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Abstract

Big data benchmarking is particularly important and provides applicale yardsticks
for evaluating booming big data systems. However, wide coveragedagreat com-
plexity of big data computing impose big challenges on big data benchrkang. How
can we construct a benchmark suite using a minimum set of units ofraputation to
represent diversity of big data analytics workloads? Big data dwasfare abstractions
of extracting frequently appearing operations in big data computm One dwarf rep-
resents one unit of computation, and big data workloads are decposed into one or
more dwarfs. Furthermore, dwarfs workloads rather than vaseal workloads are more
cost-e cient and representative to evaluate big data systems.nl this paper, we ex-
tensively investigate six most important or emerging application donas i.e. search
engine, social network, e-commerce, multimedia, bioinformatics@astronomy. After
analyzing forty representative algorithms, we single out eight dwks workloads in big
data analytics other than OLAP, which are linear algebra, sampling, tpc operations,
transform operations, set operations, graph operations, ststic operations and sort.






1 Introduction

The prosperity of big data and corresponding systems make bentérking more im-
portant and challenging. Many researchers from academia and irgfty attempt to

explore the way to de ne a successful big data benchmark. Hovesythe properties
of complexity, diversity and rapid evolution make us wonder where tstart or how to
achieve a wide range of coverage of diverse workloads. One attemmpgo benchmark
using popular workloads, which is very subjectiveé [21]; Another ampt is to focus
on speci ¢ domains or systems [14, 19,125]. These research e aftsnot extensively
analyze representativeness of workloads and fail to cover thengaexity, diversity and

rapid evolution of big data comprehensively. The concept of dwarfeshich rst pro-

posed by Phil Colellal[1B], is thought to be a highly abstraction of workéal patterns.
To cover diversity of big data analytics, the dwarfs abstraction isfagreat signi cance.
First, it is a highly abstraction of computation and communication paterns of big
data analytics [15]; Second, it is a minimum set of necessary functidiba[1], which

has strong expressive power, with one dwarf representing oneitusf computation;

Third, it is a direction for evaluation and performance optimization, e. guidelines
for architectural research([15].

Much previous work [17] 16, 18, 15, 32] has illustrated the importae of abstract-
ing dwarfs in corresponding domains. TPC-Q [16] is a successful bemark which
builds based on units of computation in OLTP domain. HPCC[]29] adoptan analo-
gous method to design a benchmark for high performance compwinThe National
Research Council[]20] proposed seven giants in massive data ans|ywhich focus
on major computational tasks or problems. These seven giantsoposed by NRC
are macroscopical de nition of problems from the perspective ofathematics, rather
than units of computation that frequently appeared in these praems. Therefore, it
is necessary to build a big data benchmark on top of dwarfs worklogd/hich represent
di erent units of computation. However, wide coverage and greatomplexity of big
data impose great challenges to dwarfs abstraction. 1) There aressive application
domains gradually involving big data. At present, big data has alreadin Itrated
into all walks of life. Many domains have the requirements of storingnd processing
big data, and the most intuitive expression is billions of WebPages, nsge remote
sensing data, a sea of biological data, videos on YouTube, huge ¢raow data, etc.
2) In multiple research elds, there are powerful methods for bigata processing.
For great treasure hidden in big data, industrial and academic commities are both
committed to explore e ective processing methods, and now, mamgchnologies have
been successfully applied in above application domains, such as dataing, machine
learning, deep learning, natural language processing, etc. 3) barnumbers of algo-
rithms and the variants of these algorithms aggravate the di culty of abstraction.
4) Not like traditional database systems, majority of big data are mstructured and
operations on data are complicated. To the best of our knowledgeone of existing
big data benchmarks has identi ed dwarfs workloads in big data anatgs.

In this paper, we propose the methodology of identifying dwarfs wdoads in
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big data analytics, through a broad spectrum of investigation and &rge number
of statistical analysis. We adopt an innovative and comprehensiveatinodology to
investigate multi- eld and multi-disciplinary of big data. At the rst st ep, we sin-
gled out important and emerging application domains, using some widedgceptable
metrics. In view of the selected application domains, we investigat¢de widely used
technologies in these domains (i.e., machine learning, data mining, deleprning,

computer vision, natural language processing, information retsial) and existing li-

braries (i.e., Mahout [2], MLIib [10], Wekal[23], AstroMLI[1[7]), framework§.e., Spark
[11], Hadoop(]9], GraphLabl]27]), benchmarks (i.e., BigBench [22], AMReBchmark
[3], LinkBench [14], CALDA [30]), which re ect the concerns of big datanalytics.

Then at the third step, we singled out 40 representative algorithmsAfter analyzing

these algorithms and summarizing frequently appearing operatignse nalized eight

kinds of workloads as the dwarfs workloads in big data analytics. In ordéo verify

their accuracy and comprehensiveness, we analyzed typical wodds and data sets in
each domain from two perspectives: diverse data models of di etdypes (i.e., struc-

tured, semi-structured, and unstructured), and di erent semantics (e.g., text, graph,
table, multimedia data); We con rm through using a Directed Acyclic Gaph(DAG)-

like structure description, with an edge and a vertex to represerthe dwarfs and
the data set(or subset) respectively, we compose the originaltioalgorithms using

combinations of one or more dwarfs workloads.

Guided by the eight dwarfs workloads in big data analytics, we presean open-
source big data benchmark suite called BigDataBench 3.1, with seakindustrial
partners, publicly available athttp://prof.ict.ac.cn/BigDataBench/ . Itis a sig-
ni cantly upgraded version of our previous work { BigDataBench 2.0f33]. As a
multi-discipline research and engineering e ort spanning system, d@rtecture, and
data management, involving both industry and academia, the cume version of Big-
DataBench includes 14 real-world data sets, and 33 big data workbtsa

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we déserthe back-
ground, related work and motivation. Section 3 presents the matllology of abstract-
ing dwarfs workloads in big data analytics and properties of these dws. Section 4
states how dwarfs guide the construction of BigDataBench. Sémh 5 discusses the
di erences between our eight dwarfs and related work. Finally, werdw a conclusion
in section 6.

2 Background, Related Work and Motivation

In 1970, E. F. CODD [17] proposed a relational model of data, sety o a wave of
relational database research, which is the basis of relational algetand theoretical
foundation of database, especially corresponding query languagé&he set concept in
relational algebra abstracts ve primitive and fundamental opertors (Select, Project,
Product, Union, Dierence), which have ne expression, for di eent combinations
can build di erent expression trees of queries. Analogously, Phil Gdla [18] iden-
tied seven dwarfs of numerical methods which he thought would binportant for

6


http://prof.ict.ac.cn/BigDataBench/

the next decade. Based on that, a multidisciplinary group of Berkeferesearchers
propose 13 dwarfs which are highly abstraction of parallel computn capturing
the computation and communication patterns of a great mass of plications [15],
through identifying the e ectiveness of the former seven dwarfim other collections
of benchmark, i.e. EEMBC, and three increasingly important applican domains,
i.e. machine learning, database software, and computer graphiasdagames. There
are still some successful benchmarks constructed based ont@asion. TPC-C [12]
proposed the concepts of functions of abstraction and functiahworkload model,
articulated around ve kinds of transactions that frequently appeared in OLTP do-
main [16], making it to be a popular yardstick. HPCCI[[Z9] is a benchmarkuge for
high performance computing, which consists of seven basically f&gstoncentrating
on di erent computation, communication and memory access pattes. These suc-
cessful stories demonstrate the necessity of constructing bigtd benchmarks based
on dwarfs. With the booming of big data systems, diverse workloadsith rapid
evolution appear, making big data benchmarking di cult to achieve a wde coverage
for a tough problem of workloads selection. In this condition, identifng the dwarfs
workloads of big data analytics and building benchmarks based on #eecore oper-
ators become particularly important, moreover, optimizing these wiarfs workloads
will have great impacts on performance optimization. This paper foses on a fun-
damental issue|what are dwarfs workloads in big data analytics andhow to nd
them?

The National Research Council [20] proposed seven major comgtitnal tasks in
massive data analysis, which are called giants. There are great diegrces between
those seven giants with our eight dwarfs. 1) They have di erent & of abstraction.
NRC concentrates on nding major problems in big data analytics. lrcontrast, we
are committed to decompose major algorithms in representative plcation domains
and nd units of computation that frequently appearing in these algrithms, which is
at a lower level and more ne-grained. 2) Since they have di erenbtuses, the results
are also di erent. Most of the seven giants are a class of big problemFor exam-
ple, generalized N-body problems are a series of tasks involving similas between
pairs of points, alignment problems refer to matchings between tvay more data sets.
However, our eight dwarfs are results of decomposition of main atgbms in big data
analytics, which are summarized units of computation. 3) Combinatioof our eight
dwarfs can compose algorithms which belong to above seven giariffat is to say,
combination of dwarfs can be a solution for seven major problems.orFinstance,
k-means involving similarities between points, which belongs to genkzad N-body
problem, is composed of vector calculations and sort operationsbdve all, the seven
giants are macroscopical de nition of problems from the perspee¢ of mathematics,
while our eight dwarfs are ne-grained decomposition of major algitihms in appli-
cation domains and statistical analysis of these algorithms. The dirences will be
further described in Sectiorib. In addition, Shah et al['[32] discuska data-centric
workload taxonomy with the dimensions of response time, accesstpen, working
set, data types, and processing complexity, and proposed an eyae of key data
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processing kernels.

Big data attracts great attention, appealing many research e ds on big data
benchmarking. BigBench([22] is a general big data benchmark basedTPC-DS [13]
paying attention to big data analytics and covering three kinds of da types. HiBench
[25] is a Hadoop benchmark suite, which contains 10 Hadoop worklsadncluding
micro benchmarks, HDFS benchmarks, web search benchmarksaamne learning
benchmarks, and data analytics benchmarks. YCSB [19] releaskyl Yahoo! is a
benchmark for data storage systems and only includes online seeviworkloads, i.e.
Cloud OLTP. CALDA [30] is a benchmarking e ort for big data analytics LinkBench
[14] is a synthetic benchmark based on social graph data from Facek. AMP
benchmark [3] is a big data benchmark proposed by AMPLab of UC Be¢eley which
focus on real-time analytic applications. Zhu et al.[[36] proposed aretichmarking
framework { BigOP, abstracting data operations and workload paérns.

3 Methodology

This section presents our methodology on dwarfs abstraction ofgbdata analytics.
Before diving into the details of dwarfs abstraction methodology, ev rst introduce
the overall structure. Fig. [ illustrates the whole process of dwiar abstraction
and explains how algorithms map down to dwarfs. We rst investigateghe main
application domains and explore the widely used techniques, and thegpresentative
algorithms are chosen to summarize the frequently appearing opgons, and nally
conclude eight dwarfs using a statistical method. We con rm a conmmtion of one
or more dwarfs can compose the 40 original algorithms with di erenbw controls,
e.g., iteration, selection.

In the dwarfs abstraction of big data analytics, we omit the ow cotrol of algo-
rithm, i.e., iteration, and basic mathematical functions, i.e., derivatie. The reason
why we take these considerations is that our goal is to explore thevdrfs which ap-
pear frequently in algorithms, then we care more about the essenof computation
instead of ow control.

3.1 Dwarfs Abstraction Methodology

Dwarfs are highly abstractions of frequently appearing operatish and we adopt
an innovative and comprehensive approach to abstract dwarfs big data analytics,
covering data models of di erent types (i.e., structured, semi-stictured, and unstruc-
tured) and semantics (i.e., text, graph, table, multimedia data). Fig[Z2 describes the
methodology we use to abstract a full spectrum of dwarfs that arwidely used in big
data analytics.

Seltzer et al. [31] pointed that we need use application-speci ¢ bdmoarks to pro-
duce meaningful performance numbers in the context of real dmations, and Chen et
al. [1€] argued that the benchmark should measure performancging metrics which
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Figure 2: Dwarfs Abstraction Methodology.

re ect real life computational demands and are relevant to real B application do-
mains. At the rst step, we single out important and emerging applicaon domains,
using widely acceptable metrics. To investigate the typical applicattodomains of
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internet service, we use metrics of the number of page views andlgaisitors , and
further found out that 80% page views of internet service cameolm search engine,
social network and e-commercgl[8]. In addition, for the emergingaburgeoning do-
mains, multimedia, bioinformatics and astronomy are three domainshich occupied
main positions in big data analytics[[4[ 5/ 16].

In allusion to selected application domains, we have the following two resider-
ations. On one hand, big data analytics involves many advanced pessing tech-
niques; On the other hand, many open source tools for processbig data exist, such
as libraries (i.e., MLIib [10], Mahout [2]), frameworks (i.e., Spark [11], Hadp [9],
GraphLab [27]), and a series of benchmark suites in some way re gbe concerns
of big data analytics, such as BigBench [22], LinkBench ]J14]. In view diig¢ above
two points, we choose representative algorithms widely used in dgteocessing tech-
niques, considering in conjunction with open source projects of ldotes, frameworks
and benchmarks. After choosing representative algorithms whigay important roles
in big data analytics, we deeply analyze the process and dig out frepily appearing
operations in these algorithms. Moreover, di erent combinationsfooperations are
considered to compose original algorithms. Finally, we summarize tkevarfs work-
loads in big data analytics. A Directed Acyclic Graph (DAG)-like structure is used
to specify how data sets (or subsets) are operated by dwarfs.

3.2 Algorithms Chosen to Investigate

Data is not the same thing as knowledge, however, data can be certed into knowl-
edge after being processed and analyzed, which needs poweidold to digest infor-
mation. We analyze the process of the above-mentioned applicatidomains with
the purpose of singling out representative algorithms in these six wains. There are
generality and individuality among di erent domains.

Taking search engine as an example, we illustrate how we choose atgors ac-
cording to a selected application domain. Figl]3 shows the details ofaseh engine.
After obtaining the web pages from spider, the parser extracthé text content and
clears the structure of the web graph. Then several analysis rhetds are executed,
including not only analysis on text content (statistic, index, semant extract, clas-
si cation), but also on web graph (pagerank). Moreover, queryecommendation
[24,135,26] is provided in case of unfamiliarity with terminology or dissiafaction
with results. After analyzing several necessary algorithms whictorstruct search
engine, we choose the following algorithms for investigation, includingdex, porter
stemming, pagerank, HITS, classi cation (decision tree, naive bag, svm, etc), rec-
ommendation and semantic extract (latent semantic indexing, latémirichlet alloca-
tion), covering many technologies, such as data mining, machine laarg.

In fact, most algorithms are not only used in one application domain,ub also
applied to other domains. Taking aforementioned classi cation mettds as an ex-
ample, they have been widely used in the other ve domains under irsteggation.
After conducting an thoroughly survey based on the six applicatiomlomains, we
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Figure 3: Process of a search engine.

also refer to the top 10 algorithms[[34] and 18 candidates [7] in dataimmg, and
several machine learning algorithms covering classi cation, regsssn, clustering, di-
mension reduction, recommendation, and computer vision algoritrsrspanning from
a function i.e. feature exaction to applications components (i.e., imagsegmenta-
tion, ray tracing). The other algorithms include classic deep learninglgorithms and
sequence alignment algorithms, both of which have a broad range agplication.
We also include important algorithms in mainstream libraries (i.e., OpenCVML-
lib, Weka, AstroML), frameworks (i.e., Spark, Hadoop, GraphLabjand implemented
workloads in benchmarks (i.e., BigBench, LinkBench, AMP BenchmarkCALDA).
In total, we choose 40 widely used algorithms to investigate. The algfhms are
listed in Table. [I from perspectives of typical application domain, brfedescription,
frequently-appearing operations.

After investigating the 40 algorithms, we analyzed their frequentlyappearing op-
erations and identi ed eight dwarfs workloads. As summarized in Tdb. [, linear
algebra plays a fundamental role in algorithms e ectively for big datanalytics, for
many problems can be abstracted into matrixes or vectors operas, such as SVM,
K-means, PCA, CNN, etc. In addition, most graph-theoretical ppblems can be con-
verted to matrix computations, for HMM (Probabilistic graphical model), PageRank
(Webgraph), etc. Other graph-theoretical problems include gph traverse problem,
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Table 1: Investigated Alg

orithms.

Investigated Al-
gorithms

Brief Description

Frequently-appearing Operations

Data Mining & Machine Learning

C4.5/CART/ID3

Decision tree for classi ca-
tion or regression

Count numbers to computer information
gain or Gini coe cient; Sort for splitting
attribute; Build or prune tree

Logistic Regres-| A method for classi cation | Vectorization of gradient descent method
sion or regression using logisti¢c Matrix operations(multiplication, transpo-
function, with the output | sition, inverse) using formula
between 0 and 1
Support  Vector | A supervised learning| Vector multiplication; Kernel function

Machine (SVM)

method for classi cation or
regression, maximal margin
classi er

k-Nearest Neigh-| A non-parametric method| Similarity calculation of vectors; Sort to
bors  Algorithm | for classication or regres-| nd k nearest neighbors; Count the num-
(k-NN) sion ber of categories
Naive Bayes A probabilistic classier | Count for probability calculation

based on Bayes' theorem
Hidden  Markov | Generating a model assumt Matrix/\Vector  operations; Transfer-
Model (HMM) ing the hidden variables to| probability matrix

be a Markov process
Maximum- A discriminative graphical | Matrix/Vector operations; Conditional

entropy  Markov
Model (MEMM)

model used for sequence Ilg
beling

\-transfer-probability matrix

Conditional Ran-

A probabilistic graphical

Matrix/Vector operations; Compute nor-

dom Field (CRF) | model used for sequencemalized probability in the global scope
labeling

PageRank An algorithm used for rank- | Matrix operations (multiplication, trans-
ing webpages pose)

HITS An algorithm used for rank- | Authority and hubness vector of webpages;
ing webpages based on HulsLink matrix; Matrix-vector multiplication
and Authorities

Aporiori Mining frequent item sets| Set operations(intersection); Count the
and learning association number of items; Hash tree
rules

FP-Growth Mining frequent item sets| Set operations(intersection); Count the

using frequent pattern tree

number of items; Build tree; Sort accord
ing to support threshold
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K-Means A clustering method deter-| Similarity calculation of vectors; Sort
mined by the distances with
the centroid of each cluster
Principal Com-| A unsupervised learning| Solve the covariance matrix (matrix mul-
ponent Analysis| method used for dimensiont tiplication and transposition) and corre-
(PCA) ality reduction sponding eigenvalue and eigenvector; Sort
eigenvector according to eigenvalue
Linear Discrimi- | A supervised learning| Covariance matrix; Vector operations

nant Analysis

method for classi cation

(Transpose, subtraction, multiplication);
Solve eigenvalue and eigenvector; Sort the
maximum eigenvector according to eigen
value

Back Propagation

A supervised learning
method for neural network

Matrix/Vector operations (multiplication);
Derivation

Adaboost A strong classier composed Train to get weak classi er (i.e., decision
of multiple weak weighted| tree); Count the number of misclassi ed
classi ers train data; Recompute weight distribution

of train data

Markov Chain | A series of algorithms for| Sampling

Monte Carlo | sampling from random dis-

(MCMCQC) tribution

Connected Com-
ponent (CC)

Computing connected com-
ponent of a graph

BFS/DFS; Transpose graph; Sort the n-
ishing time of vertexes

Random Forest

A classi er consists of multi-
ple decision trees

Random sampling; Decision Tree

Natural Language

Processing

Latent Semantic
Indexing (LSI)

An indexing method to nd
the relationship of words in
huge amounts of documents

SVD; Count for probability calculation

pLSI An method to analyze co-| EM algorithm; Count to compute proba-
occurrence data based onbility
probability distribution
Latent Dirichlet | Atopic model for generating| Gibbs sampling/ EM algorithm; Count to
Allocation the probability distribution | compute probability
of topics of each document
Index Building inverted index of | Hash; Count for probability calculation;

documents to optimize the
querying performance

Operations in HMM, CRF for Segmenta-
tion; Sort

Porter Stemming

Remove the a x of words to
get root

Identify the consonant and vowel form of
words; Count the number of consonant se
guences; stem su x according to rules

13



Sphinx Speech
Recognition

Translating the input audio
into text

Operations in HMM; FFT; Mel-frequency
cepstral coe cient; Vector representation
of audio signal

Deep Learning

Convolution
Neural Network
(CNN)

A variation of
perceptrons

multi-layer

tion

Convolution; Subsampling; Back propagat

Deep Belief Net-
work (DBN)

A generative
model consists
layers

graphical
of multiple

Matrix/Vector operations

Contrastive divergence; Gibbs sampling};

Recommendation

Demographic-

based Recomment

dation

Recommending might inter-
ested items to one user base
on their similarity to other
users

Similarity analysis of user model
d

Content-based
Recommendation

Recommending might inter-
ested items to one user base
on these items' similarity to
previous bought items of the
user

Similarity analysis of item model
d

Collaborative Fil-
tering (CF)

Predicting the items which
might be interested by spe-
ci c users

Similarity calculation of vectors; QR de-
composition

Computer Vision

MPEG-2

International standards of
video and audio compressiof
proposed in 1994

1solute Dierences(matrix subtraction);
Quantization matrix; Variable length
coding(sort the frequency of the input
sequence, binary tree)

Discrete cosine transform; Sum of Abtf

Scale-invariant
Feature Trans-
form (SIFT)

An algorithm to detect and
describe local features in im-
ages

Convolution; Downsampling; Matrix sub-
traction; Similarity calculation of vectors;
Sort; Count

Image Segmenta-
tion (GrabCut)

Partitioning an image into
multiple segments

Gaussian Mixture Model; Matrix oper-
ations(covariance matrix, inverse matrix,
determinant, multiplication); Similarity
calculation of pixels; K-means; Graph al
gorithms(MaxFlow, Min-cut)

Ray Tracing

A rendering method for gen-
erating an image through

representation of points

Set operations(intersection); Hash; Vector

tracing the path of light
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Database Software

Needleman- An dynamic programing al-| Count the length of sequences; Computing
Wunsch gorithm for global sequence scoring matrix; Backtrace from the bottom
alignment right corner of the matrix

Smith-Waterman | An dynamic programing al-| Count the length of sequences; Computing
gorithm for local sequence scoring matrix; Sort for the largest score

alignment value in the matrix; Backtrace from the
largest value until the score is zero
BLAST An heuristic approach for se- Score matrix; Sort for pairs of aligned
guence alignment residues higher than threshold; Hash table;

Seeding-and-extending

such as BFS, shortest path problems, etc. Many investigated alggbms involve in

similarity measurement, i.e. k-NN, collaborative Itering. Common similaity calcu-

lation methods include Euclidean distance, Manhattan distance, Jeard similarity

coe cient, etc. Most of these methods focus on basic vector calation, while jaccard

similarity coe cient adopts the concept of set, using the number othe intersection
divided by the number of the union of the input sets, which is also apptieto a large
class of algorithms for association rules mining i.e., apriori, fp-growidnd theory of
rough set and fuzzy set. In addition, the main operations in relatioalgebra are set
operations.

The PageRank algorithm which makes Google rise to fame, applies oregory
of sampling (markov chain monte carlo) methods in prediction the néyage visited,
which forms a markov chain. Not only that, sampling methods have asigni cant po-
sition in many algorithms and applications, i.e., boostrap, latent dirichlieallocation,
simulation, boost, stochastic gradient descent.

The widespread use of transform operations in signal processingdanultimedia
processing greatly simpli es the computation complexities, for di cut computations
in original domain can be easily computed in converted domain, such BET and
DCT for MPEG, speech recognition. Furthermore, as seen in Tablél, convolution
calculations play important roles, while FFT is an lower complexity implem@ation
of convolution according to convolution theorem. Another categyp of operations
is hash, widely used in encrpytion algorithms, index, and ngerprintdr similarity
analysis. There are still two primitive operations which are used in alnso all the
algorithms { sort, statistics(i.e. count, probability calculation).

3.2.1 Dwarfs Workloads

In summary, Table.[2 lists dwarfs workloads widely used in big data alyaics.
Linear Algebra In big data analytics, matrixes or vectors are without doubt a

sharp weapon to solve many problems. From a dimension point of viematrix op-

erations consist of three categories, e.g. vector-vector, vecmatrix, matrix-matrix;
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Table 2: Dwarfs in Big Data Analytics.

No.| Operations Description

1 | Linear Algebra Matrix/Vector operations, i.e., addition, subtrac-
tion, multiplication

2 | Sampling MCMC(i.e., Gibbs sampling), random sampling

3 | Logic Operations A collection of Hash algorithms, i.e., MD5

4 | Transform Operations FFT, DCT, Wavelet Transform

5 | Set Operations Union, intersection, complement

6 | Graph Operations Graph-theoretical computations, i.e., graph
traversal

7 | Sort Partial sort, quick sort, top k sort

8 | Statistic Operations Count operations

From a storage standpoint, matrix operations are divided into two ategories: sparse
matrix and dense matrix. The concrete operations of a matrix areripnarily addition,
subtraction, multiplication, inversion, transposition, etc.

Sampling Sampling is an essential step in big data processing. Considering the
following situation, if the exact solution of one problem can not be sad using
analytical method, what other alternative do we have? To solve thigroblem, people
attempted to get an approximate solution, approaching to the exa solution as far as
possible. Stochastic simulation is an important category of methods approximation
analysis, and its core concept is sampling, including random sampling, portance
sampling, markov chain monte carlo sampling, etc.

Logic Operations Hash is of great importance in a very wide range of computer
applications, e.g., encryption, similarity detection and cache straggy in distributed
applications. Hash can be divided into two main types including locality ssitive
hash (LSH) and consistent hash. In multimedia area, LSH can be as& retrieve
images and audio. Every image can be expressed by one or moreuieatvectors,
through creating indexes for all the feature vectors, and the spd of similar image
retrieval can be improved signi cantly. Moreover, it can be appliedd duplicated web
pages deletion and ngerprint matching, such as SimHash, I-Mat¢tshinging, etc.

Transform Operations  The transform operations here means the algorithms
used in audio signal analysis, video signal processing and image tfamsation. Com-
mon algorithms are discrete fourier transform (DFT) and its fast grsion | fast fourier
transform (FFT), discrete cosine transform (DCT) and wavelet tansform.

Set Operations In mathematics, set means a collection of distinct objects. Like-
wise, the concept of set can be applied to computer science. Seemgpions include
union, intersection, complement of two data sets. The most familiapplication type
which bene ts from set operations is SQL-based interactive analgs In addition,
similarity analysis of two data sets involves set operations, such agctard similarity.
Furthermore, both fuzzy set and rough set play very importantales in computer sci-
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ence. Fuzzy set can be used to perform grey-level transfornoat and edge detection
of an image.

Graph Operations A large class of applications involve graphs. One repre-
sentation of graph is matrix, then many graph computing problemsonvert to linear
algebra computations. Graph problems often involve graph traveing and graph mod-
els. Typical applications involving graphs are social network, probdistic graphic
models, depth/breadth- rst search, etc.

Sort Sorting is extensive in many areas. Jim Gray thought sort is the cod mod-
ern databases[[15], which shows its fundamentality. Even though ither domains,
sort still plays a very important role.

Statistic Operations  As with sort, statistic operations are also at the heart of
many algorithms, such as probability or TF-IDF calculation.

3.3 Properties of Dwarfs

Dwarfs of big data analytics represent frequently appeared o@tions in algorithms
for processing big data. They have some properties.

Composability : Algorithms for big data analytics are composed of one or several
dwarfs, with certain ow control and basic mathematical functiors. An DAG-like
description are used to describe the process.

Irreversibility : The combination is sensitive to the order of dwarfs for a specic
algorithm. Di erent combinations would have great impacts on perfonance or
even produce di erent results.

Uniqueness : These eight dwarfs represent di erent computation and commun
cation patterns in big data analytics.

These dwarfs simplify the complexity of big data analytics, and theydve strong
expression power in terms that they can be combined into various algthms. We use
a DAG-like structure, in which a node represents original data set intermediate data
set being processed, and an edge represents a kind of dwarfs.Hake used DAG-like
structure to understand existing benchmarks on big data analytic Taking SIFT as
an example, we explain why the eight dwarfs make sense. SIFT is analthm to
detect and describe local features in input images which rst proged by D. G. Lowe
in 1999 [28], involving several dwarfs. As illustrated in Fid.14, a DAG-likstructure
speci es how data set or intermediate data set are operated by dirent dwarfs.

An image can be represented as a matrix in the computer, with a matrelement
representing one pixel point. Gaussian lter is an convolution kerhen accordance
with gaussian distribution function, which is actually a matrix. Image sale space
L(x;y; @ is produced from the convolution of the gaussian IlteiG(x;y; @ with the
input imagel (x;y), @is space scale factor. According to convolution theorem, FFT
is one fast implementation method for convolution, in this regard, welon't add
convolution to our list of dwarfs though it is of great signi cance, gsecially in image
processing. By setting di erent value of@ we can get a group of image scale spaces.
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Figure 4: The DAG-like Structure of SIFT Algorithm. SIFT as a representative
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Figure 5: Constructing BigDataBench Based on Dwarfs.

Image pyramid is the consequence of downsampling these image sspbces. DOG
image means di erence-of-Gaussian image, which is produced by mpasubtraction
of adjacent image scales of each octave in image pyramid. After thavery point in
one DOG scale space would sort with eight adjacent points in the sarseale space
and points in adjacent two scale spaces, to nd the key points in thiemage. Through
computing the mold and direction of each key point and sampling in adjant gaussian
window, following by sort and statistic operations, we can get the d&ure vectors of
the image.

4 Big Data Benchmarking

In this section, we describe how we apply the eight dwarfs to constt a big data
benchmarking suite { BigDataBench.
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Figure 6: Comparison of Identifying Methodology

Fig. 5 shows the process of constructing BigDataBench using eighwarfs. We
build big data benchmark from three perspectives: 1) Dwarfs pgrsctive. Every
dwarf is a collection of algorithms with similar patterns. For example, liear algebra
contains many algorithms like matrix addition, multiplication, etc. We imgement
workloads of each dwarf with MPI, for it is much more lightweight thenthe other
programming frameworks in terms of binary size. 2) Workloads persctive. From
the methodology of dwarfs abstraction, we single out represetiiee workloads with
di erent combinations of eight dwarfs, including 14 real-world dataets and 33 work-
loads. 3) Application scenario perspective. We also provide the whagplication
scenarios with di erent proportion of eight dwarfs.

5 Comparison with NRC Seven Giants

National Research Council proposed seven major tasks in masgiaga analysis [20],
which they called giants. These seven giants are basic statisticsngealized N-body
problems, graph-theoretic computations, linear algebraic compations, optimization,
integration, and alignment problems.

In this section, we discuss the di erences between our eight dwardnd the NRC
seven giants. Fig. 6 lists our di erences of identifying methodologyrig. 6a shows
the process of summarizing seven giants. They focus on commoredusasks and
problems in massive data analysis, and then cluster them to identifyeen giants.
In this case, some giants are big problems, e.g. n-body problemsdaome giants
have a lot of overlap, for example, linear algebraic computations aaespecial case of
optimization problems [20]. Fig. 6b presents our methodology of idefying dwarfs
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workloads in big data analytics. We rst choose representative afipation domains
and corresponding processing techniques, then we analyze th@deanced processing
techniques and major open source projects to nd representa¢ algorithms in them.
Next, we decompose these algorithms and summarize frequentlyapring operations.
At last, we nalize eight dwarfs workloads in big data analytics. Our eifgt dwarfs
are a lower level abstraction, which focus on units of computation @bove tasks and
problems. For example, a combination of one or more dwarfs with ¢&in ow control
can implement an optimization problem. Note that basic statistics, lingr algebraic
computations, and graph-theoretic computations are fundamaal solutions for many
problems, we also add them in our eight dwarfs.

Generalized N-body Problems . This category contains problems involving sim-
ilarities between pairs of points, such as nearest-neighbor seamtoblems, kernel
summations. Our investigation partly covers algorithms in this catewy. For ex-
ample, a class of algorithms for similarity analysis such as k-Neareseiyhbors
algorithm and clustering methods such as k-means algorithm congewith similar-
ity calculation of vectors (points), which is a large family of generalizeN-body
problems. Moreover, kernel summations such as support vectoachine algorithm
are also investigated.

Optimization : This is a giant heavily relied on ow control. With several rounds
of iteration, the result gradually converge to an extremum value. @Qimization

methods as a big class of mathematics, play an important role in contpu science.
In machine learning, the training models are learned through optimizan proce-
dures, such as neural network, support vector machine, adaist, etc. In natural
language processing, signi cant algorithms such as conditional @om eld adopt

optimization methods to train parameters. Our eight dwarfs omit tle ow controls
and concentrate on units of computation. However, they are imp@ant compo-
nents of computational procedures in each iteration. For exampleeural network
algorithm is an optimization problem, but its each iteration is linear algefaic com-
putations.

Integration : Itis a very important branch of mathematics. Integration are wiely
used in many problems, such as expectations and probability calcutzt. Markov
chain monte carlo as one type of sampling, which is one of our eight d¥ga has
been applied to integration problems for an approximate solution asaling to the
law of large numbers.

Alignment Problems : This class includes problems about matchings. Typi-
cal alignment problems are sequence alignment in bioinformatics, ineafpatures

matching in multimedia area, which are also considered in our analysigjch as

BLAST, scale-invariant feature transform.
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6 Conclusions

In this paper, we identi ed eight dwarfs in big data analytics other tan OLAP,
through a broad spectrum of investigation and a large number ofatistical analysis.
We adopt an innovative methodology of singling out typical applicatiomlomains (i.e.,
search engine, social network, e-commerce, bioinformatics, nmkdia, and astron-
omy) at the rst step. Then we focus on di erent algorithms widely wsed in these
application domains and existing libraries, frameworks, benchmarksr big data ana-
lytics. After investigating these techniques and open source pemts, we choose forty
representative algorithms which play a signi cant role in big data anallycs. Through
deeply analyzing these algorithms and digging out the frequently appring opera-
tions, we identify eight dwarfs workloads taking redundancy and ocaprehensiveness
into consideration.
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