arXiv:2404.03254v1 [cs.DC] 4 Apr 2024

Mining Area Skyline Objects from Map-based Big Data using Apache Spark Framework

Chen Li^a, Ye Zhu^{b,∗}, Yang Cao^b, Jinli Zhang^c, Annisa Annisa^d, Debo Cheng^e, Yasuhiko Morimoto^f

aGraduate School of Informatics, Nagoya University, Chikusa, Nagoya, 464-8602, Japan bDeakin University, Centre for Cyber Resilience and Trust, Burwood, 3125, Australia cBeijing University of Technology, Beijing, 100124, China dDepartment of Computer Science, IPB University, Indonesia eUniSA STEM, University of South Australia, Australia fGraduate School of Engineering, Hiroshima University, Higashi-hiroshima, 10587, Japan

Abstract

The computation of the skyline provides a mechanism for utilizing multiple location-based criteria to identify optimal data points. However, the efficiency of these computations diminishes and becomes more challenging as the input data expands. This study presents a novel algorithm aimed at mitigating this challenge by harnessing the capabilities of Apache Spark, a distributed processing platform, for conducting area skyline computations. The proposed algorithm enhances processing speed and scalability. In particular, our algorithm encompasses three key phases: the computation of distances between data points, the generation of distance tuples, and the execution of the skyline operators. Notably, the second phase employs a local partial skyline extraction technique to minimize the volume of data transmitted from each executor (a parallel processing procedure) to the driver (a central processing procedure). Afterwards, the driver processes the received data to determine the final skyline and creates filters to exclude irrelevant points. Extensive experimentation on eight datasets reveals that our algorithm significantly reduces both data size and computation time required for area skyline computation.

Keywords: Area skyline computation, Map-based big data, Distributed algorithm, Apache Spark framework.

1. Introduction

Identifying optimal locations on a map holds significant importance across diverse applications such as trip planning [1], real estate [2], and business analysis [3]. The rise in popularity of map-based mobile applications in recent years is attributed to their capacity to assist users in navigating maps and effortlessly identifying points of interest [4]. Nevertheless, the wealth of information displayed on maps can pose a challenge for users, leading to difficulty in selecting the most suitable locations and potentially causing them to feel overwhelmed by the array of options available.

An area skyline query, as defined by Zaman [5], serves as a spatial database query crucial for location-based decision-making. It retrieves a subset of objects within a specified area, distinguished by their non-domination in comparison to other locations. In essence, this query identifies regions within a given area, each possessing at

∗Corresponding authors Email addresses: li.chen.z2@a.mail.nagoya-u.ac.jp (Chen Li), ye.zhu@ieee.org (Ye Zhu ), charles.cao@ieee.org (Yang Cao), lz73798@gmail.com (Jinli Zhang), annisa@apps.ipb.ac.id (Annisa Annisa), chedy055@mymail.unisa.edu.au (Debo Cheng),

morimo@hiroshima-u.ac.jp (Yasuhiko Morimoto)

least one attribute that surpasses that of any other region [6]. To execute this query, the database initially divides the entire space into a grid of cells, with the area of interest specified by the query, potentially spanning multiple cells. Subsequently, within the defined area, the database retrieves all objects, conducting thorough comparisons among them. The outcome is the area skyline, consisting of non-dominated objects. The challenge inherent in area skyline queries lies in their high computational complexity, particularly evident as the number of objects and the size of the query area increase. This growth results in a proportional increase in query execution time. To mitigate this computational burden, optimization algorithms such as MapReduce can be effectively employed for parallel processing, significantly improving the efficiency of area skyline query performance.

MapReduce is a widely-utilized programming model in distributed computing, providing a scalable and resilient framework for processing extensive datasets [7, 8, 9]. Its effectiveness in managing intricate operations on large datasets is particularly noteworthy. An illustration of such complexity is the area skyline query, a task seamlessly achievable through MapReduce [10]. In a MapReducebased implementation of the area skyline query, data undergoes initial partitioning and distribution across multi-

Preprint submitted to Elsevier April 6, 2024

ple nodes within a cluster. Subsequently, the Map function is applied to each partition, extracting relevant object attributes and discerning the local skyline within that specific partition. The local skylines are then amalgamated using the Reduce function to derive the global skyline for the entire dataset [11].

The utilization of MapReduce for area skyline queries offers various advantages, notably its capability to manage extensive datasets through parallel processing, consequently reducing computation time. Moreover, a significant benefit of employing the MapReduce framework for area skyline computation lies in its inherent fault tolerance. In a distributed computing environment, it is not uncommon for individual nodes in the cluster to encounter failures or disruptions. However, MapReduce is designed to handle such situations seamlessly [12].

Apache Spark [13, 14] is a distributed computing framework that has gained significant popularity in recent years for large-scale data processing. Compared to MapReduce, Apache Spark provides improved performance and greater flexibility [15, 16]. Some of the key advantages of using Apache Spark over MapReduce are listed below [16, 17]:

• Speed: Apache Spark is faster than MapReduce primarily because of its in-memory processing capability. MapReduce stores data on disk after each operation, resulting in delays during data processing. In contrast, Apache Spark keeps data in memory, allowing it to perform computations significantly faster as data can be quickly accessed and manipulated without having to read and write from disk.

• Ease of use: Apache Spark provides a programming model that is simpler than MapReduce, enabling developers to write and maintain code with ease. Additionally, Spark also offers APIs for different programming languages, like Java, Python, and Scala, making it even more convenient for developers to develop their applications.

• Real-time processing: Apache Spark is designed to support real-time data processing, which makes it an excellent choice for applications that require lowlatency data processing, such as online recommendations or fraud detection.

• Advanced analytic: Apache Spark provides a wide range of libraries for advanced analytic, including machine learning, graph processing, and stream processing. These libraries enable developers to perform complex data analysis tasks efficiently.

• Memory management: Apache Spark owns better memory management capabilities than MapReduce, allowing it to handle larger datasets without running out of memory.

• Fault tolerance: Similar to MapReduce, Apache Spark also offers fault tolerance capabilities, but with faster recovery times than MapReduce. In the event of a node failure, Spark can recover data from memory or disk, and continue processing without restarting the whole job.

The current MapReduce-based approaches for area skyline algorithms involve computing the distance between each grid and the facility [10, 11]. However, these methods lack support for distance tuples and skyline calculations within distributed frameworks. In this investigation, we present an enhanced algorithm built on the Apache Spark framework to address area skyline queries. The primary contributions of our study are outlined as follows:

• Development of an Apache Spark-based distributed algorithm: Apache Spark, a distributed framework for big data, is utilized to create an algorithm that offers improved performance and flexibility compared to MapReduce.

• Introduction of a distributed Area skyline calculation: This study puts forth a distributed algorithm designed for computing distance tuples and area skylines within the Apache Spark framework. In contrast to prior MapReduce-based approaches for area skyline computation, the proposed algorithm seamlessly integrates skyline selection and filtering.

• Demonstration of superior performance compared to State-of-the-Art (SOTA) baselines: Experimental results illustrate that our proposed distributed algorithm exhibits enhanced performance and calculation speed in comparison to SOTA models.

The rest of our paper is organized as follows: Section 2 reviews the related work of skyline query, as well as skyline Computation MapReduce. Section 3 introduces examples of the area skyline and the distributed algorithm for area skyline computation. Section 4 describes the proposed algorithm of area skyline computation with the Apache Spark framework. Section 5 reports and analyzes an empirical evaluation of the proposed distributed area skyline calculation. We make the conclusion and future work in Section 6.

2. Related Work

In this section, we will discuss some of the important literature related to our proposed method, including skyline query, skyline computation with the distributed framework and area skyline computation with MapReduce.

2.1. Skyline Query

[18] first introduced skyline computation with three different algorithms: the block nested loop (BNL), the Divide-and-Conquer (D&C), and the B-tree-based algorithms). The BNL algorithm computes the skyline, i.e., the non-dominated points, in a dataset. It compares each point with all others to check for dominance. The steps include retrieving the dataset, initializing an empty result set, processing each point, comparing it with others, performing a dominance check, adding non-dominated points to the result set, and returning the final skyline. The BNL algorithm is simple but has a time complexity of O(n^2), making it suitable for small to medium-sized datasets, while more efficient algorithms are recommended for larger datasets. The D&C algorithm is a technique for solving problems by breaking them into smaller sub-problems, solving each sub-problem independently, and then combining the results. In the context of skyline computation, the D&C algorithm recursively partitions the dataset into smaller subsets, computes the skyline for each subset, and then merges the skylines to obtain the final result. D&C can reduce the overall computational complexity compared to the BNL algorithm. The algorithm repeatedly divides the dataset, conquers each partition, and combines the skylines until the entire dataset is processed. It achieves improved efficiency for larger datasets by exploiting the divide-and-conquer strategy. The B-tree-based algorithm is a technique for efficient indexing and searching in large datasets. It utilizes a balanced tree structure called a Btree to store and organize the data. The B-tree allows for efficient insertion, deletion, and retrieval operations by maintaining a balanced height and minimizing disk accesses. In the context of skyline computation, the Btree-based algorithm constructs an index structure on the dataset and performs efficient pruning and traversal operations to identify the skyline points. This approach reduces the search space and optimizes the skyline computation process, making it suitable for handling large datasets with improved performance compared to other algorithms.

In the same year, [19] proposed the Bitmap and Index (BI) algorithm. The BI algorithm combines the advantages of bitmap indexing and traditional index structures. The algorithm constructs bitmap indexes for each attribute dimension to represent dominant relationships between points. It also creates auxiliary index structures, such as B-trees, to facilitate efficient pruning and traversal operations. By leveraging the bitmaps and indexes, the algorithm quickly identifies skyline points by performing bitwise operations and utilizing index lookups. This approach significantly reduces the computational complexity and improves the overall performance of skyline query processing, making it suitable for large and high-dimensional datasets.

To reduce the number of comparisons in BNL, [20] then proposed the Sort-Filter-Skyline (SFS) algorithm which was applied to sort steps before skyline computation. The SFS algorithm follows a three-step process: sorting, filtering, and skyline computation. First, the algorithm sorts the dataset based on attribute values in non-decreasing order. Then, it filters out dominated points by iteratively comparing points with previously encountered skyline points. Finally, it computes the skyline by considering the remaining non-dominated points. The SFS algorithm leverages the sorted order of the dataset to reduce the number of necessary dominance checks, resulting in improved efficiency for skyline queries. By filtering out dominated points early in the process, it minimizes unnecessary comparisons, significantly reducing computational overhead. The SFS algorithm is particularly effective for large datasets with high-dimensional attribute spaces, where it can achieve substantial performance gains compared to other skyline query processing techniques.

Using R-tree based indexing, in 2008, [21] proposed the fastest skyline query computation, Branch and Bound Skyline (BBS) algorithm. The BBS algorithm utilizes a branch and bound strategy to minimize the number of unnecessary point comparisons. The algorithm recursively divides the dataset into branches and bounds the search space by pruning dominated branches. It explores the branches based on dominance relationships and incrementally builds the skyline set. By intelligently pruning dominated branches, the BBS algorithm significantly reduces the computational complexity of the skyline query. It is particularly effective for high-dimensional datasets, where it outperforms naive skyline computation methods by efficiently navigating the search space to identify the skyline points.

2.2. Skyline Processing in Distributed Framework

One of the important issues in skyline computation is how to speed up skyline computation. Some researchers proposed parallel-based computation using MapReduce framework to deal with the issue. In [22], MapReduce was first introduced for skyline computation. They introduced MR-BNL and MR-SFS in the study. In general, these two algorithms consist of three steps: calculating center value, computing local skyline, and calculating global skyline. To calculate the center value, in the Map process, a tuple of the form < key, value > will be read from HDFS. Furthermore, in the Reduce stage, the center value will be calculated using a list of values for each dimension that is already sorted, and then written to HDFS. The local skyline calculation is performed by the executor using the center value obtained in the previous step. In the next process, the HDFS tuple will be read and divided into two subspaces based on the center value, then each ID and tuple value from each subspace will become a key and value in the MAP process. The skyline calculation for each executor is calculated based on the set of tuples in the same subspace in the Reduce process. The skyline that is obtained from each executor is called a local skyline, because it does not come from all the existing data. To get the global skyline, the next Map and Reduce process will read the local skyline from HDFS and include all tuples in the calculation. The MR-BNL and MR-SFS algorithms above have some drawbacks. In the Reduce process to calculate the local skyline, parallel calculations are only executed for 2 ∗ dimension tasks. If then there is an increase in the number of nodes, the performance of the algorithm will decrease and be difficult to improve. In addition, the burden of calculating the global skyline in Reduce process is also very large because the data is only concentrated on one executor.

To overcome the limitations in MR-BNL and MR-SFS, an algorithm based on MapReduce is proposed, called SKY-MR[8]. MapReduce does parallel filtering of the global skylines on SKY-MR. The three stages contained in SKY-MR include building the sky quadtree, calculating the local skyline, and calculating the global skyline. The removal of tuples that do not belong to any node from the sky quadtree is performed on the Map process. The tuple of a node consists of the ID as the key and the tuple as the value. Skyline calculations on data belonging to the same node occur in the Reduce Process. The obtained local skyline becomes the basis for creating the virtual maximum points and skyfilters. The virtual tuple whose dimension is the maximum value of the local skyline is called the virtual maximum point. Minimum values for each dimension in local skyline points are filtered using Skyfilter. before global skyline calculations, Sky filters and virtual maximum points are sent to the local storage of the driver and each executor from HDFS. local skyline points which are the skyfilter filter tuples used in global skyline calculations in the Map process. then, the skyline calculation for points belonging to the same node is performed in the Reduce Process. The MapReduce framework is also used in MR-Angle by splitting the data for the calculation of the skyline by the angle to the origin to calculate the skyline query, [23].

Apache Spark framework, which is specifically designed for distributed processing, in recent years has attracted many researchers to use it for executing skyline queries over big and distributed data [24, 25, 26]. Based on divideand-conquer approach in SparkALS [24], the data is divided into smaller subsets, and from each subset, the skyline is calculated in parallel. To get the final result, all Skylines that have been obtained in the previous stage are then merged. Apache Spark’s resilient distributed datasets abstraction on SparkALS greatly supports distributed processing of the skyline computation. The Spark SQL engine is extended by SparkSQL [25] so that it can be used for skyline query calculations by defining new user defined functions (UDFs). Spark’s DataFrame API is then used to implement UDF so that skyline query processing can run in an efficient and scalable distributed environment. A skyline query approach, Senti-Spark [26] used the Apache Spark cluster computing framework to build recommendations based on the Skyline Sort Filter algorithm. Their algorithm can ensure that the best ecotourism recommendations with positive sentiments are given to tourists, proven by the results of the experiments.

2.3. Area Skyline Computation with Hadoop MapReduce All the algorithms described previously are algorithms for performing computations to obtain skyline objects. Area skyline is the problem of finding skyline objects in two dimensions. The algorithm used to find the area skyline using MapReduce was proposed in [11, 10] research. The algorithm effectively incorporated the Euclidean distance transformation algorithm into the MapReduce framework. In each row of the map, the Map process computes the shortest distance between the grid and the facility. Subsequently, the data undergoes randomization in the Shuffle process before entering the Reduce process. In the Reduce process, the distance between each grid and the facility is determined by identifying the grid with the closest distance to the facility, considering the values of each grid. The described algorithm primarily emphasizes skyline area calculation, but encounters challenges in improving execution time during the Reduce process, especially when computing distance and local skylines. Consequently, the overall computation process experiences a significant increase in execution time. Furthermore, the execution time for local skyline computation within the Reduce process exhibits notable escalation. Specifically, as the number of facilities and grids increases, the execution time of the Reduce process for local skyline computation experiences extensive growth. In this study, we enhance the distributed algorithm for area skyline computation based on the Apache Spark framework, addressing the issues outlined in the following section.

3. Preliminary

This section introduces the concept of area skyline and presents a distributed (i.e., MapReduce-based) algorithm for computing the area skyline.

3.1. Area Skyline Computation

The term “area skyline” pertains to a collection of points within a specific region or area of interest that remains unconquered by any other point. Essentially, it offers a localized perspective of the skyline within a defined boundary. To formalize, let A_{area} represent a square area on a map, and let F = {F_1, F_2, · · ·} denote a set of facilities, which could be stations, warehouses, or landfills. The user’s objective is to identify a region on the map that is proximate to desirable facilities while being distanced from undesirable ones. In this context, the definitions for area skyline and area dominance are articulated as follows:

Definition 1. In the division of a square area A_{area} into k × k grids, denoted as A_{area} = {a_1, a_2, · · · , a_{k×k}}, a grid a_i qualifies as an area skyline object if and only if there exists no other grid a_j (i ≠ j) on the map for which the distance to the closest desirable facilities is less than that of a_i, and simultaneously, the distance to the closest undesirable facilities is greater than that of a_i.

Definition 2. In the scenario where a grid a_i is identified as an area skyline object, it implies that a_i either dominates a_j (i ≠ j) or is dominated by a_i.

Figure 1: Example of area skyline in a map.

Figure 1 displays an example of an area skyline. Suppose that a businessman considers the construction of a new commercial facility on the map. The map is divided into a total of 16 grids, and four types of facilities, consisting of a train station, a residential apartment building, a warehouse, and a refuse disposal facility, are scattered on the grids. Among these four types of facilities, the station, residential apartments, and the company’s warehouse are favorable facilities, while the refuse disposal facility is unfavorable. Grid 00 has the minimum distance to the station (distance to station 1) of 0, the minimum distance to the apartment house (distance to apartment house 2) of 1, the minimum distance to the company warehouse (distance to company warehouse 1) of 3, and the minimum distance to the waste disposal site (distance to waste disposal site 1) of √ 13. Similarly, the minimum distances to other grids and facilities are shown in Table 1. G02 is better than G01 in the minimum distance to the residential apartments. However, G01 is better than G02 for the distance to the landfill. In addition, G23 is worse than G20 in the minimum distance to all facilities. On this map, the set of grids that are not worse than all other grids is {G00, G01, G02, G03, G10, G20, G30, G31}, and this set is extracted as the area skyline. Therefore, we can conclude that only the grids included in the area skyline should be considered when constructing a new facility.

Figure 1 illustrates an example of the area skyline concept. Let’s consider a businessman planning to construct a new commercial facility on a map divided into 16 grids. The grids contain four types of facilities: train stations, residential apartments, warehouses, and a refuse disposal facility. Among these facility types, the stations, residential apartments, and warehouses are considered favorable, while the refuse disposal facility is unfavorable. Each grid has various distances to the different facilities. For example, Grid 00 has the minimum distance to the station (distance to station 1) of 0, the minimum distance to the apartment house (distance to apartment house 2) of 1, the minimum distance to the company warehouse (distance to company warehouse 1) of 3, and the minimum distance to the waste disposal site (distance to waste disposal site 1) of √ 13. Similarly, the minimum distances to other grids and facilities are shown in Table 1. From the table, G02 is better than G01 in terms of the minimum distance to residential apartments, but G01 is superior when considering the distance to the landfill. Additionally, G23 is worse than G20 in terms of the minimum distance to all facilities. In this scenario, the area skyline is the set of grids that are not worse than any other grid. In this example, the area skyline consists of {G00, G01, G02, G03, G10, G20, G30, G31}. Therefore, when constructing a new facility, only the grids included in the area skyline should be considered. The area skyline provides valuable insight into identifying optimal locations for constructing facilities, taking into account the distances to various types of facilities. By focusing on the area skyline, the businessman can make informed choices to optimize the placement of new constructions.

3.2. Distributed MapReduce Algorithm for Area Skyline Computation

The MapReduce-based area skyline query is a computational approach that leverages the MapReduce framework to efficiently compute the area skyline in largescale datasets. The area skyline refers to the set of nondominated points within a specified region of interest. Generally, the MapReduce-based area skyline algorithm can be divided into the following two parts:

• Map function computes the distance to the nearest facilities of each type within the same row. In this function, the map is initially divided into k rows. For each row, the Map function scans the grids from both ends to determine the distance between the grids and the facilities. At the outset, all grid values are assumed to be infinite. Upon encountering facilities, the grid values are set to 0. Subsequently, the value of the next grid is updated incrementally from the preceding grid until the next facility is reached. Fig. 2(a) (upper panel) provides an example where shaded grids represent facilities of type F1+. The values of these shaded grids are set to 0. Progressing from left to right, the values of the 5th, 6th, and 8th grids are successively updated to 1, 2, and 1. A similar computation is performed from right to left. After computing values from both directions, the output of the Map function is determined by selecting the minimum value for each grid, as illustrated in Fig. 2(a) (lower panel).

• In the Reduce function, the computation involves determining the distance of each grid to the nearest facilities within the same column. This process begins by sorting and shuffling the key-value pairs generated by the Map process based on the column. The Reduce function then iterates through the key-value pairs in the ith column from bottom to top, storing the values in a stack. It’s crucial to emphasize that each column has its dedicated stack. To facilitate this analysis, the grids within the same column are represented in a two-dimensional coordinate system. Here, the x-axis

Table 1: An example of the computation of area skyline attributes.

Grid Station (↓) Apartment (↓) Warehouse (↓) Landfill (↑) G_{00} 0 1 3 √ 13 G_{01} 1 1 2 2 √ 2 G_{02} 2 0 1 √ 5 G_{03} 3 1 0 2 G_{10} 1 0 √ 5 √ 10 G_{11} √ 2 1 2 √ 5 G_{12} √ 5 1 √ 2 √ 2 G_{13} √ 10 √ 2 1 1 G_{20} 2 1 √ 2 3 G_{21} √ 5 √ 2 1 2 G_{22} 2 √ 2 2 √ 2 1 G_{23} √ 13 5 2 0 G_{30} 3 2 1 √ 10 G_{31} √ 10 √ 5 0 √ 5 G_{32} √ 13 2 √ 2 1 √ 2 G_{33} 3 √ 2 √ 10 2 1

corresponds to the column IDs of the grids (enumerated from bottom to top), and the y-axis reflects the outcomes from step 1.2. Each point is denoted as p_1, p_2, · · · , p_n. The subsequent step involves bisecting adjacent points p_i = (x_i, y_i) and p_j = (x_j , y_j ) where (1 ≤ i < j ≤ n). The intersection of the vertical bisector p̂_ip_j and the x-axis is computed as x_{ij} . The calculation of x_{ij} is given by x_{ij} =^{(y2j −y2i )+(x2j −x2i )}_{2(xj −xi)} . Consider three consecutive points, p_i, p_j , and p_k, with (i < j < k). The decision to remove p_j from the stack hinges on whether x_{ij} > x_{jk} . If this condition holds, p_j is deleted; otherwise, it is retained in the stack. The two scenarios, one involving the deletion of p_j and the other maintaining it, are depicted in Figures 2(b) and 2(c). Subsequently, the distance of the removed points from the stack is computed. To achieve this, the adjacent left points are bisected to identify proximate intervals [27] on the x-axis. The interval [a, b] (a, b ∈ Z and a ≤ b) of the left point p_i after the process delineates the dominated areas associated with point p_i.

By distributing the computation across multiple nodes in a parallel and distributed manner, the MapReducebased approach enhances scalability and efficiency in skyline query processing. It allows for the effective utilization of computational resources and enables skyline computation on large-scale datasets. The MapReduce-based area skyline query is particularly beneficial when dealing with big data scenarios, where traditional skyline computation algorithms may encounter scalability issues. It provides an optimized and distributed solution for identifying the non-dominated points within a specific area of interest, facilitating decision-making processes in various domains such as urban planning, facility location, and resource allocation.

4. Area Skyline Computation with Apache Spark Framework

The architecture of the proposed Apache Spark framework, shown in Figure 3, provides an overview of its structure. The algorithm introduces an approach where a subset of the local skylines is extracted during the creation of distance tuples. Additionally, a filter is generated based on these extracted tuples, enabling filtering before the area skyline calculation. The algorithm is divided into three distinct processes:

• Local partial skyline extraction: this process involves extracting the partial skyline at each executor, specifically computing the skyline for the assigned subset of data.

• Filter creation at the driver: the algorithm creates a filter using the extracted tuples. This filter serves as an optimization mechanism for subsequent area skyline calculations.

• Filtering in each executor: each executor employs the created filter to perform selective filtering on the local skylines, eliminating dominated points. This step reduces the computational overhead during the area skyline calculation.

4.1. Local Partial Skyline Extraction

Within this process, each executor discerns two types of tuples: one with the minimum distance from the origin and another with the minimum value in a specific dimension. These tuples extracted from the executors serve as

(a) Map function for area skyline compuation.

(b) Remove p_j in the Reduce function.

(c) Maintain p_j in the Reduce function.

Figure 2: An example of a distributed algorithm for area skyline computation.

representations of local skyline points. Consequently, the ensemble of these two types of tuples constitutes a local skyline, representing a subset of the broader local skyline.

In a set of tuples, the origin tuple possesses the ability to dominate all other tuples. Consequently, as the distance from the origin decreases, more tuples become susceptible to domination. Additionally, tuples with minimum values in a particular dimension have the potential to dominate other tuples that are not already dominant. For instance, in the left panel of Fig. 4, a two-dimensional tuple set is displayed along with their corresponding coordinates. The gray region in the right figure represents the area dominated by the respective local partial skyline points. The point closest to the origin, (2, 2), exhibits the largest dominant area. The points (1, 6) and (7, 1), with minimum values in their respective dimensions, dominate the region not already dominated by (2, 2). These three points are referred to as local partial skyline points, which effectively dominate a significant number of tuples in the figure. Typically, a small number of local partial skylines can efficiently filter and eliminate the majority of dominated tuples.

In the proposed algorithm, while creating distance tuples, the process goes beyond merely generating these tuples. It also involves computing and extracting local partial skylines. Upon the formation of a distance tuple, the algorithm scrutinizes both its distance from the origin and the value of each dimension. This examination is conducted to ascertain whether the tuple qualifies for inclusion in the local partial skyline.

4.2. Filter Creation at Driver

In this procedure, the driver node receives local partial skylines from each executor and engages in skyline calculations to generate a filter. When there are n facilities on the map, the tuples become n-dimensional, while the local partial skyline points acquired from each executor are n+1 dimensional. With a total of m executors, the collective count of local partial skyline points from all executors accumulates to m×(n+1). The driver node executes skyline calculations on these m × (n + 1) tuples.

For instance, in a map with 1000 × 1000 grids, featuring 3 facilities and 32 executors, the total number of local partial skyline points obtained from all executors is 128. In constructing the filter, the proposed algorithm’s driver node conducts a skyline calculation for these 128 tuples. In contrast, prior approaches necessitated each executor to perform approximately 32 skyline computations for 1000 tuples during the Reduce process of local skyline computation. Consequently, compared to the Reduce process for local skyline computation, this filtering process imposes substantially lower computational demands and does not serve as a bottleneck for the overall area skyline computation.

4.3. Filtering in Each Executor

During this process, each executor receives a filter from the driver and utilizes it to filter the tuples before conducting the skyline computation. Initially, the driver broadcasts the filter to all executors. Subsequently, each executor that receives the filter performs dominance checks on each input tuple for the skyline calculation against the tuples in the filter. If a tuple is found to be dominated by any tuple in the filter, it is removed from further consideration. On the other hand, if a tuple is not dominated by any tuples in the filter, it passes through the filter and is retained as input data for the subsequent skyline computation. This filtering step ensures that only non-dominated tuples are considered for the skyline calculation, optimizing the computational resources and reducing the number of comparisons required. By removing dominated tuples early in the process, the algorithm focuses on the most relevant and significant data points, enhancing the efficiency and accuracy of the overall skyline computation.

In summary, the proposed Apache Spark-based algorithm harnesses the power of three essential processes—local partial skyline extraction, filter creation at

Figure 3: Overview architecture of the proposed Apache Spark-based area skyline computation algorithm.

Figure 4: An example of local partial skylines and their dominant areas.

the driver, and filtering in each executor—to deliver efficient computation of the area skyline. The first process, local partial skyline extraction, plays a critical role in identifying significant skyline points. Each executor is responsible for finding tuples with the minimum distance from the origin and tuples with the minimum value in a specific dimension. These tuples, known as local skyline points, are representative of the local skyline and contribute to the overall area skyline computation. By selectively extracting these skyline points, the algorithm effectively reduces the number of tuples that need to be considered in subsequent calculations, optimizing the computational efficiency. The second process involves filter creation at the driver. The driver node receives the local partial skylines from all executors and combines them to create a filter. This filter, composed of the extracted skyline points, serves as a valuable tool for subsequent computations. By leveraging the filter, the algorithm can significantly reduce the search space during the skyline calculation, as it only needs to evaluate tuples that have the potential to contribute to the final area skyline. This process aids in improving the overall efficiency and effectiveness of the computation. The third process, filtering in each executor, further refines the data by eliminating tuples that are dominated by others. Each executor takes in a filter from the driver and then filters its input tuples according to the dominance relationship. Non-dominated tuples in the filter are processed through the filter, and skyline computation is performed, discarding any dominated tuples. This filtering step helps in reducing the computational burden by focusing on the most relevant and significant tuples, enhancing the efficiency of the overall area skyline computation. By integrating these three processes, the proposed algorithm leverages the benefits of partial skyline extraction, filter creation, and filtering operations to achieve efficient computation of the area skyline. It effectively reduces the search space, eliminates dominated tuples, and focuses on the most relevant skyline points, leading to faster and more accurate results.

5. Experiments

In this section, we conduct comprehensive experiments to thoroughly validate the effectiveness and performance of the proposed Apache Spark framework for area skyline computation. The primary objective of these experiments is to assess the efficiency, scalability, and accuracy of the proposed framework in handling large-scale datasets and computing the area skyline in a timely manner.

5.1. Experimental Configuration

To streamline the setup process and maximize computational efficiency, we leveraged Azure HDInsight [28], provided by Microsoft as a cloud service. This service allowed us to effortlessly create Hadoop and Spark clusters without the need for manual environment configuration. By utilizing Azure HDInsight, we were able to expedite the creation of Spark clusters for our experimental setup. The configuration details of the clusters used in our experiments are outlined in Table 2. To ensure optimal resource allocation and efficient parallel processing, each distributed task is allocated a memory resource of 7GB for each core. This allocation strategy guaranteed sufficient resources for the parallel execution of tasks, facilitating efficient data processing and analysis. Specifically, the Apache Spark application was tailored to employ 24 parallel distributed executors. This configuration enabled high-performance processing and analysis of data, leveraging the parallel computing capabilities of Apache Spark. By harnessing the power of parallelism, we aimed to achieve faster and more efficient computation of the area skyline. By utilizing Azure HDInsight, we simplified the process of creating and managing Spark clusters, allowing us to focus on the experimental evaluation of the proposed Apache Spark framework. The seamless integration with Azure HDInsight optimized resource allocation, enhanced scalability, and maximized computational efficiency, enabling us to conduct comprehensive experiments and validate the effectiveness of the proposed framework.

Table 2: Configuration of Apache Spark clusters.

Node type RAM # of cores # of machines Master node 64GB 8 2 Worker node 64GB 8 3

5.2. Evaluation Datasets

Table 3 provides an overview of the properties of the eight datasets employed in our experiments. The datasets were carefully selected to evaluate the scalability of the proposed algorithm and assess the impact of the number of facilities. Five datasets, labeled Sets A to E, were used to analyze the scalability of the algorithm as the number of grids increased. These datasets incorporate three different types of facilities and services to assess the algorithm’s performance under varying grid sizes. Furthermore, Set C, along with the other three datasets (Set F, Set G, and Set H), was deliberately designed with a consistent size of 3000 × 3000 grids to evaluate the influence of the number of facilities. The facilities within each dataset were randomly distributed at a rate of one facility per row. In the case where the identical grid is occupied by multiple facilities, a tuple that is near the origin is introduced. This arrangement ensured that the proposed algorithm’s filtering process would potentially eliminate a significant number of tuples, leading to improved results. To prevent such scenarios and maintain a fair evaluation, the datasets were created with overlapping ratios taken into account. Furthermore, considering that in real-world scenarios involving the computation of area skylines, usually the amount of facilities and the amount of grids tends to decrease as the grid size increases, we deliberately structured the datasets to capture this characteristic. Given that an increase in the number of grids might result in a decrease in the number of facilities, this experiment allows for a comprehensive evaluation of the algorithm’s performance across various scenarios. By employing a diverse range of datasets with varying grid sizes, facility types, and distribution patterns, we aim to thoroughly assess the scalability, effectiveness, and robustness of the proposed algorithm in computing the area skyline.

5.3. Baselines

The following six baselines are used in the experiments.

• E-MR-BNL: Existing algorithm + MR-BNL

• E-MR-SFS: Existing algorithm + MR-SFS

• E-SKY-MR: Existing algorithm + SKY-MR

• P-MR-BNL: Proposed algorithm + MR-BNL

• P-MR-SFS: Proposed algorithm + MR-SFS

• P-SKY-MR: Proposed algorithm + SKY-MR

The area skyline computation process encompasses three key components: calculation of distance, creation of distance tuples, and the computation of skyline objects. In prior work, an established algorithm was utilized for the calculation of distance. As for the creation of distance tuples, various existing or proposed algorithms were employed. For the skyline calculation stage, the options included MR-BNL, MR-SFS, or SKY-MR algorithms.

5.4. Evaluation Measure

For each of the eight types of experiments, the execution is carried out, and the average execution time is used as the evaluation metric.

5.5. Tasks

Table 4 provides a description of the tasks performed in the six experiments.

5.6. Effect of Grids

Figure 5(a) depicts the correlation between the quantity of grids and the execution time. There is minimal difference in execution time between the existing algorithms and our presented algorithm when the grid dimensions are 1000 × 1000 and 2000 × 2000. However, with an increase in data size to 3000 × 3000 grids or larger, our algorithms showcase notable reductions in execution times. Specifically, for 3000 × 3000 data, the proposed algorithms achieve a reduction in execution time ranging from 62% to 75% compared to the existing methods. For 4000 × 4000 grids, the time is curtailed to 55% to 71% of the execution time for the existing algorithms. As the amount of grids reaches 5000 × 5000, the execution time further diminishes to 48% to 60% of the execution time of the existing algorithms. In summary, while the execution time generally increases with larger grid sizes, the proposed algorithms consistently manifest lower time consumption in comparison to the baseline algorithms.

Figure 6 illustrates the correlation between the amount of grids and the time per stage. The proposed Apache Spark-based algorithm demonstrates a significant reduction in execution time at the skyline computation stage.

Table 3: Descriptions of the eight datasets.

Set A Set B Set C Set D Facilities 3 3 3 3 Grids 1000 × 1000 2000 × 2000 3000 × 3000 4000 × 4000 Set E Set F Set G Set H Facilities 3 4 5 6 Grids 5000 × 5000 3000 × 3000 3000 × 3000 3000 × 3000

Table 4: Descriptions of the tasks of the six experiments.

Notation Content GD Map Map processing for distance calculation GD Reduce Reduce processing for distance calculation MDT Map Map processing for distance tuple creation MDT Reduce Reduce processing for distance tuple creation GM Map Map processing for central value calculation GM Reduce Reduce processing for central value calculation LS Map Map processing for local skyline calculation LS Reduce Reduce processing for local skyline calculation GS Map Map processing for global skyline calculation GS Reduce Reduce processing for global skyline calculation MF Creation of filters for the proposed algorithm F Implementing the filtering of the proposed algorithm TS Data sampling MSQT Creation of sky quadtree MVM Creation of virtual maximum point MSF Creation of Sky filter

In the case of MR-BNL and MR-SFS, the time to execute Reduce process in local skyline computation shows an increase with the growing number of grids. However, the proposed algorithm achieves a remarkable reduction in execution time, ranging from 0.1% to 20% compared to the existing algorithms. In SKY-MR, the execution time for sky quadtree creation exhibits an increase. However, due to the filtering of data size before skyline calculation in our proposed algorithm, the burden of tree creation is alleviated. As a result, the execution time of the proposed algorithm is reduced by 0.1% to 20%. Overall, the proposed algorithm consistently outperforms the existing algorithms, delivering significant time savings at the skyline computation stage.

5.7. Effect of Facilities

Figure 5(b) illustrates the relationship between the number of facilities and the overall execution time. Notably, the proposed Apache Spark-based algorithm exhibits significant reductions in execution time across a different number of facilities. When the number of facilities is 3, the execution time is reduced by an impressive 59% to 75% compared to the baseline algorithms. Furthermore, with four and five facilities, the execution time experiences substantial reductions of 35% to 67% and 20% to 60%, respectively. These findings indicate that as the number of facilities increases, the execution time tends to increase as well. However, our proposed algorithm consistently outperforms the baseline algorithms, showcasing lower time consumption and improved efficiency. The observed execution time reductions highlight the effectiveness of our approach in handling larger datasets with varying numbers of facilities. By leveraging optimized algorithms and techniques, our proposed solution offers substantial time savings and enhances the overall performance of area skyline computation.

Figure 7 provides insights into the relationship between the increasing number of facilities and the execution time of each stage in the area skyline computation process. Our proposed algorithm demonstrates notable reductions in the execution time, particularly in the skyline computation stage. In the MR-BNL and MR-SFS algorithms, the execution time of the reduced process of the local skyline calculation shows an upward trend as the number of facilities increases. However, our proposed method significantly mitigates this increase, achieving execution time reductions of approximately 0.2% to 0.7% compared to the existing algorithms. Similarly, in the SKY-MR algorithm, the execution time for the sky quadtree creation stage exhibits an increase with the growing number of facilities. Nonetheless, our proposed algorithm effectively curtails this escalation, resulting in execution time reductions of approximately 1% to 5% in comparison to the baseline algorithms. These findings highlight the efficacy

(a) Execution time with an increase in the number of grids. (b) Execution time with an increase in the number of facilities.

Figure 5: Relationship between the number of grids and facilities and the execution time.

of our proposed approach in improving the efficiency of skyline computation, even when faced with an increasing number of facilities. By leveraging optimized algorithms and techniques, our method ensures that the execution time remains manageable and allows for faster and more effective analysis of the area skyline.

6. Conclusion

The problem of area skyline computation entails identifying optimal locations for a set of query points based on multiple criteria. However, the computational complexity associated with this problem is substantial, and existing solutions lack efficiency and adaptability for distributed area skyline computation. To address this challenge, the study introduced a novel Apache Spark-based distributed algorithm aimed at minimizing the computation time of area skyline. The proposed algorithm incorporated three crucial techniques: filter creation from local partial skyline points during distance table creation, filter creation at the driver, and filtering in each executor. Implementation of these techniques effectively reduced the computational load associated with area skyline calculation, resulting in a notable decrease in overall execution time. It is noteworthy that the execution time in the proposed algorithm is directly impacted by two factors: the number of grids and the number of facilities.

It is important to note that this study focuses solely on evaluating the proposed algorithm using eight synthetic datasets. While these datasets serve as a starting point for analysis, they may not fully capture the complexities and nuances of real-world scenarios. Therefore, future research endeavors will involve applying the proposed algorithm to real-world datasets for case studies in various domains such as location-based services, spatial decisionmaking, and environmental monitoring. By examining the algorithm’s performance in practical settings, a more comprehensive understanding of its effectiveness and applicability can be gained, leading to further improvements and optimizations.

Acknowledgement

The preliminary version of this paper was published in Proceedings of the International Conference on Knowledge Science, Engineering and Management (KSEM 2023) [29]. In this extended version, we have provided more details on the model’s architecture and implementation, and reported new experimental results on several benchmark datasets.

References

[1] M. Kar, S. Sadhukhan, M. Parida, Location planning of parkand-ride facilities around rapid transit systems in cities: A review, Journal of Urban Planning and Development 149 (1) (2023) 03122004.

[2] H. Li, L. Yu, E. W. Cheng, A gis-based site selection system for real estate projects, Construction Innovation 5 (4) (2005) 231–241.

[3] A. Smirnov, A. Kashevnik, S. Mikhailov, N. Shilov, D. Orlova, O. Gusikhin, H. Martinez, Context-driven tourist trip planning support system: An approach and openstreetmap-based attraction database formation, in: Information Fusion and Intelligent Geographic Information Systems: Computational and Algorithmic Advances (IF & IGIS’2019), Springer, 2020, pp. 139–154.

[4] M. Bartling, B. Resch, T. Reichenbacher, C. R. Havas, A. C.

Robinson, S. I. Fabrikant, T. Blaschke, Adapting mobile map application designs to map use context: a review and call for action on potential future research themes, Cartography and Geographic Information Science 49 (3) (2022) 237–251.

[5] A. Zaman, Y. Morimoto, et al., Area skyline query for selecting good locations in a map, Journal of Information Processing 24 (6) (2016) 946–955.

[6] T. Djatna, F. H. Putra, et al., An implementation of area skyline query to select facilities location based on user’s preferred surrounding facilities, in: 2020 International Conference on Advanced Computer Science and Information Systems (ICACSIS), IEEE, 2020, pp. 15–20.

[7] M. Q. Bashabsheh, L. Abualigah, M. Alshinwan, Big data analysis using hybrid meta-heuristic optimization algorithm and mapreduce framework, in: Integrating meta-heuristics and machine learning for real-world optimization problems, Springer, 2022, pp. 181–223.

[8] Y. Park, J.-K. Min, K. Shim, Parallel computation of skyline and reverse skyline queries using mapreduce, Proceedings of the VLDB Endowment 6 (14) (2013) 2002–2013.

(a) E-MR-BNL (b) P-MR-BNL

(c) E-MR-SFS (d) P-MR-SFS

(e) E-SKY-MR (f) P-SKY-MR Figure 6: Relationship between the number of grids per stage and execution time.

(a) E-MR-BNL (b) P-MR-BNL

(c) E-MR-SFS (d) P-MR-SFS

(e) E-SKY-MR (f) P-SKY-MR Figure 7: Relationship between the number of facilities per stage and execution time.

[9] A. Eldawy, M. F. Mokbel, Spatialhadoop: A mapreduce framework for spatial data, in: 2015 IEEE 31st international conference on Data Engineering, IEEE, 2015, pp. 1352–1363.

[10] C. Li, A. Zaman, Y. Morimoto, et al., Mapreduce-based computation of area skyline query for selecting good locations in a map, in: 2017 IEEE International Conference on Big Data (Big Data), IEEE, 2017, pp. 4779–4782.

[11] C. Li, A. Annisa, A. Zaman, M. Qaosar, S. Ahmed, Y. Morimoto, Mapreduce algorithm for location recommendation by using area skyline query, Algorithms 11 (12) (2018) 191.

[12] A. N. Bessani, V. V. Cogo, M. Correia, P. Costa, M. Pasin, F. Silva, L. Arantes, O. Marin, P. Sens, J. Sopena, Making hadoop mapreduce byzantine fault-tolerant, DSN, Fast abstract (2010).

[13] R. K. Pallamala, P. Rodrigues, An investigative testing of structured and unstructured data formats in big data application using apache spark, Wireless Personal Communications 122 (1) (2022) 603–620.

[14] S. Salloum, R. Dautov, X. Chen, P. X. Peng, J. Z. Huang, Big data analytics on apache spark, International Journal of Data Science and Analytics 1 (2016) 145–164.

[15] A. Guha Neogi, A. Eltaher, A. Sargsyan, Ngs data analysis with apache spark, in: Computational Life Sciences: Data Engineering and Data Mining for Life Sciences, Springer, 2023, pp. 441–467.

[16] J. Shi, Y. Qiu, U. F. Minhas, L. Jiao, C. Wang, B. Reinwald, F. Özcan, Clash of the titans: Mapreduce vs. spark for large scale data analytics, Proceedings of the VLDB Endowment 8 (13) (2015) 2110–2121.

[17] D. García-Gil, S. Ramírez-Gallego, S. García, F. Herrera, A comparison on scalability for batch big data processing on apache spark and apache flink, Big Data Analytics 2 (1) (2017) 1–11.

[18] S. Borzsony, D. Kossmann, K. Stocker, The skyline operator, in:

Proceedings 17th international conference on data engineering, IEEE, 2001, pp. 421–430.

[19] K.-L. Tan, P.-K. Eng, B. C. Ooi, et al., Efficient progressive skyline computation, in: VLDB, Vol. 1, 2001, pp. 301–310.

[20] J. Chomicki, P. Godfrey, J. Gryz, D. Liang, Skyline with presorting, in: ICDE, Vol. 3, 2003, pp. 717–719.

[21] T. Xia, D. Zhang, Y. Tao, On skylining with flexible dominance relation, in: 2008 IEEE 24th International Conference on Data Engineering, IEEE, 2008, pp. 1397–1399.

[22] B. Zhang, S. Zhou, J. Guan, Adapting skyline computation to the mapreduce framework: Algorithms and experiments, in: Database Systems for Adanced Applications: 16th International Conference, DASFAA 2011, International Workshops: GDB, SIM3, FlashDB, SNSMW, DaMEN, DQIS, Hong Kong, China, April 22-25, 2011. Proceedings 16, Springer, 2011, pp. 403–414.

[23] L. Chen, K. Hwang, J. Wu, Mapreduce skyline query processing with a new angular partitioning approach, in: 2012 IEEE 26th International Parallel and Distributed Processing Symposium Workshops & PhD Forum, IEEE, 2012, pp. 2262–2270.

[24] I. Papanikolaou, Distributed algorithms for skyline computation using apache spark, International Hellenic University Scholar Works (2020).

[25] L. Grasmann, R. Pichler, A. Selzer, Integration of skyline queries into spark sql, arXiv preprint arXiv:2210.03718 (2022).

[26] N. T. Lapatta, Ecotourism recommendations based on sentiments using skyline query and apache-spark, Journal of Social Science 3 (3) (2022) 534–546.

[27] D. Man, K. Uda, Y. Ito, K. Nakano, Accelerating computation of euclidean distance map using the gpu with efficient memory access, International Journal of Parallel, Emergent and Distributed Systems 28 (5) (2013) 383–406.

[28] A. Chauhan, V. Fontama, M. Hart, W.-H. Tok, B. Woody, Introducing Microsoft Azure HDInsight, Microsoft press, 2014.

[29] C. Li, Y. Cao, Y. Zhu, J. Zhang, A. Annisa, D. Cheng, H. Tang, S. Jiang, K. Maruyama, Y. Morimoto, An enhanced distributed algorithm for area skyline computation based on apache spark, in: International Conference on Knowledge Science, Engineering and Management, Springer, 2023, pp. 35–43.