DEIM Forum 2014 A2-4

128 —FHIBEDA ML=V A VT 77 9 AFBBEICBIT
T A TG — NG T — & AR O PERE R &
FEF— % %2 o AR o RBEE
M W2t A Rt B g

T B RPEREGE R T AR08 R T 113-8656 HLRLA U XA 7-3-1
TT HEOR AR ERANZEAT T 153-8505 HintHl H A IXEL; 4-6-1
T ERZIEHEATIZEAT T 101-8430 HART-ARHIX — Y 1§ 2-1-2
E-mail: {{hiroyuki,kgoda kitsure}@tkl.iis.u-tokyo.ac.jp

HH5FEL FESI, 7ML TA YRGS T — 5 PR LT 2 @SR T — Y MBLR R L T B, T
b A 7oA = RG] T — & BB T, K4 ORFEBRICE VT, W57 — ¥ WO FEITREIC & R 7 3 fd % 1T\, 3R
ENLFATZICBEOTHLD KB Z S NS Ry b7 =7 240 L DB G E~D A 217w, A
NDFE IO 2R 29479 5, M, WST7— S 0Iic s 5 Atk z IRl d s, 77— 47
Y7 RNH T = MBI B LT, AHRTTICEREEE I NS 2 L% L, YA ZIERIL T2 2 itk D,
PRI DOMBRIZILL T, FRIcT =%y PEMO DT =5 2 MR ET 27— FUIITE T, TR 72 Sl
LS s, KX Tld, FH S DMEZT> 7% Hadoop ZR—RA & T 2577 b A 74— &IN5 57— & A%
Hadooode DFEIEZ R T & & DI, 128 BDFIEE» S %227 7 Ay <> VIBWTCYEAIEE v TT o 7o M RE

M2z~ L, ZOEMEZISICT 2,

F—T—R 79U rFTA=SHGELT, WHT— S 0B, WAL, KRBT — % fi#hT, Hadoop

1. [FU &I

RIS AT L BT 2 — Py = 7 EfiomE RS
&, 7Tary a7 oEfEREEOm kX 2008 40 5 131357
WL, £7, BRTA4 A7 F74 7DV AT v ORI
HEBUTICHE->TED 2], UFBENIAEVEY 2 — K
BUNNCRY P —VHEEMRT 2N —F 72 7ICBWTH R
515 (3. ML, THoDH—DN—FY =2 7hoRIns
GHEBES A T AITE VT, S1%E L RN LIsiffcE R
WEEZ SR, IS 2T AR LOEBICIE, BHED
N=FYz27%ENTEIENVAELERYODH D, FEILE
WTEN=FY 2 72 EEEICER L B —-D KAl 27 45
JESFHENT V2 =T, HBOIET 4 74— "2 @k
BFy b= TER L I AT AT ARG —
2bYuahoTRN, BEDOEy S F—y it han sl
KT — & Offffic BT, igMRELLD Hh 6, #BEHS
ERBLODDOHZIEVBMRAE. 7 7AYY AT L ETHEMIC
F— F B R AT ) WG F — 7 I RDSBEZE R - 2R D &R 4
EFEF  RREINDICELTEY 4]~[9], WHF— 2 LHZRD
BEHLIZE Y VT — I IRITIc BT 53— DRIk B2 EEABE
%9,

FEEHOIL, 7YY TA =S ENGH T — 5 IR LR 5
PEREGH 7 — & LR ZBHFE L T3, 79 b4 74—
N7 — MR L, BIRT = R—RAL VPV TikA LT
279 A 7A =y RFETHA[10],[11] IR L, W7 —%

R DK 2 DFHBERICE LT, WHlF— & W O E TR &
A0 GREITG, FRERINY A ZITEWTHS D K%
BNCRY P =2 E N L Mo FEEO KB~ A
20, AMAOSETICHECBEIE T 2 E 2 E T T2, Ab,
WiF 7 — & BT B 5 A&k % IRt 2, 754
VI VY T RNHIT — S MBI B WLTE, AN R sEEH
IND T ENEL, UBAMNZIERALMTE I EickD, #E
KARIDMIRICIL T, FlcF—2 &y P EMO—FHDF—%
ERRETZF—FNHIIE T, RENZEELSHES
%5, KX Tk, FHSWilEZ21T>7% Hadoop ZRX—R &7
%79 b A 74— BN S 57— & LB %R Hadooode DK %
ZRTELEDIS, 1I28BDFEEI ORI TR VILE
WT TPC-H 7 =%t v b %5 NCHET— 2 2 - 43R E
IZ & BB E R L, ZOAFEEZHES»ICT 2, FHE

SAFSCHR [12], [13] IBWT, 20 / —F D7 7 A ERIZE W»
TALT =%ty b Z W/ 3Hi%EEIC X ) Hadooode DER)
YRR L TELD, KL TIE, 128 / —FOKBIFY 7 24
MBI B 2RISR ER 2 1T\, F72, B IciRET 20
{LARDFHT % & VET— 8 & WMl EE 2179 2 Lic X
", Hadooode DEXME, o NICHRAMEZHS2IZTEHD
Th5.

AL OMEBIILL T oMY Th 5. F2fiTix, 77 -4 7
A — & HNGF T — & IR O E L N2 D& ol
ZRNL, HIHTIE, FEHOVHHEEZED VLT AT
F— BN T — F R OEKERR Y, B4AHiTIE, 1288

1



DHFBL OSBRI INDE 7 IR 2L VItEWT, TPC-H N
IR — 0 F =%y b YIS0 M REETII R % T
W, 5 HiTI, EF—8 2RISR E1TS. 6
ficRIMRIZ 2 B, B 7 Hi TR R MY 5.

2. FPUNATA-FBRLINT—50IER

2.1 WHF—FIBDOT I ~ATA—FRIET

Wil 7 — & L, SR Ry P77 Ik o TERL S
BRI EZ T, G267 —7 %z 5L L THE
1952 Lk, 20EELZHETO DO THS, ZNET
GRS AT LT —X T 7 F v BRI NTE 08, % il
57— 7 MBLR T, FHICT— S ABONRE LR L F—¥
Xy b ESELCHEROM A 2 REEICKRIL T & &Y,
F=FMBDY a ThEZ oD L, B a 720G LS
AL CEMERICEI D T, KREEBIcBLTHEID LTS
NP a7%ET795. £203EKTIE, #IvYTohnk&
YaZlkBwT, T—FYOARIMEEFHITLT, YA
DET #fFoTHBERETT LI L%, HROETDTF—F %
PR L #4625 £ CHEDIET. AHA LRSI 7B 7 4
ENLMEFICHSETbNDE Z s, YR eA YA —4
BOERTAREHRT 2. WHF— S UHIcB T2~/ —F%
R E L7 A E BN 2 Y397 Ao %sH) & X
12X 1(a) 12T,

ZAUTH LT, ARFSCTi, WFF— Y UERICB T LT Y
NATA-FTRETARZRET 5. YUFFETHATIE, &l
BB \WTY a TOETHIC, T ANH2IITT 50468
DEL % &, HREICY A3 fRE T, RIS N TIEATH]
By 27 FOMBART E 2D 3 HERETT S, T
hbbt, TaslcBuTlE, YAINMBICE->T, ZOAMSN
DIERMIMICHEITINS 2 & Y, AHIDRET & HIcHE
DEE NG L LD, WHF—FUERDOA L =7 —
T F v IKET 50, AMINIRIT O EROER T 2
ZREEIIN L TR ST, MoFEED ) — FEHT 2
TRGIEICR LT ) B H AR H Y, Zogh, R
ROy 7 =27 %N LIGBEORRICY A7 LTEFTIN
3. AR EEENLETITbND L) s, T0k) T
NEIZHE> T, &R PPN fTbNS 2 L EXRD, FfT
Wiz, =%ty b2 a 7ORTHMEPFT TR 2B WT
SEDOABIDAAT L CTHRITS N, T, SEOBERINEATL
THERITIND L & s, S 2T 1(b) TR T

FEB I, FRFICETARER ¥ 2 7 OBCRRIR IS T RE 2
AENREEOBUIFEEIE T2 BRI X > THIIS N 5 b
DD, Bz, HBBT 2EHREICE TS 2U BE ORI
T 5 —NEEREEICE LT, Al LD 1,000 HEED &
27 DRABETHIETH B, <A 7 7at v FHiioHi
ELTIE, FakydHizhoa rEIEEFEICEIMT 2
bh, By IF—=87—niE N, Y BEIEREDE 2

(1) HREHREBRA ML =P %2y P 7 — 2% & 2 AR “RKEEA b #EA
HHETdh %,

Time
 Node3

e i/
—H==

(a) In-order execution.

(b) Out-of-order execution.
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Fig.1 Out-of-order execution in parallel data processing.
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Fig.2 Experimental system :

128-node cluster.
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Table 1 Experimental system specification.

Cluster Configuration
# of nodes 128
Dell Forcel0 Z9000 (10Gbps)
Node Configuration

Interconnect

Processor Intel Xeon E5-2680 2.70GHz x 2 (2p/16¢)
Memory 64GB
HDD (OS) 2 x 15,000rpm 300GB SAS HDDs
HDD (Data) 24 x 10,000rpm 900GB SAS HDDs
RAID Controller | Dell PERC H710P
(O CentOS 5.8 (Linux kernel 2.6.18)
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Fig.3 Performance comparison in a 128-node cluster.
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Fig.4 Comparison of scalability in a 128-node cluster.
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