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Abstract: We have released a machine learning library for Apache Hive, named Hivemall, as an open source
software. Hivemall is one of the most scalable machine learning frameworks avaiable as an open source
software and is getting attention from data scientists and developers who are familiar with Hive/Hadoop
because Hivemall is well suited for analyzing data on the Hadoop distributed file system (HDFS). In this
paper, we present practical findings in achieving scalable machine learning with Hivemall and explain the
implementation details. We conducted a series of experimental evaluations using a commercial advertisement
dataset provided in the KDD Cup 2012, Track 2. The experimental results show that our scheme has compet-
itive classification performance and superior training speed compared with state-of-the-art scalable machine
learning frameworks for the regression task. We also show the scalability of Hivemall to the computing nodes
through an experiment.
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Table 1 Characteristics of the online learning algorithms

supported in Hivemall.
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AROW [14] O O X
SCW [15] O O @)

0, AR TIIFERM AR TEICED T a) X LLHE
HERTTZORIULDE R & B~D.

2.2 Parameter Mixing (C &2 F > F 4 B DA
qnig

Ny FERTVT) X LTFBEONKIE B A 71—
a v ETHY, WMILAT (shared-nothing) DIEH
FIECOFETICERENI R > Tz, ShSx LT, I
TG L 12E TV & BREH LT R A R
M (SGD) % PA 2 FII L7-4 v J 14 v 28 23], [25]
T KB LBEWFEHICAAT A V) B E&05H 5. £ 7
A TNT) XLIF8T A — 5 HSifEi ICHHT SN 5L 720
AEFVLER A HE L 7%, Tterative Parameter Mixing [21] |12
£ D epoch TENINXNT A= 2T 5 LT, JEEE
FTRTAEVIIRIFT 5 2 &4 CEWIIUREEE CRE 2
FEREATH) LN TE L, ZHUTH L, epoch & DST
A — ¥ IR ATD 7 VAR T Parameter Mixing [26]
EIFHEN A

Hivemall TIZ SGD N—=ZAD T Y AT 4 v 7 [AJFIZD W
T Iterative Paramter Mixing & %K — b L TV 525,
EARDHERFH %479 Random Forest 7))V T X L [27]
25w, AN7T—F ZWIEL72) 2 CTT 4 v 7ViEE
D—FETHAENF L T %479 2T & T, 1/73AD Parameter
Mixing T® Iterative Parameter Mixing ® £ ) 127 — % @
EoD X T LREIEONDL LHICTRLA. Th
BATTTF =7 B LT map Bt = & CRHERERH
2z 54 b MapReduce % 5 TIXOFETH 5. 4.3 Hi
THANREM 2 R 5 .

3. EEMZR

K TIX, MapReduce |2 & 5 b8 Fi: L BT 5
SERIBAR R T 7B OB TR 2 R T 5.

3.1 MapReduce | & % #4528 O A 5 0LIE

WeMks-E % MapReduce & FIH L CTIEFLIE 9 2 F31
CHETIZHVRLOPREIN TS,

Chu 5 1%, Statistical Query Model THtlil n] BE 72 #% M 5~
BNy TR T VT X L1 MapReduce 12 & % iE51 4L
HTRETH Y, £ < ORI EF:A7 Statistical Query

© 2015 Information Processing Society of Japan

Model THEIITAETH 5 L LTV 5D [16]. FEEIZSCHE [16]
DT VT X LA Apache Mahout [11] IZFEEENT W2,
Statistical Query Model (1D (Summation Form) (2
ERTELD, {4DHEEHEHOFH / — F (Mapper)
2R D 3 TILER & &, %12 Reducer 25/ L THI %
LT v, ZOFFIIHMSE L ENEEO L L 5
2B ET, WOER 28 12X BHEFMLE4T ) Tk w
25,

PR ISRl ([ T7L—2av) &
VEEST D20, ANMIPTHT 7 ANV AT LENT S
MapReduce & ZMEE N, Fl—7—% % A& LT
WLRIHE DTN D TV T RLD72®12, Spark [29] £
Twister [30] 1&, FHKEREZGH7 7 ANV AT ATIER
CABYWICHEFET 24 ~ AE Y MapReduce T %%
LTwa., TREDTFEEFMT— 72T NI S
LA RIS EET 525, BERT— 9 O3 &)
BCHBCRICHICW B A =5 ¥ 5 4 [CHEDE S .
70, BWEE TIEAE O FEENOATEIZ & > TR
DD LFEERZELLIEPHONTBEY, &4 7
L=y a3y ZEICANT— % 2 EARRICES] (shufle) L
TOOHFBETLIEN LG oTWDEN, K17 L —
v a Lo shuffle MELIZ L B4+ =3~y FliIA v 2 E
) MapReduce T2 bk E LTH 5.

ARETIE, 4.3 8B LV 6.3 T shuffle I L % 4 —
NNy RICEE L CREMINC T L, Hivemall [Z3A S /LT W
A2ATL—=varelRELTATL—Ya v ERESEORE
G LEZ N TELRBEEZRRD,

3.2 EWNEBERAVENFEEFE

B8 % 7 — 7 N— 20— EHEE (User Defined
Function (UDF)) 7132 —HEFREHEE (User De-
fined Aggregate Function (UDAF)) & LT, 7—% ~X—
AN LI Tl 2479 & o & L TIREM 25t
IZ Madlib [31] & Bismarck [18] 2°d% % .

OYAT 4 v 270, SVM, /N—+&7 by ik Lo
TERkBE 7N & & B EF 0L 08, BT %
FIH U7yt Tl 2 2 L %07 > THB D, Bismarck
IR FLR T & Tterative Parameter Mixing % Fl H
LBWMFE 0008 —7 -0 =2 %EL T
%. Bismarck TIIABLOFIHZ 1 —FEREMBETE L
THEHEL TV, ERWUHEITRS AR & i) % 572
L EEAGENIC I BEFILHESTRETH Y, 2L T
ERWIE D —FETH 5 % K BIHE avg(V) 1EHEE D
Al & 28 Al & 5w 725 sum(V) & count (V) OFEIZ iR
$HZETHIILENTETH S [28]. £ DR T —
5 R—= AR Z D MapReduce IZ X AT =% =77 AL
5 (3], [32] T, 22— ERENBEIL Transition, Merge,
Final merge ® 3 DD AT v Th b b, WH|T7T—& X—

76



BRI LH/TE F—4~N—2Z Vol.8 No.1 73-87 (Mar. 2015)

+1,<1,2> L 1,<13,9 | _ | -1,<27,95 | -1,<2,7,9>
| | Training | Il
+1,<1,7,9> | 41,<3,8>  table +1, <3,8> +1,<3,8>
tuple
<label, array<features >
/ ey
train train transition
step
array<weight>
merge step
grray<sum of weight>,
array<count>
final merge merge step
UDAF final step
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Prediction model
1 UDAF (2 & )3 S N7 SGD (28D /8t
Fig. 1 SGD classifier implemented as a UDAF.
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R oOWEREN) # AL LT, I L 0EA % RE;
3 % map<feature, weight> (2 Z T map<K,V> I3 K %
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IZ MapReduce TOEFIZMD 2\, T HISHALT B
FEE LTIE, TR DLHI T vy TR
BALCEEFEETH T v 7 &2 7o THIIT5
ETFTINDONAREWZ LT eENEZLNDLD, 2HL
T2ET VORGSR L R B REMDH 5.

77



BRI LH/TE F—4~N—2Z Vol.8 No.1 73-87 (Mar. 2015)

e Tl 7 2 — XA TIE,¥BHBEAHEDET IV
map<feature, weight> »* &, 7 A I H ] D ff
ML ICHEEL BB L CEAZENT L. 7 A M)
DFFEEDIG R G & RGBS AEVIRFFL &Nk
WITREHEDH H D &, 121 DDOFEG[SHALEEASER
MICAT DO D 72 DFB R x 7 A BBV U 72
MSH0»5.

o 17 L—2a YIIWWMPFRICLERATRZSDL
ENTWAH, MapReduce TIEH{A 7L — 3T
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shuffle ILPIZ X B F — 3Ny R2EL 5.

4.1 F—7IVERBEHE AW ARREEISE L AR
F=FmIINTBEATr =5 ) T 4 ORBEI L
% 72912, Hivemall TlZ & 0 BREEZICH L 2L TE
FNVEBMEBEAD2 DT LR DL) L=V a v
relation<feature, weight> & L TH I 5 &L 9 125
BEATH . BAICIE, -V ERENER (UDAF) @
b NIZ, 2—HEFXKT — 7 IVAEKRBE I (User-Defined
Table-generating Function (UDTF)) #F)JH¥ % Z & CTH
RICHED M E O F— 7 M E4TH ., O L2k
D, WH T — 8 RX—ZADF % BT 5 Hive I2B1T 5 H
PREREDETULOBE L ZEZT 52 LWL 2 5.

UDTF 3T L IEBEOIT AL N T 5 L) 2B &% 35
JL—a a2 BT THE. 22T, TTLITEED
TEMDTAEEE, 120722 ->TN (N>0) L
Pt T 62, MIATICEEINE A T LK W
K>1 (Ki3M#z@ L ClEE) ThbI Leifd. Hive
DO EEEELZEAS UDTFE @ process AV v Fa ¥ a1
TZ LI 2 TN 9. UDTF M2 5858 %2 1
T4, VAT LATHL 2 LOHAE SN TS forward
Ay REWMTY 7V T LI [38].

X 2 12 UDAF X—AD7 7u—F & UDTF X— A D
77U —FOFTEREEZ L L TRY. UDTF R—AD7T
70 —F T, % 1E map-only ® MapReduce ¥ 3 7' &
LTETENL., FREFTVOEBICELFIEIIRDO L B
N TdH 5. process AV v NISHEE IR A S IFOH &
N5 T LI, v T4y FE A7) KFERVAR %5
B, = A NVICFEEEF VR EHT L. BEE g
505 TIVORIEH D o 72T close A v KD
ST, ZEFEEVEREHT L forward 2V v N &
WRETY TV EHTIT5.

5 2 713K 3 12777 HiveQL 7 L) 12 & » TEAT
ENb. ZONEIMAEED map-only DY 3 T FETT 5
HorThsb, M3 0/l SELECT XN F ¥ 7%
W ETVOFEEAT) EGTH Y, TV FEE
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UDAF-based learning UDTF-based map-only learning

+1,<1,2> | Training | 1,<1,3,9> | [,<12>

table |

Training [7,1:1‘3‘79;1
+1,<3,8 ‘+1,<1,7,9>

table | ‘
' 41,<3,8>

\l' tuple tuple
<label, array<features > <label, array<features>>

| train { ‘ train train

train

|

array<weights> or UDTF  shuffle

. le<feature, weights>
map<feature, weights> by featurs up ure, weig

param-mix

param-mix

‘ param-mix
array<weights> or Relation
map<feature, weights> <feature, weights>

Prediction model

UDAF

Prediction model

M 2 UDAF & UDTF 124 %7 70— F DI
Fig. 2 Comparison of the UDAF- and UDTF-based

approaches.

CREATE TABLE model AS
SELECT
feature, -- reducers perform model averaging in parallel
avg(weight) as weight -- bagging
FROM
(SELECT
logress(features,label,..) as (feature,weight)
FROM train

© 00 N O Ul W N

) t -- map-only task
GROUP BY feature -- shuffled to reducers

—
(==}

B3 FUHlETIVEERT S HiveQL 7 1Y
Fig. 3 HiveQL query to generate a prediction model.

GROUP-BY D47 )12 & - THRHE &M, MapReduce
12 o TIEFNCF S NS, R#WISH D S b2 EHET
JVAITHFE (feature) & EA (weight) D 2 DD H T LM 5
LAHBEDO)L—2aryThh), AN—ALfkR Lo T
W5,

ZOLE, map ¥ A7 DL Hadoop/Hive D45 A 7
ANDASTHT A ZDOIREIZ L o> THENTEETH ), embar-
rassingly parallel 2 #EH DM HETH 5. Reducer DED 7%
ERMLTHETNETH Y, ZD70 UDAF XN—=2AD 7
Tu—F L8R ), UDTF N—ADT7 TH—FIZIE AT —
TN TAEMHETD L) LR MVA Y 7 B L.
P&y, 7= 7 VAR & 28 oFER ek
DEATT D 5B L M AB AT —FE) 74
MTHENS.

4.2 LATERAL VIEW &45E5#&& 2 FA U 72 Predict
JLER

Hivemall T, #E O P 7 = — X112 BT 5 Predict
JLEE % HiveQL @ LATERAL VIEW & A4 if#E &% v T
179

FTART=TNIEHHPLOR 4 OREGEIZE Y, FH
%% (ROWID, feature) D XTIZEF L72TEDO D D (test-
ing_exploded 7 — 7)) % Hwv5. LATERAL VIEW (&
7 — TVAEREEE &b ISR & SQL-99 FEHED LAT-
ERAL IR &Y OB fE 2 52t 97 % HiveQL #HETH
4. M4 THH SN T 5 explode BIBUIFFHARZ MV o

\
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CREATE TABLE testing_exploded AS
SELECT
rowid,
feature
FROM
testing
LATERAL VIEW explode(features) t AS feature

N O U W N

4 TAMEGIERREFH LT — 7 VEERT A0 A6
Fig. 4 A query to generate exploded testing examples.

SELECT

t.rowid,

sigmoid(sum(m.weight)) as prob
FROM

testing_exploded t LEFT OUTER JOIN

model m ON (t.feature = m.feature)
GROUP BY

t.rowid

W N O U W N

5 FEETINVEHCTET) M

Fig. 5 A query to make a prediction using a pre-learned model.

BCH % 52 B o THEB C & 2B L <7 %2 )19 % UDTF
T& Y, LATERAL VIEW 32 DR Z1T 5729 2 TR—
A &0 7z testing T— 7N DY TN ED 1 3% DI
AR 7 JOIN LHIZ X DATH) b DTH .

5 Tl37 A MHHBI T — 7 testing_exploded D %47
TERFHETADPLEA R L) AT, EBEDOT A
N F6 % ER T A rowid T EICEARER L TEB L TW
b, TIZTIE, EAOEEI KD 2 T sigmoid BAEKIZ
Lo T (0,1) OMEFRMEICEIR L T0D. 4B, 50
7 TIIREE QWL T b b 72, 77— F m)s
WML THAr— I VifETH 5.

4.3 2 7IVEIEIC L B8R L DOKE

MR AR Tk SRMrE BT/ T L—Ya >
FREOECTFHETVEEL 12O R b DTH 5.
—7 7, MapReduce 34 MapReduce ¥ 2 7® 1/0 254
BT 7 ANV AT LRNT B EPLEER LS ERT IV
TYVZALIIARNETHD.

Hivemall 3B EH 2B 2 89K Loz R %2, HEKO
MapReduce A7 v 7 %135 Z & 7 <, amplify B X -
THHET 4. amplify BEUE, 451 5180CH % ${xtimes} |2
BIEREE LD, AJIATEREERZHEIEL DT 57—
TVEBEETHL. B 613, WMIEREE 3 & L CHlkE
DEATZ 3MGICHE L 72 2 — 2 BT A A TH 5.

M 6 T, CLUSTER BY k (& DISTRIBUTED BY & &
SORTED BY k O#GEOREIHETH Y, CLUSTER BY
rand() I ZGEHVEF— k&2 T V¥ LIERLTY 7
DHENFIHT S, 22T, Map I AZ DS T % k
BOERO ¥ — & LT Reducer [Zfiifid 5. Reducer ~®
ATk 2RI SN, £ DFEHE Reducer ~D ATJIINE
RERSDERD.

© 2015 Information Processing Society of Japan

set hivevar:xtimes=3; -- set the multiplication factor to 3.
CREATE VIEW training_x3
as
SELECT * FROM (
SELECT
amplify (${xtimes}, *) as (rowid, label, features)
FROM

B oW N e

training
)t
10 CLUSTER BY rand() -- Random shuffle to reducers

© 00 N O !,

6 amplify BIZcEFIH L7236 0 ¥ 2 —E 5%
Fig. 6 A view definition that uses the amplify function.

6 CHEBRLIZY2—%X 3 DEENDAT L LY
, B 70X AR 2 2D MapReduce A7 — V12
INFEFTENE, AT =TV 1D Map ¥ A7 TIIKY 7
MRS, ER S N728 TIVAHS Reducer 12T » ¥ L1255
WME M5, Reducer I T map BEOH I 7 7 4 VDY (4}
) v—Yv—1baN, reduce AEANDATIN Y v v 7V
END. KIFEELEOZEE L reduce I THEIT SN,
(feature) & & DIHERJMIL sum(m.weight) DERFFEITE N,
A HDFS IS SN B, AF—Y 20 Map ¥ A2 T
group by ) DA T, FEBOEIZEED VT Reducer
28 TUEEE NG, £ LT, Reduce ¥ A7 TH I &
DI ERRER 2 £ LD TR R AT OIS .
Z O amplify BEIC & 2 FIFFI O¥EE & CLUSTER BY 4J
W& BT vy 7V EEICRIET 5 2 L, AR
WrBEDA T V—varely e U@z 5.
Mapper BITHZ TIVEIRBE S v v 7L

7TOr L) OFELTTIE, 2 AT — YD MapReduce 2°
FEOFATICNETH AHH, AT — 1O map LHE1T)
map ¥ A 7 %\ *3 L reduce fll TOZ D merge WELAHSR
MVt 7 biphZ Eddb. £ 2T Hivemall T, map
¥ A7 WTAIATR ¥ % v 7)VF % rand_amplify BI% %
B L7z, rand_amplify BIELTIE, 5 1 518D ${xtimes} 12
WIEREE L0, 5 2 515D ${shufflebuffersize} 2> ¥ v 7
VHONy 7794 ZeET S, 6 OFIFBEIO L 2 —
EFl, rand_amplify BEx FIH T 554, 8DLHIC
%5,

rand_amplify % xFIH L 72 EH WO FET 7T V1,
9IIRTHDERAL. M9 T, rand_amplify + XL —
Y OEIGTIIATI S TV ORIEE ¥ x v 7V EAT ) HST
HhH. TOmap ¥ A7 NTRFTHZR A 7V OYENE &
YA INVREROY vy TV e S VDS, FEERIIC
T ictkEed 5.

6.3 Hi T, amplify 8% 8 & U rand_amplify Fd%% % F
L72% TOVEIRIC & B8R LA T e N EIconTE
ATHER & 15 5 MR Coln R &5l 3 5.

*3 Hive TIZTF =¥ ®IZIB LD map ¥ A7 HETENS.
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Data load
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yserdepy

.
v
e [mowe ]

M shuffie

Map write

Merge
v

Aggregate
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yse) aanpay
¥se) aanpay

7 amplify BBz FH L7257 E247H 7 =) OFAT

Fig. 7 Query execution of a training using the amplify function.

set hivevar:shufflebuffersize=1000;

create or replace view training_x3

as

select
rand_amplify(${xtimes}, ${shufflebuffersize}, *)
as (rowid, label, features)

from

0 N O U A W N

training;

8 rand_amplify BIZZEFIAH L 723860 ¥ 2 — gk
Fig. 8 A view definition that uses the rand_amplify function.

Table scan

Wi

Rand Amplifier

Logress UDTF

Partial aggregate

Map write

lS uffle

(distributed by feature)

@ 1 Merge
A\ '

Aggregate

@4 Reduce write
4= >

9 rand_amplify EEEFIH L7258 2179 7 =) OFEAT

Fig. 9 Query execution of a training using the rand_amplify

yserde
ysel de

Rand Amplifier

Logress UDTF

Partial aggregate

Map write

I
f
i

Merge

%Se) 3onpay
yse] aonpay

I1

Aggregate

Reduce write

I<
I4 4

function.

5. KEBEERFZE 2 ERT 57720 Hivemall
THRAL TW3 15

Hivemall Tl& Hive [ZFFBUH 2 REEZ V2 2 & T, 4§
ML =71) 7 (Feature engineering) X Predict 4L
Hl % MapReduce (2 & o> THFLEL L T35, RETIE,
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v v
5 [
Stage 2
User table Query table

[0 | usrd | avryoepn | rostion | imrn | o |

Training table \\A AdID properties

m AdvertiserlD | KeywordID m DescriptionlD
L N
-- \

P &« N

Keyword table Title table Description table

10 KDD Cup 2012, Track 2 ®7— % t v b O
Fig. 10 The dataset composition of KDD Cup 2012, Track 2.

4 FTIRA7ZIHE DAL O KRB A E 2 EBLS 2 ) 2 T
HitTH BT &l <5,

5.1 Hashing trick EEEEHEZRBVWAEEHI =7
g

Hive 136517 — & X— R L FEOIEF] Ny & 2454 [39)
e R-FLTBY, HBOBERZT—% Y — ADFEL
HAE4FH) 2 EATE L, KDD Cup 2012, Track 2 O 7 —
Fty P10 O & 912, PAEOEMEE T -5 v M
LIFLIEERDO T — 7V ol SN b 720, 5 G
FEY K= LT Hive 3ERZT—5 1 v F OF#
LT ZT7) 7 EQIHEN LRI 24T 9 HEIC#E LT
W5,

11 ¥ 10 @ training 7 — 7 W IZ DWW T user 7 — 7
& userid TLEAMERFE 24T o TWABITH S, concat M
Bidid 2 EOEMERE L= — 7 YL LTRBT 5
(A 12 320t a%R~d) 72DICFHLTHBY, mhash B4
$Tld Hashing trick [34] 12 X o THHZER OER 21T -
Twa., %8B, 6 EOFHMFEL T KDD Cup 2012, Track 2
DT—=45+1y bEWRH ) R TEBICZOHEIGEFA L7z,

*4 Hivemall ® Wiki ~*—% [40] TlZ KDD Cup 2012, Track 2 ®
5 AL &R ) R TORLHOFFEME LML T 2.
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1 CREATE VIEW training2 AS

2 SELECT

3 rowid,

4 oo

5 mhash(concat("1:", displayurl)) as displayurl,
6 mhash(concat("2:", adid)) as adid,
7 ..

8 FROM (

9 SELECT
10 t.*, u.gender, u.age
11 FROM
12 training t
13 LEFT OUTER JOIN user u
14 on t.userid = u.userid
15 ) t;

B 11 FEBI 0T — 7 & AT 5 AL o)
Fig. 11 An example that generates a training table.

[ver [+ |0 [ bei |23 |x2 | %3 o7 o o5 |
0 1 0

1 1 9 I 1 1 0 0
<l 2 7 =il 0 1 0 0 0 1
1 3 8 1 0 0 1 1 0 0
12 BB EEEAN DL
Fig. 12 Conversion of explanatory variables to binary

variables.

SELECT
transform(rowid, clicks, (impression - clicks), features)

ROW FORMAT DELIMITED ..
using ’awk,-f conv.awk’

as (rowid BIGINT, label FLOAT, features ARRAY<INT>)

ROW FORMAT DELIMITED ..
FROM training

13 transform A & FIH] L 72 Al 3ERI A O 2536

Fig. 13 Conversion to a binary classification problem using the

transform clause.

5.2 Transform A&F|H LSBT o=7) 7

13 THIH L T2 % Hive ® transform 4J [38] &, %
TNVEEEDAZ ) 7T OBEEATIHA LT, €DAY
)TN OEER T E AN E LTEEOMRER T 5T —
TR O —F T 5. Hivemall ® KDD Cup 2012,
Track 2 Of [40] TlX, CTOWETILEDOZ ) v 7L
ATy varyBrEuId A5 4y 7EETHR) OO
T —% 1y MIERTZHEICFIHLTWAS.

53 HWILEMETA -7y MILET 1 RIFEAHLD
FEL e

KDD Cup 2012, Track 2 D7 — %+ v h 5 TSV R
TIFBI DT — 7V EERT 5 & 12GB THh 4. Hive
TlX, Optimized Row Columnar (ORC) &2 Par-
tition Attributes Across (PAX) [6] D—TEXTH 2 H T 4
RIAOEMHA ML=V BEXEFR—-PLTE. 7T 48R
MOEFMEEROBMELED D Z L TEHWEMEL
720, Tty MILoTET1 A7AH LELY KIE

B
iE
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. 2015)

WCHIRCTE A, #WFEEOT—% Xy MIZ ) LzEmD
7+ =<y bTHAH. EBEIZ, Fhko 12GB Ol

T — 7 V1iE ORC JET Snappy [41] EfEZ i L 72 & Z
HT9GB & TSV XD 65.8%THE: 714 A 7 w3/ &

niz.

U7 TF—=%EDT DA T T8 hEWRET—4%%
) 9 2 TRIFEN 2T — Y EMOAT RIS EEZD
n, 29 LEEHEMRDON T LA T — T Ve RS IR A
52 LTy 77— ¥ O E % Hive B & U Hivemall
TIT) ) ZATORELA[mE VR B,

ERR(ilES 53

ARETIE, 6.1 fiT Hivemall ® 27 T A53HHVERE & 5278 (12
BT DREMICOVTHRATE LB LML R L, 6.2
T Hivemall DFtHE / — NI T2 A5 =) 714 %
A3 5. EHiIC1Z, KDD Cup 2012, Track 2[42] ® 1 ~
y—t v MEEDZ) v 7 A =3 (Click-Through Rate
(CTR)) #EZ A7 V5.

e

KDD Cup 2012, Track 2DV 1)y JRHEEZ T

KDD Cup 2012, Track 2 ® 7 — %+ v b iZ KDD Cup
012D RF 4L arDOIlhEORELY Y
SOSO.com % i3 % Tencent Corporation (2 & - THflk
ENET -1y bT, 149,639,105 L 2 — FOFIFET—
Zty b E20297594 LI—FKOFANF—=%+y b
b%h. HlLa—FEIRBRIL IV a—FDA 850
Yarv (kyyarlFIng) 2EBTS.

X 10 ICBRERT L9112, AT -5 0% L a— NI,
AdID, DisplayURL, AdvertiserID, KeywordID, TitleID,
DescriptionID, UserID, QuerylD, Depth, Position, #Im-
pression, #Click ® 12U 5%, & 52— (UserID)
PHFED X v T a3 YIZBWT, AdID OJAHIZ#Impression
[\ L, ZFD) BL#Click L& E 7)) v 7 L2 %
FKHT L. MFEFE (QueryID) B & WL D KeywordID,
TitleID, DescriptionID I3#/}BF — & L TERHAINTED,
hash fHIZ & o THEIL SNz b — 27 v OEEDHERF — 12
foTzRaEND, 7 A M7 — % OfEIX, Training 77—
5 7 & #Impression, #Click ZBW72bDTH Y, %5
10 DB FEEAR T MV AR T 5. 10 @ training
T—7E user T— 7NV EAEE L CHE K EFEME
W RT 5 &, BT 54,686,452 TH 5.

SOy Ay OB, EMERILE ) v 7 EOHEERE
BT A LT THRABERLZT =22V HICH S,
flih 7 — & Wik % &6 72 Training 7 — % O A4 X1d TSV
X TH12GB TH Y, 77— ¥ 1 X, Training/Test 1 ~
AL Y ARDCT N HMOEMAE G T— 4 & v b [36]
EHNRIHFRE V. 20720, FEHONHRKR LT A T
1) &4 5 LIBLINEAR [37] % L OB —EHEHECEIET 5 1%
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R 2 FEBREHEON— Y 7K

Table 2 Hardware specifications of the experimental

environment.

Server specifications
CPU E5520 @ 2.27 GHz
Sockets 2
Cores 4
Hyper threading 2
Total threads 16
Memory 24GB
Disk SATA 7,200 rpm X 3
(Software RAID 0/JBOD)
Ethernet 1 Gbps

WEBEY - V2O IHEMAT L EPRETHY, 7T
R L TCAT = VT R THESLETH 5.

KDD Cup 2012, Track 2 D527 ) v 7 RIpE 5 A 7
T, T ROREFMIIBIEER L BEERE e ¥
% ROC BT OTHfE (Area Under Curve (AUC)) [43] 12
oTirba, AUC DL, Ih&x 2 v s LizZk

BT AIEBIEINEE 2 v 7 Laho7zZ L 2 8%
LEOET VL 1ATOEAZE &, EBIOTHEIEDS
ABIOTFIELL LIS 2 2HER 2 HIRT 5. 20720, Fill
EFNVDOIEEDOFMIGE L 5. AUCIROH2H1FTD
iz &Y, BELSEIRLZLEOMBI1IT, FV5
LLEOLEIL 05 &5,

EERIRIE

AR 1 33 B D T I A R—= 2 T2 5 HFIH L7,
K= FON=F72T7OMBEIEIR2DEBNTH L.
Hadoop @ tasktracker & datanode #FEf7T§ 457 —7h / —
FELT3R282FHL, %5 1 &% jobtracker & name-
node #E# 3L~ A%/ — K& LTHIJH L7, Datanode
DT A A7 ORERUESCHE [33] THEIE S LTV 5 JBOD
e, Ay Y R70 Y TEfET 4 Bismarck Tid Linux @
Software RAID 0 # M L72/8—F 14 v a » = FIF L 7.

6.1 WA AT LEDMBELE

KDD Cup 2012, Track 2 ® 7 V) v 7 2 )V —FD T ¥
A 7 % vy, Hivemall ® 7 T A 53HMRE & 2B ICET 5
[ % state-of-the-art DAL E T & i L 72, Hive-
mall & DPEFEERBICH WD, > 77t A TH
f£9 % Vowpal Wabbit (VW) [17], Hadoop Streaming |2
ko THHNZB{ET 5 Vowpal Wabbit (VW-MR), 2 L
C Bismarck [18] ® 3 D Th b. N5 3 DODOMMEE 7
V=87 — 7 RCOHERN ARG Tz fAv/i-ay A
T4 v 7 ROFEELLRMEL T D00, FE R LED
HRETHA.

Microsoft Research @ John Langford % H /L ZBIFE S 1L
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TWAVWIEF—T vV — 2O E Y — L e L TRb
A=) T A DENLDE LTHLNTWS, Hadoop
Streaming ZFH L7z VW O FIMLEE (VW-MR) (&,
PIABCRE T (SGD) Ik A4 v T4 Vbl a— k>
#:® Limited-memory Broyden-Fletcher-Goldfarb-Shanno
(L-BFGS) [44] % F\ 723y F228 2 G bE -8 F
BEFEHLTwA. VW-MR I, Vowpal Wabbit DAY
IZEFE NS mapscript.sh A7) 7 M & WA Z LT, map-
only ® MapReduce ¥ 3 743479 4. £, VW-MR (&
T RCOINFE % v THER AL T L OB — X2 %5
fTLC, 97 %%k b, 209 2T, L-BFGS % flwT
BRI RO 5. FRERIES & 2 OHEOFHE % % Mapper
TH—H NI To729) 2T, MPI H3£® AllReduce 7 )V
) AL & o TR REBRE L AR O HE 2175 T
TU—= NV RT A=Y DEGFEAT). VW-MR IE7 7 +
VREET, B—/XZ2® SGD (LLF, ZoOii7% VW-MR
(SGD) & FiT5H) & FNITH VTR 20 D L-BFGS 7
o+ (LT, Z2oxf7% VW-MR (SGD+L-BFGS) &
FiLT 5) 2EITT 5 [17]. FIH L 72 Vowpal Wabbit @
N—=2 3 3 77T, FEIZIET 7 4V b OFEMEE W
72, AFDEBTIZ VW-MR (SGD+L-BFGS) D% 1%
L-BFGS D104 7L —> 3 v HTHEIIHE L 7-.
Bismarck (3 =2 1A BLRE T3 %2 3R L 72 In-database
Analytics DfUEN 2 FEETH 5. FHEERIT R [18] ©
EBYTHY, L1 /7 VA2 LZERMLHEEZ 5. K
TR Tl Bismarck % PostgreSQL 9.2 THA L7z, 7%
B, PostgreSQL 2T Bismarck O%# 70t 213y v 7
VTt A TOARENNET AH. Bismarck DFEHED A 7L —
YarpfiI 10 bl e 1 EFHELZAA T LY a v E
W LI AUC DEPENLT A2 b ozl th b,
1RDOAF L= a3 yOREOREABTIRIHVE., 20
Bl & LT, Bismarck TIIA 7L —3 3y TEIZFEFEy
7% decay factor IZHEDWTHET 2 L) 2FERELLE->Tw
595, 77+ Mk E Tl decay factor 251.0 TH % 7=
¥, overshoot Z#E 1 K L THEEPPWHIZA D> TW i
bolEZohs.

flso M E DR L LT, K413 Apache Mahout [11]
ICEEENTWD SGD N—ADH Y AT 4 v 7 [oJF % 2
L7298, 2058 SR L > THOHT Likd o727
DILEII R B L7, 2o & LT, Apache Mahout
DT I AT 14 v 7RO FEREIE MapReduce 12 & % iE51] L
HIZFES72<AT-oTBLT, XA VY ALy F1IARZITTEXR
B HDFS 205 7 — & i th LT 5 B ELE L
HoTWh I EIZRRT L. 72, BESEIE L L%
BHHE OB FE LR E LTL AIS LTV 5 Liblinear (37
TRMOERZIT-o72L 25, FHIZ50GB ULEo 2 €1

*5 http://hazy.cs.wisc.edu/hazy /victor/doc/
using_bismarck.php
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R 3 HTEONAIX=I8T X — 5 DRk

Table 3 Characteristics of hyperparameters.

THE FEE ) DX WORTE o1 <me | IERME | N4 7 ZIH
Hivemall no/(1+t/N) no = 0.1, gy — 0.05 (¢t — oo0) O =L HY
Bismarck % (0.1) &% (iteration Z & |ZJ%EE) X L1 %L
VW 0.5(1/(1 +1))0? no = 0.5, 7 — 0 (t — c0) O %<6 %L
VW-MR | L-BFGS TldikE RE*T SGD & VW & [Fkk O %<6 L
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14 KDD CUP 2012, Track 2 ® % Z 7 % FIH L 7= 1k AE s
Fig. 14 Performance evaluation of the KDD CUP 2012, Track
2 task.

BOE L, T, F2 X )EMRER YV THEE
AT o208, FEOKTIT AR L2 E L 72,

14 |2, KDD CUP 2012, Track 2 D% A 7 % VW,
VW-MR (SGD B X 1F SGD+L-BFGS), Bismarck, Hive-
mall ZNEFNDFEB & {7072 EOMREEZRT. & 312,
LB OEB TR L& FEDONA IN—8F X — & O
IZoWTE Loz, £3 T, n BFEROWMME, NI
IRy 78, t 3Ky 27 (1,2,...,N) ThH5.

COEBEREID, Hivemall 2’5iaEETHDL A Y
F78 o VW IZx L THEOFRIFEE TR 6.65 5D
FBRRETHEB 2RI THWAI LN DDA, TOEED
Hivemall D% & 1L, [ 2,298,010.8 ¥ 7V DALHEL &
FHWAL—T v FERLTWA, Hadoop Streaming % 7l
M L7265 > VW-MR (SGD) &, Hivemall |2k} L
T 3.46 fE O HEEH 2 22 L 72, Vowpal Wabbit Tl&, &
BAEHE 146 (VW) 205 324/ (VW-MR (SGD)) 12
= NSRS L2 CRON B IIZE LR ok
BEM EIX 1,92 CTho7z. T2 ENS VW-MR O/ —
FEISHT AR =) T A EARTHTHLE VR D,
VW-MR (SGD) ® AUC #%0.711512 & Hivemall {2 {-X
THEWHE S LT, FEEOENDIID, §95R 20BN
Hivemall IZ}RTE W EHPEEZZ HNAE,. VW Tl
LibSVMERDOTFF A b7+ =<y bEATJELTHWAS

*6 L1/L2 QLA 72 a3 v 03d 575, 77 4V b TIIER).
*7 L-BFGS T line search |2 & V) n OEBEAFIH S 5.
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7%, Hivemall 25T 57— 7 R RTATIT—%
O HDFS 70 v 2 ¥23% < %0, #HF & LT MapReduce
TUL LS99 FBEOBIEZNETH S, VW-MR T
13215 D map ¥ A7 (5558 BRHAI N, D7
O, Ml 4 OGBSI T 5 TUE TN OREEEDSE D
DEEZLND.

VW-MR (SGD+L-BFGS) Ti&, L-BFGS® 10 1 7 L —
T a vHTHEEPEL, VW-MR (SGD) Zxf LT AUC
O ESR SN0, B—/ — FO VW T/ 5 17z AUC
35550 THo7:. TORKEE LT, e OLREHH
TANET2INBHIVEETHD T EICRRLT, 17
L—2 3 v k12 AllReduce 12 & 2 FHlE 7V FH L%
7o CHHEDEEE (global optimum) IZE->TWwiwd
DEFEZ D, %B, VW-MR OFRREEEICE L Ci3ggsH
OB BRI ENAIN=INT A=Y OB THEIN
LUREED D 5.

Bismarck 135 H DT 12 12.6 5 & 4% & L, Hivemall
WX LT 8.42 fE5 i WA IF M & 72 - 72, Bismarck O Filll
FEENEWHE & LT, Bismarck O TIIHERN L/
MREOFBEFEICHALT, /7= a YNTORIZH
& (FT7 4NV PDAT Y TIEE0.1) THY Y, nf <o %
W73 %072, FERPPWR L eholcbDEERL.

PLEDOYEREF1E, MapReduce 12X D#EAET 5 L 9 127%
Fha -4 O FILEL T3 & Hivemall O i A FE 2125
TLHS PR ERERTDIDOTH L. B, HEMEESPHE
HDFEFADE — TPCRREDS S5 N A 56121, FBL
CEFEONAIN—INT X =5 2 fi# L 729 2 TIHRT %
FCRBM2TTEFHZT) LI L ) TS E ARIEF
BEDO D DOPMEOLNLWTREMED S 5%, M 14 OFERDS
A7 & D FE M H T Hivemall 1356 T3 B A
H5.

6.2 /J—FEICHTEIXTr—FEUT1

KEITIE, Hadoop 7 9 A% DT —7 ) — FOMEEGH
%725 L &8 T Hivemall ® / — FEIZXFT A AT —F €
FAEREEL. R4I1CT—F /) — FOEEE® 8, 16,
32EL7EED, #map ATy ML, #reduce AW v K
¥, B IO Hivemall "FHICE L /-FFME/RT. F4 &
D, 8/ —FH»5 16/ — FIZ/ — Pz L& &0t
REM B34 172165, 8 /— F»5 32 / — FIZHR L2k
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R4 J-FHIIHTERAT—7E) T4
Table 4 Scalability to the number of nodes.

#nodes | Elapsed time (sec) #map slots #reduce slot
8 235.309 56 24

16 136.565 112 48

32 89.718 224 96

EOMEREN FI3R 2.62 1L > TB Y, BT L THEE
DTN DL Z EDGnD.

8 /= F 1532/ —=FIZ/ = Nz Lzt SOk
BEA, 8 /= F75 16 / — FIZ/ — P& L L &
A5 S N7 EREI BN B EHABHE LTIRRDZ &
DEZ 5N A, Hivemall TXIFBIO T — TV DH A4 X
5 HBEIRYIZHE ST 103 8D map ¥ A 7 SFET SN, 64
D reduce ¥ A7 HFEFEND. 8 / — FIZX BFEITT
i3, map AT NEASE56 EATHTHBH720, map ¥ A7
THERMIZFATH T DN D DD 572, ThxfL, 16
/= FTlEmap A8y FEAS112 £ +45TH Y, map ¥
A RTOFEFTPEEEINATPNL. ZD72D, 8/ —
R0 16 / — FICHERL & 28 2 723580 1245 & U 4 PEREN) 1
K&w, =T, 16 /—F»5H 32/ — FlZ/— Fx
R LA, BB L2z HE reduce ¥ A 7 OELTHE
MPZTICEEST L, DD, 16 /— K915 32/ — F
BEENT A ETELNZREIS / — Fh s 16 / —
RNBEIEMOSE L L TN o720 DE#E2 5,

Hivemall ® / — FEIWT 5 A5 =) 741, / —
N (&7 — FEUZIB U % map/reduce D ¥ A7 A1 v b
D) BEZ LN AT LT & %% o 72 ERET
RS2, —HT, ANMF=FHPERTHLHEI1CIII0R
ICELFCTHERME — FE2BINT 52 & THEEICET L
MEEMRTLIEDNTED.

6.3 & 7ILIEIRIC & 2RO

4.3 §iT, ¥ TIOVHEIEIZ X o TR E OfaR L %
9 % amplify B%t & rand_amplify B8 &N L7z, RET
&, KDD Cup 2012, Track 2 D7 =%+t hEHWT, 2
NoDE TIVIERIZ X DR T FEEROREE & H R
DT CEHMi S 5.

R 5128 VIR EATD VWIS (plain), amplifier B4
=FIH L7284 (amplifier+clustered by), rand_amplifier
BRI L 7234 (rand_amplifier) #NENTHEEIC
HLCIFM 5N AUC 2R, amplifier BB IO
rand_amplifier 82D ¥ FNVEREORBBIE 3 £ L. %5
2R & 912, amplifier EZFH L2561 G607z
AUC 133 b @\ a8, FEATRER A 479.855 B & & 7V iiig
ALV EERBELTH 535G 2o TLEST
W5, ok ZEHEGEE L b I E DMK AT o
Tz 15 (R, X 15 T, A3tk i
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K5 JETY TVIIEEZAT) BELATDEVEED AUC BX D
FEATHEM O g
Table 5 Comparison of AUC and the execution time of train-

ing methods with/without tuple amplification.

Method Elapsed time (sec) AUC

plain 89.718  0.734805
amplifier+clustered by 479.855  0.746214
rand_amplifier 116.424  0.743392

Number of tasks

0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 450 500

Elapsed time (sec)

15 amplify BEZFIH L 722385 2 7 D947
Fig. 15 Execution of a training task using the amplify

function.
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16 rand_amplify B2 FIH L7238y 2 7 DFAT
Fig. 16 Execution of a training task using the rand_amplify

function.

#1213 map/shuffle/merge/reduce D ED ¥ A 7 3L 72
FFEITEN TP ERL TS,

amplify BEEFIH L 72856 ORESIE, map IR
% Reducer 127 ¥ —3 % shuffle LB &, Reducer Il T/T
9 map HIIFHEF D merge MIATRK MVt v 7 & 75T
LI H A, FEIO T — 7 IV FEFIZRKE T 100 D
map ¥ A7 BSFH SN D4, merge XL — %1% 100 @
DT 7 ANEHNEY =PV — FIZE o T =P LT reduce
FABA~NDAT LT HULEDNRH L., TO7-0, amplify B
TEATREMDSEZE CTH 556 10K S 2GR L TRIA
T5Z EAdHEL .

—7T, B 16 1Z/RT & 9 12 rand_amplify B % FH
T 5 WA EEEE Z £ amplify B2 FIH L 725612139
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BAS, ¥ TNEIEE T % WA I L TETREROK
M7 BN % LICE W AUC 286N T b, [ 16 1R
&9 12, rand_amplify B8%c % FIH L 72854, shuffle L3
(& map EIZHE 2 LI TEIT SN, LD merge WF L
reduce JLEEASGAT L CTEIT SN L. FEATREIEH 1.3 512
BIML72AAUC TREZMESHELNTEY, ZOME
I3 rand_amplify B2 f 7L —2 a3 oMb ITHWS
CLOHEREERTHODTHS.

6.3.1 ZJIVERFEDERNEH

17 V—=varoffbh)icy FIVEEIEE w546, I
RELFTHEEABYETE V) FEELLIENTEL
W7z, JOELIZ S WT — & 2228 TE13 2 O A% # B A
S s, F7, ¥ FABIEE VLA, HO Lk
IEZIRET HLEDDH HIED, WHT S T TORE LI
WV EIZFD A NDPIHTE R LR 5.

Hivemall 2R § % ¥ 7 VIBIETF 2G50 & 7= 5 DI,
FHF— S PRBIFEAET AL TOEOA T L -V 3
YCEEPNORT AGETH L. FET— D wvr —
AL, H—/ — FCEET 2 HMFE T4 77 ) THH
P2 L W7, Hivemall O @M IC L TWwiwn,
Confidence Weighted 7 & D53 #% E & L 72 E A D TH
419 7 T AGHETE (18], [14], [15] 121E, FHOWH N
HCAFDOA T V=2 a VTEEAPNOET 5 &) FEis
HoHID, ¥ TVIBEEFEPEM@ LEZOND.

7 TOVHEIRIC & 2 #R UBrEFE, &M s
LVOKEEE FIFD 2 L35 ho TWAY, PWRICELET
FEEAT) FETE R, WHICESL FTH¥ELHED LT
121, Hivemall (2 & > TNy FHUZTFHIE TV 2 HES L
729 2T, FROBIREEERHT 24 v 74 v 58 % T
Hivemall T8 L7z FHMET LV EEHHT LI ENEZHN
% [45].

7. BTV

KETlE, Hivemall 12X 5 A7 — 5 7 i 58 % 5
9292 THRONTERNLMA, BITZOEIHTFE
k7,

BARIZ, AROBMMTOEBKITKDOEB) THA.

o HERDEMBIEITEED RIS E FLEOME N 2 fa6i
L (3.2 i), 20BN L LT — 7 VAR F
L 728808 o5 EAT 2 /i L7z (4.1 5).

o ¥ TIVHARENF L FOMERIZ L o THEBMFSE DA
7L —a »xHl LT, Embrassingly parallel |2
M8 2479 T RE L2 (4.3 ). SR ERm
L 7z map-local ® shuffle #4179 Fik& & 12, AT
AR AL TR L2 Bl 7 ¥ 7 OVEEIE & 2 ORTE T
DWTOERERLEONTMAEZRL (6.3 H).

e Hivemall & Hive |[ZHA 2 BRBE & IV THEWSE 0 —
WOT7O—-%EITTEIERER L (5 E).
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TAEDY T R 2 TRBIZBW A -T2 =AY 7 b
v TR L CEEREIEREV. T NRN= A5 T
1Z PostgreSQL %> MySQL 73UERN 2 b D TH 5.
H5#Cd LibSVM [36], Liblinear [37], scikit-learn [46],
Weka [47] £ Voot =T >V — 2V 7 b7 x T IZFAHF
Hh O EEFME THA ZHETER SN TV, ik
HI 4751 T LibSVM [36] % Liblinear [37] O fiF
OO OWFFERR L & i L C 3 FEH 124 { @ Citation
FEDOTBY, BWFEEDO XY v — L e TdH 5 Journal
of Machine Learning Research (23 H DA —7 >V —A
Ny s 48] BFAET B, T D& ) ITHEMEE S ICB W
TH—=T V=AY 7 b7 2 THRZTHRENIRKE W,

V7 b7 =7k LTO Hivemall DIRMAHIIE, 75 /54
FETAT = VIR AE Z A7) LT, FREO
VT T EERRICE Y T — ¥ B SRR R
WY AT L OFMBEOMPU AL T2 2 TH D, E
Bk St o v 7 4 v L oK FERFETIE, T34 b
FADETFT—F B LIA VY =%y MNESED T v IN—
Va yEOHEE T Hivemall # W THEIL T L8, F
7z, BEBOENLEREAETAE T YN N—Y 3 Vg
RIEE 7 ) v 7 HHEE I Hivemall SFH E N TW5, 4
BHWFEL NI ORRZ AN E I © T Hivemall 125
5 LY AR N F 2 A >~ OFTE 2 MR 1247 -
TV TH 5.

HE OAWIRO X, FHFEIIEE S F%E (B
(FREEF 5 24700111) 7 & IR (A) (GREE
5 024240015) OFIBICL L. T ZICHEEET.
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