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Overview of Data Processing and Analysis Algorithms for Big Data

ZHOU Yu, CAO Yingnan, WANG Yongchao
(College of Computer Science and Technology/College of Artificial Intelligence , Nanjing University of Aeronautics &.
Astronautics, Nanjing 211106, China)

Abstract:Big data processing is a technical field that has received wide attention and research in recent years.
Data mining, as a technology for mining hidden valuable information from a large amount of data, is an
effective tool for processing big data. This paper mainly classifies and summarizes the research status of big
data processing algorithms from the perspective of data mining. Firstly, the methods of big data classification
for streaming data are introduced, including single-model algorithms and integrated classification algorithms.
Secondly, the clustering methods and association rule mining methods for big data are summarized
respectively from the perspective of single-machine algorithms and multi-machine algorithms based on
distributed parallel platforms. Finally, the existing research progress of the big data-oriented data mining
algorithm is summarized and the prospect of future development trend is put forward.
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Fig.1 Taxonomy of data mining techniques for big data
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23 0] B 22 8 s (Multicore fast density-based spatial
clustering of applications with noise,
M-FDBSCAN) , % 5 vk 1 S 5 — 4 BRI K08l o 3
BB AT R o3, O A T IR AT FD-
BSCAN B vk BEAT B, BRA5 B 70 1 2 3R 28 X
IS A I IR 2 RS X, 2 R R M B B B A% EUY
S 2 O

KT GPU R RATIIL W Melo 55 R T H%
T GPU I 47 46 19 s HE e U3 5 26 45 44 (Ordering
points to identify the clustering structure, OPTICS)
B J7 2, OPTICS FHAT AT T4 B B, B ETE M
i& M 44T OPTICS 83k , How $147 OPTICS i ]
B A T RIE M E R IR T . R 34
16] 5 73 ) A A T A 2 91 R LA B i A AR
5 3 B PRI, I A7 4 08 3% 3 A 1) et R AT T A B 3
B ARIER DI AR R A R FHE P A, L 4
BRI LT EALEAR T OPTICS B4k i 52 4%
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JE 0 ELBRAT 3 BE BT CPU I IR TR 15 22 .

i SCHY JLFP B T 2 8% CPU KA K AE T GPU
REF LD, ZH CPUGM TR BRI E %,
GPUIE M TRE 2 mitEaEm Ak, hik—
AL B MR RE L RO AT LR R M i 2
CPU 5 GPU I AT AR GE 5, [8) B 1) FH P 25 00 44
M.

2.2.2 A XERE

A 2R Al 4 A O H S AE SR B 3l xR
B HEATRI o AT IE AR SRR S LR A Y OF
17, B3 A A FEORBOHE R2 , H DL Y 43 A AT B AE
U MapReduce , Spark 45 .

Li 44 1 ) Multiplex K-means 53 , i /i
MapReduce Jf- 17 #4471 2 4> B A A (8] B0 4 19 K-
means # F£ , Map bR 1 57 71 58 S /i 05 5 B A 5
O [A] B BB B, Reduce pR &7 57 BT 00 1Y 087, B —
Uk AR H 2R 28 N 7 S (B X L AT VR A X 2R
J BT i 25 1Y K-means of 72 317 39 4%, % 52t 13t
SEL OF DR BR R e T BT R R TR e o s AR
B B0 B P RS AE AL 48 R L R A
AN Jry R e A A, A O Aok AR AR A R A RIS R
E M HE T B AT B9 K-means B 3% A 4 1 5K
ROWEHTFREIEERS., He F W HRB T —
fft MR-DBSCAN 83, 1% 5 vk MR 48 25 1) 408 3 1
X BCHE BE AT e X, OF AR A&y X0 57 PRAT DB-
SCAN REH B, 2R RAELE R b R iR KL
REMM, A TP 2SI T HTY EER
GF o WA SRR Y — R B T Y R Rk
(Improved fruit fly optimization algorithm, IFOA)
) I 17 % 5 R 28 575 (The density-based cluster-
ing algorithm by using IFOA based on MapRe-
duce, MR-DBIFOA) , fili FH K- 4 B A1 57 .0 5 35 X
Bl 247 R 4y, A AR 25 4 X B R R A
VT, O O T I N AR M R SR 2 R AL
IFOA X Ja 0 3R 26 19 2 Bt 17 45 500, $2 T+ J&
RAER, I 45 4 MapReduce 32 i Js &8 B 22 1) I
fTitE GIF R B 2R BAEGR . mBEEE R
P54 T B9 R BOCR | T-U0RE T A B R M T AR
R4 BA B ny AT HEdE .

BEF Spark 19 BTk, A S0 R
FH Spark % 3 #9 I 17 K-means % 1 , B 5 i L 128 HX
ZABHE FAE R BTG R AE — A s o3 A U R
£ (Resilient distributed dataset, RDD)ZE e Hp |, 147
THE YA A S0 5 45 O Y R S K R 4 B R
B BT o0 Y BT D A L e A A S Y B
BRI 0y, 5 R AT T R BT 0 1 R 25 /N T 4 0 1)
1B, W45 B e 2 R AR 2, RO BE B 47

AL B RA AN REBORFIFTRE ) . Liu
SEUSUHRL T — L F Spark RDD A5 B (1) 43 A7 2 %%
FEUVE(H RIS . R E e e SRy Fl 2 B I
B P %5 P 3¢ o5 BE B A D, H YCGE o 95 ]
Spark B JE 718 APT (GraphX) A j & IF 11 5%
W B B, R TH B A B Y Jm B B p AN
JE v SRR R E J, B S R p=>P H d>D B4
P B RSl BE B p<<P H d>D n95H S AE
Sy B S R A A A L B S R Ry,
AT 58 IR 2 i Bk HE A MapReduce 3288 1) %5
JEE DA (B 2R S B DR 1O 3%, AE T e 250 Ml Ak P K 5K Al
RE,

BT o3 A AT HE SR 0% 5501 BB A A8 PR R
P SR B e v, 0 T R 1 R R R R A £
R K AT LA 1] 5 T AR BCRE A 9 B D B T 4 T S
e 80 K B B AT e ) R B e SR 2R AR Iy 1 i AT

W5t .
3 KERE R B Z 48

& PSR TE I N & € TR &
A A B G HR A , O 38 5 70 M i O IR M Y Bl T 3
il T A PR SR L QI ) g iR B T FH S A B RN
A R R A T A XY W SRR
55 XA Y 752 55 Bodli e vb s B i, T 4 i
TN 2 A5 A R AN 05 R 2 50 55 X B o
55 Y BRI T W 0 U A DR R R . R
IR U 42 4 32 A P 20 B8 - (1) DUBCHE P 4R S
T BE AN /N T die /N SRR BE 9 KLU, % kg A0 5 A X B
ZEIUAE 5 (2) PO B b e AR A /N T e/
AR B AL A 5 DG IBC AL I, G v R A T A S
A2 4 o DCTBE ML U425 it mT 23 Sl RE A Y BRI DG R KL
D042 4 R T A ST EAE 2R B 2 LI A7 OGO
D47
3.1 BB iR

B8 W A A 3R T 2k A
4 Apriori By e TR 2R K Y A B AU K
8 1 (Frequent-pattern growth, FP-growth) ™"/l 3
T3 BRSS9 Eclat 8300, A 1 BAHLEE R AT
JETE A Ty vk 0 B b G A e A i R PR
R 3 6T A 35 B BT AT LA B PR R B A 18 AR SRR B T
PR .

Apriori B 15 44 P A 5 56 P 5T, BI AR A2 T
B BB B — E S A B AR DL KO B A Y T 4R
W R BRI, X < 55 BUHE PR R AT — i R R AR
i MinSup 89 A5 15 245 % 1 54k | 9K )5 i e 0 % 1
TAR AT 2 ek 2 AR, 1 U451 41 B8 T B B3RS 4
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B, DL R M AT 2R AR, 1 B TG i i T4 7
AR, 5 5 AR 4l MinCon i 16 45 26 30 42 15 3] 5if ¢
BRI o 32253002 B 0 A A T 0 B Ok A AT BT AL
TE— @R Bib 7 E R R BT R 15 7] £L
P PE B s AT o B b e AR T R AR H S
LM PAT ORI .

FP-growth 8 i 32 B 43 % W A B B« (1) 44 38
FP-Tree, $9 4 — UK PE 153 200 26 1 0148, 14K
il 25 B g 55 v AR B H O 8 R A I H i SR
128 98 A P AT HES , WIAG AR RO A 5K
WAl A B FP-Tree 5 2% 5 55 £6 46 A, 5555 19
S5 LR AR T R T AL S E IR A
D)5 321 Y TN 1, A R 2 TR AR
AR SR T S A TR A A 55 05 2 U,
K HAE y C AR A S0 T TR AR ) O i AT
WALCHZRZFEFIAIHEAZRE . (2) AR
o] b3k FP-Tree $E47 14 42 4 , AT %6 1 14 o
SO R AR B T A S W AR IS BT U, /£ FP-Tree
e 4R 3% T SRR 4% 1A SR O M 3 H R AR FP-

JE T A T I R Y R A S O3 M Bk £ i 671

Tree, i% 4 M1 32 4 1% 25 1 FP-Tree (1) 55 2455 X 94
H WG G B EZ LRI K . B EMEET
Apriori A AN PE e, BIAS 7™ A= 48 38 1 4 A & K3
B 504 2 2 9k, AN B Z A A T R 4 5 A RRHE 1Y
FP-Tree 5 & ¥ 4 8A WAE, S8 = KA, & &
FtAERIIZ IR,

Apriori fl FP-growth 83 # LA 7K 7 4 4% =X
{TID:itemset} ¥ 4l A% Z 101 4E | i Eclat 2 ¥ % FH 19
2 AR 4 K {item: TIDSET) . 1F % £ it &
e KT B A 2 U TR) — OB A 3 T 2 L
A 2Ch SCRF B B 3% H 9 TID 8 K . Eclat
SALA 38 2o 3 T 1 Uk S 55 A P R A U 4y
T A% 2, I 38 o SRR R TR B A A5 1 A B 1 T
AR 1 AR SR A2 B Y R BB 2 AR L 3k
R 8 B 2 o vk w4 7= 4 . k5 Apriori
R A e 30 e B R A A B e+ 1 IR (R
LU U o) 5080 22 10, fnpe 1 e e T B 1 7= 4R HL
oAl 1 SCHF B 0158 0y 2, 3 Rl A Ty v B P e i
XL UL 2,

R2 HEXBANZEEENLILBE

Table 2 Comparison and summary of traditional association rule mining algorithms

k44 R B e 5
oo KE Sy 77 A i A i T 4
P T A B e 4 Ak €L
FP-growth 7K g;l%g;g;?fﬁ; FP-Tree T 8 A W AT
Eealt 1 PR T SRR 35T Bl AT AR T

U U TR B B 1R

T AR B T 55 W G IXC ) oR 32 B ik
(Interval interaction and transaction mapping,
IITM) 1E FP-Tree K6l ., 5 TR BE AL SE 88 17 4 4
AT AR DX TRD R AT TR 4 AR R T 5 A4 0 5K 1 I AR
DX ] 41 3%, Ol P e A 45 A8 R AT A7 it . TTTMUAE ]
WA 1 T S R B e T R A A% 2 A1 T4 I
o ) ol A0 T A S ) A B ok U R X i 0T 4R
HEAT o AU YA, 78 SRR LT AE bt A X[ 47
PR A G B AL £+ 1 AL 1 X [H] 31 3%, DA IXC[H] 31
2RI AL R AT SR OF O 08 OB A1 AR
PRl AT IX ) 2 — 2D TR AR Ui L 51 A B L B A%
Wep ALK o 26 70T 79 i L 3 DX ) 5 S PR 3 3 B fe
TR 09 SCRF B A SRk A B B RCR
3.2 ZHFHATRECA NS IE

2 BLIF A7 IR AL I 42 91 48 K i 4hs 1k 47 % 2 O
I3 HE B 2% 5 P B s TP A2 4 O
T2 00 ST M 58 O SR A 2 4, B S5 R A T LA R
HEATIC B B e A 5 2R 186 T RBUE H i G
W32 4 o LB 22 AL A7 42 10 D7 3 IR O H ) Ak

V-5 AR R AT 73 R 5 T GPU R IF A7 G B
M4 B8 . 3 T MapReduce [ I 47 & B AL I 42 38 LA
N BT Spark B9 3147 TR 47 4 -
3.2.1 AT GPU #3547 & B AN 42 3
SIS T T GPU A I 17 S B 4% 4
Bk Z SRR G — 1 BAHE 22 (Compute unified
device architecture, CUDA ) g F2 5 A , /£ CPU E#L
Uiy 56 JI 3% i 52 A% T A0 0k T AR AR B, 7E GPU 3 4 i
FEAT 5522 B ] SR (B T B3 ORIk 3 10T 4 1Y) S Ay
FE o AR FEE S AP F B (D FE CPU i
17 AETRBE S R T Z8A b, FR B HT e— 1 0UAH [R] 1Y
PO A0 e TR T 5 R 0 o B R AT
A A BRI e+ L WA JT A7 A S5 A8 R A 2R R
e o R, DETE GPU b 1715 (2) 78
GPU W4T B P A B2 e I 5 (0 L R AT 400 5
iz HA R e 1 MR EHZA T4
PR H AR P 1R H 15 M e 0T AR 1Y Sy
JE 0 Wy LR A S A B A L A E i GPU i
BTSRRI AR, HUAAR Y Mk e R G DR s
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MBI K ZE LY R,

Chon 47 4& i1 T % T GPU Yy GMiner 55 1 ,
R H A 12 7 K % (Travesal from the
first level, TEL) A1 1 [u] 2 Bk %% %K #% (Hopping
from the intermediate level, HIL) 7543 & 4% GPU )
THRRE 1o TEL K % 1 351 48 w55 51) = 55 2040 B
P00 4375 30 T 4 DX, o 43 DRI =R 55 B3O8 B A ik
2 GPU ' 1E GPU H i i 42 v 5 15 21468 156 101 4 (1)
By S B IR IR A FAAPATIC B . TEL ALK
AT 1 IR AT R SRR AZ 4 T B AR A
2 98 35 K 1 A 26 I A B PR BB ARG, T HIIL 5 W Gl
T £ GPU B A7 k4 m e vk g . iz ko
M GPU TR RE Sy, HHAEREREE GPU #ht iy
B 2 ARG K 3 T R RE A 1 2 4

Djenouri 557 #£ i Y CGSS (Single scan on
multiple cluster nodes equipped with GPUs) 5. i 4%
G TARRER GPU BIRE T, B 42 4 5 R i — 25 ik
7E CGSS AR R ] B H 43 & HLEs ER I AT
GPU B # ¥y , %55 1 E B N 5 A e (1) ]
a3 X o T OB S 55 B AR 0 I p A 43 X D
TAET R (2) R Be X . MRS TAET 8 GPU R &
PR -, 25 43 D ik 2 ARORE AR 28 2R 55 4K U IS
R TR L AR T, R 23 B A3 XL (3) & it
A ST AT T RE 44 R A O A N R B R
R (DHEI. B GPU TAEN S A& HE R
HL )R s s 75 R A GPU A M 75 6, 137 S AE
GPU 7 Hh i Ay 2 19 LAl E A1 14> 4 Jmy i Ay 6 o
(5) A= Bt BT A o i BRVE R 43 IX SR fi ke 1 4R
B AR AN B4 A7 DL S sl /b 1 AR T, A T ) R
it ) QIR RN 42 4 b B T S e AT T R DD .
3.2.2 T MapReduce # 5F 47 % B 2L 4% 3B

(1) JF47 Apriori 54

Huang 457 # t Y 2 F* MapReduce ) Smart-
Cache 5 ¥ , 1 P 4~ MapReduce fE b 20 1% : 55 14>
JEAE Map bR BT, B4 MinSup 15 21 J5) 38 2 #5 5,
R Jr 30 S A7 BE AT Jr FR A2 4 S0 W SRR EEAE R
B Z I EAE A Cache v, 38 2 ] 5 A9 42 P [l 1
53 B i Cache 75 & S AR MG 09 56 4 A0, BV IR A
Jr 8 S IR, B AR R e 6 SR B O A5 3 09 SRy
A B3 4R LA e AR FE AR B S A Hadoop 43 2 3C
1 & 4t (Hadoop distributed filesystem, HDFS) [
Cache X+, Reduce ¥ Map 19 45 R #1710 85 56
24~ J& Map 1T 55 7 HDFS fi Cache C 4 b 25 #k %
FFEEAR B Reduce 1T 55 3 o 5 45 4 2 T 4R 1Y
SRR B B 4 Jap B B IR o SR AT T JR 3 S
FEBE w745 R AR O A 58 1 MapRe-
duce 7 Az By SRR BEAR B, RRWEAD T 46 2 B Be iy it

S PR T AT RCR AL RE

Chon 2 # i iy BIGMiner (BIG data pat-
tern miner) 5 ¥ , £ 45 03+ 55 R0 42 48 00 B k AR 2
A B o TG B B AR A P AR A K R A A
LIRS oy LB A A AR G A2 T A T 4R
A L AR AR A SR B $2 48 B Be b Map 1%
55 KR Al A B R TUAR R 55 B AR M T A+ 1 TIUAR I
Jry #8347 B Reduce 1T 55 45 IF Jmy 38 32 47 B 35 O
1R IR R B T A Py, T IRk
R Map 1155 o B R AE AT T R P AR 7 A vh
] B A, HOR T R0 56 R A 1 I 25 O L [l A
NP HE T SO N8 € = SRS =10 =T

(2) 47 FP-growth 5. i

Xun ZEUUHR T 2T 0% 58 2 B (Frequent
items ultrametric tree, FUI-Tree) Y FiDoop 5 2 ,
FUI-Tree 414 F FP-Tree 5t K1 P 3 AE F ik 1
6 938 7 . FiDoop %% 1 4638 i 2 Yk 1 1 5 W 4L
W & FFESHAEMENE L5, 1585 A £
AN BT H 1 R IR s UK R I0UAE I3 ik 1 2~ (ke —
D) AT | fdf F K B2 AR 7] 6% 351 45 44 & FUT-Tree; fix
J& i 3 FUT-Tree B9 75 s3T50 7T 3145 57 A 40 ¢
AR o ZAESCEL T A ST AL R B TR R AR
AT M HEAT B A2 A, 2D R T O 42 R
JE T R 2 B AR B, Xun 25T A 4R T A 0 4
JE W /D 1 T3 1 ok 3 w42 48 %0 9 FiDoop -HD
Bk

Wang %5 T — Bl 3L F 2 500 H R Y I
ZRE 2 4 55 75 (Multiple item support frequent
patterns, MISFP-growth) . %% 1 5 56 78 £ 45 i
S PR B | AT Y 2200 H SRR E s O T 14
MapReduce 7E Mk 56 X5 4 310 H 52 bR 32 #F B2 (9 3t
BAL A B Z2 TSR B d/MEL, I 2 g5 55 AR T R/
Z ISR E | JFR TR A 4 T H % S BR SCREE R
IINBE TP HE Y 5 B JE AR 22 30 S HE R A0 i g 55
5 FP-growth 575 2500, 38 i #4 #: MISFP-Tree 1)
J5 88 A A A5 2R D B 2% A A AR oA 8 I e 425 4 4
R, LA AR IR A 2 TR 1 R
£ LSCHT SR E AR, Bl IR T R TR
AT IR 38 A T KRB 53 B 1

(3) I:47 Eclat B ¥

Gole ZF'™ '} H ) ClustBigFIM & — Flofs 8 2%
O B A28 IR A A . BRI MapRe-
duce T 55455 B E S X 1 Ak 3R R ECHE 4 2R AT K-
means K4 2 A FE s HOROW B — > 1 A7 AT
Apriori 8147 M 40 B e {7 A A AR 15
B TID F3, JF 4% K Il — 48 TID 5113, L
B T4 7K A% 2 oy T A% X5 i 38 2o R 28



5 5 JH

T A T 1) RO B B Ak B O M R 2R ik 673
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MREclatK 5% o %55 1Y U e 1, B4 JF
P B — > MapReduce R\ %052 il . B
R, B S AT — K MapReduce 1\l 75 21 45 € 1 15
£ 1B TE B UGE ARG AR rh AE Map i 8 £l A% =X
et g 3 B 3K BT RS AR A B 1 I A B
Tt 4 SR I B AR AT A5 BE A+ 1 AR | SR 38 42 AR AR AH B
M9 3 F5 B, 78 Reduce %ig 5 I 45 4k o+ 1 A 15 5] 4>
Jey S A5 E L o8 B MinSup 0 3 75 5140 % £+ 137
£ o B I ML BE Eclat B 1% 7] MapReduce i &
R AT TR A 0R 7k e Ak B 1 H 0
3.2.3 & T Spark 89 5 47 X BR AL A2 3R
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Rathee 55" $& Hi 19 0 1 25 B A% 1 791 42 14 5 %
R-Apriori £ & 3/ B¢ . 55 1 20 4K O %6 1 i 4
Map bR £ 52 1 flatMap () Fil map () (9 5% 4 #:4F | Re-
duce PR #0H H reduceByKey () 8 44100 H 1 32
FrEE I BT 00 56 1 04 A AT B s A b 5 5 2
A Map bR EORE 2 55 b S 40 55 78 A1 B i 8 45 1 300 H
BEATAE B, R HIAE B9 J5 74 = 55 DR A= iU A vl RE Y
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B, REAR TR 2 B A RO AR B T R R RE

Rathee %% £ H (1 20 25 5 IR 0 2 48 55 3k
Adaptive-Miner, 8 # T R-Apriori 5 2 (4 451 245
48 R RS R A b AR i A B
A 43 0T R-Apriori J7 2 AU B Apriori J7 ¥
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(2) 317 FP-Growth 573k

Shi &4 T —F 3 F Spark (1 43 17 2 FP-
Growth % ¥ (Distributed FP-growth algorithm
based on Spark, DFPS) . %5 5 Sofs 4 il % 1
TR ) B 45 71 a5 R0 TE AR 1A o o A
L IGUAE vp 2% 30T H 42 3R B2 R HES L B e 4> 300 H A
R B x4 T H 43— G XA SR AR R R
FY Ry I E 3 % BIAR R 53 X5 B S AT AT
P, A 53 DX [B) BCHE AR B ST, T AR 3B IH R, kST
fdt FH 4% 48 FP-growth B i R 42 i 0 Bl 48 . % 5%
BAEIATIZ AR Y BOE B 15 AR A S AE Ak, B
Z AR T H 8 AR R, 15 DFPS 78 K800 31 45
TRPAT R B AT RE O DA ST i R RS B T

SR T PITM B i 0 ITM 55
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