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Abstract Compared with traditional data warehouse applications, big data analytics are huge and
complex. To design a favorable architecture for big data analytics, this paper lists some key fea-
tures for big data analytics, summarizes current main implementation platforms(parallel databas-
es, MapReduce, and hybrid architectures based on them), and points their pros and cons. Some
current researches are also investigated, our work are introduced and some challenging research
problems in the future are discussed.
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6.1 HFHITHEETREMBTEEAR

AR R 2E A SCHR 23 ] i T AT DA A
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AR AR IEAT AT TR L A S ER VR A Y 25 4 R g A
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HOBT AT
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RACEATY R A5 ] | 92 R ) V143 IF 0 4 1y
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SRR AT IS P R ASORE A A0 (A5 50 6
AR5 25 MapReduce [ 4545 B8

Bl Y vk m R g E AR K
1) LinearDB Ji Y J& 31X J7 T 1) #F 5%, 3 4 2 WL
7.1 5.
6.2 MapReduce HREMULTFR

MapReduce 14 BE L 1k AF 7% 26 Hh T %8 56 R 8K
I 2 1) S HE R FRR P R BB AR L.

Facebook FIk 2 MM 37 K2 5 AF 8 56 R B8
JE B IR A A B 8 N T Hadoop V& . 82 1
RCFile 77 7. 5 Z A A, SCHR[26 14 51 17 i
H A B A Hadoop ¥ . Hadoop++P" RGZEH T
1% 48 B s e i & 5] FooR L I g X8 A OF B
(Co-Partition) iy J5 3 $2 T 1 fiE. STk [28-29 ] %
F MapReduce SEHL T DL 7K &k 7 XAE & A AR AT
(] % 32 54t o DT 46 2 1 AT 55 $0AT I (] s R R R4
(online aggregation) P4 AE R {15 1 /7 o] LATE &

TPAT 2 7 0 B B0 0 B B R [l i 45 L. T AN
[F] Z Ab7E T i #5415 2 T sort-merge J7 20k 52 B it
IR FURMHE 7 S5 # AR HE M) T reducer, #8315
AT s R B K L A5 0 4 1 O 5 17 )5 2 R T hash g5
2k 2 A B L B8 S5 B 4 A JF AT I K 2B AR 3
BRL30 142t 7 MRShare 4244, X 41t & # i #F 17 4%
e o AT RS IR 5 Map it 25 OR SE 0) — AT
55 G I IR TP RE. B 3k [ 37 K 2% X 5
Hadoop £ 8 0 I Z 8 T W A 0775 R T
5 A R AR AL F A {75 Hadoop M PERESE T T
T3 A% JE T OC FR B A TR RE .

A 1Y BF 9T I R A B T MapReduce 1Y 3% $2 #2
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e ST R . SUERE32 X MapReduce
MEZLIEAT T4 8 . #E Reduce BB J5 IR T — Merge
L UROR 58 % H 451E  $2 H 19 Map-Reduce-Merge
HE S AT A [ Ak 3479 A S A B A0 U T B X T &
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PAT R EEAE. WP E AR K8 Dumbo™™ & 4t
KR T 53— Fp & T MapReduce “F- & 1y 8 # -
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WS 7.2 7.
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BOAE e S0 = BRI SE /N R IR T g — i SR B B
i (0 20 SR A 380 1 PRAT DD Z IRA T Bl R
FEAEE A MapReduce BFPHA , BT 5 MERE A9 7T
P 0 il G B PR A v Ak BRHE 2. GZOHE R TE S Fr
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LinearDBY JFUR 22 45 W 47 1 42 5K FH 3 F 3 %
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JE UG B R 48 k85 52 3%, (45 3 S T LU 7 AT
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TEHAT Z IR |, LinearDB 1z it T MapReduce
Ak PRSP BT S AR K B G T A 9 A AL L

A Transform,Reduce, Merge 3 4~ #:/E (TRM 47
BEAY) . (1) Transform. =795 55 %2 i aE 47 i 4 B,
WA 0 R AR T T 4E R Y 4R R (32 208 ) A T
group-by S8 # 4F %) e de Jy 55 S5 3R b #R AR
(2) Reduce. & EHE 17 I FAT HU AT 1 IR SR A HL 5K
P ARG B Ab B s LR B 25 32795 A5 5 (3) Merge. 171
FORE AN BHE T AR (B ) 25 R AT A 0T R AT S
ZEr) U HE e SE AR AR, JE T TRM S AT BB, £ if)
A LARI 43R AR 22 0N 1 AT 55 TR R UBEALRE I AT
PAT. AT I R AT AT 2R AT 55 B8 T DATE A%
03755 5 BT PRAT . AT AR AR A AF R A B BE ).
LinearDB [ $ A7 A8 # 32 %2 WO e F % 3 52 % 1)
Reduce (FZ 2D #HAE . FI, LinearDB A L4
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It HadoopDB % /b th — A~ Bl 4 ©.

LinearDB 4" JE 58 1 A5 45 RE J1 R PR RETE T
HIW i ah & 17 KRB EHAR OZ2 IR AR 32
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BER%ESR.
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custkey|]  city nation| region name
1 Beijing | China Asia Jie Wang
2 [New York| USA | America Jones
datekey |yearmonth| year | holidayflag 3 Takyo | Japan Asia Rose
19940101 199401 1994 0
19950201 199502 1995 0
19950702 199507 1995 1
19961203] 199612 1996 0 \ datekey custkey revenue cost
10961213] 199612 | 1996 0 19940101 1 100 50
19950201 1 200 150
19950702 3 300 250
19961203 2 400 350
19961213 1 500 450
19961213 2 600 550
19961213 3 700 650
(a) Star Schema
I— - - — = |— nation: h_skey| nation
yearmonth: h_skey| yearmonth datckey:h_skeyl datckey 01 China |
001 199401 001 {19940101 I -
I — - 010 19950201 I region: h_skey| region 10 Japan |
010 13;)?_)02 011 19950707 l 01 America 11 USA
| 011 199507 100 [19961203 | 10 Asia _ :
1000 199612 Tor oo 1213 | 7 [y |
I ~ b I ? V2 01 Bei jing
~ % l P2 10 New York |
I ~ 4 | yZ 11 Takyo
Naterd_skey [ holidayfl I -
| ___ - |
01501001 0 -
I 10010010 0 I cugt: d_skey _ patne
10011011 1 | 10010101 [ Jie Wang |
I 11100100 0 I 01111010 Jones
I 11100101 0 l 101001116 Rose custkey:h_skey| custkey |
¥ l | 01 1
| SN — — — 10 |
| | 11 3 |
| N
= / ===
fact'revenueimd_skéy revenue | ~fact cost:md_skey cost
01001001 10010101 50 01001001 10010101 100
I 10010010 10010101 150 10010010 10010101 200 I
10011011 10101111 250 10011011 10101111 300
| 11100100 01111010 350 11100100.01111010 400 |
11100101 10010101 450 11100101 10010101 500
—l 550 11100101 01111010 600_]|
TI00TOT —— 600 11100101 10101111 700
o |
(b) Join-Free Snowflake Schema
B4 X HG s —A~ MR R R A b HR N 4 TG 3 4 AL R A
MapReduce HEHE T 1 7] DL 3R A5 #2 B 2 88 B OC R
¢ 5 . 5 e -
Bl RO TERE LCHAE F I AU G X 2 8 WMIRBE
I MapReduce PR AU B TR Z 9
L R 4 0w A DA AR A b At KBS 40 0 A 1) A 1. RT3 AT ] B E TSR A e ¢ 26 b A Dk O KR s

FATHE SCHRL41 i B 50 rb i e s 1 G iy 66 75 o
(R dh 40 215 Aok SE LR 2R o M B AE—— 1 20 2 4K
8 e 50 B )

LinearDB il Dumbo £ #K 5t A< 7] DA ik 21| fii 21
Bt H AR AH P 2 0 T 250 B ai E AT B AL B R
AL BRAR AN S 35 G B ] R 7R A A TR
L% AR AR Y BE 3 88 L X R AT R R I LAE N
RZ—.

3BT T 8L, 390 8 A S kA 5 1) S A A L Bk R
AR A FRAT.

XF AT HAE R U, YT R M I 4 A BRI
2 (U0 Greenplum F1 Aster Data # 2 1fi [7] PB 2% 4§
P LB TF & 1) o B IR B B 19 43 i 75 SR AT
A BOR 22 DG e B3 O A7 B PR B 9 R RE
J19e — AR B A PR TAE X U 5K [ B
FORE — B B, A Ve L M B A BRI A R 1
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SQL
|

Master
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Metadata
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Slave

Slave

Slave

Bl 5 Dumbo 4244 (UK 355 4 2 B 38 B e
T 433843 & Hadoop B HLD

iz EANIR

RANXNEW T ZLE A R P kK
/N, B R AT BRI ) BE A MBI T S BB AT KA TR K
B 0 43T [R) AL, R I 3% T 1) 34 e IR A A BE
58 AR S Ho i D BSCH A58 78 K A ) b $AE L A F
FEAE P B H AR5 G R X ¥ e — IR R A
R T AR E R K28 Dumbo”™ & 4t B &
TEW =456 7 ) 155 01—+

FEC T HI P &, MapReduce B4 BE 1L Ak 17 Ji 11
B, H M BE IE 2 AP 8 IO R B PR 207 n B F R
A3 A5 ) BRI S E TR ] O R A R R
K PRIS ek 3% MapReduce 1 HERE ; Tl A0 E F 36T
MapReduce - & F¥ & 2 240 B 3CPF. B £l €
PEA, AT W R LA BESE Iy 1) e A 22, H H
A B 52 R 30 K

(1) Z4E5% ) WiiT 5. MapReduce B £ £ Xf
FR S — R A AT B V. RS b 0% 43 B 452 4 B R M
DL, {845 5 04 53 BT« 40 5 F 4 32 0 22 4 55080 14 o3
Bl i 2 4. Atk MapReduce “F & 7] BLF A
T4 T BOM B 40 7 00 3 RE . L T A7 it 5 1) 1Y
% & (AT LAE G T3 MR Bt 2 B v B 880l 7 IR 7
FURF By BB A7 4 S AU ) - MOLAP 2 A 1] Hi

1,84 OLAP(HOLAP) i i% & MapReduce -
Bt OLAP L 5 . BRw R . © 37
MapReduce HEZE Y & 2L Cube H8 8 15 @ ¥1b W
VT 1) 38 455 1) AL, B0 0 A OB 6 5 4 5 O AN ) 43 7 # 4
(8 ) 4k T B CHE Gl 43 A 45 4 1 0 Ak B o 35
YA B R AIs HE AT 52 2% o0 M R AR CUn B3l 1 ) % A2 1Y
TR

(2) B oy M4 AE i IR A7 A S 3. B o i
T SR U S AR GE I A T D RE Y SCRE. TBME T
Geih o Hr kAt R % s Hadoop - &1, W5k T
Hadoop M Ze it 43 Hr D fig. {5 5 H 4k 5% 4 i ] 22
I & T MapReduce HEJLB 7] AT 461 | i 201
ST U BRI A R TR E R
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(3) A=, MapReduce & f 20 20 Y116 i) 4k
7L B T/0 MR S M2 AL AR B, —
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AR f r ) 2 2R B 3 U B DL A O sl 40
SETEE. TR G AT 7 22 A 96 ) S 52 b ) 25 SR —
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(5) Hadoop RJFEPENTSE. 24T Hadoop K A &
NEER  H PR SE T F 5 — BRI B 2 B
RGRAR R . P W A2 A 7 i Hadoop BLAT
SEELRIRIEE R AR T AR R EE R DR — ) S
T,

(6) B8 JE45. MapReduce FPHATHE BRI P iE T
FOPERB IR T 1/O H 0 45 4% g QA . SCRRL 1T J7E LY
BOFATEAE 2 FI MapReduce %& T 1 4 04 1 1 BE
B, & B 46 £ R I A B s% Hadoop 4 RED. H
SEBRE O R4 A AL DT &S )L 5 1/0 K
W4 284 5 . ik w] RLF T 24 F CPU /Y 2 047 1H 5
fie )1, F- 5 1/0 F1 CPU [ kb B A8 J7 . MM 42 = 1
RE. LU AN ST 4T B 1 R s s 4 s o P RE AR AR AT LA
RUEHETE. M5 SCHR[25-26 ]9 BIF 5% A0 20 3t #) ] 1
AiH AR AT T Hadoop P RE. {HIX 26 ffF 57 # 4 T
#% B AL T AE Hadoop Y BRIATF il 152X (47
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S 1Y B[]
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