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2008 4F: , Nature % 5 A8 & 3 1) — & 3L “big
data: Wikiomics” HE 2 T KRR 7 X — 44 14)
(Waldrop, 2008), 2011 4, Science 2% i i it & 1)
“dealing with data” , %35 T 4nAA] fi B 5 5 10 B340 9%
FEHESN A AL 2 1) i &% J (Hong et al, 2011), 2012
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locity) P FIME (value) 7 & = BB 5o iR 28
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Fig.1 Software/hardware environment and research status quo of parallel processing and analysis on big spatiotemporal data
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SR SR S5 5 b PR 55 320 W A ke, B
R 45 Al a1 KAR , FH P TG i 48 & R Bt il
DA {6 Hb R R SRR . 2018 4F 2 A, rp B2
Bt 1 20 Bh A 2 B 1 S TR R L T M BR R
Bl THE(CASEarth)”. ‘B Hr & @ i H=A 2Bk
SO 7 1 TP B [ B R RS R oL, 1B
TN E S N TR I35 W ol e 8 A b 2 A= 2o S K
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(2) BN AL 2378 sh 1 st 25 KA e

B LR AR 4SS 5 1 AS B 4 J
HEA | NI A st 4 2004 2 7 A K I IR 25 8
P, HLA 7 B AL BRI R BR 2, HAR 3G sh il
Bl AR WIT s T E B
B, XU IO NS H W RN A A
T SN AV E A, FLE AT IE ARG T A A 3 R
R KR BB, AR A B v K TS S i
FH o MAER, T 10 NZETE A A 28 KB 12 8 i 12
PRI E RS IR B RS IFB BB AETE Y
S . FER BT, Al A Bl 12 4 4
AR, NE I B A s 25 R IR BOAATT 0 2 )
L, I3 43 BAS ) (4 3 F R, MO A kb 4%
T i, SEBURG B B 5 7R RS E T E b
IR ZE 8% Bh I8 (A 23 B , nl AT i B
(R N T %% B 5 3G IR IO | AT A 2550 5 5 3 A B
G AR B YT I 2 g YA e D R R T 43
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24 M EE SRR Z A0 i Bt g/
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(1) B 238 A 1 22 G 4 L B A
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(4) I 258 KM HL A 2 el 25 T R, 52
AR BOS RAA R B BEAYAT AL, 383 2 O ke
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SR, DT S 4 iy B 5 BRARR AN T 0 R ) R T

P 2 R AN B P T 251k, et 18
AT TR LR B, SR T A2 B8 ) B A7 300 20 BT A2
B 7 VL FIME LS HE B T SR OB i, B e
Rt A B T BORIE PR BERE ARSI, TP X5 e
RS R R iy, A G rh X R A7 ik i
PSRRI HR AT I 28 0 W 05 L O A RE T A2
23 FB R v A AN S AR BT TR oK o R
FEG A R AT L R s R Tk e
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AR  THANIE AR UK S, fERE 7 18, 1
SR U R AR R A T B R FE R
P, =TSR AR B 2SR, T ] KA ) = fig
TR N A BRAE SR W EE
3.1 FEHZEM

(1) ZRAb P

Z 1% Ab B2 (multi-core processor) & 78 HLN it
Fr(die)Hr 28 T WA m LA 0 ik Sy Hp ke i B R A
.U (core) , A0 [A] 38 2o 1y 3 A 4k (bus) BHLHK . %40
PR I8 o PR AN [F] 2 R 48 2 GO T M R HOT
N R A RE . 2005 4, Intel 23 ] A1l AMD
Oy ) R TE K RO A PR AR (B2 18 B 4, 2012)
2017 4, Intel 28w & AT T AT 14 nm T ZHIFE Y 24
KA P 25 (Xeon E7-8894 v4), I #5748 PN F i %
42.4~3.4 GHz,

(2) RIZAL PR

AN A PR A (many-core processor) J& & A 15 i
JEAT AL BT BT Y ol 2 A% A0 AR A K
B P ST AR BRER N, OF 2 T A G R
EERETT R o A AL BEER AR X T 22 A% b BRER )
DX BIAE T BT 0 H A iU 0l o e R 1) i =X
PATIRAL , DL S AT IR L R i i A i, (T4
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¥ Ab ¥R 2545 NVIDIA GPGPU(general purpose GPU),
Intel MIC(many integrated core)% . H:rf ' B fx
J" B GPGPU, HHAT 4l 58 i I AT PR IS £
PR 7 A 2 B A3 22 0 it (SIMID) B, T X e
i e KR R B R L S i S e i, A
AEAH X T 5 2 ¥ CPU SR LA T e K AY 42 7+
(Nickolls et al, 2010), 2017 4E NVIDIA % ffi T Tes-
la Voltal00 GPU 2244, GE#2 ik 30TFLOPS FJ FP16 >
K B P fE . 1STFLOPS [ FP32 5 kS & o 6k,
7.5FLOPS 1 FP64 YUK BE 1 AE , LA S 120TLOPS it
37 Tensor #24F & . Tesla Voltal00 7757 Y i =8 £ 4b
A A IR B 2 ] AT T L 1Ak 7R
SIPERE | R T A L E— U RE 50% , HLAE
HIHBM2 N 77, #:4F BE P 803 3 & (NVIDIA,
2017).

(3) oA AR

a3 A 2 A B 2 48 R AE B S BT ALY A
(node )i 12 #5745 3 R R TR i T4
#f (cluster), S THIXT 1Y & IF L 1E R SO TR R AT
5 Al Aoy K B A TAET Sl 58 il (Al i T
T ) 3E A TT A A P A5 S 3R, PR L SR A
22 R HPRLRLFE () T4 74155 100 40 SR i

bl IR AR AR S, T =R
BT AR —Z IR Nz E . =515
AL B A I (e i 1 Fn 2805 M L 3R TR
W £ B PR T 5 i ok A5 B IR 55 B B bR  # 4&
IR B R MR S5 2T P 08 T P il g
Ao B PEHE R AR 55385 ] 4R < it R AR
% (infrastructure as a service, laaS). V- & B ik 45
(platform as a service, PaaS). %4 Hll iz 55 (software
as a service, SaaS)iX 3 KK, HEGRMERMELLL, =
V-5 AT LUR P BRGTE A0 A BT R, SR B AR
BEPETE IR, SEBON F P a5 gy, BAA Bl Ak |
PTG R 55 R 55 AT R SRR A, I = - B 7R IR AT
RN EEEREEHN. A iHAEMSEY 1BM
5,133 T Google . Microsoft , Amazon %5 #% K

Google Cloud . fif %k Azure *F- 5 . Amazon Cloud. [
HRAE,

B URFLA b B H A R0 47 Sl PURE (25 A 45
REJ) AT RS AR AT T LA
3.2 AR S MR EARE RAESR

[T, XF 17 1) v PR B AR 2 B HE 28 A S B
Z IR A AR AR g /1220 K e izl
PR ARAT G 1 PR R A AY | G ) 2 A% AL B
A 2R FEAE AR | £ 45 OpenMP, POSIX Threads 1 In-
tel Threading Building Blocks(TBB)%%: ; T [n] Ak 4% Ab
2% 1Y CUDA | OpenCL 45 ; 1fi 0] 43 A =X 52 #E 19
MPI ,MapReduce Fl Spark HEZLAE
3.2.1 THI[0) ZAZAL B AR I IRA TS A

ZLRAAVE— P T 24T P T (multi-
threading) A $2 T+ A1k AL B RE ) sk ORI AT 72 7
FFRBR, fE— 2 LB, — > b
Bl TAEL R, A TR T HIT A F Y
5% E RPN SR HIE ., HhHEAR
M) 2 L AT JE OpenMP, & % #F C,C++ 711
Fortran 1% 5 , 7] LA S BT 55 3147 FELE 117 (Da-
gum et al, 1998), OpenMP AL AT LUK FH g 17548 4
H B AR 55 i, eV Ok i E J R
TR ANTT A T H RS , B R T RS A
SR OpenMP H RETEFL =2 N 1A 1M 2 4%/ 2 b #2451
B LREEGET, v YRR Z 2GR 2R A B
3.2.2 T[] AAZ AL BER () HA TR AR

(1) CUDA(compute unified device architecture , 4t
— AR SH) ., CUDA J2& 2007 4E NVIDIA /A
e B IB T T TEAR S A AP LS GPU L iy — i
AT 4244 (Garland et al, 2008), H P T CiE S
EE, inAn] 37 FE C CH++Fil Fortran %5 i F2 15 5 o
CUDA Re8 4 1 P 4 B 58— 1) TF T HE 48 1 g P2 A5
Y B P DRGH A v R B TR T O 785 B AR
GPU ML, itk K 13 i RE . 2017
HERAT TR Volta GPU M £ (1) CUDA 9, B
GPU bR U , 3L T W E 4 (cooperative groups) i i

R BEHIRMIXTEE

Tab.1 Comparison of different hardware architectures

T ) THARE CIE/NiS i
EZ 0L R Intel Xeon CPU % A thég ZA WAL b3, i] 523 22 AT 55 b 3 AN 43
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SR ER TP R% G [ AR S, T BT AT LU ARAZ A B B e o
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o RR AR Y, S — A5 bR T R R A 4 1R R
2018 4F % #i i) CUDA 9.2 HLAA AR 1Y N K% )3 3 4
iR, JF 3l CUDA NAZ I [ CUDA 9 1R 2 /% .

(2) OpenCL., OpenCL Jy A4+ 42 i i 45—
SRR, 76 i CPU .GPU ,FPGA 55 H:Ath b 3 25 45
2H R 4 F- A, OpenCL 1] DL $RAEIE T 45 K1
3 FEE T 006 X0 43 19 9F 47 1 S HL I (Javier et al,
2012), OpenCL 32§ #5F- 15 FUE 4 3 45 1) 4 12
(AR (A 7R T S b T BT s R R 3
H i OpenCL 2.2 ji A3 it 4% OpenCL C+HNAZIE
FIAFZ I, T B R = T AR,
3.2.3 [ ) 3R AR A TR R S AL

(1) MPI, MPIJ&—A3LF I8 B AL 1 4711
4% FH AR 45 111 (Dinan et al, 2016), 32 5 H T4
A CERRE b, SR SO SR 4 2 hE s =,
AT IRSE I OpenMPI MPICH %5, MPI n] #28E
5, BB [ BF I FH 10 A =X N AE /2R 52 A7 1 Ak B
5o e AR L3l 5 R IR A g B A8 (Hy-
bird), [F] 454 7 OpenMP H1 MPI % 2 (1 45 A5, Jit
T OpenMP 5L B FE G I A7, [A] B 76 755 45 0] 56 T
MPI SEHUT: 55 73 B A S A% 32, LS IR e A 7
2R IFAT IR (B Kk A2 4%, 2005),  H Hif MPI
Th8R I X A KRR s AR Uy F2 Bl A IR AT
THARIR

(2) MapReduce, Google /A 7fi [ & F Google

File System(Ghemawat et al, 2003) . MapReduce(Dean
et al, 2004) il BigTable(Chang et al, 2008)f) 3 f £ AR
WO, B8 TN R R B R, Hor
MapReduce J-47 T K A AL T[] R WL A EC a0 4 1) OF
FAb3, BeAE SCBLTHEEAT 55 19 A ShJTAT A E
HC R 17 B3 A R T 2 IO P (2 VLA,
2011). MapReduce #5 AU 1503 R fil 52k 2 4B
B% , Bl Map A1 Reduce, FH /7 18 12 52 B map( B 41) A1
reduce(FRZ)2 A~ pREL, T SE B A =001, 456
MapReduce Jf-47HESR AJ SE BT & 1Y T A7+ 54T 55
F I AT, ] I S 00 J2 S BN 1Y, KRR R AR
S AR AERE (FEVTAE, 2015),

(3) Spark. Spark J& UC Berkeley K¢ AMP £
B2 A8 2009 4 Hh 9 — AT IGE O FA T3 e,
DL S e 1 i B8R 4R 19 I 17 AL 3 (Zaharia et al,
2016). Spark #&fit | — N IETFAERER 4041 X N A7
4, R o3 A X80 48 (RDD), RDD A2 — A~ ]
HATHRAE A AL SRS =8t T 58—
oA N AE . Spark (TN RHAR 8
DRGSO, AV 2 AEA VI N R AR A B T
S PR ARIA B, DT AT 28 B Mk SRR R M 28 0
BT 5 [ Bp 25 85 Pk e PRAIE T 23 A1 200 FH A T A P
1o PRI Spark 78 I b BH AT Hh K 4546 1O
HE AR, (B[R] I AR N AT FE A TR

2 N B B] S AR AT RIS (N AE DT

2 HAMSMHETTERERIERMXTLL

Tab.2 Comparison of high-performance computing models and frameworks

IATHRARR T B

WAF515)

s - i TRFREE TR . PEREIL A iyl &
M2 AL B 27 1997 CPUMIC  4WkifE  JLZENTE SR, Mk S SMP IR T R AAb BT TA )
FRIIEATIE OpenMP My i) T, ATt M RE SRS, I T SE
T PRk
I [ ARKZALEE CUDA 2007 GPU ki RN T CIET AWM HETEGPURMIME I IS A MBI
AT KGFEATTRSTT M E RS BRI
R ik

OpenCL 2008 CPU.GPU. 4k IL=gpyfE R TERM FFRASEENR  Ea 5 Trait
FPGA 4 Pk R TE, 225, APLEITHZ — 45
AR PR ot
mim A MPI 1992 CPU.MIC 4/ SrENAE GE TR, SRR R S TR AR R
BER I TR i IHTRILY e 2
A Ch
MapReduce 2004 CPU KRR p s RN o, 2 BEEI— TS AIbAL BTN
HEMELE TR PR (A5 oA U b
gl B AW, G A
HEACEE
Spark 2010 CPU HMUBLRE A AiaRNTFE FERAPL I TR RER R EAEIR GER
W10, 16 A1k T AN EE LA
R P4t
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[ RETRY PEREDL A AN R LA K 357 55 07 T % |
T 512 ) e P RETH RS Y SAE S AT T 7 LU

4 I KRBT A HS o Mt i

4.1 B XYFEFHEEE

ik 2 508 ) A A o R O SR B S T LR R
) 5 JE T AN AR AL A B, 7 B — B Bl 52 31 4 i
THEHURBE (7K B BRI L 52 B iy 75 oK
S ZR S A AR A i o PR O s AL
AL G 1 8 v SO it /23 TR0 ERd e, & Jé 21 LA Ha-
doop HDFS AR M /3 A XS RS HE, 1 3°Y
BT A9 28 NoSQL AE 5 R AVEE 2
4.1.1 ErhXAfEhk

g XBAR A A SN s,
J IO A ek ) A 2, U TR RS el e ek P 4%
Xof A AR B A T DG T [R) . AR rh ARG
FEEA BT SR T A 2 R A AR

(1) BT SR AR R R TR
F 2 48 (4N FAT \NFS 25K 8dls LA SO i 077
SETERL AR AT DL AU R A o, Jf 4t T — &
IR RG] R A A R PR A L
LV P (ST SR e Ry G B S & TSR
PE B 2 A VERR 22, HLAFAitRE 71 32 BIAF A A o
PERBIIIR IS

() FETHER AR . O AT
FEfd 8 PRy A, A S 2R AR Sk 21
1 At A B SR . ARG OC R BB A E
S FREEA AL B Th A B IR KRS e R A
B TR FH 43 X B AR XS EAC 5 i B R 7 A7
fitt 8 F LA = U R PERE s 7E 0T 2 VUi BE ) |, G &
RVBHR AR TAR G U R G UL, B REE A ZE
X 2 B PR O R U5 8] 3 S (2 AR AR A
2017) o 20 {22 90 AFAR, 6T 5C A BB e ) 25 1]
B A B R Y sk ) FE N AR A T AR
22 LA 2 [V ESCHE I o DL %) O R AU s Tl i A
Oracle Spatial ,PostGIS \ArcSDE 45, %% [a] 545 5 | 4
Sy P RS () B A P 2 ) B Al T — AN vk 4
Fl o 523 [ B0 5 | 2 0 OC 3 B0 0 1 A oy AR
A SR Py o A o VA A N2 g A
JEEERIX 3 A (e T 45t . BB 8
TG Z BV P N AZ R i — 238 [ e i e, i b
FeAt TR A BRI — R YRR U A Ora-

cle Spatial ,PostGIS %5, P /= 45 #4155 =% AT DA B 4%
V) 23 [A) RO 1 ) 25 P s ARG P28 AR 55 i , MY £
4 SuperMap SDX+, —JZZ5 = HE % P o FEL
T V25 I 55 iy o T 1 1502 ) A5 1 AR 55 , O3
aab v ] A R 55 )23 ke XoF % s ) S U7 IR) SR H#E A T
Bt — R BRFNNE LY, S A ESRI ArcSDE

PR BB A — o TR b il i 2
[t A7 it NS LT TR I () (R, SR, E R
AT Bl B AR R 12 Z ek Pk & i, 2
P28 52 I AR S5 R4 Ak v I RO B R R R AS
b IR A 2O BN RE N L KB
P AT AR S5 A8 A0 500 A7 R0 B Y S B o, FH 75
SR TRV BS X 22 P i O A Ui 1R 6 T B 0 1 T v 1Y
4.1.2 3RS

2003 4F , Google fif A&ty T 4% f U &R 48 GFS
(Google file system)(Ghemawat et al, 2003), GFS /&
L 15X Google THEHLERE A Google 1) TT i 18 &K
BARAAAE BEAT ORI — > T R i 43 A XS &R
gt AR REP T Ut AR Z B 19 R 55 AR 2HL A, 32 T
] K SCHF PSR E IR 2 1 5% . GFS WUl 73 B
FEA#, R T master-slave 4514 X1 BRI —
FONTUY A o R (/DS 2013) 0 X TR
i) 52 ¥ A Hadoop HDFS(HDFS, 2012) . Facebook &
I %) i /N SCAEHE B9 Haystack(Beaver et al,
2010)5%,

HDFS 3 %202 I [m] RSOy, 38 T4 A =X
EEMF ARG S R A ) 28 OB A7 A 3L, B
AR AT A . EBL4E(2015) M Ha-
doop AL G S B R Rl R A, P T —F
B O % (B A5 s 1 A A =X, I 7E Hadoop A5
TXF GIS REHEIEA AN, A 858 = T GIS KAkl
AT AR s I15557(2013) % Key/ Value SEEX Kidfs
BBUHEAT T 00 Hr, ok e Bds BE A% 7 HDFS Hhifk AT
ERAEAR T B T — R Geol SON M HUA i
Yt 19 % B Key/Value SCAN S X, il i HDFS (1
BiE A shor Jehsefe it i ok s 8UE B 3h e # 0K
/NP, 7 AR RIS 8 b, DLSE B
R R 1 A X = R

O3 AT O R G B o A it , BA =
JR P A e TR SR 1T B A P U TR AR R RO L 4
A1 A R G ok R IS — 1 U Il 4 1 L RS 4%
MR A RS R g
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4.1.3 A SC R B

I T A0 OB P S B P 2 A Ak sl AR 25 A 1k
Ao 28 KB B A0 5 48 LR Y i g e i 2
JEHaH . NoSQLIZEFEAR R R AL A 20 A PRIIE
I O 22 R0 PE 2 ACID R ) B 85 98 722 1Y) 45 Fk
(NoSQL, 2009), 1] i 2 FE 4 S BEAR A e
ek i VO -6, T2 F P s - & 55t
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A] 434 4 2 (Hecht et al, 2012): (Dfi[7] Key-Value 17
fit, il Redis Berkeley DB .MemcacheDB %5 ; Q)[fii [1]
Y {74t , W HBase , Cassandra 55 ; Q)T [7] SCRY 77k
1 MongoDB ., CouchDB 4§ ; @ [ [n] [&] 47 fii , 4n
Neo4J . FlockDB 55 73 2 3E 5C 7 BUEUHE 4 2 it
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FRCEIERAE . BRI RINER 3 R,

Redis 1 Jy 55 14 BE 11 1] Key- Value £7-fif 1Y £ 95
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PAEZ N 5. SR Redis & T NAFAF 6 4R
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M e

HBase 7311 XA 2 SR 45 i A RN E 2518 4k
ik 2 B A i 5 8 B Tk L T AR A7 SRR I 5 A
VAR N 5 oK o FE O F O AE A T T A B A
(2015)%H %) 5k it 25 [ Fi i 12 31 1 35T HBase [ =5 2L

FERAETRY , SEILT X0 O dak 2 TA) 580 1) B 3 A7 BRI
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SRR LR BRI A ]

MongoDB $i& fit T Z R A 25 1) 5|, 4245
B-tree % 7| . GeoHash 28 5| 55 , A TTiT 53 4 Ml =2 15
SRR R AEG . R B BAR Ay T, T
25(2014) 3T MongoDB il = J2 = AE B SR ALY,
SR et Ok i s AN ) 1 P At 7 3L 5 A 4
Wit T VectorDB ; 78 Mt 4% B 47 6y 1T, H Uip
(2013) . 5K K JE(2016)#R K MongoDB F143- 4 2 3C
RGLE AT T BRI P R 5
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WISR T o3 A0 O R G TN MR GRS
At SR W ST T 3 R G R 1 1 A U
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Neo4J J&—™ I ] AR I s M fE L s m] Sk
P IFIR DB AR . 5 LA (2016)5: T Neod) 14
T A H R Y A SRR, B TR X H
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B o BH(2015)F X ¢ R RIE FEAF ARG B
JEME 22 R AR T —FPSET Neodd iR 28 Bdi£7
i BRI A B A A S0 s s ] | Aot [ 0 i A
SV R AT BRI, 4 1R I A O A A

a3 A AR G R RV PR B T4 P 25 A Ak
FAESS A LR AR RO, TR T 0GR AR
Pt e AR BARS | T R | O & e ) R e
/O ()i B AT 6 o SR, e B I ) 45005
{9 7 R X 5 4% 2 Y GIS 4TUE0A 77 16 25 5, d175
NoSQL %4l FEAE Bl # A 77 =X  ips R 5 3 A

%3 HBREIETH NoSQL HiEE 572
Tab.3 Classification of classic NoSQL database
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i R RIE A . X Tk e as [ 4 s
FR AT, a0 % T T TR B A et )
TFEEIE , IF HXF R B GIS B 4 A # i, i
ArcGIS . SuperMap .GRASS % ; SR 1M} iX L ER 1750k
N6 Bt GIS i 1 AN S MR () 328 8 K, e
(DR p et DA A N P N o o e L6170 o =
FI Bk R 2 1 G . AE R GIS /Y 2 KAl £ s 45
A, A N4 2 ELA R TR A RRAE 5 0 3, X6 b B
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] 43 HT 5 O 23 () AT ) A A SR st 45 A I 2

(1) XF T A% 2 (B 43 B Sk v, B —AM5 0T 1Y
THATE AR ] HARX ST, BAMG T EAT 55 B 2
FEAR , D5 b 22 SR BN AT ) SR, BV 26 550l o3 B
(Al R I T IR RR A T B 5T . a2
M 25 [] 43 B 45 A SR B CPU FF4T 10 7 2%, (HL B %5
GPU il 1568 1 1 % e LU B AR B0 9+ 47 B R
U3 I Bk 22 (R AR 43 BT T i SR U T
GPU IHATILIR IS o FE IR 2 Rl R I 45 07
T , A3 T45(2010) N GPU Y I A7 1 A it =X 2 R A
R %2, b UG ) T b B B T — ik 46
FEATANHAR S, SEBL T SR A DE B Sk 0 3R T
b 1R 25(2009) 43 & 45 GPU W] 4 fit i Y a4 AT
AL B L3, $2 1 T 6 F GPU Y3 B3
THS fil A 580, 2o THS Bkt 31 GPU A it X1t
G 25 B R A PR R B A AL Gk
T CPU Y3 1 b4 55(2017)F ] CUDA S Fe 5t
TR ERE 42 T 1 5] CPU/GPU SAH PR IS (1 1514
DRI IFAT AL BRI | S5 R 5 PRI A IR R P 5 Ak
B b PR AR B T BRI T . 7E DEM MBS
J71A, Do 45(2011) 4 T 2 HU DEM Ay HEZK M 2% L) 3R
B Jmy i i it B, NI T —Fh A7 A8 Bt 7
YU V) 8 1571 s a5 WA S VN e R W o
SEHEIY DEM, 7 A 0% =, 97 PR 58 5 Qin 55(2012)
Peif 7 —Fh7E GPU L 3fe %5 CUDA 115 3t i R

AT I7EE X DEM 48 fAL B E GPU E k4T 1 JF
FRAESE B, £ X032 U9 MED 835 i AT 4R 3 e T 3
TERE RTINS , 45 R B /R 2 R B e i i RN
TR AL PR EE A 3] TARKRAER T, SR, iX 4L TF
T AT EE RS B X0 B~ 2 (] 3 A AR 1 i B S B
JB& T AR ARG AT . 5 X RHDRLE I
17 4 FE AR A 41 MPI/MapReduce ) 2 38 1< M A% £ B
3B B A A5 A ROR AR BE DR I . Xu %%
(2014)32 T —Fh LT MPI Hl MapReduce J:473 145
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] : (DM I 12 B 40] 43 SR AT B L AL B s
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AN JER 23 [E] 70 A 331, >R OpenMP #5471 3F47 4k
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FE T 1 A% SR RBE 0 A OO L iR
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FEASIRAR KB G2 4 52 B Bk ik 22 1 O, IRR H
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i SR BRIz IR BE I TR 2 Ak B B
PRI 2 WHEARAT 55 B i A AT 55 Z 11y
M AR SPATIRARS . mH, S AN TR R
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W [FIHEARZ Ia k RrEAs 25 IR TxERE R

5 HEITI A B

25 b IE R i TR s KB ARG R
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Research progress and trends of parallel processing, analysis, and mining of
big spatiotemporal data

GUAN Xuefeng, ZENG Yumei
(State Key Laboratory of Information Engineering in Surveying, Mapping and Remote Sensing,
Wauhan University, Wuhan 430079, China)

Abstract: With the rapid development of the Internet, Internet of things, and cloud computing technology, data
with geographical location and time tag are accumulated in an explosive way, and this indicates that we are in the
era of big spatiotemporal data. In addition to the typical "4V" characteristics, big spatiotemporal data also
contain rich semantic information and dynamic spatiotemporal patterns. Although massive spatiotemporal data
have promoted the evolvement of various cross-disciplinary studies, traditional methods of data processing and
analysis would no longer meet the requirements of efficient storage and real- time analysis of such data.
Therefore, it is of great importance to integrate big spatiotemporal data with high-performance computing/cloud
computing. To address this problem, this article begins with the concept and origin of big spatiotemporal data,
and introduces its unique characteristics. Then, the performance requirements generated by current big data
applications are analyzed, and the status quo of the underlying hardware and software is summarized.
Furthermore, the article comprehensively reviews parallel processing, analysis, and mining methods for big
spatiotemporal data. Finally, we conclude with the challenges and opportunities of storage, management, and
parallel processing analysis of big spatiotemporal data.

Key words: big spatiotemporal data; high- performance computing; parallel spatial analysis; data mining;

progress and trends



