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HEBORBICLY, 79V 9D RHET 2 IT Y —EXDEEED
MR e ITHBRO IRV F—HEHIROEIN RO SN TWS. L
ML, ITH—ERIEZZDYRATLRERREICK VIRETE B1H8E
PIRIVFHENRADLD, ThOoMAEERLAREDE
RIFIT DR TFLREEICE > THEERBETH 5. AR T,
F—IEVIDEERT TV 5 —a v THB IoT —ERDE
ROBIREBFILTDRDIC, BEEEYIT—9T7T)r—ay
DRYFI—VFEELTRESNTVWE T Y r—2avET
L% RDBMS & U NoSQL =AW 27%42 IT > X7 AL EIC
REL, TNOOMABECHEI XY —25HAL T XXk
% Application Platform Energy Effectiveness (APEE)
EFRAVWTHRT S, ChICLWERZERICE T2 0T Y—EX
DI RIF—RAEH - LA AR EE 70D, ZORER, ToT H—
ERADOHREE TRILF—WRONAEEE L REORRVES
I, ITHY—EXDOMRREEZRBICRADAVWT—9EV4DT
FKIF—NEALICAMTE 3.

According to the expansion of the IoT and AI tech-
nologies, the amount of energy consumption at a data
center has increased rapidly. Thus, it is required
to manage both maintaining performance of IT ser-
vice and saving energy consumption of IT equipment.
However, performance of IT service and energy effi-
ciency of IT equipment are likely to require differ-
ent implementation. Then, an appropriate selection
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of the implementation is a challenge for IT system de-
signer. In this research, we make preliminary compar-
ison of energy efficiency of IoT service using Applica-
tion Platform Energy Effectiveness (APEE) .

1. IIC®IC

IoT *° Al HMiOFHDOILEKIZHES F—X LV XD T XL F—
HWEOAMIZEY, TRy ZPEMET 2 IT — Y 2ADMEE
EHRHELUOD IT MO XL —HEEZHIRT 2 Z 2 hkD 5
NTWws., LBNLOLVFR—MZENiE, KEOT—2E X Tl
BEINBMPBASINO2H DD, ThIZHEbLSTRED T —
Xt R DMEEESIX 2014 F£H 5 2020 F£I2H T THER 4% T
BEHNL, 2020 FDHEE1E 73 billion kWh 2%+ 535 %
MEhTWnwb [1]. 7z, KE DOE © L K— bhTlE, IT &RH
100 kW L EDOF—X v XD 3IVX—{liHE%, 5 FEMUAIC
25%HIJHd 5 & LT3 [2].

ITH—v 23, EHIZL ZOMERT IV —HENET
5. BIZIECER 8] Tk, AMLV—VHNDOTF—REEZZHET S
ZXizky, HETOURBIETNEDEZEDDA N —YDHEEEN
TR 60%LL EHIRT & %5 Z &A%, ik [4] TIZ RDBMS ©7 2
TANRZIZED IT B DOBEBEBE NV RRE Z DR ETNETNRE
NTW5B, 203512, ITH—LADOHREL TRILF—HEDN
FaBEHUA-EEOERINETH Y, TORGIPHETHS.

BET TV r—yar oz bigd 2y —L e LT, EER
VFR—=INRERIREIN TS [11, 12, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27].
INSIFHE—HBEZNIDEDO Y R—F Yy NOMEEEEHIT AL
DTHY, IoT VAT L2{ED end-to-end DMFER ZHIT S H D
TRV, £, TRV EZDIRZNLF—MBOHHDZHD
fgiE ¥ LT PUE[5] *° REF[6], ITEEsv[7] 7 ¥ D& L X T
W5, INSDEEIIE, F—XEr2OHRMmP IT o 2L
F—hLE2HHWTE7200EDTH Y, IT ¥ —EADMEREIZ DN
TIFERBINTWER,

AT, IT Y —EADMWRE L TR IV F—IROWTT % Bl
UFEEOBEREAGT B 2BMIZ, BEEYYSTF—X7T
TV —=2avORVFI—7FEPI L UTIREINTWET T
Vr—2avETFNVORRLZFEEENRIZ, TN6OMEELHE
IHRVF—%2FHWT S, ZLUT, ThoDBEOTRILF—3h%%,
Y — AU DO T XNV F -5 %2 5T 2481 TH % Application
Platform Energy Efficiency (APEE) [8] % f\ 7z [l A Al g
THHZLuERT. 2k, ITH—CRAOMELHET XL
F—PHHTEEZE, ROCAPEEIZX DT TV r—varvd
FEEOEBIZI DT INF—REKOE VRN TE S Z L 2RT.
ZORERIT H—E ADMREE TRV F -5 2 Z# L 2 EED
BRVBEGAESN, IT - AL KIEICERORWT —X
LV ADIFNF—RRE EAOERVAREL 25 L fFSh 5.

AL OMRIZUTO@EY TH S, £9, H2ETHEEL Y S
F—RT7FNVIr—a VETMIZOWT, HIBTIRILE—%
HOHNIERTH S APEE 2 DWW TEFNFNRRS. Wiz, 4
BEILBWCEXYY I T =27 ) r—yavETFIVEHWEIT
BEBO T XN F —WRDIE & FOFRERIZOWT, 5 =B
TEDOREZ T APEE O ELWARETH 202 EMmST 5. T0D
%, H6ZIIBWTHHEMEIZ OWTRR, FBIZET7TSZIIEN
Tehz2FLd5.

2. E¥E YT 97T 5= avETI
KBTI, FITHEADEHNCHWEEEY Y ST =27 7)) r—
VavDETFIVOMELZRRS, YFETIVIL, SLLOTE XD
BB TLHEHAGEHEY 7V —v a I 5laEE2ET IV
BL7ZEDTHB. FHEMIEKHE[9] ICFELW. AT ) r—v =
VETVI, SEILOFE R OBIGEBNSTDNY T4 T 4 A
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LA
— %5 X
#z1: 71 OE
[ 7T Vf [ 2T UHE
KPI & o MEEHIE M KPI 15 (55D
o 1 > K ig: Sliding, Landmark % Tumbling
ARV MR | o7 B Y FARLV =X AT A XY MRA
Hr oBRERIL - N I F T4 ADAZ Y T[T DR -
Tl Ty

REBETRAENWI ) 250,

2.1 =934 7H940J)L

Xk [9] DR EEY Y T =R 7 TV r—a vDETIVIG,
LIZRT3DODTF—X 547V 142V 2ELTWS, BAEOY
A ZIVITHRIES 1 2V TH Y, BEHLONY I T T ADAR Y
TN, TVR—TI5A AT =R Iz 7 NTAIEBERINEZT—X %
Mz ERHE (H~A) 28332 EREE2T4 5. TPC-H[11]
¥ TPC-DS[12] D kS kD7 TV r—ravETIL (RY
FI—2) 1%, ZOBBNNEF A I7VDOAENGLELELDTH S.
FEECY Y ITTF—RT7 TV r—a vETFILTIREREY 1 Zouishn
Z, ROV ASINTHEHLDFR L=V a v A7), KO
BANEDOY A 7V TH 5 HIEREEY A 7V E2HZIZHITTWS,
HxDARLV—=varvdA I NVTETEINE 2TV, FEES
T AIEETHEA R =V a v YA IR N Ty 2 ORBE)
HEEfE7: ¥ D KPI % —ERMEIc A R L —Y a vy v 32—V vy AR
U, TNOIZRDEEERERTROIZL2EELZEDTH .
BIEY A 2V TEIFINE 7T )X, $RMLHIG) Y — 2D
FOEDDBIGOREZ ) TV RALMIEFETLIEREHNTH
D, ARy NDERPEFEEOMB R DERKZ2TS Z 2 E
LTW5b.

2.2 T—YBE

EEYYITF—R 7TV —ya vy CEHINE T — XX,
BRI MO EBT A AR L —Y a P LT —R YR AT
AINBZEIVRAT—XD 2EENRH L. ARV —VaFT—
Z121%, GPS T —Z RHHOEHERY DL S5 ite—&—» &
v, NI v IREOBEIZNY AT SN YR AIT S
VHTF—RE, BEOREERT AN N T —XBHB. LVR
ATF—RIZIFEBOBERPE XA 7O AR ENDH 5.

U F—XIIEMK (B 2E 5 BER) 27 -2 v 2o
P NIZEEINEBINE. ARV MNTF—RIFEBORENL
ET2MI V RITHEINERINS. HEOREBOMGERRM
BEARLSBEHTH B0, 1RV T —RIZRKRS T — &
TEHEIVBE VYT —RXREHRTHAETHS. UIYRAT—RIZ
ARYFTF—=XP v F—R L HET S IR,

2.3 7T)HE

BEFEOBEKNBHNBRIZOVWTRRS, EEYYI/TF—XT
TV = avizid, BRo 3FEOT—X A4 7Y A 2k
U 3FEDZ TYNNEHRINT VWS, R 1LICFOWEERT.

KPI#HE 27T VIE, HXxDARL—YavH A 2)zstnd 3
JIVTHD, ARV —YarIx—I vy AEMINIC KPI 234
T25ZeEMBELTVWS. KPIFHAEIZI sliding, landmark K F
tumbling @ 3 FE¥HD Y « > RUMH b, HE0HEEHKICFITX
Na. ARy MEAZ TV IEENEIOY 1 7V THh BT 1 2
WIZHRIETBHDTH Y, RIS Ry MIFGY Y —2E
HIZHINSE., 2o 7T ) FEEDT —XIZHT S22y
ThHH, FEEVICEREIROSNE -, —BIJIZA MY —
LT — R U I NG,

Dl 7 T ) IZBAE DMWY 1 7 IVIZHET 522 )THDY,
RIED A RN MO, BoEfb2E 288, Zho5D 7T )3
RPNy I ATt AARY TWMEHT2HDTH 5. MY 1 2
MBI EBIREDHEIIA 4 ~EBA—RREETHL. Ot

IVIBREDT -2 G e LiZREHO IV THEd, —
iz RDBMS % NoSQL %2 X D7 — X HREAB T I NS,

3. Application Platform Energy Effec-

tiveness (APEE)

Application Platform Energy Effectiveness i, % IT ¥ —
C2IZB 32 IT BB T V¥ —4hR 25T 2RETH O,
UTFoATEREI NS [8].

_ ApplicationOutcomePerHour

APEE (@8]

B EnergyConsumptionPerHour

Z Z T, ApplicationOutcomePerHour (LN RT7 7V r—>avy 7w
FALEIEER) LI, (EEEE O L YIET 5 L THERIER
BT 2720 ETT 2 —WD I T ) PHEALREERY 72 D IZ5E T
TBEETHS. EnergyConsumptionPerHour (BATF T3 )L F —H
BLIS) FZZO—#HO I T ) 2587 I 572012 IT BE8HH
U AR Y 2 D DT X VX —R’THD. HIZXIXTPC-H %
#fle 5 &, TPC-H OMREHRIETH S QphH 27 7V r—v =3
VT MNILELUTHWSZ ENTES.

4. EEXEY I T TV r—vavETNERVE
IT #2330 T R F —WROLE

4.1 FHRAE
4.1.1 EHEES

TRV RIIBWTTF— XUy - 22758546, %
DFEZIZAWS ITH#RE LT, TAZ by T PC OB+ 7T
® CPU 2T E2RUOY —NE T VXTI XA NV =V%
AW E CTRARE DB ZS5NS. £, T—XOHIHH
INBETF—RUEY 7 v L TIEZNx T RDBMS 7 — %Iz
WHNT &2, I4ETlk Hadoop * NoSQL 7 £ DIk RDBMS
T—RANTBELAVOGNE LD IZHR->TETWS, 22T, K
ML TIREEY Y ST =R T TV 5=y a v ETIVELTOREK
THEEL, ThENOMEDOT TV r—a > 7w b L EE
BHERZEHIL, ZholiEOEHfED S Application Platform
Energy Effectiveness (APEE) %E1H$ 5 Z &L CTilixd T )L
F-whRrRkpB I L.

e A7 kv 7 PC +RDBMS

o AZ by 7 PC 2 A& + Hive/Hadoop

o TVR—T54 XY —N+ AL —Y + RDBMS

e PC #—1\7 5 2 X + Hive/Hadoop

4.1.2 FHECAWZITY

T L, RIEIC CRRAZFEEY Y ST =27 ) r—vay
EFIVILERZBINTVAELITRIZ TV EHAVWSZ 2 L. ZTh
1%, KPI#HE KOS Ry MRENZEIZA MY — 4T — X LB
TEFINZUHETH Y, T—XEREBDO T 2L F —RRIER
WZI#EI WS EBEZX 720 TH 5. KL [9] ITRINTWB 0
BTV, X2IWIRTHSEETHS. b, XH[9]ZiFrx
) OFEERSITIZHW S FEITGEEH I N TRV, K2 IR
THREROCTHFEZHAWSZ L

4.1.83 77V 5r—2av7 I MNILDESR

APEE %# Wz HigZ2 a[fE L T 572012, FEEL Y I TF—&R
VIFR—TEFINDT TV —2a v T IO ML EEHE L. X
RO IZRENTWABOM R T ) OFGIEREIE 7 =) D&
fMlchsd. 2T, Q515 Q9 FTHOMMAEESINIZEITL, Qb

LA I5HEI3BIAE ISO/IEC JTC 1/SC 39 I T HEBMEHELIRE T TH 5.
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M 1: Y Y ST —XT7 TV —a o4 791 7)

R 2 oMo ) BEEL L 2
[# [ 7T VHEEER |
Q5 | V7 METIROEERDPHEMZ 7L T\\W5 0% Tl
BIHBINT 22 YED > 7 MET RO % S [ %
HWTTHT 2
Q6 | b @EfiiZs EH i O FHEE Kb T 2 Hilifid & DO FF A
HEiO O —XADFFER O —Z DY - 2ARERKD
Bl OSSR A —EMHIL R & 225 & 5 ICHli &
o—XIZhES S
Q7 | oV DHEICEBHIEL -t > T DR T
U HEDEEHRE 2 S AR Y VL, WELe Y
ERHET 5
Q8 | t AN IEFABEIT R B EE D I
BZHBINT 2 X v HHEDS, ¢ RERI AP BB IS T 2 05
M EMEERE AW FET S
Q9 | RFWICMERET 7V a v OHE
BFIZAZETOR VY HOHEB B LTV ZBED

£5: TV & —7F 54 XY —N+A b L —V+RDBMS

F—N CPU: 12 WJ¥ I 7 /socket x 2 socket (24 PJFE37)
Intel®Xeon®CPU E5-2690 v3 @ 2.60GHz
Memory: 256 GB

0OS: RHEL 6.6

FC 8 Gbps Fibre channel x 4

ARML—Y | 15 krpm 300 GBSAS x (256 +8) &

((7D + 1P) x 32 RG + 8HDD spares)

DB % (7D + 1P) x 32 RG LIZH5s

(%&%51: 31 RG, 7—7: 1RG)

)11 WT1800

IR

# 6: PC ¥ —1\27 5 A& + Hive/Hadoop

(RFIZABETD) £V HADHEB KD, TOWTH [ B [ B
NERFDA L — & ) — b &b B 75 A4 T "B 128
4> X —ax2 & | Dell Force 10 Z9000 (10Gbps)
. 3 J—=F CPU: 8 ¥l 1 7 /socket x 2 socket (16 HLI7)
#3: 7 A2 v 7 PC+ RDBMS Intel®Xeon®E5-2680 CPU @ 2.70GHz
[ B E | Memory: 64 GB
PC CPU: 8 il 2 7 /socket x 2 socket (16 ¥l y) HDD (0OS) : 15 krpm 300 GB SAS x 2 =)

Intel®Xeon®W5580 CPU @ 3.20GHz HDD (Data) : 10 krpm 900 GB SAS x 24 &
Memory: 16 GB OS: RHEL 5
HDD: 7.2 krpm 2 TB SATA x 4 & EIE Ralitan 1 >5F VY x>+ v 27 PDU

0S: CentOS 7.2
BENER CW121 7 5 > 7& it

#4: ¥ A2 by 7 PC 25 AKX + Hive/Hadoop

[ B&E [ W=

77 AR J— R4

1> &Z—a3x7F | Cisco SF100D-16 (1Gbps)

J—F CPU: 4 ¥l 3 7 /socket x 1 socket (4 ¥ 7)
Intel®Core™i5-3470 CPU @ 3.20GHz
Memory: 4 GB
HDD: 7.2 krpm 450 GB SATA x 1 &
OS: CentOS 7.2

EVALR BE)TEWK CW121 7 5 > T&E 5

25 Q9 FTOMED 1 KHY » DB %2 — RS b DT 7
Vr—2arv7 O ALEERLE.

4.1.4 N—RIZ7RUOVI N T7HER

B D 4 FEON— RN = TR E2 ZNTNE 3, 4,5 KU 6
WZENZENRT.
V7 N THERRIZIRD@ED THDH. RDBMS & LT, pgH®D

RDBMS T& % Hitachi Advanced Data Binder version 03-06
(HADB) [13] %, Hive/Hadoop & L T Apache Hadoop [10]
B & OF Apache Hive [14] Z Z1 T \7z. RDBMS E#T
1% JDBC RHT SQLIZ&L Y DB » 57— X %05 L, Apache
Spark [15] ECit8 %47 > 7-. Hive/Hadoop DHE%Tl%, HDFS
FZHEE L 72 Hive BRDF— X R—2ZH 5, Apache Spark ®
Spark-SQL #RHT7 — X M3 L, Spark ETiHHELZ. 7T
1) Q5, 7, 8 (2% Apache Spark ® MLIib %, Q9 3R %5]5 —
X E D Hiff % 53 % 72912 Dynamic Time Warping (DTW)
EENENH N,

4.1.5 7—%

R CcHWEZT — &%, SELOFERIED 2B 5 LHEMD
BEEBLZYIaL—RICLDERLE. YIalb—va il
B MBI LMD 2 WIIIEMERSEE N7 v ZICEMAD T —
X, LibdH VIS ERZERT S T v o, Lbd 5 0IEdkE
VEREZEAT RS, O3FHETHS. ¥IaL—KTIE, b
Ty 7ha— X TEFEEBAAR, Thrk Xy TOYE Tl
O, BiZRo-0FER—XITE, GREEZEALALY 1 7L
UKL TWS, O—XROR v 123 ApEE o BiEHE 2 &
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KT VIal—YaryRIiIRx

% 8: Event time length (sec.) .

[ # [Parameters [Values [ # | Event [ Max. [ Min. | Avg. |
1 [ # of activities of hauler 6 1 | Queuing at loader 87,027 0.0 2,548
2 | # of activities of loader 4 Eone is idleg 9 Loading 119 46 65
3 | # of activities of dump 4 (oneisidle .

4 | # of maintenance event for hauler |2 3 Hauhpg Full 1,745 1,276 1,483
(maintenance 1, 2) 4 | Queuing at Dump 12,688 0.0 749
5 | # of maintenance event for loader | 1 5 Dumping 129 56 75
6 | # of maintenance event for dump |1 6 Hauling Empty 2,433 538 1,033
7 | # of field sensor per loader/dump |20 7 Loading 1 30 30 30
pair .
8 |# of equipment sensor per hauler |1 (total carried object weight) 8 Load}ng 2 74 1 20
9 |# of object sensor per hauler 1 (load weight per shift) 9 Loading 3 15 15 15
10 | # of GPS sensor per hauler 1 10 | Load Idle 9,922 1 327
11| # of field sensor per loader/dump |1 (includes #7) 11 | Dumping 1 20 20 20
12 | Distance of two field sensors 90.5 12 | Dumping 2 74 1 20
13 | Moving equipment max speed 8 (randomly selected, .
13 | Dumping 3 35 35 35
equal or less than 8) per 5 sec
14 |Load 1 & 3 event length Load1 = 30 sec, Load3=15 sec 14 | Dump Idle 257,591 1 566
15| Dumpl & 3 event length Dumpl = 20 sec, Dump3=35 sec 15 | Hauler Maintenance 1 | 259,196 | 3,601 | 116,521
16 | Load weight >0,10x (2 + Gauss distribution 16 | Hauler Maintenance 2 | 259,195 | 3,600 | 112,193
17| Load2 & dump 2 length if:iei‘i, ?ﬁ;ztg;dgﬁg ;ecvmtwn 1.0)) 17 | Loader Maintenance | 259,184 | 3,602 | 119,868
u u i -
18| Hauler skip dump frequency 1/300 18 | Dump Maintenance 259,190 | 3,633 | 122,006
(for event detection 4a)
19 | Hauler skip specified field 1/100

sensor frequency (4b)
20 | Hauler maintenance 1
occurrence condition
21 | Hauler maintenance 2
occurrence condition
22 | Length of maintenance

Total moved distance exceeds 100,000

Total weight exceeds 900

One hour to one day (randomly selected)

THL YN, NIy ZIIEREEORFEE, BEIFEM O RAFIE,
BN EZRT GPS 2 Uiz Ehilio FironhTsh, —
EREMETT — X 23T 5. /2, n—X XV 7ORIZIX
BEDT7 1+ —)V R ¥ (Beacon) DEINTHY, HLIZHKE
FowvoDID %FET 5. B—X, X TIXEBOLEEEN—F
EEBEAS, NIy 7 ZBEOBRE X - IXEBOB IR
BlfEZ A5 LRFE— FIZAS.

AFMCTHEBE LT —RIZGEhio—X - X 7oz h
T 100, bF v 7EIE 2,000 B TH o7z, Zivk, HiiFOABE
JE— SO BBIZFE Y T 5 [28]. CSV 7 F & MEAXTH 550 GB
THH, ARV - 2P TF—XO/NEBFRIZH 1,800 HfF,
FIBLR LY 8 1T, REBIRWN 30 BT Tho7z. ZDhDNF
ARDFHFMIRTIZRTEYTHS.

Wi, YIab—va ik ERLET—R2OMEAZRT. &£
8IZbI vy, B—=& XV TENENDT /T4 T4 (ARY
b)) EZDEXZRLTWS. #1-6 1T v 27D, #7-10 IF0—
XD, #11-14 X TDA R N THD. #15-18 1k b T v 7,
=X, BV TORFARY N TH D, R IIRET A RV b DOEE
% RUT\W5%. Hauler maintenance 1, hauler maintenance 2,
loader maintenance &% U* dump maintenance ORI %, %
NZEN 467.1 K5, 540.6 K#f, 100.7 K#f, 110.2 K TH o 7=,

4.2 IT #2330 I R 2RO HAEM

TV r—=a vy MALOFHIE, dikos ) Q5 hS
Q9 ¥ TEHE—AL v NTHEINIERT—ERMETL, TDM
WM TEZ7 Y OREFHMTEZ L12& 0175, IT B0
BIALF—1F, AidDI7TY Q575 Q9 #FEITLTWAHED
Y= NREUCA ML=V OHBEEENSKD S,

M2z, BEYYZF—=27 70—y avolkig e HET 2V
¥ —DOFHUKER, & APEE QLK R %2 ZNnThrRd. APEE
BRI RT LSz, BRfYZv07 7Y r—va v 7o b
77 I3 % BAATIETE M 72 0 OB T XL F —CIRUZETH 5.

2 (a) Moo nd&dL, 77V r—var 7 U b Aask
FhEFNT A2 by 7 PC+RDBMS 7% 1.04, A2 by 7 PC
27 A X +Hive/Hadoop #* 0.99, TV X —7F 4 X% =N+ A b
L' —Y+RDBMS % 15.86, PC ¥ —/\2 5 2 % +Hive/Hadoop »*

% 9: Maintenance interval (hr.) .
[ Event Max. | Min. [ Avg. |

#

1 | Hauler Maintenance 1 | 2,099.2 1.3 | 467.1
2 | Hauler Maintenance 2 | 2,039,9 0.6 | 540.6
3
4

Loader Maintenance 510.6 3.7 | 100.7
Dump Maintenance 529.5 4.1 | 110.2

479 ThHolz. TXNVF—HERIIK 2 (b) ITRT &S, 0
FNhT A2 by 7 PC+RDBMS 021, A2 by 7 PC o<
2 & +Hive/Hadoop 73 0.23, TV X =774 AP =N+ A KL —
Y+RDBMS #* 2.7, PC ¥ —/\2 5 A X +Hive/Hadoop %% 30.5
Tho7z. K2 (¢) 1T, TNTNDELETDO APEE D KSR
#m5~9. APEE Z0ffiZ, A2 by 7 PC+RDBMS 7% 4.96,
FA2 hw 7 PC 275 A X+Hive/Hadoop 7 4.33, =TV & —7
T4 XY —=N+Z b L —Y+RDBMS 2 5.87, PC 4 —nN27 5 A
X +Hive/Hadoop 7% 0.16 T®H - 7=.

2z &Y, APEE 25 Z X TEEED IT Y — L ADH
MTOBNMREZHET 2L DARTHZ I RS h, &
WEEFE LU IT Y —CRAOEENAREL 0D RAA%EES Z
EMWTES.

4.3 PCH—NIS Y5 DEFRAE

APEE (Z & 0 872 252250 IT ¥ — ¥ ARS TOELERD
EWERHIKRTERZ2RUEY, B2 (c) ITRTLIIZPCH—
N2 T A X +Hive/Hadoop # D APEE (X Mth Dk D APEE &
L TE LBV, 2, K2 (a) ITRT LD, FAED
T7Vr—=2ary 7y N ALOMEY, aT7RIrOBREINSEE
ERTEULBWZ EWFEETHS. 22T, FAEROETIZD
WCHRERTo72. TOMEEN 3 KON 4 127

M31X128 5D PCYH—N2FAXD, 7TV EFHD) —F
B/D CPU HROWR TH . T Z TOfEIZ%user & %bsystem
DEFHETHB. M5B L512, HB—2D/ —F (mi-
dori004) D& CPU fHRDEWVIRELNFHWTE D, ZHhizkD
7 1) DIRERENRZI U2 L35, b, CPU{HHEKN
50%& 7> TWADIE, /—FR%4D 16 a7H 8 27 DA% Spark
DEZTEFa—RIZEOYTHIZDTHS.

WIZ, K427 ) FETRIZEK S — FiZE D iR 5 7z Apache
Spark DX A7 ERT. BPoah3 L5, H5—2D /) —
K (midori004) IZDAX AT NREHLTWEZ R hb. Z
@D/ — RNk CPU HHKROEWVREBLREL W2/ —NEeHE—T
BB, RAZ—D2D /) — FIZHEH UKL, Spark job DIz
HEDDEF—2TRETEIEDONRH D, FOREDA—F 13
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X 4: / — N4 Spark X% A 7 #L.

VEBMLTWS ) — RIZUERER L z2beEZ 65, 2
NIZEO TV —va v 7y s ADPREIFEMOT, R PC

=N 5 ZAZD APEE DHEL o/ EZ 5N 5.

5. B

AT, RDBMS #k & Hive/Hadoop M FnFNnT, &
FrY v I ERARIZE EH LSS E OFE £ T APEE % L
TEBZDONIIONWTEET S, ZhbDELERIE, 51 APEE
DOHEEZRET S ETOBELTHILDNARETHS.

5.1 APEE QOi#7E

TIHAIL, FIETOFHANERZ2HWT, APEE X 0REEZ
THETE5002H#EL-. APEE OffiiZZ TV izkdS5h 3
MEIZE VBT ZDT, 22 TR OIREHEO B IEE %
60 e L THREEITo 2.

5.1.1 RDBMS #EmHnD/5 X &5 RiEY
%3 RDBMS MK CHEREEAF 2 i/ § 720 b B 725 a7
B HDD 8% A5, ZHCET Yy X =754 X ="+

BEARTF—9 RXR— X ZEHSCGREE
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7 10: RDBMS #i D 27 Y DR,

[ Ttem [ Q5] Q[ Q7] Q8] Q9 ]
# of read record (K) 864 6,016 864 864 | 11,872
read size (MB) 26 367 26 26 362
response time (s) 14.6 0.9 4.1 | 70.3 59.7
read type scan scan | scan | scan index

access
read throughput 77 | 18,342 277 16 -
per core (KB/s)
# of processed recode - - - 8,293
per core
required core # 6 1 1 29 24
required HDD # 256

% 11: Hive/Hadoop #& D 27 TV Ok,

[ Ttem [ Q5 [ Q6 | Q7 | Q8 | Q9 ]
read size (MB) 32 244 309 309 221,610
(w/ partition)
read size (MB) 11,337 1,029 110,805 221,610 221,610
(wo/ partition)

# of processed recode 1 1 1 1 352
per core

required core # 6 1 1 29 24
(w/ partition)

required HDD # 1 1 1 1 88
(w/ partition)

L —Y+RDBMS OFHAIRER A2 H Wz, £ 1012, 7TV EHD
Bz RdT. Ehoonrd Loz, 7V ilﬂF’r’/;ﬁ@ﬁiU
(Q5-8) ¥ HEB 2oV XLT7RA%RTS> 27T (Q9) IZ

KAlEN%. §iEOa 7Y D read MEIX 16 KB/s 7*5 18,342
KB/s TH 5. IX5DEDNKEVOIFHEMILD EMAZNFNE

2510 TH5H. BEDITHH OV a— FLHEAEIL 8,293 {4
Thotz. ZOHERNS, RDBMS ki THIE D 60 FDVEfE

Paiil= 37201213, a7HIE 29 EBETH LI LB nnb. £
72, Q9 DISERMEDH 1 3 TH B &b 5% HDD B8
IV R—=T 54 XY —N+A ~ L —Y+RDBMS Ok & [F U 256
B R#ND.

5.1.2 Hive/Hadoop #H®D/NZ X 4 BiEY

1XIZ Hive/Hadoop H& K THIR O VEREZEM: 2 i 72 3 72 DI B H
B aT7THKROHDD 8& KD, Znizik, 3527y
PC 7 5 2 X +Hive/Hadoop HK TOFEHEL D 274 H D read
MEREE HDD %40 @ read MRER Ko, K 1LITRT 7T UKL
HBoETHE L35 CPU LS HDD #xFE Uz, FHEOE
BB 7HIE 352, HDD #1388 TH - 7-.

5.1.3 EEENEOHTE

RIZ, HificRd7Z CPU 2 78&% " HDD (& v, RDBS &
[0} Hlve/Hadoop RERRIZ BT L 72 BB AR OIE BB & e L7z,

1. RDBMS #&R¥%;
RDBMS #m T, —NE AL —VOMKE, FNEFN
29 A7 TV R—T 54 XY —nNE 256 5D HDD #H> A
ML= U7, 3—NROEEEBHD CPU BUIZHHIT 5 &
L7-56, @il 7248 a7 DTy X =754 A —N
DIEEE T 0.29kW T“Kr)otb MY —NDOHEE
3 0.15 kW & RNz, IRIZA N L —VOEBEITH S
», :Wiﬁﬁ%@éﬂﬁﬂ@ﬂ%mﬁx M=V LRA%ETHEI L
MOTOMEEL244kW EHETE S, 25 DREEN
5, RDBMS #k D —KRifY b oEEEHEIX 2.59kWh/hr

n+%f%f’

2. Hive/Hadoop 1/
X1z, Hive/Hadoop AN O EEB & 25 B 3 7.
Hive/Hadoop #k Tlk 352 27, 88 HDD " ETH 5
2, Tl 4 ZOTHW= HADB HOF A2 ~ v 7 PC
(16 27, 4HDD) 16 543i2fH%4 9 5. HADBHT A2 b v
TOHEEENIL 0.21kW TH o722 &» 5, Hive/Hadoop

Bl TO—RHY D DEEEEIZ 4.6 kWh/hr LEHET
QA
5.1.4 77V 5—2av7 I NhLDHE

# 10 OWNERMAR - T — X PR L 278 - HDD & 55,
RDBMS #d 5 7 TV O&FHLEREIEA 126.2 L EHETE
72. 2Nk 0 RDBMSHEEO7 7V r—>ar 77 b AALIZ285
CEMETER. 2, R11OF—ZUBE L a7 - HDD % &
75, Hive/Hadoop D 27 TV nEREIZ =T 1> avAED
DBETH 603 HHETE. Zh& b Hive/Hadoop KD
TV —ary 7y N ALIEBIT LEETE.

5.1.5 APEE O#7E

piffix cO—MfM VBB R T SV r—Ya v T UMD
I J: Y APEE %##% 3 % &, RDBMS #ik, Hive/Hadoop ik
TNZFN, 28.5/2.59=11.0, 59.7/46 =123 LEHHEATE /-,

5.2 APEE oti=
HIEiCORMD IZA ML=V HDD 2 L 285405 DT
4*7)575‘, HEA NV —VOERLARDDDHS SSD 2HNE Z

IZ& D, HEENEEZ I SICHIETE, APEE %2 KIFICl#HT
EpHeEZOND., TIZ T, BXIFA ML —TIZ SSD W25
&0 APEE % RAfi-7z. R IZfHA L7z SSD i, RDBMS ##
BN TY X =754 XCHW6NS SSD THS 1~ T IIV®SSD
DC P4600 >V — X, 4.0TB (7> &L Y — K 225000 IOPS,
read [ 9.6W, 71 RIVE; 5W Kiiif) , Hive/Hadoop kA3 2 fff
BFAZ Ny TH SSD THBA T IIL®SSD Pro 7600p ¥V —
Z (3230MB/s, 7 2 F 1 71 50mW, 7 1 KL 25mW) Th .

RDBMS # %, Hive/Hadoop #kZ vz hizD>WT, A b
L—Y%&IhsD SSD ICE E MR 72354, RDBMS # ik,
Hive/Hadoop ffi& £ SSD £l 1 A THE. Tho DR
TO—W/EY Y O EE S EI1L RDBMS #&H 0.157 kWh,
Hive/Hadoop #iki% 1.9 kWh/hr & 72 5 7=,

s OFERD 5, RDBMS %, Hive/Hadoop #l < %
Nn® APEE 1% 181.5, 314 LEIHTE 7. ZOfERIE, AL —
V% SSDWWEESHMA LI Liz&Y, ITH—EADOPNTE KiE
WENNEVR ETELZ L EZRLTVS.

6. FEEMR

RDBMS ¥ NoSQL Dty U Tk, ZhE TEicHaEHg
ZET RIS G X T WA, BRI [16] Tk, MySQL
& MongoDB % fi\WT IoT ¥y 75— &iZxf9 % CURD I
DOMEREZ LKL TW5B. F£72, 3CHR [17] TIX, Yahoo! Cloud
Serving Benchmark (YCSB) % FH\»C RDBMS & MongoDB
%, SCHK[18] TIXENA T TV — a3 v % H\WT MongoDB
¢ PostgreSQL # HL#EL T\ 5. SC#k [19] T, 8D NoSQL
IZ2WT, HEEX AT —I ) 7+ FEBOEEE TR 217> T
W5,

FEEMITEIERY F v —2 & LTI, #l21X TPC-H [22, 11]
X TPC-DS [12, 23] #%, Transaction Processing Performance
Council (TPC) [Z XK INTWS. METIEHEY FT—4
VAT LERVFI—F T T BHIZHDY —) [24, 25] DIRED,
N— R x7 -08 kU HAD Hadoop File System APT % #H#l 3
% TPC Express Benchmark for Hadoop System (TPCx-HS)
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[26] XYV —AXNTWA. £/, NoSQL T TRy Fv—
2 & L TiZ Yahoo! Cloud Serving Benchmark [27] 234 < #1115
NTW5, BadMFHUEEECY S TF—XT7 TV r—vavE
T, XY IZITVRA T4 ADARST, ARLV—Va VI FR—
Vv RGO HEAREICET 7T HEHEATVS.

IANF RO DHETIE, EETIHMBLEREY 2 5
U NERETOHENRE SN TS, R [20] Tk, Bd7—
78 =K, NN, Y—NOMETEDOMERE L T 2L F—
HEZERL, A—Y—=N T =20—=KTHoTHENAINT
PIZkoTEN - THFVF—RERERLZLERLTWVS. X
BR[211 T3 27 I KRI85 HPC DA Y a—) V7 RDE
HENFRIZ DO WTHIR L TW 3,

7. B5HVYIC

AR TIE, EELYIST—RT7 TV r—vavETIVE, M
DB D ITEBRROT — XL 7 2 HWTEEL, 2o
BEAOHET R VF -2, ZUT, 206 B350
TARIF—%h%E% Application Platform Energy Effectiviness
(APEE) 2T TcE 322 %/3L7-. £7-, RDBMS #
%, Hive/Hadoop #KTORT ¥ v VAR ABRIZE & H I ni-
EIRE L5 ED APEE O#fEZfT5 & & 61T, AL —VIC
SSD ZfWAZ 22k Y, APEE # KE S WETE 2 HIAADH
52 EMRUT.

Zhuz &y, EECYYITF—RT7 TV —=a vyETILN [T
VAT LADT —RR— AL OEEOMEE - HE T XL X — g
WZATES 2, KO APEE 2fHlWbZ 2T, 77V =3
VOFREDERIZIDZTIANT—FROBVEFMECEEI L E

AU ZOFRER, ITH—CADMEREE TRV F—2hRDMH
RERBU-FEEOBERPEZGIZTEDL LSk, ITHY—EYAD
PEREZ KIEICHE DR WTF — R YV XD XL F =R W EAD
EHERMARE L b L Wi I N B.

Eifza

AW D —H0%, ENAFERIFE AR T 3L ¥F — - EEEFTITA
AR (NEDO) OFEFE [T 3 V¥ — - BREH il
VAR NV % e e QIVE S b PO { 1A S e VN
1 OWFFEEAFE] KO TToT HEXED 72 b OREM EAi IR 7 a Y =
I ToT Y — A2 EHTHEFHET RV F Ry 7
T — X B DM OfRESNHDTY.
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