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DARPA %5 6 NBURFESTTRIHLR, $E KB A =2 A o A B 90 B Rt R KB A Dy 3 UK e
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4) Youtube Statistics. http://www.youtube.com/yt/press/statistics.html.
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o JEMEE X (Attributive definition): [ FREHE 0 IDC R FREHE S 2 m 560K, 78 2011 4F
R o ST R [ < REAR BRI T — MERFIE R AR, Bt T AR 2 FEAL )
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b SORUEHE PR AR A B BN M Be ) B AE . X R SO — M EIUE X,
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YL T H A RERE B A RN 9 KB

o fAZ5E X (Architectural definition): 3 [ [E ZFRAEAHARDE LR NIST WAy B5) <R Hdfs 2 45 4L
P A B AR DO B B B 12 IR A AR G858 R T Bl i A b PR 7, 7 AR
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HHEHELL (big data frameworks). KEHE R} A2 0 0 RECHESRI . W5 FPPAL B AR5 KR HE L
D) & A T B0 R T AR T A e DR B ) R 01 QA AN 7 W R R A e S ik, — A KRB HE 28
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T 5, Hts S B A R X2 K E AL S (OG8RI 3R 20, Facebook #R1E 2012 E&ERA 27 12
P8R TV U7 ok, REIEA =M St REMIRE . &9 080 &
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5) Grobelnik M. Big Data Tutorial. http://videolectures.net/eswc2012_grobelnik_big_data.
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Table 1 Comparison between big data and traditional data

Traditional data Big data
Volume GB Constantly updated (TB or PB currently)
Generated rate Per hour, day, ... More rapid
Structure Structured Semi-structured or un-structured
Data source Centralized Fully distributed
Data integration Easy Difficult
Data store RDBMS HDEF'S, NoSQL
Access Interactive Batch or near real-time

Petabyte to Exabyte

Terabyte to Petabyte
IDC report

Gigabyte to Terabyte
GFS and MapReduce

Megabyte to Gigabyte

Shared-nothing Megabyte(MB)=2'"x2!%bytes
1970s

Parallel database Gigabyte(BB)=2'"x2!"x2!%bytes
Terabyte(TB)=2'"x2!"x2!"x2%bytes
Petabyte(PB)=2'"x21"x21°x21°x2!%bytes
Exabyte(EB)=2'"x21x21x21x21x2%bytes

1 ABETERLEIRR

Figure 1 Milestones of big data history

Database machine

I T BURR A S P, 9 R VEARS IR RFID 8 2, KB LLAR R U Al 75 ZR ] ge bt At
BRI B R HAME. )5, A K EBIRS2I0 T 0 I KBRS, T DL (B 5 5 1 B = X
Hh e L A .

3.2 KREUEMAE

DA X KB PR A 38 5 B T THI (P00 s 3R 51 AN AEAR (18] Bl AR LR 9] S5 5 1] AR
SORT R B 1475 A3 5 DR 8 25008 DK/ St 2, DK 50 P Joe g s ARG A0 A7 e 38 I 0K ) 0 4
[FIfRE 1 BB RAE— . B —RAEFERE J) I HE Sl Ak BE A WA PR R Bk e, il 1 B, BRI, K
HH 1 7 50T UK E A A BL T TN B

e Megabyte | Gigabyte: 20 40 70 FEAF] 80 AKX, P75 ERIRMEEHE M Megabyte 14 F|] Gigabyte
RS, AT < REEE PR i 38 U175 SR 2 A7 2 8 47 5 R 8500 2010 DL 52 R
MV EHE 2 B AR A BedlE PRSP (database machine) BEZ A TAE R T BB A AR AR v ) R
JEREL R 308 I B A R R A B R, DAASCN AN SRAS LT R AL B . — BB (), 2 AR (0 20 2
THENUAME DARR 38 A v AL R R BRI, S5 SRR e R G2 3 R Ge, AR LT3 A4 BRI,
AL TE @A TS L.

e Gigabyte F| Terabyte: 20 th4d 80 FAXKM, FFH ARKEAT FEEIZE EM Gigabyte 1A F]
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Terabyte 20, XM H T AT HAL R A MALEFILILRE ). BAEFHAT AR, F T R4
RE AR S AL R PR R, FLRARR 0 B FIAH OAT 28 (WA R 51 FPPAS 2 k) BB 4 g4
FESEEERY b, SR T UM TR Z A S A I AT H e, B4 P AR B e L A S O A
JCILEE (share nothing) #¥E . Horb, Myt BB TEAEAL b Ao =40l RIS T BCK LY. 4R
RERZ RN R, B THEHE & H B cpus WAAFIRESRE PO, e 25 L4E, Bl 7 eIt =4l
PR TP 5, BLHE Teradata®, Netazza®, AsterData®, Greenplum?® A Vertical®). X8 R 450 ffE
PO R BRI AN Y I Sk REE 5, IO E 2B AT A B A4k 1) S 3R

e Terabyte #| Petabyte: 20 2l 90 AR, web 1.0 VIR K R tH i N T HIECMIINAX, Fif
R ER IS F Petabyte 0 K145 14 1 R G 2546 1) D) DU ARCH R . 3 e ) T T 19 - 110 D9 0 Y
BT R GIRIEW. IR, R AT H e 0 B b A PR A5 R A B, (H T A B TC S ) B
JUFEARBEAT SRR, HAh, HAT 8 B RS AR B RE ) AN TS J LAY Teragbytes. N 1 RiXS web
FIUAR ) B b i R 0 M Bk R, Google R T GFS U R4 Y Fil MapReduce gafE Ay 101, GFS Al
MapReduce ¢ H 3l S 1 IFAT 40, TR ORI S80S0 H 70 A 75 K B3 IR S5 2 SR b 84T
GFS # MapReduce H] R GHEMH8 [a) LAA SN, b REAL BTG IR A0 804, 2000 AR, P E &
BIEHNE (user generated contents, UGC). 2 Fh 2 FE A& AN HAZ A2 BRI~ A4 T REMIRS
SERERE, X EORAE T A A AR A AL PR L SEIE 4 2 (paradigm shift). B H . $R
HATEE . m YR NoSQL $dis 2B AR 4 B4l F R AR BRI S 045, 2007 4E 1 F, $dl ik
PERIEIRE JimGray FEX PRy <2 4 Ju 22 Al o b B Fh e X A E— D7 V252 F RRT
—ARITHE TR FE . TR o b 250

e Petabyte % Exabyte: MR IA KRS, KA FAFEM 3BT (088 = T0 5 A K AEA A5
Petabyte 2% 5lik 3| Exabyte 257 %iﬁﬁ, WA AR H g ab# Petabyte g&%’]ﬁ’]ﬁlﬁ, H i 3eH b
PERUET B BE % AL HE S R B 4E. 2011 4F 7 H, EMC &4 | %44 “Extracting Value from Chaos”
I T (U, D00 T R RSB AR A CEAN . 12AR s R T 7 Ml 0 2R SO0 KBt 7 1) P,
Bt JE JLE LT EE R LS A ], @ EMC, Oracle, Microsoft, Google, Amazon Fl Facebook, #EFF
RN A B ERBHEIIH . 2012 4F 3 ), REBUFEART 2 103 uEsh KPR FEHRI, JF &
DAPRA. [H A& HEH 5T HT NIH. [H 5 5 A} 5E45 NSF 7 46 32 [ [FH L.

3.3 AREIEAIEFH: RNLIEFIHLALIE

KRBT RAE SR KIS & I8 4T 70 A SR A LR RAE K g A OB A AR, 9] A Feek
B (pattern) MU ENAIAH S, AR Ab FRIN 18] 0 75 5K, B4 1R 40 A AL 2 AT RA2 2K
o JaAbEE: A aCAb HRAB e B AT AE B2 BlE BT EE L (freshness) (23, AL It AR B 75 20
SR RE PR AL B T A3 BILR. AR AU, BdlE DRIy sUBNE. AEEHEELERIA R,
T TR, RA NS KRR SRR RN, BB IR AR O 24,
BRI RGEOHE Storm, S4 24 FI Kafka 251 AL 77 sCH TAEA S A, il 8 LAEERP B ZRD
2.

6) http://www.teradata.com/.

7) http://www-01.ibm.com/software/data/netezza/.
8) http://www.asterdata.com/.

9) http://www.greenplum.com/.

10) http://www.vertica.com/.
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Table 2 Comparison between batch processing and stream processing

Stream processing Batch processing
Input Stream of new data or updates Data chunks
Data size Infinite or unknown in advance Known and finite
Storage Not store or store non-trial portion in memory Store
Hardware Typical single limited amount of memory Multiple CPUs and memory
Processing A single or few pass(es) over data Multiple rounds
Time A few seconds or even milliseconds Much longer
Applications Web mining, sensor networks, traffic monitoring Widely adopted in almost every domain

o HEALEH: FEHEALERTT 3N, Kbl B S WA 1#, BEJS B0, MapReduce F& 3R H B 2 AL AL PEAR Y.
MapReduce (%o SBARSE, Bdla & S0 A T/ N ER chunks, il J5 3% S8 5008 B AT A #E 5 DA
AT S A TR BRI v (B 45 R 5 F 7 A S A 45 2R MapReduce 73 B3 s 4708 0 &
PRGBS R, DA S B AR S KA T A, BT TR S 2, MapReduce #5732 B T AM)(E
B web FZHEAIHL AR ] .

PR AR EL TS A XN 2 Fros. SEF GO0, dACELE A LR 7 20 A O A
PP AL PEARAF RBEE R R A BE A 2 AR AL, KB 73 B2 P AR A AR B 5 K, — LBt et
BB P A AL 2T SR A

KT 6 T AR FEA ] AR B T5 30, (HR PR AL HE T A R R 25 AR OGP 5 i Rk R 4 E
ISR Bilhn, - HEACBR )T G 38 5 BE SEOUR % OB A7 AN B, T2 AR BE KT 65 U AN RE.
FESIEBRIE ], T AR S S e A SE A 75 SRAT KB 1 & . ACSORE 32 B X Tt A B A Kt
T EHATRIT.

4 REERGHRN

AN E B R (B, KR EREH 4 DPrBOb e BE A p . BRIk B A7 A
B

4.1 KEERZ: NMEENS

REHE R G ANE RN SRR v ] (WEEE R A 21 T) BOAS R B BOAE A 2 2 e
FIRGE. R, XEFAERISL, KRS R G0E T M 2 DA IR B 26271 ASCRA LA
B RG TRETT %, K 8RB R RGN 4 ESERII B, BLAR R A il gk, Hodls
AR AEE 7 B, a2 KPRl TR

Bl A B Bk L B2 s ey 7 A I <RHE BRIE AR BN R o A AR (%
A A SR A ) AR R . 2R RIS A OB . R, X e B A A
FHSREIAS R 2 BB SR AE — ke (2 RSO E R b ELIRURIRY 24 AT 721X = 3 2 AU,
NI AU A St B G 75 2 B (ER, FENSCER « ARBRAN 70 Mk Lol 2 A7 4E BRI BOR B,
i EA A BIEAE BOR (ICT) AU Wit FUBAR S Hh T B et 7 6.
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Figure 2 Big data value chain and technology map

BRI A F RIS B RE, T or B Rk . B A Eem b 2. H o, th TRk B
A FEIEEEIR, it 5% OO EHRATILI W st 2, Bod R AR R 48 AR 28 B A 7 PR B 3R AS R
U KA 1 TR R SR BOR. LR, i AR Se a5 22 ek 1 K A% S L A1 e A i 21 3 1)
1P ARG, PRSI A N AR . PR, Hdla e nl seA7 A8 — S e B S Es, A3 Aol 47 it =
) M J S (K o0 A, B0, MBS IR 5 1) A S b SRAS 10 Bt SR B A7 A2 U AR, mT DM Y dhe s
AE R BRI R R, AU B AT AL 2, DA SEELEHR (1 e A A2 30

HHEATAE DL JE R EE R AR A B R A7 R T LA i oy At et
RO B B A I At Bt 3L 2 00 ICT BHRTR AL AR, BRI AN [ ML F B BI I 755K, DL
(K77 AL Al BRI Ak Vi I e 5 ) _E AN ANy e, I REHEAT B SIS B DA RS [RI SR A i
PABE. B BRI B AR R A i 2 4R O ER SR BEAh, D T A AR Gk O Kt
LHBAEACH, A7 RGN PRI RETE O PRI A 0 AT H A G AR Y.

B 3 R 23 Hr 7R B B R AT A A L AR @I A SR B E. Y 2 R AR H
AR 5% (K 70 B D7 IR AR BUP I 25 5. VAR 1 U B A A A B 75 SRR 54k, e T mT U
FI— S HAL R E R, AT B A BRI 7S /T A2y o8 6 A EETT 1) S5 Bt il . SO
Hem o3t 2 BAREEE 73T web BRI W28 K 7 A ANAS S AE A

RE R W TE8e RV 2 2 RHOR, B 2 SR 7 RBUERBOR IR, B R KB O (5 5 A R B Bt
R FITIRE R A BRI R A . K 2 S 1 REHE R &%, fE8um2E sb BL, KEIR 45
BT A, MG BTCEE R i EE B RIS TR & Bl . E B IR I B, Bt RER . Bl Fisb 22
ANESCHE A% o AT 7 U BIE AN [R) A IS 3. 500 Ak RO AR SR TS UK 40 46 1 2005 4E. Kt 7 i i)
FEARTTEIL LT 2000 £EAT, BEJS A0 F0 0 TR L8 75 V28 D U S 1 1R . A &I o, AT AFEAS A
B B $5-6 1 RHOR ATV R )R8 R 4.
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4.2 KEIERG: BV

Fy—J7H, R AL, FTELR KRB Ry 3 2. FEBOE 2 . tHREEMNHZ, tniE 3 fr

7. MR OU AR A S L R R LS K s AR g i 2 AR

o FERNHE: M ICT BEIRTBAL K, PIAIH RE I EOAR A G0N 2 vH SRRl . X 46 B R i 1
RS BN E (service-level agreement, SLA) LAAHRLEE ()77 AAEHh2h b= RS0, BRI 53 I 75 2235
JEREE TR, R8I o KA RGN 3L RE B i AN AR ff 10 55 05 30 S B Y54 ) 1O A 281k

o THHE: W MEE T BB TETEREG 1ICT MR bRy, sidp) T R
PEAE R Bt PN G AR Y A K A o2 48 AL B IR R B, O i a0 A AL B
REHIREE NG — B, B S R PR A HOE 1 Rr A7 A0 v R0 BRI LA R il o3
A CH A RS SQL, NoSQL Hda A7k, gt A A5 1Y SIZIIL 82 Y38 4Rt R I Dy Bicdha 70 A 182 FH 32 (A 5.
MapReduce "%, Dryad [?8], Pregel 21 Fl Dremel 0 j& J 1A $L Y () G FEAF Y

o NFHZE: FHgm AR SR 1 1 SEIUAS R OBt 7 AT Dh R, BLAE AL Geit oA BE iRk
H1oy 248, (R I I 20 & ARG A T7 R TT R AN R R AIUEAH G R . McKinsey A R[4 H T 5 MELER
REE B AU BRy7 BR3P AAGBITEHL T8 R BREIEA N BAE S



4.3 REIERFEIGAIHRE

B AISEIL — A KREHE RGEA R — AR AESS, W FEREE & R ), KB 7 B il
PERERAEF G B AL RE ). BT BB RO AT 6 S dek SR SR 3 P R Al 7t 0 2 R A 2R e ke R 8080 ol R
fRIpkik. Bl (T 78 A (2630320 45098 7 S G L BT FE RS AR SO R T I PR Pk ik 4
3 3% MR RAEME . BRI MRS . TR, ASHEFEZIN 7 — L2 oR S DAL SRR G 3
AR, FrbAscr T ge B2 1 s N — SE [RIAT T LA

HCHE R A PIAL S ) A2 % M R, G T 0 P 50 PR A AL 3

o BUEFIR. Vr 2 BAREELEIAL 45k B . AL KRN A] Uy il PR TT TH A AN AE 1
FTRIT RS SO O A5« SR IRFI 2R, O HL R ST — AN RRBOR S e A (A R A

o JURHiH (Redundancy reduction) FIEHE 4. 18 78 4G B ds L A2 2 R E R TUREYE. A
SECHCE O T A% A DR AT 50 . 4 s ik 2 G AT A 805 1.

o Bl A A7 A VE B 0k B SRR RN T B DUKE DAAE G i) s SRR 7 AR e, B B A R
IR . — A E VT Hh b2 AT (17 i R G LA AN S . T 800 009 ZE AN (B AN B0t B i A
I, LI I 127 1A B R G AN (LA B 2R ) 00 B A S | DA ke s R 1S 70 0 7 A, VR 20 it v LA
LF.

o MIEREAM L 4. BEELELIRS MBS T ORI, SU5 S D AE B2 HrHE 52 B BRI 22
Sl H a3 200, 1R IR B AR R RGN FEAL DR L) 22 5% L 22

KRB 73 BT BRI R B ke B, T ATASE 0Ly ok 17 SR RS, SR 70, g 250t - Sty
Kl S5 AN 22 BEAL I L e Rk 1 VF 2 Bk

o JTAS T A 0 AR A M A A SN AR B R SR AR L, AN B AR 1 20 M oK e . — NI AE Y
fif IR TT S g A EE SR, 5 A A S AL . A ALL AR 5 SO AN T 45 SRR A M i L e )
(EIDEVE/aHIER

o JEFA TR AL HAR BA RO VE T, B R L SETt TR TER R P SRS . AR ER
BUEEA LR T AR IR M A AR B ELAA = i 44 BN BB 5 2 R ) . 30 3ol 2 0 A0 1) ) 0l A e <
A, B RES RS S m KRS A I

o IRPEIHT: KB — A AXas (AT TSP W BRI A U 1 bl a2 ST S8 = 2% 1 0 i
FEARS R IUHT AR R 2L, T R X 28 i CTRARE 7RG, 22 MR
FRIAZ Lo DR 1) R T 428 11 R 22 045, 2R U7 I P2, KRR SRR RN B B8R 424 A0 0 b, DA 22 A A A A
B

B Ja, KA IEAT b T A 5038 5 1T LA 3 ) 60 i A, T Rt ) R T U TR 77 3K 28 ] R

o BRI KM RGN AL S TH AR NG G AR O s 5| 73O 1 3. Tl o5 s B 23
Prifs R C, Hoatt . A AL ISR FESE 2 R, DL, 72 K8l R gt b b At R 5 4%
B B 2 AT BRATLA, [ 4RAEAT 4 R A AT 1] 44

o WM KEHE RGNAZAENS SCRPELE LSRR P £ I BRI 5. KRB R G i Py 41
PEERRES™ Ji A o 2 A HE S 10 H 2t <

o PMEVE: REHE TR — S AR TS, 75 2ok B AN R M U ) 2 S P 72 3 Hs b
FECIANE. PR 5 B 57— SR IR E R FE AL O, 70 VAN [R) U R R ZORH AR I 7 1) 22 45 ) 3
I, FERFH & B R, PME R TS
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5 BEX I BUEESERK
AT WG R ERIR TP AN T T RO R 7 S AR = 3 28 P A U
5.1 HIREIE

REHE A B R R a4 nT e P A Ok R . BEE IR MR 8, B = AR R R A K
F52 b, IBM UCHITE TSR F 90% (A 2 aa A = AR D BRI IE R R4 F+i8. Cisco 1A
NBE KR T AU LRI R A3k B3], pl T Hd sebr B R BT AL AT AE B R, B R
WERAR (ICT) RS BT H = sl SR A 1) = 20K sh 7). AT E %6 ICT HiAR IR
FeTF G, VAT S0 AR U R I R e 3

B A SRR 22 3 AN IR B

o MYBL 1 46T 20 td 90 FAR. BB FHARRMEIR ERFE N 24, r2 AL E RS
16k 7 RS, AT 5 F 45 TP CAc EABUR SR TR S, X SRR A2 2 45 b i, IfRE
T T O A R BT AT

o BHEL 2 MG T web RGN HGRRMAT. DS R G FEME TR S AREN web 1.0 RELE 20 4
90 FARAR A T K& 12 2 M AR TE S5 A4 B BLHE I TR A 4 HAESE. T E 2000 FEAIIA
DK, 2 web 2.0 N MNFELRAE AT LS (WIiR A T2 $128 W sl A4 A S R 3 558 ) A= 28 T K&
(¥R P 3 P 25

o YB3 RIBE B (U RETFHL AR RN o A6 B AL T4 AR (0 FLE Y R %) 135 A 51 K.
TEARA IR, LIRS BN b0 (R 46 0 77 A i FE RS B . Ar BB DA A Pl b R SO 6 (1 508

FCUR I, Bl A i =R B 1 I shic s BB B 2 MEdE £ AR, BEINE: 3 MEB)
A k.

B 7 R P A R R, KB P50 5 B 2 AR AT DG, A ST B Rl R RRL SR AT
X ZANUEGHEAT R BAR AR OCEOR KRB, 1 5, KEARARDEZ IR R %, 72 R¥UE LR O &0
TFR I 2 A8 FLVR, KER A AR 2 LI . RSBl X 4 FIAIBR I 72 A 1. TR, RREmiE 7t 2
KERIEHE, B s 3 B R A VR DU AR G B (R Rl 22 R R 3% = AN 0o K B
[ b 3 7 T LA AR B AR 75 K

(1) Pl

HEF LA F BB AR RS EE 43 B R AR S R R B T E SRR . AR
Fis AR O R 12 B BN LSS, A B2B Rl B2C 45, FRA 4500 12
S B H 2R I 7 L B 75 A P o P S 0 A TSR AN E. B, Amazon B R ELALFE L
B3 K E s E AR B 58 = B 50 T3 MG R, TRREDARR/AN BEALEE B T % 4
XEEH S RN E, 298I 2.5 PB EMEE Pl Akamai B RFE /34T 7500 J594F, DUSE G4y
LG ).

(2) P2 585

W2 (ELERIN . FE 3l 28 FIECIN ) T AT AT ARG R BRI — . MR % 2R | +E5E
28RS SNS. 9 I o YA A AR G K I X SR R i A A, T e A E R,
u, #2515 Google 7E 2008 R AREAIE 20 PB HIHHE 10, #5848 B FHl Facebook NI4FK A7

11) IBM. What is big data. http://www-01.ibm.com/software/data/bigdata/.
12) Kelly J. Taming Big Data. http://wikibon.org/blog/taming-big-data/.
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* 3 HAKRKIRR
Table 3 Typical big data sources

Data source Application Data scale Type Response time Number of users Accuracy
Walmart Retail PB Structured Very fast Large Very high
Amazon e-commerce PB Semi-structured Very fast Large Very high

Google search Internet PB Semi-structured Fast Very large High
Facebook Social network PB Structured, unstructured Fast Very large High
AT&T Mobile network TB Structured Fast Very large High
Health care Internet of Things TB Structured, unstructured Fast Large High
SDSS Scientific research TB Unstructured Slow Small Very high

it V7R A M 30 PB A FH 7 QI Bed; Twitter £ H 2 AL BB 3200 12 I3RS . 7R85 M 2%
B, 2010 A 40 L NFEAFHL, HAZ 12% BFIFHPURFREFHL. M7EYBM 4, it 3000 5
R AL 2 TAETEIZ s VRZE Tk NS ARSI I A 508, X e (L Eas [ 4 7k DL
ik 30% MR K.

(3) B0t 78 Hs

B 22 (R B IR P AR Mg s R AR, 45 T R R Je WM PR A4t T 0o X A v 50 1) 0 A
X e 2E R 3 AL

SCF WM AN YT, 70 27 8 BRI UL A8 . Tl 2 S 0 4 IO R 42 55, R4 7 B3R
B 2K B A . I ) LT3 Rl B R A 3 5 X () M A — 8 )RR i P OO i AR AR A
HH ) 22 S RN SRR TR 2. 25 RS B B 114 7 A 0 2 o ik Rt A S R SR B e B 4 P (128 B R S 0
VIAHSG, PRI ERRGEAE B N 28 00 B A DL R 7 () 2R 43 1) 0 B8 T o i 2 R 0 R s 4 040 110 7 3
MG O 42 m B EE 2 A

WEEME. LEEFEYEE PO NCBL 4547 T GenBank FIRZH R 7 415U B, 12804 B K
ANEE 10 AN HBIRSE. 2009 8 H, BUREEAAME ToRE 15 I 2 AN AR 2500 15K ZHRR
Bl 1391,

RICEE. M 1998 HFF| 2008 5, it KHIKICH 3% SDSS MR T4t 3R T 25 Terabytes 204
Bl R SCHE B HER 3 i, RN AR IR BUE B AR 2014 AEHBI 20 Terabytes'™).

S HEAIER. WAL A S8 = O AL IR AL SE S, 7E 2008 SEHIECLL 2 PB/s B A= AEHL
Wi, KAL) 10 PB £l A FE F 5 10).

TX ARG AT AN E TS 7 AR U R R RO, O T 0 A L RS B B2 FATME B e 136370, 3R 3
FIZE T IR = AN R BT AR B B 5 B LR A S 1 AN o BT B SR RTBUE KR 4 13K
PR PB G g i Eds, I B/ A5 B PUs AR 1) 2 4.

5.2 HIEREM

S AN AT AR R TR IR A 1) A R, X SRR AR AR . IR R . BRI
RS A EARREE. B, BahEdEMALE . 123, FEE. JBME . 28RS S IR
o< B8 NIST $2HH 7 KRB 5 A s i (15,

13) Wikibon. A Comprehensive List of Big Data Statistics. http://wikibon.org/blog/big-data-statistics/.
14) http://www.sdss.org/.
15) http://atlasexperiment.org/.
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Figure 4 Three steps of data acquisition

Integration
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o T HHRERIK.

o TR HhE AR Rk AR A S R K.

o ZHREVE: SRl AR TC AR I EE TR 5

o KV REE: T AR LI RE

o AHSCPRHI: A5 Ry g A 2R . Hodis (05 5 70 3B 0 g ) ek A 2 ) ol iy ] DAAE
i3 A B H A 7 5K

W, BHEAD TR EARIRAE 5 R R B S NIRRT AT ) it R A B R Y

TRV FEAEATIAR S BR #1075 5K 1T 19 2% U R S I R AT B B R TP AN 2 A PR ARPAL.

6 BEL II: HEIREN

FERBARE R, BRI B 55 2 AT R AR5 SR, DA b B Hds
RBGSFE T 70 A=A D YR B R . Bl AR d A B WAL 2L, anid 4 Pos. Bl &5 An ot At 2E
B TS BIRFE, TRAL AT CAE Bt A 4 2 BT B2 )

6.1 HIERE

Bl R A48 M S T G SR AT IR A6 EHE IR R AN R BB RN 5 i 2 £afs b
B AAF BT S5 3. B R 7 V2 e B AN E AR T B0 VR 0 P B o, 3 % & 7 b )
Hbr. BEJERA 3 P FIEOE R T AZ RS . H &SR web TEH.

(1) fLkds

AL RER H T 00 S ) B A B IR R O AT L 5 5 AR A . AR R A L IR
B A2 L. RS AT IR BERNEE B ARk A R TE LR N 48, 15 S A5 16 B B R AR s

A LA TR i TN 4% T o P 2 SO B A TR B (1A 2., SRy sE AR s 2 TR 8 A B 5.
LR AT e 428 22 038 A FH AR B O S B A0 A8 3k, TR AG BB AE A & I NATAT 9, dnfiy 2
AILAAEIEAT y B AR e 5 MR 45 0 — MR /N SR, 7E 5T s A5 B REURT A
HARG A (Bt HOU I 2R 23R4, R AR TR

7T, ToE AR AR N4 FH TG LR N 28 A N A5 BRI g, &G T A fe = BUE (5 1 2 ah
W& IR, TR E] T T Z FIREF, N A Z R4, nEpsg 104l Kk
P 42 LR TRE (43,441 | BF A S W43 145] &5 WSNs 3% 1 K BRI IME IR B8 T SRR, VMBS
Pt (L L e T I P ) 7 ) R p USSR IR . 0 R B SR R, R R A I 4% T
Wi 4, SR AN )1 Rt R SRR 5 o e VI B 5 2 i B ks LA b 3L 1461,
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® 4 ZHMEIRERESF AR

Table 4 Comparison among three data collection methods

Method Mode Data structure Data scale Complexity Applications
Sensor Pull  Structured or unstructured Median  Sophisticated Video surveillance, Inventory management
Log file Push Structured or semi-structured Small Easy Web log, click stream

Web crawler Pull Mixture Large Median Search, social networks analysis

BT IR B R RGN 2 —ME BWEL RS (cyber-physical system) 47, SERR |, 7F
B2 S A VF 22 F T USCEE S0 B 1 B AN (Anmi et S P I  55) 10 AT DU VR R (1) A% 2
& WA, LI RE R G AR MEEMHE RS,

(2) HEXH

BRI R RE TR —, MEERIE R G4, ARRIR I SO Ol sk R p0iE s, L
TR A Bt BasAT RS A B SRR A, B0 web kS5 & EEAE VS n) H &S0
TSPl P ) Sl BTN U7 IRAT O DA AR R M U8 A =R web JIR5 4 H & SCHE S
M TR A AE MG EREES): @A B E X% (NCSA) §78 HE S0 (W3C) #1 11S HE
ARG (Microsoft). AT H & SO R 0ER /& ASCIT SCAKE 20, B 12t ] DU SR B AR SCA S F A
HEGE, UiRmEEHECERNERZCR 14950 Hah 3+ H H SO M50 KA 45 & mh v A i ik
S TCL R Ao £ 1 4 B A R B A U A

M EAL R ERAH L, H BT DLEER AR, YF2 P el 8ol RE AR T
XK 3],

(3) Web €

€y B &8 A48 2R 51 3R 8 A N T I RR 7. TE U Ha v R W0 4R A B R i —2H URLs, F£4
Ji URLs 7rFe—/MILJe k. TS HhaR1G HAT — @ Je i) URL, T #AZM UL, B85 AT I 5T
AL E T URLs JERINIXLEHTH) URLs 2IBASIh. XAMERE—HEREE, HIRHEFIF 1L
Web JI€ Hi2 i b FH U4t 2% 5] BEFN web 2247 () F EE KA 7 20 B RAE R HIE B R0G . H)
T . ALIHNE LU AT HHE g P2, 1R SR M g WA X TR U5 1] 2 7 SR R ] B A 7 I T
FE 15 HHT; ALSR AR B sk FE U 0] sl AT SRR U T W UR o0 A R TE R . ARG web € B H
OB, $eth T ADE RN TT R, BEE 8 BN web A I, — 285 (1) I€ dpL | S
JH T € E & FL I X I 1) 48 (59

bR 7 BIRTTE, I A VE 2 AU S A R TVE R R G, i, BUR BT T I A R SO 25
LN E R, BT S AESGE ERTEIE P AR R KA T7 U AN R, B R AL T7: AT LUK
B AL P

o FT 47 (pull-based) 771k, Kt o 4R rh 20k oA 2 AR B Bk,
o JETHE (push-based) HIT7V2:, Kt U s 55 =77 FH ) B V2R At

A4 FIR =P s REETNERAT TR, H 3 SO R S B B R A TV, (B R ARl

X /NGy SRR ; web €t fi RTE I BUHE R A T7 1%, W] LASRAS BB 1 46 0 B 2% B4

6.2 HIEEH
JE e R R £ I b 20K A% BRI A7 i Stk B0t U et mh O S p it 2D AR B M A% fanid A m]

16) Wikipedia. Scientific Instrument. http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Scientific_instrument/.
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Figure 5 Big data transmission procedure

LR PSR B, TP T AR AN Bl b O, Wl 5 s,

(1) TP F- T M {4

IP BT R 2 e o2 R o T 2 B R K St B A% 3 R ol AR AR R ok T
BRI i TV

o WIBRUAR: S8 BVF 2O E I RGN R B, T B 2 AR AR O IR B AR R RO REIEAT
HEE .

o HERSE M PUE(E T UTEY B GAR EAL . L E 20 4E] IP over WDM $ ARG 2] [ IR A A
¢ 155561 Wy TR (WDM) JRAESRMDGET B 2 MR KRB E S, A TRRES
L ISR A, IESZA7r BH] OFDM #A s ARSK I nd et aBoR ik . OFDM fo i 54>
TIPS S, R MR B A R B . SRR R K6 4% 758

H AT IP & TR E 7 RHEIE 40 Gbps i 98 D6 5 R SE, 100 Gbps MIIEZAH O, AAK
KR Thps o) A i ke s 59,

H A T 10 EL B ) T ] P 8 5 ] 2% W L3 B e R DRI M, 200 B LA F) TEL IR IR 3804 K
Bl AR, T XEEAAE TP B TR, W TRE IR, 28 R A% e VA RS IRAS AN
Tiﬁé [60].

(2) Hodl o4

B %38 RHE o0 5, R R B b A EEEAT A 00 B 0 R A LA A B X AN R RO Bt
o, W L BHE O R AR SRR AR S

o KfE oA R Bl 0 2 AR T TGS AR LSRR B, R 55 A I AR L A R
ZER. R ERE LI TR 2 2 O 83 )2 197 fat-tree S5 M MIRTHIZSHA LI, — L LA
Pt FH T S B g R R o D 4 (63~661 oy T v T A L B LA Wk, ARG DaE £ i 5 R R
I 2> e PRI R . i o 2% TR KD TR BOR e S A i R L (RSB IE A D RE RV AE,
BN AR AT 2. H AT, SCBORAERE oAU T R U BE RS, X LB TR AR ) 245
JCETIF AL, 5 95 R AEILE] 10 Gbps 57, a0 BB EIR Bl 5 #) 8 GEhg
$At Tops AR T, JFRER MBE R, VP2 G EBRLA] 6973 S HY T3t h M 2% —
677 SR NG F B T A Bl o 2% T 55— 207 RN 75 58 A B I S L.

o fEHPIN: TCP A1 UDP J&Hudf A% fa i 5 LA P AP B, (H2 e AT PR REAE & fa K B i Bl i O
AL NI, WEWTRE) THREZ A PRI TERE. — L3958 TCP DIRERI 77 1% H Ar 2 48 = BE B A
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M ZIFRAHA — FR A TCP it Bt nl BN ER. B3, DCTCP M ] 2 o5 471 28 38 A o 3=
HLERHE L HUARE S 5t; Vamanan 45 7] S th T H T8l s O 2% ) deadline A TCP #13, T3
Bt B, A PR AE B SIS BR 1) R 56 BRI 28 A 5. UDP P BUE F T R 5, (52 S = i e 5.
LR B UDP S HIA 20 OSSR ZE 4 dI LA, 1202 — D AXE AR 95 F 2 R BUAKE. Kholer 4 [76]
FEK UDP AR PR E BTN T — AN T ZE S A AT AR A i, i SR IBLT TCP (HR2 K
A A FAL YA R

6.3 HIEFALIE

AR 2 FE 0, Ba 4 T80, UM —E N R BA AFE K E. WK
£, — SR o A AN O B T A AR SR DR AR KR R G R A AL B R
PEm B R L. AT I e =R B TAL AR 77T

(1) ZHEEE AL (Data integration)

BE S R AR IR A EE AR B AN R BAR IR AR AT R, W PR AN A
(801 BG4 A RCAE A% 0 1A 58 I 9 H A2 — AN R O TR 43, BY ) anidli B - (data warehouse) Al
RS (data federation) J7¥%. G FE XFRN ETL, B 3 MPERMBG: $EEL, AL AI%EE.

o PRHL IEHE R G IR BN D EE R EE T BE IS 1R 4 B AL 3
o AR JE I — ZR B 1A DK B H O BOHR e e A b A 2K
o BeH HARIUIFAR M T BIEARE TN B ARG Bl Bt

HHR I 0 G g — A DL 5 P, A J3 B B U A IR S T . R AR B A S B
AL, MR 1 SR S A A B IS B eon s,

SRTI, IX P A7 VAN Rl 2 I RIS 2R B X R B B 75 3K, PRI IX 6 B FH B3 = FE B S, 9F
HL T EESE ARBE . — e, BRSO B R S A B 5| 28] B R 5 A R — e B2,

(2) FHEIEVE (Data cleansing)

HIF TSR SR T R ILAMER) . A SR Bl SR, JF X SE 5 AT 2 4 Bk B LA g2
BRI E R, —ANEH O EEEHEZE D 5 MBI A RERY, R RN RS,
HUOERT R, ORI A 2 SRR RS A, A8 OO SR 7 DAIRD AR R B iR

AR, AR A SRR A A BEEAS BRI PR B AR R S Ve R rh se . BRI e x Ok
FREHE () — BOM S E ke g B A, I TR AT ORI T8 sE Ml 2 M7l

T HLF 1 5 8, V8 R 22 Bt i v 17 SRR, (R A7 AE B0 o B n) R S 580 o 2 1) R
FOUFEHAER . E R R RS E 5% 5. Kohavi 5 B3] 598 1 1@ 1 4G I IE HURN s BAP AT %5 Al
i ) B2 HEEMIBR (de-duping), XJ HLF 76 55 s 3E 75 2%

£ RFID #0E, SCHR [84] A 7T 14T RFID HREAIEYE. RFID R TV 2 NH, i EfFf & H
FRERERSE. SR JELAH) RFID 4k i & BRI 5V 2 T W BE 2% 1 BR ) AAS [R] R B PR e 75
WA HFAS . Zhao E1E [85] H$EH T — MR A AL R Y B P55 H (15040 25 2% i) . Khoussainova
SEAE [86) HUTE T — N REARAE B s 4 R SE B MR R B S B IR RN BER E R I R 4

SCHk [87) WIS T —AMHESE BIO-AJAX, H X AR 2 T hrififl. fEIXHERLMEBI T, &)
HHE b AR AN EIA T LATH B, B2 90 BoR BE T 5 i A0tz 47

B IEBeR BE 5 BEE o A R L RO B R e B o i TR M. (E R EUR B VOB R
(20 R, 2 RS MO THE AN AE IR FF 4, 6 AUCE R T BEASE AL 11 52 2% M AN 20 i 225 SR 1A At 1k 22T
AT P4
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(3) JUARVEFE (Redundancy elimination)

RO TU A i 5 1) B R O R, X e VE 2 B AR L IR R B TR o B 2 Y AR T4,
IR A 2 0], SRR — 20 FBRACATEEME. Ik Vr 2 a7 1 B8 TR A ML, 1 0 A
00 (88T R i B0, X eV Re g T AN [ O B SR AN S P B, SRR, LIRS Sk — 8 X
RS 9, ol R 46 5 1A AR AT BOHE R 4 Al PR 48 ) s K T BT SRR, R R AR TU AR el b
SRR AL A3 I A7 48 2 TRl EA T 4.

2 8 R B A Sk W ) G RIR ATRH A7 A8 R B B TU R . ZEARAI M F 2t v, KR 1
BANVSE R AFAE G B TA) L 2[RI ANGE T B TUAR PO MR Aa B A T D AR i U, r 2
FERFRE (10 MPEG-2, MPEG-4, H.263, H.264/AVC) T4 B LLR/D A7 AL S A 148 91 Tsai
SEAE [92] HTTT T B AL SR AR X 4 HEAT R BEA AU A AR 4 HoR .l I R I S b s s
A 5% B AR AHEC R OIS B A, A5 T —Fios i U sl 7 vk,

o e P BOE AL A7, BE 25 (data deduplication) AR 931 J& 4 F AR IS4 AR, H
THBREL BRI, e R, — A — R HeE S sl s Bot 0 Bie — MR IR IR A7, 1%
PRRSIMA— MR IRBIZR. R E RN, —MRIR O TAR IR SR b B B P o o2
TURIIEE. 2RO A — AN 7] AR SR BBt i 51 AR, kX Fh 77 =X, AR 45 € 1 20 e
R —AREIFAE. 2 EBORAENE B 2 i A7k 25 8], 0 R BE A7l R BT R B2 .

B T2 2 B B0 WAL ER TR, I A — B R g B 0 RAEAT TRAL BRI BOR, AnAFESR BUEOR,
FEZ AR 2R 04 F DNS 43 95961 rhba 25 88 S /E H . 1K S B0 o S0l B s dE e R . 3
PEABTEAHA 107 L E 5 FH T Ab B 53 A7 2CEE R AR 1 R A HE, R AR B AR A . Gunter 76
SCHR [98] HRH T MapLan, X1 B SERAT A (G BT RS FIAL Y. Wang 2578 [99] HHRH T
—E S AT IAF A FR G b AL BN ) BB B AR SO, R R R R A 34 e R HSaR DA DR R 1) 78
AL

SR, B —N 48— B EE A I A B — R HOR B % T T 2 AL Bl 4R, 20078 S8 Huil &2
R« 5 A ORI I L P A TR SRR At DR 2RI B Al I B s A HE O R

7 MER IIL: ¥iBEEAE

REHE R G0 BB AT RGOSR B B L& 2 iR AT A 7 A AN B3R L. O 1 SE3
XA HbR, AT RG %A N ANRHIE:
o FAHFE AR BE S RE A AR T SEL R ANAE I 5
o [EHT RGN BT 48 (7 R B2 1V BERT P A AN B B R A
MIIRE L, Bl it 5 R GERT Lo 9 RE A Al Bt A Kodfe i B A

7.1 FEEMIRE

A A A it S AL S I VD BRAE A, T AN [R) 1) A P8 B A i B A0 2 2, AR At #& 1T LA
RIEAAAEFIAR TR, M E AR W R L.
o FENIAZHAF i3S (Random access memory, RAM): & T+ B ML 19— Fh A7 =, 7R i &
RAHEE R BUR RAM BHEF S RAM. 3548 RAM FIAHAE RAM.
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Figure 6 SSD-based multi-layer storage system

o WEALFVHEALIES: WAL (AnAERLEREN4% HDD) 2 HAAE M RS0 2884 HDD Hi— /e MR
TR A R R, B R S IR B RSk, IR R e R S . 5 RAM ANE], e S
HANRER A EEEE S, I H A AR A A B A, HR A M S H L RAM 521852,
TR S A B R AR R, DR M R R B A DRI R A R AR R T A

o TR AFE s RARAENUMAA AR, NAE. INAFIR S T @ B IR3) & SSD, SSD WA
Al HDD BINUBAAE, 1847 228, I H BA BN U5 el I TR I SESR . {H2 SSD (B A7 il il AS 2 5y
T HDD.

XEEAE i B A A F e Refabr, 7TRARHRM @A R . mvERe KRB T R 4. 3
Bk [100] SN VEGEILT G T ARk WA I R R . SOk [101,102] U454 HDD A1 SSD (A sS4 H 1 —Fb
RE B R, UG R B — N KERNAES A — SSD 2247, &% 15 M I AE A7 e SSD
gefeh, INimg s A iERe. B 6 SR 7 — N HIET SSD 22 RSt 1% RS H = AT
B, B 170 ESRBAF . B RUEZEFEES] 1031 H |, IBM, EMC, 3PAR AR fI3ET SSD W H £ )2
170 R G0 CLRE RIS BT A 1 BE.

LR, T DA X 28 1 2 P 0 s BRLAR A A Bt 150t 1104, A1 R e vl A B I AN [R] ) 07 AL AR .

o HIFEMINA7fi# (Direct attached storage, DAS): f7-fifi B & Bt F ML LR HHERE BTHENL, B
THRENLZ B G 4. DAS S5 O IR S5 #8476 I 5 (o L 1K e

o ML A7t (Network attached storage, NAS): NAS & AR INAFfEHI AR, B &1 2 51K
7, IXLLh A K B A5 A SO TR A2 45, Al SAN AHLEL, NAS A BLRE N SR A7 £ A SCAE &
G, FReAE N — SR g5 .

o [P X3 (Storage area network, SAN): SAN I8 i % FH ()47 it X 25 72— AL v L S S0
B AEHEAR . SAN REWS & T 2 MEAE e, BIINBESAIREELRE 51, (3 AR i LA
Fevim), sir Qe A B EGE AT L B

X R B A X 258 R 28R AN 1] 7 P, SAN BT 5 5 A IR X 28 200, FRA8T-4RF 2 1)
TEfi X 48 15 4%

G, RECHNAAEMRGLEMER] TR, ERANTTEEENHT KR R5h. AT
T REAE R “AVs” Rtk AAEFERI BN 2 REE () BN Sy, DAZhAS T B N AN [F] (0 8 .
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Figure 7 Network architecture of storage system. (a) DAS; (b) NAS (file oriented); (c) SAN(block oriented)
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Programming model MapReduce Pregel Dryad GraphLab
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Figure 8 Data management technology

MBI L TR A 2 TH R AT H AT A R SO D00 R RS 2 S I AT A 1 & A T
NG %, HATATLAYE SAN A1 NAS 4244 LSl A7 it e 404k (1061, JEF SAN (176l RE b 1E
AR PTEEMEAN 2T T AR UL T NAS HIAA ML B A T S v RE. (H2 SAN RELHI
AFAif FEB Vit , AT o SR o 1) AR

7.2 HIREIRMELR

Kb e FHME Z AR v 2 G ] DASE 24 0 AL G B DA ROt A B . 78 K B m, S
HPAESE AT 2 T BN AT, RSO Z IR A B B BEAE LR 08 3 2 SUHF RS BdE
FARMMFEEAL, Wik 8 Fios.

(1) &%

ARG REE RGN ER, KR 7P R REEAR T2 KE. Google RT3 A7 :08
P B AR N BT R SE I T — AN AT R 0 A XS0 R Gt GFS Y. GFS 3847 78 Bt 17 v FH AR 55 2
b N KE A PR S RIS, GFS & T AU A i E i £ TS5 EERR . (2
CFS HA 555 ORI AL H /N SO R AR R RSB s, Colossus 1071 (3t T GFS FEm IR T iX 2uih fi. Bk
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9 Dynamo FH#EH S EIFIEH]

Figure 9 Partition and replication of keys in Dynamo ring

b, FAt ANV S A IR T % B SO g o T 58 LU AN 8] (9 R 250408 A7 75 K. HDFS!P) il
Kosmosfs'® & GFS TR, Microsoft 77K T Cosmos S FF HAHZ A5\ 55 [108]. Facebook 5K
T Haystack {7fdEs /N DO g 52 ML vk 7 PR SRAL I /N SCpE e A SO R G TRSY)
FastFS29). i T 7040 XU R 50 A, BRI SOK 3 A 25000 B BRAE 2L I LR 2.

(2) s AR

HARERARCAEAN) T 30 ZAERIRRE, A U B 2R Gea 5t FH AN [F) RV 0 25040 62 R0 F .
LG 9% R AR PE ZR e DU R KB i R Z AR AR ) T ok, T RAEX B . 5 T 5 M.
PROLTRT L AP, S — BRI SRR R AR M, NoSQL I P i oA A 3R B4 i AR HE. B S
BRI AR AR, B = ERH NoSQL #ikFE: BHE (key-value) fAEHHREE - 51 A7 M5k
0 R SURS A7 il B8 P

(a) HEAH AF it 28095 FE

BB A0 R — P ] B ) B A A, Bl DUBHE XS T U A7, B ME— . T A B A
A7 50 PE 52 1) Amazon A 7] ] Dynamo S2M4EHIK 119, 7 Dynamo 1, Ff 4 7 EIAF B (EAN [F 1
MRS 2R FHEHINZ A EIAR. AT BYEEE AN (durability) A48T LR PN BN,

o S HEIFEH: Dynamo 173 FIHLHIIE T —HMER AR WU L 58 BUEE A AL L. Wa A B2

()% U R A — A [ I IR ZS [RI B “BA7 . R G Hh IO AR 1T 500 Bl AL 20 e 2% 2 1) 1 — AN

TR SRR DU AE PR R N—1 N R4 al b, Hoh N 2sepliu i B 25 i 9 fros, 5
OB B k PR A, BERAEAEAE T R B AN BRI A C M D B kAN, TR D OBARRELE (A,
B, (B, C] 1 (C, D] a4 4.

o W RIAE PL: TR 5 ME— BRI AE 2 DM EIA, Dynamo FCVF AR AP 77 sUSE Bl A JF 52
P & — . FIRFERBOA AR BRI — ST SRR, — DX R 2 SRR T DUE R 4t
L7,

17) Hadoop Distributed File System. http://hadoop.apache.org/docs/r1.0.4/hdfs_design.html.
18) https://code.google.com/p/kosmosfs/.

19) Taobao File System. http://code.taobao.org/p/tfs/src/.

20) Fast Distributed File System. https://code.google.com/p/fastdfs/.
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10 BigTable ¥iEtHE
Figure 10 BigTable data model

HoAth B8 1E A7 £ ©L 55 Voldemort?), Redis??), Tokyo Cabinet?®, Tokyo Tyrant?¥), Mem-
cached?®®), MemchacheDB?%) | Riak?”) PA f Scalaris®®). Voldemort, Riak, Tokyo Cabinet FI Memcached
A LUK B A7 RAM B30T BT AR b AR WAF A AE RAM JRAE I RERAE sty B B
Ao A7y T A FH 52 1) AR S AL 1)

(b) F A7 fif Hiths e

) Ak B P2 A SR SRR AT A A A AL SR, 8008 & Tt B 0 A 3 AN S A, R
BB XA RS

e Bigtable ''2: & Google 2 @] Wit HI—Fh 51 A7 R 4. Bigtable FEAFEHE S5 #)7& — N RGBT <
oA FEAMARE R Z 4ESEHE P B (map), B EATHE . ZSRAII (BB . AT %7 S0P HE
HHARI 7> IR (tablet), Fri& A 0. SRR I ATS A, FROVFIIR (column family), &5
e 25 Fl) (VY EEAS BTG I TR U R RRAR X 23 IR AR A . ] 10 25 T —ANE BN P AR i R & 1) X PR 7
], Horh URL 1R 4788, W IR RIS -E 8 4. W T 2 AR A AR AR A B, Bigtable
S EAE =AM ERSS 4 tablet IR ASHNZ P Ui fE. Master 715744 tablet 2} HCH] tablet k55
#, Kl tablet AR 545 VS AL, P4 tablet ARS5 2% 113K, GFS SCAFR LR B, 534, Bt osib
H schema AL, ELAIRABEIIBIEE. £/ tablet AR EE B — RAIMIF, JEEXT tablet FEZEL LA
SR E tablet BEAT 23], % 7 iy i M AL H 5 Bigtable SE4128 H.. Bigtable 1K#i Google FEfiti %
TV ZHOR, 41 GFS. HE#HE I R 50. SSTable AT A Chubby 1131,

e Cassandral''4l: Hi Facebook JF /& FFT 2008 FFEFIi, 454 T Dynamo 1734 R G H R A Bigtable
HIE Y. Cassandra IR — DX 4ELG M, BIEIT . PR, ZIMEERS). b4, Cassandra
1) 53 AN H LI AT Dynamo [IZRALL, T PR fe 24— 35 1.

e Bigtable t{ti#t: HT Bigtable /&R, KIEFFIEITEH HBase? Ml Hypertable3?) #E47 43, [F]
BRI T Bigtable AR, SZHL T RAIAI R St.

21) hitp://www.project-voldemort.com /voldemort/.

22) http://redis.io/.

23) http://fallabs.com /tokyocabinet/.

24) http://fallabs.com /tokyotyrant /.

25) http://memcached.org.

26) http://memcachedb.org.

27) http://basho.com /riak/ .

28) http://code.google.com/p/scalaris/.

29) http://hbase.apache.org.
30) http://hypertable.org.
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HI A i B e KR 4 & 25 T Bigtable MU, HUg7E —BOMENLHIAI — Lok 1 H A 2 5. Filin
Cassandra F=E 3y EFG—2E, ] HBase Al HyperTable NI 9G35 — .

(c) RS HHRE

SCRYEHE 22 e SRR LU BB A7 1 R 2018 2 B BiE 454, MongoDB3Y, SimpleDB Al CouchDB J&
T B SO B, AT B B AT JSON X G2l (5], A [R] SCRY AT fith 2 4t 1 DX 3 78 T 50080 52 il
A— AL 77 T

o S5 v (Sharding): MongoDB S HlHLHIAE A 3275 sl iy H & SO, HE S RAE T T H
s PE R PAT B S AR, SRR, DT R 3T AR B e IR FE 2 G BT SRR, I
FEEATH A M E s 122 o AT H B T A ERE. MongoDB B3 A 3540 A B /0 858 e T BT 5, B
BHSLILANBCTEN Je R Bl & T SCHF K48 5. SimpleDB K BT 150 52 1) B [F) $dE O AN
554 b DA R 2 A AR S PERE. CouchDB A K40 L, T a5 Sl R A Y e, AE—
CouchDB #t4f B ] LAFI HAth S [|] 22, PRIk o] DA A S 2R A A SR Hh 4.

o —E%: MongoDB HI SimpleDB #B¥ A bt A — FUH: 4 il 1535 55 BEATLH, (E2 eAT 1A PR il e 24—
M. CouchDB [H—F P M pe T2 1 master-master it B 6 & master-slave FCE. FI & BeHE it i
23, 5 R ReRR AR — B

(d) HAth NoSQL FE & Hdhe

B T TR 2R A R R, A V2 HARIH SCREAN R FIEHE /71 R 48, W0 Neodj®?), DEX33),
PNUTS (116! DL )z Dache 1171,

BT 20 R AVEHE FE AT NoSQL #dl A  # H AR B A, 45 G AR 35 DISREUE = Ve RE & —
NMEIF IR, BT XA EAE, Google IKITA T 41T JUMEERL T NoSQL A1 SQL Hudfs 211t i i) Hu 4l
JEE RS

e Megastore 18] ¥ NoSQL Z# FE 504 £7-fifs (10 ] {eh 45 M 0 OC 22 B 25088 P A A R 45 & 70—k, BB 3R
39— B A S T R . AR e AR A X, BN XML ), 7R 5 XN SR 5E 8 ACID
18, AHRETE S X TR ARAE A FR— 201, Megastore FIEFERAL /T RDBMS 1= 040 A1 NoSQL HI4T
— BIAFAE 18], R B A7 1 (T Bigtable.

e Spanner M9 J2 55 — AN HHE 0 A7 B AR R S, I BAESNT SR — B A N 5. AT
Bigtable HRRATE Hil BB AF A 15 A, Spanner AV VI [A] B2 i8R . BB A X R R+
HAVRIRA, BARAHRE LA BT 1) E Zh A2 . THRRASECH R4 n e 03 % (Bl OBk b 3, 32 F
A DA R TH IS (R B Bt . St — B2 250 1 52 0wl DA el S 451, s ok, 250 76 ik 55 4 2 450
R AT DUERHT 49 Fr DA B 3B N 2 3. Spanner S5 25 FARE RS AN — BR0SE S AE S — I T B
4 R R — B

o F1 1200 & Google AR IRH AT 5% FIFF-# RS, 7 AE Spanner 3R L. F1 SZBLT
F T )R R BVBE RS S BRI schema, 58 /7 HHRAT SQL &l 51 %, @A BHEY
TEENIE BRG] HARMERE B 43 X, o vhoc 18] 1) — Bt 52 1) 58 A 38 25 s o0 i 35t 51 R 1 2ictia
ER.

(e) NoSQL 45 e LL 8%

REFRZAFESER B, (R — P8R S TR 5, ANEREEREEZ R

31) http://www.mongodb.org.

32) http://www.neodj.org.
33) http://www.sparsity-technologies.com/dex.php.
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#* 5 NoSQL % RG& T
Table 5 Design of NoSQL storage system

Data model Name Producer Data storage Concurrency control CAP option Consistency
Dynamo Amazon Plug-in MVCC AP Eventually consistent
Key-value  Voldemort LinkedId RAM MVCC AP Eventually consistent
Redis Salvatore Sanfilippo RAM Locks AP Eventually consistent
BigTable Google GFS Locks+stamps CpP Eventually consistent
Column Cassandra Facebook Disk MVCC AP Eventually consistent
HBase Apache HDFS Locks Cp Eventually consistent
HyperTable HyperTable Plug-in Locks AP Eventually consistent
SimpleDB Amazon S3 None AP Eventually consistent
Document MongoDB 10gen Disk Locks AP Eventually consistent
CouchDB Couchbase Disk MVCC AP Eventually consistent
Row PNUTS Yahoo Disk MVCC AP Timeline consistent

[ AT AR AT . Cooper %5 121 2 f8 7 JE 2 [ Hids & B R G0 b O ME BB AT b I R, BLHE IR AN S | 48
IRFNRREE RIS R 520 B ) DA BB 4 X . SOk [122~124] 25T 18 T — S H A 148 b5,
5 W T RGN R

o BUHEBAL: A EEIHE B AN « 5 RAEE I SCR A S B, PNUTS (50 A R U2 4T
A7 A

o B AL L RGURH RAM PLRBRLEL S, 5 R M RAM A7 MEA- %, 1I6F
S R G5 R F T4 N JE o, SOV NAN R OB A7 A AR, B3 75 2 — MR HE K2 ST R 4L

o JERFE: EEA locks, MVCC FITEIE KA =F 77 . Locks LR o vF—ANH P ERE—
ZIE s E B MR 2 H . MVCC HLHI R AR B0 22 s — SOt LI, (ER AT g2 S 80H — B % 2 AN P
BB R—$E 4% B B 2 ARAS ph 28 il f. 55— S8 R GE A SRR 71, RV E A P IR AT B R —
HAE A R AR 5, AE RN RRA B BB AT 4 il

o CAP JETi: CAP sz B [125.126] R AAILEIME R G0 2 N RRIE S — 80k . o FVERI 70 X R X =
Rt S R (R, R T R Sy R, BT I B B Tz B, 06 R A 1 — Sk AT
P, PRIAE — SR AN T] P Pk AR PR e . 58— SRR ) R [ S PR 3R 127) g S oS
190 LABESZ () R G mT FH .

o Mk MRYE CAP @, TEVE RTF PR Sy DX 20 P 1 [ B DA SR A5 A% 1 — B0k, JEE R
FE 79 ol 55— 0 ) B i % — B A timeline — 80k, Fe & — SR 6 T 0 B0k 7E R G0 A%
P&, (AR — B IA] Y B AR A& — B0, Timeline — E0H: TR A5 48 2 10 5% 1 BT A3 A0 R i 10 58 38
it [116],

TEEOUT, TE R B R 4R ACTD Ji Tk PRI M. H A B T B R B e 1w T 4 21 1)
Z AR, 0B SRR ER IR AR O, BORAEAE B A R U7 MR . KA R B A . — 3L
0T P 1 RSP A

(3) mAEp Y

R NoSQL ¥ e LA 1R 22 96 R ALK 2 A A& 1A 05, (R A i N RER A R IR, Xt
FE RIS AT (0 SR ANGS. P A D) St S 30 FH 32 4 R 4y B 5090 20 T IR 8 O B 2 (EL 2, o A
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G IFAT RGN OpenMP 1281 A1 MPT 1290 75 R IR BT T SLBUFAT S AR AF 3 WM. VF 22 IR 47 AR AR
BB B T A DG [ R . X SRR AU Ry 1 NoSQL Hidfs FE 1B, 467N T NoSQL F
KAV B RE M 22 B, DRI NoSQL #5412 il Ay g S i A BRI A% Do BoR. H AT £ 224 =4
SRR G R AL B | I ACFRAY DL R AL FRARAY.

o JEFHALBRAEAY: TP AY AR T i e — R S )RR, B T MapReduce 19 #1 Dryad 28]
. Horh, MapReduce & —AM A FAH D) RESRR gAY BEF R RUBE I THRAE S5 /0 T BRI Y PC
LR IEATIZAT. TRTHEAER P E XA Map A1 Reduce PB4 4%, MapReduce ¥ BH
FHIF AL T B (a4 SRR A, I HAG HAL# BRI Reduce PR#L. Reduce BRECE|HAIEE 1, JFH
MZEECHR) — RIUEHEAT G I, PR NVEG B, FIMEH MapReduce SR AEHNANE W i pa 2%,
ME T — S i s R EAE (A fE 38). 78 MapReduce AEZE EIRIN SQL 4 s 21T LAk SQL ##
7 PR o - MapReduce. — 2815235 5 W1 Google ] Sawzall 139 Yahoo ] Pig Latin 131,
Facebook ] Hive ['32 F1 Microsoft ff] Scope 1081 B4 FF & H T3 e 7 R AR, Dryad s&—AMHLkE
£ (R 47 L FH )38 23 A SR AT 51 2. — > Dryad 1EMV2—ANE G E, B TSR RE T, 2%
{518, Dryad 75 B AR IS B — TR g A7k, il S TCP & TE 3L M AF FIFO
SSHUREERE. AT, BT E A S BB 5T, MapReduce ] LAE{EJE Dryad HIRFAIE
B, REE H HA AN B WU P BEFT Reduce BBt Yang S87E SCHR [133] H X3 A MapReduce 578
AbFROR i #EAT 1 VR R HIBIEAT.

o BIALHAERL: #EAZ ML 73 T A1 RDF 45 A8 3 7R Jy SEARIA] AR TLIBC &, AL AT DU PR R SR ik
LKA (low-type) HIRRIAHLL, AL AGACIE [ 1Y, A8 R B S48 AN Wil 7, 0 Google
Pregel ?%, Graphlab [134 1 X-stream 135, Pregel /&M T XM B TH5H (40 web BIAIAAE 2843 H7)
FBERL, THSAT S R N — AN 1 L B A B TR SR — AN P e S TS SURE AR G, A 1) U R
TR 2R, BRI — NPT AR EAN HARTTR fbR iR B liatl e, FEPsMissT, 8N
*;Jﬁ\jﬂﬁ/l\ superstep, Hﬂlﬁlﬁﬁﬁj\gaiﬁiﬁéﬁﬂi E#/[\ superstep EP, TDj'E U\ﬁﬁfﬁ’]ﬁﬁﬁhﬁéﬁ
SE R AR P e R TR e B 00 B 5 8 14t PDIRES, BBk B E— superstep %K
i, AW BB AR T A BA R R B R A, TR 5 B R TS TR AT DOl 4R SR 2 1 s AT
P T R AR, JF B R B R AL, R 2 L. Pregel 277 45 SR 2 T0U 1) % L
EAE G, 3 H AT o] B4 N\ 2 [ A4 ). GraphLab /& —Fi i m AL &8 2% > S i AL BB AY A0 5 =AM
i BRSO RR O R R, B B — DN P e IR A RS, BRERRSHL FIRRE
MGErtHdE. ERRBOE —DIORERIERE, TSI RGN R, R RAE 7 — AN Tl s
ATHI ST %L, GraphLab il Pregel 1) ZXHIFE T EATMFPEAL. Pregel /£ — A UEH —1
BEBE barrier, FTA 1 AE—RER G S5 AERIPIFEZ, M GraphLab N/&58 4 7 2 #). GraphLab ##
U7 =S, BRI SE 4 RIS — B, ARVFAEIZ I IFAT . B4k, AHXET Pregel Al
Graphlab Y PATH s A A0 BT AL, Xostream A& —Fp LA H O BFITHEAL A, X-Stream 24 T
N APT BB TR m B E, Edge-centric scatter A1 Edge-centric gather. Edge-centric scatter PA—%%
ARt N, AR BV AT VB, R 15 R B BT S B AR B ) H BTV, AT SE T H T A
[F{H. Edge-centric gather PLHBIE AN, FHTHE H M T 888, BN TH R R ol 4H 26
K, B MER D H scatter fl gather 4 5 scatter EARFTHE L, 285 gather 1E4R scatter Frr=4
[PIBEHT. [RIUL, X-stream [ scatter Al gather #2 [F2PHEAT . 4R AR T A& &AL KRR, JEIRZL.

o JACEEARY: S4 PRI Storm RWANMZAITE JVM LMo A&, S4 SEIT actor 4
FEREA NIRRT keyed tupple 8 F 1 & — AN S 3 4% LA SRl 4 1% T BIAL BB 1 (processing
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Table 6 Features of programming models

MapReduce Dryad Pregel GraphLab Storm S4
Application General General Large scale Large scale ma- Distributed Distributed
purpose purpose graph chine learning stream stream
parallel parallel processing and data processing processing
execution execution mining
engine engine
Programming Map and Directed Directed Directed graph Directed Directed
model Reduce acyclic graph acyclic acyclic graph
graph graph
Parallelism Concurrent Concurrent Concurrent Concurrent ‘Worker Worker
execution execution execution execution of processes processes
within of vertices over  ver- non-overlaping and and executors
map and during a tices within scopes, defined executors
reduce stage a superstep by consistency
phases model
Data han- Distributed Various Distributed Memory or Memory Memory
dling file system storage file system disk
media
Architecture  Master- Master- Master- Master-slaves Master- Decentralized
slaves slaves slaves slaves and symmetric
Fault tol- Node- Node- Checkpointing  Checkpointing Partial fault Partial fault
erance level fault level fault tolerance tolerance
tolerance tolerance

elements, PEs). PEs FE—/MA IR, FHHAPFELFM AL R, AT (processing nodes,
PNs) /& PEs 2% FHLIFREIE T F0F, B FAH LR B R IC RS PEN 1) PEN JU DLE 4 105
VA AL FEERAE. Storm A1 S4 B E VL A IE 4 5. Storm BNV FEIFE A M A EER R, B S4 1) E
B AAE T 52 S4 S0 A7 SO AREEH, 1M Storm S&JALF MapReduce [ M EEH4.

6 LB T R UM R Y (R A A, R SR A BEROR B ) A IR IR S A A
Pab P77 . HK, REZBARGERIENE I AR A2 KDY B RES R SRR 2R AR 55, FHR, T I &
GUERSCHF I R AT LA AL BIOA . S5 DU, Vi A PRAS R A F PN A7 4 Dy Bl A7 i 454 LR A5 & U ) A 4k
PR T A PR A FH ST A 58 0 B A i i S DA 2 IR ). BB T, XSS R G ) 2 A
Wied - WA, H2 sS4 MR/ N EEK. )5, AR R HA AR A5 F0E. X T Storm M
S4, 7T R, ST SRS K e B 44 T ST Pregel 1 GraphLab MIJ& AR A s T4
5 MapReduce Fl1 Dryad WX $8 H 5 £ 200 ) 2545

B, — e H A AT FE AR SRR B AR 55 ORI, S A\ 7 B A 11901, ab AR 5 187 138
BRENAE T 90 SR AE A0~143] AN OB P i DR a4 e, AR A T SRR
Spark 7 H1 UC Berkeley JT i) —N 7047 AT SR SR (1590, 8 f kg 2 AL BT 55 1) o 5] 45 SR AE A5 1R
FAAEAAEH, AT IRE S A% e B B 1) (ancdla 4% UL A6 1/0. FPa4k) IS AT T4, it Spark BEAR
fep A P TS SRR S B2 3 B BT 2 .
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8 Bk IV: X¥UET R

R B B o i B i B B OB Bl R s o A AN AR B, HL [ s A 4 A v B ) B, de
B RSO  LUR A B SR SR RE . AN 0K B S i R s 04 HARRI 2K, SR 5 A 3 AS R S I (4 1
FHEAE S S 6 ANMAHIRIL 5 1A, 5 Ja A R 08 2o okt o B B84 F A LA W T i

8.1 HIESITBERIFST S

Hetl 7 W AL PR 0 e — BRI R LS L U i S AR A S HE 2 H A A 32 R 5%
A TR UR T RE 2 (045 B 2 B A e

o RN BB ECHE A 5 an T A K

o TR HHE ST AV

o ZHYRHHIE A B

o 2 W ElHE TS R SR AT

o TR A AR S

BTGt His 1) 2 1, B oA I 5 KA A ). AT DL R AR N iR bRiE 7 A TL2E: MR ¢
AR5 38 B 5 1k i B, ARYE SRR AR B — JuERE o, AL, AL AR S O Y
LT T 45, Manimom S87E [145]) X HARIZIE FILHAT T 028, HH 3 AR (descriptive)
TMAEAIGAUEYE (veryfying). Bhatt SEAE [146] 0K 2 BRI A 05020 70 RFAESE L . A2 TE L oAl
G BARAZ IR, SR AR R HHE b B 5 VAT 43 S0 TAE. Blackett 5534 ML HE 73 M B4 4L
P N =AZ IR R (descriptive) Z3#, T 734t AR % (prescriptive) 734)T.

o SHIRVE M. FET D SRR A T A AL i, R [ A 5 AR A HS I £ R I B B T
AT T A 5 SO R Hidls, B g ) DASE A R 5 s R o A7 A s el . ik o 20y
TR R AE DI R AT AT I R A

o TSN T U AR SR A ME S A . i, TP A A FH e 1k A £ [l )3 48 e v R K
DLEE S, TAK A 4R, A EE 28 BORSEBEHE A (pattern) 45 T

o HIPEIM B fift Rtk SR 8 A s e BT 8. i, 5 B T T B2 RGE LA T R GEAT I I
e 8, TR AR MR 45 1€ LI F T 45 R LA vk 7 ¢ 11471,

8.2 NMENK

Hl RSN N TR 23 L HE R O BB a0, 20 et 90 AEARTE R Mk AT BRI R g, 21
T ACH I I T BE A2 I8 Y web R TIEE. BN RAA A LHAEAN R I 30 350 R Sk o BoAT s
SR 0 B DR B8 73 A IS B e

(1) w3 R e M B 2 A AL A R il Al s 2 RS A A O 3R Bl e
BRGP. X e R G0N A o B E H 2 BT B, Gartner D481 S8 7 R M08 BRSP4
7, BFERE (reporting)« (KA (dashboard). B A i) (ad hoc query). J&F38 2 w2 BE -
RS AT THor R T R AR 1248, 21 0BT, TERPIAT web {145 Ak
Wl g8 B2k, IFaefg 2 BHEBCR. RER ™ A% G B an s idds 0 S 47 8 mr i
web W&, LA FH AR B SCART web 4238 5K, AT LASE RG> Wl EAUAL, 257 S5 0081, 7 e A

34) Blackett G. Analytics Network - O.R. & Analytics. http://www.theorsociety.com/Pages/Speciallnterest/Analytics
Network_analytics.aspx.
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IR 7. JEdRIED), 2011 SER BT HUA TR HUIN B0 8 YOl 7 281X A PC AL #ah Tl
AIPIER PR 1 A BRGNS 0 28 R

(2) PSSR 10X 2 42 4L Fl 1 RIS A R O AR 55, R SCAR A3 AT 58 #2408 0 I 0 43 A
BORY A T2 AR« QAR 515 WBEEE 59 1 kB8R 4Ry, a3k KGR
P IR A AN R E L MR HE. BEa, HTRa MBS R A soR 1S 81 TR JE.
Blhn, BRI AT EoR AT DO A SR BUA B SIS S, 22 A 0 A SR AT LA s b B2 S5 45Uk 1) LA
Wi RG AL, 2004 4FJ5, WUNBIR. B ARG 2 BRI S0k A LR LA AT SR 1 L LA
e EEFILEEE M B ECIEAR. WXL FAANTR AT A BEAR N 2 AT L2
PR AT A BRI RISE, AT SR A I R S AR AR AL

(3) BHENAREL. FHAW I VE 2 WUk i A7 B A% SRR AR R 7 A K B i Bl , RS
MR BERPE ARSI AR A AL, 2 NSF B ATXT BIGDATA I H #EAT LI, R 2E 803 75
MG HT0). A LR S AR LLRT CF R i R R b &, RIS 7 A ROtECR. il inie
AR, 1Plant3D MG B IERBOE, WIS BRI SRR R T S, B T E Y
BEAFIRIIBE A E . 208 # A 2 AR IR ST, iPlant HE 262 2 FEVE RO B, G BUR IR it 2
A SRR . T RO A AN A AR B 1 K

FTLAER A, AT LK B 2 S BB 20 6 DT 1] SR 4 ST L web HidhE 4y
B~ IR M RS Bl 0 A AR ShAECHE 0. S5 A B 2 W R AR AL SR B 0 BT, Web
Bl « 2 B | S R AN AR S Bl AN B T2 B AT RECLFE S5 H A A SR e B 2R (T
SR, AR AR AE I S P AT L T, ELAT 3BT ) 3 A SR AR i A ZE 7 B TR 1) A B xE e 20-J3)
I, ICRAE R T REAT VR S

8.3 ERNAEE

JE H AR U A [, — 283 F 0 0736 WP T A8 A B A T, 1 TR 8 =

SR H PR A 75k

o Bl nliAl: S5 BB SRS Bl AL G, Bl rT AL I H AR DUEE J5 SR A Zot s
R IE38) . — Mokt PRI AN AT DA B A TP SR A5 5. (2, 850 0 R B B I 200, 1%
LT R SRR DR B E . AR (0 TR SO — NS BRI W SR, RO E fE
B EH BN SVE BT AR TR . Friedman3® Al Frits 1490 2355 A5 B 2R AN TH S URL 2 500 it vl 4
EHEAT TR VF. Tabusvis 120 MR — AR AT HAL R 48, S Abox 2 E3a i R0 . w5 il i) 54l v
AL

o Gt orMT: BTG EIE, M EA M — A3 RS RIS, BELEEAAS G E 1 d AR B i
A Gtk AT EOR AT A A PR Ge v ME T SE i1, SR G T BRI BE AT 2 (summa-
rization) BHIR, TOHEWTEGE i W RE e XT IEREEATHERT. TE2 M2 u gttt ot dsEa . 7ot
S 73 A 1251,

35) Economist T. Beyond the PC, http://www.economist.com/node/21531109.

36) Foundation N S. Core Techniques and Technologies for Advancing Big Data Science & Engineering (BIGDATA).
http://www.nsf.gov/pubs/2012/nsf12499 /nsf12499.htm.

37) http://www.iplantcollaborative.org/about/.

38) Friedman V. Data visualization and infographics. http://www.smashingmagazine.com/2008/01/14/monday-
inspiration-data-visualization-and-infographics/.

39) Friedman V. Data Visualization: Modern Approaches. http://www.smashingmagazine.com/2007/08/02/data-
visualization-modern-approaches/.
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o KRz HE: BRI AEIEE P HIR AT RE. F2HURIZIEE O N TR RE . ldss
> BRI . GET R RS 2 TR . 2006 A ICDM [ FR2 il R T R i i 10 Fh
BE iz A 152 45 C4.5, k-means, SVM, Apriori, EM, PageRank, AdaBoost, kNN, M2 DLH-Hf 1
CART, 5 15028, K MIEMGE 22 215577 ). e Ah, — S A PR S 1 43 R e 228 o) 28 A PR 4
AR T AN E RS R4, A EHE, JLPA] DUACHIR 2 07 R R R SR 28R (AR, IEAF1E),
BIAnEARAZIE - WL o) B EERA(E BACEE . (G B AL HA55E. ALl “Hdnizie 1E
AN EFR.

9 REBESHDE

R T WECE A A IR B, WECRIR . Bl RSy T 45 AL T R BB ik, s
SRR M SORIT S web Bdla 0t 2 GEARKHE 70 Ak S I 4% K 20 A A S Bl A 0 A

9.1 LHHULEIESR

FERL B FORI R b U™ A 7 ORI A A A B, X e 25 1) A KR T AR B ) RDBMS . 48
. OLAP il BPM B2 SRR AR B, 17 5% FH 045005 23 B 5 AR U2 BT T A 4R R B 42 48 A e vt 2
PR, IERIREE# 2] (deep learning) IBWT A —A> TR MW AL H R 1931940 V5 22 Y iy gL 28 27 2
SR T R P T I BOE SR IA RO NARFAIE, 30 AN ] 1) B2 SR b e — AN B A AT 55 TR B 27 >3 T
LT RIE 2] (representation learning), % > 2 NN I E A /Hh Kk 1951, thdb, r2 3T
RV TS S BN, GeitBLas 2T, B TSI A A AR 5 R R, R R R e A
0y 96T g B ] L7, ) R ARAIE, B S P24 BOR e S SR IO vh R iR A5 4, DA e T AR A
RSB S (pattern) 1981 SRR [199] 0 KRR EUE R a2 98 3047 T W70, B TR 7R 55
HL - IRC45 TR 7 i B IS F o R FA R 75 3K, B RA DRI BB A2 48 R b T e 5 (2000, B A 4508, i fE ok
AN — AT BB B, I FE 2 BT A — AN BT AR 72 7 1r), B 3o A 0 4 aod A 1201

9.2 XAKRSHT

SCARKHR AT B A BB WIS, G H A SOR I DURITAE A2 A N 25, DRI SCAR A3 AT b
SERA R B S BRI ). SURG T YRR A SRR, &4 TG 2546 ) SCA HR 3 ORI 28R
FURPE R, SCRIZHE 2 — NS AR A, W RS B R . RS 2) L Gk tHEAE S AEERZ .
KRG I SCAFZIR F2 G 3 S AR SCARFIE AN SRR 5 A0 B (NLP) (124t L.

SCRYFR IR AN AR FI R R S R s (AR | AT A AR B R A AR (1531 [y Bl ax i Y
BE =ik GlE RN

NLP FRBEW I INSCA I o S 2, RVPTFENL AT« BRARE 27 A5 SO, aVE 00 | 1 SURESE |
AR AR R SCTE o a0k 94 S8R I i, T IR VAR I T —BSOR TR, s
BRI, R 2 (summarization). 732K, B WE RGMM A2, 5 BRNEARZIEMN
A H SRR AR R SRR, a4 SRR (named-entity recognition, NER) 4215 &
PRI FATSS, o B A WSO H U B - SR o PR RN | s FIZH 255628 5. NER fili gt
I FH T — ST B 43 B S (1991 AR e 2 (156] = BB AR U S A SO S 2 A E R,
F R — AN BT MR o0 A () 1, 5 R R 6] SO T 5 2 — il A AL, R 2 2 R B4 R 1 0 A S

28



hERE FERY B4 H 1M

=7

AEEDIF RS A

Table 7 Taxonomy of big data analytics methods

Analysis domains

Sources

Characteristics

Approaches

Structured data analysis

Customer transactions

Scientific data

Structured records

Less volume and real time

Data mining [152]

Statistical analysis [151]

Text analysis

Logs
Email
Corporate documents
Government regulations
Text content of webpages

Feedback and comments

Unstructured
Rich textual
Context
Semantic

Language dependent

Document presentation [153]
NLP [154]

Information extraction [155,156]

Topic model [157]

Summarization (158

Categorization [159]
Clustering [160]

Question answering [161]

Opinion mining [162]

Web analytics

Various webpages

Text and hyperlink
Symbolic
Metadata

Web content mining (163]

Web structure mining [164~166]

Web usage mining [167]

Corporation and user

Image, audio, video

Summarization [168] , Annotation [169]

Multimedia analytics Generated multimedia Massive Indexing and retrieval [170]
Surveillance Redundancy Recommendation [171:172]
Health and patient media Semantic gap Event detection [173]
Bibliometric Rich content Link prediction [174~176]
Sociology network Social relationship Community detection [177:178]
Social networks Noisy and redundancy Network evolution [179~182]
[183,184]

Social network analytics

Fast evolution

Influence analysis

Key words search (185]

1 [186] (187

Classificatio , Clustering

Transfer learning (188, 189]

Mobile analytics

Mobile apps
Sensors

RFID

Location based

Person specific

Fragmented information

Monitoring [190~192]

Location based mining

A P32 R0 T 7

(571 SCHR [202] 1N —ANHT ) E AR, B 386 B, B TR R SRS Y F- Ak 5 ).

SCATH RS EEZ AN B SCA SRS p ™ A — AN 4 22, 72 R (extractive) 21
WA (abstractive) 2 1981 FEHR A 2SR SORY sk 39 B BT AU BB T PR e AT e AE — ik,
T ABEA e 22 0 35 B A S5 SO TR 198 5 2T iR LBV R A) 5238, Morrison 45 12031 4l HH — s fb [
2%, M 2 el 2. SOR > REOR A TR0 SO A8, IR 2 VAR BTG 5 SR 8 A el o 4k
A, BT IR MEZ R K SO 7 AT R B 1 50 199, SORRIEHAR T TR I SO 5
T, RSCARIIRANF M, SCA RIA AR PG R SCH 0K SCRIREE. SOR SRR, SO ) AR
AT L — SRR P2 P SRR EOR AT CL T SR AR BLEE . A W FEAESE T 45 R R &
5 RENEH] THEIN Wikipedia f)5EIRLFH 160 Deng 45 P04 3R} T — NGt — I 2 il RIS
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2, BTN G IR RETH SR BT T MO N S RIENE. M ARG BB Ty
YE IR B BAEE 5, W R BT« IR R | B AR SRR A HOR 101 2 R &0 m] DAHIAE
HE . Wk, @RS RES S, W2 R T, e, 22K, BAPPASAER R . PP
WAL 7 B EENEAR AT EEOR, BRI T A RBE P xrt= S0E . Buasha ., A
SR T2 B SN e B A SR L 2 (162

9.3 Web HIENR

i T LA 1] 99 0T B o A G, S 75 0 DU 23 Bt B i R () 4. Web 2504 43 AT 1 H
Frag N web SCESFIARSS HH H Bt 2R SREURIVPLE 2 DURBILENIR, 3 KBBR8 B . NLP F13C
AIZHE, W43 A web WZFZHHE . web Z5FIFZHE AT web FHVEFZHE (web usage mining) 205,

Web P4 254240 A2 Mk P 258 H 3R BCA F A5 S ECRNR. web PIAELE SCAR . BUE . &4 MU 75
T TCEE AR R AN R R A B K. O T MBS B BRI AR ) R 2 HE A AN 2 AR SR S AT
WAEREEDE. BT RE 1 web Ed 2 To g M I SCARSE, DRI Vi 22 B 70 80 I SCAR IS SOAS 1) 4
PEAZHE. T FTIA, SUARTZHE O 4 LU A, T SCAR B2 48 75 200 i A & B BE L (1) 1 45 4 46 HTML
ML, A 52 (Supervised learning) B 7 FEAE R SCAS 43 H Hh b 21 31 2L 09 4E T, 451 40 v -7~ s 2 2L
W HANYEY web H 355 163, Web N 242408 H R HBIF7%: E BRI E. 5 EMAR
J7ik B A R IE BB U BRI U B PE TR R AE web b0 SR B TR AR R
TXFE REAC R b S T 0B A A R B N AR A .

Web S5H42 32 18 K INEE T web BEREE M BORAY . BERELE M Fm il il N Bk i 2 T BE R 1) 96 &
B, B f T AN R] S 2 ) AR AL AN O R, B T 0 I35 42, Page Rank 1194 CLEVER [16%)
F Focused Crawling 1661 FI| F EAR R B TT. Focused Crawling F H B2 ARG TG 2 S F fA i
PRI FHRAR SNl FEAUER R 5 A w5 0] 1) web SCAY, W28 4T crawler FINGATIA SR, K
URIICAT e Al DG 1) — LBz B G0 web HH AN FH G 1 X 3, AT 15 240 s A2 AT o) 26 B VL

Web HEFZH W& X web 23 1& BT 7= A BB R AT 0 4. 5 web WATZIR A GE 142408 A
[ )72, web FIVETZIEAS RN web b1 LS HE 347 70 4. Web HIVEEHE CUFE web M55 45 (1 10 H
& RS HE, Wads HE&, AAER FEMEEE, AP 213 %, cookies, I 2], 255K
W, B S SR EAE, UL web 28 B A K HAREHE. BEE web RS AT web 2.0 REEH]
H 25 3N K, web FVRBE N2 e, Web FIVEIZIREAEAL A H] . B 7RI 55 + web BAALAN
AT NG E R EZERER. B, P EHETE SR 90 mT DA HE FH - i o (4 AH ) 2R S S B 77 25 1)
AN A, 1671

9.4 ZHERYHRS

ZAREAR AT R 18 2 RS R B R AR AR, B 2 AR EERE H RS IE UEE. BT
2 AR B AL AR 22 AU LU SO B0 B 7 R S5 i AR B S TR 1S R, RIUE B R M 2 ik
A b B3E X B Z AR AT B S VE IR, BAS 2 BAR 2O AN R . 2R R SIS
R ZURHESE N 2 AR S A A .

AU TS T AT B b AN S5 A B Hh B R S AR BROE F), A BRI B R0 AL
PR AT d5 F 2 b FARER M 1) 7 A1 AT B AS R AS TR B B, S RS AT TR 22 1) — R A1 K B il
T SRR B I AN SR A, X 6T v LR T L, R O T Yahoo, Alta Vista £l Google, {HJ&
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AT BRI A 2. BhASAITR EH AR S — R BRI AR, I R = ARy
TEHEAT P DS 43 B 22 A 4 L S5 15 o 5 4 168,

Z Wb R TR 45 E BRI 3 Bie — BhR 25, AT DME TR R B0E L0 ERR EA TR N . EFREE
BN, IRA T K2 AN AT MR, BT N ThREIEEFER I B TAEER, A A
LA H 30 2 SAARFRER B 7 IORIRVE. 280K B S bR i 2N MR 15 o 5, R R AR
FRVE R 22 5. RE IS 7 — S B, Bl B abrid ikt e e A s & N, — a5t
T 46 [ R TSR 22 A AT FRie (169,

Z AR R 51 RIS R AL HL 2 2 AR B IIREIE . AAAEFNALZ FE85 B AR T (o 3 & B0 22 1k
BEYR D700, — N3 FH ARG ZRHE 2L G046 4 MBI S50 0 bT, FROESR i, BRIz HE . o fbniE, BL&
AR ZR . S5 70 B i B8 S SR L SR BT BN 5 70 B S HOR, Ao il K& B
HXAERE A ITER. G B, 58 2 B RO X R SUARE B RFIE LA 5 8447
3 (206~208] 0 R ANAN R 5] AR 2R AU AL, ARYESREURRHE, BORIZHE 2 AARVE 1 H bRt 2 KA
AR 2 A, KRR I BT 8 2R, A A9 2R 5. Shao &5 12091 4 Y —Ffiik T 9 25 AR
ARURS: 2R 77 v, eI B TR) A (] 5 A KRS e b A RSO A A SAT A BRI, A KRR R A R 7 1
Chen %5 210 $H —FpJL T B 75 11 /775 (spectral embedded hashing). Song %5 P11 # i —Fh3E T4
A5 75 BEAARBL 2 AR R 2, I BL2S 2 o O A R 5 ) — ARG Ay BR BOR 25 Bl = AR G A . it
4b, Dong %5 2121 FIH] shearlets FZMEE T, XfEHE RT3 K S50 R, HoPA0 R IEH R LA

ZUERHETE (1) B AR F P 0 G HEFERS 2 1R 2 AR N 2%, IR B2 — > Re AR A ot &1
N B RBOTE. DA HER RG> R 5T WA R T IME sE LS. BT N A1 77805
F P DGR SE [FRRAE, JF Ho25 F P e B A URAIE I 22 AR N 25 . X B8 T7 M08 T A 25 AR Bkl &AL
i, 2 52 BRI Ao BT B2 . BT W E I R K 7 VR B L[R2 R, AR 4 b Ho Al
FS A BIAT e 22 WA P 25 V7Y YR D Yk DU T 5 1 P 5 N T W B R O VR IR A HE R
o 072,

20 TR S AU 2 T SR R AP B RS A 2 15 R A R (231 A W g F 4 M
NIZHE, A B RES 7 i FE A8 Fh A2 44 & Bl [ 1, DL A AR (an i s i b 1) 8 ) BlA
LR, Ma S57E [173) S 7 — o () RO i 22 A S Rl 5032, ARSI R IR AS (2 )37 5.

9.5 HRZMEHIEDI T

B FE LA AT U O, R E% 20 T AL ST SCRR T B 22 20 A 224 Fnph e 2z 2% 23 A 12150 ]
21 {HLE LS R 28 I B 4RSS I 28 B R B IR R AN A A B, e B R Bl A — S R A RO
ST IR 2R AR 6055 SO | RN A 2 AR Kt . AR, A2 X 2 e ) -F = k4 Hdle 2
e ok 7 HT I ARA R AL 2. AN DUEHE o0 iR A B2, 452 0 2% RO RIE 55 07 1) 8 AN JE TG
RV 7 A RN T A B 20 (216,

e S g Al R e 1IN ol - RN sl L 2 R B e ot = A4 S T e L
T UAE RN, BT R RSN, IR R RN Z AR E R, H T AR S 28 2 shas 1,
I RURIZ 2 B 5 N 1) A 3RS T AN JET e B SN X R SR P9 R SRR R RE IR BEAT T, B T
DHAR LA T THRAER 22 R THEMEMEAEOTT L. F T RAE R 70 K T7 IR0 FE75 monh i — 2
fiE, FIHT 2 B0 B R A5 B I GR k] 23 S8 TN R R A B4 (17405 MR 7 30 A 2 o 24 74 i R
FRHEAT A 70); 2 PEAR KT 23 i B A (DA HE R SR R AR ABLEE D760 A DOR i —A> 7RI S 4, S
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R T R B S e A B, (ER T R T M TR B B . TR IAR X 7T kb, K
PRI AT T A AN, I LT S S WA X 25 4 JE AR H b . Du 55 1780 R sttt b
X AFAE B S HRFE, S 7 RRUBIAL S 46 Hh AL X R BLSE L. Pelechrinis 4518 1 58 T4 B A9 4E5Z
WA 2842530 AT D o R X 2% 5 ) A 5 X 2% 5 AT 7 DU ] 50 R 4 T A AR, 4 S s AL A Y.
H oy AT AT OIS R BB A R R R A — e TR SR A A X A AT E LS. —
LG AR 182) gl Bt th T T4 B P Z% A R G cvt . Ak A8 R 4 s AMAAT D932 Fo Al ARG B = A
AEAZTA, AR R R T 2 MR R, BN NI A BRI 8] ORI AT R 25 7
AMRRFESE. S BAE RN R SMA RIS N IFEM, asiidma il | AR E S5 B H R AR
Q}ALI\ [184].

BEE web 2.0 BORMIARE, HI B LRGN B PG TEIETERI K. A2
fRIZLEEH P A LRGN A, WIFEE. B A D 5 HSS B E R AR5 gl A
ASHTE A, A ARR AR SOR . 2R M EMPFRAEE R LT A R S Bl b 3
AR5 B AN 2 AR 72 M R BIE 7 2 AR RE 4% BIAE A AR 7 B . {ER AR S 23 A T i 5 I T R AT (1
PRk, B, HACBAREEE R R ANWTIE A, A% AE > BRI [ R 1 v B R 34T 0 #rs
ATHEARHE 005V 2 T IREUE, B0 2 A A KR IR 2 UGS M 2% 2 shas . AWl
TG R, SRR U, A AR RIS PRI R K, A SRR (1 0 BT e R AR 3 B A 25 3
SAABIRE . A BRI BN AZ 28 A5 (K SCA A A 2 AR o . A A AR 7 A B S 4k T
ALIB I B A AL (R SCAS 73 A I A R AR SR B R L 702K TSRS R4 rp (TR 22 20 Sk in
FRAIM T NAERGERRAT Sy U85); J3 MR B 2% vh A7 Le 5 il A ARAE, X S gl bric (K719 s 0 mT B
SR FoAh Y R 72 U861, BN 2 BA MBI AT mAR A U870 ol T4k 2 2 AN R R Y AR 06 52
IR R EFERAE R, WA BRI, 520 M4 11E RS 2 5] T AN R BER IS B ANREE
# USS] AL M2 b AR SR R AL B JE HBA T SURMR . HAZE ) AR MR
KM Z AN SR RE R, TR [217) 1Hig 7 HuISAE S 2 8A(E B2 0N, R sl i e
R MARIRA . SR EN . SRR AT LR S5 AL 2 R R N 2 AR BN, Sk
BRI B RE G A2 IR LR, R AR R L 2 RS B M A DRI e A R i
SRS AL B DA AL E 2161 Je TR A A, W DMRmR R R P R
g L P Erid 2200 FnILAR R A (2212220 fd e

9.6 BHBIBED

B R BT 223~225] Wk e, B2 MRS sl 4 (BB FHL. ARS8 RFID) FI RN HE W 7E
Sefth B Re . 2012 SEARBEEIER A H A3 885 PB 226, HEREIE I IR T H R, HE
T s 23 BT 1 1 25 78 sh B4 A R OB R, aife shIgmn . vE shiguss: . e AT 4. B ks sh3l
PSS MW 7T I A 2, R A — 2 B QR M RS sh A 2 B2 .

RFID BEMSTE— 2 Y N B H — N FIARZE (tag) FHIBCR IIME— 7= ShbR HAS 227 AR5 6608 F T s
WL AL BEEAR I R, TR AR S AR ARG 2] T T2 IR, SR, REFID £4 45 20
Stk TR 2 HkiK: (1) RFID s A5 b2 78 F 55 TIEAR A TURER 1Y, (i) REID 00 A2 i 8] 4H
KM WA FEAI H T ERI A, B8 RFID B 1018 S (nfr B REFB G S, 7T
DA W — L6 R 7~ S AR IE R H bR 3 RGUIRES 1190,

TLRAL IR RN AR R AL B A R AL HE T R A% B8 W 2% (13038, T S s 424 ek
FREARAS BO1192] - By i B ok 2 A FIREIE 1) S b A5 %, 2 FEAGR PR L B 2 B R R A JARRAIE
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SERFIE, I AFAERSALAT 22 2 1] .
MR DURIL, KHR 7> BR St 7 R BE R filid v 70 M, 2 A% 7 A

9.7 RFIMFLIZEIR DN

= LI A 42 e P o AP AN DA AE T B8R (A B, (R A 3 i ) 60 LA S A DI K
AN ER RN RS TR, ASCEANRANIATHHE.

10 KBIBZRZEME (benchmark)
10.1 MEIEEIHEEL

HEM T 2 (Transaction Processing Performance Council) il 5 1) 2R 471 2k VHE AT R b e 3k
TGS R R BHE e 1) R RN T LAY Bl K HHE 2R SR 9 (1038 A0 iy, AR ANl i L B i
2R, TPC HYEEAE, X KEE R G PEREBEAT LB PEAL. SR 2 H /T vk, IE%A —AN AT bR v
RV REE ZR G0 SR SO B B A4 HA ok T 2 R BBk

o RGEIAME: REIE RGUE T 2 MERECAMH K, XA E AR DR JF AR &£ ik,
XA RGN P PR A — NG — HERIF A 5.

o MR ZAEME: — AN R AE R 12 S W R HOHE 2 4 1 M R Re 4]t N FH 7 T A AT P e 7 oK A%
BT REE R 2 AEE, ISR IR Z R AR AR 7 S %

o HURHEL: fEALGH TPC Heuirh, MNASEH L ESL R P AR E RIS 2, PRI IS, R Ae RS
S R SV fe. AR, R Bl & BRI HARW K, 0 20055 18 — oAy 2o 7 20l BAT /N
PEEER = i

o RGUEAM: RERKFAWHE N, KA RGE L AAWE, DOE R H a2 7K, IR #
5 At B R AR A

10.2  #FRIK

R EHE FEE ORI NN A2, W RS N AAT2000) (component-level) (135 #EFN 52 48 92 1 ¥ FE .
HAF IR AR ONRGEE (micro benchmark), T VEANIRALHAF 1 RS, 2R G0 HE v B (it o 1) ity
RGMANESE. 7 REAR AR AL b, BdE A7 1 OO R I F T DAAER R AR, DRIV 22 TR v e 4
HHTIPN B R AAAE A, FE AT LAy =K.

o TPC JEifE: TPC ZRAELAED J] T PO ¢ R B B 1 35 LAR fifar. TCP-DS 2281 /2 TPC
T AUART R S R SR E AR v, B SE O ROR B RGH — L 07 . B4R, TCP-DS fefig ™
HERRE 100 Terabytes (055 LA, 3 FLEIEVIAA (LA E, fEfe 80 PRI B P BB T AT SQL
rif.
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A survey on big data systems
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Abstract With the development of the latest technologies, a large amount of data is generated from various
domains (such as optical observation and control, healthcare, sensors, user-generated data, Internet and financial
companies, supply chain systems, etc.) during the last two decades. (A more appropriate description could be
“infinite” data, e.g., in the application of optical observation and control, data are continuously generated, cre-
ating a data disaster.) The term of big data is coined to capture the profound meaning of this emerging trend.
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Compared with traditional data, big data exhibits some unique characteristics besides the sheer volume, such
as commonly un-structured data and more real-time analysis requirements. The development of big data calls
for new system architectures for data storage and large-scale data processing mechanisms. In this paper, we
present a literature survey of big data analytics. Firstly, the definition of big data and big data challenges are
presented. Secondly, a systematic framework to decompose big data system into four sequential modules, namely
data generation, data acquisition, data storage, and data analytics, which form the value chain for big data, is
proposed. A detailed survey of numerous approaches and mechanisms related to each module, from research and
industry communities is discussed. Finally, some evaluation benchmarks and potential scientific problems in big
data systems are outlined.

Keywords big data, data acquisition, data storage, data processing, data analytics
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