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Abstract: We present two optimization methods for processing a large amount of data with MapReduce
using a graphics processing unit (GPU). It is difficult to transfer a large amount of data to the GPU memory
(VRAM) and process them at a time, because the VRAM size is smaller than that of main memory in most
cases. Thus, we investigate how to divide the data optimally with a cost model into multiple chunks so that
each chunk fits into the VRAM of the GPU and can be processed efficiently with MapReduce on it. The
experimental result showed that it exists an optimal chunk size which is smaller than the maximum one that
GPU can store, and we can optimize it with our static optimization method. Moreover, we present a dynamic
chunk size estimation method which finds an optimal chunk size online, and evaluated it. As a result, the
dynamic chunk size estimation method could execute in 1.13x longer time for a term weighting task and in
1.46x for a sorting task compared to their ideal cases.
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THINL, W T v v 7 WA XOHEEH cope X HHIT S
(X (16)).

Copt = arg minmazx (fm(c), fmr(€), fout(c))

1

I
fin(c) = I{/ +2
C

fr(c) = ' loge + % +4
"y O//

fout(c) = Ol + 72

M2 DF v 7 41220 TIE, Input A7 — VB
Teop PRSI TRV, 22T, Fy 27 1E&F v
7 2 %L, Input A7 — & MapReduce A7 — 3 D
AN—=TF "B T XY A X F v 7 4D AR
L5 b, F vy 5 DB cop TETT S,
4. FHEZEITORXY

REFFL, KHET— 57128435 GPGPU I2BWTE
B L BRI EIRLE 2 Pesg L CRIFRIICS 79 4
WMIAFT) 7L =L =7 DRETH L7280, ZOHMH
PRI 2S, KL TlE, 2O TOEELDOPHM L &
A7 THHLFEESITHTH BM25 12 X AEEOERITEF
By 27 LBy — by A 7120 L CERi R 4T S .
BM25 13 E3%E T IV 3D B E R ERRED 72D 0
FEOEAMITTH Y, KT — 5 20 b L7z
VAT AIBOWCEE G BEARERLEARATRTH L.
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72, BEMEO YV — MIEDOTEHR AT LIZBWTA
HENATON BB TH 5.

KETIRIAEDIC BM25 I2DWTHRN, ZDR%ICEAT
B A EBBEY — NI A7 IZDOWTHRND,

4.1 BM25ICLBRENDEAfHIIETE

4.1.1 BM25

BM25 [2] 3R E TV EDCEOEIMITFETH
D, TR ZREEOEATIFETH S TF-IDF [1] & HE
LTRE NSV LML N TV 2. BM25 2L 5 E
AHIF (17) THBEND. wa, FLE BT LRTGEL
DEALZTH L. X (17) HD tfg, IXE BT 2ETE
t OMBURE, df, \3FRDIFEt 2 508K, N I3CEES
EROILER, dig \$EICEITNERIFEOK, avdl
EEEEGEROFYLHERTH L. £72, ky, blI/T
A=FTHY, TNEFNEk =12, b=0.75 LHET 5.
avdl DEIZ Y = 7 ICBW I ICE LT 52 13 %
WEEZoNb2D, BHMET5.

(kl + 1)tfd,t N — dff + 0.5

w , = . og
T (1= b) + b2y - tf df, + 0.5
(17)
lwas = Gy + Ltfa (18)
Fa((1—b) + b2y 4 tfa,
N —df; +0.5
g 08 dfy +0.5 (19)

22T, X (17) 0o 1 EHA % DIERFRTEA L DY, 7 (18)
VR, X (17) % 20 H % DRI E A L IR0Y, R (19)
ZRT.
4.1.2 BOEAXfUEE

A 5L, GPU E MapReduce THZEET— % 249
EOBEAMPFFEDSNRMIATA A E 2R L [16]. L
2L, GPUDAE) THb VRAM OH 1 RIZRY) H3d 5
720, HAOOFD[16] T T LB TE L UHEELRD
FAZDESENTWE, 22T, TAOBEOIGE [18] T
X, BDEFREREOEAMPIIEEICHETTAZ LT,
BEOLOTHETIIHR) 2B TERVY A XD LEHEES
o ZLxmEes Lz, BM25 12X 2FEQEAITEIE %
B 1 O TEBT A7-0121F, 2 [0 MapReduce ¥ A
I DLETH D, LIETIE 2 A0 MapReduce ¥ 27 T
% 1st-MR & 2nd-MR #NZFNOHRENZ DOV TIEND, F
7z, BM25 DO ESFITEHR S 1 OfHTiT) 2 &8
T&5,

4.1.3 1st-MR

1st-MR @ H91x, BM25 (2 & 2 EAN T FHEICLE %
MErErz B T2 THD. BM25 2L AEAL, BT
EA (X (18)) L ARBMEA (X (19) OFEIC L HEH
ENAG. RN EAIF v o7 ICETNAE LR LM
ST LCEE AT LA TE L7280, 1stMR DKF ¥~
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crone1 )
Chunk 1 Group 1
7 2
3 1 Result
2 1 1
4 ) Group 2 ;
Y\ 3
Chunk 2 4 3
1 3 3
3 MapReduce 4 MapReduce 4
6 Group3 |/ 5
9 ’ 6 (7 6
2/ e |/ ]
Chunk3 | Group 4 4 7
5 8
7 9
1 - /
& J
< IstMR >< 2nd-MR >

B 3 #HEY— & A7 ORI
Fig. 3 Overview of sorting task.

7 ORMETCHEMNT 5. —HFRBIWERL, FilFEt 2&T
LER A, LEREEROTLERN PLREE L L7120,
LERF X 7 TV LCEIEEIT) 2 TER
W, FIT, TR 7B AEIGEt A EOUHEKT
BhAf, LTV i CEINLLEMN, 2Fv o2
LITRD, FY Y 7 OFEIET 572N xEL
EhETVWLZETIRTDF v 7 DFEIET Lk
& (1st-MR D5 THE) 12df,, N #HHE$22LNTES.
dft, N, lwgs = 1st-MR OfERE LTHIT 5. NIZ2
W, BB TH YA ZEE DD TURE VD, X
AV AW TS, 72, df, 3EIEt 2 F— ¢
% key/value X7 <t, dfi>& L TREFT 5. ZOXRTIEFS|
FEDOTHDEIZIAAET 595, ARWFZETIE A A ¥ X F ) I2H
MCTEDIRMERET D, A VAT THRETE RV
A, BT 7 AV E LTT 4 AZICHIIT 5 2 & T
TED. lwg \THRGFEL L HF d 2 LTHEBT dID Ol %
F— & L7z key/value X7 <(t,dID),lwg)>& L TRFES
. CORTRIIBESERIBITLFRIFELENEED
WEOMEEOMPZTHEAET 5720, <(t,dID),lwg)>%
TWE77ANVELTTA AZIZHTIT 5.
4.1.4 2nd-MR

2nd-MR D HIIE, 1st-MR TRD 72 dfy, N, lwas 75
BM25 #H T A52ETHA.

Input A7 — ¥ Tld, <(t,dID),lwg)>XT %7 714
MO A A ¥ AEY NGiAIAL . MapReduce A7 — ¥ TlI,
Input A7 — ¥V THARATEL(L, dID), lwg,)> & <t, dfy >,
N % VRAMNf%$ 4. 26025 GPU LT BM25
CX 2 HEA we ZFHET 5. Output 27— 2 Tld MapRe-
duce A7 — YV OFER<(t, dID), wq >% 7 74 WNHIIT 5.

4.2 EBHEV-H

B — N8 27 S ERMFITEIE S A7 L RO
(1) TIFH. V=R T7ILIT)XLEI NNy b — &k
IR 5. 22T, BREDOEEE IV —T g, TV —
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TOEEE G={g91,92,- ,9n} &L, GIIMTEED 2EHK
TR ) o2 EE L34, Thbh, TIH
<% A< Bea<b Va€ A, Vbe B) EEFHL
728 &, Vge,9y €G (9o #9y) T LTy, < gy T2
Gy K gz DY D, BERYEY — b & XA 7 D 1st-MR T3,
F v v T NOBEREZ W ODD 7 — TR 450 %47
V. TNh—=TEIIHBET S, K7V — TIPS EE
HOBEEIEEINS. OV —sOFIEXX 3 I1ZfEHLIC
N

H—3d LGEBRT 2B 7V —TTNr v b
Bt A, Nry M V— T EEUEEEES S D,
d-MR OF x> 27 12@N\7 v b1 2I2—%T5. T
RTCOF ¥ Y 712 LT Ist-MR AT L7z (§XTD
RO Y 5313252 T L72) 14, 2nd-MR ~BAT7T 5.
2nd-MR T, 1st-MR TIER L7237 v b & 1 DFisk
K, NT oy NAOBBED Y — bE4TH. TOLED Y —
&, MapReduce @ Shuffle A7 v FIZHWA Y — 7
TY)ALTE ). §XRTONT Y M LTY — b &4
WV, Ny FERIEFREEB YIRS 2 TRBEEED Y — b
MRETT 5.

TN—=TENTy FOEIRIZDOWTHRRS . #5E T
FZBWTE, 75 05E%k (Fy %) LEHLED
TN—=T~NEN 5N, 12D TNV—TT1D2D)N7ry M %a
B 5. LaL, 2OKRETIE 20d-MR OF v > 74
A X Ny MAX) HEE SN 720, BEE T
TENICTF ¥ v 7 A XRPRET LI LN TELR W, 22
T, BWHEEFETE IV —T 124720 DH 4 X% F v
YA R LT/ E L L, 2nd-MR TlE, 7% ¥
AR CEHETEDL ZENTELRRED T
V=T T12DON7ry Vel + 5. 293528 T, 7
V— TN R EH- 72 F ¥ 2nd-MR TEIICT ¥ ~
IHARBRETAHIENTE D,

5. FHMEER

ARETIE, BM25 (2L 2 EAMUTEIE Y 27 &8l
V= MY ATIZOWT, FWGET L BN E T LD
FNENOFMERICONVTHENL, T/, £F AT
MapReduce ® Shuffle 27 v ZIZHWSL VY — h 7T R
LENA =w )= bev—VV— e LTEREEYT-
7z. LABETIE BM25_Bitonic [ EAMITEIE & A 7 T34
=y 27 v—1brHwE4E, BM25 Merge (3 FE AR
FHES 2T —TU Y= Me WA, Sort_Bitonic &
BB — NI ATTNA M=y sy — NEHWGE,
Sort_Merge {5V — MY A7 Tx =YV — MEHn/:
WEERT. 1B, SHEERICHWEIHROMK~ & 1
IZRT . AREETIE HDD % 2 5T MapReduce 7 A
VAN Yk xR
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1 OEBRICHEH LYY Ok

Table 1 Machine specifications.

Intel Core i7-4790
CPU
(3.6GHz, 4 27)
RAM 16 GB
TOSHIBA DT01ACA200 (2 &)
HDD | & 2TB
RN T — & Bk L | 1,815 Mbit/s
NVIDIA GeForce GTX TITAN Z
(2 BERD Y B 1 EOAEH)
GPU | CUDA a2 7% 2,880
N—=Aravy7y 705 MHz
XE &= 6 GB GDDR5X
oS CentOS7
900 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
| 1.BM25_Merge_Model
800+ “ 2.BM25_Merge_Measured
3.BM25_Bitonic_Model
fg700* i 4.BM25_Bitonic_Measured
2
D600}t 3.
§600 ]
5001 l
4007
1.2.
300 ‘
2007520 40 60 80 100 120 140 160
chunk size(MB)
M4 EAFTEESY A2 ICBT 285 TEOIANETFTVE
FEE

Fig. 4 Cost model and measured time of Static Partitioning

method for a term weighting task.

51 7—%&tv h

BM25 12 & 2 EAFTEIRE S 2 7 1 L 72 CE4E A1,
T TS s a—) 7 LR ENS, B GEOAE
WM LTFFAN 77 A VDESE L. LEEEDFA
213 4GB TH 5.

I — N & A 21213 32bit 55 7% LEBIEE ) 10
WEAR T T ANVEHH L. $4bb, 77434 X
4GB THh 5. &FNLEEMEIE OIS fltKk L
L7,

5.2 EHNEIFEOEERGER
KRETTIREATTEIE Y A7 L BPEY — N5 A7 12
B EI T2 A L 72k R oW Tk 5,
5.2.1 BM25 (L& DEAFFIIETELZIY
HEAMTEIE S A7 SN SEFEsEAL, ¥ v
V7L —=varyEiTbTICFy vy 2 A4 A (M)
% 2MB 2* 5 150MB ¥ TEAfL s ¥ 72 & & ORI
(Hedh) o797 %K 4 ®» BM25_Bitonic_ZMeasured &
BM25_Merge_Measured 2789 . BM25 Bitonic &, 7 ¥
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500
450! 1.Sort_Merge_Model
2.Sort_Merge_Measured o
400¢ T‘ 3.Sort_Bitonic_Model
'g350— ‘ 4.Sort_Bitonic_Measured
$300 ‘ A
g .
=250 l
200
150¢ 1.2. |
100 ‘ 3.
507
0

0 50 100 150

C 200 250 300
chunk size(MB)

5 BEMEY - MY AZICBTLHNGETFEOIANET VL
e
Fig. 5 Cost model and measured time of Static Partitioning

method for a sorting task.

V74 X 2MB CRIEREIIRAMEZ &V, 22MB Tk
IME216.9 % LD, ZORIELEFICI LTS, —4,
BM25_Merge (X, v ¥ 7% 4 X 2MB TR AEZ &5
&1 BM25 Bitonic & #7225, Fv v 74 X% k&L
LCO EFIZIZILT, BBUAKETVE > Twna,
5.2.2 EHEV-F2I7T

BREY — N A7 SN ETEEEAL, Fr) T
L—ar&frbdIicF v 74 X (Bl % 2MB 25
300MB F CZAL S E7- L S OFERE () or o7
%[ 5 @ Sort_Bitonic_ZMeasured & Sort_Merge_Measured
|Z7RF. Sort_Bitonic_Measured #*5, Sort_Bitonic |7 ¥
YA X 2MB CRIERMIERAMEE & D, 254 MB T
B/AME 164.0 % & 5 2 LRG0 5. EORIT AR
Tw 5. Sort_Merge | BM25_Merge & [k, 7 > 7%
A AX2MB ChAEZEY, FrYro 71 X% RELLT
b EFICIRELY, BBOAMITVwER>TWD,

5.2.3 JX M ETFILOFHME

3BHTIAMNET N EH R Y ) TL—2 3 D
WTHRZz, Fry )T L= a VICHWwWAEF 2 A X
3 mild (1, c0,¢3) = (10,50,100) MB & L 72, 3.3 i Tk~
2B AEUEDTF Y oA XL T L THED
FVHEEDSITRE & 72 525, AREBRTIIHEE LT 4 i/ A
DF x> 7P A A TERZIT) .

Fr)TVL—va IiliDKROITANET VDT T
7 %X 4 ® BM25_Bitonic_Model & BM25_Merge_Model,
5 @ Sort_Bitonic_ZModel & Sort_Merge_Model {2787,
BM25_Bitonic 2B W T, FIEEHSRNE LT v~
7 A AHEREIZ 22MB, ¥+ ) 7L —v a3 TR
B F X v 7 A R 1T5MB £ ) BB —% L
TWh, FXY )T L= a |ZL RO RERTF Y7
YA A CTOFIHEB R 3 O (B) \RY. FHEEBO%E
DS /N & 7 o 72 BRI 20 T v > 7 A RBF ORI
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® 3 HIEWM LT v > 7Y A XCTHEN L 7Ry L BRI Tk, S T O SRR

Table 3 Comparison of the computation times of ideal chunk size cases, Dynamic Es-

timation method, and Static Partitioning method.

YAy U=k BRI E Tk BT BT Y v 2 AR | GHERFRILE RHERRE L
(Shuffle) (A) (B) (©) (A/C) (B/C)
BM25  Bitonic 1st-MR 386.4 (33.8) 371.6 (17.5) 360.7 (22) 1.07 1.03
2nd-MR 89.5 (114.8) 102.5 (—) 88.7 (74) 1.01 1.16
Total 476.1 (—) 474.2 (—) 466.5 (22) 1.02 1.02
Merge 1st-MR 160.3 (125.2) 158.5 (203.9) 155.3 (120) 1.03 1.02
2nd-MR 84.0 (150) 66.9 (—) 60.8 (96) 1.38 1.10
Total 244.5 (—) 225.7 (—) 216.9 (96) 1.13 1.04
Sort Bitonic 1st-MR. 118.8 (62.6) 112.1 (70) 72.6 (256) 1.64 1.54
2nd-MR 66.8 (63.4) 94.2 (—) 73.2 (30) 0.91 1.29
Total 185.6 (—) 206.3 (—) 164.0 (254) 1.13 1.26
Merge 1st-MR, 28.5 (122.2) 28.6 (500)* 22.4 (70) 1.27 1.28
2nd-MR 29.6 (197.2) 26.8 (—)* 16.4 (220) 1.80 1.63
Total 58.2 (—) 55.5 (—)* 39.8 (170) 1.46 1.39

HAT sec (MB) sec (MB) sec (MB)

* Sort-Merge 1238\ THHY T EI T TRO 72 /B 524.2 MB (& VRAM O 4 AR Y I12FETAN],
L7255 THEATHRE 2 G5 T 524.2 MB 129 b 3TV 500 MB T Dk 5 % i k.

(£3D (C) LHETHEY AT LMAKT1.02 /5 1HPH

L7-.

BM25_Merge (25T, FHEREHIRNE 2D T ¥ >~
73 A4 ADSFEMEIX I6MB, FrvVU 7L —3 3 TRD
Tl F v 7 A4 XiE 2039MB TH-o72. Fx )7
L—2a il RO midize T v >~ 7 4 A TOFMERY
B (30 (B)) LEtHERMOEMED RN E % > 72 HH
W% F v > 7 A AEOFERERE (30 (0) LIt
%l 5 A7 ERT 1.04 fEICHH L7z,

Sort_Bitonic IZB W Tld, FHHERMIRNELRET ¥~
7 A ADIFEPEIZ 254 MB, Fx V) TL—T 3 itk
KO R T v 7 A RFHT0.1MB ) K& L
ENH LR E o7z, TORRIE, N b=y sV —F
DHFMAITERTE., N, =y 7 V= NIV — DG
E b T =DM 2 Thwis, ¥I—-DT7—%%
BINT HLERSH L. DF), 77— 5 O 2" OYE
ERDBRESRL Y — FOMTR, 20+ 1 TRE RN
b, LT, 204+ 1005 27T FTOMIREILR)
RINWBL A, T, 4 @ BM25_Bitonic_Measured
R[4 5 @ Sort_Bitonic_Measured 7% 4 @ [B]f@ THEBIR I
Lo TWAIENLLSNDE. IANETVOT T 7138k
BR O FERE 218 O 2 BT 5 720, FHEREH % /S
FTHF Xy 7 A XDEMEE T A N BTN TR DR
ol Fx )T L= a itk ykdiFr oA
ATOFHERM (K3 0 (B)) &EHEREE O FHMEA
INE T o BRI e F v v 7 A XREOFHERR (3 0
(C)) %ILBT 2L 5 A7 &KT 1.26 512306 L 72,

Sort_Merge (2B T, FHEMNMISRNELRLT v 7
A XDEREIZ 17T0MB, Fx )7L —3Ta s TRDE
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R 2 HWHEETEDY A7 TL ORMERE L &5 A7 AR
Table 2 Computation time of each task by Dynamic Estima-

tion and sum of all tasks.

YAy V—} (MB)
(Shuffle) | 5,80,150 10,50,100 10,75,140 30,75,120

BM25 Bitonic 488.1 476.1 474.8 506.7
Merge 243.4 244.5 246.4 243.2

Sort Bitonic 187.3 185.6 188.6 —
Merge 57.1 58.2 58.0 48.7

sum 975.9 964.4 967.8 —

HAL © sec

R T v v 74 XL 524.2MB TH - 72. Sort_Merge
Tl VRAM O A4 ARBIZE Y F ¥ > 744 X 524.2MB
TOEIHPARTTH o7z, FIT, FANRELERRKOF v
Y7 H A4 X500MB 2FE 3D (B) gL, hEE
B OERED TN E o7z b SO LR F X > 79
A AWRpOFTEF (F30 (Q) 2T L Ly A7 21k
T 1.39 fE 2P0 L 72,

5.3 BIRHTEFEDERER

RECREAFTFIHE S A7 EBEEY - by 2212
B FE WA LR IOV THERS ., /O, K
BAEHEEICDLE R 320F v 7% A4 X ¢y, co, c3 DAL
BEHEEZIZEEDKR I A7 OFERBEZR 2 IIRT.
(c1,c2,c3) = (30,75,120) MB @ Sort_Bitonic 137 2 M
Lol Thi, 5 @ Sort_Bitonic_Measured 7* 5
b X ICFHEREBERIKICZ o TBY, 350
EEDVECTIANETNVOBRPZ L MHEE LD R o
7B THDH, YA OAREIHERR (3 2 © Sum)
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Table 4 Computation time of partitioning with the maximum chunk size.

7F—42~X—2Z Vol.11
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® a4 KT ¥ Y oA XCIITLIE B ORI

YAy —} I o3 Tk FHARME | £ MR ¥ A2 B
(Shuffle) WRTF v v 7 (B/D)** | fekF v > 7k (A/E)**
(D) (E)

BM25  Bitonic 1st-MR 520.3 (300) 0.71 517.7 (300) 0.75

2nd-MR 94.7 (—) 1.08 108.7 (800) 0.82

Total 615.3 (—) 0.77 626.6 (—) 0.76

Merge 1st-MR 178.6 (450) 0.89 178.5 (550) 0.90

2nd-MR 65.9 (—) 1.02 82.3 (1,200) 1.02

Total 244.9 (—) 0.92 261.3 (—) 0.94

Sort Bitonic 1st-MR 90.6 (300) 1.24 158.4 (500) 0.75

2nd-MR 115.6 (—) 0.81 81.4 (500) 0.82

Total 206.3 (—) 1.00 239.8 (—) 0.77

Merge 1st-MR 28.6 (500) 1.00 31.0 (300) 0.92

2nd-MR 26.8 (—) 1.00 31.3 (300) 0.94

Total 55.5 (—) 1.00 62.5 (—) 0.93

HAT  sec (MB) sec (MB)

5B &, (e1,c2,c3) = (10,50,100) MB %% B D5 F &
ofz. L7edso> T, DBEOENHEE FEOMIETT
(c1,¢2,¢3) = (10,50,100) MB & L 7.

fev T, BRI E TEOFHE R & FHEREH o FERIE DS
T/NE T o 2B I F v v 7 A AREOFHERM 2 2 h
FNE3I O (A), (O) [IRT. Fiz, £312 (A) & ()
LD (A/C) #RT. &b, 33HTHRALEBY, By
FEITFHEIZBITLF Y 74 XL 1st-MR 12525 b D
THhY, (C) I2B1F5 2nd-MR & Total DIEIMADF v >~
A XL 1st-MR 252 72F % v 74 XTH 5.

BM25_Bitonic [ZE)HEETLEE#H L7z &L E0EfkD
FHARE (A) X, BAELRF X 22 A XEEOFHERE
(C) 1.2 THo72. ZDELEDF v 7 H A4 X3
BHETELEHNSETETRELELRZ 0D, FIEA
FEEIZOWTEBBORELWIEREIRONIZE VR .
BM25 Merge \[CBjRIffEE Fila2 @A L7 & 2 0&kostH
R (A) (&, BRI T Y v 7 A AEOFHERER (C)
D113FETH o7z, 1st-MR ICBWTIE, BIRHEETED
AHERE I E S E T RO R BEHERM O 1.03 5 Th -
7275, 2nd-MR 1B W TUE 1.38 1% L B E Tvk & <
BHRERL o7z,

Sort_Bitonic I[ZE)YIEE T L2 @A L 72 & & OFFEREH
(A) &, BIEM T v > 73 4 AROFHERRH (C) @ 1.13
ReTh ol 1st-MR IZBWTIZ, B)gHEET L0
EF BT O R BEHER I O 1.64 15 & B0 E T8
KRELEDFERE %2 o 7275, 2nd-MR Tl 0.91 5 & ByibiE
EFEDEHGEFEL BRI 2R L 572, Sort_Merge
CEIRHEE TR L7 & X OFHERR (A) 1, FEAR
WeF v > 7% A XEOFHERR (C) 146 f5Th o 72,
CMUI TR TOREREO I CEYHEE T OFHE R & 50
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AL B Ofildk 3 BiE
SEITFHEORRFTERHOZI R D REWELRETH 5.

54 BRAKF v IY1 X TOEFT

B ETHICBWT, Yy )T L= a3 v ETDbTIC
Fx v A R EFETRERBY KECEE L L 208
HEEEEER 40 (D) IIRT. T4, FvyUTL—Tarx
To7-L ZORMERH (£3® (B) & (D) Lokt (B/D)
R AIVRT. BAFUTERES AT, F¥ )7L —
varvuEfiolzl SOFEREIIRKT ¥ v 74 ZHED
AR X ) 3 BM25_Bitonic Tid 0.77 f%, BM25_Merge
TIE 092 f5E#ETH - 72. Sort_Bitonic Tl, F ¥ 1 7
L —3 3 Y2k o TRO 7R fil 70 MB TORMRIGHE & &
KF v 2794 X 300MB COFMERMCIZESRS Lk
Mol T, 5 @ BM25_Bitonic_Measured 2> 5 43
NHEICF ¥ 7 A X TOMBRHETNA, b=y 7 —
PO o TWB Z IR T 4. Sort_Merge 12
DWTIEFER 3 OMEICREEBLALH1L, (B) & (D) &b
5bF ¥ 7 A4 X 500MB TORIMERMTH 5.

E512, 1st-MR & 2nd-MR DZFNRZFNDF ¥ > 74 X
REMETTRELR IR KE CREE L2 & S ORI R 2K 4 ©
(BE) 1OR¥. BiiEE RO ERR (A) Lokt (A/E)
b FKEICE 4 1277 T. BM25_Merge @ 2nd-MR PAYH B
HHEE FEOFHARR (A) 23% MapReduce ¥ A 7 128\
TIRKTF v v 7 &5 27:L 2OFMERR (E) L) dE
Z DA, BM25_Merge @ 2nd-MR Tl (A) A% (E)
% EloTwWaB 00, ¥ A7 EkOFERMTIZ (A) @
FOE N, TNHORERNS, KD £ 512 GPU ET
# DR L MapReduce ¥ A7 %479 L9 % —ATIE, 7
RERIR Y MWK CT— s 258346450 d, 2L
M@ B il 2 WFECoHEl 24T 9 & & ASEHEREH O #LT
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PHEFLnwEWng 5,
6. HbHWIZ

KWL TIE, GPU L THEES NS HLE 7 L —
27— 2 MapReduce 12 & 2 KB T — & WL O fe i LT
FERREL, FiEiTo72. HSEFREIIAMET Y
CEBFy )T L= 3y &f7) 2 & CHIAT % il 7 45
EIRECANT =7 258 T 5. Lizd>C, MUWEEZE
Fo7— &1 LCH U240 K LT ) @B Ic A
MeFETHL, —Fh, BNHEETEIES A7 OFFTHIC
Bl e D EIRE A EE L, T O5EIRAT) . 2
L5EHET—=FITHLTT Ny 7 2L C b foffii 2
HE L CETTREAR THETH B, BINIEE RO R
&, BoETFEORBEERHE KL, EATEE
¥ A7 T1.02-1.13 1%, #EEEY — b5 A2 T1.13-1.46 £
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