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RDF (Resource Description Framework) [1] i, F3E, b
FE, HHEEDL SR 2 MY AN HAMER/S, h
WEoTTF—2HOMFREMRICRHATESZ 7L -4V =0T
H3. ZDIV—LT=P3FT =2 D2V T 4 7 ADNE
277 IREDVRER Z b, BWAZTH 272 DR H H
ZDE D & 4E RDF R D 7 — X 0V@FERNTHAM L T
W3, RDF 77— & I3EARMIZ SPARQL (SPARQL Protocol
and RDF Query Language) ¥\ 5N L& EEEH
WTTF—ZOMAEEFTS. SPARQL T, M&EZVF—
X&) TUEIEOWTERT 2 Z e THRAEE2FEITT S
ZEMTES. MERCr2EaX MNMIT—XREDHEIMIE-
TRELRBD, —BICKHIE RDF 7 — X 3 E T2 58
BOMYTIANEEATVS. 5T, ZOLI KT —RIIHL
TWDISEIERI T iz B &2 AU % B3 % D DSWES D FRE
ERoTWVW5.

ZORERIERT 572018, KELS QU TEFRI T LYE
THILS 2T LD 2 ENZRRERINL TV S, BRI 27
LE, TROEEPHERIIEE 1 DD~V TEHT D
DTHY, Jena[2] ® RDF-3X[3] EHBFEITF LB, —MiC
LY 27 MEBF IR PRV WS FIEDH B —FT,
BRI E—~ > > OWREICIRIFE T 27205 —S Y 7 4
PR KIS — RIS T2 Z e A L. —J, s
2T LE, FT—XOUBMEEBO~Y Y TITS 1-dlE0 4 —
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BADWBEFIEOBMEE DD 2 D12, FHMHEEB T
7 — & EIRE, MEEERTRE, e80T —XHaAs
R, BEARAALE MU K, T — REtAAARR L EEE
IR O EF D 5 OB TBHERIE L LT 5.

AKX DOERIIUT O BYTHS. 2 BETIEIAMEDATE
e, 3 HCHEMREZHENT 5. 4 BETREFELH
FHL, 5 B TFHEEBROMRE TR Y. RIRIC 6 B TARMAD E
LD SHOERERND.

2 /IR A

ARETIE, AHROBAREEHEENTZ. T 2.1 8T, K
TS 7 — X DMNRTH % RDF oW THlh, Fid 2.2
T RDF NDOIEHER LB EESFETH 5 SPARQL ITHEAE
YT3. BT, 2.3 HITAWSE TN GHEUILIED 72 D12 fuv
% Apache Spark IZDW TS 5.

2.1 RDF (Resource Description Framework)

2.1.1 RDF OFEAHIG

RDF (Resource Description Framework) &, ¥— X% %
FBs, WiEp, HWFEo @O b U T e MEN R EHA X —
YELTRET 7L -V —2ThHD, P TAEMBED
B3 THEMLRT -2 OBREEZERICEIHT 22 e TE
5. %7 —2ZIXIRI (International Resource Identifier) % F
WORENTED, o0 3EFL —RIGHINL, #BROT—
BN—RARX KB T —REMETHI L BHRETH 5. T,
VFINRT I 0 ) —RBEETHS. VT 7 MILFHIR
Bz O BKNGRT— 2220 E WS O TH D, HIVEE
ELTOAMEMAIRETSH 5. 777 /7 — FIFIRI 2Hkkw
—HR Ty T 4 T4 ORBAREICHHEINZ2 D THD, =
AR HMEEE LTOAMHAIEETH 5.

UTRE MY Ivofltceds. 727210, (oBrank) 3%¢H /7 —
F, (4.20000) 3E DV 7T 7N KB RHTH 5.

(dbr:University_of_Tsukuba) (dbo:city) (dbr: Tsukuba)
(dbr:Tsukuba)(db: Temperature) (_:Brank)
(=:Brank) (dbp:febMeanC}) (4.200000)

2.1.2 RDF OfEAt

X512, RDF KRS ZNEHAGbET T 7RE
MHEETH 2 W KM H 5. T HIERL ) — F, bE
ZEATIYy P35I THRREMMTE, Zho2BEHEAED
BB TTII7MWEMTESL. ThIEMERT—XBEDx
b — 2 OERNERES, 7777 Tu—FI X B0 I
B, K1 ) IVDOERAZ -V 2HR L2 DTH
D, FEKESOETICHB e EBRLTWS. ZLTH ??
BEROEANRE -V 2HAEDETT I 7L DTDHS.
7B, TITEMEANIRLI  —F, BAENY 7oL, EEH
TV —FRERLTVAS.

2.1.3 RDF DAY

RDF ¥ — X D FRHIZIX, Turtle (Terse RDF Triple Lan-

FI6ETFT— Y TR2EERVIIA YV MNMIETE74—5 A

dbo:city

dbr:University_of_ )
@ > dbr:Tsukuba

X 1: Y ZLORELDH

dbp:febHighC.
10.200000

dbp:feblowC dbp:febMeanC

X 2: RDF © 25 7 KB OH

dbr:University_of_ > ?place
Tsukuba ®

X 3: SPARQL 27 =) 025 7 FHoH

dbo:city

guage) X° N-Triples 72 ¥ O —fICHW S 5. Turtle
¥, RDF 7 — X 22 OHALTWIERTE L LD DX
THY, FAMPHAEZTESFVAICHLTVWS. X5
12, B 12K 2 THWTW2 X 512 dbr % dbo 74 ¥ OHETHE?
EHEALCIRI 28EMHL, 7—XORREEIILT 2 Z 230
HET®H 3. —F, N-Triples 2 & h > > P RFERT, £LV
TINE—ATTRET 2. ZHEEMic X 2k sl s
D, ZOHM2 5 KL RDF ¥ — 2 0UHEICHW SR 3
ZebZW». RS THEH T S RDF 7 — &% N-Triples &
ROBDTH 3.

2.2 SPARQL (SPARQL Protocol and RDF Query
Language)

SPARQL (SPARQL Protocol and RDF Query Language)
&, RDF 7= X DIFENZBGEFHETH 2. EARR -V
BV L= a P T — RR—ANDEEN R EESETH D
SQL ML TH D, SELECT A& WHERE ]2 & f§p X
N5, SELECT fiJid, M&AEOMRL LTS L 2\WIFHn
J63 2 A EF% L, WHERE AJ TIZM &8 WEEE” 7T
REBREME Lz MY A%zidikd 5. iz, K 2D RDF
72 71N UTHRIEKRED D 5 HilTR 2 &g 7. wiGs, MR
D& SICRIBT 5.

SELECT 7place

WHERE({

dbr:University_of_Tsukuba dbo:city 7place .

}

X 512, SPARQL X RDF &Rtk 7 T 7 REDARETH D
MERIERFRIT I IRE—rr v FrI2EDiTbh 3. iR
L7 SPARQL 7 V%, M3 DLS5HBEILTES. £z,
2 e DORIEEHEX SPARQL Endpoint £ MHII 2 A4 > R —
7z =AML TTbNS.
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2.3 Apache Spark

2.3.1 Apache Spark OB

Apache Spark [6] 1%, KT — X OE#ELEZ I e L
GBI L =L T =0 THb. TOZATHIRAT—ILT Y
PP =FT 7 F Y ICEHDVTED, b= N"—AOHEIMfE-
TUHEN 2R EX T2 TES. ZORBICED, By
7' — X OB U TR O BINSHIET 2 2 &
DATREIC R o TV 5,

Spark EI51121%, Google 23BHFE L 72 GFS (Google File
System) [10] ¥ Google MapReduce [11] ZHIZ LA —TF >~
YV — R T# % Hadoop [12] DIKKIME T — XU BF O E T
o7z, Hadoop & A b L —YEHPL T — X UHIZEWTW
R ODPDFEEILZ T W=, Spark ZZ Ao DHEZTIRL,
X HIZRAM ETOF— XM %1T5 Z & T MapReduce & D
b EER R EB LT W 5.

¥72, Spark ICI3MHELT — XS T — X DI E A
BT 270DBERT—XT7 7 AET LY APL HHEAEX
NTws., IhSEAMHTLIET, ART—Z71—<v
b & TN D & EE RN T — X AR R T X 5.

2.3.2 DataFrame

DataFrame (& Spark TR TW2 APIO—D2TH D,
KEEREL T — 2 D7D DREA T — X ET L LTHHL
KL L T3, BINC3ARETE 7 — 2 B2 RS 2 e
TE, SQL D XS BIMEE ARG ICT 2L hoTWD. e,
JSON, CSV, Parquet 72 k& 27— X 7 5 —~< v b & DHHL
MDD, ZL DT =RV —AD S DRAABDAETDH 5.

2.3.3 Spark SQL

Spark SQL & Spark TN T2 APIO—D2THD,
b7 — X OMEICRHE LTV 3. 2—H1Z SQL 7V %
WT DataFrame D7 — X 2L T2 Z L 3A[EETH D, 4
BT =&ty M U TGN R BT RIE2 EBR T 5. 7272
L, SPARQL IZIZHG L TWiRW e, AZETId SPARQL
25 SQL NOEHHHE % 1T - 72 D5, DataFrame TatAiAA
72 RDF 7 — &2 LT Spark SQL 2 & % & &L % F1TF
L7

3 P8 & i 3%

ARETE, RHKOBEFREZRANT S, 3.1 8T, 7—
7a—FRERHALET =208 {ToT0dFEEHAL, 3.2
HiTIEv—2ra— FE2EHALROFEE UTEAFOEE £~
Fv 7 REFHALLFEEHHET 3.

3.1 7—0O0-FZRBAVEFE
V—ru—REHNALET—-258FHELe LT, Adnan 5
DOWLE[13] 3D 5. ZDOHETIE, SPARQL 72V DT —2
O—RFpoERLTVWEIAREEIT Y ML, BRI T AXY
YIRBRAT A TRRICHEEE 5N Z e B2 VIRERT
BHELZ ZACKE X1 T =% D& T 5. Adnan 1%, 57
H L7257 — &R &2 EE D SPARQL Endpoint _Ei2—2F D&l

FI6ETFT— Y TR2EERVIIA YV MNMIETE74—5 A

L, 727V —yayzyI VAL TUMLTED, Spark
WHREZNRE LTV EIAMALIEZDORTRR TV

Madkour &DHF5E[8] YV —2 B — RiZHEDIWT — X 5E|
FEERRELTVWS. Zo77u—FTiE, #H7 TV THEE
CHRDIEIN AKX —VICERL, T4 22 1/0%%y b
V=03 %y 7 VYT DF ==~y FER/MLTEZ%H
BLTW3., 20702, HEOT -7 LVEORERRE RS
IZVEHLT, IA—AT7 4 LRICEZEZOHIEZITS. #
LT, BonF—RITHLUTEED LZBWEICHESWT
MESEHEZTY, TOMEEX vy 2T 22 2 TUUENHRD
FTXEEMZTNS.

Guo 5DWFE[14] TlX, V—20—FIZ VDTS5 78—
VIRBHL, BV 775 7h BB -V EMETAZ2 T
ZRZHE DV T =R LA 7Y M EHEL TV, T —X5E
BEICITbR, —EROY—2su— R upnAhansiz
CRTF=RL A 7D FOFEMEL ZUES> BEIa R + 251H5E
L, FhERICERCHEIET 2. B, ZOFED Spark R
ERFLIEL TV,

3.2 7—o0-FZBAVAEWFE

Georgia b DM [9] TIE, ZBEOTF—2 08 %21T5. &5
—BRETIE, A¥—~<2 7 7 U TEMOMEERFIEL, P
DEEREW — FEEBER ) —Fe LTRET 3. 20k, &
DD/ — R L TRF =</ — FRALOKFHEGREFET 2
Dependence Z/EFHZ L, EER /) — KEHHTHRZrTTF—
2O5EZITS. FBEoREITHELNLBRICNLT, &#
TR TRFER— A TRES DY T —T 4 > a =Tk
175, FE|EAR—F 1 ¥ a2 20E, —DOWBFEICHT 2 FEL
HRENEZENTED, =T 42a>yD7—XY A X%&/h
ELLLTWVE, B, ZNLHDR—T 4 a Vi LTrT
) EATRHCRER Y T R—T 4 > a VEREZFRE S L5124 >
FyZZABERLTWE. ZOEBEOREIY 4 v Fy 7RI
X o T, BEIFHINTVARNWT Z VI L TZEORGEE S
DHE—BEDOR—T 4 > a Y EBEENDET—RIRNTR T 7+
AT BRERRLRD, BERAA-T 4¥arDhoua— K%
AMREIC LTV 3.

4 REFE

ARETIE, BEFRICOVWTHHT 2. AFFRIE AR
RDF 7=z 3 2MAadrEBicito> 2 e ZHNE LTV
3. TheEFEHRT -0, V—ro— FHROEiE, bE, H
HIREZ 2 UK T 2 EEZ R L 2 B0 7 — 2 58,
FRERUCHT BT —ZADA > F v 7 2% FHT 3 FiEL2HE
L35, 41 HICIHREFEOMELZEAL, 42HiTCIE7—%
FELIIZONWT, 4.3 HiTEBEELUEIZOWTEhZNREH
H3 5.

4.1 REFEOBE

AFiEIZ SPARQL 7Y OV —2 u— RIEHRMAEGZ 6515
YRR LTBY, V—2Zu—FIZTVUHD MY FLIICEB

- T2-A-3-02 -



T2-A-3-02

FI6ET— Y TR EIBRIRXIA VY NMIBATZ 74—5 4

input

RDF dataset D

Create ID table

SPARQL workload W

Convert RDF to
IDs

the number of partition N
the number of subpartition K

partitioning

step2

Extract elements
from workload

Aggregate and
ID-convert pairs

step3

Partition by
predicates

Subject and object ID table

Partition by subjects
Partition by objects

Predicate ID table

Create Index Subject and object index

’ Predicate index J

M 4: BREFED 7 — 22 HLE DTN

input Translate SPARQL
to sQL

S?AROL Extract bound
Subject and o
object index variable

Predicate index

Dataset
TXT

=
D
o]

SQL and index

Query D,/sub partition 2

Identify partitions.

output
from index

ID table

Gl

Results

X 5: BRFEOMEHNUHEOTN

WTHBEREDOEW MY SV RFE =T 4 T a VICEET S Z
&TSQL TOMHBEWZR 7 T VMEE2ERT 22 VW5 F 2 IcE
SK. M 4%, REFEOTF—XDEHNEOMEEZRL TV
5. A, 1) MUTLOEEDL L% 2 RDF 7—% D, 2)
T—2u—RZTY W =q,...,qw|, 3) =T 4>ar
N, BXUOHYTIR—F 4> a B K TH%. HHZRDF 57—
RDNR—F4¥a> Dy,...,Dy (DiN---NDy=0), F—
2y ID ¥t OBFRERLHLZID 7— 7, BIUOETFT—ZD
NR=T 42 a YV \DRRELHFTIA VT v IRTHD. T—
RODENIRIREL Z0DRT v FTHERENE., 27y 71
TlE, 7—XONREERRT 272D0 IDLEITS. AT v
72T, Y—2ru— K 5EEE, b, HREEE ZhEhi
ML, S 2HEL ID AL TRT2IERT 5. 2018,
R7OMBERCZAEL, HBEHEDIRICY — b5, X7y
73 TlX, BEBEOLERBERICLZZ FAX) VK BH
—BRE O ERITY, ZORERICH L THE BB E e LT
FEOHERFIHE S 75 2% Y v 7y HREEDHEREIC
B 7S RE ) Y ORIV, T—2%nE TN
T 5. FREC, FiE, @AEE, BWEZhZhOR—T 4> a3y
ANDA VT AT B.

M 5%, REFEOMETUEOMELZRLTVWS. BE
BRI KEL ZODRATy S THHRENSE. ATy 71T
1%, SPARQL @ SQL NOZEHIIE 21T 5. Z4UZ, #H RDF
F— X ADREHIZ SPARQL 1T & - T4T 5 23, Spark SQL
13 SPARQL IZHE L TWARWE=5HTH 3. %7, ZOBID
TN EMALEZREERD IDbe A>Ty 7 2%FHA
L7c=T7 4 2 a YORERFRKICITS. A7y 72T, E
B2 SQL I X 2 &R E1TS. Bifishizr ) 22T
W2y, A7y 71 TRELTWE =T 4 ¥ ariEihr

Algorithm 1 Workload Analysis.

Require: SPARQL workload W Subject-object ID table 1D, Predicate ID table 1D,
Ensure: Subject, predicate, and object co-occurrence counts denoted as
Convy Cores andCop;

Load IDy, and ID, as HashMap

Louws :=0; Lpre :=0; Losy := 0

for all guery + W do
where = extractInWhere(query) - Extract contents inside WHERE clause
for all (s, ) « extractBoundSubject(where) do > Create subject pairs from

WHERE clause

6: Ly 4= (IDyo(8), IDuo(t))

T end for

8: for all (s,t) « extractBoundPredicate(where) do
from WHERE clause

9 Lipre + (ID,(8), IDy (1))

10: end for

11: for all (s,f) + extractBoundObject{where) do

A

© Create predicate pairs

> Create object pairs from
WHERE clause

12 Losj + (IDso(8), IDsa(t))
13: end for
14: end for

15: Convert all elements in Lsus, Lpre, and Los; into 1D using HashMap
16: C..» =countAllPairsByMapReduce({L, )

17: Cyy. =countAllPairsByMapReduce(L,,.)

18: C.y; =count AllPairsByMapReduce(L,,;)

19: Output Cius, Cpre, and Cay;

4, DataFrame 12 & D 57— 7 RER L, ZHISH LT Spark
SQLIC X 2MEREITO 2 THREZIUET 3.

4.2 T—ROENLE

4.2.1 Stepl: ID OE|hHT

RDF F—ZH D IRI RV 7 7 ME—RICEWXFHITH D,
MEEMEICBII 2 XFFI~v vy Fr 7OaR B EL B, L
Jedio T, ZHHZHANCHE—PEIRIE S N BEED ID 12
ZEHLTBL T, IEMZ®RET 3.

4.2.2 Step2: V—2u— FO5H

BT, V—ru— RV EoH L CEE, BE, HIFEZ
N2 LU THEL TWER7Z2HEETT 5. A SPARQL
sV —ru—FW e, 25y 71 TERLEF—Z
& ID OWIRT—7 A TH D, HHEE&ERT 2o EK
EEDTFANTHS. Algorithm 1 I FZDRT v 7D
ZAITYVXLERLTVWS. ¥F, 2oy —2u—F
W =q,...,qw &0 LCWHERE AJNZHIH L, 2226 F
3G, iR, HWEEZhZPHhOFMEERE TN TR HT. &H
R ID WAL, WIET 2 Y 2 b Lous, Lpre, Lobj 1T
BT 3 (2-1417H). OV R FOEREEFX L p= (P, P,)
Thbh, ZIhroLEABEET 3.

Bl Z1E, K 6(7%) D 42D 2 VK L Tilaho it [E K
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FI6ETFT— Y TR2EERVIIA YV MNMIETE74—5 A

{ { {

?s|pl| ol. sl|pl| ?0. ?s [pl| ol
p2| o2 p2 ?s [p3| 03
}

?s 0 Y02

SELECT * WHERE SELECT * WHERE SELECT * WHERE SELECT * WHERE

P1 P2 |count
{ pl p2 3
. zs pl 30. pl p3 2
elpsro. | PLo4 1
?s |p4| ?0. p2 p3 1
} p2 p4 1
p3 p4 1

6: 7Y Dfl (£) & 2K T 2 ibsEDIGEREL DB (1)

input output

Subject - Object index

D P 1 Dy/subl, Dyfsubd, ...
_ 112 2
1D-encoded RDF = 113
dataset - i 218
L 237 ;Dsub

Dy/subl, Dyfsub2, ...
9
@ Subject subpartition K 10

D,/subd, Dy/subl, ..
Ds/0bj1, Dy/obj3,...
Dy/0bj1, Dy/obj2,...
Dy /0bjd, Dy/obj,..

Subject
co-occurrence count

Predicate
co-occurrence count

Object c
co-occurrence count =

119
419
Object subpartitio 213
533

1Daty Dy /0bj2, Dy/0bjl,..

Predicate index

10
Number of partitions e 2 b,
Number of subpartitions “ 3 Dy
|pre| D,

7: Step3 DT — XML

ERZDHE, Lpre = ({(p1,02),...,(p2,p4), (p3,p4)) 72 5.
ZLT, ZAUCH U THEF B2 i3 2 & TH 6(75) DFERH
Bohs.

4.2.3 Step3: 7 —X5E|

B#IC, A7y 72 THEFLBRERICT—&ty V&5
HF3. K71% A7y 73 TAHIENE 7 —2DEKNR
WRERLIZSDTH 5.

BRERFETE, 7T-REZBRBCET 2. 75232 ) 07
DFEFHEME TR TH D, 20713V X 41 Algorithm
QIRTEDTHS. ZOTAITYRLTE, £7, 77X
RIZET DRFERFLERT D cluster, WENETZ7I7AX%E
8RS % Index D= DDy vavwy TEAETS. 27201
Index IZRANIETH 5. Fiz, BEBOFBERE N A—T 1> 3
VN TH o7l —DD I FARXDHF A X LTHLEDIT
DFAELTEL (1417H) . HEEL TV ERFERT 2D H
L, RZO—FHI ZAXZBELTORWEEEZENES 5 —
FHERU I ZRAZZEBMUIGED 7 5 XX EEN 5 hiES
Ct 2T 3. YA XDt LT THR5EIIEIRT Y 524
WHEBMU, Index ZHH T2 (9-151T7H) . RGBT DM /553
FRIIRARBLTORWERIZIE, Z7I7AX-ICEENS
B R D /NEWT T 2RI DOWRGEZBIML, Index %
BT 5 (17-22) . WIS, 9-15 fTHOUHTEIMTE b o
FRGER Y — 7 u— RFICHBE L TOWED o 20GESR, BB
BND Y 7 R ZIZIEZBIML TWL.

Algorithm 31227 v 73 2IEKD 71TV XL %/RT. Index,
¥ Index, X ID 2% —, ZOID BEFENZ =T 42 a>D
FEDEASEMEYL T % HashMap TH 2 (1-21TH) . H—K

Algorithm 2 Clustering(Dip, Co-occurrenceselem, N)

Require: ID-encoded RDF dataset DID, Co-occurrence counts Co-occurrenceseiem, >
elem is either subject, predicate, or object Number of partitions N’
Ensure: Partitioned datasets Dy, ..., Dy, Index
: cluster = ((0,0),..., (N —1,0)): HashMap; > Record elements contained in each
cluster

-

: Index: HashMap; > Record the cluster to which an element belongs
: t = |distinct(elem)|/N > The number of types of elem in one cluster
: for all (p1,p2) «Co-occurrences do
if p1 in Index AND p; in Index then
continue
end if

if One of them already belongs to a cluster then
Let p; already belong to a cluster
clusterNo = Index(p1)
if |cluster(clusterNo)| + 1 < t then > Compare the number of elem types

=
R =IRCl AN

after addition with ¢

12: cluster(clusterNo) « ps

13: Index(p2) ¢ clusterNo

14: end if

15: end if

16: if Neither belongs to a cluster then
17: clusterNo = cluster with the fewest number of elem
18: cluster(clusterNo) < p1,p2

19: Index(p;) + clusterNo

20: Index(p;)  clusterNo

21: end if

22: end for

23: for all p - remaining elements do

24: clusterNo = cluster with the fewest number of elem
25: cluster(clusterNo) + p

26: Index,(p) + clusterNo

27: end for

: Output Index, cluster

fE T3 ID {bk X7z RDF 7 — X 2Kk e bif oLt m gy, <—
T 4 ¥ a Y% clustering BIED AT & L CiRsE itz o
W SRR %175 B1TH) . OWTHE BT, £
DIERIGONT I FAXE ASIT—Xty e LT, FiE, H
HIEEZ N Z4UTK LT clustering B#EEHEH LTI 72 & Y~
TRITS. 86N —T 4 ¥ 3 VX parquet JTER TEX T
L, Index ZFH# 52 (4-1517H). IXRTOTFT—XDNEHD
58735k, Index ZHT L TP T T 5.

4.3 HEENE

4.3.1 SPARQL 75 SQL N %

SPARQL % Spark SQL TOHUUHAT E 72\ /=28, SPARQL
MEZ o0, 3 SQL ANDOEHREITS. THMBIILIR
DOFAUTIZ .

1. SPARQL 7TV Q %5 WHERE AJAD kU L&l
2. BEMVTN (qr,...q0) XL T, ZhZzhROUE%

175.
(a) MUTN g 2 HFREEE T 5.
(b) A YTy I ABFITHAADLNRE T 7 £ LANDISR
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Algorithm 3 Data Partitioning Algorithm.

Require: ID-encoded RDF dataset D, Subject co-occurrence counts Co-
occurrences;ys, Predicate co-oceurrence counts Co-occurrencesyr., Object co-
occurrence counts Co-occurrencesos;, Number of partitions N, Number of sub-
partitions K

Ensure: N partitions Dy, ..., Dn,

Subject index Indexs, Predicate index Index,, Object index Index,
1: Index, := ((subject1,9),..., (subject|subject|, 0)): HashMap;
2: Index, := ((object,0),..., (object|pject|, W)): HashMap;

3: firstPartition, Index, = clustering(Dip, Co-occurrencesyre, N)
4: for all partition < firstPartition do

5: secondPartition, Index = clustering(partition, Co-occurrencess,s, K)
6: Qutput secondPartition

7 for all (e, p) « Index do

8: Indexs(e) + p

9: end for

10: secondPartition, Index = clustering(partition, Co-occurrencesos;, K)

11: ‘Output secondPartition
12: for all (e, p) + Index do

13: Index,(e) « p
14: end for
15: end for

16: Output Index;, Index;, Index,

EREL, T—INEKERETS.

(c) E L7 —7 V%% FROM A, HAEZA K% WHERE
e, FEREEHE SELECT fICIBE L, TOMR%E
AS AJIZ X 5T tableli £ 32 SQL %727 U Z/EK
T5.

3. foh7 |Q Mo SQL %72 =V % FROM AJICHEE L,
SPARQL 27 =V @ SELECT AJICHEE XN TWA2Z5% SQL
DEBITHEE T 5. SPARQL 7 =Y @ WHERE AJADIER
BER RS % HI12 SQL @ WHERE AJNEER L, Boh
72 SQL L #HAAL T 7 A NDRA, T—TINEHEZED
THNT 3.

FROFIE2(b) DT —TNHIET 7 4 AANDSAD BIFE S
N, NARFUBEEICT— VLR ICRS. B, Bl
LA 7= 1D donsd. LERoT, #
D SQL ¥ 77 TV IZF U SZADHAEDLENEET 255,
ZNHFTRTOY T 7ZVIINLT 1 20T =TV 2/ENT 3
I TELRD, T—XDOHAAARR L FAAL T —RED
HIRDSEARFT& %, —4 T, 7TV D WHERE %% s1 ?pl 7ol
R 52 7p2 702 DX I BAX—VTHBEINTWEHE, &Y
77 ) DFERIZED 7 7 A MTHELL T3 A[EEM D H 5.
HEYVTITVRR=VDRERB T 7401, 2,412, HlOH
TIIZVRR—=VDIERD T 74V 4,5, 612H 325G, i
TR ATIET77401,2,4%1DD7—=TNMIT, 774b
4,5 6 ZRDOTF—T NI N—FT 3. Tk, 774
NADPBDT—RADERTIARMESDHD, ZOBEIFIAR
LT —XEPEMTEI2I1TkE. B, 7—XEy FNAD
FTRTCDT—=RZA YT v 7 RAEER L TWE =, ¥ 77T
Y OFFEEBUCA ¥ F v 72 AR OERE KT 37— XD
FELBRWEHHMTE 2. FHEEBRICE T 2 HEFHTIEZ O X
SRGE, HOPLOHELTBVWAEED T — 7L E§iAAL
77 AL LTHEL CHEEEITo 72

5 & i & 5%

KRETE, REFEOMRELZHRT 2DICERT Xty
FEERERF—XEy b2 1 OFTOMAL, HEDEFEICK -
THERTFIE L DHEZAT o 7AERITOWTIER S, kT

FI6ETFT— Y TR2EERVIIA YV MNMIETE74—5 A

LT3 EkFiE%z LE 2 %%~ L TW5 DIAERESIS % ffi
HL7. 20D —F 1> a YHZ, DIAERESIS O
DbDOLERRIC 4 ICHE L. 2B, BEFEO—T 43
VRO —BRET S, SEBFET2 02 Lz, ¥/, ID{LOE
MHEZHER T 279012, REFET IDAL2ITORVWEHEOMN
HE B MRGE L 72,

5.1 RBRIRIE

FEERX, Apache Spark (3. 3. 1) % Spark Standalone
E— FCEfEX R 1 AOYE~> v ETEMBLE. HET
ETEEAMCRIAN—XEYV LI EF 2 —R—XEVIZ
32GB ®E|h 4T/, 7721, IDILZITSREDA 50GB ZE| b
YTTWB. JERFEE, FIAN—RXE) I/ ¥Fa—&—
AEVDOWVWTHD 10GB ZEIDHTTWVWE. IV VYDARY Y
BERI1IDOBEHTHS. E51T, AWS EC2 D EMR 27 5 2 X —

£ 1 FITS v DARY ¥

OS Ubuntu 18.04.5 LTS
CPU AMD EPYC 7502P 32-Core Processor
XEY 128GB

(emr-7.0.0) T4 Y AKX Y A& 4 7 mb.xlarge, 4 Y AR Y AH¥
A X 10 TOEBEDITo 7. REFEI scala(2.12.7) THEEL,
sbt (1.8.0) Ta ¥ A4 L7z, HEETFEIE scala(2.12.10) T
FEXNTED, JDK1.6 Tav,84 L7,

5.2 7—&tvh

AREBTEUTD 22007 Xty b2M#EHLEZ. B,
AWS T, HEBFHRICBEWT LUBM %AW T 5 —5
4L I=7- SWDF DAERZEML TW\5.

5.2.1 LUBM (The Lehigh University Benchmark)

LUBM (The Lehigh University Benchmark) [15] IZKFD
BEANTRA—RE LI2ART — 24Ky —VTHD, RDF 7—
RR—AVAFEADRNYFv—2 8 LCELFHINATWS.
FERTE, RFRA—=K% 100 & LT =Xty FEERLTE
D, THUITF—ZY A X 237GB, + VU FAE13.8M THERRX
NTW3. 7—ru— R EEiHAciE, RyFv—2r001
a7z uhs 1I3@EEEEHL-.

5.2.2 SWDF (The Semantic Web Dog Food)

SWDF (The Semantic Web Dog Food) &%, A, 3, #ff
HICBT 2~ r T 49 7 V2 7RO RA R T — X2 GLHEH
B RDF 7 =&ty bTH3. ZOFT—XRty MNIT—&V
A XD 50MB TH D, 304,583 F U FAREENTWVWS., V—
71— R e ERERHMiic X, HERFETSH 5 DIAERESIS TfFH
INTW22 )05 207 HlEFERLEZ. 2B, 207V ik
FEBD 7 ) 0 2ZESWT FEASIBLE RV Fv—27 J = %
L—&[16] KL o THERSINTZbDTH 5.

5T i ¥5 12
ARFEERTIE, VERERTMIC DI T OfEEEEA L. 2B, g
FIEOEBOELMICEDE 272512, SPARQL 205 SQL AD

5.3
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* 2: ATALERRE R o bLE (FRINAE ID LR (FE) & 3 &IRGfE
)

Method l Processing Time | Data Size
LUBM (13.4M Triples)

DIAERESIS 16.38 £ 0.30 min 762MB

Proposed Method (with ID) 28.31 + 0.39 min (14.46 + 13.85) | 199MB

Proposed Method (without ID) | 38.44 £ 0.87 min 406MB
SWDF (30.4K Triples)

DIAERESIS 1.80 + 0.02 min 14MB

Proposed Method (with ID) 1.27 £ 0.03 min (0.20 + 1.07) 6.6MB

Proposed Method (without ID) | 3.06 & 0.07 min 64MB

# 3 HWBFEE 1 2 LEROBEEETRE OO
[Dataset][DIAERESIS[Proposed method (with ID)[Proposed method (without ID)]

[LuBM]] 1 [ 0.80 | 0.95 |
[SWDF || 1 \ 0.51 | 0.96 |

ZEHNT 3 AN L T Wiy, ST 2 RRNE 5 Mo E

TOFHETH 5.
o HPLERIR]: DEIL 77— X &2 T %5 $ TR

o MEEFITHRM: SQL ZRITLTHroHREZ[LETO
IRl

o FT—INERAR: FARALRT—ZFRD MY Y,
— TR & T ORFIE

o LEMMALERR: MEwE
DERF

fTRERE ¥ 7 — 7 VBRI R

5.4 EBRER B—<>Y)

5.4.1 HULEEERM]

AILEERERTIZCD RDF 7 — Xty b2 AN L THh 5 0E|
F=XBHNEINZETOREZEHLZdDTHD, ZOiE

Rek 21”7, HEFED ID LOFMIC X 2 UFRRERE T,

IDLZITIHBEDHTBEF—KXty MWL TRELBRE
HEEZRLTEY, IDILOBUMEIHERTE. BETHEL
g FETIE, LUBM TR TED, SWDF TR FE

WEHTH D, IDKICL 2 ZREPR IRy FTHEHE X
o5 b.

5.4.2 [M&EETRME

% 313 SQL FATRMDLBHIRTH D, WIho7F—&ty
MZBWTHIBEF RN LR FEE LRI R RoTW0 3.
filexDr7 Ty CoOETIE, LUBM Tid 13 fEH 12 @07 =
G, SWDF TiZ 207 A 155 D 7 =V TIRETFENEN

TWiz. K2 SWDF T, ¥ 73%, &K 90% D UL HH|
ReoTBY, —HTHENRL > TVWEZI7ZVIZONWTHZ

DR REIE MR DX 23%, K 46%THo7z. koT,
—HL BAEEH 2 DODIF L A YOG IR B
FIFTETWBEEZ D,

5.4.3 7—7AEKa R b

REFE L HEFRIN TN A VT v 7 22FH L THE
BT —XEHAINCREL, Th 51 ko THER TRIKRED
T—=RATI7EALTWS. 4 FHETRICHAAALL b

FI6ETFT— Y TR2EERVIIA YV MNMIETE74—5 A

4 HEFEEZ L LKoo —F M) Ao

Dataset || DIAERESIS | Proposed Method (with ID) | Proposed Method (without ID)
LUBM 1 2.01 2.59
SWDF 1 1.82 2.03

# 5 WITFHEE 1 L LD T — 7RI O th o145
[Dataset[DIAERESIS[Proposed method (with ID)[Proposed method (without ID)]

[LUBM]| 1 [ 0.66 [ 1.48 |
[SWDF || 1 \ 0.52 \ 0.68 |

#6: HWIRTFEE 1 & LRO AR O Lo
Dataset || DIAERESIS | Proposed Method (with ID) | Proposed Method (without ID)
LUBM 1 0.71 1.26
SWDF 1 0.47 0.84

“|.||..H li. ‘..i

Query (5 : Star query, P : Pathquery, C: Complex

vvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvv

X 8: LUBM (2817 3 A3t o kg

VIINVEOHETH 20, WIThDT =Xty MZBWTHEE
RFRREBFELD FIMCEZ LD MY T EFHAIAAT
W3, ZHAUTOWTHIRMAEEITS &, RHC LUBM ®a >
Ty 2R TV TRIZZEL D M) TN EHFAAATNE Z
DR XN, %72, SWDF TIEEHU EoMEETEFHEA
AATE D) IABGE TR I DD oTz. LA T, R
EDRR—=VEELI7ZVIIMNLTIEEIZLLD MY TUEFH
BAGEAMIHZ L EZX N5,

—77, T ARMERT ARMIIE 5 IORTEDTH Y, IE
RFRZVWITILOTF—Xty ML THHKRFEID 30%
U@ T — 725 T LTWwa. @5 LUBM 02
TVEGHI LI 25, BERELZL DI ) THIRFIE X
DKIEIZ/NE L, BELTWAZ LR TE . ZoE™NZ
SWDF T) R TH b, 207 i 205 D 7 = ) THIEKRFIE
IVEHETH-72. ZhEvV—2o—ROEAX Y EROY
7T VETT =T NVOEEDAREICR D, fERITRET—T
NEBDHIE T E 70 TERVWhreEZILNRS.

5.4.4 &t M

BRI T — 7B & AR ETRE O &3 Z &
BRRIL, 2R AR L THEEITS. R6%2RA5L, 17
RFERIE T — Xty P THBRFEEZANRBCEELTVS 2,
PR TE 2. 392 To722 25, LUBM IZBWTIX
K 8ITRT &5, HFEID 2EEERENZVH 1 OF
HELZDDD, ZOMIXIEFL ALY D7 ) THEBFEEKEL
FREoTHBD, HEAWN 75%DE#E 2 ER LIz, SWDF 2B
WTd, 198 D7 ) THIFELZ LRl THD, ZoEIR
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| Method

DIAERESIS
Proposed Method (with ID)

” Processing Time |

2.84 £ 0.06 min
20.18 £ 0.81 min (0.70+19.48)

X 9: HLEEFIR L RR TR O AL (FEIRAIE ID (B
(£2) e ol ()

method Load Time | Query Time | Total Time
DIAERESIS 1 1 1
Proposed Method (with ID) 0.80 0.61 0.59

X 10: HEEFEE 1 & LROZUIRR R o o

K 9Os5%THo7=. —F, BbD 9D ) THEFEIZS
BRERE 2o TWd, ZOEBERAN 15%THY, FFRTE
23D EZOLNS.

5.5 REFER (AWS)

5.5.1 LK

AWS ET RDF 7— & %2 3 H 5 2 B2 20> o 72 R % 51
L7AERER 9IWRT. MFEL bHE—< Y TOHERID D
AR 725 TED, ZHRER — FETOBEFE» 25
IAMIEBZDDIEEEZRD. £, BEFEOREEIZBITS
SHULEL O ESEIL A0 Tld i<, ZORED X hFEIcH
LEZTW5.

5.5.2 AT M

BB Hh I 2 £ 10 1R T. WTEAD ETEE K
MEiz EEl->TED, @D ) THH 70%D 7 =) TRETF
EDRERICME XA T W, X512, EERELZLDITY
TNELBELZENRTETNWE EEZILNS.

6 ¥ ¢ &

ARFMTIE, RDF 77— X OMFEN R HE L WEHD 725 D
Spark N— 2D HERRE L. ANhv—2ruo—Frzy ot
EEOMTE2IICEDBEE#ET 27— R 2R A—T 4> a v
WHE L, 7—XBUSOMEA LE2ER L. /2, &7 X
CENDET B N—T 4 T avEERLIEA Ty 7 ADEA
Wk DXL AMRLDATREIC L. FHEiER TR, BEFE
BH—/ — FICBWTBIFEFELZ ERZ Z e 2R L. Ui
FILF =& T 7 ROMA ERHEREDTERIC X 25AAL MY
TV DR, IDIIZ X 2ITRMRICE2bDTHZ %
ZAohd. —AT, JZVDOBRICk-oTREE LT —ZD
HAABPFET 22 0HD, ZHRU o THAAL MY T
NOEDRIICE L IR 258 b MR L. LichioT, 55D
FEe L TEE L7 — ZiAAAOIRINET bh 5. Fz,
V—2ru— RORPLHEI X ZEEOMEE, T —XFORHA
WX 27TV, XOKREBELRT—Xty MBI 26
EHITHTETDH 5.

FI6ETFT— Y TR2EERVIIA YV MNMIETE74—5 A

E 22

ZOMRE, ENLAFRBRIEAR T L — - EEERAA
AR (NEDO) @ TRZ b 5G [BHGEES X 7 A 5%
LIRS EZE ) (JPNP20017) OZEAEHEE, JST CREST
(JPMJCR22M2) , BIAMEE IS (JP22H03694) 12548
ZEBHDTY.
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