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Abstract : This article introduces and reviews recent analyses methods on big data. We first introduce several kinds

of definitions of big data based on Volume, Variety, Velocity, and Value extracted from data. Next, we describe that

big data can be classified into three types — 1. various kinds of data with very large volume or producing very fast,

2. sparse data and 3. universal data — Then we derive three important factors for utilizing big data — big data

technologies, visualization and techniques for analyzing big data — and introduce the details of each factor

corresponding to that three types of big data.
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1. FUBHIC

AR, BARGBOTF—5BINE TITEWE
BECTHIML T3, KEIDC#ofREIZ L 5 &,
HRPCEREIIE—SNETF— Y OREIX
2013 4E12 44 ¥ # N4 + (ZB, 1ZBiZ 107 5
NA M (TB)) IZhalwd. ZLT24EmIT2
Rl o — 2 TH 2 e lF, 2020 421213 44ZB
Wb ETFH LTS (IDC/EMC, 2014a). H

* AKEIRY: R REPR LW
R RAAERER S A7 AHIER
Hi%

AREPIZHR A & 2014 412 495 = 7 %31 |+ (EB,
1EB 13 100 5 TB), 2020 4£1213 22ZB 27 5 &
THLTw3 (IDC/EMC, 2014c).

—H T3 FEoEMF DTy D5 L, BN
WRERDZDHDIZ2% ERATNIZHOD,
FERIIRNT SN0 ERD 5% ICE T o728 n»
9 (IDC/EMC, 2014b).

H, BIICKESEMNLTWE 7 — 7 2§
BIIE, DER & XS 7 B IRAREAN R AT F i S
Behb.

K Google #1 1 2003 4, 2004 4, 2006 4 &
D7 74 VY AT LD Google File System, 47
W7 7 — 3 a YALELE 5V @ MapReduce,
ST — % N— R ¥ A F LD Bigtable & Mk
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TH7 L7 (Chang et al, 2008; Dean & Ghemawat,
2008; Ghemawat et al, 2003). i HtEOMER
LYYV EXZIERT— 7 HEOEHMEE DR
ThdHo7-.

F =T I—A I T b7 SOV bX
#EEIA®D Apache V7 by = 7THFEIE, ThbHo
BRIMFESN, 5T 7 ANV AT AL Map
Reduce % 92%% L 7> Hadoop” DFIDIN— T 3 »
% 2007 4E 12, Bigtable % € 7 )L & L 7z HBase”
%2008 YY) —A L. ThZE-o T KRR
TF—FTHoTd 7YV =V 7 b7 T TURATE
55912%0, EWNITEADNGNED b7

FLT20I0FEL Y ZDB KT —7 IR L
Ty rZF—%1 L wIHiBarBTon, Hilf
WL, AEMEOROTB YT 4 T E LTHE
Hahz L) kot

ARWTIEEY €y 77 —% ] OEwT TR
L, 7= HAXPERLLD=Xy 7 T—FT
Wt ERLZET, [EyrF—5] LIE
EN2bDIZ3KEEHBH I LERT. KICZID3
ik €y F T — Y FRGEHTEEE 05 3EHD
PIfRICID X, ¥ /=4 T4, T—F0OuH
it, B 77— F LI W TR 5.

2. [EvIiT—4] DEH

Yy 75 —%1E320V, §¥%bbH Volume
(F—%4#), Variety (F—% D%#M), Veloci-
ty (F—% OFERE, WHHEE) dLIE 2
MIZ Value (GREFWAGME) 2Nz 74250V %
I DEZITIEDLNTNS.

HZ D3V OEZ L, INndEZRICHICE
Mg 5 2 & THMEEDMEA AT 2 & Lk
META Group #: (B K[E Gartner #£) ® L -K—
b (Laney, 2001) 2H L7230 TH 5.

%BE O 4V I, 2011 £ oK E IDC o FH i
X % & @ T, Big data technologies describe a
new generation of technologies and architec-
tures, designed to economically extract value
from very large volumes of a wide variety of
data, by enabling high-velocity capture, discov-

ery, and/or analysis. &, 3V \ZH#FBYAMIME O HH

EMATCE y 7 F—HMELTHZTVS

(Gantz & Reinsel, 2011).
UTOHTENRZNIZOWTIENRS.

21 Volume (F—4E)

Apache Hadoop Project B’¥ v 57— % % [—
W72 a v ¥ a— 7 TIHIUER S, BN L X
NenwsF—%+ty b ELAZEZ2T, KE
McKinsey #: (& “Big data” refers to datasets
whose size Iis beyond the ability of typical data-
base software tools to capture, store, manage,
and analyze. & 2011 FEDEHM L K — F TEFRL
72 (Chen et al, 2014; Manyika et al, 2011). =
DVLR—=FTIE, T—=7H% 4 XIZDWTC big data
n many sectors today will range from a few
dozen terabytes to multiple petabytes & ik~ T
Wb,

Yy 7 5F—30% A4 XNIZERTHE, Zo—X
Z5IHLTHE T TB 5%~ 31 + (PB, 1PB
1$1000TB) & 3§ 5% 2 &% w. L 2L,
McKinsey #113 H & BRI 2 EBUIES W TE S
LCTWwb EaiRTEBY (This definition is inten-
tionally subjective), fif TB UL L7265 v 75—
FTHhHEITERL BV (we don't define big
data in terms of being larger than a certain
number of terabytes) & LTW5h.

Web 20 O#IEHZFD—ANTH S OReilly 1, @
EIZBWTHHEDT— Y EH Y AT AR A
TATIEHIG LENT, ¥ AT ARIHOPLE %8
DNIROTFT =52y FF—F 2L EHKR L
(Reilly et al, 2009). DD HEGBDOF—%
WEy FTF—5I1l% 5% b, A TBIC
FoTEy I/ T—FLLbhEIDLELTY
5.

F72, L LT -5 LORBENLE Y 7
F— ZIIRPEZZ ST DA 8— R (sparse) AT
H (BifT5]) ThbHERRT S (I, 2014).

DY T F—FDAIN—AMIZOWTIE, il
AAKTPRAA—8—<—4 v D ID f} & POS
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T =7 E2HNIFET T 5. [Radm, HEH, K]
THEL S M5 3 ocZefic Mk, ] o7 —
YOO ATFNL L EZ D L, FRZHEAMAE L
T 07— %13 50,000 & b x 2,000 75 A x 365
HEWwo 72BBII R 5. K, 4 0BT
H3 % & 14/ C 50,000 FE b FH 500 76 i b B H
T5ZLE%L, BHA— =T CEHEO RS
NBTENH, TO3WLEMTITEAERAN
B EEMLTVS (B, 2013). ZO%E
PERDEHET O L DT TV EAE P LT
A=A T =32 BT, eoTr—7%
DORIMEAILF DI TIE R, DD, Hi:
LINT R L 72 5.

Mayer-Schénberger & X, & v 77— 5/,
LI LOHMHNET [E 7] THBIUEIZL
FRELTE Y 2SR DR T 0 EIF2 T
5. 57TV REDOBBEAIREWZITTIE, By
Fr—=5r3F 2 nwEL, EEATMMERD X
I LA OTIE R L, T—F &% ET
HRIZTHI LN Y FTF—FOEMAEELTY
% (Mayer-Schonberger & Cukier, 2013). 2 ®
MITHEHOBERE CEK 25 FED 1I2BWvwTd [&
BIZHEVWKRBEEE] ERLTWD (BEA,
2013).

TId, EBRIZT— BT E»#bo Tnb 77—
FHAZRZENEALID. BT TF—FR5F—%
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DT yaPw3PwgPw
W w &

1 KDnuggets 2015 Poll: Largest Dataset Analyzed
((Piatetsky, 2015) & ) FEH1ERK)

NI S %5 R — % V¥ 4 b+ ®» KDNuggets Tl
20154E8 H, T— VBB MRICI N E T
M LEIRKDOTF =5 A4 ZADT v ir— itk z3E
L7z, 459 ADEED 5 5, 11TB LLE DT
RERDD HEIL 115% I F 5—77, melifiix 1.1
~10GB (196%) & 7% o T\ 5. 2013 4, 2014
FEORAA LR LTI ) LEMIEEDL ST,
FHLEDY 11GB~1TB O #PH ORI 2 17> TW»
B ENINHZD (Piatetsky, 2015) (X 1).

2.2 Variety (F—2ND% M)

Yy X F—F 37— DRDATRL, F—7%
DEKME, Thbb, F—FOHEOLELZD
YL s, 7—y OMEIL, DUFo 3z
HBIENTED.

1. BEfbr—% b=y aFLF—FR—
ADE I, FHEHORRH £ A REIC
EFSN, [THITRITELT—5. KA
F—&RPOS T—4F, TrEAnTzE,

2. PREEALT— 7 MELERG LV, dL
CITFITREBTELVWH OO XML T%
HWT&%57—%. IoT (Internet of Things)
12X BGPSF— 7R RFIDF—%, k¥ —
T L,

3. FEMEE LT — 5 R, iR, EER, 7
O 7R HR Twitter DORRED X ) 27
FALT—%.

RO T — 5 W TIE, WELT— 7 DARER
) T ENEDo 72, WET—FDOATERL,
Pt — %, ST — 5 2 HALEL L
F—FTHHAILLE Yy FF— Y DERIIHEIN
TWh.

FHOEAED T — 7 mOBFN R BIE, PhEE
b7 —% R OIEEEIL T =y DML 55 DT
H5bH. BN 2014 FOREEALT — & Ot E R
2010 4E LT 1O E 2 ook L, PAEE L
T— 71k 281, FEMHEILT—F1E33 MLk
Twb (RSt EHREREGHIZERN, 2015) (X
2).
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23 Velocity (F—2DHEERE, WIBXE)
R LT DHT—IBERLTHHT, T—5D
SERED T2 EALTYS. b2 60
O Twitter Tl 423,000 ¥ 4 — b 238efa &
1, Google i3 312 HMmFEENT V5. F/-E
FA-NE 1A T 7TEHERE SR T3,
WMINIPERD T YV E 2 — FHAMTIIMBE L &
% e o 72O 7 — F M & L T MapReduce

WX BNy FUB TN TE 2D, Y —1F
WaE AW RERDZITIOHECIE) T VI A A

MAsk® 5 b (Chen et al, 2014; Philip Chen
& Zhang, 2014).

2.4 Value (FEHriEROffi{E)

Brynjolfsson 5137 — % % Al L /- g %
LTWAEEN, Z9 ThuiZEd WTAEENE
A35~6% =iy & # 7R L7z (Brynjolfsson et al,
2011).

WL (2013) XE Y 77— 5T & D KR
& LTOME RATF ORI, €7V ORI
kT A ATORRIERE BTN S, £
7o, TORREE L THERHACBWTERRE
OEEAL, BEJEOMNIL, EHIETOREN

F, EBEEOME, BBl - - 208
PB
16,000
14,000 FHBEILT—%
BB T4
10,000 9,060
8,000 6472
6,000
4,000
2,000
0
s g8 g g @y

2 BERT—2RBEEOHTE
(BRREHt IR ERAMI7EI (2015) X b FE81Em)

AEVSRIRPHNDL E LTS

25 EvITF—42D3EBEFEROL-HD 3
EXR
RS5O ERNS, UTD3I2DWFRNIZH
BTLEHON [y TITTF—%] ThHhbrLEZA.
Z L CEONEIIELT — 7 2 5 IR L7 —
7 FTEIGICh 5
O fEROHMPEMTIIMBEL E e viEE

WK, FhdEmEICERINE SR T —
4

@ EROFEHEN CEIETE WV AII— R
LrE—%

@ EATERL, BERZOLOTHET—
4

McKinsey tHix ¥ v 77— & OFGEH CEE R
T - Hilrk LTy 7y F—2 T2, F— 70
#l, €y 7 r— B FED 3BT TS
(Manyika et al, 2011). %60 3 5% 2o 3 EHEIC
WTIRDBER3 ERD. TRHIZDOWTREL
FEIC TR S,

3 EviF—4I%

[Ey 7 F—sT%] LB RET—7 %244,
Bl B, S T57-200 - HOHM R
KRETIX, TOPBELRTA—T YV =R V7
b = 7 (0SS : Open Source Software) T &

EvyF—5T#

£ N

TR TABIFE
3 EvIT—2D3FFREFBERADHD I ER
E DB

(Manyika et al. (2011) X Y ZEZ/E)%)
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% Hadoop &, Hadoop #IU D& —#HD Y 7 b
7 TRV = IVEEIZOWTHINT 5.

3.1 Hadoop KU HDFS, MapReduce, YARN

Hadoop (Hadoop 1.0) 1% 2007 412 V) — R &
N7 HHUWEOI NV 2T THDY,
Hadoop 2.0 1 2012 4E1ZBAZEDS A T - 72 ik N —
YaryThb (Vavilapalli et al, 2013).

Hadoop 1.0 (& HDFS (Hadoop Distributed
File System) &, MapReduce 2S5 B2 4% OV
7R THEREIN TV

HDFS 3 A#M LR a2 — s e —DDEK
BAML=VELTHITHTZ 7 ANV AT AT
HY, £/ —FIEHLTT 71 VOWH % HRAE
T5ZLTTIA—=NVIILT Y IPDAT—LT
7 NETWREICL TV A,

MapReduce 137 5 A ¥ BHOFM L, 45HbE
NNy FULEE 24T 9 57— & JLBLESHE o0l )5 % 41
Dz

MapReduce @ 7 — 7 LM X, AT —%
BEWT D Map 7 = — R BT — ¥ &L
BE2 1795 Reduce 7 = — XK &, Zh
TND7 2 — A2 LZRIHAGDETNZET
RN RHEEZELZENTE S, Fl2IT
Google 3L v Y v DA v F v 7 AHFALH
(2 100 B¢ » MapReduce LB %475 T & 72 (Peng
& Dabek, 2010).

ZD#, MapReduce 23fHo> T2 5 2 7 &
RO E M2 YARN (Yet Another Resource
Negotiator) ~ &4V & L 7- Hadoop 2.0 25V 1) —
Z & N7z (Vavilapalli et al, 2013).

NIV IH//—FE2RZ57 7 A5 %,
Ny FRIRPA DI H FHIICHIETE S L9
2% Y, 1 F T MapReduce ETEMEL TWiz
T7Vr—aryRI MV 7, YARN Lk
DR ORI T > P ¥ FT X ) ZhRIICH)
ET 5L o7 (M4).

3.2 Hadoop X & v ¥
Bk 3@ Y Hadoop i3I FIV Y =7 D7, %

B MapReduce LB IZ 2 72 5 Tl Java Bk 1
X670 r I IV TPLETHo T ZOAEN
HEo7zo, MADOZ 2 Y7 5 (Olston et
al, 2008) Xk > TCF—%7u—%RLAD,
SQL 51 7 = it (Thusoo et al, 2009) % Map
Reduce MHIZEH L 720 T 5 M ADRE S
1z

Hadoop 2.0 Tixajik oY) MapReduce (21thb
BRI Y D RSN, FoTr Y
Y ETEMET A2 v R—F Y FPOHBENTY
5.

o)L aryR—4 v FOEAL Y % Hadoop
2% v 7 b LI Hadoop HMf A ¥ v 7 L IER
(K5).

Hadoop A % v 7 Ol # O FE#1%131T OSS T
MR EINTEBY), ZNEIHEICHEHI SN T 5.
HAVER—FY bON=Y 3 U RBIFBRICEE
Ladoty b7 v 7325013 R0, FE
73 Y R—% ¥ b &0 Hadoop & #HE$ %Y — )b
BFLDINRNy =V (FAAMNIEa—YaY)
PEBOBE, SAE, BETRAINTNS.

Hiik @ HDFS, YARN, MapReduce B4t
HIAVKR—F Y MILUTOHEY)THA.

321 SHEHAIRIET T >

MapReduce DAL DL % 43R5 THT ) 72
DOIFNVT =T THA. /¥y F B0 AL
RIS T B Tez”, 4 ¥ &2 E ) WA IEED
Spark®, A MU —AHILILEZATH Storm® 7% &
Bd5b.

Hadoop 1.0 Hadoop 2.0
MapReduce MR2 o> 5 B 51
F—BANEE, MBI Sy
DERAFINEI O,
ISR ERERE

HDFS

HDFS2

DERITFAID AT L PERITFAIY AT L

4 Hadoop 1.0 £ 2.0 EDY AT LIBHEDEL
(Murthy (2013) X b ZE51ERK)
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322 R T MuNIE

MEHDORAZ ) T FEHETT—F 7u—%ikd
5L, MapReduce HO 7a 75 40— RIZZE
L CT94T73 % Pig”, MapReduce WLE % i [
API CR#&L, JavalAlorur s3I v 7S5k
THEFTTES X HIZT 5 Cascading” 23 5.

323 SQL, U7I4H4LSAL
SQLICM-EfEEZ W CTIRREe 35 L, WNIERT
Java 70 75 ZZE#H L THEITT % Hive (Hive
on Tez)”, HDFS % HBase {2t LCTY 7 V¥ A
A1 SQL % FEATT & 5 Impala'”, Presto'” 238
5. % 72, Spark & Drill”” 2 CSV 7 7 4 V%
JSON 7 7 A VD X 912, Wb — % L MM &
b7 — % ORFEEREETTLY 7 VT A LI2SQL
PHEFTTEL I RoTWVES.

3.24 NoSQL

NoSQL (Not Only SQL) &iEV L —aFv
T=F RXR=AVPND T =7 X=X DHEMTH 5.
NoSQL ®»F— % EFNVIFKE L 42120,
ENEFNRHIB LIV AT AN D 5.

1 F—=e AP a2=M:TB7 53 VTEFRE

BT 5#EBEEG D X 912 Key & Value DX
TreHMELTT—72EMNT 5. AFEN
Cloud Datastore'? %%

%Y AT AIZ redis®?,
H5b.

2. BRI : VL — Y 3 F T —F RN—AH
TRHAE LR EDOT -5 ET VD
WL, FIRMBNESCTE ) B & AL L L
PR o TV, FIHMOEFRHE

FNFERLATZ, T EMDEDLH V.
Cassandra'®, HBase 52 #LIZ47-5.

3. F¥= 2 MEA : JSON % XML & v o
727 7 ANETFT—=F OHEMICRY), 1) L—
YaFINTF— I R—ADE ) B AF—<E
HEETIHNHTESL., Ev AT EL
T MongoDB'®, CouchDB”A3%1F 51 %.

4. 77 7RAAE  RERERWER E 7T T
BB L LT — ¥ RX—Z2THh 5. Neodj”®
27T 74_IEL T — ¥ R— 2D T
NG EHESTWAEY,

325 EWFEE

Febi 223 a R — % >~ bid, Hadoop 1.0 DR
7* 5 MapReduce - TE)fE L T % 72 Mahout™,
Spark b CEIfE$ 5 MLIb™, NTT V7 b =
TAINR=Ya ey FHEICED STV
Jabatus®® 7% 5% 5.

326 AMU—LNE
51 HilZ TRk ¥ 5.

W LNGY
W LNGYL

MapReduce2
Ny F

BT —NIY

SEATNBI O

TOSON
TOST J & L
BT —NY

5 Hadoop X% v 7 OBIEE
((Page, 2014 ; Hf¢a v ¥ 2 —%, 2015) X 0 4EEK)
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327 %%

Solr* 1%, Hadoop 27 7 A% LT B+ 54
YMELY Y THbH. F7:, HDFS Tld—HKH
BRI T7TANYATLADE ) 7 7 A IVIREDAT
iz, Solr TERENAA VT v 7 ADH
b5,

328 7778

V=T x )iy b =7 7 EERE L OBRS
7o IRBENDETF—FIIH LTI 70T R
ME$Har K —% > & LT Giraph?, Spark
T CEET % GraphX® 2% 5.

4, F—H2DE{R4E

7= OWHALIE, TR B L2 25
IZUE L7209 5720 ORRRLME, By % /EK
T LM TH S (Manyika et al, 2011). HAR
MREORT TIE, £ BEARMICKITIEM, 8%
RGN 2 22 & & LTwD (ARSI
R, 2014).

FREBOMP»S, 7— 5 OWERFEHAH S
TR VWG, TORBO-O I HALIZE T
FEBOWTHERWICTF -7 2T LTV ELE
HTHDHLEOEHLHL (HABHN, 2015).

7 — & O HALIZ Y 72 5 TIE Microsoft 11 @
Excel @ #] H @ M, BI (Business Intelligence)
Y—=IVAHWwLNS.

5. EvITF—a@irFiE

Yy 77— 5 OFITIZ N 2o TL, ko7 —
FRAZY TR =T 4 Y7 REORHC
Z, v 77—y A OMEIHIS L Fiosk
RENTWAD.

RETII25MTERLZE Yy FF—5 D 314K
B AT REERCAERINDESHET— 75,
AN—A%T— 8 BERZOLDTHLT—F)
S BT R OWTHRRS. B A%
F—F | IZOWTREY ¥V F— 7 THO#HETD
5 72O ARFETILlAL 22\,

51 BRICER SN DT —2ANDXIE

MapReduce & KRB F — & @ A5 5 F LB %
HELTWAZ ERE, —HOUMOEHR T—
W7 7 4 VOFAIE SDPFRET HAMAICLR T
W5, ZOOEREICERSIND T — 5 2 UM
FTHDIEHEL T Rw,

Spark DA b —AWMHH 7L —2T7—7Th
% Spark Streaming %, MapReduce THO—K7 7
ANV EHFEMIZK — FORXE)ITHKMNT 5 Re-
silient Distributed Dataset (RDD) (Zaharia et
al, 2012) &, ZhooMEzar bu—L¥5
Discretized stream (D-stream) (Zaharia et al.,
2012) 7 T) ALIZE ) 052 REED N Y
FALENZHN D BT % 2 & CRBEE T — & 1
BLTW5.

R EN T =5 % 13O0 2 4kDHE
RCTHA N — 2B TIE DS, BT ¢
FRRICREEDS A LT b BHNICEIBESE DT 2 72
D, EROLA T VI EETEERVEIITA
W=7y hDEN — FEBM L7720 3 244 A4
ERoTWAh.

—7J5, Twitter #£250SS & L TR L, &I
Apache V7 b = T7WHO 70y =7 Mlko
7z Storm (Toshniwal et al, 2014) (F & F1) —24
WP ZHFL L 72 FEATBREECTH 5.

Storm TIE AN T =% % 1 3 D m# L4
HIEWTEDLIHIIHoTWS, L LEER
\ZHLA A A 72 B T i O ALBELHE BE A Bl e
TEVWEUHEFLD Fa 2 THLENTLE ) 72
ORFTEBE2O TR LTI RS o
7.

Twitter #:T1Z 2 9 L2 Z P4 5 72012
k> A5 A O Heron % B%E L, %L ® Storm
75 A% % TCHeron ICEIRZ2EHELL
(Kulkarni et al., 2015).

52 ZIN—ZBT—Z~DORIE

A=A T —F TIE, ZOF—% 0¥ (p)
DOEPELENEY IV E (n) ISHIEFITK
<, p<nTHAHI ERERETHHKDOKE
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FEHT TS T & 2\,

F 727 — ¥ ORI, FHEEICHh BRI
BB RS 720, RICHEEEFILELLC
RN HIZLTL HAHRERTZE L TLEND
5. ZD70DOTHEE L CHBORIR & KTl (k
TLHEME) 2B,

521 45BOER

BAGRINTI, BHEOT»SHHZL DT
2RO, EOMO D DIHIEET 5. HARN 2 Fk
ELTNiRE(LIECTH A L1 LA (Lasso)
(Tibshirani, 1996) Jz 0" L2 1EHI{E#E: (Ridge MlJGE)
(Hoerl & Kennard, 2000), T ¥ % A O P
EREAER L, LRI X - THER) 2 F % 5
ETHTI VT LT+ LA (Svetnik et al, 2003)
LENHS.

522 RITHIE (RITEH)

WILHIIZ T & 27200 o 2 e biwv
I ITEEE AL, KR T — 7 ITE#T
%. ERSHHCTHIS NS Karhunen - Loéve &
BIR, MAHIPIHT (Fisher, 1936) 7% & 25H v
bhb.

53 BEHZNDHEDTH BT — 2 DM
PR DOMEHEN TIX, FoNTT—F TS5 H
DA 28R H (BHERD) OFfGEEE LT
WA, MOEEPOBENZHELTEL.

—75, BEHS L RBIREREALELZTO
KEDT =5 2B TEH2OTHNIE, TORR
2 HRATERHIWT A2 R L, RANOEHAU S
TAHTMATREE 2 5.

531 ik FE

Hilid ) FHIIBMEZDOHI B, ANT—% x
RIS L7zl (GEE) y OMAE DY 2 FHiIC
FELTBE, RADOx 252 7-BIINETSy
TS EFETH 5.

A OB EK L2705 4 (ma—0
N EBBHMAEDE 22 —F VR Y N T =7,

Za2—=9 )Ry T =27 % &5 ICHBRYICRIAE
RIT A =T T—== 7, N4 X587 EHM
LNTW5D.

T4 —7F—= 7% Google D3 DO WD H
BRHBI A TE AL I ICh o/ KL L TX
{mehsb kil o7 (Le 2013).

Z OWFFETIE 1,000 HAO W% % 3 HE 2T
1000 BN IV Ea—FIZFEHELTNE, T
¥y 77— BRI S 2 F TE T Tk &
Ex15.

532 Hi&LEE

iz LEBIE, (KEo) ANT—»56a
YYa—5 B BNGEE BT FETH 5.

XA YT ¥4 v M7T =727, Latent Dirichlet
Allocation (LDA) % DI FAZ ) IR 7S
TAANVETY ¥ T FESHRITH 5.

RADT Ay T =234 DFEGE KT
O, ENZhoBRE SR TR (W,
2013). RHIOHEHPREBEEZELZLTBY, RN
WCHRBREFIHTE 5.

NADT Ay VI =7 TORMREEHVS
Z LT, WA O KA R i e K AL % 33k
T&%. THICX ) AHEEZRIRD & i3 O1THE)
BEIRTHI LN TEE EWfFEsN TV,

6. BHYIC

KEETIEE v 7 F— 7 12OV THRDOEHZI D
HZElrmRL, TNOE 3IMERE LML
FLTED3IRREE Y FF— ¥ FNGHICEHE S
3EFH L ORI VT Y v 75— ¥ DN F
BIZOWTHRE L 72

F— RN Y oo CTETEEZDIZIH O
ETHDH BIzIE, HABN (215 ; Higa v
Ya—% (2015). =0 LETHWCH>727—%
PR L RIT 24T S LIl b,

F 727 — F BN IR # 2 JRE AR R TH
b, F=FH AT 4 A MBEIF 20154 11 H
WZF— 7N E (F—= AT 4 A M) Vi
ZABHREAF VLY MR L (—HBAtEEA
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T=F¥A T T4 A MiE&, 2015). ZhiZX

BLF— S FEAEG TR, TUTTIVY

RVAT LR, REREIIOWTOMGED KD

LNTWBE I EDG05.

—77, HARBHGRE R TIE, 2011 412 A
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1) Apache Hadoop: http://hadoop.apache.org/

2) Apache HBase: http://hbase.apache.org/

3) Internet Live Stats (http://www.internetlivestats.
com/) £V

4) Apache Tez: https://tez.apache.org/

5) Apache Spark: http://spark.apache.org/

6) Storm: http://storm.apache.org/

7) Apache Pig: http://pig.apache.org/

8) Cascading: http://www.cascading.org/

9) Apache Hive: https://hive.apache.org/

10) Apache Impala (IH Cloudera Impala) : http://www.
cloudera.com/content/www/en-us/products/apache-
hadoop/impala.html

11) Presto: https://prestodb.io/

12) Apache Drill: https://drillapache.org/

13) redis: http://redis.io/

14) Cloud Datastore: https://cloud.google.com/datastore/

15) Apache Cassandra: http://cassandra.apache.org/

16) MongoDB: https://www.mongodb.org/

17) Apache CouchDB: http://couchdb.apache.org/

18) Neo4j: http://neodj.com/

19)DB-Engines Ranking of Graph DBMS. http://db-
engines.com/en/ranking/graph+dbms

20) Apache Mahout: http://mahout.apache.org/

21) MLIib: http://spark.apache.org/mllib/

22) Jabatus: http://jubat.us/ja/

23) Apache Solr: http://lucene.apache.org/solr/

24) Apache Giraph: http://giraph.apache.org/

25) GraphX: http://spark.apache.org/graphx/
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