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QRCE: Robust Cardinality Estimation Method Based on Query Routing

YU Xiao-Ting, GAO Jin-Tao
(School of Information Engineering, Ningxia University, Yinchuan 750021, China)

Abstract: Cardinality estimation is a core component of the query optimizer in database management systems (DBMS), and its accuracy
directly affects the quality of execution plans. Although existing learning-based cardinality estimation methods outperform traditional
methods in certain scenarios, they struggle to maintain consistently high accuracy on highly heterogeneous query workloads, where queries
may differ significantly in the number of tables, join patterns, and predicates. Moreover, existing multi-model approaches lack a fine-
grained mechanism for selecting models at the query level. Therefore, this study proposes a query routing-based cardinality estimation
method, QRCE, whose core ideas include 1) constructing a heterogeneous and scalable Seq2Seq model space, integrating multiple
sequence modeling architectures with different structural inductive biases to form a candidate model set; 2) building a gated mixture query
router, GMQR, to achieve fine-grained model routing based on query semantics and enable adaptive decision-making for individual
queries; 3) proposing a Q-error-based (l+¢&)-approximate label strategy, transforming model selection into a supervised learning task,
enabling the system to adaptively select the most suitable model based on the semantic features of each query. Experimental results on
three benchmark datasets, STATS, JOB-light, and TPC-H, show that QRCE achieves significantly better overall and tail error performance
than most baseline methods. Particularly on the structurally complex STATS dataset, QRCE reduces the Q99 error by approximately 53%,
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effectively avoiding long-tail catastrophic bias. On JOB-light, its Q99 is close to that of the best single model, while maintaining
advantages at Q50/Q90/Q95. On TPC-H, the Q99 error is further reduced by about 16%. QRCE demonstrates stronger robustness and
adaptability in long-tail queries and complex join scenarios.

Key words: cardinality estimation; query routing; Seq2Seq model; robustness
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Ty(@lil = W,U(@)lil + by +e;, W, € R®™, by, e, € R ®)
Horb, e, AT S HIHE RN, FI T X 0 A [F)E SCH
I P BRI a1 2
2(q) = concat(Tisn(@), Tonge(@), Tonter(@), Typel@)), L= DL, ©)

T L B E R AL R E, SRS S AE AR S AL 90 m(q) T Bl e WAL B, T RAIEE ) S IE R AU
F A2 token. HE& I ZRIS IR 4E FEHEBAG B Z € REL4 XTI m e {0, 1), WT PR IE 2 B8 55 % b 2 A\ 3%
H—BUf# % =2 ST,
33 RERBEE SR RMY

QRCE M EIERREE S M = (my,m,, ..., my) FILIRGR G — - 2 1 B NSRS OR [ ) 7 21 e 2 g
FHIE Z(q) = S (¢(q)), I X log(1 + card(q)) FIAR BAL T, J TG0 — 4% 1, HEARAERI R 22 1H 51 NG540 2 FE1E, LU
BT 22 5 PR PR 328 22 ) O S5 B R R e %,

FRSEEL L, AN 6 R Rk 2 8 ) 7 51 RS S S A0 D B 8 At THBRE R, B 1078 San A\ e 2 XA
VIR F A bR R — 80, (BAE PP SRR R TSR VE AR B S 454 22 57, 96 1 K. Transformer™ SR H 425
TR, ReWs B U A 7 B 8] ARG 2R, (ELAE P 51K B M B AR DRI 55 15 A T A il o DR I



ol

ABR4E 5 QRCE: & T &34 b o9 S bt 77 ik 7

2

RetNet™Fill DeltaNet™ @3 {7 B 2l & 587 R AORES, KPR RO T S R AR P R, L) 84 HE T3 o
R AL PR 1), GLASRF I 8 M v 7 0 4, TR — 0 R AR T SR 4 10 [T I £ B X S B B I SR G BE T,
Mamba2"* 5] NI PEIEIRES 72 6] HEAHE LS, s K Fr A1 R A\ 1273 BB 0 Titans-MACPYZE [ VERE I HE
Zeeponon s SIS 2, F T35 oxt g S A2 SRR AE ). BT, IR SRR T e T R A E A
20 fiw BN SRR IR Y A 5. QRCE MR BE T AN MR e AR - A R AL [ A\ - b RS 1 3 R 2 g )
BIINMRILE A

R RERRE R SR 22 57 RS EE

R JF 5 AL S ES
Transformer LERBEERS BEA R, B 5 E
RetNet IEHE/BRRAS (EMEER D) SRATCT AR, M 2/ 2 4
Titans-MAC e =WARR TSR NIat VA BN o A R R AR, Ak s R
DeltaNet /7 5y RS T DASE & 97074 3R 71 RAVE B
GLA IEEEEE FHT IS B, 2tk = 71 R A Kitoken
Mamba2 EBEVERS S LY (SSM) RS 7 ) AR AR, (L /i 2N R

3.4 EHTF Q-error FIFREHIE

e A WD FAEIY 106 PR NPT B 2 I 55, AT TR BRI BB FE I 22530 B 1) Q-error AT Jy i i HIARZE.
XN g, FEREAMFRIE m, Eit5:
card(q) card(q)
card(q) " card,(q)
I8 Omin(q) = min, Oy (q). KA Al L AR, T argmin, Oy (g) 1EAME—IEZ, {H 2 2 AR R Z BT, one-hot
PRI P PR B R, R M e,

L, KA AL T 620 1 (1+e)-IT BRI, F5FAT AL 0u(q) < (1+£)Quin(q) FIBEAILRI NZE W (1+e)-
IR EEEL, HACN T (9) = (k]| Oulg) < (1 + &) Quin(q)}, DA VI EHRLE (Z(9), T2 (@), FH (Z(g) = S (6(q))
RFE R FERCE 07 B AR, TS S0 SR BRI, A5 i i #5 7E A0 A B R 2 11 [R] B BE O
HKRESERs. 5k 1 S HaERE.

BOE 1 Q- TR Ml SR i

Qk(q)=max[ ) k=1,2,...,K (7

iﬁ}\ Q{rain(card(q)s ¢(q))s M= {mlst ’’’’’ mk}? Sa &;
it Q-T*.

1. Initialize Q-T* = @

2. Foreach g € Qi do

3. Z<S(pq), ¢« card(q)
4. Fork=1,2,...,Kdo

5 e = m(2), & = exp(m(2)) -1
6. O < max(&y/c,c/&)

7.  End for

8 Onin < min, Oy

9. Tq) < tklQu(q) < (1 +8): Quin}
10. Push (Z,T:(g)) into Q-T*

11. End foreach

12. Return Q-T*




L, Q-T*IRSMIE I G A &S EBAHAT. BBk ERHEF 5L G 2. 3 1T), HEMA %
R B THEX R Q-error (3 4-7 47); B 5 LA/ Q-error JyREvE, KA (1+¢)-3 AAoHE U 44y 366 15 340 2 % ehi 2%
(36 8. 947, I AE BRI A - PR I A M ZR R 48 Q-T* (38 10 7).

3.5 IMTREEIARKEBZE GMQR

GMQR 1 H bR 45 € IR AR TV EE & M PIRETIE T, 25 T & W7 5L TE RIR Z(g) = S (#(q)) € RV fr i xt
TR R S SRR A0, AR E ) 7 SE VPl o Q-error I BL R AR AR B 3K A5 56 w4, AT S B 2
I S B e, [RGB LUOREE. Wl 3 B, GMQR LA Z(g) NN, Hih Z(q) i1 S 3% 450
1176 BBl 5 18 1A 28 B S8 SUHUT BIME N token P31, B I 48 2 56 0) token HEAT R MRS 5 VA — 1045 258 2 AL, BE
JE R 2 3k B R JITE token 248 B FIE L2 MW HXR R, F4E65E MLP & LT XEE, @it
masked mean pooling & BT H A &L token, 13BN B M HRIR h(g). fEMLIERE b, RAEET Sigmoid BUE 1R 2
ISR B 1 0 AT R R AN I T bR, A IR I AR 4) 2(q), BT IR Softmax 73 BIW T 74 a(q). T
FRI B K hard selection 355 328 A5 20 I B 3L 58 pREEAUASG T 75 LSRR, HER B B UK 2 W AR 1iE, AN
FLSIEHER Q-error 15 8. VIR BER A 3.4 TR (1+e)- 1D B2 A0 N MBS 5, AL R RS
T (q), FIE XS LI 2 RO 5 1(g) € {0, 1) 45 myc € T (@), W ni(g) = 15 T 1(g) = 0. ¥E—20, i GMQR Hiith 1 5
LIRBEAR TN 2(9) = [21(9),22(q)s - . ., ze(@)], M RLIIRET 737519 a(q) = [@1(q), @2(q), ..., an(@)]. — 7 TH, ¥4 5%
H— N A bR 7341 7(q), FH 52 LA SR 9:

Lee(g) == ) | (@) logay(q) @®)
k=1

P 205 B e 8% 2 A 5 8 An A OREF— 2 53— 07, N KR Bl 5 W 8 95 B A 2 1] () 45 73 1)
B, I ZHR%E 088 -

K

Lece(q) = - Z [1(@)log o (zi(9)) + (1 = ti(g)) log(1 — o (zx())] (C)]

k=1

Horh, o() 275 Sigmoid B HL.

1
( Hard selection k"(g) ]

( Softmax a(q) )

Final selection{scores z(q)

2(q)=bO(1+g

( Base scores b ) ( Gating weights g )
Multiplicative residual gating

1
Masked mean pooling /(q) )
¥

(

( Add & nomm j
( Feed-forvtvard (MLP) )

(

(

v Add & norm

T
Multi-head self-attention )

\% JQ

( Linear projectiont+layer norm )

( Input feature sequence z(g) )

B3 IR h A GMQR 145 M K
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% QRCE: # T & 055 & 69 S S A6 77 % 9

%, GMQR [l 2k H bn i SO SRR RN 5

L(g) = ALce(q) + (1 = D) Lpce(q) (10)
b, €0, 1] J P R EL 3B BN T Q-error FIFEAALE, 52 INELIIZR H i:
L*(g) = (1 +1log(1 +min. Q(9)))L(q) (1)

b, Ou(q) TR EIERERY my FEATH) ¢ L1 Q-error, min, Oy (q) FANZE WILEFTA BB th B H AL Q-error. XA N
BT AR A B RFEALE NGRS B, AMHETH GMQR £ & %3 5 T % 2 1 i S A e 1.

4 SKEHAR

41 SWIRE

KA JATE 3 A0 R AR EVPAL S-S T MR &2 QRCE MEZE, 3 5l M X i & 475 ) STATS' !,
52 B2 51 JOB-light'*?, DA% w5 30 - 5EME TPC-H (1 GB)'®Y. J:1 STATS 5 JOB-light 3£ T~ O E #& TAE
B, BRI AR e N R B E AR, R e AR RIB0E S EARS AR Ol 25/ 2 1) TPC-H
MIFER 2 1 GB s FE S35 J5 BEATL A il 25 Tl 2 ) 7 A .

® STATS"i% users. posts. postLinks. postHistory. comments. votes. badges. tags 3t 8 5K 5%, Wik
3R B AFFERAS AR b 8 A 2 T A,

o JOB-light*>y IMDB $(4E & 1 T4&, £34% cast_info. movie_info. movie companies. movie keyword.
movie_info_idx. title 3% 6 7k, AWML K 3 /M (PK-FK) JEH, A5 AR,

e TPC-H (1 GB)™ 1% customer. lineitem. nation. orders. part. partsupp. region. supplier 3t 8 5Kx £,
NEIA 2 RINERE — 8 BB &R T/ H Y comment 51, AR B EUE BUR] 78 1.

TEIERSE ) L, TOB-light £ {34 PK-FK J&E4%, ifi STATS 55 TPC-H 83 & £ 5t £ %42, join S5 NE
a3 N EUR R I T N R — PostgreSQL S5, i i STBR AT 2 w1 SR HL LS4, A i AL A QRCE HEZE 1)
W5 AL ZIAEE T 3T, S8R EME S TIERES T E 2 Pk,

®2 HEES TAERHES

Hamss R EMEH s WikEh Wik TER IIZGE# EUMER) HERE

STATS 8 43 1029 842 146 2603 1000 EDES R R LIRS
JOB-light 6 14 62 121 470 208 3248 2000 {XPK-FKIEHE, 4515

TPC-H 8 46 8 661 245 123 1554 2000 # Bkcomment¥l, 7 2 %} £ %4z

X JT R TR RGuH LA S ONE S A TAEMZ S, BRAISH A S PRI TAE DR ARG LRiR i W
53277 3, IR A R R SE IR Xy b 2. ik i i S gt . AWk, BdRiksh. BAEUKZ
PR SEN [ R B £, Ref A B AR 58 S 2 i B 2 T 2 I R R e U S YRR 22 . DRIIE BB AP, ARl
AN SER I JNEIITE S — 1Y) PostgreSQL ¥ 5E . Si—HIRHENI 7. G — HSLIHEREUT R A K G — PP 48 FF (Q50.
Q90. Q95. Q99. Building Time. Latency 5 E2E Time) F#ET I, &FELk 7k BRI F.

o PG PostgreSQL P B {1 — 4k B 7 B 8%, ST 05 B 7 B, SRR SR, I v 5 5 s %
TN G R RRRR h  gE SE, R R R AR B2k

o MSCNM!. S P W IR B2 5 ik, R . ER SRS AN 2 EERE, B ZEEERRERFRIA

© NNGPP*!. 3T neural network Gaussian process®” %% > 27 i, TE4FAE 23 7] v [ B S T 2401 15 AN 52
PE, 8IS AR S S0 g A

o FactorJoin". [N 40 R aUAk 1+ 57, 2 RIEE A /RN SR i R 1 IR 45 B giit, N B LR 2 3%
AR



10 BRAP AR Hrr e B o G w Sl

o NeuroCard"”. 4 SRS Bk & 43 A 710, JE TR FE B RIS RERL O35 ST e o0 A, FF A8 VP45 I Bs ME
HEIE R

© DeepDB!, it B {1 $0HE SR B ME 2 A 73, FI I ATAR 4% (sum product network, SPN) 2 =] ¥4/ 12 J 1k 18]
JERANEZE 53, 38 i M 2 A 3 S LA o B e 5 S Al o

o ALECE". i & Sy WL Bk 3 27 >] sRIEH At T 7 v, K 2 ) 5 R S i A0 A (5 DT iE RO R 5 R AU
B T, TR B BT AR .

© QRCE (ours). A 3CHE H T 20 B pH P B B i v 7E 40— B s SRR B2k 6 MR IR (Transformer.
RetNet. Titans-MAC. DeltaNet. GLA. Mamba2), 3£ PA3EF Q-error 1) (1+e)-IEUFRZEIIZE GMQR i Hi 88, S
AW PR B A

BEAL, FATIE 5 NFHET H S EEE W BEAR 228 Optimal HEAT X bl 7R B F R 2 B A THE S5 T B SRR,
FH 20 S TR E 2 w0 CAE S T RTREIE B AR MR RE L AL, 3R 3 a4 TARR VAR 43 2K 5 B, T 25
B2, A SC4NNHT MSCN. NNGP. FactorJoin. NeuroCard. DeepDB 5 ALECE 43 HIREE T &Kz . HdE oK
) 5IR G2 ) B EAL TH B R B 2k, 0TI A k42 Hi ) Fauce. AutoCE 5§ 2 R T7v2:, 5 & B A JF 5k
I, ARG HN G — PP BUR B)5E 2 LU, TR AEA G TAR R ok il 5 A S 2 57

®3 AFETTERD RS KRR

Jiik K5 NG R T R
PG 155 Seit B R B AR
MSCN! IR ik LR BERE A L =gl
NNGPP 2 IR 2] e B e DL 7 L8 o-gii|
FactorJoin"*" HAE YK BN iR R T4 R S BB A
NeuroCard"” HAR UK o TR I U 43 A AR
DeepDB!'?! BRI BiE SPN/HESE /3 A A FRY
ALECE!" BE A+ R A AR FRRY
QRCE (ours) LR 2] B 22 A g2 ull

PR FEAR: AT LR Fa ARk P Al B4 CardEst J7 45 [H 201

o E2E Time: ¥fi 2 v 0T B (8], 78 PRI BN B, A5 35— 5 v B R 1 B 1 25 HH B9 25 30l 117 PostgreSQL
Ak gs, A BHAT RIS R E W PAT, o2 3R iR i S BT 18], %38 bR B2 IR B A T -5
B 5 EERPAT RS G, A% O R AL TR

o Q-error™: ZIHi i 113E 505 B S H 2 A MR TR ME IR 22, ST (7)) Bl ¢, L ESEHEHUN c(g), TN
BN e(g), N:

c(q) &(q)

PR Q-error 1 50% (FFAZED) . 90%-+ 95%- 99% A HiEL (43 AiE N Q50 Q90 Q95. Q99), AT 4>l
S e e 2 A (RO DA S R B IR 2 (KRS R 24T PR e .

o Building Time: FJ#2ET i), S B BS 2R UE & T4, X T 20 KB 7532, 1ZFRFR X B BLI 2R 5 Q-T*Ars 4 Al
FEISF; X T BRI Bl 7 v, o I B 4 B M 2R A Y ) e B IT. XE T FRAT T QRCE, 1ZFRFR G T 6 MBI AR ALY
B, T Q-error 2E K Q-T 2% DL K 2% HH# (GMQR) FES 2R Il 5 BT e (1) FEHT

o Size: B/ BAEHEFEIY BUAA T4, BFES S L ESHE RIS/, A T3 A,

o Latency: fliiHITIE, 2 SCAREAMNR (F) B 7E R/ 2 B 3 CLINE I RTIR N, AN GFE 2% B JE B0
(TS5 HEBRE IS, B T4 TR TP A, DA AR ER S B 2R R/ An 22 F S IF [, ELX 22 A8 B 5 v A 2 B ol 1 3R
L5k e A AL 1) — VR TR R

A HT E EIEIT Building Time. Size 5 Latency 73 MM\ B . IEAFE S P IXIELHEITIX 3 M

Q(g) = maX( (12)
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X J VA AT B AL, AN F R AR A A T S i AR A AR S AR B AR

S Wt ARSI B 7 RYVRAG QRCE HEZE, i Miith 2 HLEE R, BATE SCAEEE 4.3 3R B RE X EL.
WS, R NBEARIE R TS G R B, JRANTESE 4.4 WA TR0 I E W EE BALT], 28T GMQR IR SR &; HAESH
4.5 BT ARG, 23 S BE B R A 2 A R 22 AR SRS R DU, X — R SR BRI T TR A R, R S
fERE T L REFE T IR,

4.2 NHRE

B BERTESE 3 45 & G — B WARRAE 25 7] ISR, XG4T g, JedRIUE & ¢(g), A ILZ R HIMLE
BLZ15 3] Z(g) = S (¢(q)). BB ARN y(g) = log(1 + card(q)). BT LI IHTE R — B 45 %8 7 & 52X (Intel Xeon CPU,
NVIDIA RTX 4090 GPU).

AR ALY 5 (ki FE S A5 Transformer. RetNet. Titans-MAC. DeltaNet. GLA 5 Mamba2 iX 6 MY
FEHIFEI IR Z(g) SI1ZE BFx, SUA # M HLEIAR L AN SHESE (STATS. JOB-light. TPC-H), FAT
NG LIFATIIER 6 MR, B— KA AdamW, #1462%% 21 %4 3107, batch size N 64, iz % 100 4~ epoch, Ff-45
4 warmup. ) R E ST 20t AR R AEIRIRAE b s Q-error, SR HE HIE B IGIEHE 34 Q-error
5t/IMEI checkpoint 1F g i A5 7Y

GMOQR Y Z5: FEAFEEAR I SUE, 1R 3.4 F510 (1+e)-Ur A NS, FRATZE I Z5/360E 24 i) b B 4R 47 4 b ik
B 45 BI6E 4 B Q-error [ I M G B4 Q-T*: #EA M Z(q) 52 4R% T'(q) K. B s R 3.5
) GMQR Z5#) (1148 MLP 52 3k BiE & AALH], H 3 MNEEZ4EREIR RN 1024, 512 F1 256, 7 Sk 50N
8), %t i i F UG — = 0.5 ) Softmax 75 2 4 4> i . GMQR Y 2Rl Fl AdamW, #1522 3] 5 2x107*, batch size
128, 5% 100 ™ epoch, 3K H i warmup 5% 3] 2 B # R NFR A XN 5 2 4555 BCE BIINBURI, FH3ET5
A I Q-error RFEAIIAL, LR B & A MK 2% R &; B £=0.20.

4.3 EERMEES T

F AT K JRAE STATS. JOB-light 5 TPC-H iX 3 ANMJEuE_E (5% B 3m P ATIN (8] (E2E Time). Q-error 73
A LA R A6 g AR 4. Fo R, Optimal 37848 T BLSE RS BRI BB R IR S H 45 I 3£ 4 K5 8234&% oI 2
P 278 B EL T Vs IR R AR T BB AL 45 5L, FactorJoin HITT IS B4t % STATS F JOB-light %545 4 18 4w
T, NS0 HF TPC-H $iR4E. B, e EESE B FactorJoin. 4k, ZE3RAT1SEE6 b4 B 1, DeepDB [ EbA
i 3 B R T PK-FK join 5%, KR AE STATS Al TPC-H $dE & Eit47 L. Mk RE, & AMR 7348 R [H]
B LA 850 PG A BARKIE S H T, (A RIHRE LR E mm; 5 ) X5k BIEH S48
Fr E RIVEAR, (MR K RAE . A AN B A% 2 (R AR A A

TR [FIFE PPl E T, QRCE £ 3 M & AR T A SR BB 2. I\ Q-error 431 E, QRCE £ Q50
Q90 -3 AN 55 T R BRI 1 PRSI 76 Q95 A Q99 X 22 JE 345 o8 BH R (I IR 48 R SR, JUHAE STATS |, A%
TR ALECE, KR4 1) Q-error H 52.9% 1T F#; 75 JOB-light I, 3 Q99 5 A Hi 8% NeuroCard 4t
FF—E%, FFAE Q50 5 Qo0 LA+, # TPC-H £, QRCE ] Q99 # ALECE #t— 5 [4K4) 15.8%. XK I
B R LI RS BORA IR H R 22 2R R TR 2, 3T R R M, 75 RGIHAT AR J71H, QRCE 1]
3t B AT B 1B] (B2E Time) 5 53005 5 L H0 e R S0 BR R BUIE A 2, BAK A F [R —HE . Hh, 7€ JOB-light
5 TPC-H L, QRCE ] E2E Time ¥ LR () ALECE #4111 21 2%-3%, 7 573 JLF- 7] LA ZWE AT 8 5 FE = 5 1)
STATS b, BARFAHEIN T £ 7.4%, (HIHEL T B HB% 2 108 Z BRI, IXF W QRCE B8 LT F IR [N, A 23R
TR e R 5 0 B A R A U A

TEFFH 7T, QRCE 5B 4EYT 6 AMEIEAF BRI — AN 26 th 2%, BLAUIAR 5 B9 2R M i) 1) 5 S v T o — 5 28, (EHfE
FRAE IR R AL L= m e, SR EH A WIKS) 1% (W ALECE. MSCN) 4F [ —$& 4%, iZ{% T NeuroCard
ATV TFEFR N2, QRCE LRI B IFAEXE B A5 fi 28 A5 22 [7) B B A7 903, 112 56 FH GMIQR 58 K — Yk #% HH
S, P PR A P ) BB AR TR ATt D) L EL P A T S S T A e A TR e P Rl A %) 7 B o, T



12 BB AR R B B )

B e R A AR TR T AR SR i B AT I TR R ZE AT AT X 3 IR AR, T LN R LR
FIRFCVFAIRTSE T, QRCE i 18 5 K AR R AR 5 I ZRit [6], #H T A2 B4R Q-error TEHZ KB R LR E L
3, TR OR R B I SRS RAR 24 (1) SR GE AT VR B, ALt 1 90 20 22 ARk AR R T BB AR 2 S B A .

R4 BARERES T

% ” E2E ize Buildin Latenc
HiEs B Time (s) Q30 Q90 Q95 Q99 (IS\/IB) Time (mi%l) (ms) Y
PG 12777 1.8 21.84 106 7950 - — -
MSCN 15162 3.85 39.56 99.81 1273 1.61 12.41 0.79
NNGP 20 181 8.1 694 3294 2.3x10° 9.56 0.68 21.28
STATS FactorJoin 50 179 5.41 150.52 666.59 2.1x10° 1.86 23.7 0.55
NeuroCard 19 847 291 192 1511 1.5x10° 121.88 27.77 40.16
ALECE 7704 1.47 4.86 9.11 56.98 22.31 6.44 8.64
QRCE 8273 1.40 2.93 7.76 26.84 134.44 31.39 12.47
Optimal 7622 1 1 1 1 — — -
PG 19 820 1.7 9.41 16.25 50.19 — — -
MSCN 24 829 10.94 200 396 2,741 1.56 31.68 1.04
NNGP 36 290 6.66 121 414 1.5x10° 32.44 0.88 30.35
FactorJoin 35 886 13.86 348.96 1,027.19 4794.8 5.59 78.45 3.2
JOB-light NeuroCard 18153 1.37 4.16 6.35 15.22 49.96 9.83 16.76
DeepDB 26 636 11.31 663 6328 5.4x10° 11.52 11.93 11.92
ALECE 18 015 1.44 3.23 5.75 47.28 22.25 5.88 7.32
QRCE 18 426 1.25 2.74 4.80 17.52 149.75 70.92 14.38
Optimal 17939 1 1 1 1 — — —
PG 12217 1.23 3.95 6.22 11.33 — — -
MSCN 11893 4.29 36.76 83.76 321 1.58 24.17 0.8
NNGP 13183 31.89 1052 2104 11811 32.44 0.91 39.66
TPC-H NeuroCard 12 020 1.09 2.97 395 450 850.53 44.39 35.98
ALECE 8717 1.24 2.36 6.43 12.75 22.34 7.15 10.31
QRCE 9070 1.28 2.96 6.26 10.73 128.98 57.51 20.63
Optimal 8 706 1 1 1 1 — — —

4.4 GMQR BEITADH

JFLf#E QRCE 7E58 4.3 AT R I PERER I, AT90G H S T HAZ O HF——GMOQR B A R EAT M.
4% RGP GMQR SRR &, GFEE B E T o KGR R0 2% i I BE S ket EAFEE Tk
H AR, DU AN R B 2 5 A VI RO B B R AT, AT B0 IE 2 26 i 35 RE 75 SC RS e 138 B 1) 2 -4
RUVCRC, 35 B LA B S0 DR AL X B A P R AR T 0 SRR .

441 (1+e)-IERArSH A A FiE#

RN (1+e) TR H 25 B T & Xt B A& N IE AU R & 1 dr P RO 2. R ATTTE STATS.
JOB-light 55 TPC-H X} & #4744, g1l th #4852 AN IE s AR L G Rdrh 2. iRAB S 3.4 171
MR, B g (EB R T & TXR (1+e)- 1T BFR L ELA T (). W kg) NEEH XA g MR LIERE,
M5 X & FHIGEA 2 N:

1

Hit@s = — " Alk(q) € T;(9)] (13)
01 &

Horh, AL RS BB BRI HEFZ B A (1+e)- LRSS, 2 =0 I, To(q) BAILELE ™ M S AR
k*(q) = argmin Qi (q) FI5E G, IR Hit@O S5 A<k ™ 4% e LA AL A i o B, A0l 4 B, B & M0 39K, 3
NIRRT Hit@e 2/ & X TR 5825 b TF, 3 8 2O ™ M i DI04 72 RE % 8 11K 22 A6 20 43R 22 2 0T IR A 288 0) 41
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% QRCE: # T & 055 & 69 S S A6 77 % 13

HeF Pish s, AT R BE S Rt 5l 22 2 . 2 & Bail 0.2 I, S Ei 4 16 dr v RIUE B B =K F
HIFER#E TR, Hdh7E £=0.20 % & T, STATS. JOB-light 71 TPC-H ¥#54E 1 Hit@e 4 HiE 5] 0.94. 0.90 F1l
0.89. kLI K & Wy R MG 25 A IR, RN BURAIEA Y TR 2 B 55 08 B X 7y . 4R A 3 aa 5 200 1, AROCTE 3 A4
il L4 —RHA £=0.20 MBI B T 5 82505
0.95 F—+ STATS

—e— JOB-light = ~~_
2090 = TPC-H
2085}
L
2075t
é 0.70

0.65 | -7

0.60 £

K4 GMQR R e 1310

442 BEHarhER
VA GMQR 26 H Y3 5 I B R 1 — Bk, BRATFEBRIA £=0.2 RXTLL T ™ 4% et dy % Hit@0 53 bl i
i F % Hit@0.2. 113& 5 FoR, 48 3 M EIEE L, RA (1+e)- 1B BRI J5 % B P R 395 B & 32T+ STATS 7+
%] 30.6%, JOB-light #2£7}#] 35.3%, TPC-H & F+% 43.5%. 45 KR, 4 h 2R 006K K 2 Ji il /0 IR 3R Z 0 &
BERRAHU b, BAE T (1-+e)-3 I NS 4 R SR B 13 5 RO R A e 5 T 2 S
# 5 GMQR i 6 g et 5 1 s st L (6=0.2)

pieaps FEAS R Hit@0 Hit@0.2 AHit AHit/Hit@0 (%)

STATS 2749 0.72 0.94 0.22 30.6
JOB-light 3456 0.68 0.92 0.24 35.3

TPC-H 1677 0.62 0.89 0.27 435

VE: AHit=Hit@0.2—-Hit@0, AHit/ Hit@0 %2 7+ L 5]

4.43  ANFEDERELT 1% d PR i

NRE—5 T GMQR % AT, AL E RS 5RARNBEE TER T4 (1-2. 34, 25 KK, 45
T 6 AR L 1 r ARUAR AR g (0 o i 5 225400 S 24 PEE P SR IR BEL V7 2, FRAV 1ok A TR e A e o P A i
KRR Z R R FE I STATS Hdis 4 _LHEAT 73 47; TI7E JOB-light (PK-FK M%) 5 TPC-H (AL T 58) A% 53 #7
ARG GINGE ) ZE 7 R IRVE. W 6 Fros, XTRLH4r AR B 5. &5 R BoR: A 1-2 IRE M F R E
i#_E, Transformer 55 RetNet fIREGE LBy, HoA 4 MR EARXT BN, 242 5 R BRI INE] 3-4 5k, 6 M
T4 344, P Titans-MAC. Mamba2 Ll 3i533% 35 R 1 DeltaNet % 77 EL 71 BH 2 _E T, 17 GLA 11 DeltaNet
Bk b AR T SRR A 0, X T 25 SRR A EE ), Titans-MAC 5 Mamba2 fi% it — 42
151, Transformer [ o5 LU U B2 T B4 18] 5 HROAS R R AR T A5 A5 A A o B2 P A8 Ak, BRI HY GMIQR BE8 I8
B REBRERE, JEahZS AR th Sng: X T 56 5 B B Al m 22 K BE . 2 3040, % b 28 FE e T A
A& B 017 (Titans-MAC) BCRAS 7S (B A% (Mamba2) 58 /7 IR, X B EARRE T 5 4.3 77 QRCE 7E Q90/Q95/
Q99 & R b LM R R, Fobz OAE Tl BB K th, RGvEHCON A AW ULE T SR Al it 25

6 STATS RS 15 555 R Y4 4L IR 48 55 1
HEHRR Transformer RetNet Titans-MAC DeltaNet GLA Mamba2

1-2 joins 0.36 0.24 0.10 0.11 0.11 0.08
3—4 joins 0.27 0.21 0.16 0.12 0.13 0.11

25 joins 0.15 0.17 0.24 0.10 0.14 0.20




Transformer - RetNet Titans-MAC

<
~

036 DeltaNet GLA Mamba2
o 0.3 027
= 024 024
= 021
g : 0.20
£02 0.17
3 0.16 013 015 0.14
2 0.10
[} 0.110.11 0.12
n 0.10 0.11
0.1 008
| |
1-2 joins 34 joins =5 joins

5 STATS k% L4425 % R AcE 7 AR ik 3 00 A

4.5 HRLSCIG

JNEAE QRCE HEZE b & S B THIK G A0 1, FRATTE 3 MR EE Bk AT T RGN AT 7L, BT SR Isig 4
— W E: [ TR AR & R S EIE SRR R 7 3, FETEHEER B B A AH [F) (9 hard selection
TREERUI; # F 2% 0 I R OR e A 150 0 25098 Kl 405 DAk S, A0 B AR T b R 3 AT 70 8. AR EE AN Z 0 U7 T
JETF M B B 4509 (55 4.5.1 7%, GMQR vs. MLP) 55 BUKIgA BbE (4 4.5.2 715, B4R vs. QRCE)
Lan
451 AR GMOQR vs. MLP

TE IRV R S50 S B IR — SO AT IR T, FRATTEE— 2D VPG 2% th 25 45 M QRCE £ ) Z0 1 Bk 5 1) 52 1
7 3 ANECHE S ok B b AR e AT S5 R T R, (0K BRI GMQR % H 58 # bR dE MLP 35l % 47 % EL. 485 SR
% 7 i, K GMQR ) QRCE fE Hit@0 5 Hit@0.2 LA MLP $2£F+2) 15%-20%, H7E Q95/Q99 %5 Q-
error AT HTE B R AAR 34, 3R IS5 M 10 % R A% A8 T ARUw R0k 75 90 23 TiC 207 A% SR e BT ALl R AR P A e A B 4R
G [EIRS, X — R 38— AR BAE 3 B 2 22 |, GMQR 1 Q-error 7 A B4R LT MLP, HZEHE7E Q95/Q99 &5 2
Fabr EE R, SUATH S, FEASUS R A 5N 2R 2 4F T, 51\ GMQR R4+ QRCE 1% HH ¥ 38 i &,
IR H AN TR S TR ZE R, UM T KEBE R R FOEEM, WTEIE T GMQR 45 /45t
QRCE | i A I B 1A 2 5

# 7 GMQR 5 MLP # H#3% QRCE PEFERZ X} Lk

EAETE % FH AR Hit@0 Hit@0.2 Q50 Q90 Q95 Q99
MLP 0.58 0.76 3.14 6.56 17.38 60.12

STATS
GMQR 0.72 0.94 1.40 2.93 7.76 26.84
. MLP 0.54 0.73 2.72 6.88 20.49 65.67

JOB-light

GMQR 0.68 0.92 1.25 2.74 4.80 17.52
TPCH MLP 0.51 0.70 2.59 7.45 18.76 39.94
GMQR 0.62 0.89 1.28 2.96 6.26 10.73

452 SRR REIRIE: BAR AL vs. QRCE

AT IS VRN L PP T QRCE 5 & B — R AR R 7E BBl T HE 5% LRI, 3% 8 UK, 7E STATS. JOB-light
5 TPC-H iX 3 M |, QRCE HUM %5 3= BRI B 1R 2 B 5. 25 P 7F Q90/Q95/Q99% -, QRCE ¥Jfa et
FAE R BRI 2 R 4 Mo i 25 (40 STATS 9 Q99, QRCE N 26.84, i i H4: AR 7 Sy 84.98). 5 it [F] i,
QRCE fEH 73 (Q50) b5 F L B S AR, 6B H I 28 E 2ok B B A& W 5K RSt iRZE ], ik
Xof 22 B A W A sl %A A S RIE T B ) G b SR AT R 8 I A A B R B AR B L A UL 1
Fi7, QRCE Z 40t M ikt 7 20— R ) /8 HORHE K () 2 1R 2 ) B mT R 7 AR 1R e HE 1k 22, AT SE B T R 3B A it
E R A ST



ABR4E 5 QRCE: & T &34 b o9 S bt 77 ik 15

8 frikHAEA 5 QRCE ) Q-error 7 HU Lk

AE/ TS g Q50 Q90 Q95 Q99
Transformer 1.53 11.38 15.39 100.87

Titans-MAC 1.42 9.01 19.18 93.47

RetNet 1.49 12.03 18.26 84.98

STATS DeltaNet 1.58 11.40 21.31 99.94
GLA 1.67 9.24 20.57 86.59

Mamba2 1.54 10.13 16.96 91.91

QRCE 1.40 2.93 7.76 26.84

Transformer 1.33 6.04 14.53 69.47

Titans-MAC 1.32 6.65 14.17 59.69

RetNet 1.39 6.85 15.87 63.42

JOB-light DeltaNet 1.28 6.23 16.43 66.38
GLA 1.41 6.04 14.71 58.40

Mamba2 1.24 5.79 12.48 55.25

QRCE 1.25 2.74 4.80 17.52

Transformer 1.34 5.95 10.67 36.46

Titans-MAC 1.27 5.10 9.28 29.73

RetNet 1.36 6.49 11.77 34.79

TPC-H DeltaNet 1.38 6.12 11.83 35.84
GLA 1.30 4.96 8.98 26.91

Mamba2 1.25 5.36 9.35 28.58

QRCE 1.28 2.96 6.26 10.73

4.6 HEHRTHERAR ST RITE

i 2 U2, GMQR (1) 5 5 50Kk B R IE SRR NI 2R 88 LY Q-error 470y, JF A F-H5/ls Q-error &5 (1+e)-
AT DA S Wt A i < 0 A0 F 0T Aol dme AR B B R B B . BT BB A BTN 2R 2 A T Do A W R 0 8 R 1t L A
B, ISR GMQR % ) 1) 5 4 )5 I e AR A 2 ] A VLIS 5G 5R.

ARSC T SR T BAE G — B A RS TR P 0 E 2 ) K et LA PR 0, 1o oR 128 S e 2 A
WA KA T QRCE HIRIL. 5 248 tH &, SRR EER i SEBA ) BOR A BN BN ZRET BOR A4 W 2
ARG, SR 18 S 36 o 201 < 2 - TR 30 2 5 2R T AN 52 43 P, LTI DR — 2 B o O 2 XU 0 i,
BRI RGO BIA A B RB, JA I BB IR IR ARG Q-error, FRAH RIRHTIL 0 bR 2 15 it i 25 S 4G AT
g6 LAR SRR B, SO R AR B AR B 7 2 (AT = P B AR 5 = P I, ARRAIC AR 7 A )
fF, 38 AT 5N T 4 e B A S e A A S B [ B LR, 210 A5 P2 1 T [ 8 AR AR A Aok A 2 BRI
s, BT QRCE (RIS SRR I AT SRS
47 WMERASTIEATHE

SREHI SOV bR 5 B AR ERE ST A H, QRCE [YAIAMIT 4 F BLAR BLLE IR I LR S 5 5 % o o 1 R FOT
LANGRAI BRI RS, T H AL BV IRRE T AR O B CHEREIT 4. R tk, A TRESCBL M R, QRCE HIGE & 1k
DRl DA 2 3 S ey e S AR A P AR, U S BRI R 5 S SR AR I A R A T HE R,
ESCEPRiE 1, QRCE XMy (R 5 AR 7k — B M A 1142 1, RN RR s h BEHAs T4 3R, DAt
T TG AR A A S R P 7 3 TR R Q-T BRAE AR LA B B ot 25 VI 235 T 18 RS 2B BUSE IR, AN M
BARAIRE. X T IR BRI 3, JE AT — 20 R AR AR AL B B/ N IR AR 326 10 390 8 DA B KR B £ 52 R 25 7 5
PR B A — T, FURET E R AR SRR RO OR B T R EAMAE R R D BT 5, DU AR A 5 A T 4
3 U7 T, AESEAR BRE IR LA SR 3 5L, R 4 it v A BEAE AR LA LT TR IR0 BIBR A - B AR A
P RS, AT PR AR ST 23 38 R ARSI 75 BE BT 2, ks By 32 BT 1) TR AL A8 75 3K, ASCH A
2D OB AN R BT LB B PERE- AT R OG R, K ARy S B 8 A A 7 1.



16 RAFF AR SR g K o e il
5 B %

ARSI i) 7o B2 7 o W A7 A, 418t — A T A B e O SR B T T QRCE. X T A% G PR G o 4 P A

WK, QRCE 7E 48— N\ 8 11 7 20 23 2 7t e 91 S A ) ) Mk e R A TR Y, 3 0o 2 0 0 i Eh L 1 T
R E W BEAT B AR B, IFRTH TR E P, NS B WIS, BATME T4t — I EWIE LR 5%
FPAE LR, KR 454 55 8 1 5 S5 e 0] 52 R ALE 2 1) - e B A AR I SR B ) 1) Q-error 4708, 2
Y (1+e)- A AR 25 HA 36 S, T B ) B i DL /A (oL i AR TR AR 15 (O M A5 5 b — D BT T VR A A B e 4%
GMQR, HJ VA% 3] B 5 U A A % 22 70 A 2 (R X B 5G 2R, SEBLRT I 2RI B k38, #E STATS. JOB-
light 55 TPC-H IX 3 MEHE B RGEFA R Y, QRCE AR M LR Z HTIE T, REB e MR 7 bR 2
(Q90/Q95/Q99), IH{EE 2% 5 K R &l 5t N 35 I 4 M it T 22, AT 9 A RS 7R St 4 S Pl SE O N 46
RIGUEAE ST TAR TR, 5| N B W 2 BRER R A MR TH RS T & A Ik 5 ] .
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