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@ hitp://192.168.159.128:3000/job_list/32

(& HadoopProcessAnalyzer

HadoopProcessAnalyzer
job_list: ec2_LOG

168.52
2178
50.65

Average Job Time
Average Map Time.
Average Reduce Time

Job Name Duration | §%*

job 201312010301 0001
fob_20 0002
job_201312010301_0003
job_201312010801_0004
Job_201312010901_0005
Job_201312010901_0006
job_201312010901_0007
job_201312010901_0008
Jjob_201312010901_0009
job_201312010301_0010
job_201312010901_0011
job_201312010901_0012
Job_201312010901_0013
Job 201312010301 0014
Job 201312010301 0015
Job 201312010301 0016
job 201312010307 0001
job_201312010807_0002
Job_201312010907_0003
Job_201312010907_0004
job_201312010907_0005
job_201312010907_0008
Job_201312010907_0007
Job_201312010307_0008
Job_201312010307_0003
Job_201312010307_0010
job_201312010307_0011
job_201312010807_0012
Job_201312010907_0013
job 201312010907 0014
job 201312010907 0015
job 201312010907 0016

42 e9ie3iz2 @9iesiez
I 1

78.98 sec
104.87 sec
101.75 sec
120.65 sec
235.25 sec
202.73 sec
197.63 sec
190.49 sec
188.68 sec
187.87 sec
174.82 sec
193.56 sec

199.0 sec
192.19 sec
187.54 sec
173.51 sec

84.95 sec

95.25 sec

87.93sec
156.86 sec
21463 sec
193.53 sec

190.1 sec
210.13 sec
173.94 sec
176.33 sec
179.42 sec
189.36 sec
183.99 sec
181.84 sec
174.55 sec
170.28 sec

presese

wrsmssnsss
sassssannten
brpess bt s
skt bt
bt bt
Sttt
svnmsenres e
ssesrs e
Saprrsemassree
nmesres s
e ees
seesnmse e ey
Sssssnm S
ssnsnnsssnisssR

168.52 sec !

1 |
esielidz esieni2z @9:05:02 090842 0922 €310302 @9:11:42

09:06:42 esieEi2z 310302 @9
1

Start Time End Time

I |
2013-12-01 09:01:42
2013-12-01 09:01:49
2013-12-01 09:01:55
2013-12-01 09:02:02
2013-12-01 09:02:08
2013-12.01 09:02:15
2013-12.01 09:02:22
2013-12.01 09:02:27
2013-12-01 09:02:34
2013-12-01 09:02:40
2013-12-01 09:02:47
2013-12-01 09:02:53
2013-12-01 02:03:00
2013-12-01 09:03:06
2013-12-01 09:03:12
2013-12-01 09:03:18

2013-12-01 09:03:01
2013-12-0109:03:34
2013-12-01 09:03:37
2013-12-01 09:04:02
2013-12-01 09:06:04
2013-12-01 09:05:38
2013-12-01 09:05:39
2013-12-01 09:05:38
2013-12-01 09:05:43
2013-12-01 09:05:48
2013-12-01 09:05:42
2013-12-01 09:06:07
2013-12-01 09:06:19
2013-12-01 09:06:18
2013-12-01 09:06:20
2013-12-01 09:06:12

P 2013-12-01 09:08:31 2013-12-01 09:09:56
B 2013-12-0109:08:37 2013-12-0109:10:13
susssy 2013-12-0109:08:44 2013-12-01 09:10:12
sussnss R 20131201 09:08:50 2013-12-01 09:11:27
sanmssssesssErRSs. 2013-12-01 09:08:57 2013-12-01 09:12:32
snnssssessarsssRt 2013-12-01 09:09:05 2013-12-01 09:12:18.
omes s 2013-12-0109:09:11 2013-12-01 09:12:21
swssssrrsssrsssareesss | 2013-12-0109:09:16  2013-12-01 09:12:46
Frssammssas e 2013-12-0109:09:23 2013-12-0109:12:17
Frsssmmstaepe e 2013-12-0109:09:29  2013-12-0109:12:25
P 2013-12-0109:09:36 2013-12-0109:12:35
sesspsssprsssssersss | 2013-12.0109:09:42 2013-12-0109:12:51
sssmsssssstsserssss | 2013-12.0109:09:48 2013-12-01 09:12:52
sonsssnpsnsernsssss | 2013-12.0109:09:54 2013-12-01 09:12:56
somsssnpensernsssss | 2013-12.0109:10:01 2013-12-01 09:12:55
2013-12-01 09:10:08 2013-12-01 09:12:58

@ hitp://192:168.159.128:3000/j0b/690 D-C
HadoopProcessAnalyzer
ec2 LOG
job_201312010901_0006
Avg Max Min
MapTaskTime  2831sec 5152sec 155sec
ReduceTaskTime 5146sec 67.95sec 36.46 sec
TaskAttempt Name TaskTracker Duration
attempt 201312010901 0006 m 000000 0 172,315,151 1768 sec
attempt_201312010901_0006_m_000001 0 172.31.10.27 485 sec
attempt_201312010901_0006_m_000002 0  172.31.3.231 19.13 sec
attempt 201312010901 0006 m_000003 0  172.31 38.02 s8¢
attempt 201312010901_0006 m 000004 0 1723126 1591 sec
attempt_201312010901_0006_m_000005 0  172.31.9.255 32.92sec
attempt_201312010901_0006_m_000006 0  172.31.4.158 26.26 sec
201312 0006 m_000007 0 172312173 2531 sec
attempt_201312010901_0006_m_000008 0  172.31.4.158 25.37 sec
attempt_201312010901_0006_m_000009 0 172.31.14.159 2291 sec
attempt_201312010901_0006_m_000010 0 172.31.161 2334 sec
attempt_201312010901_0006_m_000011 0 1723114159 35,69 sec
attempt_201312010901_0006_m 000012 0 172316244 3422 sec
attempt 201312010301 0006 m 000013 0 172.31.1.61 28.42 sec
attempt 201312010901 0006 m 000014 0 17231234 155sec
attempt 201312010901 0006 m 000015 0 172.31.11.103 25.86 sec
attempt 201312010901 0006 m 000016 0 172.31.11.103 24,05 sec
attempt_201312010901_0006_m_000017 0 1723114159 5152 5ec
1 172310234 22,08 sec
attempt_201312010901_0006_m_000019 0  172.31.4.128 33.47 sec
attempt_201312010901_0006_r 000000 0  172.31.7.182 67.95 sec
attempt_201312010901_0006_r 000001 0 172315151 65.25 sec
attempt 201312010901 0006 r 000002 0 172.31.2.17: 60.16 sec
attempt_201312010901_0006_r 000003 0 172318145 65.88 sec
attempt_201312010901_0006_r_000004 0 1723114159 62.18 sec
attempt_201312010901_0006_r 0000050 17231816 6062 sec
attempt_201312010901_0006_r_000006 0 1723114159 6106 sec
attempt_201312010301_0006_r 000007 0 172.313.231 48.98 sec
attempt 201312010901 0006 r 000008 0 172.31 4255 sec
attempt 201312010901 0006 r 000003 0 17231816 4327 sec
attempt 201312010301 0006 r 000010 0 172.31.4.128 38.59 sec
attempt 201312010901 0006 r 000011 0 172.31.0.234 46,58 sec
attempt 201312010901 0006 r 000012 0 172.31.161 38.98 sec
attempt_201312010901_0006_r 000013 0 17231234 59.71sec
attempt_201312010901_0006_r_000014 0 172.31.4.128 38.32 seC
attempt_201312010901_0006_r 0000150 172316244 47,65 sec
attempt_201312010901_0006_r_000015_1 [NA725110254 4181sec
attempt_201312010901_0006_r 000016 0 17231816 50.27 sec
attempt_201312010901_0006_r 000016 1 | 72315451 2783 sec
attempt_201312010901_0006_r 000017 0 1723126 45.16 sec
attempt_201312010901_0006_r 000018 0  172.31.4.128 36.46 sec
attempt_201312010301_0006_r 000018 0 17231161 49.55 sec
17231.9.255 1583 sec

©9:02:18 09:02:38 09:02:58 09:03:18 09:03:38 09:03:S8 09:04:18 09:04:38 09:041SE 09:05:18 09:05:38
1 1 1 1 1 I ! 1 1 1 i

4, 7 7 RFTEFINT JobD—&

oerenen

mermmsersn s rsen

esrnsmsarresnitens

R

mermssermsraes

oerenearees

memememrens

evansmenres

| 1
09:02:13 99:02:38 09:02:58 09:03:18 09:03:38 09:03:58

OO 1111111
soemEREE
P
PNt}
P
P
RO 111111111
OO 111111111
ORI
RCOBCOR0GCL 11111111111
I
O 1111111
BB 1111111
sosmosoE

1 1 1 | |
09:04:16 99:04:38 09:04:58 09:05:18 09:05:38

LastCopyDuration Start Time.

358 sec
665 sec
7.06 sec
5.96 sec
676 sec
6.99sec
8.99sec
11.72sec
58.76 sec
63.84 sec
6264 sec
70.05 sec
68.62sec
7057 sec
68.95 sec

113.19 sec

113,69 sec

115.41 sec
1312 sec

115.44 sec

113.84 sec

117.73 sec

143.71 sec

09:02:18
09:02:18
09:02:18
09:02:18
09:02:18
09:02:18
09:02:18
09:02:18
09:02:18
09:02:18
09:02:18
09:02:18
09:02:18
09:02:18
09:02:18
09:02:18
09:02:18
09:02:18
09:02:19
09:02:18
09:02:36
09:02:40
09:02:40
09:02:41
09:02:46
09:02:55
09:03:02
09:03:04
09:03:51
09:03:56
09:03:59
09:03:59
09:04:01
09:04:04
09:04:04
09:04:37
09:04:47
09:04:39
09:05:07
09:04:40
09:04:42
09:04:45
09:05:24

End Time
09:02:36
09:03:07
090237
09:02:56
09:02:34
09:02:51
0902145
09:02:43
09:02:44
09:02:41
09:02:42
09:02:54
09:02:53
09:02:47
09:02:34
09:02:44
09:02:42
09:03:10
09:02:41
09:0252
09:03:44
090345
09:03:40
09:03:47
09:03:48
09:03:56
09:04:03
09:03:53
09:04:34
09:04:39
09:04:37
09:04:46
09:04:40
090503
09:04:42
09:05:24
09:05:29
09:05:30
09:05:35
09:05:26
09:05:19
09:05:34
09:05:39

5 JobD ¥ X7 —&




HadoopProcessAnalyzer

TaskTracker: 172.31.5.151

Network Usage(Receive)

2,000
1,500

1,000

ShowAll ShowMap ShowReduce
| ] 1 I I 1 1 1 [l 1

attempt 201312010901 0001_m_000009_0  job 201312010901 0001 | wesss
attempt 201312010901 0001 r 000018 0 job 201312010901 0001 | wemimIIIIIL
attempt 201312010901 0001 r 000019_0 job 201312010901 0001 | ESCSYIIIIIIIIINY

attempt 201312010901 0003 m 000009 0 job 201312010901 0003 -

attempt 201312010901 0004_m_000000_0  job 201312010901_0004 e

attempt 201312010901 0004 m 000009 0 job 201312010901 0004 e

attempt 201312010901 0004_r 000013 0 job_201312010901 0004 OG0

attempt 201312010901 0004_r 000014 0  job_ 201312010901 0004 OG0

attempt 201312010901 0004_r_000016_0  job_201312010901_0004 e TN

mpt_20131203 m_000000_0 job_201312010901_0006 —

attempt 201312010901 0006_r_000001 0  job_201312010901_0006 e S TTITITyITT

s 001 ) s

e o S

6, TaskTracker TEfF & 17z Task —&

HadoopProcessAnalyzer

job 201312010901 0006

attempt_201312010901_0006_m_000000_0

RunsAt 172315151
Duration 1768 sec.
Completed? true
09:02:18 o

Lifetime TaskTracker Resource Usage

Network

1,600

1,200

0
9:02:18 9:02:20 9:02:22 9:02:24 9:02:26 9:02:28

Disk0

0e——o—
18:02:18 18:02:20 18:02:22 18:02:24 18:02:26 18:02:28

9:02:30

18:02:30

9:02:32

18:02:32

9:02:34

18:02:34

X 7, JobD¥ R 7 —8&
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AR FERERE

AKX D LD FLIZ X, FEFE D Hadoop 7 7 A % # LW EEEFE R &£ 5, 2 2T,
ARETIIARRINEIEE L TH O 7 ERBREEOHi2 1T .

EET, FEENICHEEL 72275 2% (Labcluster) & Amazon EC2 FIcKssE L 727 5
2% (EC2cluster) @ 225027 5 A% [T Job %517 L. HadoopProcessAnalyzer % H
WTZDRRE TN TE I EICE>T T 7,

FRICH 72 Hadoop D N— a v 1.1.2 TH %, Zd Hadoop 2, KfEHED a2 —
R 2478 L., Reduce task 232 ZF D Map il 57— ¥ BUSIC 0> 72 FE 2 1 7'
HOdT 28 E2EBML %, ¥/, Hadoop D FEiTICfE> T, 3 TR %«
HadoopProcessAnalyzer @ TaskTracker V) ¥V — ZEH A 7V 7 + % 4% TaskTracker | C
FIT L7, 2o DERERES D 726 T4 —N—~y FIFIEFIZ/NE |, Hadoop @ Job L
PRIFENC 134 SR L 2o,

4.1. Lab cluster

=N 9 2% (Lab cluster) 1, 1 2OFXAHEY b A —HZy AL v F L THED
J—RIZXoTHREINE AR XaPnDr 7R THb, /— Fix HDD %5 CPU
. RAMARICEWTREIFSDEDDH D, Taskslot #id CPU MERBICIG U TR Z £
7 Tw3, £1IFoHMzERT,

4.2. EC2 cluster

Amazon EC2 7 5 2% (EC2 cluster) (%, IAAS 127 5% F¥y—E A TH % Amazon
EC2 LICHESE L 727 9 A T, b1 D/ — F2 oI NTWw3, 55 ETIT I IR
T, 206D/ — K657 5 A% 2w, EC2 cluster DIEREZEM % £ 2 1IR3,
%7 —=FiZik, EC2OA Y RAF v A7 T 1285 “ml . xlarge” [12] ZH\»7-, EC2 DA
YARY VAT VPREDRPE, CPU Y 7y Fa 7T, itHEICHW2 Z Lok HDD
4B LTw5, ZL CRAM 2 o AaEiEfR S Tw 253, [1] THIHIN TS
— 7% Hadoop @/ — FHEREIEL WrsTH B, /o &/ —FD %y b7 —7 1/0
B2 A KDY ZIE 1Gbps RIS N TWwW B & [8] THEINTE DY, HHD
Hadoop 7 7 A% ZREE L 72BR L iR L Cftaz o Th 5, 7272 L, iperf Z T/
— FWMl%y b7 — W2 EBICEHIIL -2 25, &%/ — FRIOFER = v b7 — 738X
1~-1.5Gbps THH., ¥AHE Y A —% 3% v b THAER I -7 Hadoop 7 7 A %
X0 L E TSR A > 72, 512, TGl TR 51T % X 9 12, Amazon EC2 1%
BTCD/—FB 1 207y 7 IZHELTwE L)%, AY—HOrFRaPLtihidTI LD
TE%%v b7 — 7% >Tw3, MapReduce 7 5 271, I v 724 v FCHki
INTEBEDOT v 7ICREINT ) — FREC X > THEBEN2ERLEnbDNLTED .,
ZD7y 7BAA Yy FTORy b7 —VEENL CBHISN TR [10] , 2O L) Bty
kY — 7L EC2 LTS S 7z Hadoop 7 7 A9 TRIEAEL RV I LICHETRET
bH5b,
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# 1, Lab cluster M:REZEH

Name Role CPU Core RAM ‘ HDD Task slot
JobTracker Phenom Il X4

NO NameNode 920 4 4GB 1 N/A
N1 Core i7 960 4 6GB 4
N2 Map: 4
N3 TaskTracker | Xeon E3 1240 4 4GB 3 Reduce: 4
N4 DataNode
N5 Map: 2
NG Celeron G550 2 2GB 2 Reduce: 2

% 2, EC2 cluster M:REZEHH

Core, RAM Task slot
NO JobTracker N/A
NameNode | Xeon E5507
RY 4 15GB 5
N1~ TaskTracker (tH2) Map: 4
N51 DataNode Reduce: 4

4.3. Hadoop DERIERE

HDFS @7 7 A v7ay 794 AOWHIMEIZ 64AMB Tdh %03, AWK TIEZ Dfiz
256MB IZHAIR L 72, 24U, KRBT — % 29 Hadoop 7 7 A ¥ IC BT % AV E
T®H 3, [1] £7. Labcluster I2E} % HDFS o 7' 1 v 7 #E8¥% . #IHfED 3526 11
ZEH L7, Z2OMiiE, Lab cluster i3—#%17% Hadoop 7 7 2 & & il L TIEH I HIRE DS
NS, UHEOERETIX HDFS @ 7 7 A v 7ay 7E#NL 6T %y b7 — 7 A
MR EL B->TLEI NS TH S, I 512, Data Local Map task DFEAMEZRDS
HHEIDOESESTLEI ZEDBRLADLTH 5,

Hadoop @ Task scheduler (Z1d2—%%(% 1 NIZEAE L 72 Fair scheduler Z w7,
77 # )V k@ FIFO scheduler Tlx, ##? Job ZWINCEEIEZ I LB TER VDS
TH5, . RET 2HEED scheduling 53\ . Fair scheduler 23 L THEL - b
DTH Y, Job DNFNEfTZ Y A—+T 5,

4.4. B Job

FERITIE, H D Map 7 —% 248 L, 7 — 5k 2 Hadoop OALBIRH 12 52
B9 5k 7% Job TdH 5[13] Sort Job 2R L 7z, Sort Job (3 Hadoop 7 7 X% D A
=Ty FEFHET IRy Fe—27 L LTLIELIFAHVS LT3, [1][14]

AN17—% 1%, Hadoop )&% 27 %247 74 WERK Job TH S “randomwriter”
ZRHOTER L2 bDERMAH L, D Job % 5 BT 7 AZIEALL, AZIN
7 Job BUANIHTENB, DL F, % Job DANT =5 BRXNZNIND T ¥ ¥ b7 =Y
2Tz, WL F— 2126 LT Job % 547§ 2854, Map task Fic, BiEo / — K
127 =% 1O Bl oTLE I P TH B,
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HOE THFER: Job ETHERT A V=X LD
9, BB U 72 SEER5 2T Job 2% T L., Job FEfTIRHIC#2EE§ % Hadoop DK L

I RPE LT, K7 FAZITEAL T Job OFEflEE 3 12”87, Lab cluster 1213 5

fill, EC2 cluster Tix 16 il Job % 5 TR AL, % Job OMEITEEZFE L 72,

# 3 FIHEER Job DFE

Target Cluster Job f&RI| AJF7—% | Maptask #{ | Reduce task ¥ Iaji%b@j-
Lab cluster Sort Random Files 5GB 20 10 5
EC2 cluster Sort Random Files 5GB 20 20 16

5.1. Lab cluster (238} 5 EREK T

8 124 Job D EITHEE %2R T, Job ZARBDHEFIZ 7 7 AT ~DHAIEZFRL T» 3,
9 L¥ 1013 Z N Z# Lab cluster ™4 Job IZFfJE$ % Map & Reduce task o ALBEREH]
DRWEFHDT 57 ThHhb, K9, 10 25 % L, Lab cluster 21} % Map task DFJH%L
D320 PUANICHE T L. 97 F23 40 BDINICHE T LT 5 —77, 180 B ko> T 5
DY T ABHEAEL T B, —J5 T, Reduce task OMBERFIEIZIE S D F A E W,

8 %25 L, Job0 & Jobl, 2 ODERINICIIKE %5052, T, Job EfTHEE
PME RN T B MAZ W T 272012, 205D Job 2B % Task TR Z R L2 F
Fr—bFr(X11,12,13)2H\V 5%, 2D F ¥ — BT 5 “#”1X Map task %, “%” 1% Reduce
task @ Map Hf{]7—4%ZfE7 =4 X (Copy 7 =4 R) %, “I”IZ Reduce task ® Reduce
WHE7 = 4 X (Reduce 7 = A4 R). % LTV I3EFET 42 EMNFIN T, K TETICELL
7= Task #R L T 3%,

600
201 454 452 443
400 316
0 1 2 3 4

8, Job Ef7HRf (Lab cluster)

Sec.

S
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50 45 120.00%

45 99.00%  100.00%

100.00%
2 79.00% 0 0 ’
35 69.00% : 38.00% 97.00% 99.00% 80.00%
30 :
25 45.00% 60.00%
20
15 9 40.00%
1(5) 6 4 l 4 5 ) o L 20.00%

0 H = m . —_ 0.00%

0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180 200
Task processing time (sec.)

X 9, Map task EfTREDRES4 (Lab cluster)

96.00% 120.00%
94.00%

86.00%

76.00%

100.00%

100.00%  80.00%

92.00%
4

94.00%

60.00%

3 7 0% 3 3
847009
00% . 2> 40.00%
- | ! ! ! I 20.00%
0 0
1 ifn-ne

0 20 40 60 80 100120 140 160 180200 220 240 260 280 300 320 340 360 380
Task processing time (sec.)

S = D W kA LN 3 X

B 10, Reduce task EfTHD R4 (Lab cluster)
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MapTasko
MapTask1
MapTask2
MapTask3
MapTask4
MapTask5
MapTaské
MapTask7
MapTask8
MapTask9
MapTask10
MapTaski11l
MapTask12
MapTaski13
MapTask14
MapTask15
MapTask16
MapTask17
MapTask18
MapTask19
ReduceTask0
ReduceTask1
ReduceTask2
ReduceTask3
ReduceTask4
ReduceTask5
ReduceTaské6
ReduceTask7
ReduceTask8
ReduceTask9

#itH#

HiHH#HE

HHHHHH R

#itH#

#HiH#

#iH#

HHHHERE R

#HiH#

HHAH R

#itHt

#HiH#

#iH#

HiHHERHE

HAHHHEHEHEHEHE

HHHH

#itH#

#iHE

HHHHHH R

HHHHERE R

HHHHHEE R
%6%6%6%%6%%6%%6%%%%%%%%%%%%6%%%%6%6%%6%%6%%% | 1 1 |
K6%%6%%6%%6%%%%%6%%%%6%%%%%%%6%6%6%6%%%%% L 1 ELELELELLLLELLEELL]

%6%%6%%6%%%%6%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%% ! 1 1 |
%6%6%6%%6%%6%%6%%%%%%%%%%%%6%%%%6%%6%6%%6%%% | 1 1 |

| I | I | I |
15:04:25 15:05:15 15:06:05 15:06:55 15:07:45 15:08:35 15:09:25

11, JobO @ Task #f74 >~ F 5 ¥ —F (Lab cluster)
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MapTasko
MapTask1
MapTask2
MapTask3
MapTask4
MapTask5
MapTaské
MapTask?7
MapTask8
MapTask9
MapTask10
MapTaski11
MapTask12
MapTask13
MapTask14
MapTask15
MapTask16
MapTask17
MapTask18
MapTask18_1
MapTask19
ReduceTask0
ReduceTask1
ReduceTask2
ReduceTask3
ReduceTask4
ReduceTask5
ReduceTaské
ReduceTask7
ReduceTask8
ReduceTask9

HHHR R
HitHHH#HE
#i#t##
#it#
#it#
#iH#
TR
HitHHH#
HIHHHHHR
Hit##
Hit##
#iH#
HitH#
it
H#HHHHH R
i
#it#
#iHH

HEHHERHEHEHEHEHEHE
HiHHHE
%6%26%%6%6%6%.6%36%.6%6 %6 %6266 %66 66766766 76%6.76 %76 %%6%.%6% |
%6%%6%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%6%%6%%6%6%6%6%66%6 %676 %676 %76 %26 %% | |
%6%%6%%6%%6%%%%6%%%%6%%6%%6%%%%6%%6%%6%%6%%6 %6676 %%6%6%6%%6% | |
%6%26%%6%6%%6%6%36%.6%76 %6966 %666 %6 %6666 6 %676 %676 %676% | |
%6%%6%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%6%6%6%6 %676 %676 %676 %76 %%6%%6% L 11 1111

I I I I I I I
15:04:31  15:05:31 15:06:31 15:07:31 15:08:31 15:09:31 15:10:31

12, Jobl @ Task #f74 >~ FF ¥ —F (Lab cluster)
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MapTasko
MapTask1l
MapTask2
MapTask3
MapTask4
MapTask5
MapTaské
MapTask7
MapTask8
MapTask9
MapTask9_1
MapTask10
MapTaski1l
MapTask12
MapTask13
MapTask14
MapTask15
MapTask16
MapTask17
MapTask18
MapTask18_1
MapTask19
MapTask19_1
ReduceTask0
ReduceTask1
ReduceTask2
ReduceTask3
ReduceTask4
ReduceTask5
ReduceTask5_1
ReduceTaské
ReduceTask7
ReduceTask7_1
ReduceTask8
ReduceTask8_1
ReduceTask9
ReduceTask9_1

HitH#
HitHHH#HE
#HH#HHE
IR
HitH#
#HiH#
B g
HitHHH#
H#HHHRHH

HH#H#H#
HitH#
HitHHH#H#
#i##
HHHH IR R
HitH#
#HiH#
#i#
HHHH

AR R R

%6%6%6%%6%%6%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%% ! |
96%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%% ! | |

%%%%%%%%% ! |
%%%6%6%%%%%%%%%%% ! ! !

I I I I I I I I
15:04:38 15:05:38 15:06:38 15:07:38 15:08:38 15:09:38 15:10:38 15:11:38

X 13, Job2 @ Task #fT4 >~ k5 %*— I (Lab cluster)

1200 - - 120.00%
1019 95.75% 99.39% 0
1000 - —n A 100.00%
800 - 98.79% 100.00% | 80.00%
600 - - 60.00%
400 - - 40.00%

. - 0,

200 35 ; ; 20.00%

0 [ — ; 0.00%

0 10 20 30 40 50
Map Output Data Transfer Time (sec.)
X 14, Map SR D 7 — 7 BEXKRHE O RBE o4 (Lab cluster)
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5.1.1. Map task DM JEMLT

JobO (X 11) T, MapTask6, 8,13,14,18 Z LT 19 2Mbo Map task & gL T
2-6 % b DM ZE L T\ 35 2 E3b A%, Job0 D4T D Map task 1 Data Local ¢
Holld, v F7—=71/0 DFEEIXZIT Tz, 512, Sort Job d Map task &
ANT =8 %@ HPrE 2T TH DR, CPUY Y —RIEHEL 2, LoT, 211690 Map
task OIEMEIZ HDD I/O OBFIEICEK T 2 b D L& 2 61 n, ik, EERIC TaskTracker
DY Y —AMEHBZNTT 5 2 LIk D EAMT SN,

5.1.2. Reduce task D#EFEIK T

Reduce task @ Copy 7 = A4 XDJEEIZ, KRELSFFT 2 2DFERIC K> THERI
nTws, 120k, Map HHl7 — % ZFrki L T %3%(570 TaskTracker @ HDD 1/0 i
%CTdH 5, M 14 1%, Reduce task 731 2D Map HlF— % 252(2F 2 DICE L =KD
RS TH D, Copy 7 =4 RAld vy b7 —JAGMEZFEIE LD, v b7 — 7 iEE)S
BT B, E(EI0 TaskTracker 237 — & G LIRFICE| Z#2 2 9 HDD 1/O 2348 b v
Fy 7o Twi, ZOFHIF, K14 TRINTWV S L9 &, T —yERICIEFICE
Fifl 2 98 L 7= TaskTracker X7 D57 —4% /O VY —ZAfiHFE 235 Z & THHL 7=,
11 @ ReduceTask0-7 @ & 512, 22TD Map task 25 7 L 722 L I£5  Reduce 7 =
A4 R HISRE T 2w Reduce task 122 OBRME S N7,

2 DODFEKIZ, Map OBELEICHKK T 2 Reduce 7 = 4 ANBITOENTH 5, KX
D232 TH T\ X 9 12 . Reduce task 134T Map task 235 7 9 % % T Reduce
7 x4 RT3 2 EBHRE W, 72572 1 DT Map task ICENDEL TWEAET
b, ZD Map task KT T2 ETRHETIHEOZ LITH B, (& TH Map task D
T =% DZAF L] HE 12 12T, MapTaskl8_1 (MapTaskl8 O #E&iFEfT5 2 7)) D
& T #4%-> T\ % Reduce task BElc 2 0BG R 6N 5,

% 72, Reduce task BEASEIEL T2 % Map task DK T > Tw 301X, MR
TaskTracker @ Reduce task slot Z{i[d L 2w E FHE L, 7 7 A ¥ 2KD Reduce task
slot Ae#5[ZifZ LTl £\, TaskTracker ® CPU R I/O VYV —AZIEHTELRL &>
TLEIHIREBERS, Zahd, SIS T X 41T\ % “Slot hoarding”[M{#TH b |
13 @ Reduce task #EDE D 24 THUEME L . Reduce task 23— ICHHIAT E T 2 WEET
H5b,

%%, Job0 @ ReduceTaskl,2 & TH 5415 Reduce 7 = 4 ADIEMES Sort JLBHIR;
WZFHET 2 HDDI/O SR ML 2y 7 7> TWwiz, £, Job Efjth, £ TaskTracker &
CPU a7»2T 100%ICFEESINS Z x| Hic—FoaTic/mrdonTni
&6, CPU MBLHEEICHLIN T % Task DMK T IX AW EFZ 5,

5.2. EC2 cluster 281} 2L T

[FERED M % BC2 7 9 A ZI2BWT b T 7, BC2 7 5 A% THELT L 724 Job D FF T}
MIEX 15 D H TH b, $7. 4 Job ® Map & Reduce task BRI 0 B 1Z 2 1
F0UX 16 &K 17 1R, 2 LT 18 23 7 — S kRO B i Cth 5, 2
Noo» 5, Lab 77 A% L gL T, ki< Reduce task QUK D 4345 124k D 2340 72
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L WIS EDME T LT\ % Task DDA 2 nwFH0h %

15 %K% & Job0 226 332 &, Job4d DD Job %ﬁﬂ%lﬁlui 50%DL E DK E 772D
Renzzd, 20K ZHET 5, 19,20 &, Z1F 4 Job0 & Job4 @ Task #EfTIR
MAY b FX—brTH3, K20% K2 E002% %), Jobd i MapTask8 DIEIEIC X -
T, Reduce task BEDETHINEIE L TV 5%, F/, ZHUT X D 5] i Z S 417z Reduce task
slot ARIC & > TEHLL D Reduce task OBHBIEMISFE LS ELL TS, D
MapTask8 DLILHEEAME T L CTv> 2 B 1d, Lab cluster TEIHI S N7z BHR LML < HDD
[/O 12K T 2 b DTH -7, MapTask8 HNELL L 7-#5 5. HEENEITY 27 ThH 5
MapTask8_1 23R & 41, Jklc Task 258 7 ¥ 72,

EC2 Bz B\, HEmE Y Reduce task (£ED ThHr 10%) D 8 Eps, HDD
VORIV FYy ZICEHATE LD TH-7, 2 LT, & D 2HIhH T — &K % %
v b7 — ZEEDRKTH - 72,

250 206 200 193 196 202
200

194
15 106 103
10
0

X 15, Job 4T (EC2 cluster)

oS o O

100 120.00%
00 . 88 cacov,  99-38%
%0 100.00%
100.00%
28 93.13% 80.00%
o 38% 60.00%
40
27
20 20.00%
10 —0 0 2
0 —_ 0.00%

. 0
0 10™ 2(? 00/30 40 50 60 70 80 9 100

Task execution time (sec.)

B 16, Map task EfTRHEDORBESIM (EC2 cluster)
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160 39 120.00%
140 99.06% 100.00%
120 100.00%
120 0
100 96.25% 99.69% 80.00%
80 60.00%
60 40.00%
40
20 9 N 1 20.00%
0 - —_ — 0.00%
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70
Task execution time (sec.)
X 17, Reduce task EfTRED BB (EC2 cluster)
8000 - 7433 - 120.00%
2000 - 99.81% 99.95% 100.00%
s {1 0 - 100.00%
6000 - .
5000 - - 80.00%
4000 - - 60.00%
3000 - - 40.00%
20007 20.00%
r . 0
1000 1 0.00% 42 10 4
0 . . : : 0.00%
0 10 20 30 40

Map Output Data Transfer Time (sec.)

X 18, Map M1 7 — ¥ X O RB oA (EC2 cluster)
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MapTasko@
MapTask1
MapTask2
MapTask3
MapTask4
MapTask5
MapTaské
MapTask7
MapTask8
MapTask9
MapTask10
MapTaski11l
MapTaski12
MapTask13
MapTaski14
MapTask15
MapTask16
MapTask17
MapTask18
MapTask19
ReduceTask0
ReduceTask1
ReduceTask2
ReduceTask3
ReduceTask4
ReduceTask5
ReduceTask6
ReduceTask7
ReduceTask8
ReduceTask9
ReduceTask10
ReduceTask11
ReduceTask12
ReduceTask13
ReduceTask14
ReduceTask15
ReduceTask16
ReduceTask17
ReduceTask18
ReduceTask19

#it#
#it#
#it#
#it#
#it#
#it#
#it#
#it#
HitH#
#it#
#it#
#it#
#it#
#it#
#it#
#it#
#it#
#it#
HitH#
#it#
%%%%%4 1LY

09:01:42 09:02:22 09:03:02

19, Job0

?D Task #ETH >~ b F v —F (EC2 cluster)
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MapTasko HiHHHHE

MapTask1 it

MapTask2 T

MapTask3 B

MapTask4 it}

MapTask5 it

MapTaské fiztaiaeantraisisised

MapTask?7 HHHHE

MapTask8 | ------ememieaaao-

MapTask8_1 HiHt

MapTask9 T

MapTask10 HHHHE

MapTaski11 pizteiasiiaigiizisisizizts

MapTask12 B

MapTaski13 fiztaeaipetrtetisi

MapTask14 B

MapTask15 fiztaiaeantraisisised

MapTask16 R

MapTask17 B

MapTask18 R

MapTask19 fiztaiaeantraisisised

ReduceTask0O %%696%6%6%6%%%%%%%% 1 1 1 1 11T

ReduceTask1 %9666 N K %%%%%%%1 1 11T

ReduceTask2 %K%K%%%%6%6%%%%%%% 1 1 11111

ReduceTask3 BRKKKII6HNN%%%% 11 11T

ReduceTask4 %K%%%%6%6%%%%%%% 1 1 11111

ReduceTask5 S s S RN

ReduceTaské6 %%%%%6%6%%% 1 11T

ReduceTask7 %B%%%%%%%A%BI 1111

ReduceTask8 %%%%%%%%H LETLLLLLL]
ReduceTask9 %%%%%%%% 1 1 !

ReduceTask10 %%K%KHHVIIITLLLL

ReduceTask11 %%%%%%%%%! 1 11

ReduceTask12 %K%%%%6%6%%%% 1 11111
ReduceTask13 %%%%%%%%%% ! 1 |

ReduceTask14 %K%%%%6%6%%%% 1 11111
ReduceTask15 %%%%%%%! 1111
ReduceTask16 %%%%%6%% 1 11
ReduceTask16_12 | e e
ReduceTask17 %%%6%6%6%%%1 1111
ReduceTask17_1 EEEE R RN
ReduceTask18 %%%%%%6%% 111
ReduceTask18_1 ----trrn
ReduceTask19 %%%6%6%6%%%% 1 1 11
ReduceTask19_1 -----1n

| | I I I I
09:02:08 09:02:48 09:03:28 09:04:08 09:04:48 09:05:28

20, Job4 o Task #fF4H >~ b F ¥ — 1+ (EC2 cluster)
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5.3. H%

Lab cluster Ti¥, % v b7 — ZH§i#EIc & 2 Task BIEIZEN S 9, 4 TOEHE Task D
A ELVFy Z7H3HDDI/O TH -7, —JF. Lab cluster & i L <, EC2 cluster ® / — F
' HDD 0 #53% < (5H). / — FOMWaED —fkTH 52, HDDI/O 23K P Lk vy 71Tk
LHEZR DD Tl o Tz,

Lab cluster iIZEW TRy b7 —ZERENPBHI N> HEIE 3 2FEZ 6015, 1D
1. Lab cluster DHEAVNZ Wiz, Map 7 — ¥ ZERICHEET 2 F 76y 7 0EDS
Ylehrot-Z &, 2OoHIZ, Lab cluster 23% @ CPU M:BEIC HARIEH L Tv> 2 HDD #5034
o7 2 EDY HDD 1/O fifEA R 25 ER I LTwb vy T2, XH[1NIcL 3 &,
TaskTracker DM 22X, 7 7 v Fa7 CPUICK L T4 5O HDD 2SHw 541 Tw»
LEWY, ZHUIR LIEA D Lab cluster @ TaskTracker @ HDD %33 1 iIcE N Tw»
5 XY ISIERICA vy, 2L T3 20D & LT, TaskTracker tEFREDO KRS %IX50 &
D \F 543, Task scheduling 23479 % £, —HDE®E A /) — FOMEEFERHCY 2 7 %
567 E® 27012 Map 7 — % % %84 L. Reduce task ~%kfE9 3B HDD /0
REZE S LT LEoTW0,

—7J. EC2 cluster 13, ¥% 788D TaskTracker %, +477%%® HDD %2> T\ 7
&, Lab cluster & i LT HDD I/O EEOFAEBNE LA Aoz, ZHUTHMD S
T, 2y b= JWRENRH T D REL ko HEIZ, Ro@EY)THLEEZOND, i)
72 ® Hadoop 7 7 A F DD 7 v 7 oI, 7 v 7%z 7 gy vz
v 2D G, ZRUCRL, gk D EC2cluster D%y F 7 —27 RO YRRAY —HITH
D, 512 FIBL 72 & 5 ITIRBLIS & » TIE 2Gbps 5§D FEfTHEZE & D57,

INsDfEREBEF 2% L, Lab cluster IZ% L Tl HDD I/O O &K bV vy W, %
L CEC2cluster icxf L TIE HDDI/O & %y b7 =27 1/O WFHF DR MV Ry 7 2RI %
Z L T Job ETRH D EREIIIFTE 5,
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HOE RN

TiidER k. Lab cluster, EC2 cluster O DEELIZE T, 7—4% /O 2 Hadoop
D Job BEFFOR LRy 7 o> TWwW3 I EXHBL 72, Hadoop DHEHK D Task
Scheduler 1%, TaskTracker @ Task slot D F|ARAE IS\ C Task Z# D 4 T%, Lo
L. Task OfEEH Z DHETIRIIIC X 5T Task Tracker 124U 2 AfiiniBg 570, 75
A% T TaskTracker DY) ¥V — AR D 23564 L 9 % 8UTHEA O Task scheduling
FMEDRETH % LIFF VD0,

% 2, FAlx Hadoop @ Job FEfTIRH O HMEZ HWE LT, 7 7 A ¥ ND TaskTracker
DF—% /O {HHZEDOM H 218 5 ¢ Task scheduling X% 3 FEIRET 2, “Receive
Rate Scheduling”, “Disk Rate Scheduling”, % L T “Potential Reception Scheduling”
Ths, 216D Scheduling /7D BAIZHE L T %, HEKkD Task slot #c X % Task
scheduling /7:0% ftF5 L 72 £ £. TaskTracker DFFED Y Y — ZHHFICEH L. ZDfli
RS S0 Lok TEWBEZ A 784, %D TaskTracker IZHi# Task %# D
WMThEWEWIEMEZEML 72D TH S, TaskTracker DY VYV — A i |%, HeartBeat
% > C JobTracker o Task Scheduler IZfEZ 5415,

6.1. BRI

fAlZ TaskTracker (/NS HZE2 Mz, VY —AEHRLZHG S 2828 L 7%,
F 7z, HeartBeat I b A Z M A, BfF L 72V Y — AHHFO@EAERE % b /¥ 72, & Task
scheduling 757013, Hadoop 125234 X 41T > % Fair Scheduler #2242 2 & THEL,
SR oE#ME. AL, 2 L CEiEikE : Hadoop OE 7 7 A WV CRUBTE S L9 12
L7,

6.2. Receive Rate Scheduling

TaskTracker D % v b7 =74 v ¥ —7 = — ADZEWEPHMEZ B 2 T gGEIC
Data Local T7:\» Map task & Reduce task ##| ) 4T WLillfEsTdHd 3,

TaskTracker &, HeartBeat #%f59 % % 4 = v 7/ C, Hilnld HeartBeat %> 5 Oiff5 &
ZEME LT, HimETH ARy P 7 — 7K : 1Gbps & D% “RxRate” & L T,
JobTracker IZ3%ET 5,

Z L C.JobTracker 13 ¥ ® & L TH\»7- RxRate D% 2 T\> % TaskTracker |2
i% Data Local T7:\» Map task & Reduce task Z#| ) 24T\, 20 2FHDY R 7 1%,
O Y CTEBRICKEDRZERY V7= 7y 7 %25 &2 T26TH S, —J/i. Data
Local Map task iz %y b7 =27 Z L 2w/, flfHllzirbiwn,

6.3. Potential Reception Scheduling

Potential Reception Scheduling (%, TaskTracker |ZffJ& L T\>»2% Reduce task #£23,
Map 7 — ¥ ZE 1> THEIE S v P 7 — 7 Bfi% HBk L T Task scheduling %
79, TaskTracker (2% D 24T 5 17 Reduce task BEDSBIERZ(E L CT\v» % Map HifE 57—
F DERET — 7 A XD 8 2 7286, % @ TaskTracker (Z Data Local TZ%: > Map
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task & Reduce task OFHE Y YT E2 T2l 5Tdh %, TaskTracker ix. FilE L
T\ % Reduce task 8B AEZEL T3 Map il F—2 0&itF—s &%
“PotentialReceptionAmount” & L T HeartBeat % H > T JobTracker IZJ@AI T %,
JobTracker 1%, TaskTracker @ PotentialReceptionAmount 23EfiE % i 2 T\ 72854,
Data Local T7:\» Map task & Reduce task Z % ) 24T 7%\,

Receive Rate Scheduling 23BIE DB 72 7 — ¥ ZEFIEDOAEZ R L TS DITR L,
COFIEFSBREPEICODI>THAEL) 22y b7 — 7 Afiiz AL 7 PRl
b5,

6.4. Disk Rate Scheduling

3L 72 2 5o Task scheduling /=X v b7 —7 /O ~D &t %) % F%2 H
e LTwaEHICk L, Disk Rate Scheduling 1%, HDD I/O O & sr#iz HiE L Tw
%, TaskTracker %, HeartBeat %{Skisid CPU @ HDD I/O £ & K% Jtic HDD 1/0
%255 L, JobTracker 123659 %, % ¥, TaskTracker i HDD 23EEHEHE S 41T
WA ZN S £ TOMARDEEEE v %, JobTracker X, T Oi%E L 2B &
HDD {3 % iz L, #2 T\ 7284121k Map task 28] 0 24T\, Map task (& Map
Input Data Split @32f5% HDD /79 %, #b 2CTiEZIC HDD 1/0 Az FE S ¥ 5,
—7i. Reduce task ® Map Wil 77— % %ZfF X, —EX€Y) LICZE LB —Y X
N, HDD \[ciddg s n s, 2D, Reduce task 13E h 4T o5 THh 5 HDD /O fafi#
FEIE D E TP LDEIENH %5, KJFATIE HeartBeat i£fEIKfD TaskTracker @
HDD I/O il % ffl\vs 3 72 &, Reduce task 23525 HDD 1/O A2 LI+ 294 3
VI DMERTIE R\, 2 2T, EEGE % A9 % 729, Reduce task (& TaskTracker @
HDD I/O flEH¥ICA & 37EH h 24T 35,
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BTE BB HFNOFM

Lab cluster & EC2 cluster TZNFN5GB &£ 20GBD 5 v ¥ L7 74 VEH W, ¥

7-. Lab cluster TiZ 5 fiil. EC2 cluster T!Z 14 ffi® Job % 5 FEIkE THEEE A L T4
FIT L7, %% Job OFEMNIZFEE 4 1R T,

® 4, RETTAFHIE Job DEGE

Target Cluster Job #EJl ABT—% Map task  poduce task E5'd RIRF AT
8 Job ¥
Lab. cluster Sort Random Files 5GB 20 10 5
EC2 cluster Sort Random Files 20GB 40 38 14

ZD Job fEDETZ 1 E LT, 20z 7HEEDE LT, Job FEfTIRFH O FHfEZ HLS
FOHMEINIE S D DHE LA 72, RETADBHEIZLLT D@D TH %,

#£5, £75AZ BT IRESROBME

Receive Rate Potential Reception Disk Rate
Scheduling Scheduling Scheduling
Lab cluster 160Mbps 100Mbytes 30%
EC2 cluster 300Mbps 150Mbytes 40%

CHUIREST DRI KR L 5 5 L9 LRIV ZETH D, 77 A5 DI
B, bRy, ZLTEATS JobIck>TELT R EEZ NS,

INSDEMET, Lab 7 9 A% £ EC2 75 A% DM T4 Scheduling /5 2\ ¥l % 17
o7, PSR 1%, Hadoop 77 # /L + @ Fair Scheduler %\ 72854, 1REHA%2 2N
ZTNHRETHEIGL 72856, 2L T, 3 2ORENTAZ2LTHREL L6 5 HThs, H
L. EC2 cluster Tlx. Receive Rate Scheduler & Disk Rate Scheduler @ 2 5% &b+
THEE L 72 Scheduling FiESFHIi L 72, Z DFFRICOWTIZE 8 & 1 fiilc Tl s,
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% 6, Lab cluster 1281 %4 Scheduling 53R ® Job EiTHEE DX (7))

(Job % 35)

Default || Receive Rate Potential Reception DiskRate SIZFEHRER
A‘;?r'r":b 465sec |  467sec 464sec 443sec 456sec
A - -4sec -1sec -22sec -Osec
# 7, EC2 cluster i2 81} 3% Scheduling 5 R ® Job EfTEEDOEE (#)
(Job % 98)
Receive Potential Receive Rate
Default Rate Reception HHSIED + Disk Rate ERRITARE

A:g;ﬂfb 538sec | 534sec | 524sec | 507sec | 506sec 511sec

A - -14sec -4sec -31sec -32sec -27sec

# 8, EC2 cluster I2 31 %4 Scheduling 5 Task LB D ()
(Map task #¢: 7840, Reduce task #t: 1940)

Receive Rate +

Potential

Default Receive Rate . Disk Rate . L2REAAREK
Reception Disk Rate
Map H Reduce = Map | Reduce ‘ Map Reduce ‘ Map Reduce Map ‘ Reduce Map Reduce ‘
sz;::s'( 33.27 | 31849 | 32.06 |301.99 | 32.55 [316.26 | 29.54 | 297.84 | 30.7 |299.61 | 30.13 | 294.26
A - = -1.21 | -16.50 | -0.72 | -2.23 | -3.73 | -20.65 | -2.57 | -18.88 | -3.14 | -24.22

#£6,712, 2277 A% ETcZins 5D Task scheduling /530% Fvs 72 B2 D Job F247I
Mg & 77 4L + @ Fair Scheduler £ D% G, %48, % Scheduler i2%f L T Lab
cluster I[Z# A Z 117 Job %3 35 Job, EC2 cluster TiZ 98 Job Th %, FEEfEHEL S
Lab cluster & EC2 cluster ® % 5. Disk Rate Scheduling /723 L T2 ZF Nl
5%, #J 6% Job FEATRH % ki L 72 H0390 0 %

WHOETEZ LE), 2y b7 =27 1/0 124 H L 7 2 fi#H o Scheduling /5%, Lab
cluster £ D % EC2 cluster I2& W TR %2 ¥ L 72, Receive Rate Scheduling (& EC2
cluster I2E T 2.6% Job FEATIi % ki L 72— /7. Lab cluster TIZRME3RIE 1% A 12
L Y ¥ -7, 7. Potential Reception Scheduling D& HIZREN T, HEHWIESH>E D
HPFANTH 2 L ER D, Fie. BREGAZIREL BE, WD 27 7 28128 \»T Disk
Rate Scheduling ¥k % 9255 U 72354 & Hle U CHEBER T TR T L 72,

# 812, EC2 cluster (2¥ 1} % Scheduling /7:{#:» Map task & Reduce task ® ¥
LB % G0 L 72, Task Hifii TH % &, Receive Rate Scheduling 75Tl Map task 4L
PRIRF[E % %9 3.5%. Reduce task ALPRIRE] % % 5%%EHE L TV> %, Map task DOlEIZI R DMK
o M Z, Data Local T7\> Map task 234K D 2 I ETH 72720 Th 3,
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Potential Reception Scheduling /53013 Reduce task D& 4CHlfH<dH %%, Map
task 12K 2 PEREM) RI3I2IX 7, E 72, BIRFS 11TV 72 Reduce task (20§ 2 Hll IR0 R
b2 72,

Disk Rate Scheduling 3. TAH5E ) Map task O FHUBRF T2 5 11% & Rig i B X
T3, £72, Reduce task O 6.5% i S ¥ T3, ZHk, Map task 12 X % Disk
[/O Bl %P5 ¢ 2 L2 X b, DiskI/O #EiEICHIA$ % Reduce task OEREE P72 LT
b5, mEIC, REFEZHAGDLE 2HICL > T, 2NFNOHIGIZIEIERE L K55 &
mot, EREFAE LWL 2GE. Map task FHETRIE %25 9.4%. Reduce task -
HFEITIRRZ 8 7.6% ZNZFEMI 5 2 LK,

&9 % L. Disk Rate Scheduling 1 Map task & Reduce task [ii /5 o QLELRE [ 0 K iiE
R 2 R L, Job FEATIRFHIC Z DRSPS L Tw 5, F 7. Receive Rate
Scheduling (%, Reduce task ZLBRIRFEIFEAERI S % 153 764 L | Job SEfTIRFIH] 2 A6 S & 7,
N5k L. Potential Reception Scheduling /X ORRIZIEFITNE b DE -7,
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1

H8E EELASBOME
8.1. 2R S I O PEREIE T BN

6,7 #BWIT LB L), 3 ODOREHFRE 2 THEL 25412, Disk Rate
Scheduling Hifk %2 T3 L 28546 L B L THERE2ET L ~, Z#4id Receive Rate
Scheduling & Potential Reception Scheduling o 2 f@$H® Reduce task | 1) 24Tl 7
VY AL EEEZ S/ Z LT, Reduce task FR4Y2SEFENIHIZ S5NTL o767
EZoib, £8 %H5 L, FHH Reduce MR AT TE T 5 2 &6 b JHE
TE5,

Z 2T, RO TI2H T Receive Rate Scheduling & Disk Rate Scheduling @ &
AL L 7. Y9 Job FE TR 1X 506 7 I2HEHE X 4172, Receive Rate Scheduling &
Potential Reception Scheduling Oli/; %5239 25613, ZNZNOBIEZENT 553
TEEHE 2 C 2 LN L EbNn S,

8.2. Potential Reception Scheduling D{&PEREN

7TEDOFEED S, 320 ESAD 9 6, Potential Reception Scheduling D&% 13 EH
NI R DTH- T, AR, BIED TaskTracker DBFEINZZES Y F7—2 1/O
BTk <. 20D 5 Reduce task @ Map HfHl 77— ¥ ZFIC k> THAEL ) 2ZE R
F7—2 1/O &fiE FH L CHIME E FE T 2 5N TH %25, Hadoop 1B T,
TaskTracker D32{E % v +F 7 — 27 1/O &fifld. 4> < Reduce task ITHEEKT % H D TIZME,
HDFS o##l b 7 & v 7% Map task O 57— % ANIRED & 28 GV o7z
TH3, ZHik b, Reduce task ® Map Hfil7— ¥ ZERHDOAZEM T 2 Potential
Reception Scheduling OISR > LEZ 6N 5,

Lo L, AR &5, AmEEZFHL LHEZEITHZ LEZ TS, BITEOA
fRRDLD A% Z L 7Kl T3, REWICAMETIRBOFREAE 2 C 2 L3R
Do TH D, WU, FIHSM L 2% 2 NROPRS, AL TFHITFEOMN 2 E2 U, 77
ROUBRZHT 2 FPETH %,

8.3. XS Al I % w2

REARTOTN O TOREZFRE L TESLENDH S, 2 2T, BEDOEDS Job T
R R T E L2 AT 52720, Lab cluster ' CTHEEZIT-> 72, EERBEE L Job N4,
FATIIENLE 7 HORETRFHIRF £ H L < Lz, 29,10, 111k, Z2nFhogLi=c
BT, HfEEA# X820 Job EfTRHOFEHETH 5,

# 9, Receive Rate Scheduling @iz & 2% (Job ETHE #)

455sec 475sec 469sec 436sec

29



# 10, Potential Reception Scheduling DORfEiic X 32 (Job EfTH #)
100Mbyte 150Mbyte 200Mbyte 250Mbyte

454sec 465sec 486sec 476sec

439sec 443sec 451sec 477sec

WINDHFRITEWTYH, K 5-10%REO AR o, 2L ROMAE I ERfEIC
YOTRELSEAENDZEDPHHL -, L7z T, 77 A7 DEEER, Job AAICIHL
CHEY) R BEZ #EE T 5 HEBRSBRLETH S,

8.4. %2 b7 —=21/0 KR bV 2y 7 D

A#XTIE HDD I/O £ %y b7 —72 /O oW J71c#H L 7z Task scheduling J5 2% 42
RLD, BEICEH LREST ORI EN DD TH - 7%,

Hadoop @ Job FEIFIZE Tk, F v b7 — Z7HGERDS Job ICKESEEL, K
Ty 2120185 2 LIFERICL S O THEI N TV 5, 2Rt bbb o7, ZIKHH%O)
FRFEFICE TSI N 2y b7 — 7B NEIZIEE D b ot 72 K 11,
12,13,19,20 D b F v — b6 4, Job EMBERICBITIAT—¥D %y b7 — 7R
KR 5 & 2 E & IFF D L WA S,

ZOHHD—oIz, HEERRE L L CHEL K& Lab cluster & EC2 cluster TlZ % v
F7 =0 RN 3y IBHEEL DL WERETH 72 EWEZI NS, 3 5 3 HiThX
7- X 912, Lab cluster I& TaskTracker @ HDD /O 03 IEFEIc A%, vy P 7 — 718
EDSL Z 2 A7 HDD I/O SE#EFE L CL o Tz, %7, EC2 cluster TI3% oD /
— F231Gbps U Loz K> %y b7 =27 TR BRI Tw 570, HE T v
7 TR S 7 — 17 Hadoop 7 7 A LT 2L, R ARy ZIZRDPT VT Yy
) Y IDBFEL Ty, TNSDOBETIE Ry P —JZEBIIFREL O, 21K
v F7—=71/0 12 H L 72 Task scheduling FRDEENTH L ot EZ o5,
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