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Abstract: With the rapid development of big data and artificial intelligence technologies, graph databases have gradually become core
infrastructure for social network analysis, financial risk control, and knowledge graphs due to their advantages in complex relationship

modeling and efficient querying. Graph databases manage two primary objects: nodes and the relationships between them. At the
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architectural level, the node identifier (NodeID) serves as the critical link for graph data management, undertaking key functions including
node identity representation, relationship lookup, and graph algorithm execution. Current mainstream graph databases widely adopt key-
value store (KVS) to implement NodelD-to-graph-structure mapping management. However, existing systems largely rely on general-
purpose KVSs (e.g., RocksDB) for managing such mappings, yet lack in-depth consideration of workload characteristics. These limitations
are reflected in two aspects: (1) the lack of workload modeling for node identifier mapping, and (2) insufficient adaptability to
heterogeneous software and hardware environments (e.g., CPU/memory, SSD/HDD). This study first systematically analyzes the operational
characteristics and KVS requirements of node identifier mapping in graph databases. It then evaluates the performance of multiple
mainstream KVS engines (including RocksDB, LMDB, LevelDB, FasterKV, and ForestDB) in heterogeneous hardware environments,
systematically revealing the impact patterns of data workloads (e.g., data scale, read-write ratio) and hardware configurations (e.g., memory
capacity, thread count, storage medium) on execution efficiency. Based on large-scale experiments involving five datasets, three hardware
platforms, and over 1 300 comparative tests, this study proposes an adaptation strategy based on decision tree model that integrates
workload characteristics (data scale and read-write ratio) with hardware configurations (e.g., memory, thread count, disk type) to guide
adaptive selection of KVS engines. Experiments show that the model achieves 92.1% accuracy in recommending optimal engines, with
suboptimal scenarios exhibiting less than 10% performance gap.

Key words: graph database; key-value store (KVS) engine; vertex mapping; decision tree
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PERE RS B2 M AE RS 2. AL I B AR 2 v B it i 0 S BRI s B SR, TR S AR ke, @ T
NAEG . BFRG. HEGME R, LevelDB JBid LSM-Tree ¥4 BN 5 HAE L HONNT SH4E, BERATEAN
PERE, [T T SRR R, A TIMARRY . BFRS. HEFH%5R. RocksDB! L& Hi Meta 2 7]
(Ji Facebook) 3T LevelDB o3k £/ P BE k. A\ s BE MR A7 1 5, RocksDB @i £ £k 72 MemTable il 7 F1 0] Iic & &
AR ARAL LevelDB 'S5 NS5 25 [A]BOK 1) 8 ), B ZE /NSl B3 St B A0 24 15 BHIHEE X B, LSM
AR S %R st R I R A PR RE RIS

(4) 3T HB+Trie ffJ ForestDB. ForestDB!" /& —F 4 [ ] Ay i b B 7] 25 7 74 B B T O BB 700 51 26 R T 4
HA AR AF S (K15 T, ForestDB KA T —FhZra 1 B+RAIET G (Trie) A7t 45 4, F1 9 HB+Trie. £1x) & 4t
B+ tree 75K 8 T 18 A0 A vy A G 4 (1 1) 8 ForestDB 2 26 K 4 B 42 L [F] 72 & B2 43 Bt (Chunk), FP0K ix 2eded
HE B ) TR AL SR SR Y, Rl D e 75 A 0 s 38K I ek MM A e B g, KRR T T B0 B0 Trie
3 2 TR 9 ) B (U AR A7 52 BE R Y), ForestDB KM% 4% 1 45 e AR kit T A S AT 4% ), AU A6 X /3 AN [F] B 4%
W SEEIR Ay, WD B TU R FEEAT B #EAERT, ForestDB K T 244l LSM-Tree 1 H ENE M X (log-structured
write buffer), FFEHLE FHONTH, b T 10 JHH.

LR b, ARSCEREUT 4 SR AN F B3R 51 S5 M I B E AR 2 N 1 A28 51 2. IX Be B 424k 5] 3T IR A
RS 9 IRAT P BRAEL A7 51 55, TR Ut A D IS0 P2 1D RS I 4% 3. BT 3 & A 33 5, (B R & 1)
B R ID BT, K1 R T I 4 MR RS SRS S B G AL VO UK. R
fie LA SO Bl B 4R I SRS BTk, ASCHE VA T 5 NMEREAZ 6% 51 20 1D BT I RER I, AR E 45 H
TAEA RV AR IR T G T e 1556 3 ) BB A7 At 51 2.

R AFREA S FEXS L

eIyl 55 IRE B IRE 2% 1] o4 I10)iON R MERE Ja TR
MR O(1) GHHMI) o(1) =1 ik fi% AIFE
B+ tree O(logN) O(logN) H ik (FEHLE) [ HF
LSM-Tree O(1) GHHMI) o(T) (THE%) [ N GEiD ON) o S
HB+Trie O(m) (mAyse sy BB ¥ O(m) il (AR = X

3 MEET R RBRG R E T 5 | SR

AT S W A5 T T 1A KR B ) TD AR PR D 38R s, BRI Y T AN AN R A A G R P 1
PP AR, e R R AR T SR S5 SRR UL 1D BRA 52 (K1



8 BB oo e b g e

3.1 e EBEET R RRRE A B E AT

ARATLE XS I S S e () BB PR 1D W SAARBEAT R R )G, 4 4 Fh U RURRAE. IX SUARIEIL R e T
APt 5 B AZ O 2 SR S04 5 T, [T B ID Wit i BpL R A Tk B4l

S, BE KB AR PR 72 1D BT 5, B (key) AV (value) U478 BE 5 BLE 8 MO 22 5%, IR 22 57 X
FAA# SRR R IR 5 23 )R Y 3277 A B AEIX AN 5, S 0 R I K T8 B O B Sttt S b iy S 0%
FRIRAF (1 28 F IS AT R P ID #8256 715 1) URL W& A 1H), BN RS8N # Be 1 R B 88 (B A
4-8 7). BAE K L GIRIE 7:1-64:1. Bk, FEEER GG AL B AR b, 55 R0 TR B I A7 RO AN AL R I e
A 511 ] K RE AR AL SRS (U0 LevelDB FIE s T 28 4i) 7E L 5 R R R A AR R IE S B 1% 48 B+ R
SR s A B A AT T P T R, B S B IE IR B AR A RO ETE T, Ko S8t R 1
K, KM RRIMIEZES (AP ID R T4 8 ) WS 7y 73 A AN, 3t — D BRARGE A7 ar b .

B, A R 1D Wb FR AN FE RS A UL O 250, T O 5 SRR B R BT R, X — RN & E
SERBCTH SR TR E E)L R, AR AR TR B IS BT, SR A A G5 AL SR 2 SR B4R i LU B I )
e Ay 45 K RE A RO HEAT B A RS A L IEC, W 2 37 3 7 oK. Ay G5 A O(1) PRI T 52 25% FEE S B vy 20 i 22 90, 6 B+
(¥ O(logN) Al LSM-Tree [f] O(M) (M 4 SSTable [{1/Z2) &2 HAL. 18 M HUHAE 51 SN F 2SR P B G
T 2R, X 2N 1D B 5 .

=L ERIS T BBRRIE. 7R ID WU O, E R EOR e ME—, (HR AN EOR e 4 KR XA RSO S
AL v, T DR PO 56 Fa B 1S B SR, LI i SR G ) B (A b B SE MBL RN 95 FF B R — e A 2 A
R F B 2L R, OO AE T RV R BRI AR IR AT AE — 52 Y N AR SR I G e 95, (HIE 75 7™ A% DRAIE 42 R U 1)
FERAIE. 722 JF RIS, AT LA 8 B8 B 88 20 A0 s I i R 11

SEDY, 5 AR AL . i AESEBR R, 2 R R (power law). 1X B 12 (1 B0 i £ 1 AL
K ILAE XA 5, RGURBIELERAE ORI & T S5 AE. X ERAFAH 5 0 SR AF 2 5 ACAF Y, K LSM-Tree
(ARG 51 AT XA S P AR AL PT B LE ID WU 5 R IFA 230
3.2 MEEIHERE

FETH 3.1 RGN AEAHE GEKE IR, AT, EERIEMREE), AT 7P S ELE.

HHRsE: A 3EH T 5 AN ATFRIEIBIRSE, i3k 2 s, £ 2 @R T A BRSNS, e bl &
)T 38K B R A R K B T A R (1 i U B AR 8 T LA LAW-Laboratory for Web Algorithmics[40]qjgj?ﬁl, Heptu g
T B S AT S0 J5E ID. B T IR R DA SR T M 8 1D, A Sei S5 TR TR AR ID ARiR i B4
H), LA T 2 A F DR G TT 20, R RO R (i MY, Dy TR 5 Tl 6k, AR SO AE B E S AT T B
HUATELERAE, CRIESH KR P 20K, Btk 2 Ab, R T MR 2 1305 LU, A8 3+ YCSBI ™ A i 1l 2 AN ]
B EE AR AR

R2 AT HE

Ktk T U BPIRE BRI
cnr-2000 325557 3215152 74.9627 1687
eu-2005 862664 19235140 83.0808 1516

indochina-2004 7414886 194109311 85.6783 2047

uk-2002 18520486 298113762 76.6823 2048

arabic-2005 22744080 63999458 80.8067 2047

SKEATAGIEE: ASHE 3 AR B EIPA T 1D WUMAE S5, PRI EINER 3 Jos, B8 7 AEK CPU AL
&%, ANF ) DRAM 755 LKA RO RE A5 B0 4% AE PPl R oh, AT cgroup BB L AT HI I N AF K/, BRitb 2
Bb, ASCIE R B B AN A f RO IEAS R GE T A PR RE.

SO DR 2R G A B ST T i A R BB, AN ST MAS [ B 8 R AL AN B S R AR S AT LA PP v,



TREC 5 B ARIB R T S AR AT B A AR b 1 A Rk 9

O 5 B RRAE AL 1) BRI, oK/ N E BRI R G T MAE A R S PR 2) IS L, R T R4S
H N BRE S T AR B SRR AT AT RRAE, ST R GE 0 TAE G120 B wese M . BB AR SRR R 4 1) 76 AR
257 (41 HDD. SSD), H I/O i 5 M RE FIR B HkE TR AR & FI2EARE 7T, 2) AT AR &, IRE T WAFZ
X A o K AT 25 T, 33k T 5 ) 80 o 30308 A 8 17 0 R S A, 1/0d BIATEER ; 3) CPU AT FZRFEAL, YheE T RERIHHAT A
FRe ) 5 I R YRR LR, X 2 R ARAT % L S TR SE S IR T 4R DGR Z0 TR TERE TORIMEE 3.3 f1 3.4 1,
ARSI IX 5 FERHIE R EAL BT, IRAIB R EUEE E 1D B S #5414 e (0 Bk S ma L. 76 DL (1S58
A0 TGRR IR UG, 7E VPG R — AN R 2R A 24 O AR A PR 25 1 — B0k

R3ARSER A AR

CPU DRAMZ & N
Intel Xeon Gold 5318Y 2TB HDD
Intel Core i9-10900K 256 GB SSD
Intel Core i7-13700K 32GB SSD

3.3 BEBABTHER RS

AT IEHRE 57 R A T AN [FIAE i 51 AT T V74, GRS R A B0 AU R B0 132 5 T
3.3.1 B He

AR SCHE R —HR SR 1B o A, AR S BN MBS & A [F 3 SRR T I Bk = R I, 8718 R EE X A 5]
BB R R B IS 2 B ) SRR . ] 6 B, AR ARG, A R A7 51 38 1) v e B A 1 SR 4
B RUAF MR NES, (AR HET R &R — 3. Bl FasterKV > LMDB > LevelDB > RocksDB >
ForestDB, {H % 5| # {14 e 3 22 T 0 . 7E N 78 R I TH UL T, FasterKV KIS SG T FHAREIE E, 76 40M 1
SREERT, FasterKV [ &1L 2.78 Mops/s, /&5 2 4 F & 1.26 Mops/s [ LMDB [1] 2.2 f5. 7£ 2 150M 1)K
g SR b, ZER0E A TER 2B N AT B T, FasterKV AR R s (0B B XU T B TS eins 75
FEF0 T35 AL L0 B U A IR T B AT 4 JR . LMDB B %5 085 175 5K 208 A 40M % 2 150M ik
1.26 Mops/s 1T+ %1 1.28 Mops/s, 7B H: B+ tree 4515 I A2 SO/ (mmap) 78 B0 FUB S e i 475 58 4 45 = 2400
i, 3 H LMDB B % #4E FUBL 13 K5 FasterKV 2 [8] [ ZFEFER/D, A& H 2 2SR, XU T B+ tree 71
B WAL VT 19 B EE FasterKV 4 % A8 7 (0 PERE. LSM-Tree 51 % 1) LevelDB 7 1 &5 4/ & i ik 214 {8 1.08
Mops/s, {B7E 2 150M &2 0.37 Mops/s, #5184 65.4%. RocksDB 1 REFEE SR B K G 8 T I, BE
7 H Compaction TRME T REHE LR M TR e 375t T REMN A L. ForestDB 4228 B 45 %4, HB+Trie FUER 7S
5N VO SRR S HER R TLK.

—o— ForestDB —& RocksDB —a— LevelDB —v— LMDB —¢— FasterKV

4
2
EHHZ"/$ \
=
o

40M 180M 825M 2 150M
T RR IR BRI R KR

Ko HutERWREERNL

AT AS [ G B P B AR AL B, AT R AL AR 8 51 BEAE 1D RIS BT R I _EBREE . FasterKV 2K1H)
Hash R 5 ERE T MR EZ IR T WAR R E, ARSI M BT, IXR W& ZAE A AN 2357 T I S i ab 2.



10 RAFF AR SR g K o e il

LevelDB Al RocksDB 14 88 T I T LSM-Tree ] Compaction FF45 5 AH 5T ¢ = A 52 1E IR . B+ tree 5/% LMDB £
A RIERSS, Wt B T HAb A 51 SR T e i A BLa A g 1.

S 25 SR B, AR SR BB A 5 I M RE RS T B 2, FasterKV 7E & B N R I 1L &, (1
Fo AR 75 7 R R 2 PR 37 5 N A . LMDB (9™ e P A 3448 3 o — AN R B ) 35 T i 4%, T
LSM-Tree 5| Z U7E 1D BT 55 R R IUAE, W BRI BNZAT 55, W ZU0H K B 2846 ST
332 #EEL

AR A VR B AR A TR AE (Y L, SR T A FAEE S AR S L NI A R, R T & DI
RS (SRR SRS S ER) 5 TRERMIEER. SLREE LS H 25%. 50%. 75%. 95%

W 7 P, s R 5 O Ak B 4 R e, AR SO BLR JLRUR B B 5, TR LS EL T, FasterKV
F1 LMDB #5812 A0 T oAb AR 514, R 5 1D WA 51380 F [ R A& Rk, LR, B 325 LL AR N, FasterKvV
AR B TR B, SRR RN, X UL FasterKV 7E 125 M7 N RENS DR IFERAF OO0 FS, TEE M BN AE R 5 5 22 B
KEITEHL. LMDB BE# 525 L m PE R fRf 2 BT, iKW LMDB il & K T 515 F. 55 =, LevelDB
RocksDB FIN [8] LA BRI, Bi W] 7 7E R —BUE 4544 T I R G LI A K. 78 95% S5 R, LevelDB HFF &
4 59.6 Mops/s, Lt RocksDB 1] 37.7 Mops/s t 58.1%, 1X 15 & T H % &4 Compaction HE#g k> 5 UK FNELD (1)
i SRS

—o— ForestDB —#— RocksDB —a— LevelDB —+— LMDB —— FasterKV

Fk§ (Mops/s)
o
o W (=) W

05 4 aA—— %
0 LS . o
25 50 75 95

FEEH (%)
K7 FHuEkEiEE LAk

G4 R EOR, FasterKV f76% 51 B AE A S5 LR nk & 2RI U B2, 75 25% PRIRS R, ek
BN 2.27 Mops/s, B IEAE. 75 50% 1 75% MIH LS LR, HAEEAKE, Bt & R A 1.50 Mops/s Al 1.67
Mops/s. 7E 95% HIEES LT, Bt &R 2 2.65 Mops/s HIE & X — % 5 FasterKV I LBIG AR SR IFRFA
IR BT B DL [F) 52 5 478 10 B0 5 A A U3 DA O, FEMR IS LU RIS L, S E %, W EE SR
Pl KA. TCHE A R I B BORAE R SRR A LS BT M WS AR, Tl e R 4+, SEILahb g e
R FPRFAMMET LS REETR G 0 SR, 5 SRR E IR AT S, WX SR ER T8 B
T 5 AR AR IE BIREA VO 58 LFR, S0 Re A BABI RN, 525 VR IR s e 50N, BUIRE T3, 7 ik s g o
T, IBA G KR TE T, S T, SRR BN, SEIE R — e R, MRS IR A . MR T
(158 1 AR P9 Al B VR, i AR 75 NN A BB, IR SR RR S S a 7 %, S EUN AE 58
H. 4, ZEREIER LSRRG A, EAEATINE AL, 38 cache A ar T, 28 2 AN 2 7 P RE A
FIAR, 5 A B A DUlR R RIS, 330 AT 5518 Ak, B INmE AL E AL /O JF4H. 28 3 SR ma A&
KA LT, BA T WA A R ERINEE K B30, S5 AE 1 N HT I ph SR T v, e KOG AR IR TE i S L
Ustcr, BREES, RPMERANRBBURE, 8 BANENERRES O EREIRR, g iE R PR, B2
ANEEAEE I NIRFE 1O, S KA Bt &, JUH R SSD. H AR 5 XL KL IE, MA8E S E
TNOCYRITE. SRR OB I H B, Wa A R SRR TR AR S X, R T B ) R AR B

HHE RV RE XS L BB S LR R A A B DA 0% 1K R R RE 2 R I A A L, AN RIAE GG 5 S O
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WA E T HAEARFES gt T FIR . FasterKV A% 0420 2 T 75 R0 7 A4k, RIS L
ETNAES SCIUREREE, &S WLRATE T 575 B B E R A MOE R AL B LU 7], 5\ & 5. LMDB [
KO BER /& B+ tree FINAFBLGT, (KIS LUARATE T 245 DULEULAL sl A VERE, =i S LR 2R TR 5 NPT RE S| K
&4 . LevelDB HI#% 0 280 & B B 4] LSM-Tree, K5 LR AL T EH G H D BNECK, HBET
Compaction H 174 5 305 713 T &2 T [%. RocksDB 4% 0o 22 M2 AR AL IR ] LSM-Tree, H 3475 T B i JE 4%
SN A, 5AE T S8 Compaction &5 H 1/0 45 55, 5 A\ IEIR 5. ForestDB 4% 00 22 4% HB+Trie A1 L4,
RALE TR PEARAE T, HRET 2 ER B SHEH I K CPU BRI H. FZ LR N2 FasterKV
A A LA AE TR AT, T A PERE 5 R (A1l

SEUG R, BB AT 0 T ZE M M AR R I s FE AR T S Loy A A R E 22 1. FasterKV 78 IR FE = T
JEBLATH AR, 1 LSM-Tree Fll B+ tree 51 45 75 BT 45 5 T s ks 4 AL R 1.
34 WHFERRERS

AANTERYT T A RITEARRRAE R0 576 51 B M Re s mm, BLFE AE KD, IR EFREE . A DL 2 rp ok
Ab PR 2% 1 RE.
341 WAFAEIH

ATEARNAERRTRER T AR BT B R A VO 17 ) BIPEBE 2 =7 K HOW T U4 00 1 B 14 52
MU, anE 8 Fras. Seie 4l BRI, 1705 51 SR 51 4505 10 AL B E T RGUAE SIRL AT /] F L
TE W AES /N TR SR KB DL, 2153500 476t 51 328 i) e/ INERII S5 M0 TRV SE B N AE P 2, I B AT 2R
WIS, KX FMER T %5 ZEEAEHT.

—o— ForestDB —# RocksDB —a— LevelDB —+— LMDB —— FasterKV

1031

S
oo o 10° 10
10*
:KI): 10'
= 10? 10*
= 10
L 10°
&
V——v—v V——v—v 3
10
10! 102
100 O_N*O—O—o ;
10
40 MB 1GB 32GB 40MB 1GB 32GB 40 MB 1GB 32GB40MB 1GB 32GB 40 MB 2GB 32GB
ISREZS A7 i WA WA & WAE
(a) enr-2000 (b) eu-2005 (c) indochina-2004 (d) uk-2002 (e) arabic-2005

B8 A bR IR AT IS 1] B A A A AL AL

Wi 8 Fizn, WIS KRG, A AR AR AR L) A T I RE R I 2 90 535 22 - E R P AF (<200 MB) 3
s, FasterKV A AE/NH R T AR & H S 451 0 /i AL S ol e AT 45 (1.12 ), (R R s S i) (8 H &
(B4 B BAE K . W 75 A v 58 S st T 6922 52 i MY RocksDB 5 LevelDB K| LSM-Tree 2244 ) MemTable 45 2 il 45
51 RBNIK, NAE T PEBE™ B 2838 ™, ForestDB L AE 15 58 AT 55 (1 40 MB BRA), {5 75 4% Aot i A1 534
LMDB N [A B+ tree T1/- 3T A8 5] K 8k 10 $13), Fae YEAF4E. HENAF (1-2 GB) B, LMDB 7E arabic-2005 (4
BN B+ tree TU7r 2T EUIK 10 £130, P REKHMENEIRAL; LevelDB iy LSM-Tree & J S WS i b1 5 N B 1 [
4, Lt RocksDB 1R 2.6 fi%; FasterKV Bk & n] HPE, (B4 RER A7 78 B 5E T . WAERR 2 (>32 GB) Y, FasterKV
T P A7 R A 5E A URE R B VT IR, 1 AE A TIASG; LMDB #£ 5% B+ tree VRS )7 12 2% 4E IR H[f; ForestDB
T COLA S5 F1& 9 iliAs b5 B piaE 2R M X R, R . AR S, WAL HRTRE BiEE T & 5 e
PR & S —om A T B GBS S rh RAC R OCH, hEENAE T RISkt 5S8Rt 5, &
FE AT GRS AR SRS O AR O 22




12 RAFF AR SR g K o e il

MEHR SR PR RE I RIS, A FEUR EEA RS =H TR 2R 2R 1 IR ES =4, L
WHNAEF RS, FasteKV ¥ 31 H im0 AR 08\ b S 5030 B2 VE I, IR A7 5564~ LMDB S & 201 MMAP
PAF B AR R R4, 10 A7 5 R FasteKV ADRFESURILH, ORI e 2 O, B 7 R T 48
H AR RocksDB 24k, BT AR EEHTE /N T 1 GB I NAFHEE N2 1T R 1IX—BUEESR A, BURE KNS W3
T 003 TP B R e O FE R M RE R I, FEN TR R MIIE LR, FasterKV (G & LR, EFHENFRH T,
LMDB PERER T, T TERR S /N WAL T, RocksDB A LARIUEFE P2 4T 19 L 2.

342 JERE&FHEHE

AH T Intel Core i7-13700K “F & (24 1% 32 £k#%), 4151 RocksDB. LevelDB. FasterKV iX 3 ZK ¥ & ¢
cnr-2000+ uk-2002. eu-2005 HHELE L1 2 LFEH KRR 41T, B AR IUFEEE FR B R EZ LB R TH
BRNE, E 9 FrR. e SRR R 7E WAF 70 R 5 T AT (AT AR 2R SRR, S N A2 I E R
PR AT, SRREE X LU AN FIZR RN BR8] (G 9 Fw), 87 17 & 5038 0 R B 1 2 5+ RocksDB
TE/NBHRSE (enr-2000) NEEFEEUEE 4 BFMERERAL (TR LL 1.84), EHEIT 4 26525 R LSM-Tree 42 /= 5 852 4+
Jill (B 25 5T 8] 47 B 38%), T BEIZ T T B4 Level DB 7E AR 4E (uk-2002) NERFEHIE 2 6 WM RE 4 (i Lk
2.6), HE AR FIRA IR B AT (5 & A TS TR RS NIER), $ATIS R4 5 28 32 ZRFEIK 4.57 s; FasterKV
MR LR FREEL (1-4) FIEMRELBIA TR RIRM (W0 eu-2005 FdE4E 2 LRFERN T 12.00 s), HLREEI NG
fi % P H 22 (false sharing), L1 217 A o AT, 32 LRFERS HERE 5L A 22.49 s,

—o— RocksDB —m— LevelDB —a— FasterKV

7 E
5.0 A 45
45 - 6 40
2 ] @ Z 354
= +0 JE =
E 35 = = 301
& = & 25
£ 30 - & 41 &
20
25 3 15
2.0 L T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T
1 2 34 638 16 32 1 2 34 638 16 32 1 2 34 638 16 32
A A AR
(a) enr-2000 (b) uk-2002 (c) eu-2005

KO mibR IR 32 5 K A SR R

Kb SRR — D BOR T 45 B B R 25 5 ANEEE 4B (enr-2000) R, FasterKV K4 Py 17 #2478 4 7 H
CPU A7 R Bk, 75 14 LRFE R T LevelDB; (HFRHIG NG, Ph3L = 10 8N 8, 32 kR LRI 5 T
LevelDB (3.35 s vs. 3.82 s). H#E4E (eu-2005) F, RocksDB 7E 4 £ FE P K] LSM-Tree it &5 AL S IEL S (4 2k
FERT 14.47 5), (HLEFEHOHIT 8 )5, Compaction 114511 /O £ /1 S8k REH L (32 LRFERT 22.64 5); LevelDB A 8 4%
HEA IS, AR H N RINTEFE (32 A2 22.89 5).

SEH 25 R E 2 S AR 5 R R e B I 0 IRERAR A 5 (1-8 &R b, AR ek 4%
FasterKV (14 £12) 55 LevelDB (6-8 Z:#2), 640 cnr-2000 X35 4E 4 L8 FEM FasterKV #EI 2.62 s (3% LevelDB R
6.4%), eu-2005 FIE4E 4 LEFERT )30 2 LevelDB (13.68 s) L4 FasterKV R 3E = S8 AE S 1L (21.88 5); &
LRI (16-32 £67%) o, BRI T A7 S5 MRS AE (>90% FIF %), 156 1% 4% LevelDB #1i# FasterKV HIZE7F
ELEN 1, 5140 uk-2002 Fid4E 32 LEFENT LevelDB #EHT 4.57 s (% RocksDB il FasterKV B ). 1 eu-2005 $ii4E
32 LBFEIT BT 2R (B L% 4% LevelDB (1) 22.89 s 1M dE RocksDB (1) 22.64 s), {H (5 LA 10%. 25 1, H&E
2 T 0 S JEAL AR 5 B0 22 A A B U5 R P P 0 ) - Faster KOV 10 J0 B W A5 A 140 11 BJRE S 8 4 L, (R Ak R
DIt BB R T WAEH 5T RocksDB () LSM-Tree 4 7 B 8l 3% 4+ 7E s 2672 NN LevelDB [ &4k 224
HEREEAFRWATRERE TR ERE. SLIRRY, ZLEY S THIRENER RS SHIREME, 5 F 7R
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(N T BATAT RN SRERUE, TR T H ARt i .
343 fHiENR

ASLISFET HDD (Wi ) 5 SSD (B AL) PiAF g I, W 10 fin. ARG T 5 BEEE A7 1%
5] (RocksDB. LevelDB. LMDB. FasterKV. ForestDB) 7EAN A MM R4 T I RER I, &5 & i e gt
S 51 %, IRNRNT T B2 IR, HON T g RSk B T LA A BRI EE R TR B

[ ForestDB mEM RocksDB HEE LevelDB mmm LMDB [ FasterKV

150 2.0 1
élﬁ' gu-
s 1.00 - s
= 075 w10
& &
& 050 0.5
0.25 4 -
0 - 0
cnr- eu- indochina- uk- arabic- cnr- eu- indochina- uk- arabic-
2000 2005 2004 2002 2005 2000 2005 2004 2002 2005
(a) HDD (b) SSD

K10 1D WU AEAFIAF AR ke

TEIX PR, HDD 25 &% K (14.6 TiB) 1H I/O PEREEUIK (FEALY [ 2R 10 ms, )T 77t 84 200 MB/s),
SSD ZE /M (7 TiB) {HEEHLM: AE L 5 B2 (BEHLIEIR 0.1 ms, JFF R4 500 MB/s, IOPS iX 100k). 521 T
SSD B UFE S YERE, JL T FT A 47 % 51 217E SSD L #ENAE Ttk HDD B2 47 (1) 14 BE.

MEFR GRS 515G TG B E, LSM-Tree 244 (40 RocksDB. LevelDB) 4K #t)iii /7 5 A\ (MemTable il )
52 %% Compaction, Hi&EAC HDD I 7 L5 B+ tree (LMDB) [A 755 S BEHL 703k 7, SSD HIRIE IR 45 4 7] I
5 Y5 53 JTT N 8] 05 A 51 48 FasterKV @t A7 B S k> BESLREHL UG 1), X+ SSD (1) % TOPS FH 2 % i&; HB+Trie
(ForestDB) HI3E N5 A\ 58k 455 BE B HDD 55751, 1B BE AT A 1 52 FR TR 45 S it ).

SIS HARHE— P IR 7 L IRE R X S N 5] %5 (RocksDB/LevelDB), HDD EILH 4 (U1 indochina-
2004 F#E4E, RocksDB 7F HDD £} 1721 s, SSD 8 4 1844 s), [K] HDD [ I /7 7 i B UG Fiet He BRI 4 75 5K 5 B
HLIEE A 5] % (LMDB) 7£ SSD AR #4838 (41 uk-2002 $#54, LMDB 7 SSD #Ei) 1011 s, % HDD $#2F+ 40%),
SSD (MK AR KIEPEAK T B+ tree 3 i B[], P9 A7 L0 8L 5] % FasterKV 7E SSD A TH 4% (40 arabic-2005 (4
£, FasterKV 7 SSD ¥EH] 1265 s, 5 HDD 27} 36%), HiRA H E gt it F b F A7 4 FIH 7 SSD &
IOPS (input/output per second).

25 b, ANFAEfif 513 0 M RER IS A7 66 0 TR I B AH G T 5 N 5| %7 HDD _F 5 R R HE AL, BEALEE
B %57 35 T SSD KURAEIR, WAFILAL 51 2 NI 5 1 6t SSD fI % TOPS. SZIb 48 Joh Tk 2F R Ge it T R A3 7Y
RS — WA GBI SR 566N R L, 8BS B A (P SN BENLEZE) = B & AL 10 77 i
G132
3.4.4 OB PERMERE

AT BIERAAFACIR S KRN CPU 1 & X Bt 2V RE S A7 51 SR B0 5o, SR I T 3 SRR
Intel CPU: R%- #8544 ] Xeon Gold 5318Y (KANZ % i WAEHT TE(H N AEEIR =) LGS ) Core 19-10900K (.
ZPEREST), LA B JIR A 22 1) Core i7-13700K (R0 % RNAELEIR), SRi04s R 11 fios. AR T

LR 48,
T oG, AN IR S5 38 30 N A S B I R HE T 8, B e fR e R R 7E Xeon Gold 5318Y (20 %, A
TE7T 9 256 GB/s+ WAFIEIR 98 ns). Core i9-10900K (10 #%. fEGi444). W AFIEIR 85 ns) 5 Core i7-13700K (16



14 RAFF AR SR g K o e il

1% 24 &F2E . IRELEM P+E . WAFEIEIR 72 ns) iX 3 KRR SS 4/ K CPU T & b, B 3 AEA% 51 1)
AEHEFE #3458 48 ——FasterKV > LMDB > LevelDB > RocksDB > ForestDB. LUI/NE#E4E (cnr-2000) 13Ky 51,
FasterLV £ i7 “F- & )& &i% 12.8 /7 TPS, LMDB ¥ 9.2 /3 TPS, LevelDB &y 5.1 /3 TPS, RocksDB 4 4.3 /7 TPS,
ForestDB 1Y} 2.9 Ji TPS; 7£ Xeon Gold *F-# I, FasterKV (10.5 J3 TPS) 34#5 % {7, LMDB (8.1 Ji TPS) k2., 5
17 P& BIAAXT Z 50 (FasterKV #1540 29%. LMDB #1454 12%) 5 19 “F & (FasterKV %254 39%. LMDB %%
2) 13%) FEA—FL BRI, %51 EAF CPU _EIPERR BB/ LL LevelDB A, 7 uk-2002 K454
i, Xeon Gold fIFRHEZE A 1.8x10°,19 4 1.6x10°,i7 A 1.5x10°, BV & J7 2 REFEAE 0.12-0.15 Z 18], iE T
S 4 B E

[ ForestDB mEE RocksDB HE LevelDB mmm LMDB [ FasterKV

6
2 3 23] 2 s
2 = =
=} =} =} 4
Z, 22 s
i = g 3
= H = 2
7+ 14 14
i o o :
0 0 - 0-
CNR EU IN UK AR CNR EU IN UK AR CNR EU IN UK AR
(a) Intel Xeon Gold 5318Y (b) Intel Core i9-10900K (c) Intel Core i7-13700K

11 ID WRSHEA FIALBE S T AR RER B

RUE Tk, NEACFERSRRE (EML 205, WAFIER) 58 238 5 m B0 B2 O 3537 Se M R 3. &8l CPU (W
i7-13700K, 5.4 GHz F A7) 53 Fir S A% SURR 24 51 38 S v A SR 2R R0 B AT 45 (e A TH L. Bt i
D7) BORIETE B3 I, FasterKV [ A5 REEVELE 17 P& LR AVX-512 845 MF FH R IE 68% (L Xeon
Gold & 22%), At & Fi# 2247 (12 MB L2+30 MB L3) 3R E B A, B4R FE At Lk Xeon Gold 15 41%; LMDB [ %
¥ DULEUTE 17 RN AR IEIR (72 ns) T, U7 il SEIR B4 30%, /NEHESE (cnr-2000) 1 GEHL Xeon Gold $2F1 28%. %
# CPU (W1 Xeon Gold 5318Y, 20 %) ¥ i& & & R AT 45 8 51 4 K2 IATRESI9R4N T IR A &, [F 1K
Z R B R RIAE S (W0 FasterKV LB A7) MEREH L. /L& Xeon Gold [ A7 ZER 5 5 (98 ns), {HiET it &
{5 Ak 16 ERFEYRE BIR A% L), FasterKV (75 MR AEIAH] 10.5 J7 TPS (L i7 1§ 19%), 519 “F&
(11.2 J3 TPS) $if, 30F T 2 BB MTE | K3 h E Be . R4 248 CPU (W1 i7-13700K 1 P+E %) HEAb 25U
SECRL G| HERRZ O (P %) SREAUZ L (B 1) MBIAIE, H MM T LSM-Tree 51 % (1 RocksDB) 1% #%
YRR, £ KR IE4E (arabic-2005) MK A, RocksDB 7E i7 *F- &5 it Compaction #EiR t Xeon Gold [£1i% 27% (153t
F P A HI R ZEERTS . E A 10 Z45), FikEAU T 37.5% GZEET LevelDB [ 62% [&IE), EIL TR
BRI B AAT S R IR AL AR
35 2

AT B SR AE AE 6% 5 B REVPATI BE T 2 4R AT FAE Y, 4540 SRR SRR AR, X B A T 5 A Y
G AP 51 22 (FasterKV. LMDB. LevelDB. RocksDB. ForestDB) 7E [ [i1] &I %3 2 1) 1D Wi 735 i1k R 2
5, ORI,

(1) HcHf SCRHIE X P RE R 52 ) 52 06 355 22 S . O AR S50 v, FasterKV S TBIG A R 5 7 A HF AL
i) Ik i A v, H N AE AR P 5, LMIDB (1) B 85 M 7F KRB Hs e L kR 00 9 e M AL 3%, ik B 108 94 kg,
G AC T S BB B 2843 4T, LSM-Tree 5|% (LevelDB/RocksDB) [X| Compaction FF4FE 445 s 1 At B35 T 1%,
ARSI AS B I 50 ForestDB I [K| HB+Trie Ht & 20 5FEH1 /O ] MR & R Pl 2. 15 b 5256 UK, FasterKV
TEAR R AR S thig =R 34 B35, LMDB 1815 Ui RILIL 5, LSM-Tree 51 % (LevelDB/RocksDB) 114 fE 2
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5B H Compaction S5 77 [ i JE SR AWAR BE Vs, 1525 L G i S 2 2R M0 RS 1 (N7 Ay . B+ RED) B
BRI B

(2) TEAFFEAE T 770 5| S BT Ve e AR . N AE 5 S 38 Hh, FasterKV 7E N A7 70 B I AT ATE, A7 A 2 I
H & B3 8 BT K 5 2208, LSM-Tree 5] % (RocksDB/LevelDB) #1477 1 ifiid MemTable it & Rl #5275 N,
{H Compaction 5| &5 NJBK; ForestDB 7E M ¥ii N 4721 oK T FERT B WM. CPU ZFRE 5250 % B, FasterKV {E{K4R
R 2 i T RBE A WU, (HEFEEO i Oy 35 = 1] 8 3 3 14 8 5 1k; RocksDB 5 LevelDB K4 7 8l 5 & AT
Compaction g, i EEH R E 0 HN 4 F1 6 L8F2. B ARS8 IR, LSM-Tree 5] % (RocksDB/LevelDB) 7F
HDD i iy 5 A4k e, LMDB ) B+ % 5| MI#E SSD kR AL Sz Bk 2 5 v,

AL, SEG R CPU “F & S e Hl 7 it 35 0 2.3 52, FasterKV > LMDB > LevelDB > RocksDB > ForestDB
MG R EAS R 00 T IR R fesE, NI T & B 34t 7 BB RHE. A0 70 Ve se i 18 1 BB 176k 51 B bR
¥Rk, WA RIRN S A R R, NS RGN A BT T R A

4 TRIRIREIES I EEEC R

4.1 BEMIERIHES

MRIEER 3 1B AE A7 5 SEPE REVEAL, A SCHRSE 1 5 PO T HE A7 0 5| SR £ SR i (RO 4R5 ik IR 2, 4 30l
BB AFERDN JHTERBEEREE . B 12 Ron T AT U I B SN AR T R Bk, R
GUikds A OB R (S e M B MEEAFRCE (W AE . ARREI LeRR R MR IR IR bR AR R, i T
B ERFHE (DSF)s 35 HURFAE (RWRF) VLR AT RIS AFAE (MUF) 5. )5, 8348 2 19% 51 5 B AT i
B £, SRARNE RERUE ISR PR 2%, T2 M) TN RO REA . FE R BE, AR T B A ) D S D 51 B 4
PR, FLa% R A T R 5 08 AR . RS I BB R HE B R PP (Top-1 5 Top-k) AR FRIGE — 25 Mt
R ROR. e 28, ZRGURRAE I 2R F a0 e D0 A7 0 51 SE A7 4 SR, O30 o A R F000 20 A X 77 i 22 HEAT IR0, AT
URBNHFAE AR R A RFER DL, TR AT H BB A HERE A

LN
B R
v R E

i

RHE (4 R H BRI S L5 BRI T

v HE ERRIE (DSF)  SEE AT NS ) Vg ES R

v 5 LURHE (RWRF) RHEA— b BRI « Top-1 vs. Top-k
 WAERIFH AT (MUF) o BREEHEEL v EEYES T T AR Ui
v/ CPU ZeFRHURFIE (CTF)

 HERBCRAFAE (DEF) ‘

K12 BiERER TR

4.2 $HERRMEE

AR BT HAR AR AR PR T T AR AR R AR, DU R IR G T BB R AE S 30 e S R AL 1)
B NRFIE. IX SSRRAE A R AV RS S N BUE AR IE AR R, FIRT R G TSRS . NEE
B UA K 2 BRI R PERR 2, AT PR SRR R BRI TR . B L X 49 ) B N ARRAE.

F 48T AT BN R GG . ST IR SOREE, AR T W R RHE.



16 BRAP AR Hrr e B o G w Sl

x4 JRHTER
5 7E X
D,V.E A BRI, B B T T R A, B R il KL
R
M
T
Sa

EL, XN R=2E/V
Al AR RN
A TR
T e

B A ERHIE (dataset size feature, DSF): ZUHE AU 476if 51 S 1 L R 2 i 52 20 HH 5235 (R B 1k A A /N
PRI A A AE 1T, TEREREAE B BRI T th M BN R SR LTI (4 B+ 2 £L, LSM-Tree SSTable
o), M REIE UK S, REEE R R . 5 BB SRS (W1 Compaction. Z2AF T A2, HERe#E T €.
REA I — AL LA AR A G, MIE N RAAE:
log(1+D)x VD
— D

1+exp (_E)
Forb, D RBERRIAE, K 9 25, 3 H OEEE B e &5 B B I S IE, K = 10°.

L5 HLAFAE (read-write ratio feature, RWRF): 13:5 LLRRE T WA 51 BEEA R LS S8k T M Re . 72
B HHE e s e b, T IO30R (B) 8@ KT T80 (), BRI E 5 2 K AN THAS B DR R, (R b e S
RS R = 27E RAEME S, RGUR R R, 1& R T R4 0 b S B 25 AR 837 55, R (RIS, S HAF & bk
i, H T S B s, s S L ARG, I i S SO IR SRS AL I SR ) T4, A3 T T RAE:

1
RWRF = \/I_€><log(1 + ﬁ),

DSF =

ZAEAR AT DURIE SR 32 5 ELBUR, o s S s TR e,
WA F R AFE (memory utilization feature, MUF): ¥l 04 5 7 W A7 32 BRIASE R O B JR B HLR0CR, H 5 iFAh
WA B SHARE MBI ITIEREE, UL 5] & I PERERZI. WAZE KN (M) SEIRENE (D) LB 2 4% 04

PR——AERE TS 58 R N B ELER AW U 1) SE R ARAE RS E k. W 4R WA A7 WA 2 2 78 2 (AR ZR PR R, JF
BAL WA R I FTE LR UKL, Bt W AERHIE I T
MUF = log(l + %)+ %,

Z A AR I A EE L E N A SR U TLIC G &R, 456 log(1 + M/ D) F4R AR AS /2 I 1 IXURS: 5 2 1 15 K
5 VMDD SN AE A R BN F8 R I SR SR F, B A A A7 TR UER B e 1t BE IV 52 R, DA A7 2 BR A7 557 N A7 A 5
B BRI

CPU ZAEHURFE (CPU thread feature, CTF): CPU LR HURHIE T84k 2 4R I 4T A 0 50308 e 1AL e 1) S B i
TR AR BT

CTF = NTx (1 +1logT)x(1 -0,

Hr, T RERH, o RATS BT

TEBLRRARAE (disk efficiency feature, DEF): HEBLBCRAHE A T47 58 VO FOR. fatn it i T
_log(1+S8)x+vS,

1 +exp(—B(r—1))’

Hp, S, WA RSB BGH BE, r 2 AT RE A AR LU, 24 r<1 B, B0 75 B AR s L, WA B A &
G I —. log(1 +S o) SR T BER 5 26 1) X BOBURE, B DR /1N V8 TR 28 A0 PR AR A B0 P85 25 o S, AR I T T
50 T8 5E G TV P 30 R 28 e, 3 B BB I R S AR RN ZRER A 1 +exp(=B8(r— D) TERNIHEE AT, 2 r>1 BHEITEL

DEF
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KAA, AEREAE G R, 2 <1 I, 2R T 1, AR RRAE ) DR 5 23
4.3 ERN%

E 58 RCER FFE AL B IS, FF 78 56T P SO R AR R 2 1 T v PR AR J22 1D LSt 1) 500t P ade AR e o R 6. I it
FELLy St-PERE B A% O, 1 A A3 5 (R EE . AP R/, CPU ZRAR S, RS 28R R E 52 )
PR S AL R FE A28, BV i3 o B A Bk ) 5 S (0 770 5 8, B DR AR B LA 3 e R A T =l 00 2 1 st g, 327
BERLZAGRE ). N T B e A (e v, BRATTXE LR R (W5 EE IR RI I 2) 50T ARG AR BT, LA [ 5
ALIAUHE BB S8 — LU 3038 R 2 4, P 28 001 Al 2 i PR o A7 PRV RRAIE 2 5 a5, AR R 50 288 30 AS P i 1 i) A
SHANEF T B B AR S B A, TG MRE ARG (LG LMDB) B R 42K

BT 1440 AFEAR, G558 3 AT B BT SL30 45 1, ASCER I T — AT S W I ZRBE B, Az pl i vl 4R
P SR 13 FioR. S R, A8 R IS (0 5 v — 2 E R 3 5, 8 i — S R A R R A AR T A R
243 B FRTERE SRR B 96 2. Horb, A ROHR AT SN CPU W) RO R IE T 2.104, (52 N 8 TRIEAT
Wi, BN JE T e 3475 5. 3R R STEARYE A 7R FH 2R (MUF) BES SR AHAE (DEF) S5FFIE 4R 2240 55 .
A TEW I A Ui S R A 2 (b FasterK V. RocksDB %5).

CTF<2.104

=
—
)
S &
MUF<0.184 DEF<227.565
2 e
DEF<217.61 (LeveDB)
=) IZZI: & I~
(Fasterkv]  (RocksDB) (LmpB ) (RWRF<27716]
H A3

s 4

B3 AL

PR A Rt AR (0 v AR 2 T ORI A R B Mk (IS T HE Y 5 B Rl . RS W R 458 35—, CPU
LRFRHUFAE (CTF) LA 42.6% HIEEMERUN 5 LBz O IR SRR 3=, BRI E KI5 F 2 86584 F 5 HAT I
28 (P4, N AE R 3R AERIE (MUF) LA 28.9% ) 5 b 32 5 9 A7 UBR AL 3% 57, 4912 9 A7 A & I AR 26 3% 4% RocksDB 5§
FasterKV; #3550 KL (DEF) 15 24.4%, KBTS . SATA SSD 5 NVMe SSD HIPEREZE =, IXEE AR E
ful R WG S R AR SR BARRE (DSF) & 2.1%, ANTERB USSR 4£37 5 T B ARZR Mo ma; 1305 LR 1iE
(RWRF) 5 1.9%, TEMK i S %463 5 (W1 RWRF<27.716) BHJi[A) 1% RocksDB.

R TR U0 IF : A% 779 368 3 vy 28 oy ) S SR B0 UF PR SR BT (1 Rk, B AR R I . B tE. TR M. TR SRR,
SLIFT 38 MR RRIT, s T AR MEE S R E N R, N RO R . RS
PEMIE R RS E P I R 5. K 14 R T SZIe 4558 BN S5 3t 38 4N, P T
it 51 REHEFE (1-5 4, 1 AEAR), RUERRIL 92.1% (35/38 ¥ ik i dlt, 3 NMp R, MRk Z M i #:%2).
AR T IR, BNAEZ S (W enr-2000, M=100 MB) #5E AU [ % FasterKV (FEBHM 75 R it 34 B #); & F
Rt (W1 uk-2002, T=1) BEERIFELE 5 V& B HEE AL LevelDB (3% 5 4% Compaction SRBSFE ); 8 K AUREEL
#EEE (W1 arabic-2005, D=93.7 GB) T LA REREAEML AR, S0AE T DSF REAEX WU SR ¥ AR PE R IR A 7). S Bk 2
TR B, P [F) 3G A g i AT B 1 S B A 2, D RO o T S i B AT S5 R4 TR B & B AE G
Sl EEE RIS, ENFER L B RS R T 29 IS FasterKV. LevelDB 55| %, Je HLeffitt . &S T
R SNMA.
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mmm FasterKV msm LMDB mmm RocksDB LevelDB mmm ForestDB mmmm i 2% i %

PEREHE T

1 3 5 7 9 11 13 15 17 19 21 23 25 27 29 31 33 35 37
SER G
Bl 14 BRUEGIESE R

44 EHIFFR

AT — A A ERAL A 25 & 1 3L 837 5k R S An AT 4 A 1% 6 R 1 B B 5 32, 1% R 00 7 o R SR A A5
IR N . RS A T .

AT 6 5 BT P 06 R, ST R . AR, RS BT BRSSP T RN b
SERETNRE. 125 SRR P K A 1.2 404, F P R Rl 25 124, SR & 280 GB. 1M HIER A 64
# Intel Xeon Platinum 8380 CPU, it #% 256 GB M 1715 NVMe SSD Hi#i, 1H N 17 75 IR IR 45 76 215 K 5 f7 ik 5 4,
2R FH N AFEN A BCL) 128 GB, RIS XU FRIE 1T

BT X — 5, A TAE 75 L8 R 52 B 55 50 B A N JE g o S A5 B AR i N f 0k 2 TR G B AR AN 58
4.2 FHHFE A P, 433 DSF =74.2, RWRF = 41.7, MUF = 0.89, CTF = 1.5554, DEF = 38.7.

11X 5 AMEFNIZREF e SRR 2 5, SR 42 DL I8 48 58 pRAERE. AR AW CTF = 1.554 < 2.104, #EA
W (RIHFATED); FIE I 5 MUF = 0.89 > 0.184, #E N A T (WIEEFEAL), W N Z AT SEAR 9N B 4504, 6
T M AL Ak IR A DEF = 38.7 < 227.565, #E N FH (RESRE 350 — ) Bhid pé i 3 B, ot
RPN AERACTY B 2, et 7745 s iR FasterKV, HIGH R 5 R0 REANIRME T RAFHIMERE, GRS AT 5.

X — I FREGAIE T W FE AL R A O 8 AR B4R (DSF). 5 LURHIE (RWRF) CPU £6F2%1
L (CTF). WAFFI I REHE (MUF) BEACREGIE (DEF) RS A R, K TT T BRI 7 3% 5 M N AF- R -1t
S BHIRLI TR, LSRN B AT AR R (<N A7 T R B SEIE FasterKV?) 8 TARIMFRAE T N TS, B2
BRSNS R TR ANALE 1 2, LI T Rtk Re . B, W FIE RS 7 VE A B = U v B
1D B S 37 Se At 5 | B30 R 1, B3 P AR I R B 4R T AR T BB - 37 50 W R AL g s F S X

5 E¥IERSNR

N IR AR ST H (75T SObR VAR SR 5 A7 i I T 7 VA S R PR R e v T AT M S S A, A
SCI%E P T W F R 1 4 2k BB P TuGraph! ' 3E AT 42 A SE SR . 2 T LA # TuGraph, 328145 LA F SR A
T %%, TuGraph £ H I K& 3E SCR B A JF T« B4R T s bR IRAF (Original VID) 5B 5 A VID (Mapped VID)”
{933 1, il 311 MappedVid (original_vid) 15 OriginalVid (vid) J57%. 1X — 4P (/56T 50 % BEMS EL IV T SR IR A Bt
SRS, B R N B SIS IR, AT A 3% I b VP ik bR R R A et R G R RE R R . LR, oAb 3 9 I A
B P BT AR AR T TR A AR R B P R 1D AL, (5 L R BB SR A T Bl LU B, 75 &R
GER I e I AR R, BT RIR &, ATV A ATE TuGraph Sk G 10 B0 L 00 0T T 5 466 FrA) IS A6
Yo 752 D Fe AR 5 L0245 I, B 7E R AR AN ST VETE 352 BB P PR 5% v F) 8 R 5 M e SR T
51 XWRE

TEAKEFCH, RN VTAL T4 75 V21 2050 B P (¥ 45 33 KR B, FRATTIE A TuGraph 185256 F &, IF
K I TAE T R AR IRTT (Compact ID) 55 T AN RIEE B AP 51 X1 s 54 N B AR R b R B, BARTI &, A
SLEB YRR ¥ J67E TuGraph HE A H T 530 5 N, K BRIA I 55122 1D BT RFLOR B, CRAIE T TORTE 5
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TR B VID oo, BERRATBET T4 — i3 S A — A B BB, G451 PATImNIRE, %31
FH P94 30 0 ZEL 0 SR AT 01 5 AR T a5 A A, T B 3R 2 00 1 505 1D QBT 35 T AN A7, )
AR TR (S E R ID), 285 F AT R, #A RAVEAR RIS T, T 5T A R E A 5]
BAE BHERE AT 2 T Y 95 45 R 53 PageRank (W3R4T I ).

PRI FEAE: AR T 6 AT LR B ATk 5| BE R IR L 1R B e 4 10 FH I i 0 M i, 095 FasterK V.
LMDB. LevelDB. RocksDB. ForestDB iX 5 flifXR 776 51 %, F1 TuGraph ()5 45 1D WL 776 51 4. HHp
TuGraph H R RH— AW % CuckooMap 72#% 514G ID I R 40 1D HIMLET, FT AR JE i A B4 H N A7 H0)
5. BRIk Ah, ARSOE AT 81 R 4R ID $44T PageRank BIEMIPERE.

SEIG PRI SR R it 2] v £ AR S 56 5 AR SC R SC RO RUAST VI AR 9E — S50, TuGraph M5 B AR BE T 28 3 5
B A BCSL R4 & B REBIA SIS A MRS # CPU, HORIECE SATA SSD, A5 WA MR HIE K 3
FKEARFIENINCE T 90UE F & A7 fif 5] S0 Y AE B3 BB e P A A: (1) P& A (R A7 + NVMe SSD):
IR R 2 AT R + NVMe LB, B S AL S W 58 S8 U7 [0 18R, & A TEL 4 (OLAP) Al
ER R E IR, TR A FEE A6 5] 30 W B R RS T RRBR MRS (2) 4 B (PS5 AT + NVMe
SSD): XA EENT R 2 Hpd s BRI AT A N AR B R SR N AR s, BT 2 s B TR N AR R T T AT R, PRl
& BRI ERAT A i 2 B . 4R R 38 nst (i 2 keoe M (3) “F & C (PN AT + HDD): B R FE 2
MUBRAE S, FH T 540 25 2R L A B B KA 5 NAT 5%, SRR 5 N E S 03 5 T A REE S B SRS
FRACIBE U, BT B3R 3 ANk B TR L0 i R AR MR 3R 88, A SCHE TuGraph H & 4 H N3JR AE 1 VID B
SN R SRE A7 i 5] 25, SEILE % ID AR S A, HEm B S A S B RREFNEEA G, FRE
i DL B AR G ONAEIR, DASRIE [ 1 R0 7Y 5 E B 5 B BOIR 122 R 4 TP (M Pl AT M 5 1 e e
5.2 SIgLER

WP 15 FizR, %77 2000 SR T B 7] L & Y I ZR 2R G B VA — 14, BUE KSR Bk . 2R K R,
ARSCHIBE BT AT 3 KLUV & LRI R R R set:, JUTAEATE BE 4 51 A& T AL T55 1 86
B\ fE°F & A 5T & B I, % T indochina-2004. uk-2002 5 arabic-2005 iX 3 M4, A CHEREH REAHH
A B PR B — B SR — B, B R TR AR 5 58, 0 B2 VA — iy 3]sty B [ 3 R AR G 28 7 R 24 1/10.
XULARTETELR AT 5 P &5 N AE R I3 50 R, 185 AR 8 25088 5 158 AR 0E [ 3 1 1 e R A A7 A 5| 25, T LU 0H
B HR U IR 4 = 5 B A R 1) ) S, (643 1D BU S ORI 4 BT AT 55 1) = 1 e Pt

B WET G B AR B — s 8 vl ORI, 24 BB AR S8 st 1) o5 3 1tk S50 3 A B
B 513 ) Wit i (R 2 2R BT, 7EIX — Mz s 1, JRAG 1D BT 58 Al e T e i, FEAN B S B3R T
WA PR IR AR 34 SR, B 7R I R i A e 5 AN RN S5 4 T, ARSI 38 5 SR 78 R 2 B8R 48 L 31
Ui AT 5 et T R, IR AR T TuGraph BRAECE UL KR GEREBL Y 51 4. e 5 2, R TEBUR A A
KEFEE RGBT, REA T EE 1 3 F 46 1D X —RIR &, 7546K 2 50E 5 WA 7 BRI R, H &M
AT R S A IR T KT R AR 1D KRR ss.

TR AL, AR SRR BT RAE TR 2 RS P R B BB I S SN, T 6 C SRR, i
0] AR — 2 IR 48 HAFE A FUE AL 9 HDD, JE A 1D 54581 A A7 i 45 44 (1) TuGraph ZRIATC B 2475 K E%
R LIS AT R, B 15 F1 DU NaN“brid; A2 N, A SOk 307 RAE BT A SR 52 35 RE% 58 A 7 8 11 it 3]
ST L6 ] BRIEAT FIECE Y, AR 3007 SN R K VA — 1ha 3 A 55 35K F LMDB. RocksDB. ForestDB 5%
GLELLE, 1A B A D EL S 0T DLERE — MR A LSS R AT DA SR 3, B 5 AR MU 0, 15 A7k 5
BRI B 2 S RO RO B, R A 1 U — A R ER R 1AM B R R R B KT 1 B A B
Lol AT &, A SR 7 RAEA R EHR IS 5 AN -7 6 2 AV BRI sh 26 2R FRTE nT 0 A, R I
BB R AL B R AR AT .

it BIREE RAT LB A0 TR R RMERE NVMe F &, BEFENES VO BIFHE ~NE5K K HDD T &




20 AR For R

b, BET AR N T S A B A S 4 5 B R, HRBENS £ 5 B i i SRS SR A HAT I 18] 5 5E R R REAR
SE . AU T X ARIRAT IR 1 R G AT RE AN A 5 5] 5 1 MU R 1 B, 3R W) 12 S A 3 S PR Kl
JE 4t b B R A3 PR TR B AR

— Jf4f ID mm FasterKV mm LMDB == LevelDB =2 RocksDB e=ForestDB mm TuGraph mm i 2% % $¢
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