arxiv:1404.5686v3 [cs.DB] 9 Jul 2014

DGFIndex for Smart Grid: Enhancing Hive with a
Cost-Effective Multidimensional Range Index

Yue Liu*¢7, Songlin Hu*¢, Tilmann Rabl*'° Wantao Liu"*¢
Hans-Arno Jacobsen® ' Kaifeng Wu*?, Jian Chen®#, Jintao Li*¢
SInstitute of Computing Technology, Chinese Academy of Sciences, China

"University of Chinese Academy of Sciences, China
8Zhejiang Electric Power Corporation, China
9State Grid Electricity Science Research Institute, China
"Middleware Systems Research Group University of Toronto, Canada

Lliuyue01,husonglin,liuwantao,jtliy@ict.ac.cn, 2tiimann.rabl@utoronto.ca,
’jacobsen@eecg.toronto.edu,*kf-wu@sgcc.com.cn,’chen_jian@zj.sgcc.com.cn

ABSTRACT

In Smart Grid applications, as the number of deployed etectr
smart meters increases, massive amounts of valuable meger d
is generated and collected every day. To enable reliabke ctzt
lection and make business decisions fast, high throughptage
and high-performance analysis of massive meter data becoume
cial for grid companies. Considering the advantage of hiffjh e
ciency, fault tolerance, and price-performance of Hadaaptdive
systems, they are frequently deployed as underlying platfior
big data processing. However, in real business use cases th
data analysis applications typically involve multidimiemal range
queries (MDRQ) as well as batch reading and statistics om#ter
data. While Hive is high-performance at complex data bagetol+
ing and analysis, it lacks efficient indexing techniquesM@RQ.

In this paper, we propose DGFIndex, an index structure foeHi
that efficiently supports MDRQ for massive meter data. D@En
divides the data space into cubes using the grid file teclenign-
like the existing indexes in Hive, which stores all combioas
of multiple dimensions, DGFIndex only stores the inforraatbf
cubes. This leads to smaller index size and faster queryepsec
ing. Furthermore, with pre-computing user-defined aggregs
of each cube, DGFIndex only needs to access the boundagnregi
for aggregation query. Our comprehensive experiments shatv
DGFIndex can save significant disk space in comparison \uith t
existing indexes in Hive and the query performance with D@GEk
is 2-50 times faster than existing indexes in Hive and HaBd&p
for aggregation query, 2-5 times faster than both for nogregation
query, 2-75 times faster than scanning the whole table fereift
query selectivity.

1. INTRODUCTION

With the development of the Smart Grid, more and more electri
smart meters are deployed. Massive amounts of meter dasefatre
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to centralized systems, like Smart Grid Electricity Infation Col-
lection System, at fixed frequencies. It is challenging toesthese
data and perform efficient analysis, which leads to the smatér

big data problem. For example, currently 17 million smartere
are deployed in the Zhejiang Province, which will be incezh

22 million in next year. As required by the standard of ther@hi
State Grid, each of them will generate meter data once every 1
minutes (96 times a day). Even only in a single table of electr
quantity, there will be 2.1 billion records needed to be esioand
analyzed effectively daily.

The traditional solution in the Zhejiang province was basea
relational database management system (RDBMS). It impié&sne
its analysis logics using SQL stored procedures, and builaisy
indexes internally to improve the efficiency of selectivéadeead-
ing. It is observed that global statistics on big tables leadoor
performance, and the throughput of data writing is fairly tue to
the indexes used in the database system. With the increafsihg
number of metering devices and collection frequency, thisgon
becomes more dramatic and the capacity of the current spluti
is reached. Since traditional RDBMS exhibits weak scailgtaind
unsatisfied performance on big data. On top of that it is algoris-
ingly expensive for business users to deploy a commercrallpa
database. Hadoopl[2], an open source implementation of EapR
duce [12] and GFS[17] allows users to run complex analytasks
over massive data on large commodity hardware clusterss,Thu
also is a good choice for the Zhejiang Grid. FurthermoregH?E,
[5], a warehouse-like tool built on top of Hadoop that progidsers
with an SQL-like query language, is also adopted, makingster
to develop and deploy big data applications. As observedier-
periences in Zhejiang Grid, because of the excellent siti&yednd
powerful analysis ability, Hive on top of Hadoop demongsaits
superiority in term of high throughput storage, high efiitibatch
reading and analyzing of big meter data. The problem is ths,
to the lack of efficient multidimensional indexing in Hivéet effi-
ciency of MDRQ processing becomes a new challenge.

Current work on indexes on HDFS either focuses on one-dimen-
sional indexes[[13,16], or mainly for spatial data type,hsas
point, rectangle or polygor [15, 11]. They both can not penfo
effective multidimensional range query processing on sjatial
meter data. Currently, Hive features three kinds of indémts-
nally, the Compact Index, the Aggregate Index, and the Bitma
Index, which can get relevant splits according to the piei of
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a query. These existing indexes are stored as a table in ldive ¢
taining every index dimension and an array of locations afeso
sponding records. As the number of index dimensions inesgas
the index table becomes very large. It will occupy a large @am®

of disk space and result in low performance of MDRQs, as Hive
first scans the index table before processing.

With our observation of the meter data and queries in smatt gr
we find that it has some particular features mostly happerein g
eral 10T (Internet of Things) system: (i) Because the cadldc
data is directly related to physical events, there is alwaysne
stamp field in a record. (ii) Since meter data is a fact fromsjtaj
space, it becomes unchanged after being verified and petsist
database. (iii) Since the change of the schema of meter dedasn
carefully redesign of the system, and will definitely leadompli-
cate redeployment or at least reconfiguration of all endogsyithe
schema is almost static in a fairly long period of time. (if)&
the business logic may require to add some constraints oe mor
than one data column, many queries contain MDRQ characteris
tics. (v) Most of the MDRQ queries are aggregation queries.

In this paper, taking advantage of the features of the meter, d
we propose a distributed multidimensional index struchamed
DGFIndex (Distributed Grid File Index), which uses grid fitedi-
vide the data space into small cubgsl[22]. With this methagl, w
only need to store the information of the cubes instead ofyeve
combination of multiple index dimensions. This results iveay
small index size. Moreover, by storing the index in form ofke
value pairs and cube-based pre-computing techniquesrabess-
ing of MDRQ in Hive is highly improved. Our contributions are
three-fold: (i) We share the experience of deploying Hadoop
Smart Grid and transforming legacy applications to Hadbaged
applications. We analyze and summarize the existing indeh-t
nologies used in Hive, and point out their weakness on MDRQ
processing, which implies the essential requirement foltipie
dimensional index in traditional industry . (ii) We proposelis-
tributed grid file index structure named DGFIndex, whichrreo
ganizes data on HDFS according to the splitting policy ofigri
file(Thus, each table can only create one DGFIndex). DGKnde
can filter unrelated splits based on predicate, and filteelated
data segments in each split. Moreover, with pre-computog-t
nique, DGFIndex only needs to read less data than quertecela
data. With above techniques, DGFIndex improves greatlyp#re
formance of processing MDRQ in Hive. (iii) We conduct exigas
experiments on large scale real-world meter data worklaamuts
TPC-H workloads. The results demonstrates the improveidper
mance of processing MDRQs using DGFIndex over existing in-
dexes in Hive and HadoopDB.

Compared with current indexes in Hive and other indexes on
HDFS, DGFIndex’s advantages are: (i) Smaller index sizeazan
celerate the speed of accessing index and improve the qegorp
mance. (ii) For aggregation query, DGFIndex can efficiepty-
form it by only scanning the boundary of query region andaliye
get the pre-computed value of the inner query region. (iyingak-
ing use of the time stamp difference and setting the time gtaim
collecting data as the default index dimension, DGFIndessdmt
need to update or rebuild after inserting more data, whickesa
sure that the writing throughput will not be influenced byséance
of DGFIndex.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Sedfion 2, we
give details of the big smart meter data problem and intredbe
existing indexes in Hive. In Secti¢h 3, we will share the eiqece
of transforming traditional legacy system to cost effextiladoop
based system. In Sectibh 4, we describe DGFIndex, and give de
tails on its architecture, the index construction, and Haswuised in

[ Userld | PowerConsumed| TimeStamp | PATE with Rate 1 | Other Metrics |
(24012 | 12.34 | 1332988833 10.45 | |

Figure 1: An Example of Meter Data Record

the MDRQ process. Secti@h 5 discusses our comprehensieg-exp
iment results in detail. Sectidh 6 shows some findings anctiped
experience about the existing indexes in Hive. Sedflon Zeots
related work. Finally, Sectio] 8 concludes the paper witirf
work.

2. BACKGROUND

In this section, we will give an overview of thH&ig Smart Me-
ter Data Problemand introduce the Hive architecture and Hive's
indexes.

2.1 The Big Smart Meter Data Problem

To make electric power consumption more economic, electric
power companies and grid companies are trying to improve the
precision of their understanding of the demand of power &ed t
trend of power consumption for increasing time frames. beng¢
years, the development and broad adaption of smart metédessma
it possible to collect meter data multiple times every day. aB-
alyzing these data, electric power companies and grid coiepa
can get valuable information about continuous, up-to-gateer
consumption and figure out in time important business sujpypr
results, like line loss rate, etc.

With the number of smart meters deployed and the frequency of
data collection increasing, the amount of meter data besaeiy
large. The form of meter data record is illustrated in Fidlir&ach
record of meter data consists of a user id, power consumpan
lection date, positive active total electricity (PATE) widlifferent
rates, reverse active total electricity with differenessaind various
other metrics. The number of unique user ids is tens of milim
a province of China.

To get more statistical information, analysts need to perfo
many ad-hoc queries on these data. These queries have multi-
dimensional range feature. For example, below are somedlypi
queries:

e What was the average power consumption of user ids in the
range 100 to 1000 and dates in the rangs "2013-01-01" to
"2013-02-01"?

e How many users exist with a power consumption between
120.34 and 230.2 in the date range from "2013-01-01" to
"2013-02-01"?

Additionally, many timing work flows are executed to anadysi
these meter data (stored procedures in previous RDBMS pwill
described in Sectiof] 3). Many HiveQL predicates in thesekwor
flows have the same characteristics with the above ad-hategue
Thus, an efficient multidimensional range index is cruogalgro-
cessing these queries in Hive.

2.2 Hive

Hive is a popular open-source data warehousing solutiolh bui
on top of Hadoop. Hive features HiveQL, an SQL-like declagat
language. By transforming HiveQL to a DAG (Directed Acyclic
Graph) flow of MapReduce jobs, Hive allows users to run comple
analysis expressed in HiveQL over massive data. When Haasre
the input table, it first generates a certain number of mappesed
on the size of input table, every mapper processes a segifridet o



Table 1: Schema of a 3-Dimensional Compact Index
Column Name Type
index dimension 1 | type in base table
index dimension 2 | type in base table
index dimension 3 | type in base table
_bucketname string
_of fset array < bigint >

input table, which is named a split. Then, these mappers dittea
according to the predicate of the query. Tables in Hive casidred
in different file formats, for example, plain text format (tEile)
and binary format (SequenceFile and RCFile! [18]). Even ghou
each file format can be compressed with different comprasaio
gorithms, Hive still has to scan the whole table without tlkptof
index. This in turn results in large amounts of redundant &4
leads to high cost of resources and poor performance, ediyeor
queries with low selectivity.

Index is a powerful technique to reduce data 1/0 and to improv
query performance. Hive provides an interface for devetpe
add new index implementations. The purpose of an index i Hiv
is to reduce the number of input splits produced by the pegeimn
a query. As a result, the number of mappers will also be retluce
In the current version of Hive, there are three kinds of irdgxhe
Compact Index[8], the Aggregate Indéx [6], and the Bitmagein
[7]. All the three types are stored as a Hive table, and theipgse
is to decrease the amount of data that needs to be read.

For the Compact Index, the schema of the index table is shown
in Table[d. If the base table is not partitioned, Hive uses the
HiveQL statement shown in Listirid 1 to populate the indexeab
The INPUT_FILE_NAME represents the name of input file. The
BLOCK_OFFSET_INSIDE_FILE represents the line offsetin the
TextFileformat and the&SequenceFiléormat and the block offset in
the RCFile (not to be mistaken with the block in HDFS). Compact
Index stores the position information of all combinatiorfisrulti-
ple index dimensions of different data files.

INSERT
SELECT

OVERWRITE TABLE IndexTable

<index dimension list>,

INPUT_FILE_NAME,

collect_set (BLOCK_OFFSET_INSIDE_FILE)

BaseTable

BY <index dimension list>,
INPUT_FILE_NAME

FROM
GROUP

Listing 1: The Creation of a Compact Index

An Aggregate Index is built on the basis of Compact Index,
its purpose is to improve the processing of ¢®OUP BY query
type. The user can specify pre-computed aggregations wieen ¢
ating an Aggregate Index (for now, only tiiéount aggregation
is supported). The schema of an Aggregate Index’ table desu
additional pre-computed aggregations at the end of eveeyili a
Compact Index table. The Aggregate Index uses the idéadek
as data Using query rewriting technique, it changes ttreoup

in the block as a bitmap. In TextFile format, every line isrsee
as a block, so the offset of every row in the block is 0. Thus,
Bitmap Index only improves the query performance on RCFite f
mat data. A Bitmap Index changes the type eff fset in the
compact index tdbigint and adds a columnbitmaps with
typearray<bigint>.

Partition is another mechanism to improve query perforraanc
Every patrtition is a directory in HDFS. It is similar to paidhing
in a RDBMS. Partition can be seen as a coarse-grained index. T
difference of partition with above indexes is that it neewlsebrga-
nize data into different directories.

When Hive processes query with Compact Index or Bitmap In-
dex, it first scans the index table and writes relevgiitname —
of fsets pairs to atemporary file. Afterwards, the methedSplits
in Input Format reads the temporary file, and gets all splits from
these file names in it. FinallyetSplits filters irrelevant splits
based on the offsets in temporary file.

Compact Index and Bitmap Index are used to filter unrelated
splits, and Aggregate Index is used to improve the perfooman
of GROUP BY queries. These three kinds of indexes have several
limitations when processing MDRQs:

1. When the number of distinct values in every index dimen-
sions is very large, the number of records in index table will
be huge. The reason is that tables of these three types of in-
dexes store all the combinations of each index dimensions.
This leads to excessive disk consumption and, ultimately, a
bad query performance.

2. When the records of an index dimension that have the same
value are scattered evenly in the file (for example, eveliy spl
has one record), these indexes will not filter any splits. The
reason is that they do not reorganize data to put these ecord
together, and their processing unit is split.

. If the output temporary file of index is very big, it may over
flow the memory of master, because the metheicbplits is
run in a single master and it needs to load all information of
the temporary file into memory before running MapReduce
jobs.

Partitioning in Hive is not flexible, and when creating paotis
for multiple dimensions, it will create a huge amount of dice
ries. This will quickly overload the NameNode. In HDFS, all
metadata about directories, files, and blocks are storelaeiiNg-
meNode’s memory. The metadata of every directory occu®és 1
bytes memory of NameNodEl[1]. For example, if we create parti
tions from three dimensions with 100 distinct values eachili
lion directories will be created, and 143 MB will be occupiadhe
NameNode’s memory, which is not including the metadata eéfil
and blocks. However, partition is a good complement for xnde
because an index can be created on the basis of each partition

3. SMART GRID ELECTRICITY INFORMA-
TION COLLECTION SYSTEM

BY query on the base table to a scan-based query over the smaller In this section, we will describe the data flow, system migra-

index table. Unfortunately, the use of Aggregate Indexésavily
restricted: the dimensions that are referenceslRECT, WHERE,
andGROUP BY should be in the index dimensions, and the aggre-
gations in a query should be in the pre-computed aggreghsitsn
or can be derived from them.

The Bitmap Index is a powerful structure for indexing colmn
with a small amount of distinct values. In the RCFile fornet;
cept storing the offset of block, it stores the offset of gveaw

tion experience from a RDBMS-based system to a RDBMS and
Hadoop/Hive-based system of the Electricity Consumptidiort
mation Collection System in Zhejiang Grid.

3.1 Data Flow in Zhejiang Grid

Figure[2 shows the data flow abstraction in Zhejiang Grid. The
smart meters are deployed in resident houses, publictfesitind
business facilities etc. The reporting frequency of smatemcan
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Figure 2: Previous Solution and Current Solution in Zhejiang Grid

be set. The more frequent, the more precise. The reported me-
ter data is transmitted by a information collector servizsédveral
queues. The clients of RDBMS then get the data from queues and
write them into meter data tables in database.

In Zhejiang Grid, the data can be classified ithi@e categories
Thefirst one is meter data which is collected at fixed frequency. Its
features are: (1) massive amounts of data, (2) a time starap fie
in every record, (3) no changes are performed once meteriglata
verified and persisted into the database, and (4) the schEme-o
ter data is almost static. Tls@condcategory is archive data which
records the detailed archived information of meter dataekam-
ple, user information of a particular smart meter, inforioratof
power distribution areas, information of smart meter deyietc.
The archive data has different features compared to metar (3
the amount is relatively small, (2) archive data is not stafihe
third category is statistical data. The data analysis in Zhejind
consists of many off-line function modules. Each modulenithie
form of a stored procedure (in the previous solution, whidh w
be described in Sectidn 3.2). Each stored procedure cartiais
of SQL statements. These stored procedure are executecat fix
frequencies to compute, for example, data acquisition pawer
calculation, line loss analysis, terminal traffic statistetc. Some
SQL statements in each stored procedure join a particldas@r
several classes) of meter data with corresponding arclite
generate statistic data and populate related tables. a@tigtistdata
can be accessed by consumers or decision makers in the thejia
Grid. Except function modules, the data analysis in the iZhgj
Grid also includes ad-hoc queries. These queries are dgreomi-
pared to the function modules.

3.2 System Migration Experience

Based on the description of the features of data and data flow
in the Zhejiang Grid, there are mainly three requirementstie
Electricity Consumption Information Collection System Zine-
jiang Grid:

1. High write throughput. The current collected data flow
needs to be written onto disk before the next data flow ar-
rives. Otherwise, cumulative meter data will overflow the
gqueues. Some records in current data flow may be lost. This
is forbidden in Zhejiang Grid, because complete meter data
analysis is crucial for power consuming monitoring and powe
supply adjustment. Also, the collected data typically is in
complete, which will influence the accuracy of analysis re-
sult.

. High performance analysis High performance analysis en-
ables more timely analysis report for decision makers, whic
makes it possible to adjust the power supply on demand more
precisely.

. Flexible scalability. The current meter data scale has in-
creased 30 times since 2008. As the collecting frequency
and the number of deployed smart meters increase, the meter
data scale will grow rapidly. The system should be flexibly
scaled as the data scale.

Figure[2 shows the previous solution and current solution of
the Electricity Consumption Information Collection Systef the
Zhejiang Grid. The upper figure shows the previous solutian -
RDBMS-based storage and analysis system, this solutionlynai
relies on a commercial RDBMS deployed on high-end serveos- C
sidering the requirements above and the meter data expl@sio
Zhejiang Grid, we can easily determine that the RDBMS in the
previous solution will become the bottleneck, mainly besgaof
three reasons: (1) Weak scalability. RDBMSes usually depmen
horizontal sharding and vertical sharding to scale out graging
hardware to scale up to improve the performance. In eacle scal
out, the developers need to redesign the sharding stratefjtha
logic in applications. In each scale up, the system maiataireds
to buy more powerful hardware. In both cases, each improaeme
will lead to huge cost of human and financial resources. (2 Lo



write throughput. Figur&l3 shows the write performance @l re
environment of Zhejiang Grid. DBMS-X is a RDBMS from a ma-
jor relational database vendor, which is deployed on twb-egd
servers. The Hadoop is deployed on 13 commodity serverteclus
We can see that the write performance of DBMS-X is much lower
than HDFS. If the table in DBMS-X has an index, the write per-
formance will be worse. The result in Figurk 3 is consisteith w
the findings in[[23[24]. (3) Resources competition. Putting
line transaction processes and off-line analysis prosewsggther

in single RDBMS will aggravate the performance. On top ottha
the commercial RDBMS license is very expensive.

DBMS-X With Index DBMS-X Without Index ~ ® HDFS

Throuthput(MB/s)

Figure 3: DBMS-X vs HDFS Write Performance

The lower figure in Figurl2 shows the current solution - a Hado
/ Hive and RDBMS-based storage and analysis system. Hadoop /
Hive are mainly utilized for data collecting, data analyasisl ad-
hoc query. The RDBMS is still a good choice for online query
and CRUD operations on the archive data. The current salutio
combines the advantage of off-line batch processing artuiige
throughput of Hadoop ecosystem with the advantage of polverf
OLTP of RDBMS. It releases the burden of RDBMS on big data
analysis, and make Hadoop a data collecting / computingnengi
for the whole system. After system migration, the burdentan t
RDBMS is much smaller than before. Introducing such an cost-
efficient open source platform into Smart Grid is not costl,
the contrary, it will consequently make it possible to rezlule
"heavy armor” configuration of the RDBMS-X, which do not need
to raise but significantly reduce the overall budget. Theddn
and the financial manager meet in their way to the businegzobj
tive. Another advantage is that open source Hadoop ecosyste
be customized for Smart Grid, for example, adding dedicafed
fective multidimensional index - DGFIndex, one of our effofor
improving the performance of Hadoop/Hive on big data anslys
Zhejiang Grid.

In the current solution, meter data is directly written iftDFS
by multiple HDFS clients. Although, HBasé[4] as an alteieato
HDFS could also enable high write throughput and supportemor
update operations than append as does HDFS. Also, Hive could
perform queries on HBase. However, based on our experiments
ing a TPC-H workload, the query performance of Hive on HDFS is
3-4 times better than that of Hive on HBase. To get high aiglys
performance, we use HDFS directly as the storage of meter dat
The archive data is stored in RDBMS, so as to perform efficient
CRUD operations by users. Furthermore, a copy of archive idat
stored in HDFS, which facilitates join operation analysivieen
archive data and meter data. The two copies need to be aanmtsist
The analysis results (i.e., statistic data) are writteo RDBMS
for online query. The SQL statements in stored procedurekeof
RDBMS are transformed to corresponding HiveQL statemewyts b

Data File
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Figure 4: DGFIndex Architecture

our mapping tool[[26]. The HiveQL statements in a stored pro-
cedure are organized as work flow in OoZié [9]. All stored pro-
cedures, archive data synchronization, and statistic Hataare
scheduled by the coordinator in Oozie.

Previous experiments questioned the performance of Hako@p
in comparison to RDBMSs or parallel databases([23, 24]. Wewe
many improvements have be developed for Hadoop / Hive [1d] an
its performance has increased significantly. One of the mesn
sons leading to poor performance of Hadoop / Hive is that-scan
based query processing method. To solve this problem, gaxdin
fective index can improves Hadoop/Hive's performance @ti@m
cally [20]. Other Hadoop/Hive optimization for ZhejiangiGap-
plications we have done are presentedin [26, 19]. Furthermo
much data analysis in Zhejiang Grid is based on loops on atpar
regions, thus the logic can easily be parallelized. Howewezur-
rent RDBMS, the degree of parallelism is highly limited bg tton-
figuration of the number of CPU cores, the memory capacity and
the speed of disk I/0. Higher degrees of parallelism willhe®re
high-end servers, which will lead to higher costs. In a Hadbo
Hive cluster, we only need to add cheap commodity serverighwh
puts less pressure on the budget. With a higher degree of para
lelism, efficient indexes, and other optimizations, Hadbbtive's
performance can be comparable or even better than that ehexp
sive RDBMSs.

Parallel databases could also be a candidate for data analys
the State Grid. But it has the same drawbacks with RDBMS, e.g.
its write throughput is much lower than HDRS[23] 24]. Agdhe
software license cost is also high and it requires sophisétcon-
figuration parameter tuning and query performance optiticiza
and lots of maintenance efforts.

4. DGFINDEX

In the following, we will present our novel indexing techoe
DGFIndex for multidimensional range queries.

4.1 DGFIndex Architecture

Figure[4 shows a 2-dimensional DGFIndex, in which dimension
X and Y can be any two dimensions in the record of the meter. data
DGFIndex uses a grid file to split the data space into smatkuni
named grid file unit GFU), which consists oGFUKeyand GFU-
Value GFUKeyis defined as the left lower coordinate of e&&RU
in the data spaceGFUValueconsists of the header and the loca-
tion of the dataSlice stored in HDFS. ASliceis a segment of a
file in HDFS. The header iGFUValuecontains pre-computed ag-
gregation values of numerical dimensions, such as max,sum,
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Figure 5: DGFIndex Example

count, and other UDFs (need to be additive functions) supgday
Hive. For example, we can pre-compuytem (num * price) of all
records located in the san@~U. The location inGFUValuecon-
tains the start and end offset of the correspondlige All records
in a Slicebelong to the sam&FU.

An example of a DGFIndex can be seen in Fiddre 5. In the ex-
ample, there is a Hive table consisting of three dimensidns\,
and C. Suppose that the most frequently queried HiveQLrstte
on this table is like the one shown in Listi} 2.

SELECT SUM(C)
FROM Table

WHERE A>=5 AND A<12
AND B>=12 AND B<16;

Listing 2: Multidimensional Range HiveQL Query

We build DGFIndex for dimensions A and B. Dimension A and
B are equally divided into intervals with granularity of 3cag,
respectively. Every interval is left closed-right operg.g[1, 4).
The data space is divided in@&FUs along dimension A and B. The
records are scattered in theS&Us. For example, the first record
< 1,14,0.1 > is located in the regiof(A, B)|1 < A < 4,13 <
B < 15}. Allrecords in the sam&FU are stored in a single HDFS
Slice EveryGFU is a key-value pair, for example, the key-value
pair of the highlighted5FU is as showed in Figufd 5. TI&UKey
7_13 is the left lower coordinate of the red one. The first part in
GFUValueis pre-computedsum (C) of all records in theSlice

Algorithm 2 Reduce(Text GFUKey, ListText> lineList)

1: start = current of fset of ouput file;
cend = —1;
. sliceSize = 0;
fileName = current ouput file's name;
: header = NULL;
. for line in lineList do
preComV alue = getPreComDimensionListiine);
for value in preComValue do
header = combine(header, preCompute(value));
end for
sliceSize = sliceSize + sizeOf(line);
. end for
: end = end + sliceSize
: GFUValue =< header, < fileName, start, end >>;
: KV Store.put(GFUKey, GFUV alue);

Before constructing a DGFIndex, one needs to specify the spl
ting policy (the interval size of every index dimension) acting
to the distribution of the meter data. The construction offih&ex
is a MapReduce job. The job reorganizes the meter data inéd a s
of Slices based on the specified splitting policy. In the meantime,
it builds a GFUKeyGFUValuepair for everySlice and adds the
pair into the key-value store. The details of the job is shibive
Algorithm[dl and Algorithn{2. In the map phase, the mapper first
gets all values of index dimensions (Line 1). Then, the mappe
standardizes each value based on the splitting policy ambices
these standard values to genei@UKey(Lines 2-5). The "stan-
dard” method is to find the previous coordinate in splittiraiqy
relative to the value on this dimension. At last, the mappeitse
< GFUKey,line > to the reducer. In the reduce phase, the re-
ducer first sets the start and end position of cur@lite as the
current offset of the output file of reducer and -1 respebtifieine
1-2), and then sets thdiceSizeequal to 0,fleNameas the cur-
rent output file’s nameheaderas null (Line 3-5). Second, the re-
ducer computes all the pre-computed values and combines the
into header, thesliceSizerecords the cumulative size of current
Slice(Line 6-12). At last, the reducer computes the end position
of currentSliceand GFUValue (Line 13-14), then the reducer puts
the< GFUKey, GFUV alue > pair into the key-value store. In
addition, the minimum and maximum standardized values émyev
index dimensions are stored in the key-value store whertiwans

Users can specify any Hive supported functions and UDFs when ing a DGFIndex. This information is very useful when the nemb

constructing an DGFIndex. Once a DGFIndex is deployed,suser
can still add more UDFs dynamically to DGFIndex on demand.
The second part iGFUValueis the location of th&liceon HDFS.
Since the index will become fairly big after many insertiong
can utilize a distributed key-value store, such as HBasss&dlra,
or Voldemort to improve the performance of the index accéss.
the current implementation, we use HBase as the storagensyst
for DGFIndex.

4.2 DGFIndex Construction

Algorithm 1 Map(Text line)

. idx DV alue = getldxDimensionList(line);
: GFPUKey = ¢;

: for value in ide DV alue do
GFUKey|Jstandard(value);

: end for

s emit < GFUKey, line >

oURWNR

of index dimension in a query is less than the number of index d
mension in the DGFIndex.

An example of the DGFIndex construction is shown in Figure
[B. The 5th and 9th record are located in the s&@#®&J, thus, after
reorganization, the two records are stored togetherShca Sup-
pose that the size of every record is 9 bytes. After the index c
struction, everySlice generates a&¢ GFUKey, GFUV alue >
pair. In this example, we pre-compusem (C) from everySlice
From the example, we can see that the maximum numbet of
GFUKey, GFUValue > pairs is the number d6FU no matter
how many distinct value exist in every index dimension.Thenn
ber of records in index table is fairly small compared with #x-
isting indexes in Hive. For example, if we have a table cariaj
1000 records, we create Compact Index for 3 dimensions which
have 10 distinct value respectively. There will be 1000 résan
index table, same with base table. If we create DGFIndexfesd
3 dimensions with interval of 2 respectively. There are ati®yp
records in key-value store.

In our implementation, the syntax of constructing an DGEd
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Figure 6: DGFIndex Construct Example

is the same as constructing a Compact Index in Hive exceptttba
user needs to specify the splitting policy and pre-computibF

in IDXPROPERTIES part as shown in Listibdj 3. We specify the
minimum value and interval for every index dimension. Foteda
type, we also need to specify the unit of interval.

CREATE INDEX idx_a_b
ON TABLE Table (A, B)
AS ’'org...dgf.DgfIndexHandler’
IDXPROPERTIES (/A’='1_3’, 'B/'='11_2",
"precompute’=’'sum(C)’);

Listing 3: DGFIndex Creation

There is a time stamp field in the meter data and it has beernladde
as a default dimension in our index. When the new meter data flo
is written into HDFS, these data first is stored in severalp@m
rary files. After these data is verified, the time stamp dirianimn
DGFIndex is extended and the DGFIndex construction proisess
executed on these temporary files, and the reorganizedsiatit-
ten into the table directory. Thus, the data load procedseisame
as the original HDFS, it does not influenced by our index.

4.3 DGFIndex Query

The DGFIndex query process can be divided into three steps.

In the first step, as shown in Algorithid 3, when the DGFIndex
handler receives a predicate from Hive, it first extractsréiated
index value from the predicate (Line 1). If the number of de
dimension in predicate is less than the number of index d&wen

in DGFIndex, the DGFIndex handler will get the minimum and
maximum standardized value of the missing index dimengiom f
the key-value store. Then the DGFIndex handler gets theyquer
relatedGFUs based on the splitting policy. There are two kinds
of GFUs, one is entirely in the query region (inn&FU) (Line

2), another is partially in query region (boundasyU) (Line 3).
For innerGFUs, if the query is only an aggregation or UDF like
query, we only require the header from the key-value stond, a

boundaryGFUs, the two sub results are combined, and returned to
the user. If the query is not an aggregation or UDF like quesy,
need to get all locations of the query-relat8lices(not scanning
the index table which is different with Hive’s indexes) fraime
key-value store, and write them to a temporary file to heleffilt
unrelated splits (Line 9-12).

Algorithm 3 DGFIndex Query(predicate)

. idxzPred = extract(predicate);
s innerKeySet = DGFIndex.search(idx Pred);
: boundaryKeySet = DGFIndex.searchidz Pred);
. queryKeySet = boundaryKeySet
2 if isAggregationQuery then
subResult = KV Store.getHeadel(inner KeySet);
writeToTmpFile (subResult);
else
queryKeySet = queryKeySet|Jinner KeySet;
: end if
. sliceLoc = KV Store.getLocation(query KeySet);
: writeToTmpFile (slice Loc);

In the second step, as shown in Algorithin 4, the algorithmis i
plemented imgfInputFormat.getSplits (). The process
is similar to the Compact Index. First, we get the seblifes from
the temporary file in Algorithr]3 (Line 2). Then, we get allispl
according to the name of files in the seSiites (Line 3). The splits
that fully contain or overlap wittslices will be chosen (Line 4-8).
We prepare & split, slicesInSplit > pair for every chosen split
to filter unrelatedSlices in split (Line 9-12). ThesliceInSplit is
ordered bystart offset of everySlice

Algorithm 4 Split Filter

. chosenSplit = ¢;

. sliceSet = readFromTmpFile();

. allSplit = getSplitsFromSliceSefsliceSe;

. for split in allSplit do

if split () sliceSet # ¢ then
chosenSplit = chosenSplit | split

end if

. end for

. for split in chosenSplit do

slicesInSplit = getRelatedSlice&sliceSet);

KV Store.put(split, slicesInSplit);

. end for

. return chosenSplit;

In the third step, we implement Aecord Reader that can skip
unrelatedSlices in a split. Atthe initialization of th&ecord Reader,
it gets aSlicelist from the key-value store for the split it is process-
ing. When the mapper invokes thext function in theRecord-
Readerwe only need to read the records in e&ticeand skip the
margin between adjacestices.

The processing of the query in Listifig 2 is shown in Fidure 7.
In step 1, the query region @ : {(A, B)|5 <= A < 12,12 <=
B < 16} (highlighted in green), the inner regionlis {(A, B)|7 <
A < 10,13 < B < 15} (highlighted in red). Because ti@&FU is
the smallest reading unit for our index, the region that sdede
read isR : {(A, B)|4 < A < 13,11 < B < 17}. Consequently,
the boundary region i® — I. As the query is an aggregation query,
we can get a sub result fromThen we get the location informa-

do not need to access data from HDFS. Thus, we can easily gettion of theSlices from the key-value store b3FUKeys located in

the sub result from these headers of the in@&tJs, and write it
to a temporary file (Line 5-7). When Hive finishes computing th

boundary region. In step 2, we use Bléicelocation information to
filter splits, then we create @licelist for every chosen split. In our
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Figure 7: DGFIndex Query Example

example, we only have one split, tBéicelist means we just need
to read these regions in the sptit filename : 0 >:[18-18],[63-
63] and [72-72]. Other regions can be skipped. In Step 3, we ca
filter unrelatedSlices based on th8licelist in Step 2.

A Slicemay stretch across two splits. In this case, we divide the
Sliceinto two parts: one is in previous split, another is in the ad-
jacent split. The twlices are processed by different mappers. In
our implementation, DGFIndex is transparent from the uder
will automatically use a DGFIndex when processing MDRQs.

5. EXPERIMENTS AND RESULTS

In this section, we evaluate the DGFIndex and compare it with
the existing indexes in Hive. Furtermore, we compare DG&nd
with HadoopDB as a comparison with parallel databases [Q0f.
experiments mainly focus on three aspects: (1) the sizedafxin
(2) the index construction time, and (3) the query perforoean

5.1 Cluster Setup

power consumed, and other metrics, for example positiveesizi-
tal electricity with different rates etc. These fields is related to
our queries in experiments. The number of distinct valuesirid,
regionld and time is 14 million, 11 and 30 respectively. lalre
world dataset, the records that have same time are storethtrg
which is obey the rules of meter data. In addition, the realldvo
data set also contain a user’s information table which isnd kif
archive data and is about 2GB. This table will be used to jath w
meter data table.

We choose some queries from Zhejiang Grid for our experi-
ments, these queries have similar predicate with the SQ&®ied
procedures. These chosen queries mainly focus on usegldnid,
and time. The detailed query forms are list in following parin
each kind of query, we change the selectivity: point que¥y,aéhd
12%. In our experiments, we suppose that there is no pauditio
in the tables, if there is, we can assume that our data setosen
partition among these partitions.

For HadoopDB, we use its GlobalHasher to partition the meter
data into 28 partitions based on the userld. Each node vesrig
38 GB partition from HDFS. Then we use its LocalHasher toipart
tion the data into 38 chunks based on userld, 1GB each. Atilchu
are bulk-loaded into separate databases in PostgreSQLréAec
a multi-column index on the userld, regionld and time forteae-
terdata table. The user table is also partitioned into 28tjmens
based on userld. Each node retrieves a 83 MB partition argifput
to all the databases of current node. Since the SMS in Had®opD
only supports specific queries, we extend the MapReduaedbas
query code in HadoopDB to perform the queries in our experi-
ments.

5.3 Real World Data Set

5.3.1 Index Size and Construction Time

For indexes in Hive, we only compare DGFIndex with Com-
pact Index, since Compact index is the basis of Aggregatexind
and Bitmap Index. For now, our DGFIndex only supports TdgtFi
table. So we use TextFile table as the base table of DGFIndex.

We conduct experiments on a cluster of 29 virtual nodes. One However, it is easy to expend DGFIndex to support other fite fo
node is master for Hadoop and HBase, and the remaining 2&node mats. For the Compact Index, RCFile-based Compact Inddx wil
are workers. Each node has 8 virtual cores, 8GB memory, and lead to smaller index table size, which will improve the queer-

300GB disk. All nodes run CentOS 6.5, Java 1.8364bit, Hadoop-
1.2.1 and HBase-0.94.13 as the key-value store. DGFIndex-is
plemented based on Hive-0.10.0. Every workers in Hadoopris ¢
figured with up to 5 mappers and 3 reducers. The replication fa
tor is set to 2 in HDFS. The block size is 64MB default. The
mapred.task.io.sort.mb is set 512Mb to achieve betteopeence.
Other configurations in Hadoop, HBase and Hive are default. F
HadoopDB, we install it based on the instructions [dn [3]. We u

formance. So, in our experiments, we choose RCFile forniée ta
as the base table for the Compact Index.

In an initial experiment, we created a 3-dimensional (use8-
gionld, and time) Compact Index for the RCFile table. Thesiz
of index table was 821GB, which is almost same with base ta-
ble. As Hive first scans index table before processing qubgy,
3-dimensional Compact Index will not improve query perfaroe.

So, we only created a 2-dimensional index (regionid and,tiwhéch

PostgreSQL 8.4.20 as the storage layer and above Hadoop as thhave few distinct values, 11 and 30, respectively). On tinerot

computation layer. Each experiments is run three times amd w
report the average result.

5.2 DataSet and Query

In our experiments, we use two datasets to verify the effogien
DGFIndex on processing of MDRQ. The first dataset is thetiémei
table from TPC-H ( 4.1 billion, about 518GB in TextFile forma
about 468GB in RCFile format, both no compression), we uas it
a general case. Another dataset is real world meter data {-11 b
lion records, about 1TB in TextFile format, about 890GB inFRE
format, both no compression). This dataset is a kind meter afa
a month. The table comprises of 17 fields, which containsldiser
regionld( the region where the user lives), the number of meh

hand, our DGFIndex can easily handle this case. So, we create
3-dimensional DGFIndex in following experiments. Becatlse
number of distinct value imegionld andtime is small, we fix
the interval size for these: 1 and 1 day respectively. Foredim
sionuserlId, we change the interval size, as follow, to evaluate the
influence of different interval size on index size and quesyfqr-
mance. (i) Large: split dimensionserId equally to 100 inter-
vals with large interval size. (i) Medium: split dimensieerld
equally to 1000 intervals with medium interval size. (iiijn&ll:
split dimensioruserId equally to 10000 intervals with small inter-
val size. What's more, we pre-computem (powerConsumed,)
when building DGFIndex. This information will be used in 8en

B32.



Table 2: Index Size and Construction Time

Index Table Dimension Size Time

Type Type Number (s)
Compact RCFile 3 821G B | 23350
Compact RCFile 2 TMB 1884
DGF — L | TextFile 3 0.94M B | 25816
DGF — M | TextFile 3 3MB 25632
DGF — S | TextFile 3 13MB | 26027

In Table[2, we can see that in the 3-dimensional case, the con-
struction of DGFIndex takes longer time than the constonctf

the Compact Index, the reason is the base table needs to be re

organized by shuffling all data to reducer via network and pre
computation CPU cost. However, the size of DGFIndex is much
smaller than 3-dimensional Compact Index , and almost egual
smaller than 2-dimensional Compact Index. In addition hasin-
terval size decreases, the number of intervalgdarld becomes
larger, and the number &FU also becomes larger, which leads to
more< GFUKey, GFUValue > pairs, thus bigger DGFIndex
size. In the 2-dimensional case, the size of Compact Indesuizh
smaller than 3-dimensional case. Because the number dfiaist
value inregionld andtime is very small. The combinations of
the two dimensions is much smaller than three dimensions. Bu
decreasing the number of index dimensions will decreasadbe-
racy of index.

5.3.2 Aggregation Query

In this part, we will demonstrate the efficiency of pre-conipyl
in DGFIndex. We choose a query like Listing 4. FigulEls, 9,[a8d
show the cost time of this query in different selectiviti®¢he upper
part of the first two columns in the figures is the time of regdime
index and other time(like HiveQL parsing time and launchiask
time). The lower part is the time of reading the data afteerfdtl
by the index and processing. The third column is the cost tifme

Table 3: Records Number for Aggregation Query

Index Type Point 5% 12%
Compact | 169,395,953 | 4,756,501, 768 | 6, 586, 886, 752
DGF — L 4,347,200 67,678 100, 386
DGF — M | 4,258,358 20, 280 31,215
DGF — S 2,291,718 16, 122 23,712
Accurate 26 569, 186, 384 | 1,354, 351, 336
Table 4: Records Number for Group By Query
Index Type Point 5% 12%
Compact | 169,395,953 | 4,756,501, 768 | 6, 586, 886, 752
DGF — L 4,347,200 681,321,681 | 1,433,931, 728
DGF — M | 4,258,358 641, 128,331 | 1,401,070, 456
DGF — S 2,291,718 572,231,864 | 1,367, 754,156
Accurate 26 569, 186, 384 | 1,354, 351, 336

ary region. From TablE]3, we can see that with the decrease of
interval size, the size aff F'U also decrease, that is, the accuracy
of DGFIndex increases, so Hive needs to read less data. i poi
query case, there is no inné€fFU, so Hive needs to read all data
located in theGFU. Because Compact Index can not filter unre-
lated data in each splits, Hive will read the whole split, ethieads

to more data reading.

SELECT sum (powerConsumed)

FROM meterdata

WHERE regionId>rl and regionId<r2
and userId>ul and userId<u2
and time>tl and time<t2;

Listing 4: Aggregation Query

5.3.3 GroupBy Query and Join Query

In this part, we evaluate the performance of DGFIndex on pro-
cessing non-aggregation query, this means that DGFIndexaa

HadoopDB. In HadoopDB, the query in Listild 4 is pushed into use pre-computed information. We use&saoup By query like
all PostgreSQL databases, and then we use a MapReduce job td.isting[§ and aJoin query like Listing[6. For HadoopDB, we
collect the results. Tablé 3 shows how many records needeatb extend its aggregation task code and join task code to pettiem
after filtered by DGFIndex and Compact Index. We do not show two queries. The cost time ofroup By query is shown in Figure
the number for HadoopDB, because it is not easy to get the eumb [II[I2[IB and the cost time obin query is shown in Figurie14,
out of PostgreSQL after filtering by the index. Taeurate in the [I8, and_Ib. Tablg]l4 shows the number of records needed to read
table means the accurate number of records specified bycptedi of Group By query andjoin query after they are filtered by the
The ScanTable-based time for this kind query is about 1950s. index. The number is same for both query, since their préglisa
From the result, we can see that Compact Index improves the pe the same.
formance about 26.6, 2.5, 1.7 times over scanning the wilsle t In Group By query case, the ScanTable-based time is about
ble in different selectivity. In large interval size casezBindex 1900s. InJgoin query case, the time is about 1930s. The Com-
improves the performance about 66.9, 65, 65.5 times over-sca pact Index improves performance 1.2-31 times over scanthieg
ning the whole table. In medium interval size case, it impsothe whole table in both cases. HadoopDB improves performartte O.
performance 67, 59.9, 63.9 times. In small interval sizeecés 35.3 times over scanning the whole table. On other hand,utre n
improves the performance 78.1, 54.6, 46.2 times over sgahin ber of DGFIndex is 2.1-75.8 times. From the result, we can see
whole table. The number of HadoopDB is 32.2, 2.6, 1.3 respec- that DGFIndex is about 2-5 times faster than Compact Indek an
tively. What's more, because of pre-computing, the pertoroe of HadoopDB on different selectivities. From Figlre[12,13, co@
DGFIndex on aggregation query processing nearly does nio-be  see that the time of reading index becomes longer with the de-
fluenced by the query selectivity. HadoopDB has the almasesa  creasing of interval size. Because when the interval sizernes
performance with Compact Index on processing aggregatieryq smaller, moreGF'Us will be located in query region. The index
DGFIndex is almost 2-50 times faster than the Compact Index a  handler needs to get more GFUValue from HBase. However, stor
HadoopDB. We also find that HadoopDB has some performance ing index in key-value store decreases index reading timemF
degradation with the selectivity increasing compared Widmpact Figure[I3 anf[l6, we can see that Compact Index and HadoopDB's
Index. The reason is that when PostgreSQL processes reudopt performance is almost equal or worse than ScanTable-b&ged s
current queries, it will lead to resources competition, &mellow when processing high selectivity query. The reason for Ganp
batch reading performance of RDBMS is another reason. Index is the inaccuracy of two dimensional index leads talires
Because we pre-computeim (powerConsumed) when con- almost all splits. The reason for HadoopDB is resources ebimp
structing DGFIndex, Hive only reads the data located in thenbl- tion and low batch reading speed. However, for DGFIndexesin
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Query lectivity

can accurately read related data, thus it can maintainteéeess
for high selectivity query.
As shown in Tablé14, as the interval sizes increase, more

Selectivity

SELECT t2.userName,tl.powerConsumed
FROM meterdata tl
dataJOIN userInfo t2

is located in oneGFU. So a DGFIndex with the large interval ON tl.userId=t2.userId
size needs to read more data than a DGFIndex with small aiterv WHERE tl.regionId>rl AND tl.regionId<r2

size. Which leads to some performance degradation, edly€oia
high selectivity query. However, since DGFldex can filterain
lated slices when reading each split, the amount of data bga

AND tl.userId>ul AND tl.userId<u2
AND tl.time>tl AND tl.time<t2;

d

DGFIndex is much smaller than in the case of Compact Index, Listing 6: Join Query

which improves Hive’s performance dramatically.

SELECT time, sum(powerConsumed)

FROM meterdata

WHERE regionId>rl and regionId<r2
and userId>ul and userId<u2
and time>tl and time<t2

GROUP BY time;

Listing 5: Aggregation Query

INSERT OVERWRITE DIRECORY ' /tmp/result’

5.3.4 Partial Specified Query

In practice, the number of dimensions in the predicate elaus
may be more or less than the indexed dimensions. If the number
is more than indexed dimensions, DGFIndex just uses thexéute
dimensions in the predicate to filter unrelated data; If theber
is less than indexed dimensions, DGFIndex gets the mininmohn a
maximum value of the missing dimension from HBase to comple-
ment the predicate. This part evaluates the second casaugzc
the number ofuserId values is the largest among the three index
dimensions. We delete theserId range condition from predicate,
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and choose a query as shown in Listidg 7. The result is shown in
Figure IT. From the result we can see that DGFIndex is 2-Ahédi
faster than Compact Index.

SELECT SUM (powerConsumed)
FROM meterdata
WHERE regionId=11

AND time='2012-12-30";

Listing 7: Partital Query

5.4 TPC-H Data Set

In this part, we want to demonstrate the efficiency of DGFinde
for general case, not only for meter data. In this experimmeatuse
the Q6 in TPC-H as our query. We create 2-dimensiordifitount
and Lquantity, which have few distinct value) and 3-dimensional
Compact Index for lineitem table. For DGFIndex, we set therin
val size of Ldiscount, lquantity and Ishipdate to 0.01, 1.0 and 100
days respectively. The index size and constructing timslaoeved
in Table[B. The query performance is showed in Fiuile 18.€[@bl
shows how many records needed to read after filtered by index.

The ScanTable-based time for this query is 632s. In this,case
2-dimensional and 3-dimensioinal Compact Index both aeesi

read data and process m read index and other

DGFIndex Compact-2D

Index Type

Compact-3D

Figure 18: TPC-H Workload Query Time

6. EXPERIENCE ABOUT HIVE INDEX

In this section, we will report some findings and some prattic
experience about performance improvement of Hive at thecsp
of index. For now, the existing indexes in Hive are not padtand
hard to use, as there is limited documentation and usagepeam
Without reading the source code of Hive to get more inforomati
about the indexes, they are not usable. The Compact Indéeis t
basis of other indexes. The number of records it stores iseeby
the number of combinations of indexed dimensions and théoeum
of data files. The performance of Compact Index is dependent o
the size of the index table and the distribution of the valofeis-
dexed dimensions. If the index dimensions have few distialttes
and the data file of the table is sorted by the indexed dimansio
good query performance improvement can be achieved using Co
pact Index. On the other hand, if the indexed dimension hag/ma
distinct values and they are evenly distributed in the dé¢a,fno
performance improvement can be achieved with Compact Index
On the contrary, the performance will be worse than scantiiag
whole table. The idea of the technique of the Aggregate Inislex
good, but in practice, there are very few use case that cahitaee
restrictions.

In industry, the most practical method to improve query @erf

than scanning the whole table. Because Compact Index dades nomance in Hive currently is partition. Partition reorgasiziata into

filter any split. DGFIndex is 25 times faster than Compacehd
The index size and the number of data needed read of DGFiadex i
much smaller than Compact Index. From the result, we carhsge t
the performance of Compact Index is much worse than realdworl
data set. The difference between real world data set andHPC-
data set is that the real world data set actually is sortednhg, t
however, in TPC-H data set, the records are evenly scattared
data files. Because Compact Index does not reorganize tleden, i
not improve query performance on this kind of data.

Table 5: Index Size and Construction Time for TPC-H

Index Table Dimension Size Time
Type Type Number (s)

Compact RCFile 3 189G B | 7367
Compact RCFile 2 637TMB | 991

DGFIndex | TextFile 3 4.3M B | 10997

Table 6: Records Number for TPC-H Workload

Index Type | Record Number
W hole Table | 4,095,002, 340
Compact — 3 | 4,095,002, 340
Compact — 2 | 4,095,002, 340
DGFIndex 85, 430, 966

Accurate 77,955,077

different directories based on partition dimension. Thst lveay

to improve Hive performance is combining partition with Gom
pact Index. However, the user need to make sure that the index
dimensions do not have too many distinct value and are naiyeve
distributed.

7. RELATED WORK

As mentioned above, the existing indexes in Hive, Compact In
dex, Bitmap Index and Aggregate Index, are closely relatezlit
DGFIndex. However, they are not well fitted to process miiltid
mensional range queries. [10] combines MapReduce and RDBMS
and uses the indexes in RDBMS to filter unrelated data in every
worker. But the data loading speed is lower than HDFS, and its
multiple databases storage mode easily leads to serioosroes
competition, especially for high selectivity query.

Current various parallel databases have been applied fay ma
companies, such as Greenplum, Teradata, Aster Data, Metezz
Datallegro, Dataupia, Vertica, ParAccel, Neoview, DBa(¥he
Database Partitioning Feature), and Oracle(via ExadatBut
these systems have low data loading performance and the soft
ware license is very expensive. What's more, they usualbdne
complex configuration parameters tuning and lots of maaniea
efforts[23]. Our objective in this paper is to provide a stéé and
cost effective solution for the big meter data problem in jime



Grid, the solution’s performance can be comparable or eetierh
than parallel database, but with much low budget.

In the context of index on HDFS, [20] proposes a kind of one-
dimensional range index for sorted file on HDFS. The sortexd fil
is divided into some equal-size pages. It creates one indey e
which comprises of the start, end value and offset for evagep
[13] proposes two kinds of indexes, Trojan index and Trofn j
index, to filter unrelated splits and improve the perforneaotjoin
tasks respectively. In Trojan index, it stores the first kegt key
and records number for every splif._[16] stores the rangarind-
tion for every numerical and date field dimensions in a splifd
creates a inverted index for the string type dimension. &these
values are rarely changing, it create a materialized viewtdoe
them in a separate file[_[21] creates LZO block level fullttiex
verted index for data on HDFS to accelerate selection opesat
that contains free-text filters. Both, [20] and [13] mainbcfis on
one-dimensional index and they need to sort data file baséa-on
dex dimension. The primary purpose of [20].][13], ahd| [16flis
tering unrelated splits. They can not filter unrelated rdsan a
split. [21] can not process multidimensional range quenycdn-
trast, DGFIndex can process multidimensional query effitye
and does not need to sort data files based on index dimengtons.
only puts these records in the sa@EU together in a file. More-
over, DGFIndex can filter unrelateilices in a split.

In the context of spatial database on Hadoop, Spatial Hd@Bpp
proposes a two level multidimensional index on Hadoop. #t fir
partitions data using Grid File, R-Tree or R+-Tree into é¢pize
block(64MB), second creates local index for each block,ldlcal
index is stored as a file on HDFS, third it create global ind®x f
all block, the global index is stored in master's memory. tBba
Hadoop is mainly for spatial data types, such as Point, Rgtega
and Polygon. Hadoop-Gis[l1] also proposes a two level ajdati
dex on Hadoop. It splits data with grid partition into sma#les
tiles, which is much smaller than 64MB. Then a global index is
created to stored the MBRs of these tiles, it is stored in tamory
of master. The local index of each tile is created on demasdda
on the query type. Both indexes are applied in spatial apiins,
which is much different with our index, our DGFIndex is for-im
proving the traditional applications. Another differerisghat our
DGFIndex is organized as one level index, which is simplat an
easier to maintenance than the both above. The last differisn
that we combine pre-aggregated technique with Grid Fileckvh
makes aggregation query processing more effective.

8. CONCLUSION AND FUTURE WORK

In this paper, we share the system migration experience from

traditional RDBMS to Hadoop based system. To improve
Hadoop/Hive's performance on smart meter big data analyss

propose a multidimensional range index named DGFIndex. By

dividing the data space into sondeF'Us, DGFIndex only stores
the information ofGF'U rather than the combinations of index di-
mensions. This method reduces the index size dramatidafith

GF'U-based pre-computing, DGFIndex enhances greatly the mul- 24

tidimensional aggregation processing ability of Hive. Dfex
first filters splits withSlice location information, then skips unre-
lated Slice in each split. By doing this, DGFIndex reduces greatly

the number of data need to read and improve the performance of
Hive. Our experiments on real world data set and TPC-H ddta se

demonstrate that DGFIndex not only improve the performaice
Hive on meter data, but also is applicable to general dataleet
future work, we will work on an algorithm to find the best sjitig

policy for DGFIndex based on the distribution of the metetada

and the query history. The optimal placementSdices will also
be our next step research problem.
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