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XARTFT=2DY 7 rlE, 7—7) Metadata DA T v 7 X
RTI4TN —F—ITZKYUT 2T 2RT. §ioTavy oD
Ny Tafll, BRI F I a v OEH, XXF—20DY ¥
7, BER S, Tay 7Dy ¥l I ERINS.

U EDOFIETHIENRT -2 2T 22 ickb, XX
T— X DOEIEEIER I NS,

3.2.2 F—4&%M

7 — X ZHRIFOFIHIRDOBEHTH 5.

(1) Ax&F—%%ZL, Link ZHUS.

(2) )PBATFz—VT—ER-RXT77LAL, 7—
2B,

3.2.3 FHIFERIIBUIA7T—XEHN I I ay
H—=RY 7y IV MERHTIE, TotalEMISSIONS % 1
FENR T — X 235, TotalEMISSIONS &, FHEBMD To-
talEMISSIONS D&FHEY EMISSIONS Z#ME T % Z TR
5.

AETIE, FT—FEH TP arD ) —&EH
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# EMISSIONS OEA$ ¥ §%. EMISSIONS D L\ MHEATS
SRR D Total EMISSIONS % EH§ 5728, F—XEH
NI UH T a v PETEINDE. TREH NI I a
OFIEIRDED TH 3.

\
(1) 7 —7 Metadata ZSHR L, HEEGHDO FRHHD

PartsID % HUf&.

(2) 7—7/ Metadata T (1) @ PartsID Z#Z L, Link
ZHUS.

(3) Link 564 7F =2 — ¥ F— X=X LD FIHGHD
Total EMISSIONS % Hf%.
INERNFEHHO R RS TITS

(4) (3) THUR L7z TotalEMISSIONS 62 EGHT 3.

(5) (4) CTHEHM L ZMEICHRESOHH EMISSIONS %
MEL, Zhd¥iH Total EMISSIONS ¥ 725,

(6) (B) A T7F = —r T —XN—RITHM.
N /

T=REH TV I av e ZDBRDORART 2R - B
HO—HDEE(EIX, Hyperledger Iroha @ 2~ > Rz X b5
T5. £, Tuv I IEENEART—RDY Y IIFHEITH
FEREHD PartsID 272 5.

4 REFAOREICATIFE

REBEFEEREDLD, F—X T KWL NS o7 arvy
FHT 5. BEINE, 7-2FH ST a vyl
&t 3 2 Hyperledger Iroha DflAAA T~ > KDIERTH 5.
Z D 7=®IZ Hyperledger Iroha DAL 7 7 4 L DBHFERIHE &
5.

FT—REH T F T a yERBICHNT, FORN—A LK
% a~ > K Update_testTable DBIFEZ1TH S . BFRERE, a2~
> F Insert OBFED I OWTLEOHICHIAT 3.

4.1 MRER

RTITEERTEOFMTH 5. REEREEL LT Docker % {f
AL, Ubuntu22.04LST = > 7 7 _EiZ Hyperledger Iroha D]
EEREEZ L KR35, PostgreSQL 2> 7F T, A F=—
DB tArFx—>rDBt LTOMREZRET S, £61TR
L 727 — 7/ Metadata \& PostgreSQL 2> 7 L CEIfET %
T —RN—R LIZTFET 5.

4.2 OY YR Update_testTable DIFE

a< > K Update_testTable %, Hyperledger Iroha D4 >
Fr—VT —RZR—AHREZIND T — T testTable 12X L
T, UPDATE @52 FE(735a~vy FThH5. K87 —7
)L testTable DFFMlZ R T.

a2~ > K Update_testTable T, JEM: Val IZH XN 2 (H
DEFEITS. FTORIE, 774~V —F—D1ID & Val

FI6ETFT— Y TR2EERVIIA YV MNMIETE74—5 A

x7T FERE
9y Hyperledger Iroha ver.1 *r/F7Fx—> DB
Ubuntu PostgreSQL

A X = Ubuntu:22.04 A X =3 : postgres

IRARERI Docker

oS Ubuntu20.04LTS

Fer CPU : Intel(R) Xeon(R) Silver 4314 CPU @ 2.40GHz

XEV : 192GB

#£ 8 T —7 ) testTable
testTable

PK ID
Val

TimeStamp

DEFMEE G2, TNSEF>TT — I testTable I LT,
UPDATE 5% EI75 5.

<> ¥ Update_testTable BIFBF 2 HiFEe LT, IFD 3
J=Vi 5 AoY

o oY FFETHEMNT — 7 testTable 12K X LT
AV

o aVEVHATANIYILERTTay ZIERNT 7%
FhENTVS,

o EXMTuyrZica~wy FETHERIILEHEEINT
W3,

5 FLHELESRORE

AT, BEERCCEEEZFROANTORT &% —TT
HNCRE - FIFA T 2720 DT — X=X X7 LOER%
B L, B RAT L8 ZTok. 2TDXI7%, DHIR
BIZBOWTT—X0LEM2RAET 270, AETEHEED
T—RINT BT — XGELERER > X T A AR E WD
77u—FeRALE. 7 XREEEREEIICAY, YR T A
DFT7y M7+ —AZE Ty 7 F 2V EBY T 2T D
Hyperledger Iroha % fi\y, Hyperledger Iroha I THRAERTR
T—=RDRART =R E2BEMT L7200 R T -G HITo 7.
7z, EEDO—FL LT, Hyperledger Iroha DfAAA <
Y ROBFIZEF L .

SRIE, BT -XEH NIy rarERCHY
7z, 2~ ¥ Update_testTable DBHFEEITS. a~> F Up-
date_testTable 134 > F = — > 7 — ZX— XA U 7 LT
B30, ZHNOHFEDITETRE, Hyperledger Iroha 2 &%
T7F 2=V T —=BAR—ANDT 7 AFEOBES « B X FEE
W hHE» 2. Z2okiE, BEFRCBI2 70y ZHER M
FAER T — X KGNS F VU A ZIHCEE T 2 TETDH 5.

%7z, Hyperledger Iroha ® 71 v 7 MEFEREDH HEICD
WTHHEZTR > TWnL.
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E ] 2

AWFFEIE—%, JST CREST JPMJCR22M2 D18 % 5Z1F
7bDTH5.
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Spark SQLIZ X 2% RMEEUH DD T — 27 v — RIZES<
RDF 7 — & 53 &|Fk
AT U R Al

T SRBRFERE BTRRA aAMBE > 2 7 AERTEERE B T2 7 m 25 4 T 305-8573 ZKIRIED <
BHRESG1TH 11
T RBERE FHEREMZEE > X — T 305-8577 ZKIMES K XM KREAR 1 TH1-1
E-mail: tkosuke.y@kde.cs.tsukuba.ac.jp, Tamagasa@Qcs.tsukuba.ac.jp

Ho5FL AE, BWAIHRT — XL LT RDF (Resource Description Framework) 237 FH X Tw3. RDF i3E
g, WhEE, HEFED MY IV DMHAGDETEZL DT —XORBEZAEL T2 HMTER LTI L —L T -2 THD,
S EZFRMEMT RDF 7 — XAVEREN, 207 —XEIZZHITHEML T3, [FK7% RDF 7 — & 2 S5-I AL
T 57=01Z L OMEIMTONTED, ZOHTHIAF|THILEIC X 2 & LS HRFENTWA. Apache Spark I,
AVREYTT—XZ2IHET 2 CEB{L2ER T3 7L —A4Y—2THD, Spark SQL ZHW2 Z ¥ TSQL #H
W7z RDF 7 — X DUBENAIREL 72 5. AWK TR, V—2n— FogEErHWeT7—2 28 1FEy, Spark SQL
ZH\W7 RDF 7 — X OFRMLEGENUEZIRET 5. V—2ru— FMERZEHAT 2 Z 2L D G R O
FHWT =X ZF— =T 1> a Y ITHET 2 Z e TE, WHENRO T - X BOHIBZEHRTZ 2. FTRHED
thigTid, 2407 ) TIEkFEZ LRI2#REZ R L 7.

F*—TJ—FR RDF, =74 > a=r7, 57HULE, Apache Spark

DIRET D o 72 KB T — X ANORMBR L NELSATRETH D,
1 IFLC®»IC Z ORHBICHEHE LMZEHHES Z S BEt S hTw 3 [4], [5].

Apache Spark [6] IZRBUENZ| UL Z1TS5 7L — L7 —
JD1DOTHY, A VATV F—XEEEMHHALZT— X0
BHEETHZ D0, FEBEIY 27 LIIEH L 25E
ZTETW53. SPARQLGX[7], WORQ[8], DIAERESIS [9]
REMZEOFITHY, ZNBHETF—XAOMEENIEEE LI
M7z 7 = X EFELIREL TV 5.

T — R ENE 5T B AL % F D 72 AL B0 B R
HED—DTHD, TOT—XL A7 v MIBEERICHE R
BREBIFT 2207 7 ATRETF—RBERELERT
5. Bz, HE50VET YR LRT—ZAETIIMERRICR
BRT—=RA\DT 7 ARPERPFAEL, FAUS T T
A b UBEREEORIE TN D255,

L IAT, ZLDY AT LTI —YWRITT 2 A 2R
HEETV—/n— FIEHe LTHURHIRETH 2. ZOERENE
Ad2zrT, METLE2TS LCBEROREVWT — &2 H
CR—7 4 ¥ aYRBTE, F—&7 2720l Zhic
X BHREDA EXEHTE B L HiffXh 3.

ZZTCAMETIE, V—ru— FrhoFEE, WEE, HWEZ
NEhoOHEEEZFH LT -2 08 7T —2DA4 VT v 7 A
ZRIA USRNSSR T 2 F R RET 3. &
Bov—ru— R LzEEOZEAIC KD, FRCHE
oM T—REFR—DR=T 1 >avicEedohd i
TE2. X561, A YTy Z7AEHWSZ 2 THIEERICHE
TR—T 4> aYOABERLTHAAD Z L ZAREICL, ML
Hy27—4ka8r2liflczsrEzoN5.

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 —
N=~y RBFETZ L VI REEFODODOEFI S X7 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
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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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Abstract Effective dimension reduction techniques are crucial in the era of big data. In this paper, we introduce

an optimized version of the renowned dimension reduction technique, random walk-based t-SNE, by addressing its

traditionally significant computational cost. Our proposed method incorporates parallel computing and Modified

Cholesky factorization to enhance processing efficiency, without sacrificing the quality of dimension reduction. The

experimental results demonstrate a substantial reduction in execution time while maintaining the high standard

of dimension reduction quality. This method has the potential to accelerate the adoption of t-SNE across various

data-intensive domains.
Key words t-SNE, Parallization, Efficient

1 Introduction

In our data-driven world, the volume of high-dimensional
data that we handle is continuously expanding[2]. Con-
sequently, the importance of data visualization has been
steadily increasing. The practice of visualizing high-
dimensional data often necessitates a reduction of its di-
mensions to two or three. Numerous dimension reduction
algorithms have been developed for this purpose, including
UMAP [12], PCA[9], and PLS[13]. Among those methods,
t-SNE (t-Distributed Stochastic Neighbor Embedding) is one
of the most common and widely accepted approaches [15].

t-SNE is a non-linear dimension reduction algorithm
that portrays the similarity between data points by condi-
tional probabilities. Subsequently, it tries to minimize the
Kullback-Leibler (KL) divergence of the conditional proba-
bilities between the high-dimensional and lower-dimensional
data points. In doing so, t-SNE effectively preserves both
the global and local structural features. Due to its remark-
able performance and simplicity, t-SNE finds the following
diverse applications:

Cancer Detection: Mass Spectrometry Imaging (MSI) is a
technique that simultaneously provides the spatial distribu-
tion of biomolecules. This information is necessary for iden-
tifying diagnostic and prognostic biomarkers in the context
of cancer research [1]. While MSI offers rich insights into the
intricate molecular landscape within cancer, its data com-

plexity poses significant challenges. t-SNE, with its ability

to reduce data dimensionality while preserving both global

and local structures, is a suitable solution. In practice, the
application of t-SNE involves the detection of distinct clus-
ters. This has proven particularly beneficial for identifying
gastric and primary breast cancer patients [1].

Playlist Generation: In the domain of playlist generation,
t-SNE has been introduced as a modeling approach. Specifi-
cally, each song is represented as a 34-dimensional data, and
t-SNE is used to transform it into a two-dimensional data.
The two-dimensional output of the model will be used for
projecting and rendering a song catalogue onto a plane. In
this context, it has outperformed previous methodologies,
such as PCA [10].

As shown in previous examples, t-SNE is a popular tech-
nique used in various fields. However, its main drawback is
the significant computational cost. The problem arises from
the need to calculate pairwise similarities between all data
points to compute the Kullback-Leibler divergence between
the original data points and the embedded data points. Ad-
ditionally, t-SNE computes pairwise similarities for all em-
bedded data points in each iteration when updating the em-
bedded data using the gradient descent method. This leads
to a quadratic increase in computational complexity [14].

In order to solve this computational bottleneck, random
walk-based t-SNE has been introduced. This method se-
lects a subset of landmark points in a randomized manner,
reducing the number of data points that need to be visu-
alized. Additionally, random walk-based t-SNE uses the k-

nearest neighbor graph to approximate distances between
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Table 1 Definition of each symbols

‘ Symbol ‘ Definition

Number of data-points

Number of dimensions in the original data

N
M
m Number of dimensions in the embedded data
n Number of landmark points

X Matrix of the original data

Y Matrix of the embedded data

T; i-th data-point of the original data

Yi i-th data-point of the embedded data

Dij Similarity of the original data

Qij Similarity of the embedded data

L Graph Laplacian

k Number of neighbors in knn graph

these points efficiently.

However, despite these optimizations, time complexity still
remains a substantial challenge. This complexity stems from
the need to construct and utilize the k-nearest neighbor
graph, which is a critical step in the random walk-based
approach for estimating pairwise distances and similarities
among data points.

In this paper, we propose a multi-core version of the mod-
ified random walk-based t-SNE. The implementation was
done in C++ and leveraged OpenMP to execute the code in
parallel across multiple cores. The parallelization was done
with thread counts ranging from 1 to 64.

The paper is structured as follows: Section 2 provides an
overview of the foundational concepts, offering a brief ex-
planation of t-SNE and random walk-based t-SNE. Section
3 introduces the methodology developed for this research.
Section 4 discusses the experiments conducted and the re-
sults earned. Sequentially, section 5 focuses on related work.
The conclusion and discussion drawn from the research is

provided in sections 6 and 7.
2 Preliminaries

2.1 t-SNE

This section will explain the background and mathemati-
cal definitions related to t-SNE. First of all, t-SNE is a di-
mensional reduction technique used for data visualization.
It aims to reduce the dimension of high-dimensional data
points and create a lower-dimensional representation while
preserving their pairwise similarities. Specifically, t-SNE re-
duces the dimension of the original data X, represented as N
X M matrix, into a lower-dimensional matrix Y, represented
as N xm embedded matrix, where N, M and m are the num-
ber of data-points, number of dimension in the original data
and the number of dimension in the embedded data, respec-

tively. This is achieved by minimizing the cost function F),

16th Forum on Data Engineering and Information Management

defined as follows:

F=3 pilog 2 (1)
i) ”

where p;; is the pairwise similarity between x; and x;, where
x; and x; represents the ¢th and jth element of X, respec-
tively. Additionally, g;; represents the pairwise similarity of
embedded data, y; and y;, where y; and y; are the ith and
jth element of Y, respectively. Pairwise similarity in the

high dimensional data, p;; is defined as follows:

Djli + Pijj
2 b

where p;|; is the similarity of x; to x; using conditional prob-

Dij = pijs =0 (2)

ability. p;; is given as follows:

exp(—|la: — x;||*/20?)
2 ki exp(=||zi — xil[?/202)

where o is the variance of the Gaussian distribution.

Pjli = (3)

Since z; will not choose x; as its neighbour, p;; becomes 0.
On the other hand, p;;; may not equal to p;|;, however, joint
probability of Equation (2) p;; takes the average. There-
fore, the pairwise similarity between z; and z; becomes sym-
metrized. The pairwise similarity of y; to y; is defined as g¢;;

which is given as follows:

gis = (L4 llyi —yll) " g
ij = —7 is
Zk#l(1+ lys —wl[?)~!

Unlike p;; which uses a Gaussian distribution to convert

=0 (4)

distance into probability [15], ¢;; uses student-t distribution
with single degree of freedom to effectively visualize data.
Since the distance from y; to y; is 0, ¢gi; = 0.

Embedding original data is done by minimization of the
cost function using gradient descent method with momen-

tum. The gradient is as follows:

oF -
oy 4> (i —ai) Wi —y) A+l — w1 (5)
’ i
After obtaining the gradient, Y should be updated. Gra-

dient update with momentum is given as follows:

v -1 n%}j +a(t) (Y(t71) _ Y(tfz)) (6)

where t is the number of iterations when undergoing gra-
dient descent method, o represents the momentum and 7 is
the learning rate.

Since t-SNE visualizes all embedded data-points, it is re-
quired to compute the value of ¢;; for each data-point pair.
Consequently, the computational and memory costs becomes
O(N?). These expensive costs are a major issue, since it be-

comes infeasible for t-SNE to deal with a big data-set.
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2.2 Random walk-based t-SNE

One common solution for high computational cost is to use
Random walk-based t-SNE, where it tries to reduce the cost
by selecting a certain number of landmark points and only
visualizing them [15].

Additionally, unlike original t-SNE, random walk-based t-
SNE uses knn graph to calculate pairwise similarity analyt-
ically. this method starts off by creating knn graph for all
N data-points with k& as the number of neighbours. This
knn graph is represented using graph Laplacian, denoted as
N x N matrix L, which is defined as

L=A-W (7)

where W represents adjacency matrix and A represents di-
agonal matrix. When obtaining W, an assumption that
the distance between data points x; and z; is equivalent to
e~ll7i==il1* i5 made. Additionally, diagonal matrix A is ob-
tained by diag (32, Wi, Waj, 32, W j).

Pairwise similarity p;; can be redefined as the fraction of
random walks that starts at landmark x; and terminates at
landmark z;. Pairwise similarity between all data-points and

landmark points could be obtained accurately by solving the

following linear system:

LP = -B” (8)

In this equation, BT is N x n matrix containing columns
from adjacency matrix W corresponding to landmark points,
where n is the number of landmark points. It is important to
note that P is a N x n matrix where pairwise similarity be-
tween ith data point and jth landmark point is represented
as Py;.

In order to solve Equation (8), Cholesky factorization [§] on
Graph Laplacian L is first conducted, resulting in L = CCT,
where C represents the upper-triangular matrix. Sequen-
tially, Cy = —B™ is solved using forward substitution and
CP =y is solved using backward substitution [15].

Once pairwise similarities of landmark points from data
points are obtained from P, random walk-based t-SNE would
compute the pairwise similarities between embedded data us-
ing Equation (4). However, it is important to note that only
landmark points are used to visualize, meaning that there
are only n embedded data. One should note that embedded
data is denoted as n x m matrix Y, where m is the number of
dimension in the embedded space. Gradient descent method
is used to update Y.

While the random walk-based t-SNE method offers a po-
tential for acceleration, the challenge involving computa-
tional complexity still remains. Specifically, the computa-

tion of pairwise similarities g;; among the landmarks scales
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quadratically with the number of landmarks. Additionally
the computational cost for updating embedded matrix Y has
complexity of O(tn?) where t is the number of iterations in
the gradient descent. When using very large datasets, where
both the number of landmarks and the iteration count can be
enormous, these challenges makes this technology infeasible.
To address these issues, our approach focuses on optimizing
three key areas: the acceleration of the k-nearest neighbors
(knn) computation, the efficient calculation of the matrix P
representing pairwise similarities, and the updating process
for the matrix Y. These enhancements are designed to re-
duce the time complexity inherent in the original method,
making it more applicable for the practical use of large-scale

data.
3 Method

3.1 Parallelization of Graph Laplacian

Graph Laplacian L is calculated using Equation (7). The
computational complexity of creating knn graph as graph
Laplacian is O(N2M), where M is the number of dimension
in the original data. Although this step is only done once,
depending on the number of its data and dimension, it could
be computationally expensive. Thus, this could be a major
issue when dealing with a large data-set.

To address this challenge, we used OpenMP, a standard
parallel programming API for C and C++. OpenMP allows
us to compute the weight of the edges in parallel. Therefore,
the construction of knn graph can be divided among multiple
processors. Simple implementation is shown in Algorithm 1.

Each row of L corresponds to a node in knn graph. Deter-
mining which nodes are connected is done by comparing the
weight of the edges and selecting k£ nearest nodes. In Algo-
rithm 1, since determining each row of L can be computed
independently, it is done in a parallel loop by distributing
computation across multiple threads. It is important to note
that the weight of the edges are calculated using eiHIiﬂ”iHa
which is also computed in parallel. Sequentially, by compar-
ing the weights, we could identify whether a node is k nearest
neighbor or not. If a node is not a neighbor then those nodes
are not connected, thus the weight will be 0.

In order to efficiently compare the weights, we would cre-
ate a simple buffer with k spaces and a lock to avoid race
condition. The buffer represents the k nearest neighbors. An
entry value, which would be the weight W;; of each nodes,
would be placed in the buffer if it is empty. If not, by com-
paring the smallest value of the buffer, each node could either
be swapped and replaced in the buffer or rejected meaning
that the node is not k nearest neighbor. It is important to
note that the smallest value in the buffer always comes in

the beginning so that the comparison can be done simply.
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Additionally, when a entry value wants to read or write to
the buffer, it must acquires the lock in order to avoid race
condition. Finally, once each row of L is computed, they are

merged together to create one large matrix LT.

Algorithm 1: Parallelization of graph Laplacian
Data: X = {z1,z2,..
Result: Graph Laplacian L

., N}, k= Number of neighbours

f pragma omp parallel for

for each z; do
f pragma omp parallel for

for each z; do
Wij = e—llwi—z 112
if x; is not k-nearest neighbour then
| Wi =0
end
end
f pragma omp parallel for

for each z; do

| Aiit =Wy
end
end
LT =L Loy Ln,]
Return L

3.2 Solving Linear Systems

In order to find pairwise similarity p;; using graph Lapla-
cian, Equation (8) is solved. This is done by decompos-
ing L using Cholesky factorization then using forward and
back substitution to get the value of P which is a matrix
containing pairwise similarity. However, computational cost
for Cholesky factorization is cubic in the number of data
points [5]. One solution is to use Modified Cholesky factor-
ization.

Cholesky factorization decomposes positive symmetric ma-
trix L into lower triangular matrix C and upper-triangular
matrix CT. Starting from Ci1, by using Equation (9) and
Equation (10), Cholesky factorization solves each value of C.
The computational cost for Cholesky factorization would be
=’ [6).

j—1
Ljj—> C% ©)
k=1

Lij — 3123 CinCi

Cij ’
The proposed method uses Modified Cholesky factoriza-
The core idea of modified
Cholesky factorization is to decompose L in such way that
L = CDCT where D is an additional diagonal matrix. It

Cij = 1> (10)

tion to accelerate the process.

is important to note that diagonal component of C is all 1.

This decomposition would reduce the computational cost for
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factorization but also support solving Equation (8). Sim-
ilar to Cholesky factorization, starting off from Ci1, using
Equation (11) and Equation (12), Modified Cholesky factor-
ization tries to reduce the total computation. It should be
pointed out that, D11 would be equal to A11. The total com-

3

putational complexity would be % [6], which is faster than

normal Cholesky factorization.

C.. = Li; — Zi;i Cir D1 Ci

= , Ci=1 11

; D c (11)
i—1

Di; = Lis — Y Ci. Dy, D11 = Anx (12)
k=1

Modified Cholesky factorization guarantees a speedup by
using its symmetric features to avoid unnecessary square root
calculations.

Furthermore, solving linear system presented in Equation
(8) is achieved by solving CDH = —B7T using forward sub-
stituting and solving CTP = H using backward substitu-
tion [7].

Fast computation of solving linear systems is achieved by
replacing Cholesky factorization with Modified Cholesky fac-

torization and parallelization as presented in Algorithm 2.

Algorithm 2: Solving Linear Systems

Data: L= Graph Laplacian, B= Matrix containing
columns from adjacency matrix W, n=
Number of landmark points, N= Number of
data points

Result: P'= Matrix containing the pairwise

similarity between landmark points

fori=1 to N do
Solve D;; with Equation (12)

ff pragma omp parallel for

for j=i+4+1 to N do
| Solve Cj; with Equation (11)

end
end
f# pragma omp parallel for

fori=1 ton do
Solve p; with Equation (13)

f pragma omp parallel for
for k=1 to N do

if Encounter landmark then
| Append pix to p;

end
end
P’:[p’l Py e p;}
end
Return P’

The first loop in Algorithm 2 endeavors to decompose L

into CDC™T by solving Equation (11) and Equation (10) in
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turn. This is because once D;; is known, ith column of C
can be solved. Therefore, computation of each element in the
ith column is done in parallel. It is important to note that
since C is a lower triangular matrix with diagonal component
being 1, C;; should only be computed if j > 3.

In order to achieve efficient parallelization by distributing
computation across multiple threads, we solved Equation (8)
in such way that P is solved per column. Therefore, in each
thread, we compute the following equation:

where p; represents ith column of matrix P. Similarly, b;
represents ith column of —BT.

Equation (13) can be solved by computing CDh = b; and
CTpi = h using forward and back substitution.

Since Equation (13) is computed in parallel, p; would be
computed in each thread. Since we are not interested in
elements of p; that corresponds to non landmark points,
our algorithm would only store elements that corresponds
to landmark points to a column vector pi. To avoid excess
operations, when all landmark points are selected, we would
terminate the process.

The output for Algorithm 2 is n X n matrix P’ where P,
represents pairwise similarity between ¢th and jth landmark
points. It is important to note that P’ is equivalent to se-
lecting rows that corresponds to landmark points in N X n
matrix P.

3.3 Parallelization of Updating Embedded Data

Computational complexity for obtaining Y is O(tn?),
where ¢ is the number of iterations done when applying gra-
dient descent method and n is the number of landmarks.
Depending on the number of iterations, calculating Y can
also be very computationally expensive. Parallelization of
updating embedded data is shown in Algorithm 3.

Embedded data Y would be initialized by random man-
ner [15]. Pairwise similarity between embedded data g¢;; is
obtained using Equation (4). After computing pairwise sim-
ilarity, the gradient of cost function g—f( is acquired using
Equation (5). Since computation of ¢;; for each point is
computationally heavy, we would calculate this in parallel.
Once the gradient is calculated, Y is updated using gradient
descent method with momentum according to Equation (6).

3.4 Summary of the Proposed Method

Algorithm 4 provides a summary of the process to compute
the proposed version of random walk-based t-SNE. There are
3 main steps to the entire implementation. Firstly, we need
to compute the adjacency matrix W and graph Laplacian
L which is indicated in Algorithm 1. Secondly, we would

want to obtain matrix P, which involves pairwise similarity
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Algorithm 3: Parallelization of Updating Embedded

Data
Data: Y = {y1,y2,...

,Yn}, P/ = Matrix with pairwise
similarity between landmark points, ¢ = The
number of iteration to conduct gradient descent
method, o = momentum, n = learning rate

Result: Y = {y1,92,...,yn}

Initialize Y

for i=1 to t do
f pragma omp parallel for

for each y; do
f pragma omp parallel for

for each y; do
| Calculate g;; using Equation (4)

end
end

Update Y using Equation (5) and Equation (6)

end
Return Y

Dij, using Algorithm 2. However, before running Algorithm
2, we need to compute —B™ in order to solve Equation (8).
This is done by extracting columns of adjacency matrix W,
which corresponds to landmark points. Y is then updated
using Algorithm 3 where the computation of gradient is done
in parallel.

Our approach improves the efficiency of random walk-
based t-SNE focuses on parallel computation and algorith-
mic optimizations. By leveraging multi-core processors, we
hope to accelerate the construction of the graph Laplacian,

calculation of pairwise similarities and updating Y.

Algorithm 4: Summary of Parallel and fast compu-
tation for random waslk-based t-SNE
Data: X = {z1,z2,..., P}, t= Number of iteration
Result: Y = {y1,v2,...,yn}

if Dimension of X > 30 then
| Reduce the dimension of X to 30 by PCA

end

W, L + Algorithm 1

BT « Columns of W corresponding to landmark points
P’ < Algorithm 2

Update Y using Algorithm 3

Return Y

4 Experiments and Results

4.1 Experimental Setup

In order to examine the results of the proposed methods,
we have conducted multiple experiments. Implementation
was done using gcc and OpenMP on a x86-64 computer with
64 CPU cores with frequency of 2.10GHz and 1.5 TiB mem-

ory.
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Figure 1 MNIST 2500 with Random Walk based t-SNE

Following the original paper on t-SNE, if the number of
dimensions of the original data was higher than 30, we con-
ducted PCA to reduce it to 30[15]. Sequentially, we used
t-SNE in order to reduce the dimension into 2. Additionally,
we limited the number of nearest neighbors to 20. The num-
ber of iteration ¢t was set to 1000, the momentum was 0.5
if ¢ < 250 and 0.8 if ¢ = 250[15]. Referring to the original
paper, we decided to use an adaptive learning rate, where
the initial learning rate would be 100 but would get updated
over time [15].

4.2 Visualization of datasets

In order to confirm the quality of this technique, we vi-
sualized multiple data using random walk-based t-SNE and
the proposed method.

First dataset we used was MNIST 2500 [3] which has 2500
data with each containing 784 dimensions. For this com-
mon dataset, each dimension represents the pixel of a hand
written number. There are 10 labels from 0 to 9. Figures 2
and 1 shows the result of applying random walk-based t-SNE
and the proposed method. The separation of the clusters in
Figure 2 indicates that the proposed method has effectively
reduced the high-dimensional data into two dimensions while
preserving the distinct features of each class. Although Fig-
ures 1 and 2 do not look exactly the same, they have both
clustered different handwritten digits into a fairly distinct
groups, meaning that the proposed method could conduct
dimension reduction without the loss of quality. The reason
why the two figures do not look exactly the same is due to
randomness involving initialization of Y.

The Iris dataset [4] was also used for visualization. The
dataset contains 150 samples from three species of Iris flow-
ers: setosa, Virginica and Versicolor. The four features in
this dataset includes the length and the width of sepals and
petals in centimeters. Figures 3 and 4 illustrate the results of
visualization using random walk-based t-SNE and proposed

method. The distinction between the three groups illustrates

16th Forum on Data Engineering and Information Management

A

T T T T T T T T
-8 -6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6 8

Figure 2 MNIST 2500 with proposed method

the success in visualization of the dataset. Both techniques
achieve a clear visual separation of the species, which sug-
gests that the proposed method maintains the quality of di-
mension reduction. The similarity in Figures 4 and 3 includ-
ing the positioning of the embedded data points, is likely
because of the straightforward structure of the Iris dataset.
If we were using more complex datasets, it might be more
challenging to achieve such consistency in results between
different dimensional reduction methods.

In summary, when we visualized both the MNIST 2500
dataset and the Iris dataset, the outcomes suggested that
the proposed method was capable of conducting dimension
reduction without the loss of quality. Both methods were
able to embed the data into a simpler form without losing
the general structure of the data.

4.3 Processing Time

We have measure the execution time using MNIST 2500 [3]
dataset. Figure 5 shows the execution time for varying num-
bers of threads. The experiment began with a single thread,
and then additional threads were introduced in increments
of 8, culminating in a total of 64 threads.

As shown in Figure 5, the parallelization was done per-
fectly as the execution time has dramatically dropped ac-
cording to the number of threads. A significant decrease
in processing time is observed as the number of threads in-
creases. This steep decrease from a single thread to approx-
imately 10 threads illustrates the initial benefits of parallel
computation. After the 10 threads, the graph illustrates a
fairly stable trend. This could originate from several factors
in parallel computing, such as synchronization overhead, the
communication time between threads etc.

Figure 6, 7, and 8 represents the execution time for Algo-
rithm 1, 2, and 3, respectively,.

Figure 6 shows a steep decline in execution time as the
number of threads increases, indicating significant gains from

parallelization in the initial phase. However, it is important
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Figure 3 Iris dataset with Random Walk based t-SNE
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Figure 5 Execution time of Parallel t-SNE on MNIST 2500

to note that for this case, the actual impact of this step on
the overall execution time was minimal. This implies that,
although parallelization makes this step faster, it was not the
critical factor in the total computation time. This maybe due
to reduction in dimension in the prepossessing stage where
the dimension of MNIST has been reduced to 30.

Figure 7 also shows a sharp reduction in execution time
as more threads are utilized. This step has utilised parallel
processing and modified choleky factorization. Given that
this step is the primary contributor to the total execution
time, the efficiency gains in Algorithm 2 are critical to the
overall performance improvement of the method.

Figure 8 illustrates a less steep reduction in the execution
time compared to the others. This could be due to factors
like the iteration in gradient descent method that do not
decrease linearly with the addition of more threads.

The substantial reduction in execution time was achieved
mainly through the refinements in Algorithm 2. This was
what decisively improved the method’s efficiency. The other
steps, while improved by parallelization, play secondary roles

in the method’s overall performance enhancement.
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Figure 4 Iris dataset with proposed method

To sum up, by using modified cholesky factorization and
parallel programming, we have successfully demonstrated
that our method reduces computational time significantly,
which has addressed one of the biggest disadvantages with
original t-SNE.

5 Related Work

Previous efforts have explored enhancing t-SNE’s efficiency
through parallel processing. For example, Lopes et al. (2020)
developed a parallel version of t-SNE to aid in visualizing
smart city data [11]. Their work involved three main phases:
prepossessing, joint probability calculations, and execution
of t-SNE, all of which were parallelized using C and OpenMP.

In their prepossessing phase, parallel computing was ap-
plied to speed up the calculation of eigenvalues and eigenvec-
tors as well as the computation of the distance matrix when
undergoing PCA. For calculating joint probabilities, tasks
such as Gaussian kernel calculations and entropy estimations
were performed concurrently. Finally, in the execution phase,
the joint probability calculations, the Student-t distribution
computations, and the gradient calculations were all paral-
lelized.

In contrast, our research advances the field by applying
parallel computing specifically to random walk-based t-SNE

for the first time, as far as the author is aware.
6 Conclusion

We have presented an advanced methodology for executing
random walk-based t-SNE, utilizing parallel computing and
Modified Cholesky factorization to enhance computational
efficiency. Our approach has succeeded in significantly re-
ducing processing times, with scalability that effectively cor-
responds with the addition of processing threads. The results
demonstrate the feasibility of our method, as evidenced by
the substantial decrease in execution time while maintaining
the quality of data visualization. This approach not only

offers a faster alternative to traditional random walk-based
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t-SNE methods but also provides a path for tackling larger
and more complex datasets, which were previously imprac-

tical to process.
7 Discussion

A primary concern with the proposed method is its
memory footprint, which expands proportionally with the
dataset size, potentially limiting its application to extremely
large datasets. With the proposed methodology, the com-
puter stores at least three N x N matrices during Modified
Cholesky factorization. As the number of data points grows
significantly large, this requirement may become impractical.
Future research will be directed towards optimizing mem-
ory usage, potentially through the refinement of the data
structures employed. We aim to investigate techniques for
partitioning the data processing, enabling our method to be
both adaptable and memory-efficient. Such strategies might
include mini-batching or streaming data processing, each of

which can manage memory usage dynamically.
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