i Google 7 5] $& H 2K 1, 15 76 il v K AR HE 45 14 1k
B DA b B AT B ARHESE) MapReduce 7 112 41,800 18 ik K MRS A 15 25 s S 0 S IR K B
(1) AT 4L B MapReduce BEARMELRLE T 3 ANT7HIM A A(1) w0 BEARE N0 A XS0 RG(2) IFAT AR,
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(3) FATHAT 514 MapReduce JFAT 4 R AL, Tt 5 RE 4318 R 3 A 22 220 B, B Map B BERT Reduce B Be.Map
PR BAE BT Key/Value X, 74— R F I ] Key/Value X;Reduce BRI 40T H A M R Key 1E 19 H [A] B AR X,
TR R A R P LT 90’5 Map B4R Reduce #4,MapReduce HE4S7E R AETE - B 3 i FE AT 90 5 151
TR0 B RS i R G AR AR 0.

H M 2004 4 Google 1 ¥R & A %3 A LAk, MapReduce FL AR R B T 48 K %35 1 (WKl 6 JiTzn): 158, Tl
FEARE] T MapReduce I, — LT 2 7 598 MapReduce 3 A G #8532 46 K H G AT . 4347 AT A4 1)
BB R AR P Ty 58 4588 FRAT VS AW ke T 5 — e S AT (2006 4E~2009 ) HiHE AT 5T SR K R
HJF (2009 E~2012 4F), 4082 T 55 4b— B 72 40 . B % MapReduce A [ R0 7 AW K AL G530 12 K, 6
FHom 21 2 % noSQL/MapReduce A )45 5 (W1 Oracle, VoltDB,Microsoft 28)%y %3 & 4ii Big Data 3¢ A F1 7
1% . Oracle 24 F]7E 2011 4 _FEAFEXT MapReduce BEARA LU SR, AE 2011 71 MK A7 T Big Plan, 2 [fi
2 FIHE)T MapReduce FAR.2009 4, Dewitt B FRKITEA S EATAT = 5 &£ . Hadoop IARTE KB4 T
MapReduce £ A 2] T 2010 4FF1 2011 45, 5 3K I U #u i 1140 MapReduce $K;2012 4F, 52 5¢ 0 T A ¥ Dryad
T H (45 MapReduce ZEBLUH KR AT THELHEZEFR). [ X MapReduce 15 4y 5% §Y ] Mike Stonebraker, H1 48 4T
CTO [J VoltDB $i#i# A " 7E 2011 44 T VoltDB [7] Hadoop H Bl [ 7= it S, 3 A THI 569 T Stonebraker
AR AR BT VoltDB AN RE AR L JIT A In) B, 3 46 ) 48 ] Hadoop fi# ¥ B 4F. [l %% MapReduce AR, H711)
W 2 M1 AL A R G IEAETE i, Hadoop B A A K E I 20 1K) 2 S s v

BHi Al (Startups):
Yahoo (Hortonworks),MapR, [~
CloudEra,Kamasphere,Splunk, )
Data Stax,Datameer,
Aster Data,Greenplum,...

SR
IBM,EMC,
TeraData,...

EIEEURCE
. Oracle.
VoltDB. ...

SR 9L e SRR )
“-.. VLDBSIGMOD, |e...] oo . ICPP/IPDPS/HPDC/ &
"1 ICDE,EDBT,CIDR,... , g CCGRID/HPCA/
AAAILSDM,NIPS,... PACT/SPAA....

Fig.6 Penetration of MapReduce
6 MapReduce AN ZFIE )

MapReduce AR Ay K EHE 53 B 10 A2, LA HE i BE 47 J PR 2 1k 2 T HR A OK IR A i g R8T b R 27
ARG )82 K& KA 7 RIS T AN ER N ) 5, 35T MapReduce HESEJE TT— Z 51 I F. X LT 500 45

(1)  AAAEeA 5 2 a2 R S R, SR T MapReduce 45 A4 (A7 A6 155 74 (AT A7 A1 FUA7-if), LAE MapReduce
BB AT AL BE S5 M G ER Y MapReduce (R3O A B4R A 22 5] S5 S BOHE B i) J5CE S ms dEAT
S PR B 1 2T, A B KA 0 ) ) AU R B MapReduce HE 48 A B i 4 1 23 B ), 2 454k
K POk o S () B .

(2) %} MapReduce HE42 (14 Jé, 035 ) F MapReduce HE 42 AL 3 37 X4 0™, 1 | MapReduce HE 42 Sz H 4 4
FIFELE (1 54 23 B8 2L Kot MapReduce 3EAT 4 i LA 2 FF %40 2 H 8000, 7840 K Py A7 52 I i
AR ETTr R TR

(3) B LL KA W R, A A5 PG B SV I AR A O O RN i SR A A7,

4 VSR, S ) 2 8% CPUISSL GPUUOT, Ry R G2 TILL e 751 5 VM5 A [R] 51 55 1) 1 &£
e U3 33K S P 5w R B AT BV (R ST A K b 42 5 T MapReduce (AT 20,2074 T MapReduce
PEREIR T IR AL.

(5) F'H MapReduce N ¥z 0.4 T ¥ BhIF & & FH 7 J7 (EHUAE B MapReduce 1 & BT 51590 5,1
N GRS TR e B 0 —— 4% SQL 42 OUSRIZE i 20« Bedlidz3m . WLa$ =2 I mFL 8 1 ik wr
S, BT 1) B AR BN B HBase« 1 ) 20 BT 28 N B9 Hivel”” Pigt™™,System MLU), Mahout!®®4% .
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System ML &4 5 HLa% 27 2 725 1 A5 B PEE 5 38 @ T N R P 40 B 3k 2.

(6) MapReduce 51 HE S 1) 2¢ 4281 G2 ) B 5%

Xt MapReduce fifF 57 BUIR A FE A8l 4100 24 25 DL SCR (83,841, 1 LA A 47 He v 1 JLI 4%

TEATAi 2 T F0N I8 45 00 R 0 1k R ik FR P R R AT A7 BUAEAE . R B HIRE AT, MapReduce
A AL PR A BP0 S5 ML B ) BT T OWF AT X B A48 RCFilel®) Wisconsin  Columnar  Storage!®®!,
Hadoop++0"%% JLIG A 5 (5 (4 R RC File £ AR & i Ohio M7 K2, s EEF2BE . Facebook 2wl & VEWF A 1)
Il [l Hadoop “F &5 (AT ¥ 7 fi # 214 RCFile % T HDFS {145 84,4 i Hadoop FR AL MR 7285 A AR (H 2
WA-F HDFS & He T Dok 4n i 25 463X TAEESE T RDBMS 1Y PAX AEAHEAR, T Je 0 R MEAT K1l 47,
DU N HDFS 24 5 K /I 508 B 4R i 70 £0di Je B SR A 424, b 1A B0 A i, 3 A6 R T B b AT P 4,
A At A 8] %R © 44 Facebook 15 2 1 512 fr iV H . Wisconsin Madison K 2% 4 H T % T MapReduce - &5 [
gl 5 A7 B 3143 T bk RCFile 58 /& )M 6 . Hadoop++ & 1 - A\ 22 51 F-HEA L INBEZ08 Ui 3], I T 42 i 2 s
AR e AR E B R T T, A B R R R & 5K Ullman #F5Y T 1 1) MapReduce 7 45 PTG . 2 1. BORIE
B 507L19279 Spyros Blanas 25 AWF9Y 17 11 [ 1 ads Ak B () AN [/ 3% 22 59419 Alper Okcan %Lt Sita 3% 431991t T
HRIfF P 5 2.5k B Massachusetts Amherst K22 ) Diao Yanlei [2]BA 2L T MapReduce -4, F) | Hash # K
SCHL T B 6 SE N (real time) &b BRI,

S WE AN G55 7, DK 1) H s b R RN 2 AT BB A B MapReduce SP & b A4 f BRI R IR R
OLAP AbFAIZ 43 U8, Sz ™, A TR e fpLgs % 2P0 5 B RPY. SUAR T R 502,
FEF 0 4b B (Bioinformatics/Physics) . k23 THETRT B 40 (7044 I L S0 (0 1 REA5 2UAS BT (A 4.

MapReduce N HAIEARP E, KRELAAT (EL T JP Morgan Chase). HE Al BIHAWFR NI (W BB
L LS ) #R X MapReduce H AR K IN HL 4 JE 1) 2%

MapReduce A& —A ERIEHR, B & — AN 2141572

2008 4, B H JFE L35 4 15 &K Stonebraker(Ck 1 MIT)AI Dewitt(OR H 4 3K) & #i T (MapReduce: Major step
backwards) 18 3, % MapReduce #4T T #LVF,#5 i MapReduce FiAR KA B %G BT KEETE Sy 6 B gk 47
AR I i — RHE 2 —AMER, 2 TC AR T, B e 5 25 AR AT O 2 DR R AR 3 e A R I8 P A T KR
SRR THE AL,

20 tEAL 70 AEARHI, % FREYE R EE — IR $E R M i, 32 B2 IR IR PRl 38 (3 44 T )
IR ZUHE VP B IR i () 4 SR G RS FE R ORISR T 40 AR R R &, M 3 T 35 55 A R AU I 55 32 M 0T L
P2k MapReduce A DL SR K 2B iy 1) 2835 T Lol SR 22 ARG 1l oA KB 43 1 (R S SRR v 221 tHE20 (0 Fi
1% 7] (Media Guardian ZEA4EH] 2011 3% 7 Hadoop [ BA“4F &A1 B K3 (1% ZKIFE).

Stonebraker Fll Dewitt & P47 % A it T K DTk 19 & K, 2L 71, Stonebraker 5& Ak 2 208 E A . 7 i ATA &
H & B 2 F 6 32 4, 6L 55 PostgreSQL, Vertica, VoltDB,StreamBase, ScienceDB &5 3X #6857 A FI 7= i 1F 47 56 4F T
Stonebraker F-7F 2005 fE gt 32 1 2K [11“One Size cannot Fit A1 18 . LG 4n, 18] ) R} 2% $ s 4L PR 1Y) ScienceDB, K
2 Y B (A2 R BB A AT B2 B0 A L IR L TR SQL & 2%t o M D Re, AR Eh 5 ZE 0 AT HE
B 735 A1 70 iR 45 . Jim Gray 2 53— A A8 I 22K Dk (0 B0 EE R 4 K AR 2005 48,78 HR 3L (Scientific Data
Management in the Coming Decade) *!e it 7 WL 21, /£ 2 B K 10 4 MapReduce F AN 73 2 712 1 .

YT SQL B T M) itk Je L CLge bl ) SO 7 52 TN I 45 4 280 R L RITTED 1w 3 A7 282 % F 1% noSQL 4K
P e, — MA@ 4t SQL i 25l SQL (W ) 1 5 422 1,y {8 P JEAT 250408 (4 B A R 7 B, i 4t Hbase, Hive 4%

4 BIREEKAHHEE

7 M AN 2 SN T B2 P 4 32 (e A 2R 2/ W 2R 17 P ) e A R 24 P2 (O R 20/ 45 i noSQL £l 6
) L T 51 B i BLEOR K58 4 4% ).
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4Kk R BB (noSQL) KA BAEARA (relational)
MapReduce CloudEra |-~ (PDBMS TeraData/EMC
NS (dryad) Splunk i | Columnar RDBMS InforBright/LucidDB
ST iﬂ-’_\i)ﬁ Karmashpere InfiniDB
(analytics) MapR i | In Mem RDBMS MonetDB
for OLAP Vertica
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W T o7 Columnar HBase, Big table Postgresql, MySQL
PRE 5 AV Document MOIlgODB PDBMS Ora.cle RAC
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Neod) for OLTP ExtremeDB
Timesten
New SQL VoltDB
Clustrix/NuoDB

Fig.7 New landscape of data management technologies
K7 Bl BEEOR (OB A% )
4.1 HHEFEE

41,1 JH] [ AR RN R O 2R R R R

T 5E AL G TAT A 1 6 R U i R 46, L 1 IBM (1) DB2. Oracle. K [f) SQL Server %5 42 fit T i J&
I —SrE . SRR RE . ARG AR S S5 SO B R IR 0 8 0 o 55 AL B AR SE A% 0 5, T P AR LK T
i) SE BB 1R N AR BOUE R &R 48, LE 1 Altibase, Timesten, Hana 2530 1 40 55 45 5B 47 i 76 N A7 5L, OF ELEF X N 74T
fEVEAT T IF RS . AU AL IR S BRI AL 3R A3 T A s R BEL AE IS L IERAT 5. L. MR IAE
8 SRS T T2 B R A g i i e 1 AR (10 5 20 £5, 45 30 ) PERE. k4, BL VoltDB i
AR ICHT I 17 OLTP 1 HI i $0 s 12 28 4 (new SQL)R T4 1 U V1) S 8L T B A4 H3 AT 94T 5 55 (A S
BT A PAE H A ER A s e A7) 3R T A R 2 50 £5~60 5 1 g 45 Ab 3 M g S A 7
MORFET ACID $# 2%, [ B B A noSQL 7 e M newSQL i RIEA Clustrix(http://www.clustrix.com/)Fl NuoDB
(http://www.nuodb.com/) %% .
4.1.2 T8I [ 73 A7 BN 0 5 2R Edl R R

TeraData & 3085 4 2 405 11 40 3k 2£ . TeraData £ 3% )% % F T Shared Nothing ¥4 R 4504, L Fr B iy @tk
(BILEE 4.2 T HEIRIP) TeraData XF Aster Data [ NG W& 125 46 ). T 7] 43 W1 284 8 80 A7 fih B8040 28 1RO 10 90 I
T AN S A B P DG O B A S S R ) /O 28R AR AR 23 BT R ] UK AT T AT A A
A 1 15 2 1) 1 BE . MonetDB & — /> JL A (¥ 51 47 i 2048 i &R 48, L 4 InforBright,InfiniDB,LucidDB,
Vertica,SybaselQ %%.MonetDB Fl Vertica #& 3t T F1 17 fif 1 A [T P A7 5080 22 Z 48, 2 L1 ) 43 By B .
4.1.3 T EAESS 1 noSQL HiR

noSQL H#fs [ 2 G A X T~ 50 R B E R G B A I IR AP0 — AN S BRI RS L SCRF 2RI HE R
(B0 5 B ), 0 F o0 R B0 1R R Goond BB R AT TR L A7 A AN 40 A, LR B L 7 R AR M S ) 1 B B
FEHUH (MySQL Al NeodJ 1M BE FL B WAR 1(TE b B X 45 52 B 11 43 A7 45 & 4 (power law) ) I 4% ), http://
markorodriguez.com/2011/02/18/mysql-vs-neo4j-on-a-large-scale-graph-traversal/,http://www.slideshare.net/Claudi
oMartella/presentation-7398682). ) — L34 J& iy FE (I R PE MR B — AN R R E E R AR E 2L 1 000
AN RURARRE 1 noSQL AT i R 35 (B A A L 3B (19— B0tk 29 B, 70 R BB AR A 3R13 T M 1 1k
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fie. te i, HBase — KA+ it L 200 (2N SHAE(S WA 3.1.2 1), X85 R AE 58 R IR UERF A PERI S B0 R 3k
AR, ot 2 U, B0 20 2T R A, 0 IR S B T R B (10 208 A PR R S AR AR TR (1) P9 A7 Hdie 1 AR Gt RE SR AT
et )k RE L (ELZ AE FRF ANE 58 A PRAE B 15 D0 R XA PERECS APERE) 2 ZEAT 40 0. [7 i, L9 R 1 H T ek 5
n0SQL VU, i i A K Kb 1) SIZ I Ak Pk .
Table 1 Performance comparison of graph data processing (MySQL vs. Neo4J)
FT 10 EEE AT A H ) M BE LA (MySQL vs. Neodl)

—ANSEUE VI Gl ) 5 AE)
R K R H R (ms) P&l i )2 (ms)

- 100 7T AR
- 400 J7 418 ! 100 S0
A 2 1000 500

- RS 3 10 000 3000
- {fif] Hash & 5| Hl BTree &5

4 100 000 50 000
- MySQL vs. Neo4J

5 N/A 100 000

PRAE RN — A LS 55 A 3 BT I2 A S R, i e 45 4 28 8 P O AN 75 2 ACTD I FF: v e 88 1) — 3K
P 240 VA A2 5 B A LR S B A R, o P R D SR A AR i, b 20U T X RIS AR 1) AT Ab B R ) ok S I N
Ab PR 55— B ECH I A B R LI AR IR LN A B E R noSQL AR KA A 2 Hb.Facebook M i H]
RDBMS(MySQL)ZI 7 H| RDBMS #% 1] HBase, i J& #8280 HBase, VE 4y JL 5 41 B4 W2 I Hicats A 2 28 ) 1) B il B4
AR EAPRAR X
4.1.4 1 ) 23 At RN T AR noSQL B

MapReduce i AR LI GUH 0 vH B & . m R R A MR8 T 22 R FUR T Ft 1) 5 Ik, T %
MapReduce R AT AES RAE IELETE BCIE S 4F K, — B A 7 (startup) il I k. L an 324 Hadoop TR A |
ARG EE YN FISZRF M55 19 Cloudera 23 &1, 32 (245 T v g 1) 43 A 2SO R 481 MapR A ), 2 4t [l 4% Hadoop )
563 T HE/ER Karmashpere 23 7,20 1T Postgres fil Hadoop J4E. it Jii T- HadoopDB K41 H ) Hadapt
oA, Yahooo # & oK. 8071 Hadoop H AW A& IR H # Hortonworks 28 i 55, 15 3k [R] I, 4% e B s 22 |
FIRE ST B B2 kA IET Hadoop HiARMI™ fh R B lkmg, X 4 5] AL FE Microsoft,Oracle,SAS,IBM
IR A E] B4R ] Dryad R 48, 2 H: A MapReduce [l & .Oracle 76 K #H noSQL F1 MapReduce i AR
PUE, T 2011 5 F B4 KA Big Plan di g o5, 4 ik 25 K £ 4b B AU U SR A T Hadoop £R).IBM Tl i
ELHE AL 56 5, IBM [F9K AR (Watson) " T3 WL, 2L B F R 45 B AL 3 T Hadoop £ AR IF & 1), 5 RN IBM & 4 T Big
Insights T4, 2T Hadoop,Netezza Fl SPSS(ZE Tt 7341« FHE 42 Il A1) A5 43 AR ™ ol g St DR 50l 4 A b B8 1)
ARHE 42 BRG] ) B BT S8 I A0, BB L e A 8 3 7 4 0 (H I K SR LT AN 24 1 [ M e — A 3
P TS 50 2 V8 F A T S R R R 7 1) b T TeraData 23 #)7F SIGMOD 2010 45 €75 T Hadoop !
TeraData 388 2 J5 BRI Aster Data 2 7], 34 MapReduce $ AR & 2 56 F1 5 5% 45 A #4440, 3k 1 £E
B PE S R R e A VR 3 S Aster Data(SQL/MapReduce) 1 TeraData, k)38 — /> 45 #4 A4 B4k A0 E 45 4 46 Bodhs
MG — b P 5.

42 ZEFAMEHBENLZRE

TR R AL, bSO & BRI R 43 2 — P %% 0] R A1 BE TR B AR BT ST RN T e S5 i v BRI 9
N ORI ) TR ITANAN 46 882 Jie © A I BCRFASE & ) S W b A 265 ke B G At F 5 R0 A 1) 61037 S AR i
BB B R A B AT TR s IR A AR 2.

2005 LUK, 7E F50H A5 T B R AU B R 45 73 T 1 A 58T 2 H (startup) s& Aster Data Fil Greenplum, & 11 $
AKTFBAILERSE R H MapReduce $i RN PostgreSQL % A kAT tloid, A JL v] LLZ AT 78 KA A1 |- (MPP/
Shared nothing), 3 HLE ¥ 1) 155 5 AL B, W 5 2 ol L 42 o 4 0 RO K A 1) 1) = AR 75 43 73l 72 PostgreSQL % % ¢
Shared Nothing #2#J 1 MapReduce 1 K. Aster Data Fl Greenplum 55 J# )4 00 51 B AN GEML AT SQL £ i,
[ It 45 24 MapReduce Job fIHAT 514, 76 7] — 4844 T~ 528 T SQL/MapReduce 94— Ab HiL A T b 3X 5K 4w
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T AR#E7E RDBMS HIHESE 5L T MapReduce £ K. B #I,Greenplum 2 & &4 EMC 1,3 — Ko 4 i
EMC 72wl BN Z3R45 T 5040 7 S A0 234 1R B8 0 ™= b — B0 2 TR0, B804 e i 3 3 Y — AN T 4% ) 55 4+ (big
player),#; Oracle Fl TeraData J& i E K[ J). Aster Data JUI#% £ 4% 6 = 4008k 1 401k 5 TeraData W . FATT AT LA
% TeraData W) Aster Data, ¥ i 2 AH3K 15 & 1 PostgreSQL H4i 22 15 234 & A0 4 £5°E /1) Shared Nothing %2
R 2 FLSE X P T R TeraData J& ANl f¥), TeraData & H 1) /& Aster Data ] MapReduce 35 AR 2856 & H 43 Hr 441
(Z&F MapReduce A M5 19 I AT Z0HH 20 M KA AL). B AT, TeraData 17645 J) T X FF (AT 55, 5t A2 40 4] 76
TeraData H' 384 MapReduce i K,1X j& RDBMS %I MapReduce 3 A {124 >].

MapReduce 6 RDBMS AR 1 2802 207 b 0, A A7 0 . &9l &It BEEEE. NAE O,
SR S I 4 45 A U THILE X R IR S 10 02 RCFile R 4814 H AR TE HDFS A A#HESL N £ T MapReduce 14"
JR R LA T (A7 R e DR s A P 2R 400 11 T S Rt R 9T R (18 DR B A 06 200G T A4 D ), It -7 HDF'S 4%
PRI ABL PAX (R 47-fik 45 4 3l 1 i %8 RDBMS $0AR 2 = T Hadoop #4173 Mt Ab BEE i, JX /2 . MapReduce [:
B %5 RDBMS I AR B AR A% TAE BUARAS &2 JRUUG G108, 312 78 Hadoop “F & F SIS A7-fifs () 538 — T AR 4
o5 ML HE 21 J2 RCFile 7 Facebook 2 w345 T W H A vk T S B ) L, 72 "Ll 027 R S [ G158 1) 6461

HadoopDB7* it 5 455 € (] — 17 1. HadoopDB i 42 MapReduce [ s Fil RDBMS (HI4R £ 45 &kt K.
ZARGHAWEW MW 240,75 EE A A Hadoop “F& X Frm EM R4 YA, 7E N )= F H RDBMS
(PostgreSQL) S IR K415 1 = ¥ g AL 3. 1t 4+ HadoopDB F H HDFS S HL A 25 44 46 B 1) Ak R, 1 36 45 #4 4 Z4is A
Je g it i 1 4 — AL 22K & . B H,HadoopDB L& HE4T 1 Mk Ak (hadapt), i 56 Bl 78 3R 430 1 000 J5 36 Ju ¢, it
A XU 35 % 5 4 e 0 T b T3k A7l 43 B ,Hadoop DB A7 7645 1 Jay BR 14 3T 2 IR 77 2 PostgreSQL F 1,345k T
Hadoop )24 FF I, B AT 05 B 2545 PERE, 0 20Ut Hadoop R 4T EAT 0 B 18 o5 B4 44 R AN S8 PE 41 E 4T %)
5 Ja R A7 3 PostgreSQL UM i, 14 3% 4 A 0 W I I Ath B4 41 Isf . HadoopDB 1) 1 fit 4 32 21 ™ & 5 il H T,
HadoopDB % ¢l £ AN itk A ¢ 35 2 fhlo%),

noSQL AR EEY BAERES AMTE T TIRZIE S . VoltDB B\ 4Rk Lol TR MMM EET/EZ —
SR MR B A TR Xk B A T 35 224 4 X U OO BV R FH B 2 14 2 O SR B AT 43 X A K dhs o A B 2 AN
RORETE 1 N0 A0 E s AL 2 v 1R B2 SR, U3/ 71 e T T 3000 A8 48, I L J8E 0 5000 LR, AT 2 v R R (9 R k.
VoltDB AR EF A% G0 5 Z2 504 FE O i, 045 50 G SQL #: 10 TW R o R AL . 524 ) ACID {R3IE 2%, 7]
T o 1 SRR RE I K B A B ) Bk A Stonebraker ZEFK VoltDB il 145 T 837 B oA (5 Bl 7 X
Jiik s WA H B AR B L ORI JF R PR AR ) newSQL, JF T newSQL Ff £ 2012 R AT JT K
(http://siliconangle.com/blog/2011/12/29/newsql-will-prevail-in-2012-says-mits-michael-stonebraker/). fth 411 {1 T il
AT HERAT A 96 UE, (2 BT £1,n0SQL BORTE WALEE I & e fie# T RDBMS () H 487, Bl SQL—noSQL—
newSQL, LA 0T K H4h Ak 21 1) 5T Bk k.

B P ARG 4 o AN A SRR R AN 8 TR T R F 4 AL F ) RDBMS 7 ARHTH] 7] #4554 3 F 1)
noSQL £ AR % H 34T BT 1) K A543 Hr BN U7 1, 75 [l 58 RDBMS AR R4 55 10 A K th T [H 4% Hadoop 4
REVFES R, XA ES R H Frie — 300, S 87 2¢ REAE FEBOR &3 JL 8 R VE F 48
KA AL BN 1 b B0 1 R v, (EL 08 39 RE Ak J) 1% RUE 1T MapReduce $ AR IR R GE (M4 i 68 g 55005 1) 2 A4
O HnBEHH L L AW RB B A A/ B EAT 43 T (in situ data analytics) 44T I 52 2% B 45 O T LA 3R AT]
N TEAR A KSR, IR R FI A S R A A, — A2 T HDFS/Hadoop AR KEIE % — i F &
(unified big data analytics platform)FH A= 2% R4 55 286 T i 3X /M HEZE [ #% 0o B A & HDFS/Hadoop, B4 ¢ R A
ABE TR R0 £ A1) Ak B R 1B ek oA VS AR AR X A HE 28 LA HE SR AN AN B L 00 R B I A2 i AL B R 3 HT 3 RESR AR
b R4y BT S B 22 I A, O BLTE A 28 BB 2 ) g 57 0 BE ¥ K A& (bridging unstructured and structured
data), % L AT BE & 23 M7 (together analysis), 38 £43 55 4= [H] (19 B85 75 B 45 SR AEA A K, 2K B TeraData(aster
data),EMC(greenplum),Hadapt(HadoopDB) %5 /A ] 1 2K £ 415 43 #1452 AR U7 58, 483 AN Wi 40, s 2B 1 A5 Bk i g 1tk
FAAL(Z I3 4.3.2 799) AE AL B IK 2, 4 L6 70 18 /F RDBMS 4134t OLTP Rl OLAP &5 & kil i — A 48—

© HEBEERAET hipd/ www, jos. org. cn



190 Journal of Software 353k Vol.24, No.2, February 2013

FY A7t A TR 7 940 Ak B 4 S L .55 K BN 28 2k 43 BT 110102 i, KR Sk i A O AL
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Fig.8 Mutual absorption, fusion and continuous development of various technologies
Bl 8 SREARMWEAMYE., Mo MR R R

4.3 HHHRNE

A7) 500 7 B %) 9T Bk, I R O i AR JR I b 8 i B SR I S R U R £ S R e 2
R8P B 52 2 1R 43 AT SCAN B 28 AN TRAT T S B2 B R (VAT 5.
4.3.1 [ =T IR AR

TP EEETIUE . Al a2 IR0 A BRI P L AR P DU &k i) 7 A
FHX L6 B 25 TH I A AU R AL RO B S AR A 1 R 2= S 6 S BT ) 45 4 280 FH 0 23 A 284 2 1 4l
AT AR T G Ak 22 1 kA%, B, n AT AE B AT 3 A (45 1 (elastic) I & 1 & b 32 FF 5 45 4b H (transaction
processing on the cloud). CFFz V& ¥ 1FT A7 AL ELON L K 808 MU SCRE T BB 1R
MRS 458) TR = F & 1AW AR PEER . T 0 HORE 2 U — A RS B 2P & B4 G R gk 2L ST
FHBAE T 1) 25 °F 65 00 B0 5 O AR v 4 B 000, B RA F 7 R 2 4 2 S Bk 1) LA Rl A ) P e = 2B A AT 2L IE
SRR AL
432 KREIwGE LT

IEW B SO &5, B %8 RDBMS 477 4E T — N0 ir A2 R 48,10 [ 48 Hadoop BOARIELE ™4 534 —A
SMESRARZANREWH MR ESK, N BARNAER L, OB AR AESRA L TRl 42—k
ATAEAE 0 AR FER TV R 55 07, — AN 88— B R B8t b R HE B8 DL R AR 28 R G0 < T8 1 ATS AR AT L8 i 3 S35 B
RN IRRIE ST, B G0, iy $0 28 7Y 20 0 1 B0 4 31— AN A7 it S (Bl 20 27 ) 2 e 2 3 S 08 B PR A7k = (F
TGRS KR R4 BUR L E ROIEAR. AW RERE EAA 6 E AT — 8 I T 55 a0 T ek A i 1)
PR PATEE AT GG N 2 1% GPU. SR BT EHL. BN A SR A5 FE R B 1T e =
& EsarfariEE R SQL, PR ALY R 1t 4 AT S H 42 B4 & 2K H F (B S . @ P Gk 2 K e R )
FEAL RG22 FF 10 O 20 B PR 5 A0 L i e ek B0 1 Ak B &5 S AT AT AL Ao 5 | 3 P R B AT R R
2 75 1H) (Exploratory Query), PAH 2 37 43 B4R Y AR J5 AT IR N 20 7.

T —4X MapReduce(MapReduce 2.0/YARN)E RN R MY et Phag. A7 S5 & AN J7 A T KM B2 1
VARG 5 3 4 MapReduce vF S5 BY M B8 R 5 S SR 0 v S5 R, T R HE S8 SRR B 22 0 N 2 2 (e ik
Application Manager SZH), & 55 it i ¥5 &b # (stream processing). P #4fs &b ¥ (graph processing). BSP {157 A= Y

(bulk synchronous processing). MPI 115157 (message passing interface)“s(http://www.businesswire.com/news/
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home/20120119005825/en/Hortonworks-Deliver-Next-Generation-Apache-Hadoop). H: 37 £ it 5 55 A5 A H 77 1)
4 000 2 AT 3G INE] 6 000~10 000, K& T4 KA H BT ¥ 40 000 3002 100 000.1% FF: [ HE 484 fg F il TR &
KEH G5 — 4b B8 S 5 400 WL A58 1 P PN A AL B R 4845 MapReduce 7T BASE FR 80 10238 a0 Ab #0107,

4.4 FHMWFAR

44.1 % GPU L[f) OLAP!®

7t OLAP JN ] Hp, 3777 44 (cube) IR 1 5 /2 JsoFE I (W 34, A A I 98 N SR AN BRI 90 3RATT ) AR 2 — 23l
R IFAT A R GPU BRI 2 % AL BERE J7 IRt Cube BITHEEFR FRATT S0 48 th— AP AR e B ) B3R
WS T B PE A 56 R 4 X IFP - Cache J8 4N ) 507 CC-BUC(cache conscious bottom up computation), 43 ) b F 45
AN B A JE TR RS 4 BEAT R Ak B p o A ST B R R AR T N AE 1/O,8& A T Cache [ )R
(locality),F#{I% T Cache 2k 2 FT- CC-BUC Hik, FATTHR 1 T 58 2& 1 Cube V157575 MC-Cubing ML &AM 4
DX ] DA FFAT A 3 A 43 DX A 8 AR ) DAEAT FRAT AR 3,38 Y 2 % SR 4 () A4 Ab BB ) (FU 4% 2 4% CPU #1 GPU), H
AR i ) AT M TR I BT R A O B P A5, 78 40 R SIMD. 4R A (B 4R 4 2 B ) S I A0 1 Ak R
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37 6 1 LA Bk Re et
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