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Abstract: This paper reviews two state-of-the-art algorithmic architectures, MapReduce and Spark, and compares them from their
backgrounds, principles and application scenarios. The advantages and their corresponding limitations of these two algorithms are
summarized. When dealing with non-iterative problems, MapReduce, by virtue of its task scheduling strategy and shuffle mechanisms,
performs better than Spark in terms of intermediate data transfers and number of files. Spark can be used to deal with iterative problems
and low latency issues, as it divides a computing task according to the dependencies between the data and the task. Compared with
MapReduce, Spark can effectively reduce the number of intermediate data transmissions and the number of synchronizations, and improve
the running efficiency of computing systems.
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A% 1) BRI R RAR 2 AT 45, 0 AT B 2 G LSS B IRAT AL BRAE BRAUE 3R G F e o 19 [R) I, B oK PR BE 32 i R 46
B AT M .

Google 7 2004 F42 H T 5 J5U0A 1940 45 X 42 M4 8 MapReducel, BT~ R B (1) %4 9147 40 ¥ .MapReduce
R 15 25 7 B A U R B HE 5 R 10 9 B B 8 Map T Reduce, 32 38 JEARUA 24 X BB BOHE b AR L35 2 B 2 A4
AMSLIZAT ) Map 4145, 4041 8 2 AN FIHL I AT 7= AR — @ ) () 45 R, P98 i Reduce {145 1R & FF7=F
LR SO A B A A K MapReduce TV 48 ELRLIF % B T B AE it S . A AR L.
BRI M SR 2 1), — e FR R R BRAR T AT R R R M RN S SR A KR G IR AT T T AR I 1 3
Tk L AR T 2t A7 AR AR 22 A JE 1 5, T AR (0 T 4 1, MapReduce 445 2 1M1 EL A0, T AS 48, BT itk
JSCIR 5 SRAS 2 K (1 o B) 45 S R 8 ) 48 AT A A, T R DRI, 9T B T CRUE R A 1R v ) 4 A
B B RS T 8GR AN R #F MapReduce /1 A S £5 BT A 1 Map 1E45 &5 W1 5 Reduce 145 4 G AT 1 5,
e 22, 3 B R A H #AK.

P4k, Zaharia 25\ 5B IFR T AR CEE 20 A s AR FEHE 22 Spark™.Spark LA H: 5 k19 B T BE 2, TV
BN I UL R 265 Spark HEH T Spark SQL,Spark Streaming,MLLib F1 GraphX 45 20 4,3 S8 40 {1 3 W 2 7 T
B A B — 3l AR T 5 AE A BT IE AR o) 1851 DA S — SR K IR ) 1 |, Spark PEfiE 25T MapReduce.Spark £
MapReduce (1 3E Al A T 1R 22 (1 803t 5 P00, 156 75 48 b 3 LA 2% 30 LA e PR S idi 364X 1) 5 ), Spark 25 g 24
T MapReduce. {5 /& 1 24 fix 2 4L 11 73 A1 2\ 22 ¥ ,MapReduce [F]FE 45 H & 11 7] B2 b, 76 55 52 1) 1) 3525 55
T ,MapReduce i& 24T Spark.

AILE S5 41 T MapReduce F1 Spark P73 41 2324, I RS VPAT Fa s FIAS [R) N FH 155 55 P 7 T
S AT T R R 4 iR T WordCount 5 PageRank il /UM J5 B _F it = 5 78 SR SAT IR A SRR H
S0 B 3 T THEAT T 43 A A0k B, e i i H Ak 45 R i 2.

ARICH 1A 48 MapReduce (1975 5 B A (RS 289 2544 LU R ARV (R 18 152 SR w36 2 15 /-2 Spark A58 28 ) B 4
ALK 5 MapReduce 11X 5.5 3 755 T-BLA I FEX MapReduce F1 Spark 75 K 54 vF Al 4545 A1 A 5 3 H
175 569 7 T EEAT LR R 4558 4 19 it WordCount 1) /@ L MapReduce 5 Spark 7 4b 3 ={E & AR v I - H

SCA B HEAT SN T 0 R 3 A B R ke 5 R i S e
1 MapReduce

1.1 MapReduce® &

7E Google, 15 K 7 75 LA B K I8 K JEUUA 2, LU Gt ) D TCEC S« R 4% I R SO A A5 45 D K A 0 i N
TR L — A LA VLA LUK SZ 1, A AT 5 BB R E b T 6 A B AL bR AT A B, A fe e & BRI 1)
W 58 %75 . MapReduce SEAESKIE T Lisp 2R £0E 5 H 10 vt AR 3248 T Map A1 Reduce 7 B8 £k SE LI
174k 1E MapReduce KA s R A AP ANl 40 A0 A RE . M T DA B 2940 A5 8 i B 28 RO A 1 H il 2 H Ok 1 75
PP AT 2K 2 JF R A B 5 23 A RSN 456, 5t mT LAAR BB K 1) 43 A X R 46 1) 78 U . MapReduce & — P &
A 1 23 A 2K 2 R 5 ) T L Sl R N B 60 2 A A0 1 T L s I R PP AT VA 32, Ak B L% (1 2%,
I FLE HRAL A% 2 1A (0 3845 135 oK.

1.2 MapReducet&#!

MapReduce H {13 E AT P Fi:Map FI Reduce, 13X P F 48 45 52 1t H A o X f¥.Map #11 Reduce i N5
i 3 HH A0 BB ) (key/valuey, 1T BLT I A 23 SO0 B ATTHEAT fi] S 1R 38

e Map (k1,v1)—list(k2,v2);

e Reduce (k2,list(v2))—list(v2).

FE—AN )RR A v S R P Map #ER Es B s i T 20 X, JF 20 A B 2 6 b FEAL 384T 947 4L 2E. Reduce
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Fig.1 MapReduce flow chart?
Kl 1 MapReduce JiFe &2

AR KR SRS A P T A “ XindongWu H B IR Y H ) L D ARG
Map(String key,String value)
Ikey: 3R %
Ivalue: STRYS N 25
for each word “XindongWu” in value:
Emitintermediate(XindongWu, 1);

Reduce(String key,lterator values)
ITkey:—~> BLiA]
Ivalue: A 51 3%
int result=0;
for each v in values:
result+=Parselnt(v);
Emit(AsString(result));

TESG IR B Map B 80K T SCRYREAT 23 1, 0 A0 B 2 & AL AL B EAT Ab B AR ST AT A RN, R 28 B H 1
“XindongWu™{& & il — AN X (XindongWu,1).Reduce 5 50K BT AL BEHL_E A BEE X 3EAT B8 & 0 A e & 15
S| B3] “XindongWu™ H B 1H V8.

BRI T il A, 38 — 280 LU MapReduce fif e i ] 2.

o 4z Grep(destributed grep): R (AT UL HC 245 2 (20, Map 26 502 ¥ 2o AL 345 Reduce pfi %1,

Reduce B8 £ 5 TA) 200 46 Db &5 A il
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URL j il S 4E v (count of URL):Map b 450E 5 4b 2 W 534 sk [ 35 I % tH 8 {5 % (URL, 1).Reduce
O AH A URL (¥ 88 (5 0 33047 22 n 34 H 24 (URL total _count) X ;
o EHLiA4H 7 & (term-vector per host):7E LL(word,frequency) B (E X} 41 26 R 7m (1) — > a2 ek b 37 41
[f1) S H B SR A e 5 ], LA (word, frequency)) X 41 36 11 % 2028 75 . Map B8 B0 AL 3 N SRS 1 g
(hostname,term vector) 8 {f %} .Reduce &8 ZU6 H A A1 [R] 1 host SR X BE47 B0 24 91 25 B Ao ), 4 2
t11¢(hostname, term vector)4# (& % .
MapReduce & F# 5 B A 54T 55 PAT FIAT: 553805 2 A1 AR 193 1) 3. HL Y, AT 55 HAT 4045 LS 97 e o R 4 B
A5 UK Map $E IR 0 45 SR 2 08 WIS BIREEL AN SR AR FEAE AT T IR ARAIL— 2 0 T 9820 1 77 1R 1 6, 3
G P9 A7 HH AT SR B 25 0 R O T T U b AR B ) RRE T N B Tk SR P LE MapReduce Y 784S AR A3 T AT AT
HR XA A T 7 R T — el L
o L, LN HIEAIE A FH Map A Reduce B4 S5 58 i, G Ak BB 5 K4 A P B I 4 [ i 70 DR (K]
TXRE R B 25 P AL 5 5 A PR 1 96 R B I . A, AT 2 AT R . BUE SR, X 2596 R
AR AR 5317 R BB AE — X S5 vh 58 2 3R TR TR AR 45 MO G 3R B A ), 45 TN Ol 7 B34 45 40 i LU
I AZA R R % T B
o HWKIE—MEN Y Reduce {145 LS54 A K Map 1145 56 G A REREAT T 5, R P MR, R R
JET BE AT 15 B 78 4 R .
1.3 MapReducefElif &

45 Y 1a) AT LI 3L — ¥k Map Al Reduce REFE MR wk, EE 40745 45 1 (WordCount) i) 5. i1 - ¥~ MapReduce it
TR0 52 F IR 1 S A PR A 4 52 2% (1) 1) A0k 75 240 i i % > MapReduce i #2057 454 Reduce #1111 45
YE R —A Map $#40 4 NS08, LA R ok 58 it 52 2% il A o b #1281,

145 2/~ MapReduce i 72 114 ] 85 rr 23 85 K 1) 45 M ) 1< 0 3R ) 780, — AN ) 350 v A6 PR ARG 3R A T A
SRR LE S A 2R (RS TR O 06 2R o AR 2k 1t 7E MapReduce 42 1 2 4], 7% 18 3 £ 45 b (145 58, SR (12 FIFO
(fist in fist out) 7 2. 7 A (I AE b Ak 3 A2 30— AN BAF1 e 4 FUDE 56 ZORN B4 I T] (1) 56 5 e 41 il 6 A BA B0 3 P —
AMEN AT SO VEBAT (75 56 4 v T AR ARE 08 8L, 55 3104 10 A M AT 56 52 5 15 A BA BT TR & 88 R — AN AT IR B L.
FIFO 53k 404 LU 28 iy MapReduce B IA 8 530 AEE & 208 T KA LRI/l 2 T0] i 22 5 38 3 25 S 3800
A M 14 I i) 45 4 5 1 3] 28 495 1) 4 v 8 SR B 45035 (fair scheduler)® 2 Facebook 2 &) & 1) —Ffr 5 405,
TRBE T CAAE — 5 W 18] P Lk T A (R T 55 bk S S T B0 M AR T AT — AN ML AE S AT I A g = A
SETEIC PRI 22 T A A Ml o B2 A8 B AR TE I, 2R 5 2 23 A% (R AT 55 A 23 T 4 2 38 [ 1 M, A 43 A 1 Ml g 4% 43 130
ADL 5 Sk (1) 2R Gt % YRR SR G 77 10 5 /D B A AR M BB A 4 380 1) R0, 38 0 45 Ml (19 3 AT I TR) SCRIR[10] 42 Hh T —
T8 77 18 S0 1) U 8 559 (capacity  scheduler), i% 57206 38 48 B8R 4 1 22 A BAB B BA B o 1 4 3k 5212 BA 5
) %5 . 2008 45,25 [E o R A1 sE R 4> B2 B9 Andy Konwinski 25 A2 T LATE )% 527 (longest approximate
time to end)!™.MapReduce S F] ANk 2 BRI 43 B TN 55 FEATIBAT 1M 5 FR I 1) B S5 48 4T 45 1) 5 ik
T 1),y 8 v A b 5 F ol 3, 2R 0 4 e AT 18 [ AT 45 AE F AT B0 ST B AT HAT, X H AR % IE T R4
) S A VLI A8 % T He At o A 30 R B0 5 AT WL 2L L L 53 AR A I 8 2 30 A7 b 10 5 42 5 S It
VNI HEAT U8 JSE , 6 1 Ml 2 ) PR 48 5 5% 2 DAy 282 P B, T 248 58 S s AN D 904 RE K 22 W8 0 0 SRV VA 8 b, O P s
1r PageRank i) 8 Hp 5 Vg AR R 1) 23 2 4 AN b B A A M A8 IR TR IR BT A 1~1E N 4.0 B 2 i,

AP DA 8 5 SR V5 A % B 2 R PR AR G 3R (SRR 0 1 b 1 B 58 e R0 A b gE A7 W 3 A Ml 2 T 5 4
Nr L I & ST A N RG2S S Sk 9 28 AT AR i R Bl T KR R G R SR [12] 4 T R T A
Jo I 1 43 A 2 AT 51, RE 0 45 L b 0 7 A 20 B A R ARG 2R O HLIUR B4 B W05 B 2 R R X S8 B fk
AR OG22 75 P FUAT 8 X R GE 0 vk B 8l A A8 52 2% e e Al 23 5 SRAR 22 BRIOT, I LA MARAR B3R R
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Fig.2 Job division of PageRank in two iterations
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T MapReduce %) 845 W Je SR 245 S 0, B R BRI 1 4 b A1 S FH #8455 MapReduce 154
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A7 3G L S HE 4, oA 0 it HDFSE! MapReduce Fil YARNM®4] 1, H: 1 HDFS(hadoop distributed file system)
JEE AL A SR L T RE IR 40 A SO A S AL i R 8. HDFS K] master/slave 2244, K S8 b T A7 ik 5%
BRATA A TR B — S W T B8 — 10 AT LAGR AR A7 ik v e AR 45 A0 A 50 10 2 ), AT A e T Sk o
ki = 5 AU YARN & 3 Hadoop 2.0 o 42 41 108 284 % J5 A B35 YARN 4 JobTracker 1) 5 4t 9 i 45 B i JiE
B N FH W 95 R B T i 20 B B S ST 1K 33 FE. ResourceManager 1 ApplicationMaster, 55 5 b 5 43 341 = 9w
PRV SHE L,

Fifi 5 LA MapReduce 2 g B AR 2 1 3 k8 22, ¢ T MapReduce #5284 (i 53t 7 184 22 Horp 2 BF 9
4 E LA L T

e MapReduce {FMkE 4 il & il 8- 76 MapReduce 1, 2535 B JBCE 9 77 50 AR A SR H BE AL RS 3% R 0 T X

SR fR] R R T B 2 ROk A S IR B B B AN ), S B MapReduce AT AR AN I ) L SCHER
(L6730 Job 44) 3 73 50 504 U7 il P45t o A0 0090 50 2 50 W% Sk [ 7 1A 908 e U 1) IR 508 22 WA U i) Ak 2R
KRB T b T ST 23 20 1 77 155

o SFHERE TR MapReduce 8 )R/ KRR S A IR R AN [T AT AU R R 2 e s e AN &

SNV CR SCHR[L8]3R H T & B (1445 1 & 3k % SAMR (self-adaptive MapReduce), F 3l - 3 AT
BN K RO HEAT 5 00 SCHR[LODE L 4% 73 S5 08 1 5 rp (AT 45 5 20 WO 45 PRTS 25 4RAT 10 B 25 7 3 2 i o
W SkewTune fif g 57 4] 1) 150, SCHR[20]4 H T 22 R A4k 7 vk, BRAIE A MapReduce T 55 43 7538 4 1) B8 U5
e MapReduce 4bFH AL [ B fE AN 1) A5 - MapReduce B4 L A H AL 4 — %} Map-Reduce 145 &
R A A 0 204 N RS 1R 4 1, MapReduce 78T 573% A 1) 8IS 14 g 2 15 35 FRAIK. 8 Ik, £ MapReduce &
ll B2 TR 2 41 S ARV Sl 126 MapReduce HEZE JLP AR LML Twister!™ Haloop?2 i

iMapReduce!®1%%.
2 Spark

2.1 Spark&=

Spark & — i T WA I TR T BEHESE 2009 47 E AR T3 BN M R 2741 38 ) 3 £ AMPLab, 75 2010 4F1E 2
FFUE, T T 2013 4Eh T Apache ZE4: T H 3] 2014 R B4 Apache B4 0TI H . B & A0 LAk, Spark CL4
# Yahoo,eBay 1 Netflix 2522 5 A @ £E 8 000 £ AN A EERE LACHE T PB 2 i3 ds.

75 Spark t A% 3l S M &k 2 50 vk 40 A 2 B HR 4E RDD(resilient distributed datasets)®4, %4l % 2 40 i 1 48
ey R R n k2 B 42 - T AR A Spark #7174 (transformation) F1 50 5 (action) s He B AT i 4F,tH AT LA
K LRATAE A7 P AN ENSE 3R, T3 A P 3K 358 20 P4 28 I S 375 S T3 /R B £t RDDL 3 /2 Spark £E % AX fr) 3 v
[ e R L E & T MapReduce ) J5 [X.RDD i ik —Fh 1fil 45 (lineage) 5¢ & K 5 il 4845 - 40 R — 4~ RDD %k, B4
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XAZ R RDD A 78 42 HI{F BV ANIE B O an ] AL Ath RDD %% 3 11 5k (149, 3 #4887 DL vk ook 5049 210 5 2R 16
RDD.Spark #& 1 Scala i 7 SEHLIK, M Scala f&—F3E T IVM (158 54 A2 15 5, 32 £ 7 2540 DryadLINQ®IfY
Y FEHE 11 [ i, Spark & 18 i & Ui 1 Scala iR 2 e (e B gm 2, H P aT L A e CAERE 1 RDD. M4k

Spark 7 b B AR R GE 3R 1) F5E IR, B8 % 75 A E A 2 PR 2 1 1 I B 12 v 2R 4 103 A7 0 7 20 5 T 3

(ORI

BRI 51 2 i S B0 5 2 WA [ 1 MR AT T 52 15 A T 49 80 B AL % MapReduce 57442
SR U 1 R4 He— B % A MapReduce 1k o), i 5 Y P 5 8 M il 4 7 7 A B, R 4
SRR T Spark 7T BIAELTR BT AT S0 MOl 247 3 470 p B 0K

ST SR BT P P 23 2 T SQU M A B 4 B 45 i ad-hoc query).Hive 384 Y 7 404 £
—AH37 g MapReduce F b, 3 LA RN B80, AR K (OAE3E; 117 Spark 77 LU It 1y 4271,
R AT 1 5,

SAL I P - ) 5 5 S A 13525 7 1 7 BRI L e,

2.2 @SR EIELE (resilient distributed datasets, & #RRDD)

RDD &t Fl /A AE S RE 1) L B 280 G4k &, Spark K 1) RDD fJ— & #1l#64id 5% 1k, i 2k RDD )4
AN DX s 8 Kot 25 Kk, nT LU F Q35 RDD sl R BEAT 74, I ol SO A 4 il 48 (lineage).RDD AL i A

RDD H {8 AP A7 it B4 e (transformation) # 4 7= 42 41 Lb T 234 XL =22 P9 47 (DSM), 7T DL TR i 25t 5
LA A %) T e Bt AN I ek TR ET F A R, TR 7 E R E R A
(checkpoint)!?®!;

RDD f H 5 A48 11 7] LA S B2 MapReduce (1 7t 2 3475,

RDD T 04 11 A B M (AT 45 %1 23 T SR 48 1 7 R G016

RDD /& n[ JF 44610, 2 W AEAS R I, 7T B 3h 4 RDD 17 il T4 1.

@ —F Y RDD RAEMRE LI 4 A7k,

MNP A7 B B A1 A7 i o 1 IUECHE B i — AN ) 4 RDD;
it JFAT A Scala 84 B1L 0 — ANEG V) 2F BUR £ 03 3T K% 319575 5
i RDD AL BRUCIRZS T, RDD St P 1, A 7238 2147 3l (action) # A1 I, RDD A # W11k AT
52 i R 80 A P v LA 3 22 77 (cache) K {77 (save) #: A 4 RDD ## A Ak;
X HAlh RDD HEAT % 4 (transformation), 73 E|— N ¥ i) RDD.7E Spark 1, A [f]-T- MapReduce R E X T
Map F1 Reduce ##h1%4E,Spark & T K (R #RAE AL T P 228 458 103X Lo 48 4 S 03 D 9 e 4 AT 3, 36
1 REIRT B 43 e 4 FNAT Bl 54 B H 25 3L
Table 1 Some transformations and actions of RDD in Spark[?*
% 1 Spark ' RDD [ il 43 e AT 3 B AR 24

map(func) Jii RDD AN et func B 30F: 15 51—~ #1 i) RDD
flatmap(func) 5§ Map % e BL (HIR A — A Seq 4 %
B4 filter(func) J5{ RDD £/l 2 func o £ 7o 41—~ i) RDD
(transformation) | distinct([numTasks]) J# RDD % 43 %% RDD
union(other) NP5~ RDD JF4EA3 217 1) RDD
intersection(other) 2P/~ RDD A4 43 21 i) RDD
count() R[5 RDD 16 Z AN
173 collect() &[] R RDD T4 76 % S #Al
(action) reduce(func) Ji RDD i ezl i func i [ i 2418
SaveAsTextFile(Path) 4 J5l RDD $ 3/ 3 it i#% 1% Path 5 A\ SCAF

FeARANAT B #GE EE X RDD (19— R B A Fe i A1 25— 4> RDD s/ if) RDD; M 47 sl 41 Il i
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i — NP2 — . RDD H S AL — Se 2 (A B HLR I RO B A7 T8 . 1% RDD X % RDD LA J2i% RDD
e WM A AL E RDD B 8t 1T 2R 10 A5 SE BRIz 5 rb T AT (1 e 454 VR 30 2 1 1 110, AN 23 2 ZUHRAT  Spark 23 i s T X
RDD )4 H 4% e AR, B BT AT Bl A TSRk [ 45 SR IN 7 2 BAT 30 33 1) 4 B 13 41X T S 4 Bk 4 Bl 15 (lazy).
W2 Ut Spark R e S 4 4 OF A 2 SEIN IR, B AR S A il R BB XA i R B T Rk 2 AT A AR T
MapReduce,Spark ™7 £ fc KA ) F A2 F AT BRI W 3. 49 4 Map B4 1 45 4141 /2 Reduce %N ZEsL L,
FAIFA T Map (45512 60 Reduce 13 [0 EL 1S S /D 1 AN 06 SR EAE 1/0 LA KGR (1],

PAGE vt B3] “ XindongWu 1 B IR (0K i) R @ RE RDD (A3, DA AR 40T

val WordCountResult=

sc.textFile(“Introduction”,4)
1A “Introduction™ SC RS iz HX P 25 I 43 %)
flatMap(line=line.split(“-"))
TR 3 K dls, CLZ5 A% 0 I 23 454
.map(“XindongWu”=(“XindongWu”,1))
116 FAAS BT A B X B =X
.reduceByKey(_+ )
1853 XindongWu Hy B 4

WordCountResult.saveAsTextFile(“wordcount_result™)

L TIREAP R

B4, AN SO S BB A — AN W) 4 RDD——MappedRDD; 2% ), S 1 AN /E flatMap 75 I
FlatMappedRDD; 1 th# # £ F map 7% i MappedRDD; i J il id %% 41 45:4F reduceByKey 7431 ShuffledRDD. %
B, A B AR AE A S B2 AG, A RDD H4xidsg N H AL RDD JAH B 1) % 4 #4824 Y BRAT sh #4E
saveAsTextFile I, 2 B i3k N B I A7 e 3 B AF A 2 Bl ST S AT AEUb ) b 38 3 B AR AR A0 1 IR AT B #R A
AT 44 RDD ARG K Wi 3 o,

sc.textFile flatMap map reduceByKey saveAsTextFile

MappedRDD — FlatMappedRDD — MappedRDD — ShuffledRDD WordCountResult

Fig.3 Counting process for word ‘XindongWu’
K3 gk XindongWu i Fi €
2.3 RDDzZ EHKRFIX R
7t MapReduce H, A~ [A] 45 M Ho 4 S i 40O O 28 7 AN [ 1), 7T BB 2 — 0 — IRROBOC & AT AT fig & — X 2 B
FHAR T I DL AE Spark 4 W AEFEIX AN ), 0 T ik R G847 =i 24, Spark K RDD K6 R Ak T
HARI 4328, B, % 4K i (narrow dependency) F1 % #K ii(wide dependency). % {82 454 —4~ RDD 43 X fig . A g
B —/~1 RDD Z3 X Fr A8 HT; AH B, s OB i — > RDD 43 X A] BARE 2 /P 4~-F- RDD 43 X i fili .
W 4 s, & A PEERIEARE A RDD 70X, £ 4> RDD 73 X 4 A58 48 (1) RDD. 21 3 UG
R T OIS, A PR T AR SR R 43 1) D R T A
(1)  FEZEA A BF—A2 RDD 43 X R fig#i—A~+ RDD 43X Frfi FH, BT LAAZ3E RDD 43 X 1) $idi
A2 2 5 X R 1K) T RDD 43 DX AH 5G IR, AN A7 AR T A Btk s A0 5, 70 56 A 5 4 — /NS RDD 43 R 25 %
A7 RDD 73 X FAf 1, BT LASZ RDD 43 X BT 476 (M 804 B3 7 0 2R 1T RDD 48 X AHGAM B &5 FH
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TR I 75 S5 A 12 S5 A U A0 8 Ak #24F (pipeline).

TE WA B
’j
y
NN #
map filter —— X J groupByKey
)
4

IR i
J— P _a— ¥
join with inputs v

co-partitioned

union join with inputs not
co-partitioned
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(2) BRI FE

T R HHs At b, AN [R] R B2 060 T SN I 1 Rl S SR AN A ), G s (0 HE 7 5 A ) 75 32 22 IR U In) s gk AT
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(3) A4tk

FRFBAR S FIVH AN IR, — @ RS B S 680 o) — U7 T B A R AL & b
AT BT, 6 805 PRSI I o 521 A 45 5 50 2R I KB A B 65 (R 29 LR 5 RV 1 R R AR O, B0 [ A
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WordCount. f5IHE 22 51 F1 URL 1 i) A 6 45 148 il 28 e T3 — Y0 00 117 A2 . X vl 0 JA0) 22 s 7 Aab 11 ) 05 7% v
JA] ARVR SRk AT A8 1 5 U 1) I B IR i 5 Bttt A 252 ) 750, 5 785 1T LLIE$F MapReduce A5 74 3E 47 4b 2, Spark I
B2 N FHAE RS 2 ) 8 E LR A MapReduce 7B b I 43 S LR o ) 45 500 20047 N 28 S5 e i v e AR J 1
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Qe PageRank [n) 8 P 4 Y3 ARER 75 ZE5T Link Al Rank 2 kA7 4H [ (K35 /6. tH T MapReduce Ab B a%AY fr 45 i
YR IEA T FE #B 7 TE G AL S R AR R B Spark &R RIER 45 BT 75 A2 NWEEL, 1 H Ve F P ks H Ss
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INECHE AR B R BRATTIE B T AR JLFh B 2 B3 A7 150 B
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W Ak My (key,value) T 3, ITE 1 Map Fil Reduce 15 11 4B 2 2 37 78 B8 X 7 X A0 3 b L S A Ak 2 505 g AR
L Ml LU AR 0 B IR AT R BLAN AL BRI 4 MapReduce AT DL - i i A 3 25 1) .
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0 AL A I 28 0 B i 1 45 42 55 v B0 0 2 DAL 0 % 23 I HE ke, 500 P 8 G DR v e 2 v, S Ak A8 TR 48 A
) 7 22 (] PR AH DG 2 A %o TR (9 50 330 A7 A B0 B T SR A (0T T 3043 5N K 2= 1) 2R 4 (aggregation) R
Fz (join)H A, 1 ok K 1)V R B ST 78, 5 BU8CR AN A S Ik 2 ) 8, Gonzalez S5 AT 2013 SEME THF
Spark ) =% B v HAS T GraphX.GraphX F ] Spark HEZ2 4L 1) A7 22 47 RDD. AT-45 1 5 5w DL & 36 T4 it
5 FA A R A S I T e KA A B T S HE 4 Spark GraphX s X T L B H A R DL R — ZR B AL I I
AT TH SR A A4 B B vy LAy (58 Pt AT A A S v A

o iEIE

FE—SERE E 137 R (A ST P ERE L R P AT A 20 %o S ek SR AR v, SR R G A 05 DL T R Ak S
V) ACHI Y, 200 R S Ak B £ I ] [V % 7 50 2 B B ORD 2 16 2 4%, MapReduce 35 TR (1 v B AL B il
JE X SIS 5L T Spark IR HESE Spark Streaming W) J2& & 177 FH ke Ak 3 g 35 o 0 3 D 32 o 0 B

TR 2 — Pt Ak 21 5 3 A B T Spark R BUKE T 9 0 280452 P 11 T 58 M 17 SR AL S BsF (145 1k

(3) Hrda A

7t MapReduce 1, — A~ 58 2 11 ] B3 4 K1) 3 4 — AN B AL, AN IS AT I R 2 o5 b & 17, Bag AT
56 G 28 45 S N R TR N AE T A T Spark 7EiE AT i A2 4 = 2k KR 1 RDD, i RDD #f4x BR 1A
FEAENAAE T T RDD R BEA W] 8 SRR, B TH L EAT A2 5T RDD A2 BT A2 N A7 T BLTE Ak
PRA ] ) BN, Spark P A7 1) 75 2Rk F 4 32 K F MapReduce. I H.,Spark ) 4 A7 75 3K 25 B % i) 75 B8 FE AR 38 K
T 488 0, % 75 B RS K IS Spark 43 TV IF 5% S AT i B (H 2 MapReduce T BLAR B 7 of 3 i ) j 144,
JIT AR S5 IR O I, 2% 18 31 2R 4 1 A 5 ek DA B P A7 3 R [R) B, IR 1236 535 6) P A7 5 =K B /N1 MapReduce FEZE;
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Table 2 A comparison of MapReduce with Spark in different cases
% 2 AFAED N MapReduce 5 Spark L4

i) Bk HHE A
feabs wEA AR A | BEXY Vi PN

MapReduce v v v v
Spark v v v v v v

PA b5 MapReduce 15 Spark ) F B 9T 32 B2 8 T fE S50 R e ) Bl g T AE A LA S50 x bl g R R dE
TR E S B E ARG 5, B8 3 52 50 25 BB AT AH N 14 I B 445 SCERATHE L WordCount A
PageRank 412 4 7l %} MapReduce 5 Spark #E47 J5U B4 B A1 b 4.

4  WordCount [a] 8 B9 9 70 2 b 38

4.1 E) @ik
WordCount ] i 43 A7 3 550925 H B g 48 M 1) ) F 2 — L BE AR SR 45 78 SCRY R e U H AR A B i) HE R
[l % AE MapReduce! 5 Sparkl Vi) B 77 Sz ik vh B #5422 T 4L B WordCount i F f) ik A B 3RATT 4 30 ik
WordCount 0] 8 4» 4 LA R 3 s L% MapReduce 5 Spark 44 H Bk .
o BIVEPAT IR SVE AT I TS S R E R R R 2 — O R B M RE R RCE,
o SUHEH A A R G, v ) B R R 8 i SO () AT A i, R S B A R I LR SO
HBZ SO RS0 S BOK, 3+ BB AL 10 12 ™ 3 52 W2 17 I AT 808,
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o AP URE AP B R AR N A58 S TR S A AT LLIT AR N — B B 7 SR T v g AL
0 AR L R IR AT B, R R — N B0 T 4 B L. S 20 A 2 ) R DA AN R R ST B AT
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AL B AT AE A AE BEALZ TA) T 55 A% 8 2 3T T i 0 19,
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ZeP X

19§ reduce it
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Fig.5 Implementation process of MapReduce
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5 (fou #HF]; HBRATTLLER 1) /2 MapReduce 5 Spark i& 47 HL il LA B R & S AN 7 [ 5 BRI () DR, i AN 2% i
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Fig.6 MapReduce flow chart for WordCount
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%,ShuffledRDD & MapPartitionsRDD 4 4% {41 5¢ &, AT LL & A2 P NP BE B B 1 R A di Parallel
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(3) ## 3 Y Py AT S5
GRS 2 Y Pk 73 1B Be 5 A8 55 HEAT A M B AR SRAT, B 2 AT B Be 1 P IR 55, 30047 58 B AT B
B 2 P AT 55 it df



1782 Journal of Software #ifF34% Vol.29, No.6, June 2018

Bl B2
e i et
I . s+ ]
iParaIIeICoIIectlonRDD cD i i ShuffledRDD i
i CL Lo !
H Al ' 1 ! [(o%)] i
i EB,lg </ i ! (AD MapPartitionsRDD
e T ] R ‘
i EA:1; i (C1) (CH) i
- ! (A1) " (AS I
C1 1 A I:
JHCR | %3 i fAﬁ LS
i 1) i €1 i (CH)
> E AT K] AL : (A5)
' (B i o)
i () B1) 1
i (o1 !
1 (B1) 1
H (o)) » (B4 i
N & chanE=(E
A e ’
| ©.) @Y i
! (AL !
H 1

Fig.7 Spark flow chart for WordCount
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o UfHEH
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W 3 2% 3 W LUA B 78 Ab B WordCount i) 5 i), MapReduce 76 HE 5> L 5 F6 T 55 22 {0 I 18], 1 72 70 (7] B0 4% 4
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Table 3 Performance comparison between MapReduce and Spark with WordCount
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Table 4 Performance comparison between MapReduce and Spark with PageRank
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