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PAN Wei” LI Zhan-Huai® WU Sai® CHEN Qun”
D (School o f Computer Science and Technology, Northwestern Polytechnical University , Xi'an 710072)
 (School of Computing » National University of Singapore, Singapore 119077)

Abstract  Since analyzing large-scale graph is usually difficult to be implemented on a single ma-
chine, how to design efficient parallel large-scale graph algorithms is receiving more and more
attention. Constrained by embarrassingly parallel assumption, parallel graph algorithms are not
easy to express in MapReduce. Inspired by Bulk Synchronous Parallel model, we propose a message-
enhanced version of Hadoop MapReduce that breaks its key assumption. Enhanced implementa-
tion is compatible with original Hadoop MapReduce, existing Hadoop MapReduce programs can
run directly on this platform without modification, and uses message passing mechanisms to facil-
itate interactive data communication between supersteps of tasks. It also provides a highly flexi-
ble self-defined message passing interface and two adaptive message passing mechanisms to
support efficient implementation of graph algorithms with data transition and iterative computa-
tion. The experimental results on the real Stanford large network dataset collection demonstrate

the superiority of enhanced version over original Hadoop MapReduce on PageRank algorithm.
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Hadoop A4 #E M| #% 4T ( Speculative Execution) #,
5 R TCR AT I & A S R OBl T
— MY NI R I Z AT S 1R G R
AT B LA GAR Y 38 RE 3 — 20 st — S P N
S0 AT 1 Z AT 55 MR s LR BT AN B 1Y b 1
1] 26 0 — S T A 1Y A] BB 23 3 BCPE BE T R B R
R, SEBR b A R e g A [ 25 R g s T
H Z K MR i #2[1] Map Fil Reduce B Bt 19 iz =X A
[F] 25 #% i — 1k MR i #&H Map 1 Reduce By B4
(4 Z2 U AN 25 o i DLAS BBt b 9 35T 35 I AT AnT 55 1Y
[ 2 AU

4 BSP SR TEM KT EER

A5 AR BT 5 A BSP KL, A 28 40 fof 75 A
TR AT e 800 PR B3 0 v 0 S B A0 456 A A i
FERCHE B AT IS AE B2 op 3R L DA R i o] gl vy DAY
RONIRS A B T AT BRI ARL, JIF DL PageRank iy i
YR P 45 8 B 8 oL 7 491
4.1 BEHTHEERDPHRT

BT BSP R B AT AL R E KA T

I L ) e s DA B e 3 ) i X 3 R 4 A 2 BT 1k
AR SRR TE BRI IS AT 2R B b A AR HE DA L K is 5
CRETI 2R D X i 25 IF 45 19 7% 3K » MapReduce 347
THEAESE B AR AT LI 2 4 A1 =X 18] 3s % T 4 R Y
TR ARJE BT H TR S I AT WA 55 %A AL A5
AR DG R T AN By B4 3 3k JRI B30k 40 &) ds B0l
AJEATHH B HE SR b BAT 1 2 T 240 I 4 GE G
MapReduce &b 3 {1 A B {E X4 A &8 H2 5 B 4B
P B I & IR I B ) =R 8 2. B R SR
HR K L S R R B R 0 g R 6
B DL 4 06 R B A L I AR A F O(n®) %38 (8] 75 3K
P18 08 32 L e T 2K o 408 4 i 2 3 5 A K BT 9 ROR
TR, T ASB B EE 2 O B A R L i — 25
A 35 38 A B R 2 Y TR 1 R (R e T X

REA 1 G=(V,E) CR%— RS0 T .
S Y LA T B R 49 TG 1) AT LA — X A
[F1] ELAH 8 1] 09 A 1) 31 28w BOA 1l D o 3L H T 4
V(G)={v1s vy, s, b, FIE BB A TR S A 04
EG)={(v,v) |isj=1,2,  nj f . HpH5—14
TO0 A T 22 4 408 1 LA Jm 3 4 D 25 4 ) L R Y
BEARRTIRAR A R R S AR R SRR e 4 BT
KA A A B G AR B S B AL E X

EXIHEWMEKES). BHH eV EH
W& G=V,E) W —15 sl 27 B A 15 8 o i 2
(v;,v) EEEEE X (v) ={v; | (v;,v) EE} L&
W o M AT G

EX4(HEFRES). EHH eV EA
W G=V,E) I —15 sl 47 B A 15 8 o i 2
(v;20) EENES X (v) = {0 | (v,sv,) € E} &
W oM EEE YRS

BRI A M E R G AR E T R TN
(8 AT VTS84T 55 TR0 A AR08 2 0 J2 A% 388 1 B A 3R
MIAESE T AR P25 26 1 JE il bl i 5d 24 9™ A TE L i
G W TR O RE ST (8 A 1l PR i AR A X 2w
%2, WA 2 FioR.

Key Value

WEARIRAT | TR A | B R 4R G | o | 1 RS
(v;) (Xt (v;)) X (vi)) (md) | (sv(v;))

24

B2 B I AT AR A BB R

P 2 v AR AT DL A B A A BRI B0 B 2 S
AT UG AL FS B L F A7 N 5 D EEAT Y
AR IRAT AR AT IR AR S B R R Ak S o s
25 Y RS e R 2 PR e B AR 1 S AR
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BT B AL 5 S TC B R A T BN PR 4
51 G o 7 A DO 2% P e, Y R AQ R B 5E L
5 O TT RE AL 5 0L AR AR LT JE X R DA BT A
2 FR AR B AT A5 S B B b e B
A RE AL B B I B T AT AR ) LB AT S A A
15 B 51T s RS 2 B A 1% 08 5B W7 BT Y Y
BRASE AR A YR AR B9 15 AP DR 23548
W ST o e TR ZS 1B AR 1y L B3 ) 45 LR S A
4.2 EMItERRX

A SR A HE ST L DAY A R B
AR R I A T SRR L A R AR
1T AR AL E R () b PGB AR LR R DL R B b
IR

L. 9 5K 30 i D 68 R U B Ah . 0 T A L TR 285 T
A SR S Sy s AR X R A B — A SRR X RO LA R
Sy BT T, P BT Map Ak 352 4 AR 95 R A 5 R R
FH AR A6 oA & A BT O B AR A AR A A RDBR A

2. 9 PR A (W 22 EL AR B R B AL 3 L T
B DR A (A Al 0 AR TR T A R 4 O R E AT A 3 L SR G
RAHT S EEARE S MEEGHRES TR

3.1 s BK B 0 T BE RR Bk AR AL L B 2 IR R AT B —
R 2 A0 A% 368 B B AT IR 422 71 A5 04 3 1) e TRDIR S L AE BT Y
KB A AR ME AR A AR 3% I 90 F0 Y J R A (X
E4 L AR PR Map 4 812 5 R AR AP
SR AR A E 5

A SRR LR AL AR 4 B A N Y 2k A 4k £ At e
FAR W 2 4k 2 B AT 2k A4 B O 45 1k ik AR [ 5 A
W RG] LLAE PRk QL 1k S — 2 B SR R G P
[B] 25 SRR 25 R A /N T8 E B, 2k R B R s Bl ik
£ IR

iy bR i A T AT 3 F MapReduce 9 & 1155
B O AT AN S I T AL+
SR H [ 2 T B AL .
4.3 524 .PageRank BYSCIR

PR S HR AR 22 T BB AT LA Ak O PR Ak B 4
DAL 22 ] 2 SRy AR 2 W3 22 0 H R 1k L PageRank
SRy A AE R e i Ml R P JE A 3. PageRank™ &
— B A R 5 B I A e A R R ) T
A B A 2 BRIk AR SR Y B ik v s BLAR
TR F. B E Web MERNE G=(V,E), 1
45 5 0, € VARFER L. PR (v) Z 3% 1 S AR E W
U PageRank fB , 23275 W Y5 8] Web [ v 5T i o,
(AT BEPE AN AT BEME 5 Web [ A3 $M 45 K 5 B2 4
O BN ] e BT IR O CRY B RTARAE A L
AR — N A PR 2 b e 48 i 0§ PR

EIFEAS 2B 0, — D AR PageRank 115 24 AT
E TN
r=0

So s

yr=21—
PR(v;) <L q+q 2

V] v €’ (o)

PRGu)"'
‘XX(Ui) ‘ |

@)

Hodr,r FORBACEE IR 50 J2 19 51 PageRank ) 1R
18, q R BHJE RECGEAN 1A 48 7] 2 3 SCHR33 DD
TE 45 5€ B D1 i — D BEPLAY PageRank ¥) 4a (B 50 1)
THOLT 2 0d Z 8 AR 3 M PR {H 2810
Wesk.

1E MapReduce 3474 FEFEZE T 118 PageRank,
SO SR A R A AR G B R AT PR ROR T
KIEUW — Je (FromVertexID, ToVertexID) , JGZH
JUER P8 1] 320 S I Y o 19 A X b dw It 0 1 R
7RI AL 8 5 TR B ) MIR 5 Rt mT A% 1k
N 2 Frs B E OB S R S E AR T S

PR .
gk 1. KT JREUE MapReduce f PageRank
Bk

Map Fr Bt :
/G R B 2 BRI E A G= (VL E) —> [(key,
value), *+
// parse: FFNTEEAE X ) oK %L
//countPageRank: 11375 5 PR {E I %X
1. MAP (Key key, Value value)
2 v; = parse(value) ; X' (v;) = parse(value) ;
3. PR(w;) =countPageRank(value) ;
4. foreach v; € x' (v;) do
5 output (key v;, value PR(v;));
6. end foreach
7. output (key v, value value);/ /5 5 & Fh
Reduce Bz .
1. REDUCE (Key v;, Value [w, sw; -+ ])
2 newPagerankSet < ;
3. foreach w; € [w; sw, ] do
4 if w; € x? (v;) then
5 newPagerankSet=newPagerankSet+ w ;
6 else
7. value=w;
8 end if
9. end foreach
. PR(wv;) =countPageRank(value,newPagerankSet) ;
. value=update(value, PR(v;), newPagerankSet) ;
12. output (key v;» Value value).
iR 2 — MR BB, i W E 2K
MR i B 2% AP AT L JF B o5 2446 P I MR i 72 ) 4%
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TS SSCH U7 A 1 5 ] R 2 1k AR A
(A G TR A S B T BT 1 9 P DR S 1 A
#Hh BP PR {8 % A5 By Shuffle HL7E A R AT 15
AL 38 L O RAIE T — U R T 38 R AR O
BEA A B R AS R 6 b I Cod 20 (o LR
md 55T B A AR MR o B2 op Sz S A% 38 R R A
k. S2BR I8 S A rh R O R A3 (L 2 ik 6 R
) Vo3 R T2 A i o DR S (4R (IR 2 iR e
430 sk (2) FR. BT L, 20 MR i f g AR
(DO S BUR Y II= P B SNOR
(D7 o)+ (o) +md o))+ D> imd (e) )

st(v)
eV

>1

(2)

JIF Lk s MapReduce B8 AT L AT # Y i2 B(H &
IS Ty T 3305 X T AT B3040 5 B ARORS AN 3 AU T SR o
AL PR IR ATAHE ZE TR BT SR IN FE 4 A T A B
FRFh AR A B8 e AR T S e R U
KA Map il Reduce By Bt 19 2 4 [A] 46 1) 18 29
A 5 Gk AR BCAE A TRDER 256 7 22D 1) 5 T
BG4 R AR A B T A $1 M T % 1 R Al X T
PageRank 7% # 2 U5 Map-only #9757 30 B 0] 58
. R T2 R IF AT T SAAE SR T PageRank 3 A 5(
CRQIES N TR

ik 2. T HHF BSP UMY MapReduce 1)
PageRank 2 .

Map B Bt-setup $##4F

1. i=superstepCounter++; //BH LT H 4%

2. Msg; =new userde fineMessage() ;

/B S B E SO A

3. resetInputDataOf fser() 5 / /2 B AKE VI AW 5

Map B Bt-map #1E

1. MAP (Key key, Value value)

2. ;= parse(value) ; X' (v;) = parse(value) ;

3. if (stop flag= =Talse)

4 il G==0) //FREK, IAT)E 34k A

5 PR(v;) =countPageRank(value) ;

6 else //$AT7 2% A 4b

7. PR(vj)=countPageRank(value ,newValueSet; 1);

8 end if

9. Msg,.setStateValue (PR(v;));
10. else //# L35 AX i i
11. value=update (value, newValueSet; ) ;
12. output (Key v;, Value value);
13. end if

Map B Bt - cleanup #4F .
1. if Ccompare(Msg; . Msg;)>>threshold)

/ /AL 1A
header; = createMessage Header(i,timestamp) ;
barrierMsg; = assembleMessage(header; s Msg;) ;
send (barrierMsg;); // &5 & . AT38 H AL
sleepC) s //BAAERFIRES
6. MsgSet,=receive( ); //BEMelE 5 ZILEHE
7. newValueSet; = getNewValue(MsgSet;) ;

/I S I PR AR &

~ W N

ol

8. else
9. stopflag=true; //&EIENRLK IRk
10. end if

setup I cleanup #1E A TE & K %0 AT 55
15 BT ANIE 55 PRAT » map £ AE G 6 A0 B A%
U0 b A AL B A, B R G Ak 4R T gk R
Mapper 2§ #5728 MsgMapper %5 1 J7 4k
5 7 E 2 P 38 5 ik AR Ak B 3 R 4 o o AR X
1115 2 3% WY 1.

5 BT HBERNRGIER
it 5 R

AN T BSP R S0k RO AT T SR AE
ZRJT SR 09 38 A7 P B L T I I Hadoop 0. 20. 2
JiA g ARSI . RG] A PR B 38 N AT
AT B HLH AT LA R %5k Ak 3 5] 3 S5 A rh R SR R
58 H..

5.1 [EHER

Pt (Barrier) J& o] I T4 B A& R G M —Fh A
R [R5 UL X T i AR v A R RO HL AN g
S8 4 MST AT T SEAT 55 LA AN BT B A i R
it A ORUETH B AR M A 3 L W — 9 R R
AT W AT 55 78 3% T BTG T A B[R] 25 S5
. Al AR AT 55 2B A SF TR B2 B 9P
PR BT AT 55 3 T B 58 ORI 1) 52 HL L SR i I R 2
A A I A BEL B O B A S R RS B AT 55 4 RE#
T e 9 A R U B T AR T B R B B R T
— R N BB AT.

S BSP £ B i) MapReduce Jf-47 7 HAE 2L
T ZA) H B bR MR o 72 9 9 Map B BEAT Reduce
W B o B 20 AT i TR b, — PP N
B HEHATH Z A Mapper 883 Reducer 78 & 1% 75 &
Jo A B o B AR A R AR SCRR X RN TE — S RPN
B B B ) E AT 55 3 0 T R Dy A L. AR
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T B OURE AE AR <08 (19 ¢ 8 (8] k47 #3128 @ vk
E55 AR IH B i ISR A AT I P i + 1
AT 55 i P I U B 28 AT 55 BT g
20 o G ) T A A 55 e R ) 25 O B AL
GRS NER &/

SR SR AL . RGBS T OBUE R B
15 P g RUAR B8 B2 A SR SR 9% 3t e T 52 B i 4%
F A 2 SCIH B 3 A m] 4 A XA I R BT A
XARIE T 1217 #9 Hadoop &4 RJ LAFE AN (915 UL
PRSI RERM A HE REM PR T
ARG VAR S D, PUE R B0 B2 E
T ARG T4 BN I ST R 2 B T R . i
R B S SR A 7 DU ARORE T 2 19 7 K
B AU T 5 2y R 3 ALK T Sk AT B A
AR (9 BAR N AN 3 R,

Job ID

Task ID

Task Attempt 1D

Message Type Step 1D Time Stamp

JI A 5 E

B3 Rl A X

TH B KA A B B AT B oo B o 6 9
G A R CIE R @38 430 Ho Job 1D, Task 1D Fl
Task Attempt ID =F M T BAKAE % (Mapper B,
Reducer) 7EAEHE Y ME— AR 7. FH 7 20 5 19 3147 DL
FHEMENE (Job) 2 B IT $2 22 3] Hadoop SR 047
Job ID RPAEHE iz A b iy ME — 45 18, Task 1D RI4E:
G5 AEAE ML P B e — A 3E  Hy T HEI AT HLA S Al — A~
iy AR BT B [A] i 23 R A 6] AR 5 EAFTE 2 A58
A ARG TTAE 5 » Task Attempt ID 3 X
TURAT 55 PME—AR TR, BT L AR BE N — A BRI T IR

RPC % /7 iy

Job

Client

,

<y 1
%,.  RPCIE%%
- X

©
%

o] RPCR 4 3 AN
[ ] recwp
e R HYL
«— ———e SHHYAYAAE P X

‘%(

& repeater

W4T 45 0] LA (Job -1D, Task-1D , Tusk-Attempt-1D )
—ICAR IR AR ME— . BN B R R 5 TH R
145 4985 - I iZ = oo bn TR 4 & R B4 0] 9 3R 48
TG PL N A L. Message Type ] T IX.
R IEE B AT 5250, 8% Map {E: 45 F1 Reduce
155 W K25, Step ID I T X701 B SR JE B9 B,
A & Map 8 Reduce Bt 43— F % [6] 25 ) 8 2%
W BB ERPEBE A TR AL B AL 5 — A
L T B AUTE O 0 AT IE & AN )
KA N ITH B ABRIR AC A, X R A 2P 5 i fe 1
HE 4 R

T4 B A2 B TP ARG 5L 1 5 SR T R 3 1 T
J7 AR 8 T B S A L AT AR FE AR B 28 78 (g 7Y
BESCAD) ] DUJE B TR 1 5 A S R (N 75 4 28 7 5
My 2B P Al DL 5 4 4 a0 B N A i A% XL
R T BT AR SRR P O A 4T 3 L T LA A 20T 5 ] 2
K P # B8 Hadoop SEH#F 7 5L M 2R 528 A 2 X
THE W21 7 90 F ST 50462 5. ) Hadoop $
MY & FhOF SRR L o0, AT DAR 25 5 M 52 0 A
SCIE AT ¥ 90 F1 R B Ak

HESKEH RS A A B MmgE 0y, 1 Bk &k
K R Ge s A 3k HEs A B B IE Bk SRS g
(T8 5L P45 310 AL A AT A ) 2% op A 3 0 4 T 4
TEARHE Y AR Y s () A% 3. b A B 3h A8 g4 R
AT LIEB T R R EEAEVLE ST B 3
FH P AN B B,
5.2 BEREELEIE

BB I B AL B UL B E A A Hadoop BLA
M B AL SR ALE 75 AR BE A D RE R 1E 0L T, i 2k
16 SO B 3 3 3 38 {5 PR 18 LA S /A 6 TS B AR
B AR TR GO S AL AL Y ST B AE 4L

S48 Hadoop BEA 1385 B I DL H& A R 52

T TRPCEPR R RPCEP |

_—send-—

o]
8 ‘ N |

(o 2

O aa |
\\send-’/ Child

by’ N -
%, —send == 3 Child
RPN}

4 R RGN S Ak S B RE 4
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BT 5. Hadoop 73 A 20347 1 55 & 48 0 J B 1Y)
F M (Master/Slave) 2244, AN & 4 v i 7 2246 1y —
4~ JobTracker 95 f il T4~ TaskTracker 95 fi2f
. B P AE ML 3 1 JobClient ] MapReduce £ #E %
5¢ - JobTracker 11 57 £ 52 1 Ml 9 £ 22 35 5K 5 A Ml
H 3053 S 24 I0 47 B4 55 T AR B30 A4S Ak I
WP AT B 19 5 AT 55 8 B2 3 S A B8 Pr 76 19 Task-
Tracker 7 &5 347, TaskTracker 75 &5 2 AR HE 20 I
1145 B9 25 AU ) 3 57 i+ 2 & Child #4077 Map 1T:
%85 Reduce 1F 4. JobTracker [@ B} if i 37 W 4%
MAed B A LR P T A TaskTracker 35 S B 174K
B UAR AN W HRAT 1 DL

AREAF B P AT 55 I B2 5545 2 3 288 th 39 sl Yy
A R AL 32, AT T ] A9 £ 2 ] Hadoop
() RPC Gt & 2o A 38 1D AL i R S5 BE R 4% 5 s A
RPC Ypi % B #9328 17 4R 25 5 O/ 48 T 8L 19 1 32 1.
TaskTracker #7 /i 38 18 RPC #pi 18] JobTracker k&
&SRR A0 Bk (& 4 BT 7R 19 heartbeat) 3K 8 I
B O SRR R AR B B Y 5 88E ) 3 KB Y
155 s AT HARAE 55 19 Child ¥ #FF2E 2338 2 RPC
DS m) TaskTracker 5 a5 & 3% J& 191 1k 9 3% 3 48 4
(4 thFrn 1) ping) » F| {1145 4 Child F #FFE £
BAE N AL REAAAER) Task Tracker 5 f#Y 2 HiARZS
R RE Ak L 2 2 1 AT 55 1Y AT s JobClient JU) i i
RPC #3338 7] JobTracker &% #3484 (& 4 iR
) submitJob) #238 FH F 7R

il RPC i 3K 9 1E i RPC & 7 by, 1 4% %2
RPC i 3K I 047 &b B2 5 19 1 2 RPC il 55 .
Kl 4 fif 755 JobTracker I TaskTracker & SZH T
RPC fIR 55 % 4% 52 A [6l (1) RPC i 3K , JobClient Al
Child #E 2 PRC % p o #] H g 25 58 15 10 B & 1%
RPC %3k » Child % F JobTracker fi 35 & & W 1 .
WA BEMEBACH. 734b, TaskTracker [A] B:f 1
& JobTracker i) RPC & P 5 JobTracker #4715
BAZH.

SR TE BT AT 1) {5 HE 28 N SRR AT 55 (1) ) e
H B W) 15356, 518 2 Hadoop B A58 4318 15 h
WORHT G A 51 T B M B A% 3 i Jd 15 P il &R
Gogr e T A B A E PR : send F repeater. JiH send
i FH T Child & 2% Bl 4 B 4 TaskTracker,
repeater PP Fil F TaskTracker 4% J5) i 11 4 () i
WhE B ¥ K 45 JobTracker. RSB L FtE e T HA
(9P A3 A5 B heartbeat F ping. o Hp 1Y 58 5 (1)
heartbeat 75 {8455 I A 2 BE 19 & At 1 A LU3E i 0 Bk

1% [BE 5E B B %5 JobTracker Ab ¥ 5 Y1 £ F& H 7
KA 25 e ik 0 Bk ) TaskTracker. ping 285 3 5if
JG 7T LA TaskTracker JA JobTracker 4 5% 31 5% 1%
(I 4 B B 5 % 45 Child. #2080 B G - b
MR A ZE R R A B9 Child BT Rk e B8 38 o i B 455
i A8 BRI S B AT — SR YUE AT,

R G B AL B L B BT e AT AR
155 1 Child Z 8] A gt 37 B 2 13 {5 . LAEE & Fi oy
RGN AE 2 S 5 55 98 1 BE A B 22
TaskTracker 5 % )5, 5t — 1E JobTracker H7j[ 4.,
WRIE o R HARME 5. XA I R AE T
(1) 5% JobTracker hged4p A7 5L T8 AN LR 2 /)
AR AR 55 AL 55 S AT 79 RS TR 2 B 5 B BT
PL JobTracker W] AR ik 2642 Jy 5 2 4 47 A4 AR
() A Ml ) ) — A Al AS TR A 5 160 ] — AT 55 AS [) i 4
A E P EEE B (2) ki X ARG h — MR E %
AR AL 19 A SR RO 2 Wi U SR A vh AT 55 i R
A BR BT E M B 4E 3 Child Z (8] (138 75 1R
ST EAR R EIATRE 0L T WA R AT, B PLX
ol J 2 £ P A7 1 2% BE A DR B M JE A e v Rt A% 326
5.3 EERHBEBENE

FIJH Hadoop BUA 1Y1H 5 A% 14 AL 1 55 B 2
S8 {5 ML A7 A JL AT AE 89 1) & (1) JobTracker
T B Hadoop SR BT IRV B1 MM 55 9 12 i) nfk
— B A H AR A Hadoop £ 1 P 1 7E 19
BRI G AR B AR S I Job Tracker (1) 4 B 6 41
ARG AR R B T AN N A BT R 2 B R sk, 2R
I A S A /IR i L IR A A R B A R
RIS H 2 JobTracker i) TAE 2%, 3F HZ R F
R G AE PR Y BT SR M, T R A W2 AL AN T
R AR T 8 i — P S R BUER R R
A Al 58 BN ) S5 R B R SR AR I R R (2)
YR P A B4 Jo SO P o 0k D 32 3 4 4> [ Y 4 e Al
TH R IR AT BB 23 77 A — 2 AR ZE R R g SE
FRASE 1 22 1k 23 52 el 0 Bk 0 322 3 4 4 1 AR R
1M 2 AR T LA A 4 ) — 5 R R I, B fel 4 B b T
THATAE 55 0925 I AR Y s 3 2L i 245 0 10 B Y
AR P PAT I 8] 52 17 23 728 75 A PR 5 2 — Fb & 1)
fity A% = BE A B Al 9 2 7 & 4 A MK JobTracker 5
JUPP R H Ok L DA e 500 O SR AP R AN LR R Y
LR IBENSH
5.3.1 FEAMMINGE

GO B AL 1 AL A Sy X X 28] BE Y [
RSO R TAERE . R 7 — L1
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T4 B b M 0 R B A S R R 55 A (Message
Tracker, MT) , Wl 5 fi7w. BEMHE BIR 55 8 17 T4
FE 0 N7 Y S %R S Y W] LB Hadoop S B
— B B AOCHT RT LBk b RS B OGBS 5
i) A2 HE SR A D) AE. A BT G % R S A P

RPCJI_% JH i

AN

Job
Tracker {

4 -
RPCI} %% 3 4, RPCH /IR 55 S

| 2,
| A
S
| : Task &
| Tracker o,
| &
|
|

<-———-e TR R

> Hdlifbin
& 5

(D MT Hg sz T —4> RPC 55 2% H T AT
S5 AR Child % 3% 9 B i B DL & 4% %2 JobTracker
RIEREAL AT LA K T B E ST B 2R B 45 [F) 25
il 5

(2) A5 — R 5 59 4 4 B b 2 ) i 45 4 Al
E5 NIE /L P RTEPSNEORIIE: SR ¥ I ST E X NI 2
1) Ak B 5

(3)MT F 4 A JobTracker i RPC & F g
T 5 JobTracker #3755 . MT ) F 2l 25 5a 15 L 2
AU JobTracker fir 4E #7114 B 5 48 8 15 5 ARl
OGBS (5 B TR IE MT 5 JobTracker fif 4
A I EBERE W — 2

(4) JobTracker 77 — &R MT f§ RPC
Rl T Y DAk N (AL SIS PP C i
THEEORHE P A€ OH R KRR EFEEE
Bh[E 28 2] MT b PO AE 23 B 55 32 280 AR 2R
Hi JobTracker 58 Ji » 3 B 73 45 45 7 A= 14 4% il bl 55 OC
o 2 R A S B e AT

(5) Child &7 — 1 & 8 MT ) RPC & P
Uit » A B 20 N e 326 B M B, LA B A2 I 6 i)
18 77 AR IR A R W U2, S 1%
5.3.2 EEHPATIRA

T 37 A SR 25 4 1 R e T B AR R L

——

| |
| | _H.
|\ | g
<. I =
: N check | :i
| send N : ‘}N
Child :Fs;fg"ﬁk S~ WRPCH 3 | 22| &
Sl
=
RPCZ F i : // fﬂ S
_ | send ;-7 RPCK |1t N A
Child 5 Z —check S E{’
| send | o
I /" check | MG
o [ &
— s . %“
Child I | &=
I |
|

S

MT "] LA 5 J5 46 19 Hadoop £ 7 i FE DM E L 75 56 42
o7 WEA 1R 28 i FE Atk b ) B 42 3% % 3 14 mT A%
7 BB T A S R TR Y B AR AL Y
FEAFRDIRR AT CT AR 6 387 B A B
BEN ISR R T8

)

[ ] SRPCIRS /% 7 i
B RPC R 55 i /%5 7 i

A I B R 1 S BUAE 2L

il F AT AW T (L MT 548 R 2 )58 30 h
1] 32 Al A 5 A B G Y AT 2D R A 5
UM AH ] Y PRA T AL PRBEAE D

(D JH P AR T SR & SO b i MT A
W J5 5 s AR R

(property)

(name) mapred.barriermsg. tracker(/name)
(value)hdfs://host:port(/value)

{/property)

) FFRHZB A g4 0 setMTServerMode
18 9 5 FAT W FAE b i S =TT 55 R b 2 55 e A
2 BRIA B K.

(3) JobTracker fl MT FE4: 5% A 1 RPC IR
55 i i 2l J5 o ) 3l 2 AR 3 ERR A ST 3 B ) O I
RPC % J Jii.

(4) JobTracker #52 H] F 8 58 1 32 5 B AHH B
88 2R Al M B B9 synchronize PR BSUEAE L AL
JIAE B A AR L ARl A 55 R a3 15 0 LA KT B
E SRR B AL A P i B MT .

(5) {155 thAT T ¥ A2 Child J3 35 I sh 480
PR S % 35 MT #9 RPC % 7 3 » 44T 45 $01 7 51 i
Wt AR send B ISR #5717 58 HECHE Y
I ORI B Ak gy M [A] AT 55 $hAT R B
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A B ERPRA.

(6) MT V4R AT 55 & 3% 1 B d s U2, ) st 1)
query B R #E 5 JobTracker F 45 $h 47 R & 1) —
HPE.
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MT Y4 5if B S 0 A BR324 [R] — Bk ) W] — 8
G NI A A 55 B b T A e e I Bl check
PRIl b 2R S AR A 2. 45 Child 3 F2.
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AR AT 55 2R L Bl e T 199 £ 55 4 A A A 0 300 7 e
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BT EIAS ; 88 2 ok H IR %5 4 (Job Tracker) 2 1) 8
(Eager Update) f& % #] i synchronize Hp 33 L) # 45
K (push) # JobTracker Hr (1) 5 5 58 K B[] 25 %)
MT H, DU fie/NMEAR — S0 B[R] 8 101 [] s Bl AR {5
BB A MT g i ) o A 200 bR T 5%
558 4 1 0] . — 26 T 1 R A R I LA 45 < ARl
B2 AEA AT 55 V) 43 AT 55 3 BT AR SE L T
PR B R ASE.

ML 28 R BAT H B 25 B 75 AR R Hadoop £
T 25 B AL Il DATE 24 19 19 3% . Master 9 35 & 0F
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U ER R B 43 TR0 2 R BT AT 55 B A S BT
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A RO AL B AR SR A R R 1 2 A 1Y
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SN I A B 8 i G B A AR L BT A L
R b 2 B 7 AT 55 R AR S R AT R
ICARTHEAE MT hgedr, > MT 2R &0 X 2830 4L 7Y
S T 7 [B) CHE 44 by B Y B ASOBIL o) e T DA o] 5
B, A8 8 M — A G5 T 4 EE A PR D i i st A
AR,

P REYEAR 205 i s e A, AR T
PET A FLRE L A PS04 FL RS T B R 4. AR SCHE
6. 3 77 Y 2 05 PR Hh X SO E B AE AR T A B
JE A6 B IR B R PR bR b AT TSR S5 e 4
RFRUIMELAE X L5 b5 b B BArpy vl 7 e bk, H
Fll A< HE B2 ] 4% 328 9 J2 1) 400 B 0 o 4 LU 350/ B
NSNS B s AR I S e S S A S
(112 T LK 22 B Bk 1 g AR R AR 5
— SRR R R IR S EE . 2 S AR
BF R G0 TAE P BE 25 B 4k 2 )5 45 1) Hadoop 4 2(
P AR R A SR T R G2 2 A 2 98 1 s wT
PAHEAT A X0 P B D0 Ak o 4 TR A% 33 0 50T L TR 46
HEARSERACEAR X e TAERRATT — 2
H I N 2.

5.4 E#HEELERAR

BT B BE AN B 44 TAE#IE T 18 6 Frs i b
WY B (Barrier Message Tree,BMT) ,BMT &%
B2 ARG R 4 D2 WA B E AR5 K
RZ AR 2 EYOE )2 AT 5 2.

JobTracker 44 (1% B b 71 SR

3 TaskTracker $EAE1)
BB Ak HE

Task Trackerf 4 119 5 Al 71 5 A%

Sk Child #2411 @
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T'%’z MT-45 (Task)
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IR 5 i b DG T RN S, M2 AR T

B 3. BMT W6 A .

BN BFEMHEY B barrierMsg

1. AT MY B Sk barrierMsg. header, 38 Bt Message-
Type,JoblD, StepID, TaskID , TimeStamp L) }; TaskAttemptID
K HR A I 1E 5

2. Je ki dl MessageType %€ fir 2] BMT 1 1E # i 1T 55 25
B2, AR )5 AR 4% JobID @1 g = 4 s A7 B i 8. 9 J& i1 6 b
2 AR StepID B @ 5 o 1 FE MK B @ B R 2,
I#44 TimeStamp JCHE S| R 47 5 b dw )5 K TaskID g
SEE T A

3. A BRI B b 09 04 B K barrierMsg. Msg ST 3| it
T b

{EAS TE S 2. B A A A TaskID A ] Task
Attempt ID & B #57 — 4 TaskID M5 /5,
R OCAR BRI PR AT A1 55 77 A= 1 B i B2 o8 & — 4
(9 T LA S It B A S 2 A TaskID B — X 1 1.

AR ML AT 58 B A b 2R K B B ] 7
f2x B 3h ik % BMT A M BR324, W BR324 T

Bk 4. BMT MR E .

i : JobID i 1 B[] 7 1w

1 if (LS8R or kR0

2. M4 JobID 7£ BMT Hhrilf 47 & L 5

3. MBR JobID AR B T4 5

4. else //HF{aI 6 M 3d 1)

5. foreach JobID 5 /& in BMT
6. if ORI A BT StepID 47
and (now— TimeStamp) >w))
7. M Bx StepID A AR i) F 4 5
8. end if
9. end foreach
10. end if

Bk A P TR) BT 1A TR T 4 B R AN S 0
T B AT R AR 4 A 2 Y R AR 1L R fE 7R
AR A P IEACHAT Z 0 5 — DR TR
(14 9 5 B Wi (] B 3 P 2 i 28 R AR e
SRR B B 2 0 I8 A MR A T e 18 4 ]
7 s AT UM B DABEAE (19 2 25 19 s AR T4 22
JIt LAASTE B 5 40 3 B I 57 220 M B T 220 19
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A AR ) RIS AT L3R T R A0 A KL R T A
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i Fof R Tk B AR LA K 4% BMIT | B 2 31 4 1 [
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3. AR 30 BRI R 19 TaskTracker 15 5 2 fif iz 17
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5 releaseFlag=true; //W] 15t BB A5 25

6 £ BMT W3R 3 job 5 5N B 09 M55 55
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9
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11. end if
12.  end foreach
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I Ja A 55 Fj) e A T R e
15.  end if
16. end foreach
17. foreach job€ O
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AT IF BMT.
19. end foreach

R TaskTracker ¥ ui H IEfEB 47 O AF L AL F5
Jo T F0 T o IR T AN 2 R iR J 2% 4 i DA
T A2 T AR T 2 AR 1) T L T 1 S T R 20 1Y R
YLK 6 LR N R T B AL B AR B S
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IS 1] A I SR A 4T R R R R RN SR S
BMT B B 45 550125 0 25 B Aok A ok e s J2 5 S 5t LA e
J2 At W L2 7

L-SOTEPS YR SN 3 T SR P R DAl ]
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6 LWHEREHH
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W TCEE E R T 3 AR E LiveJournal i 4
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S B S AE [ 2 ML LiveJournal-V1 (4
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Fb W AR Bk it Hadoop | (1 SR $001 7 M g
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I HL R 5 36 AR B 1 22, B st 1) 1 R R B e Bl 2
R GTESRS 20 Sk AR, 3% T R g A A AL
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3 51 %0, B Ryt F4 R FH 9 Hadoop 1R, 548
I ACHRAS T sk G 3t 7 A AR M 30 B S AR B Y
J 51 Ak 0 265 % d T 4 a2 AR R ) 45 SR (1 HDF'S 5
AACFFE. A HEZ T S R IR B Hadoop , ) T B B
T4 B TE B G (R (UL 33 76 B A~ BRUECHE b Br o b il AR
JIN R — 0 43 i 32 AR R A 8 AL RS B L AT AR
Hh R AR 1 L AR FINESCHE Y 0S5 0 0 T B A Ol AT
F5 (R ATHBE B8 76 A TAT 55 19 TAE 1 b R 2
RN AEESPATR T — MR R 2 E
B AR U5 ) w A% BD AT JF B & 7 AT RLOWEE
B A AR E R B8 2 IR AT I T RE 42 1 B R AT
RER B AT Pk T o e b, X 15 35 F Hadoop
AR B 1w AT B R R L L ek R 3E T Hadoop 52
Ik T AZ AT TS AE S 0 T 4 R

3500 H I Hadoop

1 HadoopBSP (% &2 )
3000 HC_] HadoopBSP(F 12 )
2500+
2000 -
1500+
1000 F
500 h

R 8 12 16 20

IEARIKEL
7 PageRank SR #47 P BE (LiveJournal-V1, 24 nodes)

[Fi) i 3 T LA UL 3] i Sk 2 3 5 A% 128 L o 7 1A
PATHEREFE AR b2 00 T4 5 900 B AL 1 AL Y L 3
& i TR RGO B AL R L 32 R T AR RO B AN i 8
84 KRB M PRIE JobTracker 7 & B9 TAEYE
E 48 R IEA e T 5 L fR 22 1 DU A6 T B
52 HE TG A T A R B A 8] R 0320 4 0 2 A RE g Il
BT B AL R BE A % AR IRy B X
A 18] B 4 I 2 [ 20 R AR, JF S 2P RE T Ke. &1 8 Jd
o I R — 2P B AIE T X A )

AT I 1 /s




1782 it " . 2 i 2011 4
—— ) MapReduce YE VA 2 fil & 11 B AL B HLER) » SL 58
3000+ —o— HadoopBSP (4% 2)
—e— HadoopBSP( 5t 4 ik B i FAC FE A ) WordCount B FAE 4 R 46 1Y
oo MapReduce /). 53 % W 65 Hadoop 4E i 7
@ 2000F DL JC 40 Hh 3 75 )5 45 1) MapReduce AR, AS[A] 28 B 1Y
= N e ~
= 1500} YEMV RO Bt RSt is 170 B shab 2.
)
® 1000} 4500 I Hadoop
1000 EHadoopBSF(iﬁ%?ﬁ)
500k ~ [ HadoopBSP (F# 40)
3500
0 ! ! ! ! 1 i 2 3000r
0 12 24 36 48 60 72 £ 9500l
AR A K Z 000k
B 8 g M E R B T R & 1500¢
(LiveJournal-V1,10 ¥ AL FD 1000r
500}
MapReduce A B J& — AN PE 0] ¥ R 19 11 B B % 5 30 15 50

B 4 5k J2 16 Hadoop £ 9 40 5L GE ) #1381 AT Bl
BRI B Y R (HE R 8
HORT LA S SR G 1S 0 B R A BRAT I ) e
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Background

MapReduce has become a popular paradigm for parallel
massive-scale data processing on large cluster of commodity
PCs. However, restricted by embarrassingly parallel assump-
tion, parallel graph algorithms, in which iterative computa-
tion and inter-vertex communication are intrinsic necessities,
are not easy to express in MapReduce. Currently, many re-
searchers have done meaningful work on graph algorithms
with MapReduce. However, existing methods have limited
use because of their poor compatibility and commonality.

In this paper, we propose a modified Hadoop-based
framework to address this issue by introducing the Bulk Syn-
chronous Parallel model. New platform possesses the build-in
support for message-passing and replaces chains of multiple
MapReduce job operations with supersteps within the map
and reduce phases. Experimental results show the superiority
of enhanced version over original Hadoop on large-scale
graph algorithms. In future. we plan to expand this modified
version to support more algorithmic scenarios such as ma-

chine learning and data clustering where message- passing and
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