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Survey of Key Technologies in GPU Database System
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Y(school of Computer Science, Northwestern Polytechnical University, Xi’an 710129, China)
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Abstract: In recent years, GPU is favored by database manufacturers and researchers for its ultra-high-speed computing capacity and
huge data processing bandwidth. The database branch—GPU accelerating database or GPU database (GDBMS) is developing vigorously.
With the characteristics of high throughput, low response time, high cost performance, and easy to expand, integrated with artificial
intelligence (Al), business intelligence (BI), spatial-temporal data analysis, data visualization, GDBMS have the potential to change the
world pattern of data analysis field. This study surveys the four core components of GDBMS: query compiler, query processor, query
optimizer, and storage manager, hoping to promote the future research and commercial application of GDBMS.
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fitlh, I HL 0 20042 BRI B2 V5 G i Bt 9t 5 AR D, 3 7™ JE ) 240 T AT s 0 i HL % B AR (SO B AF 55 A it/ Ui A
TS B ARP ML A X L R H T E 29 T GDBMS AbFE K MU EHE (1 68 ). B 2006 44— ik
%28y CUDA(compute unified device architecture) il OpenCL 57 ¥ 1 5L HE 4 AR Ak 3t 2 J, m 1 T M il F 3t
B CPU-GPU M S H R (GPGPU) LS| A E| GDBMS 2 4t ke, ik 5 415 3 5 7. b i : GPUQPR & 4
AR B R AGE: DB ] CUDA L[] 58 B B0 7 2 10 40 B2 AR B S 56 e T 1m0 FH v B R 1) % 1k .CUDAY
OpenCL X F T #E /7 i C\C++ARRS# il GPU KIUBIIFATERBE I fe 7, ik T GDBMS JF & M B (2t T
GDBMS [ %2,

GDBMS RZ ¥l % T GDBMAN M ifi 2 53 J2 B it 46 6 R AR I REHR M 1 )2 (operator) il J5L it 22
(primitives) W &5 73, BEiE T — R AIKIIE N GPU TSI £t J-47 J5if: (primitives), & 1 51t T K #2219 GPU Jf &
JRE AE LR 2. 1, CoGaDBM i i i HI GPU 1Ak, 1 i 2k 3 s 45 140 F5E Thrust >R SC BT IR ) 96 R AC KU VA I Fl
/] NVIDIA B 7 BFEN EEA MRS TH AR A 2T, B2 R G0 W B 0 & 2 % I 4b,
Diamos U4 A T~ 2012 44 H T 56 T 803 HE 42 (algorithm skeleton) [ 4 34T B4 1106 2R AC K5 50E S IR, 48 Tl 14
BET FNEHE Z A o — R T &

Table 1 Data parallel primitives’ description

F1 IFKRIETEIIREVM

JiE ThhEfRi A AR SRSk
1. Map I 5 X AEAN i N B IS AT — A~ Ak 3 o 25, AR 4% 13 U8 (predicate or filter), 5 & 45 AL 47. [16,17]
2. Scatter 4 i% i RS 32 T3 B U N [43]
3. Gather R4 2 W SRAE Kl [43]
4. Reduce JH% R 2% 1 A 20 B0 49 1 2R A 1 45 SR 1 S AN A 2 S 1 R B [17]
5. Prefix Sum fiif % sk Al sk 4 e O B AR TR 2 A S SR S S A [17]
6. Split &14> Fa R 53 o8 HOK B8 43 X T hash R HEFPSE. [16,17.42]
7. Sort HEF ey [16,17,44,45]
8. Scan 74 ELE 7T, 2518 T Reduce [17]
9. Product A P A 6L G 3 AE R 1 R SRR [41]

SR FH R T AL AR AT D R 20 5, T LA 43 ) P AR B 25 ) FR0 3 5 L 60, AT EL CPU R 7 3545 4 4%
~10 5 [0 AT 98 SR T IR TR AT IS0 A6 R 20 A0 3 SCGUBAR N, D m] BUAHE GPU AR BRE B 75 4, JFAT st )
A5 A Mgy Jie B K BB Ak PR 8% 1 3 0 JFAT S TR B v 22 425 18 B il WURE 4 5% W, mT LIRS o 1 ) A
B b tuncscatter JE U3TE i 43 X IR 11, /2R load-store S0 P Ab B — A 40 DX AR S 8 40, 18 0 T s Vs )
RS, T REHLEE SR N B AT PR REAN W 32 1 1) 7L AR 22 555 RSl S5t i (1 B el 22 A 4 5, BE 6 78 70 )
M GPU I vt S e ) Tl L LA J5UE K HE 81 A, DK 2 3 B 16 6 FR AR 1 T RAEAT A7 R e LL i %
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BF AT LA filter J5Uis s, R filter JRiE 2 1 map JiE . prefix sum JiE R scatter i & SEHL .

T I R RIE I ST VT DAE SEBR P 7243 R GPU G Rk s g AT DR AL, 4t 1 5 N A B AN R At o 5
RIPGE A IFVIAEIT shared memory 046 HITHE BB AL fr i 8« R EF R IS5 H0R, B =i 2k CUDA
T T TR I, 3 R 3 SR W A — T it 9 Il BT S et SR L T 40 2 B s 1) e o B R SR e W R4 GPGPU
AR S JSUE JEAT FH AN b2 N RV Gtk e D v SR e DA i S5 4 2D R S AR kT S T
A 25 R A AZTE— 8 1) BAZIR 2 A JSUE 2 7515 K B AF BRI 7 A 4 R BAE T B T Bk, 390K
TEA R MO MR M 51— BRI 4338 180 2 A R IR S 1Y) G TBk 2K JUC, 36 ol ™ B 1) ek e i) .

32 ERXRET

MR TR B, BMSEEARLRNYE T 20 L RZAEE T (join EESET . BRERH)NILE
) REE 2 AR TR RO T RE R HE GPU KR I K v H & AR 4 IR G ) GDBMS L3 B 7E.

3.21 Join H¥

Join BTN T ERCHE ok U 2R O T AR A O — A AT R RE R, 2 A E A A A I A
Join HF ARG EERIESFH GPU KM R FEH AR IEAT V5. SCHR[46]407 R4 LA T8 444 (CPU) L
2 R R Be N B AL R AL TLB 2T A IR AN PR A2 808 e AR R T R s B R AR AL 4TS SR AT LA 248 Tt join 55
TP BB STk [42] K H B I & SR ML (scan, scatter,split) >k SE L& & F 1) join 557 4 FIJC &K 51 ) Nest Loop
Join. I3 Merge Join UL K WA 75 345 Hash Join. 35 £L0F 70 s T CUDA 5 T 04 I Kk J5il, 6 4
Tt join SEVEAR N H] GDB FRGerh S8 A& W oxf T JOIN 557, GPU SEBLME A w] LA T 2 £%~20 5.1 73— > GDBMS
Z4: CoGaDBM MUKt join Sy 5230 4 3 A0 M join &7, EHE-AMEE R GE T g S0 RO 4 R 1)
TRHX join(4 1] invisible-join®*157 ). SCHR[47]7E Virginian RZE 1 SBL T 2 F3E B 51 4% 20 1 Kb 3 5 530 4 41
1T SQL i e UL, A AR AL A2 B AN 2 /R W41 0 op #4565, th SQL M fUHL5E /i CUDA 54T
55 WS .52 CUDA K eR B 4t J52 1) BRI, 12 7 32 TR) At e 22 BB A 3 AN 2 W1 S B A SCHIR[48] 52 L T /&1 2% 1% 4 F Join
FVECERGIER NU. BIER 13, HP RS ER SIS ER: HI), LRSIEM R, e ERERL S 7E,
TR T U R TR AE AT R SN, 5640 0 i 3 R EAT R 51 Rl 4 1 AT 3 2. SCHR[24]4E G-SDMSIPIR 4
kT hash-join A1 sort-merge-join, Fll il CUDA 78 K 25 474 41 SR N8 % B 5 AR JF B IR ok T i 8238 K /N
i GPU SLAF Y ) K.

1t CPU-GPU 4 Jil 244 b, SCRR[491F AR 1 it R 2849~ CPU R GPU L == P A7 TG i B30 A% 4 (15 1, 3h 25
HfE CPU F1 GPU (a1 R 3 v SAE 55, T AR AR S 2 i 28 3 47, B ME AR 1 T 4 1H 530855 7 1) hash join
W EE AR B BB T PCle S kAR, (R LR B il al GPU ZEM it SR ) b oy B AR 2 38 1 T
HAE R VERE AR 2 B0 A TR BE 18 &, SCHR[50188 1 1d& H T- 21 X AF it 1 e /9 38 & join S03%:FH ICMD(improved
coordinate module distribution) %’ 4 Xl 73 B A 1 15 A8 IAA7 43 X, AE CPU-GPU ZE 44 b 3)) 25 1 5 Sk 34 1l
B 8,35 FIFATAL join BE1 1K H 10 BL A0, AT 5T A2 3 T Ocelot™r), fig i 71 1 43 25 58 GPU mi &k v 51 R

2Bk R ] :GDBMS AL 2E Join B E L CPU Jy SRR 15 2 3w LIEUAS 2 £5~15 £ A BN bh X 2
T Join H 72 B 215 1 (compute-bounded) # i 1, 2 GDBMS 32 ZE [ 4R i 4. Ak ] 10t — 25 {4k
GPU _E Join 8180325 LA T 4] 1 #5374 432 )15 5 (join-order problem), /5 j2 GDBMS AR I 25 f% e (K BF 9T i 22—
322 OLAP BERHIH T

AL PR AL T 2 X — AN B AU AR 7 (compute-bounded) (1) 5% & AR B 1,38 & GPU Jinid. 7 OLAP 4
Mt TAEAT 4% ) 1 (slicing) « 3k (dicing). %% (Roll-up). [ K 44 H (drill-down) BA & 345 37 5 (cube) g5 %5 2
OLAP V55 &5 H 2 ()51, 454 sum,average,maximum,minimum,median,count 25 & 35 58 45 o % S ik 25 1 7
SR )4 2 E 25 BN EE D) A5 B GPU midf ik it Re v me 0 s 2 A ok BT, W] LUE 4R 7 GDBMS
).

MAETRBE LB GPU W5 I & VT 5 68 Ml Gu 2 I A7l 2 Uk &5 0 il 2 4e 42 5 7 SCHR[51] 38
H 7 MC-Cubing 3%, i 1 teidk [ )6 ) L) BE4R 2% cache SRS CC-BUC, fEZ M55 T, 7840 Il il CPU-GPU
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SERTHERE ) SEPL T B Cube 7 AHEL T CC-BUCHUAE T 6 RN b SCHR[52]38 H Ti& ] GPU
OLAP #¥i 3 7 RoRBm 45 LA K LB SRR A fF GPU _LSZBL T m R0 £ 4 38 A 4 1 A N I B A B S
OLAP HLTHIiZ4T, %5177 LU i3 404 map,reduce,scatter 25 Ji 15 S, 33 o 9 2% T 5 19 75 2 45 1) 46 ik 7]
DIERAZAT I 25 )0 B 40 0 A i 8 IF ) SRR (53] 42 H — i s 447 22 48 40040 7.7 1) semi-MOLAP B A {iff JT] 4 A
B 1D R G| R HHE O T R (K GPU A7 A A AL 1r) . SCRR[541%T EE T GPU A1 CPU [] OLAP cube
B EVERIPERE . AT R MR AL SR, 52 36 E W, GPU AT LAEL CUP 23 10 3% A Jin 3 Eb . 4H 2 SCHR A s 45
H, 2 GPU IR 3 7 S0E 30 T I8 4 &, o] SE B 22 GPU B4 A7 Jy S04 i A e SCHR[55] 38 i 5 3
R A% PR B (SUM\MAX\MIN) K ek ] B 2R G R B T, 50 90 R W ,GPU. SR G A% sR 0T S RN B0 B R FE A&
PE BB B0, EE X B CPU FRAT BvE W] 4 P34 32 A5 1K i L. SCHR[56] R e X L T GPU kS TopK #1
)8 T RESVE LG A T HE e SIS S50 = TSR R T T Ik R s I 1) B T gk A A IR TopK 5
F (bitonic top-k).

33 ZTEKEER

Bl B0 LR DI ZE I I K i i, i T R 25 7 S At %, 213 ) 5040 £ 4 20 45 e il o 2 Oy
R R AR % ) 0 A B IR A SR, KB b #E - S I R BT — &R B B i HadoopGIS, SpatialHadoop,
SpatialSpark,GeoSpark,LocationSpark %5.453R SCHR[S7]H B 7 55T Hadoop,Spark 28 41 I b 2 25 1) B8 (1) 77 i,
RGO T HIhREME . PERRIRbR . SEIL RSy T ALk £ (A2 T Hadoop 2 41 (¥ B 2= 5048 43 #1715 R Atk
A B 7 QAT A 960, M I BT ) oL T 7 A% 4 1 s 53, %5 DBMS LA GIS i T2 xU 2 416 7 2 el B4 (¥ A 242, L
PostgreSQL [ PostGIS. Oracle ] Oracle Spatial. IBM [f] DB2 Spatial Extender. Informix [ Spatial DataBlade
S5 PG-Storm 45 R 4% T PostgreSQL, X Geo i LA 4, 41 1988 4, BT 7T 5t ik ¥ K 58 R AREL ) i T 22 56
SN B ELA AT E ARG GIS rh PP R RE AL GE 50t A ) GIS H1E, 76 Ab BR AR B . wa S ) A fRnt i B
RN,

GDBMS 1 24 37 2% i 22 43 3, LUB I AR 48 GIS ZR 48P B = AN B30 i 4 1 ] 2 e 4 Ak 0 3 88 00 50 0w A AT
HAEWED, AT N R RGN R . IE T, 0mniSci(MapD)5 Kinetica 4 P2 LU B GPU 115511
T T8 - R A LR PR A T R RO A 5 4, AR T SR Ak BT S R AT I S R B U A v Ay Ak BT T
WAL P 4R 5. GDBMS J5i 8 % 45 GalacticaDBPH i i /] CUDAset 1524 GPU I & Fiodfi s 5, b K A 4
i) 0 A v, LA et 5 B SEIRARRS IR AT AR KIS 2 B SCHER[591RI A GPU I KB & iH B RE T ok
h 2 1) F — 4% 3 S (line) 73 BC Ze F2 JF: & 2540, 76 73 A1 2ok SHE 42 (impala) - 488 FH 254857 40 [X 7 vk ST T 4% [A] 4%
(1) 53 A5 2 IRAT VF 5528 (B B A Bl 2y GDBMS A (1 5% F R, 1 e 328 8 K 503 °F & R 4% 4t DBMS.

FEEE BT 2 T, 23 SCHR[60]5%) 4% 1) 4 4% (spatial join)(#) 3 /4> 70 82 b e ——Hdl 0 X BooR . 78 T IX 11
MW S . 210 JEAHZE R AT RN TE R DRI, Pl T 4 28 ) R AR M 2 SUK /M7 2% 2, BRtE merge join B
hash join A~IE FH T 25 ) 3% 42, 81 1, A 4 110 725 ) 3242 92 S 0 J7 V2 60, 468 Mk B 41 B0 % 2 (nesst-loop-join) - TA T M Bk 5507
(plane sweep). % 4EMIBR 575 (Z-Order) o H AL Filr.

TRV ZR 5| 5 1 4 7 e B M g 3 B GPUL 1725 [R) 28 5 |, BR A Ak B K308 3 I 22 4t 2 10, 2 oA Sk e Je i il
2 CHR[61]4E GPU Lscll 1 3k FHEFAL R 2 401 R-Tree, JFPE4I4S L T4 GPU L1 R-Tree SZHLATEBE.
205 () B U5 14 AT WAk 1o A5 3 A7 K 0 2 ) 2 A bR IO 0, R A T B AT IR 1 X 3 5 4 15 B Sk [62]
FIH GPU i Hy it i S35 (A1 3R A A ), S8 T AR ROBIR 1) 2 ) R & 20 v Dy e, ) IR DR AUE T A 250 0090 190 S5 1 12k
STIGE @ it et GPU £ 4 kd-tree, 2B 140 £ I [7) 45 JE 1) 7T 42 4% 1) K040 75 ) (PIP, 22 30 7% Y05 [ PN 053 2 ).
G-PICS!*I{E GPU |52 T U X b (quadtree) 2R 5,5 STIG A5 & J% o i, H S 3 )45 337

78 GPU 7% 1] A 1) B 19 J THT, SCHR[65] 48 th T — Fh 43 (1 GPU A 11 7% W) BHfs 2 7 g ik I 2% AR A
ey G — 1R b “Canvas” i 4 — =% A 84k 6 4, O FEHT € T %X Canvas X 41 5 Bk A % [A] 5 B
45 (geometric transfer). 1E 4% (value transfer). %H{(Mask). #AAZ (Blend)H1 43 (dissect). 1% 3Tk 4 =5 7] 7 1) 4% Ji
£ Canvas TR AR UTIEH, A T GPU 48 kb3 — 4k BIMG B8 (7045 55, S T 25 i) B0 (1) v R e 4% B
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BERE TEMRIERE . S AER . AL MR BT AR A L SL 30 R W A Canvas 1 GPU ¥ R £ s A AR+ CPU
7735, 7T LA 100 f5~1 000 fi ¥ b ik L.
3.4 KBEZfHITSIEE

LA AT 5 1 8520 )7 2 b, 1T GDBMS %3 5K J1 1) CUDA\OpenCL LI i $ (kernel) Ay 2 (A 04T 1) Ak 22
S1 5 T LK 4 GDBMS i 5 T 4% iR 4 (kernel based execution, R KBE)MO ) 25 i $0 AT 51 4. —Fi [1 4R 11
LI KBE (17 V5 2 R R L1 LA—A kernel B EHAT, K84 GDBMS & T 528l [ O 10 25 i AL 5 |
% Ll CoGaDB,MapD %5 . 7E M Al 2 b, O A WF TR oR B 2 IR EdEAT 45 I Rl S04 S50 43 P o SR s 4t )
Kt R B 5 2% (AT 4% 3 B 2 A% b8 Bl £ (Kernel fusion) 21—k, 3t 7] 5 /8 25 0 A0 B iy S 4 ) 35 2
(AT 25, )3 — 25171 93 #% o6 $ (mini-kernel), A5 SIS 404685 B, DA & LRI T GPU %95

5 A% R B0 A5 7 1T, SCRR[18]42 HE T MultiQx-GPU(multi-query execution on GPU)HE 42 il i 47 5 75 i) 9 &
JEE KA TI Ve 4 e AR FH 6, T3 Je 4 22 A e 19 SR G 98 31— MR R 0D B R 8O T (K OR 32T GDBMS
{142 £ VE fiE.GDBMS 4% GPUQPMILL 10 AN 141 Jl ) A ) 14 g — A% bR B AT 4 ¥ A0 B SR [B66]42 HH T
BT R B I 1 A g PR AL 5 %6 Kernel Weaver, 38 5k 3 BT 1% B8 5522 170 % S8 1) 400 M50 1 0 7R 2 Ak B AH ) 550
I 10 1 TR A R B b — AN AN D T H8 A A% R B B, [ B BRI T 500 4 2 AL i AR 5 % i 1) £ i 84
B A T EL L, N T G 12 9% 1K 5T GDBMS H - 290 (¥ 6 4k 23 0] SCHR[6 7148 I £icdie FRIBURT SIMD #84- IR-4T HL i,
SR st il 45 517 B R (relaxed operator fusion), mJ LA 208 T 2 ) I R R IR B AR 1 o 0] 45 L% 6048 A% v
Hih A H AT I I GPU  BR A0AL B A 1 B SRR 64 GPU BRI, A 75 [RIAE B & T S BB R % GPU miF R
e R 23 (D0 A, ) I 9k A% e B P RIS T R G A B R4, AR W & 5 GPU 2k /D@ a1 il
PR AE R A% R B B 1 R AN 6 18 B 7 B0 1 T S AN e KR A B v o L L O A% R B
ARG N T EAAN A% R A A T T LA PR, AR GPU WU AR O AR B % R B S R R H T IE AN
REAT 20k SR A 0 P A 85 45 5 B SR G A A4 RN L5 GDBMS R &5 Hf i A A fif 2 .

FEAZ WA D) 3 7 1T, SCHR 6814 H 3k — 25 U1) 7 A% v K, 38 3o K5 40 44 1A 15 >R 42 T 3= 40 9 J50F) FH 2% SCiik[40]
P T IR LA AT AT 1 A AT HESE GPL, 7870 I H A% s BT SR 10 $154 A8 85 A8 FH AN [A) BE A (1005 1L,
33 U) 43 A% R BRI A% B8 B2 ) B S K A B 78 GPU I % 8 2 AN ml 4 PR A7 00 A ok T 4% R B0 R AT 24
SR AARBUE T 10 1) 042 5 T GPU BEUR 1A FH 5 A vk B4 T 48%. MapD(OmniSci) i iof Kt 24 43 X %t 4 X K
PAT L JEE B RS A0 (4% R A AT ANESE L T GPU A7 78 B A A WA 10 BT A3 v 17 %l o % 32, S
5y BRECHR A KA AL R 142 5 .CoGaDB A FIHAE TG X Ak s HYPE ST I S 25 0 I 28 U5t 1 A Ak ) P I 25
T AR YIS AT I AL FE 3 F 2 2 I 10 2, B AT 3 B A5 49T I L T SCRR[14)FE CoGaDB - & Hi A 4i Z i v 7547
(P9 A7 B 4% S A ) X 25 VAR U 40 1 SR s i 2 B A £ PR A%, AT B PCle L3 GDBIM R 45 & e 5|
N IR DS TR AR A A% o B D) 43 DAy B IR 1 s O R DT SR SE LG R ARETh R SEI T B8 IR 580,
%9 GDBMS b ¢ A ARE A58 1 (K bs kA% oR £ U 73 BEAE LA SE RS 4N (¥R B2 25 3 GPU % 5 A 3 /K Ak oA ]
fe, 2 1 T R UECR FH 260 TR I A T SRS A bR B IS AT R, AT LA — D 4 v O R R AR A BRI D) 43
DA S AT 1) A% R B B A AR 1), B B N4t B 1, 52 PClle 2R RS 532 M) B8 K, G SR AN 24 1R ] g o
I R e st .

BeAM, R TIE N A K GPU WM RES e LA K 2 i [ g R 2 101 110 22 S A0 P A% v 000 i 1) 5 =] DA 7
GDBMS — i [l At T 56 1, Ui 2> 2 48 T % A1 4371 A GDBMS % 48 OmniDBRILL GPUQP % 4y 5 A, 4 JT] #%
BRSO T (1 AR 6T T ) — A SQL 7 3K, A FH 3 TiC B AR A2 A 7] R ARG SR Ak R AT i, 58— 1 ANIA) ) R IA] GPU 4
FEE WA, & —Fi$e T+ GDBMS N = AR AL 2 LA 1E B A5 B BEEN X g e 4F 119 SQL it 72,
75 SQL AT ¥ JCh e 45 3 0 1 9 19 T4, 25 15 FH Ad-hoc 75 #3864 — & #H 5.

BT A% R AU A T R @ B GPU g R 135 5K, 2 H AT GDBMS SR 1K) F2 I B A 2B A e it 2 3 1
SR S e BT T R A AN DR JRE T A% R B, 7E 32 AT IR 0 5 1) A Bl A [ 4 5 1) 2 R B (warp) AT
4, [ I DR BTk — 2D DA T 2 TR AL R A o 501 A T S0 s 3 T s 500 A 5 290 1 %5 560 R A o 4% 2
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0T T 1] 0, 1 20 0 R i — 0 PR RE B R TR 5 SR A AR I G o SR AT A B, T R N A R DA 5 s I e %
PR R TG A AR A TR ) KBE S 315 3 Y0 %5 B8 B RS 1) o) JL M TR 2 AT I A sh 2 DR 5. e
KBAT B S E SE v IXRE B SRS AR A1 3 T B A% M0 SR 4 5008 ORI A T R RS AR

3.5 GPUEFAbE

PRUEZE 4511 ACID J& 1, & S 8% OLTP MK 45 (1 G v 15 Ak 2 GDBMS F3A BU) Tl vk I K 31 45 A B
i) B GPUTXPE BEAE 1 T GPU SEBIL 4% I 25428 I 5 32k 14 1T i, 2% SR 48 58 55 00 0 A 6 55 B/ T A —
W 150 58 P8, A1 170 5 K 37 9 25 4 Jmg M — 1 I D) 8K O DA BSCH O o HE P o 55 B A 2 05 T8 T o A5 Al L T-
dependency J& JGER (¥, W] LA fa] 5 (R 30 $ HEP TE B2 AN i S I F1 45 52 AE K-Set TP s& 45820142 7, ,GPUTX
ST 3 PhIF R IEE IR BB, AR R4S, K-Set LS4 IFAE GPU _ESZEL T LIS ot
STEEAVEHE AT M P GPU Zi45 AbFIAR X b CPU 5134 TT 4 f%~10 £ i 4k B AEJE GPUTX i 3445 1) #
VEAE TR I 220 56 ) 1 B 162 Jek 3, 7 SI2 B v TR I 5 25 R R B 5 b 58 . JEiL 3% ad-hoc i K5 BT HEF
AR A k0 DK S5 1) RBL E AT, WA A GPU 1 SE IR P22 2 45 1K 9 R AT 3 J& — AN JF i) A, 75 B 4E GPU FF R 354l
Bk, GPU B s 8RB . H SR bER S AL . GPU i Bz BINLA . SR 3 k4 i s s 5y T ot — 26
T,
3.6 I &

AW PATER & GDBMS Fi A iH B I IEPAT %L 512,38 T GDBMS B JLF- 43 Zh e e ok, & IT1E N
FH = AR (1) 3 B2 20 000 P R R i 21 4 R AR A — 3G H 1 8504 R R R BT R K it GDBMS 1E4 )5
KR AR K N A SRR RE S A ), DI BE R 1% /2 GDBMS vl M 1% 551 ) T £{.GDBMS £ i
AT 1R L I BE & SEBL R RARVEUE T, B Al 301 77 602 SR H I R B4 Js s o3 1 ok R AREUN Th g

H77,GDBMS £ i 1] OLAP ML 45 AR W S T H. 240 T H. G TR, SRS, %K
PEAT AL . N L5 e JR G 55 U7 1 4% 00 - $R R b N FH 37 55t b AR BR TS 1R 7 Ml A S8 G ob oy A — S 2 b AR AT
7 2 B T P60 GDBMS #1451 ACID,iX 55 GDBMS J&i%k 4% OLTP 4%, ™ EHI%1 T GDBMS
[ 3 56 6 b 28 2 3R R JE R 1.

4 EBERMALR

GDBMS Z b 25 3 U RE ] 43 AR AT R G BE SN, AT 55 8 RE0X 3 K4y, LA i 4 128
PRI R B BTV RIE N, DU BGE Y. CPU-GPU S M S FR 85 i AR A Bs 0 1) S A0 A YR Sk L A, O 48
SR AL BT ERAT R B AT, K2 5000 GDBMS sl i Z S8 — AR AL A, Hh 7 v BAT 2 4000 o T T AT
BRI AT 55 A BERAR R AL 28 10 1 IR i i 77— B SQL g i e i, S Hh AT R ARl ©L &8 [ o2 L
TARACE B2 1T 703 B, AR 28 0 Ak 1) 75 v T X155 e 0 100 1 3 o R 2 ) (2 B T R B g L) 22 B ok
S Ak 2% K P i Ok TR 2 ) £y €,/ GDBMS fiE 5 76 CPU-GPU S M TSR BE R B RAT « 4% 4 i Al 4 1k
A1 DR, R IR BE A 2e 4 . 38R R SR A% O 38 A (L AF IR 90 8 4, an o] 78 7. GDBMS £y 4k 22 (1 AR A
R A VAR A (R A0 1) 0 R AEAR BB HR 5 R MR IE Y. GPU 7 v A BR324 28 % 2 1 A 3
ITEMNE, & GDBMS 1Ak 2% 1) 22 [a] 4, F /&, GDBMS A Ak, o) B 75— i FLRE b ] LA & k55 F 4 fl
HRB TS AZ L (CPU or GPU) - HEAT A B 1 ) B, BV & 7 73 10 1) R, A o 77 B0 0 TG Il O, . e e K R 5 B e 4%
GDBMS &4k BEAR 34 55 Jo , AAn] 76 B0 52 AR 40 P W vk S I o R TR 2 v Ab 2, 5 3008 2 R 40 1) EL A A e By ) T2
1, 2141 GDBMS & J& 1 g ] 551
4.1 KMEs

AN T2 B PE IR A 8 SQL AT 25 AT A ) Ak 8 76 A% B84 e b AL 65 CPU AT AR M A0 10 A4 5 38
43 F2 3B B 18 VI ) 3 VA VR A R O B B R A BT VR MK A 5 GDBMS AR, T 2
& GPU-CPU R4 T E A SR A7 0 J2 VKT 5 45 2 PCI-E s SR M350 Il RO A L AT A — A R Mt e 1) TR0 i) R R
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T/ 40 R GDBMS AR AR Ji T8I 1 1) 9k il DA K 5 i %) SR T AR A o D i —— 2 T AR e A I - &y
R T S I B A VR FE R BN R TR B R A T T
411 GDBMS R A7 2 2
SQL b it 5 0] L4y 4y 32 4 A0 A6 F0 M AR Ak 5 A B B A6 38 B ARAL B BE DA 38 MR B 2 RAREL S s
B N RN 7 ) S SR B AR AT TR AT 50U LS B HAT AR BN 1 ) BREAT R
AEYERARAR I BE, T 204 3 B ) VT R R B B I S RO U ) TR R IE B R AR AR — 4
A BB AR ARy e 28 1) A A T )3 B AR R S B 10— U S A Ay SR U AR A% B I AR AL R o 1) B T A
AT A AL T 7 T 1R A 256, — R LLTEAE 10 F0 CPU 45 (M BCF 34 A Oy #5248 5 A5 W AT AR
553 A B 2 2R 408 0 AR At 2 R o ) B = bm v 70 AR08 b R T R R R BRI B
T WA 10 A0 it 11 T 45 = N AE D7 ) T ZE GDBMS Hi A HAS M (0 At 3 1) JBUAS A3 1R A — 4
e H5E,GDBMS i HARN AN EFE CPU 14,36 AL GPU 4,1 GPU 5 it 11 {E4E & CPU ¥ 10
5 LA b AR GE I 77 v DL W90 K1 tuple 4% B I8 2 FORAS U HH SEAR I X A2 56 4% CUP (T 57 R
JIRBH [F FI B 312 4 GDBMS 1, % ZIUAR 4 tuple TF 55 (A7 B (FF CUP FR &2 4E GPU A1)k 4 il v 55
LAY AE GPU 1 THH AN B T s 28 5 vy BT DL 0 e L — A2 50 R (b 0.2);
o IR, GDBMS Vi AAA M MAG TR 15 B N5 2% 15 A7 28 2R AL, GDBMS g Hi 47 S v B 1l A7 T8 AT P9 A
Hh DLV R A 10 3, B 2 A 1) 5 0 Bt 56 4 FAE GPU 2 A7+, 5] itk GDBMS 1 A7 /2 IR R B
Fe——BEALHEAL i 10 B A7 - PO A7 - R 48 = A7 i 8 B, O3 ML A7 5 GPU 4% A7 1K) R A A7 i 1
ZAE L IX Y E T GDBMS ¥ U A 1. RERE 704 R Wt GDBMS A7 fifs 5 1tk B VT A7 AR il T R 2
o 1%Ji,GDBMS HIPEREIFTE T ENNAE S GPU A7 18] I %ed #% U1, 7T LA L T 20 A5 20 3t 12 v 1)
P 265 308 15 R4, 3 0 A2 AE AR A o 06 200 2% 18 1) d T 1) IR 2 SCR[69) 25 i 5T 95 HH:PCle jm £ IS
i GPGPU ST A g 200 B Mk RE T4, 1 /& GDBMS 1 B 30 BT 76 . SCHR[20]% T U5 Alenka R 4tiz
1T TPC-H JEHEMPRHEAT TR PERE 0T, R I 5% AE T GPU T I, K38 40 FFAS 46 FH 4E 7 3
Ptk R L GPU MBI AL H, T2 GPU {435 PCle B4k, NIk % GPU FIEREIFAS 2
U015 B 1) 2 398 K, i HL 5 22 A D% (0 A L AN AR e S 2 [ A AR KL B T 47T A 22 GPU BREE T IR
AT BEAT) IR S — AN A i Al .
DL RIS RIVE LG T PCle i 28 a5 4 T 45 i h 7 GDBMS ARl T [ T s R 45
412 HYRMAETHI
FI 77, GDBMS 2 B 9 ol 7 92 40 HE 0 ol B AR 35 T AR 20 19 11 4 77 125 (analytical ) 74043490 g
F-2 3] (learning-based) 131570 g B er o u B AR GE A3 T (99 0 A kA U O BIAT B H T IR 2R e A TR AR
i, DRT b m] DU I R AR 23 AT 5 64 GPU B 3RAT 1R 6 RV T I AT AR RS i A o B AR A L
A AR B K AE T ) AR X B BRI T X A EF R Al o X T 2 GPU B S 5, SCHR[71] &
G TR AT % 19 2 GPU M BB U5 15 (B e B e RS FAE I TR RS 4L 2 GPU A58 T R AR
P, R % B T PCle 3B A5 JF 4. 3CHR[17,421K FH 0 H 2 cost B 7 %f — A~ S2 kR () GDBMS &4 ——GDB 3 3
RAREE T Join T AT cost AR, ILX A v B ] (4% oF el 3 3843 41 B AR 21 GPU IR GPU 188
IF[A] S A% [B1 2] host i (1 I [ 1% 5 R4 SR g 157 S I, HE v Aff 2 v LIS 31 90%. R & i TR H T #aS i« |
BN T, BB X T RN BEAT 0 BT 8 % I8 2 B v IR R A DU BT 2 ) A LR R DL R R G IS AT I
{10 47 AR 50, AN T G MUK AR S AT I R AR R T HLBE T R G 0 A AT AT AR F IR B0 3 0K 6 AR A A T 7
S M AR Ak AR R () 2 A b B 38 AR R R ] b b I KRR
T 2% ST 5 108 5T 7 AR B2 0 i ML 2% 30 1 5 1, 8 I DN 3 R A AT 2 A VST BT AR
M, F AL IS AT B R R AL IE AR X PP 5 VA A — e PR RT3 S T A VR 0 — S8 ) L (H R R AN % 58
O BT S M T TR U SR R K AR SR A 7 RN TG VA S Bl Z LA S B 1) )
FRATAY 2 R R HE A T IR A 2550 AR, D AT 45 i T W i 090 <11 9 22 o 80 Ok 268 1 2% 20 IR VR 0 S AR R A o
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ST ARG O B ——PAT VT R AR A5 v 55 2 18 2 R Je K AR A TE I R B 55 28 T A A D0, 1K I A T O
FARHY A AR ZL (8 U 5 b T I o A 2 ) R A 2 () AN T 8 . N A AR I 20 1) Il i A5 2 0 SR AE T
FEAR S ANZ AR A L B ) B s s B R T4 MR A HIEZ B 20 E S0 A0 R H 37 5K
{57 PCle B &A1) 5. JE 2% ST 1 cost B SCRR[15]1%) b T sort,indexed scan,update 3x 3 i JH %4 72

fi&. CHR[72]4% PostgreSQL 1~ & &% TPC-H SE ¥ SR AL FH 3L 24 ) 1 77 vk A2 B R BT 7 W AN BLEE R 4 2 i)
[P PAT B 7] (query execution latency)EAT TN, SETL T 26T 20 A7 FH 2k L PAT P 555 45 & 1) 20 A RE T

PEIA S 3 2 7R I RE AR IR SE . AW AR A T 1 = A4 T 45 B St (landscape) « 43 BT AT 45 IR S 2 . S5
2R 28 2 TR A HL IR AN 1 55 T TR, 3 A 28 (1 2 A 08 7 i i AR BB 5ok 90 5 i LR 1 I R 2 g
TR 1 2% ) BRI A T RBEAEIT R0 . MERE . V2 A0 B8 ) bl DUl 2 50 122 R G 10 2K TR It g A 9 4
A AR cost BERLTEAR RS IRA T 5, Ll H 0 S RS2 00 2% 3] 21 cost 2R 4t v HUE, SR v 22 ) LA R4
(1 ¥% )3 5 1n) .

HyPEM 1312 45 i O v 7 SR BRBE N 07 00 ) S0, A7 880 40 ) L, ST 2 43 I 6T cost AR
AR A A B A WA A AE L R AT N %R B R AN ) HE RIS T 2 LSRR E TR o H A%
L>(CPU OR GPU) b, B 1 IEv AR UE I H B8 O 1R B AT T K1) AT A7 18 582 0K 1) e adh 2% () Rl i HYPE. 3 TRV 2
AR AR T B I R RS AT AL, 1R B TG 0E Y 22 v SR R 0 A o SRR AR SR 7 T R = WIS LA,
413 HTHEREREAN

T AN S (R 96 BRI Tk U, FE B A o (cardinality  estimation) sl & %) 4532 4T BT 5 E U i AR 4k B A 1
FAR FL B 2R (selectivity) VP4 (I T E A B OERR R SR EH FANEIR SR SR LR NP
LU AR B T M R SR (RS AL v e D 5 SO Ml Ty ARG T SRR join IR S A E S ), A (H 1 4
Y T AR A 2R BHERAYE, EE 25550 GPU Py A7 317 A= T 2 52 Wi B8] s, 2 8¢ 2 1) PR o G oA 09 45 716 GDBMIS SRt
43 T H BT R R T FE e BT Rl (0 A TR T vk, B4 B el S b OB e S 2 X R ST 4
JE B A v B, 25 5 A v 45 1R SRR U B TS I e B

SCHR[73]32 T 4 F GPU Jiniskt (6 35 T k% % % (kernel density estimation) ) 22 4 % 1 38 57 7 B R A4 3117
5,154 L AE AL KDE Uy 323, 70 3008 B C5Oa A AT IS ] 2 R S 0 3 K iz i g GPU i 12
FHEVE MR A% 7 VAR T R AN U R G U RS RS N RN T I (R B B 5 T GPU nd )
75 A% GDBMS 1)1k R4 T35 B A B

EI 623 18] join AR B Ak T in) 5, SCHR 74138 ) T 2 4 2% 18] B4 TE & histogram &5 /9 R 40 R HOR 19T
RGP E LB AE GPU AT T8 /b (¥ 8 Y5 S B B 2R K FE R AG VT 1 YA TR ZEXT join B HE AT 44,
ANIE N T84T I A w75 SR i TR 2 R B 1 GPU B AE 78 N % 5 VAR, 75 B AT 40 Bl ) i

H A, BT I B 8 il T (00K 8 R BB ATS A AR5 B2 w5, JEVE AR AR L0 304 11 i v &5 SRS ff 2 o) LAAZ i b
i) & SRR G2 o DX AR R R R 2% 5 S5 4 B SRR VT SR IR 4 AR T (AR K (B Ak — PR R L mT DA
JE 25 90 2% (DNIN) SR T — AN 57 (136 4% 2% i GDBMS H 1 ¥4 wh 46 GPU -, ] LAEAT A s 1| 25 DNN, 1] LA
T, L REK L AL SR 1Y CPU VL EL ).

42 EHEF

T SRS B AR A A SN TR, LA B3 M B AR 1 H .46 GDBMS 1 £ & k'S
S FAE S, 2 SR 4B AN R 2 A, B dinon] T N HES 7 SR, el T B R AE 21 A2 i T L E )
FUBE 52 At o R ASAEAE AR 52 16 ) . H 5 (Rt 70 8 2238005 T 2k Join 87 1Mk RE AN & B 9 copy Bk
FEHIBE PCle Btk i 1.

421 join NS

SCHR[36]%F X SSBM MA$E H T invisible join $2 A, % R BB T 1) B st R 5 2 N4 3R S B i% B2 (star join)

AT AZF AR A # JOIN B hy sz L2 A Select B 4%, I AR RAVECKS 22 Mk R 00 45 3 & 51, L 2>
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J5i 5 JOIN B Bt i % 4k %4 . CoGaDBM™ £ 4 it 1of 47 /& (bitmap) it Invisible-Join $ AR, 5281 T Star Join 77 if].

ST OLAP MK 4% mf d5 1 F (19 93 A 2 18] 1) PK-FK Join,CoGaDB )it FH SC ik [42]42 2 (173%  GPU (1) NLJ(nest-
loop-join) 532,565t PK BHERE, B4 R 1A 2 P4 (warp) 2 it — E O i FK i, warp JH 2> Sr 4 7E HE P
PK I H 2 $ DL E. 126 5 L) 32 B2 e b AF kot 7 2R F2 45 H PSS ED tuple B0 1 FE 6 BT BAF KR
PK-FK 342, SCHR[7518 il K 52 R B0 A7 4E R I80E A7 vh A BRI PCle i 2 A B i 5 A iy 10, &
P A SRR A4 149 1, LA T Star-Join [¥1PE fig.

FeVE B 1T 2 A E BE AR AL I Sk AR B AT 1) GDBMS H % RGN T 3 G R R AN A, SR 0 s 1 11
AT R 5, B R T RO M A 1) SCRR [76] 4 ol s ) 1) 26 3 B 1) K v i ——JOB. K.
SCHR[TTIAE 2 4% CPU HEZE R 2 A BRI v 00 77 BT A6 R e 1) 20 4048 I3 i ol oK 5040 23 DX, FH 22 % 1 9 R Ak
P 2 BT (4R B N A 25 B AL LR B T BT AT nT R FRSZE BRI 1 25 10 BAT B 4 ), e 22 T LA B 25 A
B2 Ly 1) 0 SCRR (78138 T FH GPU T 22 2 57 B2 i il 85 14 29 25 K] 425 T 1 A 1 Bk 27 5, 3 250
RT3 500, AN 5 314740, IRAT 1) CPU IR ST 1T BR AT DA e 12 /3R R B2 I o 8 1o GPU 149 58
RIUBLI I K AL B B 7, B AT 98 7 400 DI A8 e 22 2 T B2 WU vl J AEL R 35 B AR e oy S By AR SRS PR Ak
ViAE~ AT VRS AR a) 8. H AT, 22 238 3% 4 R ) 2 AT 8 2 B A0 A0 USSR T e 2 — 3B Bl — AT LR
GPU Ji s i2% ) 50 3R A 14 1 328 7 6.

422 Wb copy HT

X F A AR AL, T LU A ) S AR 9D copy HT IR EE S H AR, Sk k> 7E PCle ke (Bl S 5244 H i B
0, T HE T+ B SCHR[ 70148 551 3 S0 AR Y B 3 3L 95 258 copy S5 107 B AN [] A 551 $0AT 1), 5 ) 90 S5 s 4k 31
REfl GPU ST LA AEZ (B copy A i) 55 7 )L al g K) M AT 1R, LU D S dls /8 PCle B2 4k b L4, ot Ktk
FIH GPU 15 AE Iy A 2 1k 77 32 JUE - F A v AT T R R A7 00, L 25 R 7 IR (R A i O% 3R i L 2 1
B0 PR SR AN B A 2B R o A 1 7 ).

SCHR[LATHE H — FloAR 3 5 47 2 5K 3 51 43 BC 19 0 Ak SR mes, B U 3 TR R B E 44 GPU BN A8
A4 % GPU AT T 30 76 B0 A 1L %S0 GPU R AE R 43 by 5 B0 57 N % L 85040 1 Cache 22 i [X Al
TFfifs o R B 45 04 Heap HE AR 20 138 i o 4 & 25 ) oy ) 5 50 11 4 o s o ok ik ke 2 A7 81 20y 1) R0 R 8508 J 523 %
(¥4 ping-pong) i 5.

R4, BT SCHEEN 1K) KBE % bR AT SR v A% R R 5 B R BB A7 2008 2D copy 51 (R4 B ;i A% bR 200 43
45 {2 100 copy 57 B, BN A BT (1) PCle A5 A 45 A N A% o8 Bt & R 0 BeoR A7 S — 5 4
5 GDBMS [ A P B AT 4 20 255 %5 Al DAL SR B SR 2D copy 87 45 BCA & >k GDBMS Ak 2% ¥ -1 FE
2.

4.3 BHITEIEEMUT

GDBMS 5 fk 4t CPU $udfi 78 1 AN [ 2 AbAE T, AT LRI AT CPU-GPU 7 44 11551 65 JFAT A B A . O fRAE 2 4
WA (CPU Al GPUYAL T A0 IR A, PRAUE R GE B VA M BB 40 B AN VS A% 00 i 37— AN A S, AR i 42 5t
TR, R 25 v TR R AR B ST (K ST e 2 AR BA SO A 4hAT

LAWY IR 1) D46 H bR, LT SRT(simple response  time i 510 S I (1] 552 /1N S5 ) 51 WTAR (waiting
time-aware response time, {5 %5 I i) 5 A) U 32 S (L% F- SR, R e i v 257 PRI T I 1], 256 438 144 A7) o
PATIZ I AR B/ (] ) B ) I BA 510 23 BB AT T A2 WTAR SIS 1, 28 G2 20 484N TAEBAA b i A7 22k
L5 IR AT BN ) LA R 571 28 v S A% 00 (10 BRAT I TR Sk v 5% A 55 A 81 F) 45 55 I 1), LA 2% 49 8 42 55 I ) e
0 U 3 TS A B S 36 6 E R WTAR S 25 S A T A 5 L 8 2 SR dak £

BLZR G e ek 2 G 4 A F A AT DU A P48 1) (RR) L 2 T BIE(TBO) HE TR (PBOYIX 3 i
JSE SRS

Round-robin(RR) #5548 A 45 73 453 25N 55 BRI, LA P (9 SR 2 AT 4 i

e TBO(thread-based optimization)3&+ BI{E, 45 AT HAZ L CU — AN B, BT BIME 2 5 8l AN FF A 1%AT
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55 BAF 1 43 FCAT: 5 SX A A 5 5 U Ab v 2 TBO i w1 SR SR 57 43 AN 359 1 11 ol J, 3 4, 17 DM OF R B
I 22 5 ) BEERE R ) LR TBO 45 T BATNE B RARHAT VRN B8 X A — e B & R T cost
AR ik VAN T 3 o 14D 4 T 2R 285 0 ) AT
o PBO R T —1LFa BE = ok 21 Softmax 157 5 A0 11 57 4% 0 CU(CUP/GPU) A 38, 46 57 1 4 e i 3%
HER ST SEAT 45 PBO HEmg il LUJE R AH 1 22 CU SR i R Ge 45 ik o, [l I DA S KR 3K 5 1 20 I 45
IR CU.
RR\TBO\PBO #iH&£E 57 1 /2 i bt} fe il CU 1645 =119 1 J32 SR W%, 46 R0 Wi J2 I i) 4230 s A0 10 15 0, LA A7
W7 AT R G R A
AT HIF 58 2 W20 2 38 BE S s At v 7 4 T il L, WTAR S50 A2 S A0 1) O 8 AR 0 T K I T FOR
GDBMS 5743 i il /i — AN 22 H bR R4k 100 181, i3 & X8 BE 5 1 SR JE VR R Y SR BT 1 U1 CU b A2 P S i
PR RS A S AR A 3 T Bk — 20 SOk LA R A AR A
4.4 ESGDBMSHEZHRIMILE

HyPE {6 A5 HE 2R FH v B A 23 2 1 v FE AR G b i e T 25 1 4 B8 700 (query  performance prediction) f15.
T3 0] AP Aty T e s O A E G2 PR A S GDBMS 45 £ (] g k182013700 e
F4) 75 ) A AR A% 51 HyPE(a hybrid query-processing engine)™ 70 7%15g f] 7 3 111 43 2 v vl Bt % S M BR885 R 2r i)
WPRARAL. % R G K T2 S 17k, i 3 AN BB 4 AC T Al - 2% (cost estimator, f# #X STEMOD). 4% #%
#%(device-algorithm selector,f&ii ¥ ALRIC). S#JE#IfL1b 75 (hybrid query optimizer,f&j#k HOPE). L & 547 i 2%
I PESE L 2, 4 54T T GDBMS Bt & 18 H 10 fig 1) it 55 CoGaDBMO4: & diF W 7L 5 3L T CUDA HE4 Y
GDBMS (¥145 & /1511 OcelotM™ 5 HyPE [l &, FF UG M 1 18 £F C LR AL 2 HESR HYPE Rkl 5 BT 2L T
OpenCL ) GDBMS Fit & i .8 3 438 T HyPE f# LA #e.

Ready queue

STEMOD
ALRIC
HOPE

Ready queue

HAFyk ¢
mme OP Stream @ —>

Fig.3 HyPE workflow
3 HyPE T{EWHER

o 4%, HyPE 1 RV S R FC AL B AR B 2 — A4 OP(A,D),OP KR A Kol I, D
F A B () K, WP B BAAT VR TR — A S (R AL B X T A AT B AT 3 $h HE ) R 3 8
PO 1 B 7 D F B 8, (R AN 5 7 AT I L 7 S B AT 8 B
o HWREFRAIIEFRIRE AL HYPE 1,28 (AR T 42 (cost estimator, & #% STEMOD)!>72,
S5 3% % 2% (device-algorithm selector, {f # ALRIC)®72 Sy i 1 4)t £k %% (hybrid query optimizer, i F
HOPE)Y®) gt s 7 346 5 £ 38 (0 52 L0, I WA I R ML)y 57 4 I 5 5 1) 40 8 2%
HyPE 1) 3 AMEE 3 AR VAR Lt ] 4 Brom o T & ok R b R AN 57 O, 7R SR R B 488 vh ol th 0 R Y
CPU\GPU ¥ A& A H Al vh 2%, LA i 5 D M T IS4 P IZ4THLAR 2% X B Al vh 5 BB AR A,
Joe i EY S5 A U A 48 42 R R O U % e 48 () VR R AT A% 0 I B 45 R R4 R G AE A i
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AR A T A .

Rt a8 (183, 15, 72]

A r."a. D) lel[A. D)

kiR [13, 15, 72]

[ | Ty
Op(D, O)k Aopt

(A, D) [Test(A, D) [Op(D, OWopt | sptyzs tyon 52

Y Y
35 =75 GPUSHE FE (CoGaDB\Ocelot)

[ ] we [ Jeme
Fig.4 HyPE architecturel*?
K 4 HyPE k&2

RV HyPE DAk #8355 ML 2% 20 (0 5 At V1 57 AT AR, IR 4LE 22 i e R0 DU 3 3¢ 5 1 4 L i IR 6
VLRSS A A 1) FEE A SR FEIZ AT I AR FL AT 7 43 TE 19 K DL AE S X GDBMS 2R 1 o 4 et g A7 2% 1) ST ik
[80145 T HyPE XJH ik (local optimize)sf i, B 148 b 3 1525 FE 1R 517 23 I i) L, bl K 44N 5 1 5 ik
—NRUST AN R, R D00 SR N B A L AR 2, bR T B = A SR LAY 2 ) B N R B B LA R T R 2 i AN
L ECE AL AN AKX SCER T G B T 4R 2% B T 40 K In) A8 (1) 4 )= ik (global optimize) 5 W, 1% /5 VA 4i %%
2 FEHEASPAT VIR (QEP) 5 51 2 1) IR M A5 5% 3R, 55 il A5 1 1) SH 5 0040 SR T ok T i (0 B3040 % UL 4 R LT B %
FEALF 43 T 0 38U, = AT AE P A 1] 80 1 S O A 2 R R e A ) A KT A A B 0 TEE P 5 % B i g
TR, Ak Hp Ta) 28 SR 1 2 1R R /N e LIRS A A% oF 388 O T 551 R IB R IBL mT fg.

14k, PG-Storm U brytlyt/BrytlytDBEAIE T 75 54 4 PostgreSQL, 52 i T PostgreSQL 115 {4 g4 B 3 1
B cost, 78 A5 W AT InH T & A GPU £ 1 (Join. Scan. BALE) AT 540 H) GPU Sk, B S T
B 1) 25 R I G 3 ST A A0 TE PR 25 2 TIC SRS B 4 T HYPE AR A28 AE IS AT I ¢ SR 557 43 T 1) A 1) 47 2, T
DLUH A8 s PE R MR REER T AE 2 X R U7 vE L BE T Join 25 GPU L5 3% W. CPU &1k BEAH 25 Bk i — 2R R AE H,
T KZH00T H GPU i & i bl o= IR I, B T8 R g5 0 b1 2280, ok 85 A 9 A6 55 OLAP i 4% I
1T 245 3R AY 7 VA5 P B A 1k BB S T AS 4l ke f¥) GDBMS 151 0celot™1 5 il T PostgreSQL 47 2t Ak F (1 i i,
[F] ) 7T CA £ Bl MonetDB FIDL AL 3% AT A5 A0 Ak, SR FH R0 004 1) ke 556 S s S RT BECKs T B304 T 4538 28 31 GPU i >k Jn
4 A ). Ocelot LAk 77 22475 W T Bty 7 5%, Ocelot LK 2 MM T MonetDB AL 4k 25, - A 2% 18 e i IR 5
N AL ) R LK, Ocelot SR P B A 20551 S5, AN HYPE 3847 I 8 A& 2 PR 55 v 2. Bl ok A i 5 )
¥ Ocelot 5 HyPE 44,5\ T 8IS 5 740 Bl SR b Ah, SCHR[80]3E — P 51 N T 4 SR Pk iy e mss R 4 Rtk
MR 5 R IR R
45 /v &

R GERE P (1 28 30 R W], R e AL B R AT T R AN S AL AT o Rl 2 18] g 1 E 22 2 BRI 5 R8BS i o 4
B AT BRI AL . e PRI R S BC . PCle USSR L, 2 RUBAL T 55 0k L, 7
Hey A LA i80S 52 2% AR R, N T E R B 11 by 2 v DAL 5 5 A E T (R 4 A GDBMIS (1 380y w44
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Lo AT
5 fFiEEE

KW B B R GWT 4 AR T F R A — 5 ARG 1 525 25 DR 0k 16 7 B 8% e oy LA ] 9 1) K
Wit L4 DBMS 5 GDBMS 76 A7t & B 4% A7 48 LR AR TA).
o BB MTyBE b U T I A 1 BN P A B R A A U AN AR B 43 TR X T GDBMS SR, 14 1Y
DT GPU A4 BUMAT 55 4] 78 43 R ¥ S A A7k A4 22 (K 1k BB AL 34, & GDBMS s 45 B g 1% 0 14 1)
&
o R R4 EE Be A B W AL BRI s B i, 3k 1T s LB A9 K9 GDBMS ¥ 1 g WA /E GPU 544
WAFE R TR RESRAT 5K 00 R 46 LG, 70 i T Bk
o U= EG|AEE N LU AL G TR0 I BUE AL RE R 4E GDBMS K EWIAk i) 4 B AL PR Y o
EEAERMAE . W R IER S KA N TE 25 h A B A 2 GDBMS f7-fif 7 B 55 L 97 f) 25 528 ) A,
A Kt GDBMS {76l B ST Bk . GPU $di R4t AR . GPU #dls R 518K LL k2T GDBMS &b
PSR 75 R R R AT VR N A B 43 BT A B0 SR (1) GDBMS W FURITF R A B K.
5.1 GDBMSEEEMIKR

TERHRAT AR b B SA7 i AE OLAP Mk 45 B AT A7 76 Pk B 1 A7 13 S A0 427380 Ml 8 jl o 46 K 22
GDBMS 3k #%.
o S HI A7 B U O R AR T A IS PR s AR ABL R . S5 B S T LA SR AR B R AR s 4 A
AL 3R A IR A L, B 4 ] DL P P 4 4 s AT 2 0R AR BEL L G R 7 R 46 1) 7 50T
58 4x AT AL i 40 T 3 o b L 347 2 v 0 10 I8 75 5 N8 s 4 P 97

o S BB TR A B AR A R B T M R A R A R Sl s A BR (19 141,41 50 A7
fitg ] DS By B 5 00 00 992> AN 06 T (R B0 SR H L AR F Y L vk A PR T BE MG I Ak 3 A L JE
AN A R R A e 2 R T A A A I R v e R AT 2 A AT 45 R R i k1 R R T
IR K, L CoGaDB {#  tid £ GPU 1 CPU - [a] {43 i [a] 45 3,

o = HIRAEE TGS GPU AR B B TG R AR T AN A SO 7R B 2R Y B IR X A AN T
F A BRAZAE S I VT 1) A VR WS S GPU IR I & Y R AR A,

EMEERY b, — S8kt 3 2 A A A T VE(HL 0 invisible joinB®). GPU W17 1 B8 & i A 485 1k, o R AT A7 1%
TovE HA B A8 2 3 3 A7 4 B 3 & OLAP ME45 %) T OLTP 545 kb B A5 % AR B9 S0, 51 X A7k ¥ ik GDBMS kLA
&N OLTP V45,

TR AL AL E b T GDBMS 75 ZE45 B2 (0 K5 M UMK s 25 1 SSD 4%) P A£(CPU i)l GPU B A£X 3
AP 458, o GPU BAFEL & T B 8 FiAS [ 28 28 [ A7 2% [b)——42 J=) ‘B 47 (global) . $£ = B 47 (shared). &
+ 517 (constant) . 4 H S 17 (texture) LL & & 2% 2% 7 (cache), GDBMS ({17 i 44 Bl 75 22 [ (1) 4% ] 48 K 7. 3Tk [83]
PE T ol B R R AT i B AN R T R M AN TR 1R VR FE B AR R R B A B SR B AR I B A
fits A1 J5 J5 58 ARAZ T SR IEA R BT X 50 R BB P2 1) AZE S R W, GPU Fi5 4 FK . Mkt it Uif7HE 2 BAA
SERSHEIR . B BRI RN I HE i GPU S AN R A7 47 M e 2 e 0 S SN [k ,GDBMIS. 774 7 B
L4625 1¢) DBMS FH N A7 B0 127 208 AL, B 75 A7 s 7 KT 1% 10 B 8 A7 A 9% b (B ZE DRI /N GPU A7 v £ i 4k
PR [A) 2 Ab 7 T 5008 T ALE ML A A2 R B AE B2 B H 5, Ak T DAL i AT e

GDBMS % i % F A 7 531 B (memory-resident) F £ AR K B )L AT BEJECFE A7 (H 2 IFE GPU 47 1)k
WA 10 ST SCER[17]4E H:GDB ARG X TR K T WAL IR 34T TPC-H MRS AHXS T CPU I Jy 28,
PEAE AL w5 239%; 1005 T 43 A 175 B 80Hs GPU 7 TR ik 2 3% 27 {51k hnsd .ok B MapDPUR 4 1 5 % A
AR T U5 1) BE 81 A 4 (1GB/s~2GBIs) L i) i, 4> N 47 (32GB~3TB) i S id Ji£ 24 70 GB/s~120GB/s, il i Lt 2%
35~120; 1 i B N GPU B 77 17 i B8 (75 & T i& 384GB), i /¥ i 3000GB/s~5000GBY/s, fifl & Lk 1] ik
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