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Load Balancing Strategy of MapReduce Clustering Based on Index Shift
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Abstract MapReduce has been widely used in large-scale and high-dimension datasets as a kind of distributed program-
ming model. Original Hash partition function in MapReduce often occurs data skew when data distribution is not uni-
form. In the clustering algorithm based on MapReduce, existing solutions for data skew are not applicable because the
input data distribution of Reduce is unclear at each stage of multiple iteration. To solve the imbalance problem of data
partitioning, this paper proposed a strategy to change the remaining partition index when data is tilted. In Map phase,
the amount of data which will be distributed to each reducer is counted, then the global partition information is moni-
tored and the original partition function is dynamically modified according to the data skew model by JobTracker,so the
Partitioner can change the index of these partitions which will cause data skew to the other reducer that has less load in
the next partitioning process,and eventually balance the load of each node. Finally, this method was compared with exi-
sting methods on both synthetic datasets and real datasets. The experimental results show this strategy can solve data
skew on MapReduce clustering with better stability and efficiency than Hash method and dynamic partitioning method

based on sampling.

Keywords

1 3l

il

o 5l FLIG 9 6 1) 25 1 B B R 3% 2 25 AT I 2 3 Al
e TATH A5 B[R] L AT AR R 27 AR T SRy B A
&g i A v B A B D7 X C T s 3 N A0 O o B 0 BdR B
B, AR A 3 A AL PR R MapReduce 75 9 it £ 7Y

F| f H#1:2017-03-06  i&1& H ) .2017-06-04
(SK2015A084) , %808 m AL 0 55 3 4E A A S8R5t | %2 8) .

MapReduce,Data skew,Load balance, Distributed clustering,Index shift

Ab 3R R R T B AR I AT A R AT ek A S
R E S B4 Map il Reduce 5B B, Bl 71 A5 1)
115 B 38 Ui 5 SO0 1% . P R 2258 % Map #1 Reduce
PRI BT 5 Sk vl AR BF AL B AHE . Apach 1 JF TR
T H Hadoop ¥ MapReduce # 37 7 EL A 5500 25 45 € 1 09 4> i
MR G HDFES |, 78 556 A SR BI040 Ab 38 A ol v A5 390 7

AR E K H AR A4 (51174257) , 2 B TR0l A ol % 42 4 BB 58 P O 41 A S H

R F (1979 —) & W+, #d2 , FEW5R 5 ) o KREE B0 42 46 . E-mail : hpzhou @ aust. edu. com GEE/EH ) s XIS = (1995 —) , B, i+ 4,
FERFIT N 1 K EAE AR 2 38 . E-mail : 819461419 @ qq. com; 3 0T (1988 — ), %, A+ A=, 3 B HF 52 07 17 S K ACHE B0 H 12 38 E-mail .

976982000@qq. com,



304 AN I A =

2018 4F

12 N R 9T A R 4 BT KB i e T BT

1£ MapReduce [ FF 174k 4b 3 v, 4% 55 169 52 BB (8] B F
18 1Y Reduce A3z A7 N [H]  HI0HE 0 A% A2 52 v JHG 428 i 1Y) o 2 [
Fo A B RE Y s DK AT DL A3 S PR R 1D Y R AR A 0 AR A
TR B 5 2) 71 Ak e (LS SR 0 Y Ak BN R L )
S5 A AN FE i BT S s A BR AR SR I E B
MapReduce H 5k i 2 35 GOEUE 1 9 9405 . 2 & A HoilE
AR, 4345 B8 10 22 19 1Y R R PAUAT I TR) 2 TP A ]
T G Al 0 250 4 2 TR L5 A A0 AR T o Ak B8 58 i, 3 il 75
AL S PAT R T, BRI T A BEACR . SClk[4 138 o 7
Hadoop “F- &5 E#EAT K 52 30 & 3, JH BRIA Y Hash J5 i,
92 Y W% BT Reduce ¥ty (19 4504 10T . 173X 28 reducer 11
BT R YRR £ 22 % ~38% . PR Uk, il il 4T 4 X 3R
Wi 2 A AR R R F S B

H Al , MapReduce Hfif P %50 405 0 &% 9 77 1 32 22 02 56 R A
AR BCEHE AR 1Y KB A, B AR T SRR 45 A e ey 4 & B (E
Sty B4 Reduce DLk 8] 67 2 5 55 . H )&, i1 F 3% F Map-
ReduceMREHEFLE LR ENEZH, BRIz H W5
A5 25 AN IR] S 3B G2 11 A0 43 A3 A AL i) g 7 B AR AT 2 T
AALIE A T AR AR A AT B I L 38 S5 T AR K 1 R e U5
BEAR T B A FEREAT 55 19 JF R BAT LB

BEXE bR (R, A SCER T — Fh BT R G A% 1Y 4 i 7
B, BITEITE T Map i Bt & 3£ 45 % reducer M5 &
¥ FAC B 5 22 1 JobTracker B H AWM . X H A reducer
S W B A O R A Y — i LR R R Sk R
7% 4%57% Reduce MEUE 73 X R 51 i 8 B H 4 Reduce 1, DL
2B | oSy sl € R R B (TS M1 = A X I N
DTRRANT

DT —FRT I 467, % kNS 2 X
TEAE N I8 47 i A 2 BHE 19 43 A1 17 0, 1T 2 72 Map B Be iR 48 2
oy X A5 B oh A i 4 X,

2)7E MapReduce J5 A 1 HEZ2 F 34007 340 W E 4 0 44 i
PEMM BT TE Map B BOAT: 55 47 19 [8] 0 52 11 & 3% ) %% redu-
cer [ LR =, JCAHE I — 58 R AE .

3) Ny TS b b SR RS g R 3% AR TP AR 1 A R 2
HFUODATEIZF Reduce BBt & 1. M ETE T — 5 1%/ A Map
B B 52

ARICH 2 T EBENH T MapReduce MR EFTIL S
MapReduce 18 95 15 A} i A7 ¢ TAE; 55 3 715 & SE A 4 Map-
Reduce 52 B0 SR 19 BRI 2 SR U5 W 3A 40 o] 38 5 R 51 i
% WS K A e H B U AR ) A5 2 4 T 4 R IR 43
Bie 43 XA SE B0k S AR T 5 5 T AR SRR 4 B A
XE 5 BA R MapReduce Bk AT X e, B UE T A SCH ¥
T e o Tk B A R 5 o S R AR SR W A R 2 T AR A i —
BB 5 7 1],

2 HEIE

Dean % N 42 2R H] Hash 2 00 S04 #E 47 43 X, $5 924F

RH %7 T A 43 K B B L 1T L LA 3 A Rk Hadoop K
Hash 43 KAE Ry HBRIA A K5 ik W B AL P A 2 o K7
. {8 Hash £ 43 78 B0 2 53 i AS 1950 B 0 3% R GIE 4% 43 X 4K
e (0 4 FL P A A B T S0 1 43 A G i 5 e T
B U4y KRR ROk T R AR AR A B R AR PRI IR
FEEMNR N T Z R fr 200 73 X vk . 0 B9 43 X7 ik ]
KRB Jy Wi 1) 38 5 T4k 380 s S 50 0 AR 5 2) o 1 BR800
AR B XoF R HE 43 v BEAT ERT A3 X

SCHRRL6 T4 T — b 2 SRRk 8 5 445 40 IX bR R, 2R T AR
853 A5 56 WU P43 DX T 3 o T ik 3 Al R Ok R IR B 1
RELS AT T AR B B 45 SR I B O 4 (X, Gufler 5 AT 42
W7 —Fh TR BRI 43 X A0 43 07 1 1% 5 WA TE Map bR BCR Y
0T SR A R B R T 5 e fE A R IR T AE L 24 Map B B
SE ML — 8 LG L AR AT SRR 5 2R X 43 X HE AT 43 H R R T
BRI IC . A Z IS AE mapper 32 47 I 1 524 o 1) s 17
AEE R 38 o X 12 45 R AT R AE S T R B AE reducer BYAEL
BB 5 4y B 05 3. BRI AE Map By BEBRAT 58 A
T 4 A8 5 038 AH e Hadoop JRUA B9 11 b B30 1 iy 64 )5 X, 44
0T BRI A SCERC 1048 B T — A i 5 X O
W%, 7E Map B BB R Ui S I 080/ o3 XORLEE L 7226 ) reducer 4>
BB ) OB 43 X FEAR 9 900 ST K 4 X 38 A ) 4y B
D= EP N R e S v e . O i | e A g
BURHA) B, AR 35 R AE Map 38 173 8 b 3h 25 9895 43 IX eR 4K
A T R AE R AR [ T L A A e 2 — A ) A

SyAb 2R AN ) MapReduce 119 1R B8 B BE 3t
BEEA reducer ¥ I . 2 G I6 508 43 70 1% 00 55 5 8 B £
A Y SOR AN X, DL R A SR SR N T T P R
HAOMGEA . Kwon % AR T — 7 reducer 817 1L 2
o P 7 45 kR A BRSO e 9 k. 1T IR R T reducer
37 T A% B 0 b B A B AR LK — R A R 5E AR reducer
4 560 A B A B B L 58 RN reducer b o M TIT A4 484 A1) 35 50 K5
B WA 45 Y S Al Y P, SEBLEE S MapReduce 1T % 1)
HOUE M . DAL PR £ 3R 8 7 7 1 A S FE Reduce 3 3R I4Y
DX 22 J W 97 A8 45 K T R0 AL B AR T KD A re-
ducer 3B 173 B TP G0 T AR AT 0 B F AR A L AR SO ik
J& FATURE & A Y TAL B AN S 38 B AL AR .

F] 4345 AL B AL MapReduce 8 82 1 LU , 2 35 7 80 FF
YA BIF 5 5 HL I P T R JUE N 15 4 3 B0 4 11 58 28 43 5 b B
r 8 Lk TR TR A SR Ak BRI e BT ™ I A A
oAt ) AL Sck D14 4T 0 8 30T B AT 55 4R ol T — i 3t
F 13 s B die K F5 3 Reduce %1143 19 75 3% o (0 R 25 42 A 48 4K
Wi 40 A5 ST — 5 M A R RN K LR A A L AE R T —
ARG PR . SCERC15 48 S R B 3R BUR Je 45 M K 8oy
A o SR J5 AR 43 A 15 D040 I 414 BOE JAE LA 3 IR
5153 304 reducer T, HR 5 2 7E RS A 50 2k AQHR A
BT AT SRR A AR N T B ROR AR R
AT SCHR R H 9 MapReduce 58 26 504 ¥4 # 7 ok K £ 23 i



55 5 3]

JEIAESE 25 BT R5IMR ) MapReduce 328 171 38 2 i 31 % 305

A 5 R 3 A AR S A L 3G T 20 R SR LA B o 5 T 4R A
ASCITIEMJETE Map By Be gl 25 8 5 R 51, F 8 8o 231X, AL
it 1L B — R U N & I A

3 MapReduce 3 K& % f A9 £ (5 & 9]

ARHE Jefr 4 4E MapReduce H 52 B3R 28 B 1k 1) — B
T I i T I v 7= A ) BB R 0] A, SR T T R R o R 5 | e S
S 52 I A0 4RI A 1 BRI R
3.1 MapReduce 3 25 d i £ #8151 &1

A3 A GHE AR MapReduce 1932 7 13 F2 7] 49 4 Map #l
Reduce i~ BB,

Map B Bt : Hadoop % 4t # 45 H 7 i & 1Y 43 B K/ Xt
NSO #EAT 5380 L — X — 5% 2 % — 1y 7 2L a3 A R A~ B
mapper LA A3 B 23 F 5 4 mapper 2 fiUE LY Map 2 55 6
B e R A X CReyy s value, ) » IF ST R 55— 2H B E X
(keyy svalues ) s FE 5T key B 4% 18 R 48 BN 9 Hash 43 [X 26 4L
HEAT 5 F FL G AR [R) 43 (B 9 T 24145 45 [6] — 4 reducer HEAT
AT 5.

Reduce BB : 4% reducer 8 i Http J5 & M mapper 3k
15 8 5 %R 41X, 2R S5 % 45 B0 19 B0 43 X 4T Reduce O B
B, oK is BAE R E B & | S

AR A MR R BT RME Ty R, EHTF
I3 AT YR IR TR BB T AN B AR R —
REAE , BA X RIS R o i 9 FE . X T3 T %
FERIRE T i THME TP R A Z AR, B
F— X D BUS IR AR ZE . B2 RS RS
RTCH: B A B S I R A A R AR (E 2 5 A
BB KR 471 B RIS G R A0y & JFH R W 23 3
FEREMITARE, ZFRAENTER. 2 HARETIRE L
% K-means B 37 J&. #% F 3k DL 7 MapReduce 3£ B #Y
K-means 55 2 Sy ] 28 150 B JH o 5% 00808 0 ) ] A

K-means B0 £ 8 B2 . BEME K MRHE PO,
SR 5 AR B B0 B B R 28 b i BE S JE A o B PR R R Y
RArh SR T A BRI S AT R R LI E
XI5y B, BB LR o 1 A8 Ak B AR G R B k.
T A T B AL H MapReduce ISR E L 5L 5 R
FB B A AR 2, 7E MapReduce b 52 3 A9 — % i 72 L
B 1, RS RanT,

DS&e#w K MR RE LG ,.C,
TUMA G 45 G AE 5

2)Map KBt : mapper {88045 43 F v 95— S 808 X 4 46
PR G W R 0 B L K A28, B 25 508 T e 0 2 4
RGBT keys

3) Shuffle B Bk : 4 4 4> mapper ;=4 < key s value) T IR
BRIN 43 X J5 2 Hash(key) mod R 43 8] R 4> reducer 77, )&
T[] — 28 B Hdfe o3 DOKE B2 BL B 7] — A reducer 15

4)Reduce By B : %t F £ 2 ) reducer, #23K B A [F] mapper
B B8 308 4 P I8 2B R AT A 0 RS L R R Pl

2Cxr 1K E

B K A RE P EL S 0o A VB A R AT
BB O HBI RO E M i N R E .

(Key,value)

Shuffle

B o IR

s RE M
——> ¥R ———— > FERE e > Tk
K1 #F MapReduce A K-means 3 2850 1k it b B 7 72
Fig. 1 Processing flow of K-means clustering algorithm based

on MapReduce

] PIE 1, 3T MapReduce B K-means 22858 1k 2 i
AT Z 5 A MapReduce 1T 45 2k 58 iU . B — 51T 55 11
Map 3iii b 3 19 BHE A1 A2 B 0T 3 A 506 B0 4R 1Y, AL B2 S Oy
VLA %00 57 T Ja 149 288 8 il L0 SR P B PR A R 1B I SR 1B X
i 7€ Shuffle B Bt . # H Hash pf80E SR R UE T £ 4 reducer
A8 2315 48 W) 40 B 92 R 006 DR IE B A 260 1 B0 £ AT
¥4 W AE B % MapReduce {T: 55 H1 &S A G877 7€ Reduce ¥
B K A BRIl T, #E MapReduce #5818, 3% (AT 55 1) 5¢ A% At
] Bk T d5e 8 15 45 A0 Bt 1], Reduce i A8 808 1504804 S 204~ 501
reducer (AT B [F] 3k 4K, BAL A 3800 48 R (9 PAUA T B D T 2R
H 1) B B AR AE IR IR A B, & S 1 0 o A 1 DL AR
AH T BRI 0kt 7 485 00 22k AR, v 0 20 0 1 A A0 A} 4504
3.2 ETFZESIBHBiEiEB MapReduce BE R EHEFEHA B

BRiRE

MapReduce 3UA 1Y 43 X J7 % /& 24 1 4% UE 5 {4 Be ¥ 50 43
A7 5 PRI K 55 A [ 5 1 P9 50 40 B R) — 2 v, TR A 5 B 3
R B AN R BCH A B AR A R S AR SCRR S B R S |
B EIRA B MapReduce E 4T T WAL B B 1) 7F Map
ORI T A% 43 DX BT T A DR T R A A AR A X
) FERRAER) partitioner 2 H AN A R SR . 14 2 X oR
Bl Y5 B KB AT IR AT S AR

A SCRMEAE Map 1RV Is AT B8 4 Jm 7 OIR S IR AR
BICHE 1 AR PR 00 - 4y DX, BRI A A R AT 45 1Y 4R R 4 B
Job Tracker 38 i 3 MR . 42 5 43 X (Global Partition) . fiil
FHE R (Skew ModeD F1 % 51 fiil £ (Index Shift), HH, 4 )5
A AR T 43 4 R AE L T mapper B 2 58 B 23 X1 I
AT AR 28 ] T ) W 4 [X R A5 A ZE B0 AR, 324252 Reduce Wi
T AL B B E SR AT reducer AYSF 2 Ah BE T R L0 5 R
5 | i 4 A T ) 2 T K 77 AR AR AR I S R L R A3 0 T redu-
cer, THAE 5004} reducer Z [A1H) 2 51 W B & , F0 w B f2 3l
i OBKPLH R R G T Map, X 3 MBI S ESS 4 WP IE
4.

2 R E 51 # K 0g i - MapReduce 2 25 1 $U48
AT ASH 1] A8 1) — e AR AR



306 AN I A =

2018 4F

Job Tracker
Global ] >{ Skew Model [ >| Index Shift ‘
Partition
Heartbeat
Map task —
fetch Reduce task
spill,sort 1<HHR
Partition
Buffer in . oo meee
memory : ge B Reduce utpul
: merge : 7 Il
A
Shift Parttions vight
[N “\ \

1 < S<
Other Maps \ ~~ _Z =3 Other Reduces

&2 ETRIMWEER MapReduce R 19 84 34 i
Fig. 2 Data balancing in MapReduce clustering based on

index migration

TEi%%6 MapReduce 1EML ™, 54~ mapper # il R 4~ 43 X
88 . T 90 5 mapper 45 8 43 X (Partition) 43 3] 4 4>
reducer FJIC R . 4% mapper 43 X 3T E0ES A4 500 K 3 2 o0 Bk
(Heartbeat) HLifil % % %4 Job Tracker A&, 3 13 4> & {5 B 1
0 A A5 760 R ) T o 18R Y reducer 43 XL B BT AT AR 5T A& Y
reducer 11 H 5% /> 71 2 Reduce $2 i # 43 X (Shift Parti-
tion) , JFIH B MR} reducer S 4r K Z B ARG 21H. Job
Tracker i 13 .0 BE K B & & 3% 45 Partitioner L) 3l 2518 2 43
X PRA, H2 5 5 TR R AR B R 3% B R reducer B9 AR i I —
A 5 R 4 B AR TR B 1 Reduce . — W2
Joi  UREEGE T 43 IX I 0 W7 0 Ak B (6 A R0 L B T A B0
Map B Bt 5¢ 1, A 45 b 1 7 B B reducer 3 ik ) 5 4% 7 3
)5 »mapper i B 1 Ckey  value) HEE XK 8985 A N 2 of
X, 2% op DX 0 B0 il — o B K R AR UIR S
(SpilD) H:3% key HEF (Sort) , £ 4~ mapper ¥ FF A s 5 SCF 7
KA I (Merge) 5 5 B 8% £ 1, 7] i 3¢ O 7] 49 %1 534 25
WL L3 ) reducer, Reduce 3 U 24 345 4> mapper i
A ] — AN 43 XAE B L JE X IT R 25 R BEATHEY SR
J5 28 %5 reducer AbFH

ARSLAY R J7 T ARIAS key (HTE 5 A B T 00 5 19 Lt
Bl B AE P AR A R bl TR A KR A T A% AR A
key {E [ Map Ab 3 45 H 4% & 3% BR W Y reducer v, PR G 0 7F
Reduce 1F: 55 $h47 58 Z J5 W 45 R BEAT — R & IF#A4E . 1T 7E Map-
Reduce BEHEH , Reduce Hit th M 45 R W HEELET — 8 W
Map task HIHR LIS i Job Tracker 4 I 5 & 2% 2| T 1 Map,
JT AR B R — R B B R NG IR,

4 RIIRBRBHHANRBEEREKE R

AR E ST A LRI m AL KW Y 3 A>T B AR,
SRJE 2 i R ) B S B RN N B i AR A
4.1 RIEBRMAORMEER

AR SCR G A% 5w Y T 2R AR R 58 T A BT A mapper
943 X A5 S8 K 3l 25 B8 2l partition PR, 18 LAY partition PR %L
RAEJE Hash 43 X s A JE AL B B X3 0 reducer 19 % 51 i

a5 % reducer 4075 19 BUHE i R BOH AR . Hd, K5 W
B {H 1 Job Tracker HVIEINAY 3 ANBE P I [m] sk 15 , 43 51l 2
2R X AR B R TR . H . RS 2R XTI
BTG (3 5 A BT BSOHIE 43 IX 5 SR R A 0 A A 7 )
WA 53 X5 3 J » 26 Hh B R B reducer s 5 0 & reducer
2R 5] 25 {0 & 3% %4 Partitioner,

JE4Y X BRELH f(key) = Hash(key) mod R, R # Reduce
AR . SRS B9 partition AL [ (key) = f(key) +
P f(key) , 2o P f(key) g} reducer B J5 32 08 43 X A9 I £5
i TR m R LR (S 0, FLRE 25 1504 4 X BRI AR
b, f(key)=1{0,1,+,R—1},

1.1.1 KBRL2AH K

4 JRy 43 IX G o 78 Map O b6 28 36 in 3+ 2% 5 7% Count O
KRB M A~ mapper (943 X 5 BIC &, Count J7 ik i 4 & —
A B B {count s county s o+ s countr— } G R A re-
ducer ¥ A5 194y K g s it . 7RSS0 X7, b
& XF mapper 895 BRI Ckey s value) WY key {8 50 A i % 1
W) Hash i2 58, 44 45 R BT JE 19 reducer 43 XX L7 i 715088
1,80,

count;= 2 (keysvalue) @D)
[ Chey) =i

/H\:EP ai:{oslv'"vRil}amuﬁ\ reducer ﬁﬁg‘ LE%E‘J)E\%&E
CR; iy :

M—1

CR,=  count, 2
Hrr,M 2 mapper B %8. FTA mapper i i .0 Bk AL A4 T
BAE B R E Y Job Tracker, L & 73 2 B4 reducer 3R 5 1Y
TSR A, X 4 SR sk CR, 2 40 D 230808 400 11 i A 45 1
4.1.2 K BARAAEA

A SRR AR T S S A 2 Ry K AL 2 b 5 R
TR ERKEFEN reducer AbFLE R £ 7, re-
ducer AT F Ny CV,, ALK reducer 1E 57 I [H] Py 4b
P H)IE SR EL - 7E Map 1155 )3 8hist » th 4% reducer 158 52 85 &
%% Job Tracker, 7£ Map BB 58 B 2Z 1 » #5 H: 4> reducer R,
E R4 X P IL R CR, 5 HAL #LH R CV, 1 L8
it T T4 reducer 75 Ab B Y B0 AL Se 57 35 40 B R 1Y
O U)K R R4 reducer, BV

B

i ,ZJOCV’

I B R K reducer (R RO JINA AR reducer BB &
Rs .84 Rs T reducer 78 T YATUA} 2 W7 o JE 015 & . R
WIH A=

{HZTE Map 1E AL A5 SR, FH P HBE 3K A5 i A 19 B 4L
Paht Sp. T MapReduce HE 22 19 A B 3T B4s 6 & X B A
mapper U AL S5 480 Op F0 2 i il Sk 2 Oc 51T, N
BB W Job Tracker K 4E 4. fEMLIZ 4T H, £ map-
per [A] B b 39 A A BCHE 4 09 AN W) 43 R, © Ak 380 8 T A oy
Bl AL A Ab 3L, B R A A 0 SR S AL BRI IC SR A TE — 8
Y LA 5G 3R o B reducer 7 Ab 38 1 B ECHE 12 SRR -

_ Sp * Oc
Op

R & Rs (3

Sc 4



55 5 3]

JEIAESE 25 BT R5IMR ) MapReduce 328 171 38 2 i 31 % 307

g Jub 3 — 5 E B8 £ 800 D) I T B — B SRR Se

Sc =max{Sc¢,Sc¢"} (5)

7E Map 1 55 (1 b 30 ey, B 5 2 4 35 450808 1 384, 4 fR 0
SR AGTHE 1) F 3SR . 7R I BCUE R B B, A Y
B Ab B AR AT B AR A Y 1/ R B T i AT AR
X H TR LI R Z AT T reducer AR £ & A= i 4k, H 4 &b
FRESCHE b /0 B, AR L ] 50 R OR iR o3 7 AR B R 22
4.1.3 RilmBFHEIR

24 J 43 DA AE B AR R] R, S B P R i TR reducer
S IX . AE—FERTRAS T A 4 X b T AT LU A,

DRI A MR reducer WA (. WSS @ 4 reducer
(R RO M54} reducer, 24 0 MR R & Rs 94045 b L5
B A /MY reducer HEUR R, B9 MR X, B AT 2 18] Y 25 (A
Bk R WM a P, Hd, P A EEA(P,, P,
Pr—1} AR R A reducer 78 &} 7 X R 51 N % i £ 19 1
M IPIIE S 0. TR A48 X it 40 CR, 5 H b ¥
#CV, W HAEE /N reducer RIR /N 8 reducer,

DBREHEWMBME. B4 reducer #A —THBES Rr
K A8 75 1A 43 DX i A% a2 4 32 T A WA AR 4 X O S
Reduce # i MBIMIAL R, (B 4L & 0f, i B 4R & W& R,
1) reducer, H I JFE M E LN E R, MR P, . BUER MR
51 22 WA reducer HTIU 4 KA AR RS . ZES
ZE DA —A reducer, AVHA B, 8 ARV S 17 45 H I, %
WMEESGELESMUE R reducer, 205 HF—1TAH
TLE,

3) ¥ B 1 3% B 43 I eR B, K e S B 2 4H Gl
Heartbeat & 3% 45 3 MMF 55 1Y Partitioner , {1t 5 35 25 7/ 4% 7 X
R Wi

g BT RS B SR R HETE Map iz fT . B —
T IERE reducer Wi % 73 KB B & A — > reducer 1%L
i 1t 35 B AR MapReduce fE Mk S Aab 3 B F 34, L = £
T ST r— 1 R AW A% B 4H B9 48 O T 58 R B ) B0 A i
4.2 ZHI|RBEMHMEEIIAELN

A SCHE R SRTE B B AE Map 1T 55 $UAT A ) X mapper
53 3% reducer WYIC B FEAT G0 1. I H K % 3 Job Trac-
ker ;98 J5 .Job Tracker # ¥ reducer A% i 3 % LA I 5L
0o 45 A B T L B 7 A A Y reducer, IR AR RY re-
ducer " PG B /N reducer 15 i F8 reducer 2k 4 U {0
R I BT Z TR 25 06 W2 4 XA R 51 R 88 1 5 3o 4 i
Bt &% 2 Partitioner, DL BB U 4 K R, 763 LR P
BEH E Map 1F 5518 17 45 1, Reduce i B AS B0 5048 i )
R, RO R R TE WLAE 1,

EE 1 WBEERISNESK

A T mapper G945 4 X B dg 0 B

i 4% reducer 43 X B S 1

1. WHILE (( OutData/SumData > = 1/R) & & (1 Map. Complete))
/ * Map B4 BRECHE 88 b SRR (9 1/R BoR S8R % /

2.FOR i=0 TO R—1 / * R4 reducer * /

3. IF IReduceSkewSet. Contain{ Reducei};/ * B 4k A 5 redu-

cer NFH & x /
4. CountRecordi = Sum{ Reducei. AllValue };/ * % i 4~ reducer &8

R BB+ /

SumCount = max { SumCount, SumData * OutCount/OutData} ;

/o RWAE ALY Sl SR B+ /

6. IF CountRecord;/CV;> = SumCount * R/Sum{CV;} / * reducer

it BRABURE % /

7. ReduceSkew. Add{Reduce; };/ * R; AR} reducer 4 * /

8. MinLoad= Min{Reduce. Except{ ReduceSkewSet} } ; / * JE i &}
reducer H1 57 B /NI4T SSAE A I reducer » /

9. SkewShift = Reducei. Index— MinLoad. Index;/ * {4} redu-
cer MR & * /

10. FOR k=0 TO R—1

ol

11. IF Reducey. ShiftSet. Contain{ Reduce;} / * i # % & &
Ri 9154} reducer * /

12. Shifty + = SkewShift ;/ * BAE 48 [ A} reducer 1 &R
SIME =/

13. Reducey. ShiftSet. Add{ MinLoad };/ * fi# reducer fill A
44 reducer MIRE LG = /

14. ENDIF

15. ENDFOR

16.  ENDIF

17.  ENDIF

18. ENDFOR
19. RETURN Shift; / « %y i R 5| i # (5 &4l » /
20. ENDWHILE

B 2— 18 47 s MG BR 2 R 51w A% 3R s 19 4% 0
B4y NER 34T AT LLE WL IR B R B AR AN 5 R T AL B Y
A&} reducer, P XHBUA B9 b B B 2 RS P0AT R—1 k. i
95 4—6 47 E T 4 R B9 Reduce 43 X M5 B B BCHE £ A1 2 4k
FEACHE A0 57 55 20 W7 A8 8B reducer, K & R4 KK M
A~ mapper BIGEITHE B HATRAEE 7—9 473 B WA} reducer
B /MR reducer 1AL I, i 5 BT reducer BIVAT 4% M i
/N reducer; 285 10— 15 1T AYE R X 2 B Wi} reducer AR
SR E T ER . L TEH R—1 4 reducer B EFI,
W ARS8 O(MR) 3% mapper #l reducer 4
B, — S BT M>R. AR SCR B A R BEAS ey 4E
Pr—AGHE B AT A reducer fRF— A EAF BIAT,
KK T A SE G AE

5 LBWERSHN

ARATIE PG 4 N &F X Hash 32 SR FEEE DL KA SCTF
AT TR S, AR R WA ST R 51w AL 5K T LR e
S MapReduce 528 Hr 45 45 55 10 B0 35 45
5.1 ZIWEE

DEMAE . A Hadoop EHFH 4 N1 SR FE 1
A~ Master 5 55 F1 3 4~ Slave 7 5, 7 s 2Z W] 38 3 71 JE W 2% 3%
B, B SR B AR BE 4% 500 GB, AF 4 GB, 4b 21 8%
A IH Inter(R) Pentium(R) CPU @3. 4 GHz, #:{E RGN
Ubuntul3. 0, % % Hadoop Mi A 2. 0. 0, % i Java JDK1. 7
G 5 .

2) SEI ARG . AR ST S I B A BLHE WS B SRR A R
B SE . A REESE S 200 M AL BR U Zipt ARO[,
100012 4] A IE B B0, ¥ T R BB F HEF 56 £ AT R AT o

BB e/ S0 Mok N SRR B o % B R



308 AN I A =

2018 4F

BE a0 U HS A R AR, XY o =0 B Ul B R AR MY A A
TSR A g B 3 =27 & —— 3R a8 KU 10010 4 4
DA RIR O A S AL 2528 2527 B LR AR 1879 KL B
2K 1135 - 11 28 903 Jaf » 0 28 369 Jai» AL 2K 505 .
LU 594 R IRH I 709 B LBUA K 228 FLIRBEK 244 5
HAh2 017 .

3T S . TEAR SO b, 8 i TR AR E Zipl & U
£ BB X LY S 50 ok J s AR S R Y SR BT A P R L DA 2R
WordCount ], WX o« (E7E 0 3| 3 Z (R LL 0. 5 Ky 3 35 1 72
JP s AT B ) s % T A A A LR T IR 1Y 2 T Map-
Reduce 41 K-means+ -+ R 2EH 8, % [k T Hadoop R 4t
BRI VB TR AR I B 38 40 Xk AR SO R 51w % 15 1Y
MapReduce BB 1THf[A] ,
5.2 XWHER
5.2.1 R R

A S5 37 WordCount B2 7 76 5 U Zipf B0HE 4 L XT kb
T Hadoop #IA M Hash k. FREMIE 4 X &
DPBSH A4 S 7 8 1S(Index Shifv) B9 3 # #5671, oo,
Hash 43 X 7 ¥ 15 B A F] Hash 45 R 019 key 43 i E A0 [F] re-
ducer; DPBS B J¢ % Map &5 B R FEFH 37 key TSI, 2 )5
i FH 500 B30 122 1 A SR A AR R A5 2 Bl A R 43 pR B IR reducer
HR 5% bR RO AS B 43 X5 AR 3L 7 % TS U AE ARl i 3l B B8 5
R AL SR IS 72 Map B BOR 48 (5 HR 2 F T AL 2T 5% 0 4
X A% B 3l A8 2043 X eR A 91K BOHE 465 43 i 31 45 reducer,

3 L8 T3k 3 Bl J7 i AE AN [ 460 A B A% B0 R 19 38 4T B
[E] 532 52 30 1 reducer B & W & Sy 6, (&1 rh A il 2R R B8R
R RBURLBE o0 G R R AR 19 B AT B R . 25 RN 4 A o8 A
#9%57 Bla=O0RF , Hash J5 12 b 2 i i i) 55 S, 3 /2 ol T IR M
o0 7 0 30T % B AT A A 3 5 2 R A AT S ¥ ) B
BHE «<0. 5EF, DPBS J7 % Ml 1S J7 2 B $RAT I A1 6 K F Hash
T S 3 T ik A BAT B AR 228 KL & RS DPBS J7 i
£ Map &5 58 BT R R &b 31 R HCHE 15 S, 1S 7 1k R A
Reduce B B2 J5 87N T & I 48 46 5 24 040 43 A K 35 55 & 31
fir Bl o>>0.5 B B o B9 K, DPBS J5 kAl IS J5 i i AT
B [E] A X F Hash 7736 8 208> . X F Hash 7k, bl 5 B0

0 ARk EE 010 98 o o JH A E AT I (] 9 I AT e B0 S2 2 40 4
B W 958 R 5 17 SR ) DPBS 1 1S 19 i 0532k 1) 6 ol 32 50018 1
IS ML/ s BT o (955 B BEAG HE L 1S J7 3 (9 4b BT[] 2
ST DPBS J5 ik X 2 H R 1S 5k T — b b ge i 4R AR .
L BT DU X T R [ BTAR) BE 04 Kdie 46 . 1S T 15 AR RE R
B 19 A RO

x10!

44

42

40

38

EATH /s

36

34

0 05 10 20 25 30

15
B

K3 Bk AERRE Zipf B R L iz A7 i W] 0
Fig. 3 Contrast of running time of algorithms on standard

Zipf data sets
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Fig. 4 Running time on MapReduce for each round of

clustering algorithms
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Table 1 Record amount and running time of maximum load

reducer for each round
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HE e ; i F 3 ; i F 3 ;

BRI s BRE g BRE g

1 178600 8.2 136900 6.2 135800 6.2

2 142700 5 110300 6.4 137700 6.2

3 190200 7.6 138200 6.2 139500 6.3

4 243400 9.8 138500 6.3 138700 6.2

5 231800 9.2 136100 6.2 137400 6.2
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