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Abstract In the domain of energy Internet, smart city, etc, the massive smart devices collect large
amount of data every day, and traditional enterprises need to perform lots of multi-dimensional
analysis on these data to support decision-making. Recently, these enterprises try to solve the big data
problem with technologies from Internet companies, for example, Hadoop and Hive etc. However,
Hive has limited multi-dimensional index ability, and cannot satisfy the requirements of high-
performance analysis in traditional enterprises. In this paper, we propose a distributed grid file based
multi-dimensional index—DGFIndex to improve the multi-dimensional query performance of Hive.
However, DGFIndex needs user to specify the splitting policy when creating index, which is not
trivial for user when they are not familiar with data and query pattern. To solve it, we propose a novel
MapReduce cost model to measure the DGFIndex-based query performance on specific splitting policy,
a two-phase simulated annealing algorithm to search for the suitable splitting policy for DGFIndex,
and finally decrease the total cost time of query set. The experimental results show that, DGFIndex
improves 50% ~114% query performance than original Compact Index in Hive. For static query set,
compared with manual-specifying partition policy. our algorithm can choose suitable interval size for

each index dimension, and decrease the cost time of query set at most 30%.

Key words Hive; MapReduce; multi-dimensional index; cost model; simulated annealing

B OE OERRIKM FERTFHNARTRLERREORRMIBEETR S oW R T
KA 8 Z 3K M K (4 Hadoop #= Hive) 5 K 2 3% 1 . 12 % Hive R 9789 % 4% 71 48 A8 35, L%
RAEGA L E R A AFZ P RET — AR T oA XN FA& A % éﬁ%’%l&*—DGFIndex,%
B Hive 9 2 4 Z 24t H. 22 2422 DGFIndex W, EZ A PR T A /NRF %W H B 5 E,

Ry %kd5*ﬁ%meﬁ%JﬁmFﬁ%%5*ﬁ%mT% ﬁw&%ﬁ@%%%\ﬂ‘%
AT kX — A, @t % 5 #6 MapReduce R AR, 4% A & M- B AL ML iR K % 4 DGFIndex #

W B 2015-12-21;1& R HH:2016-02-02
E&TH : HEZARBAIEETH (61070027)

This work was supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (61070027).
BE1EH )R M (husonglin@iie. ac. cn)



XS TACUM A A Hive Z2 48R 51/ B9 0% v B B vk

799

RERMG BN KR AR EaMRE, Ry EDESNEALN. £ 2 R K9 . DGFIndex T ¥ #2 F+
Hive $ %54 500 ~114% 2 TR RO EHEAS  EATRE 5 I EARbE, £ TRNMNEH8 5
B R wk ik 3 F kT LA DGFIndex B i ik € 8048 69 o 5] R ook, 5+ 7T A48 S B i) 5 A 09 )0 B g 1) B A

Ikm$m Yy 30%.
*42iA

REESES TP311.132

Wit 5 R T T I0C 1Y) R AT R AR i e
G Ao, e g B AR L4 Al S ATl T E AL
BB S R AR U K DUAAR S AL G il G R
RUECHE 2 i ok 5 2 08 31 T OB, H S A FRnk B e
PR 5 K A e ) # TC Ik R H 5 4G K %k
P-4 5 0 A i oK. BRI A% e Ais ol # 7E 4 X K
BE P R AR L T R AR L 2 BT R
B R BE 4 ¥ R 45, i Hadoop, Spark™, Storm
A5 B2 T K ] 5 A8 e Aol I A BLRE R
PRI AH 7 K D 5 AR ] T A% e Al B 25 8 1] 1 2
PRl A5 Ge s b A 18 T X PE K Y OR 4R 2
BTN EL i 5 &t &5 7R
R R DR Nl P A R S R EP IR SN 7S
Do 51l %) K A Ak FR R G2 R 51 RE ) A R TC R T 2

HA RGP e vl bk RAF A 55 PE 5K
BUAR SR S 1 Hadoop € % R ¥ & 5086 £246 5 40 A
9 3k I %8 Z —. i Hadoop Z I %l € % T A
Hivel™ Sy H P2 4E 1728 SQL A i i % HiveQL, iX
1 4% 455 Al i 508 43 A N B3 AT DT b i O 3 R T
Hadoop M54 F- 5 1. H 2 A% 58 A b 19 25048 2 At
B & K 2 4 A0 5 gt E 2 B, T Hive
R FA R RS AR, 1 Compact Index 4%, 3% 2
F VA b uERL K 23 1 ik 22 B T AR B i
B, AR RR R AR, Sk, FRATHR T —Fh 3 T4 A 5K
W& S 1 22 4k % 5] H R —— DGFIndex (distributed
grid file index)™ . DGFIndex ffi F I k&% SC 254 5 3
23 B 43 AR Z /N TG 38 3 /)N BT A A 5 0T R B
F A7 B R I G R R B AR R B H Y.

7E 67 DGFIndex i, ] 7 575 2248 & B4R 5
He B0 e/ME 5 43 B K] H R E A BGER R 5 &
VAR AR I 3 RO 1 4 1) SR s LU A TR . dn 2R R 5
A g 43 XORLJE b /I o BROAR ZR 51 AT LA SRS B 1 o7 A
VAR D ESCHE o Rl 20 TC A B 52 B A B s s B
RE A s A SR 2R 5 | 4 B 43 DXORE JEE ek K B AR 5040 32 L
PEBERR O H A 1 S B £ B T A BN L O L

Hive; MapReduce; % 4 & 31 s AR AE AL s B3R K

B T 5 B L U i CPU JF 45t 2338 k. B,
H 3l DGFIndex #E £ 80 Y 53 #1560 4T 2 160 1
AE 1 45 T 22 DG i 2 R AN () A i) [ 1% 5 R 40 1) 5K
W 23 A0 T 52 e 5 61 29 FEAR Ge Al b 280800 43
BHRHS LA R AR e D& AR B 7E — i i
() DAY 2 A A 1 o T DA S i e ) ) R < X6 T [T
fI A S W4 o DGFIndex ¥ #% 5% 4 19 43 E) 5%
W o DT el A 98] B A AR I B . R TR Ui ) R AR
SCE S T — Mo 1 MapReduce f{ #8584 R 3
Aili AN 5] 43 5510 SR W o) 5 1) T 41 B 52 W) SR S 56 Tz AR
MRS T — ol B TR DL kA T B B R AR
TR o FI SR W 4 R R RO B E S ERER
iy DGFIndex 43 I S W /N A5 1) 5 5 1 S FE I
AR SC ) B DTN 2

D AR A R E S AR IE 5 A i Re L R T
— T Hive #9453 i 20 M & SC R 51—
DGFIndex. 1% % 51 A Lk 2> 25 1) 70 43 B8 132 i
P& T P R

2) EEXTEE TR A 11 MapReduce 4b 3 i 2
AVRRAE B2 1 T — BB B9 MapReduce fAA A AY, If:
FET IR 7 — A TR S P B B A R
HRAE.

3) TE S A SO AT A i AR A KN
B A /NI 43 5 5 e 5 2R AR B A R S
R B T AR P B A 1 40 ) SR s, AT
I/ AR B R S FE R

1 XTIk

7E Hadoop &R 5| W 5% @ik . 3L A B9 0F 58 TAE 3
Bk 2 28 DR T AR G S A R S T OESE .
Jiang % NI T — K HDFS |- () 5 F )5 S04+
M —ZE X RG] LR T A [ K/ T T
— ARG, RG] FRIC KL I R /ME R E DL &
T A% 1, 1M 9 K/ B F P 4 52 . Dittrich 48 AW 2
T Trojan Index 1 Trojan Join Index, {ij ¥ & & 4>



800

HENMR S & B 2016, 53(4)

Bl i DR AE S /A B R B FNC S8 B i R
ANE PR E 5 A 38 R AR R A A A
F A T L[] 73 D7 A 31— O in 2 22 36 3% 454
Eltabakh %5 A" # i} T Eagle-eyed elephant & %5 . 1%
RGPt T 2R R 5 B Ok i B s I, A4S
RO A M E(E R B2 A g Ny X R 5
FAFER R A T B HE R T A s i RN
HDFS ¥t K /. Richter % AN 2 H T HAIL. % %
Gt 7 —ME ARG S —F A& MRS R
Ry AN B BRI A N AN TR R g G5 TR Y
TAE R 1 EUE i R/ 2 [ /Y. 20 W T2 )
BRI R 55T . a0 Aji % AUV 4R Y Hadoop
GIS,Z RGN T —Fh 2 BWRLIZM, 2RET]
PRAT-ZE B A 55 00 LR 1 i Bl S OG22 L A8 B> 9 R
AR AR A A i 2R AR T @ R AR L
A, Eldawy 25 A 421 T Spatial Hadoop' ,iZ & 4t
WAL T —Fh 2 R RG4S0, B e i ] Grid File,
R-Tree & R+-Tree 4548 2] 43y K/ AH 8] g B
RGN R RE] 2R R F Y
RO PRAE T DU s 2 51 0 U IR). DA b TET B A R AT A
AR Hadoop & 51 A0 5E TAE, R kL
FEBCE P AR e B0 B O [ E g el IR IR
xR A MRS .

£ Hadoop 18 #5545 5k, Herodotou™* W
Hadoop ) MapReduce 1 55 $47 3t #2 09 45 1> B Bt
PRI T A A AR B BB N T Hadoop
ik Z ok 5. Wang 48 AW 42 T — Bl
Hive MU BIRY, ] T 2 3% 3% 3 S PLWUF 2 #%. Lin
N MapReduce $i T — ) a8 AR
B, I B F iz A A5 B Ak 54T 55 #E Bf. Wang 5§
P 3o i 80 (1 GroupBy 5 ] Al Join £ 1) 42
T B AL Song 4 AN EE X MapReduce H
JUEREAM L T O MME AL HE DL E T AR

Two-Dimensional

DGFIndex
19

AN
17

Slice
GFUKey  GFUValue Aj
™S :

A BT RLIIEDN B Map By Bt (9 £ 40 132 5
A P A i Uy 52 R 1) 4% 13 B BB 4 B R AT AR
it (82 T K BB 5 M RE A A 5 B8 A
KN G 38 5 152 LAY 4 900 AH DG BOHE 1 A %, Ik 4b,
15/ Mapper ¥ B0 500 LR 5% F HDFS 8k
AN RS R RG] E A G B EE = O B 1 SR A
AT B Z 3 Map By Bei . © A B TAE A —
i Map [ B 1) #6 i 5 i %5 i) 3fe AR A Al 1, {H 2 4
RAFER G, 21> Mapper 32 B £ 40 5 2 A
[R) 14 5 152 BROESO 4 1 2D 1) Mapper 0] LUPRGE AT 52 . 5
I A AT I Mapper A] LUK 28 I 09 5805 5 1 40
7. BZ . 34 MapReduce f#r 1JC i B 2 0 H]
FET K5 A MapReduce 2t FRACM A1+

2 DGFIndex

2.1 DGFIndex %514

1R T — DS TERGIEE « fly By 2
4t DGFIndex. DGFIndex {ii FH 9 #& SC A4 %0 3 25 [H]
I HARZ /NI, X B8N BSTFR R GEFU (grid file
unit). XA R P Y IC S 2 4 IR T 4 (7R A
XA GFU i e A 3 e A — 4> GFU g i ¢
2 W S 3 A Ak A B SR B O e B
GFU &5 F£H L Key/ Value B X174t . GFUKey
iy GFU 784l 25 8 19 22 °F M1 2645 . GFUValue H
2 TR B« header RN location. header K FH P 58 X1
WA P A E R BT (user-defined function, UDF),
B anar LAt A GFU hBUE S Y swm , XA AT
DLAR R s i 3 3R 4R 45 1) ; Location i€ 56 1% GFU X
YR R B AE B SCAE 4 T R R AS B R4 S AL
B0, & 1 GFU X0 ) GFUKey =10_17, i 5t
TEAN R G B A GE B = (9 swn U header 2y ¥

4

header | location

10 Slice

13

|10717| sum(z)|f:4:20

11
1 4 7 10 13

X

GFUKey / GFUValue Example

Fig. 1 DGFIndex structure.
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By 1B Ak 2 R,

&% 1. 42 DGFIndex A Map pR%L.

B A < B R 0 SRR B b i RS A B
= record

i RIEYS Reducer 1Y) Key/ Value %f<GFUKey,
record).

@ idxDValues=getldxDimValues(record) ;

@ GFUKey=computeGFUKey(idxDValues) ;

® Emit(GFUKey,record).

TERI R 511 Map B Be. XF T4 400 5% B 5
TEBCH R | 4 B2 f 8 (F7 D) 5 28 J5 AR 308 R 51 48 3 1)
H5 5> R R H B 19 GFU, A 45 2% 5% i
K GFUKey(17Q) s 5 ¥ GFUKey 5iZid % AE
AT & 1E Reduce pREL(FTQ).

#i% 2. 04 DGFIndex f) Reduce BR%L.

A HE N GFUKey. {8 BA MR GFUKey
W] record %3¢ List{Record)recordsList;

By 3 AFAH7E HBase IR GRS HAZFH
Bl Scr.

@ startOf fset =5 i i tH SCPF A i 7% 2 5

@ endOf fset=—1;

@ sliceSize=0;

@ filename= i Hh ST 455

® header=null;

© for record in recordsList do

x y z
1 14 1 0.1
5 18 1 0.5
Original Data File 7 12 | 1.2
Data File After
X Yyl z 2 11 0.5 Reorganization
1 14 | 0.1 9 14 0.8
5 18 1 0.5 8 13 bo.2
7 12 | 1.2 3 18 0.9
2 11 | 0.5 DGFIndex 12112103
9 14 los Construction TEETEEE
11 16 |13 DGFIndex Table
3 18 [ 0.9
2112 los header location
S i sum(z) | FileName | Start End
113 0.1 filename 0 0
4_17 0.5 filename 9 9
7_11 1.2 filename 18 18
111 0.5 filename 27 27
713 1.0 filename 36 45
117 0.9 filename 54 54
10_11 0.3 filename 63 63
10_15 1.3 filename 72 72

Fig. 2 An example of DGFIndex construction.
& 2 DGFIndex B # i 72 41 F
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@  header= precompute(record ,header) ;

®  sliceSize+ =sizeof(record) ;

@ end for

QO endOf fset=startOf fset+sliceSize;

@ GFUValue = {header,{ filename, startOf fset

endOf fset) ) ;

@ KVStore. put(GFUKey,GFUValue).
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[F] B 3 5 ¢ RO P46 € 19 UDF Bilit 54 4~ GFU
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M 2510 sk (AT ©) - B e Bt 5 UDF /1 JF 2 m
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I, RG] Q) 2

a2 s AR — A E s SCpF TR
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FEA% E] . W<9,14,0. 8> 5<8,13,0. 2> i F [f] —
A GFU, 23 Bdfs 8 20 25 176 2 808l SOk il 4 22
AL E. [N, Q18 T & GFUKey 5 GFUValue 1
EGIRR
2.3 E-F DGFIndex F & i Ab 1B i1 18

BT DGFIndex 9% ¥s A5 i) il #2532 3 2. 1)
R R 2) HDFS $odfi B 9 s 3) Kbl e A 3 119
A Fr ek g T T 230 T AN AR A 2D TR

Bk 3. Ryl R

iy N\ :SQL &1 g5

i < A TRAH O RO RS 2B AR S SLOC,

A 453 SubRes , Q2R A i) ] LU ] 355
() UDF B, 75 3% — 25 Al DLid £ 332 R 5] & 15 31 5
G- SUIETE

@ idxPred=extract(q;);

@ isUDFQuery=check(q;) ;

@ {immerKeySet ;boundaryKeySet} =

DGFIndex. search(idxPred) ;
@ queryKeySet=boundaryKeySet;

® if isUDFQuery then

©®  SubRes=KVStore. get Header(innerKeySet) ;

@  writeToTmpFile(SubRes) ;

else

@  queryKeySet= queryKeySet\J InnerKeySet

@ end if

@ SLOC, =KVStore. getLocation(queryKeySet)

@ writeToTmpFile(SLOC, ).

ARE L. KGR AT RN 3 R, |k
WA ) SQL A 45 ) 5| 4 B2 A 5C 19 4 i 3 1A
idxPred (47 @) I FI Wi % SQL 2 75 4 i Bl i1 55
UDF (47 @) 5 88 J5 i FH 25 1) 35 i8] £x i) DGFIndex 1%
B A WA CH GFUKey 45 (7 Q). £ ) A1 K 1Y
GFU %32k 2 26: 1) W& GFU—innerKeySet, Bl 5¢
AT AW X BN AR GFU; 2) 1 A GFU—
boundaryKeySet , B} 52 #f] i1 FAH A ) GFU. N &8
GFU N B — 5 42 38 S A 30 AH OC 1 208 L (52 34
At GFU N BB A — 72 i 2 & 100 7). SR 5 R
Z HBase MUY GFUKey 4 & %1 16 1y i 5t
GFUKey %4 boundaryKeySet (17 @). {1 3 4 iy
A B UDE 5 48 if), WX 7 N #8 GFUKey
B4 H LI HBase H 150 1 8, 15 31 £ 9] 7 45
FIFE Al SO f 55 AR R 25 R A 0F (7
Q~@). SR i) Ay 5 58 A i, D)t 5 2 IO AR
GFU H {804 X B InmerKeySer IF A %4
WS AT®~WO). fe 514 BN A g 75 1 B
FAEAMAERE IR ILE A HDES ff# i i S
8 ¢ T g o g 1 (T @O~ @)

Bk 4. HDFS #is Hoid .

WA AR fileList A7 SLOC, i
IF ST ) B AR 5

B il 2 R g 5 W A ¢ A1) HDES
AR EL ChosenBZoc/e.\‘,,l .

D ch()senBl()c/esql =

@ SLOC, =readFromTmpFile();

@ allBlocks=getSplits( fileList) ;

@ for block in allBlocks do

@ if blockN SLOC, #(/) then

©) chosenBlocks, = chosenBlocks, Ublock;

@ end if

end for

© for block in chosenBlocks, do

@  slicesInBlock = getRelatedSlices

(SLOC, )5
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@  KVStore. put(block,slicesInBlock) ;

@ end for

@ return chosenBlocks, .

PR 2. HDFS %4 Head 38 19 20 B an 5512 4 fir
NS Bk 4 TR InputFormat. getSplits BREH.
T SEH n b i vk S R 0 B I E A chosenBlocks,
Hhas (Gr @) S IR BUE L 1 A I s SR A B A
AR DG EHE AL B B (AT @) SR 5 AR i A SC
FE5) A5 2 Jir A 15 2440 PR £l e (A7 Q) W X T 5
ANECHE B A T R A A A A S R Bl B R
BEMLA chosenBlocks, » 7 WHEL (7@ ~ @).
=] ch()senBl()cksqi A3 T B R S e vy —
A Key/ Value Xt . Key izl L i 1D, Value S %L
PP A BT AT 7 S R BRI A% L T Y Key/
Value Xf f A7 1 HBase — 5Kl £ (7@~ @). i

WU EHE R A 2R A BE s PR A e i
HRF A A AE S A v U E AR BB A () Mapper
b FRZ B R A /N I B O SR . Y A IR O R
EAEAA, W FF Hive 14 231 A GFU 45 )5, 75 %
5 3 hNES GFU W F 4551 69115 B i A 45
WE 3 iR R —4 SQL 2 i, 7% =L n &
3 Fias. D e R4 2 A3 i, 2 £ DGFIndex 1 () i1
H GFU 5N GFU, KRy i 4 i o R AR AH A if, %)
FHH X Ik B # 7 ii) HBase H header 15 3| F 45
S ORAFE T B S L X T 30 A D8 A5 3 A DG B
It F e SCHE R B B 2) AR i BOE A e SR R
(A5 B 2 ik 5 A 1 TG OC  BUEE B, SR R O B
i 35 A5 s B O A7 5 5 IR BOHE A IR RS 3) TE
Mapper 23 & 4~ £ 8 Be i, Bk i 25 10 JC 58 1) B0
h BB FERSE BT TARE I

Jei s 3R 1A A OC A EUE B chosenBlocks, (F7@3). P e g 1.
AW 3. BUHE PN R e ol uk kA T SELECT sum(z)
RecordReader. next FREL T, iZ KB B L 8 2 FROM table
HBase ™ 1 llf B 3¢ . 15 2 7E 1% B b ir A7 75 22 132 B WHERE x>5 AND z<C12 AND y>12 AND
B 0 A i SR 5 A S R B Bk R R y<16
GFUValue
GFUKey| header location
sum(z) | FileName | Start | End
19 113 0.1 filename 0 0
17 *l 4 17 0.5 | filename 9 9 Sub Result
7_11 1.2 filename 18 18 y
A 15 e . .
. 111 | 0.5 | filename | 27 | 27 Slice Location
13 X’ Temporary File
7_13 1.0 i 36 45 |-
° - filename FileName| Start | End
11 1 1 7 117 0.9 filename 54 54 filename 18 18
1011 | 0.3 | filename | 63 | 63 |—>|filename| 63 | 63
__—>| filename | 72 | 72
10_15 1.3 filename 72 72
Step 1
_____________________ The Offsets of Slices
Need Reading
Step 2 Split ID List<Start, End>
€p Ch Block: ]
filename:0 | 18,18, 63,63, 72, 72 osen Bloeks Combine | Result
Step 3
Sub Result
Skip skip | | peemeeeeeee- > 12 |
0 18 63 72

Fig. 3 An example of DGFIndex-based query.
Kl 3 DGFIndex % 5|7 if i T

2.4 DGFIndex %>l 5% B& 1% $% 6] 50
H2.2~2. 3 WA AE B . 2 RS E 8 S5
WP S B EURH 5 - G0 SR A R A kL 4 3 E O R, A i)

1 DX SR 2 BN  RIE IBCRG) T AR B8 B /0 i EL A
BB o ug BO4E /9 CPU JF 85 B #/h. (HJ2& SCik
L6196 i B i3 BOrE BE 55 80 7 9 R/ E T B
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WA 0T B s B BRI s AH R o A SR BE B R
(1) 53 SR W o 7SR G B ) B R R R R R, (E R
T A A 30 B DB 3K 3 sk B 2 00 A Bl
T L 3t 2 38 B AT B0 HE L A DR AU 1 CPU I 4
MR KA JRIR T AN TR B /I x4 1) P e i 5
M) (i 55 S 1 850 06 42 18 A7 4iff 4% =X o RCFile 9
TPC-H lineitem % . k/N R 187 GB; & i {fi il TPC-
H iy Q6. SE50 5 55 4 1 b iy 3 ik — 2,
HDFES ¥4tk /N B 256 MB). 0] LB H L X%
A T 532 MB R EAR B B 7 K s a /el K
1B e #R G AR B S L A e Re. (H2 L B T
[) 114 25 98] HL A AN ) %) 25 10 98 1) RIS [R] 2 90 04 S AR
B R R/INAT BB AN [R] 5 3 R 3 g A 9 8] S5 R 43 1 5K
W6 A E 52 W 5 1 2. PR, Al S DGFIndex 4 £
e & 51 50 F1 5w LA e KAk b 36 o A0 00 48 65 M AE il
S — I 2 HHAT PR AT 5

120
oo \/
80

60

40

Query Cost Time/s

20

g 1 2 4 8 16 32 64 128
Slice Size/ MB

Fig. 4 Influence of different slice size on query

performance.

4 R TR)ECHR R R/ 2 i 1 A 3 A 52 TR

3 ETRMGETSBRBEZFE X

3.1 [k

ST A A AR R e S AN LAY, B S
X —2IE XA 5. 3K 1 iR, avgFieldSize,
avgRecordSize [E T LLIE &8 12 17 ¥ M KA 51 1 A&
1, R )5 AR 5 MapReduce Counter BY{E 15 F].

T Z A i 5 A 1) DGFIndex 43 5 B§ £ £
fr) & ] LA XAk € (1) ~ (6) : 45 % — 1> Hive
2 T, HoR/N K tableSize, 45 5E — DR F I
ZHRAMES B o DEWHL Q= {1 q2 v q )
ZAES PRI E RIS RE S £ L ideNum 4
YL AR b B B/ AT EV AL minUnit,
5] 20 i AY A B B /N A3 BRSO 1 B/ ME TR R
B9 51 R ida™ R idxy™. B35 0 K Fp 4y E) 5K mg
SP; . 4 & B A F 5| 48 FE 1 4 F X [R] K/ SP; =
{lidxDL ,idxDL, =+ idx DL nw, | » 53 5] 55 W& He 58

TEEE F AN I 5D B BolE B R NE N
T HDFS $df Pe . 75 0 2= 3 Ji & 19 19 4 0 72 33
e AT SO 2 Uk g o A ST R T R 51 AT R Ak
H ) MapReduce M A HY CostModel (SP; . q;) » 1]
DAAS 3] 4 A A 100 76 AN [m] 43 0 SR me R i AR Akt i
5] R oK A H A5 02 2 DGFIndex #E #4000 1Y 43 #1156
W, LUE A AR 5 Q I B FERT /).

min ZTime(q;), (D
i=1

(IGQ: {(11 92 s°°°s(Q, } .
s. t. Time(q;) =CostModel(SP; ,q,) , (2)
SP,={idxDI ,idxDI},*,idx DI nu. } » (3)

min Unit,<<idxDIj, 4)
blockSize > = {,‘al)l‘i.?zze. —, 3
dxy,™ —idx)
L,]I idxDIj
1<k<idxNum. (6)
Table 1 Definition of Symbols
x1 HSEX
Symbol Description
idxp™ Minimum Value of Index Dimension &
iday™ Maximum Value of Index Dimension &
SP; Splitting Policy j
idaDIj Interval Size of Index Dimension % on

Splitting Policy SP;
avgFieldSize, Average Size of the kth Field in Record
Average Record Size

The gi-related GFUKey set on
Splitting Policy SP;

avgRecordSize
qGF UKeySez‘fPJ

qRelateData,, The g¢;-related Data Size

3.2 KR
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DA A AR B R 5 425 1 1 Map By B iz 47 19 3l 505
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fRIPEBE : X T RecordReader, 73 Az HE 8 H: 52 HX
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FilterOperator J& i t i) >4 £F & A i) 18 17 25 744 19 i
S AN E I 4 5 g IF AN 23 52 Wz AL BT DL,
FE Map B Be g0 132 35 208 Ak 23 i £ A A, 1D

AT B AN ] 4 1 SR W 0T A 160 A 5 M BB 114 5 i)
HDFS Block
Record
| RecordReader | Reading
e
! Record
|
: TableScanOperator : Forward
I
|
Map : I Filter Redundant
Phase ! FilterOperator : Records with
: : Predicate
I
I
I
| SelectOperator : Select Query-Related
: | Columns
I
e e
Fig. 5 Data process in Map phase.
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CostModel(SP; ,q,) =

MapRead (SP, ,q,) +MapCPU(SP, .q.)). (7)
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AHOCE R BB o 29 B s R/ iE o X
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RCFile, H 5 %2 BOCA ) AH 5 R 91 5 BT LA 32 B0 2080
S i 5 AR A OGS Y A R/ IE L.
MapRead(SP; ,q;) =

qRelatedData,
read Throughput (sliceSizesp sqRelatedData, )’
(8)
qRelatedData, = \qGFUKeySet;ipz | X
idzNum
2 avgFieldSize,
Qs ey
éll(eSlZ(fsp] X wvgRecordSize " 9
sliceSizesp = i %‘a/}ljﬁSzze. —. (10)
! H dxy,™ —idx,
Pyt idxDIj

A C8) v B 4l 15 HOAY ik A Sl e R Rl [
6,7 Al LA Hy 92 50 il 15 161 4 v 52 56 A1 [R] A9 %
Pt ERFIR T S S RO A B 3 O ok S e
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WOl 7 8 I BEAL AR AR 08 L B B0 T 2 IR
AEAR Th 5 24 20 10 AH O B 18 R Y R s 2
A~ Mapper X @ &% 1/O 5 £ 55 4+ i Bk BOfy i
R 3 o1 0 T HE 2 M B AE i 58 15 BB L S 451
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Fig. 6 Influence of query selectivity and slice size on

data reading performance.
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Fig. 7 Query related data size.
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FZRE R m Pe AR | T A 5 BBOBUHE /) i i
S R BRAEAE ] 8~ 128 MB 4l v R /N Je 2 5
SBCHCHE 0 24 oy S 32 OB 19 0~ 600, IR X AR A
it 5 e A BR. 2) R R 6 90 A A s = s
RCFile, $t¥8 B i H F B — 4~ Row Group, i Row
Group Ay fix /N 132 BB T, fir DA% e 42 31 13 AR 0
Row Group HJH[H].

Map B B i) £ 8 e b 5 Bl i g 19 CPU AR
= LD B o BB RO 30 % 50015 2% 00 %
FEry CPU MM py e . 25 S & 3, B 2% 10 sk 1M
FEM CPU AU A8 1, A 32 HoAh A2 2 1Y 52, 7E AR
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MapCPU(SP, ,q;) =
|qGFUKeySez‘,,1] | X sliceSize
avgRecordSize
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Bl R B0 s 2O Bl v KON — B RG4S # X
) 80 7 L LA E T B i /N U SR g R SE
TR R R L 25 T RO ORI A AR O Al
T DA S G 0 R R RS B B 18 O k.
J& oy IR MG L P E T Map B Bl fig 55 5 58 1)
CPU JF 4., H o Howf o 1 32 OB & W 0 o 1
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O RT, — EL25 8 Sy BISEmE SP; 5t Al LX) A
WES Q Py A ¢, FEATAH AT DT i 1
M HIE 25 . AEL I o o T 8 53 SR Y 8 5% 2 ) R
/NTE T 2N 4E B ] gk J7 58 0 SR AR O ELX T A A
o3 B  H LTSRS Al 4 S p AR Al DL

X CPU Cost. (11)

73 15 2R A DG 8 ) SRS R 23 K 2R BRI Y S TE)L A
TP R G AR AR SR T — I T ARELR KRy
P B A8 2R 5510k SR B 8 0 1 S s
3.3 ETEMBANEHESBIRBEREE

F T 0 1 SR W B PR Ry 2 R T | 4R B 3 K X
() L FELH A 0], O 1 o A 98 2R B A JR) T e A0 A, AR
SCIHEPERALNR K BRI T R B TALLR Sy 53 F)
TRMEIR R 2 B B HURLBE I (A8 2R 5 00k
FERSHRIE AR, 55 1 B Bk 2 Rl A A i L 25 2 B B
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X L) i 0 At I S B B e G 0 SR PR SRy B
P T A SR Y o A P T AR A A B A B S £k AL

L R 5 PR

Bk 5. BT ELR S R B B R R

B ARES Q;

it AL ) W

D minlntrls = currentltris= getlnitial-

Interval () ;
@ minCost = currentCost= getCost
CcurrentIntrls) ;
© while temp>1 do
@  newlntrls = getNeighbor CcurrentIntrls,
temp) ;
newCost= getCost(newlIntrls) ;
if newCost<currentCost then
acceptRatio=1;

else

acceptRatio=e Tonp ;

end if
if acceptRatio™>random() then
currentIntrls=newlIntrls;
currentCost=newCost ;
if currentCost<minCost then
minlntrlis=currentIntris;
end if
end if
temp” = (1—coolingRate) ;
@O end while
Q0 return minlntris.
TSR AL 2 T R 23 F SR g 5 A A JR D
i Al e P 2 1 SR s 5 B DL A A T S 2 i 20 5 SR
EXIRL AR AT O~ @) . FJ5 , I e A Y R
temp=>1 I}, 5 EAC R (AT Q). 18 W EACAT
T ST B 2 O 60 4R JE S R g CF AN AR
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O35 432 52 <1 8 4 1 56 W 118 R 2% 2R 408 ) 43 1 3R
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U] 32 52 8 Ja 43 W BB ST Y 4 B SR e 5 A
fili vt A G0 i 43 SR g K xf AR Al i (A7 D~ @),
2R 2 A 23 0 SR B AR A TN T E RS B B
853 0 SR o DU T8 A A0 43 1) SR W Ay >4 I Y 40 1R
W (A7 @ ~ 0). B J5 % &3 R coolingRate
B, EEERLE AT ~O). fFiER4
J&i 5 3R 1145 2 1) 43 F g (BT Q).

TERE DL K 3k A e v, 5 AT B 2 1 S F R
W A &R Jo i B B AN Bk 6 . B A DL
Femg (A7 D) 5 AR5 MR 24 10 A IR cemp B 5E R
AR tem =10, MBEATHUALE (FT O ~@) s Wl
R temp<710, W) A7 AHORL BE 15 2, BV I X 45 &R 5
e i AR 1 25 KRR B ) 1026 (T @D ~©). X
TR R GIAERE , BE AL 5 I sk 0 H 43 ) DX R] R
NS HE B D 1 20 A B LA (A7 D~ @)

Bk 6. 1% 2 Y H SR A4 48 JE 5k

BN < YT E KW current Intrls 511

E"’Z temp;

B HE < 2 23 ) SR B 4

D newlntris=clone(currentIntrls)

@ if temp>10 then

® ratio=1;

@ else

® ratio=0. 1;

© end if

@ for kth intrl in newlIntrls(k from 1 to
idxNum) do
random=random() ;
if random>>0.5 then
idar™ —id

intrl, += - -
k minUnit,

Xrandom() Xratio;

else

iday™ —idxar

minUnit,

® 6 6 ©®

intrl, —= Xrandom() Xratio;

® endif

@ end for

@ return newlIntrlis.

B 6 5 B n] DU Y L 2k A8k 0 46 il 3
temp 5% H # EK coolingRate Pt 5E : temp # /N,
coolingRate JR , SEARUCEE D, W SIGH B2 B . (B
ST ] BEAT AN B S U0 A 5 S =z o D) AT e 398 fin B3 vk 48 R 1)
[a]. 767 I B9 S 56 L I B temp = 200, coolingRate =
0.01.
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H e Hadoop ., LAPRIEZR 51 5E 11 149 %00 IR £ 135 B
AT i B 22 A7 0 45 R 3 AR 52 . O HL . A ify S o
BN IEAT 3 WL AESE R P 3 &R
P T L9055 TS R X 4 2R i ) 52

Table 2 Data Size

F2 ZTHWHE|ESK/N GB
Data Set RCFile ORC
Data-Small 94 58
Data-Medium 188 115
Data-Large 460 282

Table 3 Cardinality of Index Dimensions

®3 HINEEEH

Index Dimension Cardinality

1 discount 11
I_quantity 50
1_shipdate 2526

4.2 DGFIndex BT 88
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Fig. 8 Query cost time of Data-Medium.
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Table 4 Optimal Splitting Policy
x4 AXEEEINBRESEKE
Data Set Data-Small Data-Medium Data-Large
QSet30 [6,0.01,115] [5,0.01,78] [2,0,01.78]
QSet50 [9,0.01,83] [9,0.01,49] [3,0.01,49]
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Fig. 12 Cost time of splitting policy search algorithm.
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