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Abstract

In view of the low efficiency of traditional text classification algorithms in the face of increasing
mass of text data, a parallel naive Bayes text classifier is designed and implemented on the Spark
computing framework, and the implementation process of text classification based on Spark
computing framework is introduced. In the experimental stage, the efficiency of text classification
is tested under three different computing frameworks, single machine, Map Reduce and Spark,
and control experiments are designed under the Spark computing framework using control va-
riables. Experiments show that naive Bayes algorithm in Spark computing framework has high ef-
ficiency in dealing with massive text categorization.
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SRS R AR AT DA BT S ik R
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Figure 1. Text classification process
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2.2. HHAITEESR

2.2.1. Hadoop Map Reduce i+ EZ2

Hadoop Map Reduce /& Apache 24 23t N TFIEIH, B TRAHER . REEAEERK—MHA0
AUTHEMERE, IO N TR, HERS. HES. GEMRENH, % E N HERE R
BRI G 5 DL IR FRA 45 ) /. Hadoop Map Reduce 1] LM FYAEAS T o0 A sUUR S 407
GO, PR A FRR, 7870 AR I B IR AT i S A6
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FE Map B B A b B2 1) JEU AR 500 42 HE — 5 S ) 23 B e Bl e, 805 20 R B &S sl BT UE B
Reduce [ Bt x4t Map B BAG 245 REATICS, A HF A g K.

2.2.2. Spark i+ EIEZR
Spark A& KA1 58 R 3 11K AMP SE56 % BT 42 1f12¢ Hadoop Map Reduce 8 F FAT 11 SAESE
Spark Bt BAH 5 Map Reduce MH[RIF AT et 851, a1, [FINS Map Reduce fHHGBA LR JLA
et
®  rhE% AN BAEAEAE AR, A TR EELS HDFS, O & 1 AT 55 B3R AT 8
® i1/l RDD (Resilient Distributed Datasets){F 470 1 2% 51 KX B i AT 70 XK AL EE,  Refg /b HLAS 2
I5) ) H5c 45 Y2 A (Data Shuffling).
® Map Reduce 7E(#E Shuffle B 453 X #AE 2 K B I (AR HFFF, 1M Spark A£557E Shuffle "HA 2 A 1550
HHFHET .
(A, Spark B 547 T F T 4240 5 L% 2 2] ST 2 T BRI B0k . Spark R JE JIFE Qi
1 fli7~. Spark HR B RS 2 #, HAT, Spark T4 BCAAHDTE IR L B s ) KB AL FEAESE . Spark
B 7 4EizE /s 7 Databricks L4 4UIE 2470 7 M 2013 4E 5 2017 £E 1) LYK Spark Summit £ A 144> . Spark
(B F AT EFE AWK, 23 B 258 2 AT R & 2N 3 e

3. XA AELRE
3.1. XATALE

SCATRAL B FEAE IE AR B SCAKE 2 A, W IR GG SCAS AT 1) — R b B RO HRAE, DL 5 B2 AL 2E
WA KM G, AL FIEHARAE — B OR EYUT, DAESN ORI, SR, ZErfE
WAL, A RER BRSO AN — AURHIE T, SN BISCAR D R %

Table 1. Spark’s development course

%% 1. Spark B4 RIATE

Ik (8] RIE

2009 £ Spark Hi UC Berkeley /] AMPLab B & 5.0
201043 A Spark 1F =T

2011 48 AMP 25 = IFURAE Spark _ETHIT & w404
20134E 6 H B Apache 3£ 415 H
20144E2 H 2N Apache 41 T0 2K I H
20144E5 A Spark 1.0 & Afi
2016 4E 6 A Spark 2.0 & Afi
20184E2 A HHTRA Spark 2.3.0 K A5
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3.2. MCAKFHEIEFFE

L P FL G, SRR SCA B AR A i — HAURFE . W R SCREK,  AR AP AE R R I 4
BE G oL, IF HIR S It ] RE A7 A, IXEEAREY SR SR TSN 1 XEE[14]0 N 1 S 0 S ARG
FE, REAEAE AN SRR BRI TR, R R B TE, XA RERONSCARRHE IS . 20 30k
FRAEGESE, Ok AT X SRR AR IR &, KORBRARAF AR A 4R, Il i

3.3. XARTR

VAR IR RARR AL SUAR R 7S Be— PR T LB R A AL B R B AR A, LA R AR L R
BT DL R el B s (R . H AT R B 42 1A & 23 (R A2 VSM (Vector Space Model). VSM A L4
W ORISR URHIE 1) BT 2. X PMRHE [F) & TR U & R 2 B 5 SRR N, N RE 80y
THEARALER] . (H2 VSM SCRYRHIE IR SR 2, 78 w4 e & A NMRAESTA A [F RCE . Rk, £
TN T B AR N R TR, 4B R THE 10 BB 5 5 IR R AE U A B A ARRAE

SCARFRHEA AR 2 Rk 57k, B LU 1R 5t & TF-IDF Ik . KR i) TF (Term Fre-
quency) AFFIETUNAS,  BIZRRIEIUCE S SCA A tH I 8, IR VR AR TAE SCA B ) o A i o, THB
J7 AR

n

Wi

T Fw,-j = Z "
k
sk o, B RS 05 § MR, , RIS o, HSUKHL Yo, #5304,
T R AE T B 2
IDF (Inverse Document Frequency) g HEAiE T ¥ 308 ] SCACHIAE , [ L 1 AR AIEIR] 72 BE S SCARSE A R 0 A i
Do o R

M
IDFw,- = logm
J

S M AR SO, Y w e d | R A AR SO E AL
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M TFIDF B2t sQrpal BRI, R — MNRHE TR AR s A TF,  JF H R s i BE— S
B URSCE S, WAt U IHZ R R IDF R, AR R B B2 m TR SR A A I, B
IREFH X PERAER N, &SR 2K

34. ARG EERE

W ST I AR 43 260772 S L RN 3R DU 4328077, "2 HH Maron 1 Huhns - 1960 42 Hi )
— MRS TR ) K505, TR Lewis 5INS BASZR AN SCA 73 2840008, AhER DU 550925 DL UL $hip
5E FEFIRFAE S A BST AR B 2R, SRIB I S5 A 50 R IO MERE, SRS AR DU 357 4 2o SAE B 1 5 56
RE2E, 19RNZ GE T3 — R AIMERE, SR 5 FH B K i B0 M 26 1 288 Sl ey e 40 G i) 2031

FhER DU 0TS B SCAR Ay R, BEARHER I WHBIEE D, KAHEN N, Bl D RRA
C.,Cy, -, Cy s BUBETIIGANREAST n MBI, i MEMR X, ={12,,n} « X T—MEEMFFH
FEA X FIZEH C (1<i< N, 3 DU 43 2R REAE Y B KIS 302 P(C, | X)) KT X BT 3031 o

AR DU e B, SO X 8 T80 C, I JE S ME 2R v B R

P(X|C)P(C,
PKHXF—L%i%LJ
SRR T
P(C))=n/N

Horb, on NETZON C NGREARREE, N ONUIGREAR S JE TR MR %, &Rt
=/

P(X|Ci):P(X1 |Ci)P(X2|Ci).“P(Xn|Ci):1i!:P(Xj|Ci)

SSTANR Uy KA WA, R 2 T, 5 MR Z LA R . X PR
XFIAXT P(X | C,) TS, T2 AR B T 22 e A S5 AR o BRI SO X 2% PR AT DL J07 A
TSR BEUEA, HHEITE W R AR A2 7 A BE B0 1 RNV REAT H R
i
1+TF(X,.C,)

P(X.i |Ci):

|Vy+fiTF(x341)
4. BT Spark KR M EEE R T 55031

AN DUH- R By e — T G 1 B, TR AR S A ST B, 12 B B B 1 o RV R R [ 15].
EEAEG ST A Rb TR ERERE, RERTAHR/NUEREIEE, (EAPRE SR %5k
HI R K RBE . N IRE G BE Tk m R B S BRI B A, XX T 1E Spark FHAT1HEHAE
ZRASEAE _E AR DU R O AT A SE I, T SRR T E B B SO 7 2
4.1. BURTALIE

SEIE IR GE UAREEAAAETE HDFS |, XAREFRFHETHEE®R, Hx FESE TSRS T30/,
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® L H R R U, Al A ER int BUEE AR N — R BIZEFR S label;

R A S 531 T H S SCARER AT J3 0] 5

® iR DU SR ARY ) N SR B A ARG X BN ZRATE B — BT SOAS, BSOS R AR AT AR I SO
B A HIRE A N <label, (word 1, word 2,-++, word_n)>, BI85 42 F1SCRY 43-17] J5 AR 4 R I R 5

® T SERE, S8 H K transformed Train A RS 2R EAR R 2 AN SOA, X EESCAR DL FRS
label A7 44, U1 0.txt~19.txt. K FALER L5 B %Hs A% % HDFS H.

4.2. XAEEN

SRR E AR 5, HIERILE AR, ARt B AR 24t R R 2 il i SO REE 4
W, WO A4 o i &R

i PRFESE R 7724 TF-IDF. Word2Vec LA J& Count Vectorizer %5, 18 3Cf# F & TF-IDF &%,
SR R BRI SO T B, PPl — AN A R T — A SO SR B — AN B R 1) A — A SO ) B R
FREE

TG ¢ Ronialil, d KRR, D RRERE . @M TF(, d)eia i ¢ 75308 d IR e e
B DF(t, D)2 B &R ¢ MR N IDF BT~ 0 R

|D|+1

IDF (t,D)=log—————
(D) =log 1 Dy

Forr, | D] REVERIEE TSR B HG A T S s BER 0 BEATIN 1 P
TF-IDF E&ER R T

TFIDF (t,d,D)=TF (t,d)-IDF (t,D)

7t Spark 1M HAHELL T, TF-IDF #4) & TF F1 IDF BBt 471H 5.

TF = H50 N 0 SO 45l ] 5 4 FE RS AAE [ 22, 3Bk 97 B hash bR 50K R AR 4 AE RS 2] index, B index
WA A IS A (E,  value 2 ARTE WL index T LR BIEL

IDF: {EHT—MEIREI 74— IDF B8, 1% IDF BB i E— B AR e, 1155
ANETEE R B SO K -
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Figure 2. Flow chart of text Vectorization
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4.3. HERINIZ

Spark MLIib #5111 2k 1% N B0 1 4% 302 RDD(label, features). YIZR5ER)E, A2 A28 DL mH 432
B, BARDERINT
® K IZEIE trainDataRdd, I ZREHE AI#% 202 RDD(label, features);
o HAZRMAANT R NaiveBayes FIERAS train 775, RIFMASEL, #¥I4H1L NaiveBayes 25, SR 5 1RV
SRR YGRTERUE, AR DU 7 SR

5. SR 545
5.1. SEIRIRIE

SEEIAEL 3 SR E AR RN SR, — S ENE N Master 5 50, T34 GE Slave
T, BATENEEAE B SN AE 8 GB, 4k 500 GB, #:AER%GKH ubuntu-14.04.1-server-amd64
A . E AR ¥ Hadoop WA A4 2.7.1, Java flRAN 1.8.0, Spark itA 4 2.1.0, Scala fiiAA 2.11.7, i
FHH Spark FF & 3535 /& Intelli] IDEA, Maven iz A4 3.3.9.

SEREP AT SN TP HihE I 2 FoR.

TSN 3 Fias. Master 1817 Namenode 7 /5. Master #EFEA Worker #F2, Slave 1847
DataNode il Worker #F%.

Master ]|
NameNode | |
|
workerl |
|
|
master |
——=—_1
.- PNy 1
I | I |
| DataNodel | | | DataNode2 |
I I |
I | | |
| worker2 | worker3 I
! | ' |
| slavel | | slave2 I
l— —————— -— e e— e e s e——— —
Figure 3. Node deployment schematic
E 3. TRBEREE
Table 2. Host-IP address corresponding table
2. EN-IP bl xRN &R
EHA IP i hik
Master 192.168.0.100
Slavel 192.168.0.101
Slave2 192.168.0.102
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5.2. SEHER

WO ER 2 AR 5 AL B S0 S A SCAR ) R R SE IR B 4R, b Il ZRiEeit 9804 4
M, BEHE. W EHL BUA. WES 20 PAFEZONRSCARE S, Hit4) 133 MB; llTER 9833
SOk, T2 135 MB. 0 SCFE R R O FE Al B R MNKTE R0 S HI 2] 10 5, 20 £, 30 FERURIEL,
FH AU RCAN 5] 1 SR ZEAE TG KU 48 B 1138 AT RCR

5.3. SKRBITRERSHT

5.3.1. SEIf—

T XS AN [FT SEAEZRIE AT SCA S RAR 7 IR, W SCHR S R —Fh 7 2530925, 75 561 Map Reduce-
Spark —Fh T SHEZE X5 AH [F) B AR EAT 70 R XS LSS, 23 A SRS AT I [A) R 3 SR HE R 26
® RIAEY

FERNUAEE N9 5 HR K AN DUt ik . R NGB R TR R I gt J5, I 10 f5 R0
(1350 MB)FIIIRAEHE BRI, BT T 200K, 0 Ss AT I TR 8 . BpAlatic st an
%3N, WMEIMESE 1S P IE TN A2 2,873,036 ms, {EHfZ & 89.29%.
® Map Reduce 11 HAHESL

7 eclipse P At ELHLAR AN DU 5028047 70 A ek 'S, A L5 & Map Reduce THHHESEIZ 174K,
B IRGERSEE HDFS VR NN, JA3) Hadoop SERHIZITRERE, 03B ATHS M AI» 50ER R, Wk
4 Fitos o IS AT 45 0T AAS50, A 1R i1 85 4275 Map Reduce R (UIZ 4TI A] /& 141,912 ms, HERHIFSZ 88.16%.
®  Spark T HAELL

7F IDEA 4 5 R 7 A& DU 50325 1) Spark BOA o 6 AR BE SE1E Spark T & _ERE4T SCASR 25,
W S UFFE AT L jar £ H spark-submit 3232 A EEREIEAT, DRI AT I (A A > Kk . thigfT 45 mT bl
FH, MFEEIEESE Spark L IHFIE4THS (A2 69,583 ms, #ERHHR A 87.03% (5 5).
o LA

BT Spark TFEHESL AN DU S LU B P AR 2, KZR BN 35.7 £5, /& Map Reduce
THEAEZER) 2 fir o (REAE, TEACER K HUBERERT, SHIAEE CRBMEFT. SLIEHE A7 I T Spark
FEAT T HESEAH Eb S AL FR 2 F1 Map Reduce HEZ27E A0 FE 3K 51 ALl

Table 3. Experimental results under single machine environment

3. BHUIME TSR

1 2 3 4 5

i 1] (ms) 2,703,370 2,815,270 3,125,703 2,954,320 2,766,520

Table 4. Experimental results in Hadoop map reduce environment
%= 4. Hadoop Map Reduce ¥f15 NSRIg 45 R

1 2 3

i8] (ms) 145,710 154,323 125,703

Table 5. Experimental results under spark environment
%% 5. Spark IR TFSRIG AR

i8] (ms) 75,710 64,320 68,720
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Spark TH 5 HESLF] Hadoop Map Reduc A MELZEM L, BT M 465 KM —¥-. 2T Spark [IE17#
FERA LB B EIBA G, PTREAAE LA R LR : — 2 B TR O R &0 sl o 5 A 7 i e
TRSEES A AR A K, AREFE S KA Spark THEAEZR LA =& Spark THEUHE SN AR BLSR L
1, AN AR N AT REAEAE THE I R RS IS O

DA b Bt Pt S 0e, I8 B — s MU ) B 4R 7 F L. Map Reduce HEZEFN Spark HEAE N HIZ /T3
FE, WHIE T Spark 7E4& @ SCA P R BRI H . S 7 T R E AT Spark [ R AFERE, 78T P 2 S50
R A ER, DL CBdEET M U R AR, JrlfE Spark THEAEZE R 7RIS,
FE53 BT AN [ 80T PR A AN [R) T BEOHE H2 4 R 1) 52 0

53.2. SR

S48 —AE Spark T & _EEOCBLAIBHEASEATIN, Spark AOTHRE RACRE N 3 A R I IGEE
10 fERURE. 20 f5 RN 30 M RIRIC o8 e 1. Btk 2. Budlesk 3. R Bl S0 e A A R BT
FREZEBEAT =S, VRSP T ], JRR AR T B R BRI, b i B R O
IBATHE I . =N EAREIT ST 2 6 Frm. DAKESE | IOACBR BN, Spark fEALH AL
P4 2 FIEHEAE 3 0, SBHEIEZ IR R T 5% 18%. SLUGTEN Spark 7EHEAT SCA 280, Hd HUAT R
KA X

53.3. KW=

SEIG — {5 FH AR R B0 SE7E A R T 55 B0 1 Spark 27 NI4T, DR 2L T S 5IFENT S 5EH,
B R B4 3.4 4 A58, 25— 1 4> master 1 1 4> worker, 55 4 +& 1 4> master 1 2 4~ worker,
=2 1 4 master F1 3 4> worker, 2 =20 1 /> master 1 4 )~ worker. 43-7ic FEFHRIBITH ], I
W o RO E U R B R R oR, im0 ik is A7 sl e m o 25— 4Dl e 1, %
IR FE LERn I 4 s

L

6

5

4

3

2

1

0

E oo | | gt il ERILEE]

— st

Figure 4. The influence of the number of calculated nodes on the speed of operation
E 4. FEITET S BB TEE AR

Table 6. The average running time of the three groups of experiments
= 6. ZLALIG T IBITHTE

Ktk 1 Hid gk 2 Hiddk 3

i8] (ms) 69,583 132,533 175,523
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