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Abstract: Distributed graph processing is mainstream but suffers from a few unavoidable issues, such as workload imbalancing and the
debugging/optimizing difficulties in distributed programs. On the other hand, recent research results show that with a reasonable design of
data structure and processing model, graph processing on a single PC can achieve comparable performance as the systems using large
number of machines. For example, GraphChi on a single PC can achieve almost the same performance with Spark with 50 nodes. In this
paper, a streamlined asynchronous graph processing model, ASP is proposed based on accumulated iterative model and external storage

based parallel computing techniques. ASP relies on sequential disk access and allows asynchronous computations on the graph structure
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data. Based on ASP, a streamlined graph processing framework, S-Maiter is designed and implemented to provide high performance graph
processing ability on a single PC. By optimizing I/O threading, memory monitoring, and shard-level priority scheduling, the performance
of S-Maiter is greatly improved. Experimental results on a big graph dataset (13 million nodes and 500 million edges) show that, 1-node
S-Maiter can achieve comparable performance with distributed Maiter with 16 nodes. Furthermore, S-Maiter is 1.5 times faster than the
popular single-PC graph processing system GraphChi.

Key words: external storage; asynchronous accumulated model; I/0; streamlined processing

T 0 T B3 23 A e Ay 2 R S RN B AR SR 5 ) R, — R A e R KRS L i (1) v S HE 4 5 A P
Al g g AR U AL B A AR R M R B HE AT Maiter! . Pregel® . GraphLabl®. GraphChil”,
PowerGraph! 'V TS HE A P LA T £ 0k poCo A HSOBEEL, 67 5 BRUBHE (K 20 . . 0 2 P L7 il ot
ST A7 B %) 2 R 42 110 T 58 0 T 52 4% P DR ARE P& 500 40 BT AT 55 3 8 PRl o S 28 1) HH B o T 23 B KR
Pl Al ) R

PRAT 1045 A5 2 T S HE 28 301 Maitert . Pregel’®. GraphLab!®. PEGASUS!®!. PowerGraph!'®!. Spark!'®).
Imapreduce!'”, Priter!"* FJ LA &b B +-42 2 IR 1K) PS40 AH 2 o 8 b A 7 RS Pl S ST SR A7 AE AR 22 Bk k.

D oA B TS0 T 5%k B B 1R B G 0, G A B0 A ) B K 4 SR R D R T R

V) FA) 28845 o I HLORAIE 57 B0 38 4, 2 — AN AR5 R TR i) A8

2) KT IE P ke U SR IBORIAEE BIOKRIREAR T T 2 B R I ARANY

3) AR AT AR L0 Bk I AT 0 A AR 2 — 0T PR HE ) A

T, RSN TR A R RS 1 A ML K B P SEHE 28 (W1 GraphChil”)\ TurboGraph!' 21 X-Stream! )7 X
B o i BB B R 0 A — AN 15 {2438 Twitter BSR4 _Bi24T PageRank ﬁi‘?ﬁi,Spark[IS]1j‘iFH 50
AHLE(100 4> CPUNER T 8.1 23 81") 1] GraphChil”'E — 4 H 47 8GB RAM 1 256GB SSD [{HL 2% £ HAEMH T
13 53 BPUAAE — AT 67 ALK 11K Web VB B2 13847 805 FE AL 48 5175, PEGASUSEME ] 100 AL T 22
3BT GraphChil e — 4 PC L RAESR T 27 434U I s gk B 0T JE T RE28E 10) BB L PR T SEME 28 15 3 A X
VIS HESEA b A5 A2 9 19 B8 D0 70 6 3 1R B ) P A 3R () 1 ) 280, HL e A {1 B

HIE, A T PRAE V5 45 IR LE A D AT 1D 2 T W8 %) Vsl o R 2l v ) 4 SR () 28 B 5, DU T 7 25 R
N ST ) L. 3 4E. GraphChil7 b () 300 $s #8214 445 T4 40 Fr (Bl shard),GraphChil7 ¢
P 5E—A shard 2 5, CL40 58 3T A T A5 00 75 A% 3% 21 BT A Gk 1 LA i) shard; X-Streaml 20 35 43 o i) 45 51
5 [ A A 5 1) Ak 3K P 0 65 S AR 1S B A8 s 45 A 25 7 AR AR ™ JEL I 5 ™ AR K 1O, AT 3 B 4k
()T B A VN N 28045

BEAN IR AT 1 25 R A 1 B B 2 3k SR T [RD P AR I o () 2 a0 A D R KU T A TH A B K
REEF B B S B A T AR S k=1 RSB v B oA T DA AR, B — IR A S SR — AN T T L
JURHE 3T — IR 56 56 BOCSE B v  1R T0  E 8 A AR 5 BSE  U JR ) TO0 A, 78— DB AR VT B3 o 1 B o 53T 1 T st ) 9
VA ) AE AR YA 7= A 38 43 5 T O 245 SR T8 i T 1Y) 23X ol ) A o R ) T % AT e 7R 1) IR AT 1 IX 7
TRRFRBE BRI T VT SORE S 1 b B RE 7, 52 i i SICTHEBE

Bl st A il R BAVT R 2 B B A R AR O T A R 1 A SR R A A R
B A BAE L b N P BNk AR 2 $h ik, 2D Bk AR AFAE B AL S G B (0 M T BT LA AR K
1 1 AL 15 5 R 53 0 Il DA T 52 W o 5 e, 1t = A T A A L i R

1) GRART BT A 280 P A i AR ok 6 e A0 %8 S R 55 IR 4 2500 P 7 2B ) KR BB AL 170 M &L 1/0;

2) WA A U SRR SR 7R 4 R U 1O Vi In) A EHR 4 v SR DO 1R IRAT .

H TR X PR B ) A SCE S B T — Tl A ] Ak BEASE AR v 2 C Ak SR S 8 T S (ASP), R T A
JorO T EA I TE ASP LA A T e RINEAR B 5 R SR T R AR AR TR R T R
A HE S BU KR DO ) B 1 1 A7 i A5 0 w70 [ T s 500 5 8 0 5 A s R AT 49 9, R4 T AR 1)
TR A R 2R A7 B AT L IE AN T 24 shard K AT R T00 A9 530 70 8 53 15 1) W7 LATE 2R A7 56 1, -



530 Journal of Software #k#F34% Vol.29, No.3, March 2018

N e e e T P D A e o (W o = 6 0 /10 T W o Wi 0 = NS
J o B 5 K BCH 1 [m) ) R AT e A BB v B, 9 HLUR T R s XA AR R WRe U i) B 258 0 2 5, 9820 i 1)
W] H F A A P9 A7 R CPU Sk B A4 RE LRAIE.
55T ASP BB AR SCSEIL T SR B T AME N D AL FEAE AE S-Maiter, 3R 41 @ 2010 0 UF BRI R R
T ZR I S-Maiter 324 1) APT SEHLAS 52 11 58 51 b8 45, S-Maiter B2 E W A7 k& AMART B 338 520 Bk
R
AL FE B TR R
1) TR AW P TR RIS T 0 Bk A P A A T RO T SR T LA A A Y
PRI A T AT B A A 2 B KR VO LA Rk T oK EREL VO FTE S VO THEAR Y sz
T T 0 Bl A A 1 56 2 I U7 1), R AT A0 1 5 1) e A8 N R B8 T Bk ) e P AT
2) WA IFSEEL T R TAME IR A 20 AL BAHE S S-Maiter. Sl it I/0 £k Feifb . WAFRIE TS shard 2%
P4 G0 U S SR AR A K AR v T 3R 40 A0 B K T 50 10 12
3) XF S-Maiter 752 NI4T T 5250 VPAL . SE06 45 B3R B J0 10 2 70 [ A5 4% Ok 2 ML A A I,
S-Maiter #5#HLH L 5 (0 PE BB X+ PageRank 9%, HILL 4 T GraphChil” 4/ T 1.5 1%, 5 H 16
T 25 (0 2347 2K Maiter™ i B 5 AR 4.
ASCES 1 A Z AR R SRS 2 R R AL B 0 o LA 3 TR 4 S-Maiter (1)
Berl 5 SIS 4 71 RN SR VRAl 45 A28 5 TR AHOC AR 6 R4 iR,

1 EmZEKTE

SN AR TR S P T ST ek BT AR Rt B R A
V? = gu,j}(vlkil) ® g(z,j;(vgil) ®..0 gm,j}(vsil) @Cj (1)
Ferp vy b BEITOURT § ARIRZS K R AR B ¢ B 7T 5 @ AR & —Jnia 5, iR B 9,y OO TR IR x
I T R R M A AR 0, T PR DR 28 BB M T FLE N AR T i X L TR 52 I gy (), < @ 35 KX
S T 0 W SE A B4R A 3 2 R LR RS v, 90 1 PageRank S35 S AT | 19 B TURUIK Ry
SR ATE BT W9 5T AU Ry:

R =d- Y R 1 d) @)
diiSnee; | N |

Ferprod S BHJE PR (— R AR 0.85), N4 R BT i 0 HEBE,(i—)) A AT i S 0T j ROBERRE N T A R SE &
PageRank (¥ 5087 b A B 28 (1) 9 — Fp 8 5 20 o= 1-d, @+ AR AN T 1 2K BT j A7 AEBE L,

, v B
g{i,j)(vik H=d | NI(I)\ ST, g{i,,-}(Vik H=0.

ZOMIEAR TSI T BT o ) v R 0 A BRI AE BRS¢ VTS AN TR § $UAT receive Al update A
A

4 Whenever a value m; is received,
receive :
Av; < Av; ®m;.

Vi < V; DAV, 3)
Forany h, if g,; , (Av;) 20,
update : ’
send value g, 1, (Av;) to h;

Avj <« 0.
b AN T AT 9 update 245 B R G0 R BEPAT v ARER T AT j B0k AOIRES, Av AR R T A j BRI AR 44, >4 1 BE update
AR 1 RAUR AR A Ay B4R T ST ROIRAS vy b 50 A, Bk 1 AR Al i v S A 368 19 Dy =X 1% I A TR
sETHE g (A AR IR 5 IR 25 SR R 26 B BT AR S Tl s [m] By 0K 3 8 4k 5 3 () AR A v 2 A T — Hc R




FhEt FARAXAENFTRALEER 531

TH S H il 2 receive #8475 receive f5 A7 1 3 S Dy B A X S AT Jim T A 3o R PR 8 20 A2 AL T 6L my AR EIHL [ 5 4
PgAvy b e BNIE KK PageRank Sk R — AT AT — A2 AF ARy K R i B 1

R.
R A, 21K T BT update BE(ENS ARy RS Ry JF 07 Ry 1232 NA(J_J)‘ Y AT B

T A

fi] B A B, 2R A AR T SR T T RCR A (9 28 AR S BT AR B, T AR A% G A0 TR . STk (4145 1 T
FMAEACTE S0 WS S A IE A R B, UE AT DU R AT IR AR B 5 R AT T8 A [ 1R 4 8 I D o S U
TRt AT LR e e 9 v O ARG T B e o e SV MO SIG U A e A U S A T DL S R AT U S Y
[ 25 THA.

FMIEACT 5L BAT P A H 2

1) Sk B AT A TR e 2 IGEAR R 5 R CRAL ) S I K

2)  FL PR RIS SRR A TR update 3841 AT LAAE A S50 R) AT ELAN 52 i d5 28 45 R Bk 1) 25 B

i, B SRR I R 5 b AT
ASTCHE A BN IE AT SR 1) S0 kA S 25 2, BT B T A 1R AL 350 A BEASE R,

2 RRAAEMESIHE

XN G=(V,E)V ARET 5 E RFEDE A AT veV 27— AN TRE S E — T u 210
BV AT T e=(u,v),e A v RONI, S u e U B v N v BROh R A LTI AR e (K T AR A
SRHEATLRAR VIS5, A58 Y0 5 3 T 0 AR08 5 05 B FE N300 R A, — L — A T s 40 07, 3 K5 7 A 1 10 S A
L H A0 A BT R A O (X P 20 25 B 11 3 A A B R SR R A S b R v 2 HERRD T T R
71 [, TGRSy e (K v SRR AT L3k — K2 1 ) Rt

ASCER I ASP He T Z2 Ik AR SR AU oho (6 T SRR, 45 45 St 20 B8 Ik AR IR R 0B oh 3 2001
Wl 7 it TR ] S A T R T A A A L VR R e /N Al B A B (1 7 ) L R, 75 4 TN AR CPU
VEUSREAT AT R 4R v SR
2.1 EfFRHEE

BATEEHLELUT 3 AT ASP (A7 fig B AY.

1) AT e PALE R R IEAT R A 2 R 0 A S5 8 A R AN BT B AR S — AN Ao e DU
(RIS

2) AT SRA R RE AR RN TS B AN, 2 1 B TS H PR o TR R B /S T e 1 o 15
PN A T2 A A A BRI AT %) T R S S Y A A 32 AR A A A% 1) T 5 R s, DT 7 43 b )
WAF HI BB S RE 7 RN IR 75 20 A

3) AT SR AMERIBEAL 1O, HE 2 2 ] 45K H s, 0T Pl 45 R B ¥ U 18] 9 i 1/0.

AR B G BT S 4R V 43 % P AN ASHIAE B X 8] (interval), 44> interval SCBk— shard,shard £ H] T 10
SCBEAT SR R ST AR A4S R T SN AC T S e A I A R TT I ASP PR RE RS AN K DAL s, 18 43
FEASTE A SC I 50 R AR SCAN SCHF 2 T I T R 4 5 (R WG A5 23 % (hash. partition) B WU [ 73 %1 (range  partition).
& shard 75—~ g-shard Fl—> v-shard.g-shard {7 H: I interval BT T0 0 A0 HH 32 (B 36 38 A0 S BE Y
JEPE),v-shard % H G interval BT A T0 A A9 T0 5 4 5 A1 shard 95 A5 A g-shard = R0 2 #2498 T HE7,
FATTHE X S B g 5 A B X S S M B P AR R A OB S e R 1 TS 3 A
interval,11=[1,2],12=[3,4],13=[5,6],4 1" interval JCHt# — > shard, 35 g-shard Al v-shard. T 45 f) v-shard 2%k
BN T 2R, T IR AL TR A5 8L A 1 g-shard 25 G156 e — AN &5 9 50 o, T 30t =X 3 il 45

1E SNk ARTH B B B el LS B S B . NIRRT I T A v T BRI AY 2 FRAT
MELF:AV 2323 55 30 F0AH A0 TR (1 50900, 2000 23 4 U 10) 22 YR .L/O 2 6 T WA v 18— AN S, 7 ek G A7 56 B8 35



532 Journal of Software 3k#F54k Vol.29, No.3, March 2018

BRGS0 v A A T 5 B0 R BE AL /O R 5F 170,86 JLS2 1A 45 #4300 15 T 28 (19 TR A v,Av 43 38,06 1
B SR B A BIREAL g-shard T 3RATT S & R IIEACTH LA S PE R BT I T0GE v AlAv 247 B A7
WU T AEL v RTAV I by (30225 1) 328 328 /N T K i P by 22 TR0 1R D/ BRAR T SERL IR 1A A7 8¢ ik 56 4 T LA A2 7
SRASP RIS (EE 2.2 7)), 45K B £5 A A7 T b 245 )R 30 251 1K), HL wT #2160 A 0 1 07 4 T 4
P B AT BN AF P& AT U T B0k 6 TS AR v RTAV ) 5 TR T A2 U el ] LALE A A7 R 58 R G I B A
interval I 3 0] AR N 152 45 K B0 HEAT — DO R 140 doe /N oxT P 500 0 e 7™ £ 1K) 1/0 T4,

Fig.1 Example graph
K1 R i

22 BEtE#ESR

AR T ARS8 Bk AR, 38 AT IREE N I I SRR A, LU A T S LR s 1 Ak L A4 B R AE
R AT UM R A PAT ER AR S T — A2 AN L AN B — A v-shard A5 2 X W) g-shard, B
/NIRY v-shard B I028% 2 P9 A7 DL S IRRSZ S 3T, 2500 o o R AR AN AR 1) B &5 R B0 2 B AE G b AT 48 PN A7 2 ).
R REE ) 3t oR B A B 2 iR A IR ARV ST I R o B AN BT e A U A ARG B g-shard 1 150 Y 45
FIB A JE IF RS T A v-shard 5L T00 A5 KPR AS (v FIAV) BB A0 J T A5 PR T AR AS 2 P2 ) Al £ 2 ok T A% 38
AVAEIX AR B AR PSS 1 BT8R S B B 1) VO T8, o5 — A e (A 15 11 T 8. FRA 14
Wi T SRR R B BRI A SR T P BT T LA AR DR PR AT 3 T i 4.

- »Thread communication

—> Read VO 7"

V/// \\\\ Y/ \\\\\‘V
1| Vi |A¥ 3| V5 |AKS 5| Vs |A¥s
2|\ Vs AV 4|V, |AVy 6 | VoAV

Memory
Disk

1-2 32 51

1-3 34 56

253 35 6—2
356 64
4—1
45

Fig.2 Schematic view of calculation model
2 HHEBRR R
BVE 1 AR T SONLE TSRO L SR T AT AT LR AT M PAAT 12 S0, X B s A o SR B A A pL
FFAT VSR K SEBLT 3 e, N BEAR g-shard AW 352 BOAE T8 TO0R i (10 445 A0 8040 10 S R 12 45 1) 00 11 9
TG 5§ 75 AT v-shard H e A7 3032 15055 BRI 3 (v FIAV), 24 TR | I AT S5 A B0 VRN A A7 =, 240 T 12 0
R R AT A R AR AR (R T Avi=072): 45 D 3 200 L (Aviz0), 56K Av RNEIN TR vi L 28R AT 3
AR IR SR 2 5 (4 A BIA0 R T B A, X TG i AR A A B 2 T i (B S5 RS,



FhEt FARAXAENFTRALEER 533

SLBIRETRRT 0 TR 5 R B A A A B R BN A7, DA N TR A A T B 14 T A 5 ) AR s L A )R R AT X
SEEAE, H RIS
&% 1. Computational model.
1 while !terminated do
2 //read I/O
3 sequentially read outgoing edges of i
4 /lupdate
5 if Av;z0
6 Vi< ViDAV;
7 /hupdate thread communication
8 for any j, Avj«<-Av;®gi ;(Av;))
9 AVj<0
10 endif
11 remove outgoing edges of i
12 endwhile
T B R — AT 2 1T RB S 0 I — 00450 j B9 A, HEAT 5 B4, [ o) I A AA T 2 AT i 2 ) ) — T3 5
AV BEAT B3R AE B R SRR e 77 AR T T b %, P BOvt S 45 IS RO T 8 A0 2 AN AT B R X ] — R I Av;
(11132 5 P50 Avy 1S AR (BE 1 ISR 6 AT~50 9 AT) B SEBLA J 14841 X Avy 195 B A1 i 25AE I 7 X HAAT
KT AZIAT VH BRI EAf 1t A i DA s 2 ] L ORAIE.
T L(EMME). 5 5 ESE b A A B A A AR MR, LIRS o v o ki 2
A HERN G5 S, H g(x®y)=g()@Dg(y), kT 5: 1 153 sk s B v, B4 vi=v".
SE Bk AV AR N k1 DO ARGE IV IS K RS SV (A B v = v @ Ak,
1 g(x@y)=g()@g(y). i v * @ Avi " AR v T LA 5
Vi =0, 5,008, (AT @..@ gy, (v ) @ gy, (A ) D “
PRk @il R A e B x@y=y@x; H. @i 2 45 4 HE W (xDy ) @z=x@(Yy®2); AT A K@) T T AT 9,1, (v ),
i=1,2,...,0 Fl ¢ #% @ IS5 B IR RAF R Vi~ S0 A0, LB v =viT @ AV, AR@) T TR T 01 g, (AT 4%
‘@ IS B MFAFE] AV T LL, T A A (1) A 15 B0 R R A £ S

{MWZ@%MMD
i=l .

Vit =vi @AV

T ST A P AT A v 1 BE T 2 AR M, 2 R R R T | R AR R AL, URE T
Hh 0 S A

V; <=V, @ Ay,

AV; < Av; ® g, ;,(AV,),V] %)

AV, <0
PTS5390 P i e SR — 0,10 vr= O

BRI% LR TS ). T B4 P AT T A AT R i 1) € 10 PR T AL A, RV [E AT B9 1 B 4
1E 2 DA A A HE B PAT — IR BT AT R TS I 50925 1 AR AT TE 95 2 Wk, . B B SR 8K.

SI3E 1(WdatE). s i 20 T B T AR =y v f(v) VR BE R B T A 0 I — IR G 1 4R Rk
VA B 2SR B [FOV) Voo S OIV-V o, FE 10O |1 |l T TE B

E B 1 28 2U(S) T A0,V Vi@ AV, B AT 3T AR AS vi #1802 56 T O 4 P 3 38 119 6t I P AT s T AT — IR 1



534 Journal of Software % 4% Vol.29, No.3, March 2018

Pl £802 S 80 v=F(v) 8 KT R BB AT A0, 1A B SR s Sl VAT R T A ) — U B BV o A v SR V7
BRI, FRATT T BLAF 3|0~V oo S O V=Y oo O
EIE 23 TR M). MG B AR T IR 4 (G=G,UG, L. . UG, H.Vi,j,GiuG=g),n AL B HAT
PATH LA B PAT — AN EEE 2 A B AT AL PR SS | AE Gy AT SIVE L AEAS 75 AT AT [R5 HLAI 1
BN AR 1 UL R B 2 A BT o P AR S A8 Bk v I =y
W 454 Bertsekas F% £F SCHR[20]H $2 H 0 I 48 o 20,25 LB H AR JE 55 Y0 40 B ST (RIS B 1 53R i i 4
PR, FRATT R LAAF 2 DU T oh 504 oo, D AT 8 0 BT B8 | I BB AR 2% 2 (R ik 1), e85
g R —3. O
AT ASP KR 5 PSWIHEAT LA, ASP B0 H AT LU PN 4ib.
1) 5T 104 PSWUep B2 shard [f)384 22 ¢ 18 3 T 1109 R i 23 45 ok 55 2 4050 | BALIY /O3 7% ASP H,
H K F i 2 4k 22 B shard 3 22, ASP 2 %¢ 24> shard K FH 58 2007 VO, A&7 EBAMABEHL 1O,
BR] b e KRR FE B AIG /O FH 48,
2) LRI AT LS D AT A PSWUIHR interval (9 BT AT N 120 S04 R HS 32 3008 06 20 AR VT S OF 4R 2 TR W AE
75 ASP ot B PAT I R T ANAE AR S [ A0 45 o R 2 A e 2 IR A 5 [ 20 TR, i HL e % R AT
1 /O #iAFEF1 update #AE.
o Wik
ARV S5 LI I 28 1k b B R 5 B 2 AR 1 B AT VR AL SR 5 v A A I SR SR FH 1 AL SRS
Jiidi(i) Ve B KO AR K () BB I S8 W S AR B G S e AT T ) DX A [ s N T A i, 2 13
FRAEE JX P Bl 7 15 E ASP 520 TH AL R HAR AEZ 301X & IRl ASP A5 AL I AN S ] 25 3R AR, 35 PAAT 26 it et 4k
TP 1 R RE AL — 25 U, BT LA BEAT 42 o) 10326 AR IR B th AN A EL e 1 g A 10 5 S T R A 5 0 AL SRS
0 7 A8 AN TR A SR Y i ) i) o S A e e SR JBE a5 — BB ¢ LG 0 1) o 9 D 45 S 22 Sl /N - — 5 B (i, 1
TR A DU BT 45 FC ST, 2 AR B, DK W SR T IR 254 BN 5 [l % S
2.3 ASPXHFHEERLE
ASP SRR FTAT 7 £ 38 A S 00 (1 B9k sl A2 30, B34 3 8 5T BAR s g 24 (D) R T X, B
— ZR AL S0 A R BR B gy OO — AN B ¢ @ is B B K M T (@738 H AL AT A . AL X
FBUE 0 AFFEIESENE), XA AT FEE AT LI T ASP $hAT.ASP SRR LA AT A T 5 4 K% 45 (SSSP)
Adsorption 5% Jacobi 1%4% /7% . Connected Components. PageRank. HITS #7i%. Katz metric 5%, Rooted
PageRank,SimRank %%.

2.4 FEEHS/OKNM

AT ASP 5 Graphchil?H () PSWUL, X-Stream! "V Hh (5 LI Ay 0o f) 4k BE AR (BCP)7E B4 A% 4 ot B AN
VO M 7 IHHEAT T EOAR, S 45 3 W3R 238 R A 0 A I HAR A 15,8 TAE T 22 A FER 1A T &%
RS
Table 1 Notations
®1 TR
Notation Definition
n=[V|,m=|E|
shard F{ %5
00 ASAE Z505 1 K
=Ry (R € HITDNGN
01 53 4 "5 F1 shard &5 K/
AR
WA RN
— A 1/O H 76 BT Ui vl [ g4 He i) R/

WZ—U)UO'U“;




IhE FARAEGRFBALMER 535

Table 2 Data transferred and I/O costs

Fz2 H¥fEES Vo RN

Category PSW ECP ASP
Data size (read) 21(C+D)m+ICn 1(Cn+(C+D)m) IDm+Sn
Data size (write) 21(C+D)m+ICn 1(Cn+Cm) Cn

Read I/O (21(C+D)m+ICn)/B+P? 1(Cn+(C+D)m)/B (IDm+Sn)/B

Write 1/0 21(C+D)m+ICn)/B+P?  Cn/B+CmlogysP/B Cn/B

ASP i 520 BN TE 5T, 00 ANE A — 5 3B AR I & (B R T8 143 B L 28, ASP {off FH 2% 33 1) 66 v S s, kA1
A LU A 4 0T ¥ g-shard 56— R ) — IIE AR,

£ ASP H AV S R BN — YR ITAT 19 v-shard, 5 UK IE AR S A REBEAK IR B IT AT 1 g-shard 224N T4
TR TR ELE IDmSn B B AN TS IS 20 TR (B AR S Bl RE, FR S Cn IR 44 & .93 =, g-shard
2 HUE R T 400 VO AR 4, FeAT T B o — A~ /O S Ia i oy () (R B 5 1) DK /N AR 9% SRR [131,B AE A LA AL |
23 16MB,7E SSD 2}y IMB.7EHEAN T Sk 72 vf ASP 52/ 1/O # 5 J (IDm+Sn)/B, 5 1) 1/O % 4 Cn/B. W1 ASP
{4 F 2T~ shard A0 26 08 B2 SRBK 23 DN DRI SIOHE B2, 5 2 6 B R AR IR B 45 AR A9 50 /0 3 5 (308 i & 5 /O 3
AR &/ ASP T LU R 2277 U ) FOA AR T A A A, (2 PSWUIFR EkLLW@W$mﬁmﬁ£wE¢*Em
Ml B S 10 kA 8/ ASP A LIE it 22 47 U 1n) AR AR I 5 (KL (5 PSWUT 58 3k 3120 v e AH AT 19 255 1
1B JT LABE 45 14 (M3 K/ g (C+D).

LE—UIEAR P PSWUMSE AL B — A shard 4324 3 A58 1) MBERINE 1 F1;2) S8 0 A R fE;3) # 58
BE IS IR A DB 1 AP IR 3 B AN TS S BAFIS RIS — K, &5 Cn M= 0 T 40 3
Pt T B IR AR L A 4 3 5 U 1) PR IR (A U7 T — I0), 7E P 38 1 3132 2(C+Dym I8l 1 7 0 98 2 v il
H, 058 3 FFEAE 2(C+D)m % & A8 3 A H 0 B b PSWUHE 5 1) i B8 L4 21(C+D)m+ICn. 74 K
AL R A PSWHI L= 2k P2 UK BEAL L 5 s 46 38 AN 5l s b PSWUEE 5 1) 1/O #8484 (21(C+D)m+1Cn)/B+P2.

1E X-Streaml "I — I ACHE 4> H:(1) JEA W) scatter/shuffle B Bt;(2) gather B Bt ZERT B 1 Y, X-Stream &
TN T 1 T A B s R i g, 8 B B 4512, 314 update Ji5 IR 304 5 I RG AL [ N update S a0 2504 H Sk A8
AR TR a5 2 ) P 338 AL, FRAT TR 5 — 4% SE 38 A S 504 /N 2 C T B B 1L B 1 B4 &2 Cn+Dm, 5 N 1 4R
2 CmAERY B 2 R, X-Stream fINE 11T update J& I¥)12 B0, I 5 H A — AN T00 A5 B A B B 2, 52300 20 =
1 Cn,SNMEHE R A Cn BTl X-Stream 838457 A2 P S W B R =0 1(CnH(CH+DYm), 5 N2 588
1R 1(Cn+Cm) FEHEAN T FE i, X -Stream 13211 /0 £F: 4 1(Cn+(C+D)m)/B, 5 1] /O % iwh

Cn/B+Cmlogy,sP/B.

3 S-Maiter [RE ARG ZIT 5L

AT ASP B SZHL T S-Maiter 2 %5.S-Maiter ] C++SZ31,25 12 000 ATA8H5, FFUE ALY K AT AE https://
github.com/JinjiLi/S-Maiter v0.9

S-Maiter [FIZLHI I 3 Jr7n.S-Maiter $E4 A B AL BIAT: 55 43 49 P AN B - 19 4 TRUAL B B BRI A 25 F SR B
BESTIAL IR LN T M i IR 7R B &5 ﬁﬁ%f%ﬁﬁmmgﬁ&m&umhﬂw%ﬁ3A R

1) BB A AT AR B A e

2) VRN E i B0 P AE, TR T A ;Uﬁﬁ%ﬂﬁﬁfﬁWWﬁ

3) AR I R A L R A

¥ T KA S-Maiter [fLA EZ IR E AR VO LR WAERBE RS RSB gRBERAL AT A fr-
SMETHERL B B .
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A RS, 23 36 AR update 26 S A7 OIS 00,38 B CPU BEJTR 2.
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A shard TR ML REAT BN AEE] D [V, @Av, —v; | XA R shard 19056 4,12 45 RBOK,
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v-shard. B AR X T 5 (14 18 J52 SR s S I f67 B0, R B 0D, SR 36 45 I Bon T AN I PERR (G 4.3 719), (12 35T shard 11
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#1% shard HLARRAN TR AOR 56 9% 1) A8 17 B 8. M AL 3 SE A4 LTS 1Y) shard, /O f %6 G J 2 R w25 AR5 7 1)
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BAF P K /I, 5 BEAE A A 56 4% BA 510 SR (R 2 5 A S SR A S5 R A 0 BT A H AN L JF IR 1/O0 AR R S
Z VA AT, — A L R IR SE R BA B R/ 5 1/O SR it Al [
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RS T A A AR B R R AN AR X IR I, S-Maiter AR S 3 A 77 X 224 A B PR B KN BT R A
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H T VAl S-Maiter FIYERE, A SCKF S-Maiter 5 34T B S WL K B AL 3 R 48 GraphChit”) | X-Stream! A1 7347 2,
ZINIEAT B Ab BEHE S Maiter™ i T PR BEELER,IE 0T T S-Maiter 7648 i SSD It ,update £ 7% 5 1/O £ R 4= tL
X ZR G e 1 5% .

GraphChil & PSWUIJ5 i 1) AL AR 52 B, X-Stream! & ECP 92 44 52 B, Maiter!' 2 i 23k A& 1155 9 43 A 5
SEPLIRATEE S R T4 R B i Maiter(distributed Maiter-RR)F1HEE T 00 2 2% 1 3 ) Maiter(distributed Maiter-
Pri). 7E A SC 1755 LG ] 1, S-Maiter-RR(file) R AMEBI L T EE T3 M BE ) S-Maiter,S-Maiter-Pri(file)fX & 4 ME
Bizl N 3T shard AL HK A K S-Maiter,S-Maiter-RR(men) A8 N #1283 T 5 W R B 19 S-Maiter,
S-Maiter-Rri(men) {3 M AEA 2 T8 20 £ 11 S-Maiter.

41 LWIMERTRHIEE

P A S5 A8 H v SEPLE A AR (R I &L 5 5 1 SEHLEC A Intel 15-4690 3.3GHZ 4Core 4b#E#5,1000Mbs LA
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S B0 25 93 A1 1 2 MO S8 5T o A 3 v 1 ] (65 e A D 2 P R 4 i ] 250 ) e i ) 000 4 1 4 DG A%
W 3.
Table 3 Summary of the experimental datasets

R 3 LRBIREMCE R

Dataset # Vertex (million)  # Edge (million) #Size
LiveJournal 4.9 69 424MB
Pokec 1.6 30.7 1.1GB
Synthetic-10m 10 360 5.5GB
Synthetic-13m 13 500 10.1GB

55 Graphchi 4 [7],S-Maiter 817 FH 7 WA TS & W AETISE K/, 8 T 38 4 Graphchil”VRll S-Maiter 487 T (1)
WIAE AN ) N A7 23 B B AT BT 1 S R 28 T 454 R e K T 847 D e
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(PageRank £Ef 10s,WCC %56 55).%F T Graphchil VRl X-Stream!"™, 7t 45 %4 45 2 Ja A 75 595 2 U8l e 2%
IBATIX PN EARE I, 200 WRIE AT 25 I 45 AR A X AN A TH 8 1 e Sl SR >4 (s B — BBt ) Ji5 19 Bl g
YA I AR S5 B 5 IX AN S04 SR BE 25/ T 0.0001 B, 26 1R AR 5T AR AN SL IR IE 4T 3 Wk HCT- 2 A g 5K
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AT 5B IR PageRank Al WCC BVETE A R EE 48 1 W SIORT 1)L 9 A2 TS /N O 2GB, 245 4 Pokec
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Fig.5 Convergence time of WCC on different datasets
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