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Acceleration for Graph Application in MapReduce
with Eliminating Redundant Messages

NoBUYUKI KUROMATSU,t MASAO OKITAt and KENICHI HAGIHARA'

For MapReduce graph applications based on message passing, this papar proposes a new
method to reduce communications between Map tasks and Reduce tasks, which are a bot-
tleneck of a MapReduce job. The proposed method is a combination of the following two
techniques. The first technique reduces the number of messages by removing redundant mes-
sages in a MapReduce job. The second technique reduces the size of a message by reusing
message patterns of the first job in iterative jobs after the second. Experimental results show
that the proposed method is up to 1.57 times faster than an existing in-mapper combining
method for PageRank apllications with MapReduce.

T2, 2070, KB 7 F 7 BEIZ MapReduce

1. U &I EEREDSE G,

AR, MEFITBOLERIC X % 7T 7 AR E 2 £ 0
TwaY, FlZE, 2012 FRE TR AL Y 2RO Y =
TR=DF 9 &M LT 52, 7 = 7 Loz R
WL T 27012, D27 R=U%EMN, Vv o%
WeERRTT7 70EPHsNS, L2L, V=7
R—=Y ORI THARERARIC X 5 777 7 f# s
AR D DD H B,

75 RY L CKRBI T — % % WHr8uLE 4 3 F
& LT, Google 232ME L 72 MapReduce 707 7 2
Y 7EFAY 23% 5, MapReduce 1357 —% % key &
value DfHl (key-value pair, B KVP) & LT,
BHDI 2% 7 —F (DK, Hiz/ —F) LTl
ICAWET 2. MapReduce (& / — FZBIT 52 £T
W2 BT —yEE XOFTHEENRr —F 7 b

T ORBRRSE REABefdp Az st
The Graduate School of
Information Science and Technology of
Osaka University

(© 2013 Information Processing Society of Japan

Jimmy Lin 51X v =Yy o v It 7
7 7 73V X LD MapReduce F28 % &b 3 5 F
ERRELTL2Y, Zo7ATY RLERD (i)~
(iii) D#VELTH S,

(i) RIERIZB W TIEHRDONERIREE & s 75 7
&I CRHEZIT)

(i) RIERICBIT 2 (1) OF5R (LI, xve—L
IESR) %2 2N ZNOBEHRICIE T

(i) BRIEAICB W TR Mo 2 A v 2=V % b LIIX
DNEIREZ FHHT 5

AL T, ZO7NTY AL% Jimmy 87— &

#iT %, PageRank® 21U ®, Lr¥ 2y b7 —

7MW e 7 T 7D % 1% Jimmy /8% — > TH

HcE39,

Jimmy 8% — > 23T 284, 1HO#HDEL 2
1 i@ MapReduce ¥ a 7 CHEBIT 5, Map 7 = —
A, Shuffle 7 z— X, 8L Reduce 7z —X (2%
THEID) BENFN (), (i), 8L (i) ST 3.

88



SACSIS2013

Symposium on Advanced Computing Systems and Infrastructures

TESD X v 2 —2 & Shuffle 7 = —X12BF 5 KVP
(DA%, Wl KVP) & LT/ —FHTEZEIN2,
—#%1Z, MapReduce DR kL v 7 I1ZH[E KVP O
R LR TH 2707, EBLOLDITIEA v £ —
Y OHIEPEETH %, Jimmy 5 DFIE PageRank
@ MapReduce % 1.69 f5@# L L 7.

F&lZ, Jimmy 8 ¥ — v ENRIC, HE KVP OF
BaPERT 2 2 & TEEb T 207 B RET 5.
Jimmy & DBEFETIEE key DEBICEH LT KVP
ZHENT 20, REFHEIL value DEHEICEH LT
KVP 267 5.

ARETl 2 3T MapReduce DALFHLAIZ DWW TIAR
%, 31 TlE PageRank 7 7V r—>avo7naY
AL%, 4TI Jimmy ¥ — v ZEELd % 0
FIEZENT 5. Hid b ETREFEDHMEZTRL,
6 ETHBMRZ R T, REBICTETAEZELD S,

2. MapReduce

1 [1]® MapReduce %17% MapReduce ¥ 2 7 (DA
B, Bz ay) LR, ¥ a 73D Map ¥ 27
& Reduce # R 7 G I %, Map ¥ A7 D%
ANT—F B L CHBIICHE 4, Reduce
A7 DRFL—FDVIEET 5. ¥ a 7OUHOFN
ZR1ISRT, 1 MoY a 7o Map 7 = —X
Shuffie 7 = — X, Reduce 7 z—RAD 3 DOD7 = —R
WK TED, BRE2B27-0IYa 7TRBDIRLHE
TT2860H 5.

AF—y3—ERBITLic7my 7icp8lah, &
W7 74 A7 5 (DFS) Z2HRk§ 2% /7 —F ki
HLTW3, Map # A7 IZANT—% DJEprkic
ST/ —FicElhYtons?, —7, Reduce ¥
A7 IZRATEICBIR R &, — Fic#lh YTons,
=070 77 52 0RLIMTLTH, Ya7lt
2/ =Rl uTonzd g 27 320T 5, kS
B3 DFS ICfRfF 3 3,

Reduce 7 = —RIZBIT 2 AMOEHEFEHT 5729,
MapReduce 13/8—F 4 > a YO ZHAZ 5, /$—
T4 ¥ a v ElE, KVP O key 222 RE ORBIHIC5E
LXK ThH5. 7740 FDHBNE key DNy > 2
ETH 255, 2—FBHMICEETE 5. %4 Reduce
FATIBLODA—F 4 ¥ a VBT BHHEKVP %
WIS 2780, S—TF 4> a »Eh Reduce ¥ A 7
L, AMPEEICOIT 5 &) ARl 2 —
DR B0 D B,

Map 7 2 —A T3, &£ Map YR B 1ODANT
0y 7% L TR Map W% FETT 2, Hon

(© 2013 Information Processing Society of Japan

SACSIS2013
2013/5/23

MapZz—X | ShuffleZ7z—X |Reduce71—f|

N=F1¥av1 |

MapHRY

Reduce

Ut

=
Mapig | ¥ |

Map5# %9
O—hILT+A% (CHEKP ]|

DEITAIV AT Ls

1 MapReduce ¥ a 7O OGiN
Fig.1 A flow of a MapReduce job

72KVP 3 8—F 14 vaviicEedon, —Ev4
ATERZTAAZICHERENS, INREAELT 7
ANWEMER ZAELT7 74 VDEEZAAIT Map LI
EX =Ty T LUTEFTIND, Map ¥ A7 IFZEAT]
BB 785, BAENLT7 7 A VDNE% key TV —
FL, HOF 4 22718 HYT (K1(1)) .

Shuffle 7 = — X TlZ Reduce ¥ A7 DA FT—%
EERT S, £9, WINDD Map Y A7 D517 T
% &, Reduce ¥ AZZHHDHYTZ8—F 1 3
VBT B9 KVP 2% D Map ¥ A 7 2> 585§
2 (X 1(2) . Xic, Reduce MUELD AN T —% % 4E
KT 270, FEOHE KVP % key &2V —F
L, 12D774ANICELEDT 4 AZICHEHT (K
1(3)) . ZOWEB LY — FMIKTE LD Map ¥ A
P EX=NRNTy T LTFEITIND, & Map F AT D
WERE2Y — 193 £ T Shufle 7 = — X135 <.

Reduce 7 = — AT, key Z & ICHE D 5 dilH]
KVP % Reduce ¥ A 7 HMERI T 2 2 & TR
R ERD 5.

3. PageRank

PageRank CTldvV = 7%2F1M777 G=(V,E) &
ALY, VELIOERENZNT 27 R—D2HHRL
THHEMEAB LYY v 2HE LT 2UHEETH S,

PageRank DtEEIEU FOR (1)~(3) TH 2,
R (1) THEERICN LYRiED 7 v 7 %252, R (3)
Ziize 3 £ T (2) DIEZERDIKT,

1
Pr(v;1) = Vi W
g Paust— 1)
Pr(vit) = V] +d Z [Nowt(u)] @

UEN;, (v)

89



SACSIS2013

Symposium on Advanced Computing Systems and Infrastructures

0 N O Ul W N

W oW W WK N NNNINIDNNDNDDL 2 =R s e e e e
DR~ OO 0T AR WNR,O©OWNO R WN RO ©

struct Vertex{
double rank //BAED T v 7 Pr(v;t)
int vertices // |V|
List<String> adjacency //Nout(v)
}
struct Message{
String from //* vt — &K L 2 TER O 1
double message //M,
}

void map(String v, Vertex N){ // < v, N > ZAJ]
Message M
M.from «— v
M.message < N.rank / |N.adjacency]|
//u € Noyi(v) \& M, 2¥ET
foreach (String u :N.adjacency)
emit(u, M) // HH KVP< u, M > £ LT
//Nout (v) ZRDFEY IR L ~FFH BT
emit(v, N)
¥

void reduce(String v, List<Object> [X1, X2, ...]){
Vertex N
double s « 0
foreach(Object X :[X7, X2, ...])
if(isVertex(X)) / /W& Vertex 5 &9 %>
N — X
else
s <« s+ X .message
N.rank «— (1 — d)/N.vertices+d -s /] 7 ¥ 7 DHH
emit(v, N) // #iH8D KVP< v, N > & LTHD
// R (3) I X & THE ()

2 MapReduce (81} % PageRank O Hiffigiak
Fig.2 A naive implementation of PageRank
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ELTHET
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Table 1 The experimenatal environment
CPU Intel Xeon 3.2GHz 4 cores
FahE DDR3-SDRAM 1333MHz ECC 8 GB
N—FF 4227 | SATA 6 Gb/s 7200 rpm 1TB

E A/ Gigabit Ethernet

OS CentOS 5.6

Hadoop N—¥av 1.0.1
HDFS It Hadoop = AR

DR % R CTHLMFEE 2 F4T 9 %, D Reduce
FAT qlF, NIz KVP 256 v & Liglv) DX
WREERL, v—ALT 4 A7 IR FET 5, 2[HH
DR, MEFERZFETTS. ¢l <0, M, > %
RO M, OREILHER (v) EXIERD?S Lg|v)
2L, 7V REHET 5,

72721, IRS TIHMERD ¢ 2 a2 7OMDIRLIZE
W=D/ = FIZfl D B TE20EBH 5. Lal,
MapReduce DIFHER 7 ¥ 2 — 713 Z DERFED 72 o,
ZITqIINT 2/, —F2IEETLYa7A Y 2 —
TERFEL L, TOYVaTRTY2—FDFT XY v b
& LT, AKD MapReduce 2Miii 2 %5 Reduce ¥ A 7
DitEE Iz Kb S, HERETOT A Y v Mk,

6. ¥ fiff

PageRank % NRICIREFE L IMC O HilkEE%
1o 7. EITI21E MapReduce % FEE L 724 — 7~
V=AY 7+ x7TH% Hadoop” % fl\>7z, FEh
BEZ2E£1ITRT. Map YA 2D 70y 7DOKREZ
1264 MB & L, Reduce ¥ 27 D¥x/ — FE L H
Bz, XS—=F 42 avOHAETF 74V TH 5,
PageRank DR e = 0.005 & L 7=,

B, SETRLELLIIC, REFEILIREOY 2
ZICIEATE R, REFEEHVLIEATY, 1
BHOY a 713K 2 DHifligEE & FkOFELZHV 5.,
2 MHPEDY a2 72 RRSP & IRS Z#H T 3.

6.1 Vx7O—ERERWCEER

FEDY = T DA AL 72777 T =5 %
MO TIREFEZIHIT 2. $E5EK Wikipedia'® @
“Portals” _X— #I5E L LIBEAEHEETC/7u—1 L
TR E S LI, V] =999,991, |E| = 46,174,713
DITF 7T =5 BEKL 7.

ZOFT—FEIE 295 MB THH, Map ¥ A7 51H
FDOANT—=FIHYT 2, 22T, /—F%&5HH
T PageRank 27 L7, v 7 BIURT %% T
WZREDR L 72 a 7o%kiE 10 RITH 3,
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REFERE T4 A7EN %2 map £E4 =17 v 7
T570, T4 A7 HAREIZE? T EFEEL v,
Map ¥ A7 D Z DfiZEICHR KVP D=—Y Y —
FTHDH, Thd KVP HOBKIC k> THE 1.9 %
K L 72,

REFIRICE T 2 % reduce DAIRRHEIX IMC &
Ol LT 1.4 B8 U 72, 2 oBiHIE, IRS DA —
Ny BFED AT KVP B e k 2 B4 reduce
DRI RE VD EFEZL 51D, Reduce ¥ A
7 DZDME, EILT—FEEE -V —FTH D,
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Fig.8 Speedup with proposed method and IMC for DS-L

K2 FUFAERLEY T 73T % PageRank DRFEFTH
RO S B, nt ST/ — P, e FEHRED
Table 2 Total execution time of PageRank for random
generated graphs

n e HiffigLak IMC  REFE

25 1,376 1,342 1,216

60 | 50 2,543 2,329 1,957

75 3,865 3,471 2,807

25 2,026 1,903 1,672

DS-L | 40 | 50 3,966 3,509 2,868
75 6,299 5,354 4,084

25 4,076 3,820 3,088

20 | 50 8,696 7,563 5,311

75 1,4684 12,132 7,736

25 844 839 774

60 | 50 1,267 1,196 1,017

75 2,031 1,804 1,519

25 1,125 1,125 087

DS-S | 40 | 50 1,942 1,786 1,365
75 3,106 2,773 2,016

25 2,163 2,082 1,656

20 | 50 3,880 3,411 2,504

75 6,450 5,418 3,914

PERE % 3T 9 5 .

ANELT V| =1 D777 5F—% DSL &
V| =5 FTHD777F7—% DS-S ZERL. &H
MOBEEZEHENIZ S v LITIEL T3, LI
Java @ Random 7 7 A (—kk53AH) Z w7z, DS-L
& DSSDZNEFNTHFMRE e 2 25, 50, B &
075 ET RN 6 O T - 2HE L. DS-L D
F—F ®id e = 25,50,75 DA TZNZE N 24 GB,
44 GB, 8LU'66 GBTH D, DS-SDT—F &iE*Z
NZFN12CB, 22GB, BXU33GB TH 3.

FITF ) —F¥n % 20, 40, BXU 60 EZHL %28
5, 6 DT —# Ikt L T PageRank #5175 %,
ETOHAICBVTI V7P T 2 £ Tic 5[ 3
TERBEDIRL 72,

REFIEE L O IMC OMFETIRMZ £ 2 12, Hl
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Fig.9 Speedup with proposed method and IMC for DS-S

R 3 REFEB L IMC o] KVP oI
Table 3 Reduction rate of the number of intermediate
KVP with proposed method and IMC

7= P8 | HIEER SRR

25 50 75

60 Dy 1.00 0.96 0.96

Dgr 0.78 0.62 0.51

DS-L 40 Dy 0.96 0.96 0.96
Dr 0.70  0.52  0.40

20 Dy 0.96 096 0.96

Dgr 0.52 0.33 0.24

60 Dy 0.96 0.93 0.97

Dr 0.79 0.62 0.52

DS-S 40 Dy 0.97 093 0.97
Dgr 0.71 0.52 0.41

20 Dr 0.97 0.93 0.97

Dgr 0.54 0.33 0.25

FININ T ZREFIE L IMC OMER EXEZX 8 &
FUORO9ITRT, £2 kD, REFICBVLTREFE
W IMC & DL, BAR 157 f5Ecdh -7 (DS-L
WRLTe="75%»2n=20).

6.2.1 TERHEICKZMHREZE(L

K8BIUKI XD, n>40 D e —EDE X
[V| 28K L CHREFEORE R LRIZIZIFEML
v, ZOMHE, R3IVWRTEHIC, Dr AL
BVl THS, iUt Dr OFHUES |V ITHAEL
wnZE (A (BG)EH) »2obRYTH S,

L2L, n=20»D2e>50DLE, |V|HHK
T % LREFEOBEN ERIFHKRT S, oA
Shuffle 7 t —=XDA =17 v 7iH %, DS-LIcxfL
THIFEEEEB X IMC 2 ET L84, 2To7—
YRk %E Map 72— R EA—=NF v 7 TET, B
reduce DBIIE F CTICRFBRFEFEAE L T, —J5
T, DS-L ik L THREFEEZET L IEEE, 7%
R R+, FT—YEREBEICA =Ty
TTER, TO X)L, i KVP OBIIFIRERF S
RO BN o bERHTH 5.



SACSIS2013

Symposium on Advanced Computing Systems and Infrastructures

E 7, RETH AR, hoZME2EEL TV
AL TH, IMC OMER ERE X Dy OEMIfE
L, 28, mIZANT—2RICHBIL, A
NF=ZEBEI AL TH 2702 DT =5 R |V|
BlWeictfils 2z, KX 4) &b Dy oFHMEIZRD
K (6) LD, |V ICHBITZ (kI3ER .

D =k|V| (6)
Z DFEBTIE, DS-SITx LTI TIZ Dy 28 EBRME (1)
V720, DS-LICKT 2 Dy i33mL o7,

6.2.2 DEEICLZMHREZE(L

X8 kb, otz EEL Ce ZHKT 2 LM
BE EEIIR T 5, IREFHE IMC 2l T 5 L
REFEOHEEA ERIF L O REIKRT S, K9b
[EREDEM 2R g,

COHMIZ, e SWMATBE D BBAT DT
Hs (£3). AGB) &b, PHIED e ICSIHIT 2,
UL e BIREWVIZER A vt —T % value £ T %
i KVP BN T 270 Th %, %8 Dr &3
s XOFHEE biIcelc k6T —ETHB (R (6)).

DLEXY, AJ177 7 OAFEEDIEIE ERETFIE
DRI LT 3,

6.2.3 /—FHICLBMHEREEIL

M8 &, M2 EEL Tn 28KT 5 LH
BRI 5, fREFEL IMC 2HET % &
REFHEOHEER LRI LV RELHDTS, K9
[FERE DT %2 7R d,

COBHIE, ndWERT D E DR BHERT57-0T
Hs (F3) . KEFETIEr=n &t L%kd, K (5)
K OFUED n (ZHBIT 2, n BWREVIZE 1 DD
NR=T 4 aVIGERFEINDI Ry =YD T 57
OThH5. &E, D FEHHES LCFHIHEE bicn
WKLo T—ETH 5.

XG)ED, niclbsT r 2—EICFETIE
Dr O Rz AN LEE R L2 fFcE 5. LaL,
Z D Reduce 7 = — RADAMH r HD /) — FIZE
HFL, n—rfD/ — FPERIREICR S, nickiL
Tr PP OEEIEENRIEMET L, N L3R
W2, LizddoT, n AL LGEICITEY) 2
r ERET HZHEDH 5.

7. % & &

A Jimmy 8% — > LT 5 TR IRE
L7, BRI, £9, 1 2® MapReduce ¥ 3 7
IZBWT, 220/ — FETIKEI 115 [ KVP O
value HEET 5 Z LICHEHL, [H—D value 2D
KVP Z#& 322 £ TKVP #Z2HIRL 7. Xiz,
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MapReduce ¥ a 7O#E DR LIBT3 5N T—%
EHOPLOU—ANT 4 AT 52 ETKVP
DF— 5 BEEHL 7.

PageRank O MapReduce FEZEIHRETiEZEH L,
W OEELTHETH 2 IMC & R L TRA 1.57 f5%
DEHYLEEN L7z, & 512, PageRank 2% L T,
IR ETFE IMC kW EETH L I LB ITA
N5 7 DUBEEDE N IE ERRETEOMERE N BT
L2 E®ERLE,

SHOBEIL, RETFEZ AV 2HE0#Y) 7 Re-
duce ¥ A 7 BDOPE, LK Jimmy 285 — ¥ DA
TINT = a Y ANDREFHEDIGHTH 3.

B AT O—TRIIRIAA TG (gL
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