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Abstract: This paper proposes an adaptive structural index: AS-Index (adaptive structural index), which can avoid
the problem of the existing indexes. AS-Index is based on F&B-Index. It consists of F&B-Index, Query-Table and
Part-Table. Frequent queries are kept in Query-Table avoiding redundant operations in query processing. Based on
Query-Table an efficient bottom-up query processing is also proposed for answering infrequent queries using the
frequent queries in Query-Table. Part-Table is used for optimizing the queries with descendant edges. The existing
adaptive structural indexes need to traverse the whole document for adaptation, and their adaptation granularity is
XML element node. For AS-Index, the adaptation granularity is F&B-Index node which includes a set of XML
element nodes, and its adaptation is an efficient and incremental process that supports branch queries. The
experimental results demonstrate that this index significantly outperforms the previous structural indexes in terms of
query processing and adaptation efficiencies. For large XML documents, compared with the existing adaptive
structural indexes, AS-Index is more scalable

Key words: XML; adaptive index; structural index; query processing
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7], AS-Index 43¢ K AUAE AL BLAT & Andk Bt T4 bk,
XA XML aEm &I gMmEs),EianE
FEESES: TP31L XHERFRIRED: A

XML B2 4 Internet b 54 A8 e A4 B A S bt Bl A W P AR O 3 XML SCRS SRS AS BT 484 22 0 7
X XML B HEAT R 2 A2 R AR i T S R PR R B3 — i L i s 28 et T 2 RS T AN
HZRIU XML R 5] XML R 552 5T XML SCREE 7 (KR S50, 7612538 5 | AR g0 AT 20 m] DL R AL g 10 I
PR

FTLURRGE XML SO I 22 Foo S SR 51 46 S0 Jeak B LR S S5 R 1 s XML %
FURIEZR I G AT L A SCAR RG] JLR R GIM S R 51304, SCARR 51 R 51 HILAE XML SCR SR
A5 SR A A w50, v] DU AHEIHER T XML SO S SCAR R 51 0 R R G A IR TR 2 5 A Z T A1

AR BT A 2R R 5| — RS RO M e R IA K I FL AR XML 1 A v A 42 X T 22 W
FH 1 i 4% 3508 3QA B9 45 AR 388 )77 XML SCAY A 1R T 4 Al i 42, IR0 B, £ i i o 4% 1 DC I i 42 30 s W B A o
FAER X R T T2 XML SR IR T B AR, T RS AR 45 M R B (R B 1R 5 ) ) AR 2 AR 5
XML SCRY A 45 AR UL JE AT S B A2 AT A P R E B A 2L X Fh R 51 45 0 5 IR IR XML STRYA b ZE ARk 7
W BE R A T A ) A RT R N B S D B SRR AR IR I, S5 H R S RE N el A I R VU R MR e R
BB .

IEER PR E S T 28 XML G ZRG1LE LHIH T 4R 511 R R T LUE B, XML 44 2R 5] 20
G AR YE G5 R 5| RS AT R A S B AT 3, T AR 5 R R B o R A R 5 1 H S N 45 R R 5 AR A,

(1) BRI XML SCRSEE T 2 )5, A SRR 3 2 90 7 B b AT 1 4

DataGuidel™ it > 45 ¥ b Kt 4 v A B 42 07 B . ORGB (0 S5 MRS, T LAFE XML S i — M
DataGuide >4 MK 55t & [T AT 6 428 282 378 7|, 75 DataGuide M 45 4% bR 25 B 42 2 i — (¥, 1-Indlex 2 1ty 4t <7 5 7%
I LA T AN 1 i AR S R 8 a0 P N T B A R ) M i 4 SR 40 T 80 6 B g 4 v
FabricBMii ] patricia trie 228 511 45k 505 v 1) 1% 45 A0 P9 545 8. Fabric ‘28 51 42 7 1K) 7 v 2 K5 5508 v 1) K 45 4
Tk 75 5 SR JE A6 designator (e 2 1) 57 4 57 AF A b 7 B8 a2 505 A1 ) o) 08 i 40 R AT 2w 0, A
patricia trie 41214 15 L A(K)-Indext R4 XML 76 235 78 B A% b 1R J) S ATVALLAE o) 43 S A 2% R 40 45 FA AT 4B
7 o B — AN N R B R/ B BT S0 K ORI R 5 RS AN FERE K (R, 2 4B 40 5, K
I KRBT 95 KN B F RS0 T 1-Index. UD(K, L)-IndexBI2-25 2% [ =5 w5 () J5 38 11 150 A0S 1) AHABL 6 2R Sk 44
22 5| P 3 3 T T 1 AEABLSE (10 S, T DA 28 M AR 7 4 S 4% 1 ) 3 F&B-Index M iy 43 3 i 47 15 i1 1) 7
w251, 2 S AR A A PR B L LART R 5145 1R K42 . Disk-Based F&B-Index! i % F&B-Index 14T T 4~
JEBETE T k> 11O AR I BERL AT SR .

(2) BN 2R T | DR s 7 v 6 23 P 28 A HEA T 45 M i

APEX (adaptive path index for XML data) BV ) 8 St 2 1 14 1938 I 45 W0 R 51 5 3530 1 4e 1 25 it 2k
A P PR 5 A% TR AT VR R o A 5 RS ) LA AR B 1) 5 0 P 1 D(K)- Index PV 35 75 ) 7 28 1 7 R AR A
R AT BN TR A AR ABLRE 5 LB s 68 3 8 ARABLRE 9 K1 710 st A 1 AL BE dp /N g K1, X B gkt A1
FITA 1) 25 40 40T LAAE D(K)-28 51 SZ 8L, i AS 2 25 U7 1 Js 5005 B M(K)-Index PO g 42 Hi 4 T 56 ik D(K)-Index it
FREAN 5 40100 8. 5 D(K)-Index — 4%, M(K)-Index 545 FH J5 1] ¥ & 5 ARABL G 2R, Fe VFAS 8] 1715 06 AN [ (9 AR AR
FE.2h T W7 1k de K 4 kb 43 2 M(K)-Index 75 R4 8 R 58 37 2R 5 | IR Ik 78 o 5 5 RS ) 7 20 1P P A R AR [ 1
gha,
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XML index

Structure
index Element

Text inde index

1-Index

Inverted list

DataGuide Fabric APEX R-Tree

X
Inverted list

A(K)-Index

F&B-Index D(K)-Index
UD(K,L)

Disk-Based

F&B-Index M(K)-Index
Fig.1 Category of XML index

1 XML &35

PLEF 50 6 XML S5 89 28 51 AH o0 TAE R e Bk 24T T A 4R AR R ILA M S5 W R 5 IR 2 1088 T
AT e RS S B, 32 2 ) A 2
(1) HSEHRTIMITTREGAE
DataGuide,1-Index,Fabric,A(k)-Index UL & F&B-Index &5 &%t XML SCRYHIFR SR 51— T, LR 51R
2 I8 BRI U S AR TU AR R AE G, 2 A7 0 A IR A ) £ AR R BT A
TR T R 5| A WPk RE; 59— 77 10, &6 & A4 40 26 5 A A4 1 2, MR R T A D S HT Y AU TR A
AUHEK T A TR,
(2) BAIEMN RG] R BR %
APEX,D(k)-Index LA & M(K)-Index 55 H 1& 3V 45 84 28 5 | e 0% 4 A ) 800 AR A0 0T 28 5| 45 M) dEAT TR 28 AR,
A IS Y 2 A0 2 5 | RE AR i o S A kAT VR A, T AN R SR T I A R I A R 2R R 40 dn o) 32 A i BB
B EBNEMREIAR & BRI B, SR 38R &) UG H TR XML SCR X F B K XML
SCRY G 100M () SCRY, BRAT 11 I N 25 4 28 5 11 A 1) AR A R S T BRI, RE e T B IS Y 5 AR T
3t Hil.
ASCERST BT I XML S5 R 28 51 n) 8, $8 H T —Mopr BY 1) 3 3 Y 458 22 5 1 AS-Index. SC A ) XML &
WG 75 o XPatht™ 36 1L A5 ) 7 SR/, [} HEAT 25 ) 40 L AS-Index S 5E T F&B-Index &7 1, i T F&B- Index
SRSy LA 25 R T X AL IRATI AS-Index BB B #2 (12 £ 1, 0 A H 25 U5 1) XML SCRY. AR SC (1 3= %
TTRR AN R
1) AR T FRE AR B IE N 458 R 51 :AS-Index.AS-Index 1 F&B-Index,Query-Table FI Part-Table
41 B Query-Table ] LA #2[0] 2 A% A 1, S T OURHAE.7E Query-Table [RI5EEG B 48 H T misky
B R _E IR A U5, BRI 78 43 I FH I (1 500 5 A0 Ok [m] 25 JE S0 K A5 Part-Table  F T A it S & (1)
PRy, M — 2D F T A v R R R AR A TR R S S e I ) A A,

2) AR TER AS-Index (1)UL AS-Index 1R A R R JR I ] A 1) e 1) A, L A B
& F&B-Index 7 (& —41 XML JG 217 %), B XML Je 215 s o b BB 1) B & N 25 R 51
A T4 1 R e, T BB SRS A 40 SR IR A R

3)  EFREAMRTIG IR T — RANILA RS 2 — P a7 AP fe.
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4) SIS IR, A SCH I AS-Index ELI A5 R 51 BTG T N i 00 A v A A A B SRR
) XML SCRY%, AS-Index B 1R I (1K) a9 @ 1.

1 &R

1.1 EARES

AT A A B A DR, S AR R A B AR R A R,

X 1. W (tree pattern):fE XPath FHE{///, [T} ) 25 i ] LA R g — MR 12 85 16 e ik o v 1 47
AR AT LA R R AR e 10— AN R, 2 2 b R Bl e R S R ASE 2 e et 3

EX 2. Al E (query containment): X T PIAN A1) Qy, Qo FATHE Qu (5% Qq 2 HLAL W AL LT 3 441

(1) X QA A — AN AL AE Qo R AFAE— Y s S IL X

(2) XF QAR TFIL,Qy FAAHE— AN N HI A T 1,5 F Qq WP HIAH 48 )5 B 10,Q i AFfE — i 2 5 4L
Y.

() Qu AT KA 1Y K05 Qg AUMETY A Hh Y 5 X R

EX 3. T E P4 (main path): 2 1 A AR 5 20 1Y AR AR b T2 2R AR, T B AR BT
MR AR KL

EX 4. B (query size): 7 i (K] BAR S (19715 SR HIOPK DA 1 ) 1) 750 AR,
40, % T2k Qu=/Ibllk,Qa=/Ib[h/f]/d/k. 8 2(c) /& iX P E i AL pty,pto.Qu B Qo ML pty Al pt

IRV SRR E AT A A A o, Qg A A R B =5, 12 S B A2 =/ bl /d Kk, - AR K R =3
1]a] 1]a]
2[b| 6[b| [b]10 2[b] 6[b]
s[c]  7[c] 11 3c]  7lc]
afd] 8[d] [e]o [d]12 a[d] 8[d] [e]o

5[e] [e]13 5[e]
(a) XML data tree (b) F&B-Index (c) Tree patterns and homomorphism
(2) XML H w4 (b) F&B-Index () ARASEAS T[]

Fig.2 XML example
K2 XML 54

1.2 XMLEEREA IR T2

BATEE 3th A9 T AS-Index (1504l b B 78, 3= ZLALFE I 4R K (initialization) . 25 1 &b BH (query processing)
i %% (adaptation). H 4 Ak 51 5T XML B 22 37 45 04 28 5| 9 56 i 3R G0 T 7 B8 45460 1R 0 4 A A 1 A B2 A
R | 56 A 1 A R R 7 D AR A SR R AR A DK R R R 5 £ 4. AS-Index (H F&B-Index,Query-

Table i Part-Table £ ji.Query-Table FI Part-Table 43 5] F T~ 77 fi A5 %< () 25 18) R3S 40 7 v (BR PR 0 25740 20 B8). 3 A1
BAE N S0 AN AR AL B FE.
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Query-Table

Query
processing Part-Table

Initialization

Query- -

x

(<}
e

f=
@
[~
s

A AS-Index

P Adaptation

Fig.3 Data process of AS-Index
Kl 3 AS-Index i1 %t b i 2

2 BHEMZMES| AS-Index

AS-Index F- 3 1 3 473 41 Bi:F&B-Index,Query-Table 1 Part-Table.

F&B-Index &% % XML XA I e /NE S R 5B B RS MM TR E A FERE TR — M ERF
BB I B0 T R AT LA IR AN R T — AN E R R A T A R MR R S ISR R U % R 5 R AT
), 1 AN 25 278 50 1K) 2 SEA1. 18] 2(b) 2 £ x) ] 2(a)h XML SCH T F&B-Index.

FH R B A R E 4E Query-Table 7.Query-Table (#1454 41 & 4(a))ii 7. Query-Table & —A> DA %
VA Ay S B 7 (R 5 2 AR A OB 6 N 35 7% 1 25 I (children) RIS £ 45 41 (pointers). 7% 1 2 ] & IX A A 4

BB RS A I F&B-Index 11 gL, 3 B2 Q I AR AR B ELEAIR M 1Y) F&B-Index 11 i £ DR A7 A 2K
D (1 IR T I DA A A L L AR T Y e R M A S R RO R B AE I A(a) P (1
QueryTable ™, #rifu//d £ 3% A if)//c/d, H B AT A ) it 45 2, DAL 2t/ /erd A5 fid /21 2.

19)[a]

Id | Query | Children | Pointers QPart | PreCode | SufCode | Pointers

1] Ja @ a () @) @4[b] [b](&8)

2 /b (2)(6) b (2,4)(6,8) (2)(6)

3| lc (3)(7) c [ (83)77) 3D @3[c] [c]@n

4| /d {6} d | (42)(85) (4)(8)

5| e (5)(9) e | (5.1)(9.6) ()9 @¢2[d]  [d [e]©6)

6 | /lcid (4)(8) cle (9,6) (4)(8) (8,5)
6.1)[e]

(a) Query-Table (b) Part-Table (c) F&B-Index

Fig.4 AS-Index example
Kl 4 AS-Index Sz

FOATHETT 1) T IR 43 R A — A 7 AR T I B A A7 A /E Part-Table 1.Part-Table )45 #4 [
4(b) Jit 7 Part-Table J& — AN Mg A5 3%, 1L op DL 7% 1 350 4 (QPart) 15 S ¢ 88 <7 45 AN OC 8 57 0 B, — 21 117 4 4 1Y
(PreCode). — 415 4 4 i (SufCode) % B 5 s 4R £t — AN A v AF £ 22 17 1) 1 25 v 12 v 1 B A% 76k 119
2 LTS A T 1. ) i 8 ) R4 45 XA TS A 77 1 1) 0 S5 — A laboel [ — 20 G A, 3 LR A7l 2 A3 3 1R K e Js —
BRI AT S B S — AN AR AR T 100 B0 AE P I R, WA i A 1) S % R, R A A £ v A 1
1A label 1) 41405, - OR A7 A2 U281 AMARZE M1 AU FR & B 4(0) TR, S 7 — AN PRSI0 B 1 £
W— LR AFAE Part-Table 33 IR, 5T 4% 4 A 5 5 23 4 5 AH 7], 405 B 1) G i £ 474 PreCode H.“cle” & — /M4l
B, 3 B 1R 0 2 o R AR A R AR R e I LR A A T S i .
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3 AS-Index B4 B FNiE 2

3.1 #MkLEE
FERI AT R T, FRAT 1 4 AS-Index (25 B 5 125 1 56 37 F&B-Index, fif i (start,end) 4 i ¥4} F&B-Index

4 BRI (0450 25 349, 1\ B Query-Table #1477 401 “label” (335 43 5 41 FLXT I [ 4 59 il A ] Part-Table .
WA 2 220 ) F&B-Index, 182 A7 AH Rl AR 2 (1795 2 (945418 In 1) Query-Table F1 Part- Table (¥} i 7% 1
AR B R AR AU start GRS SR K AR i RN T S R FR B TR 4@a)H 3 T A v o, LA 45 L
A(c)HF IS A b, Y 1 start it 2 AT 6.7F Part-Table 9,56 T 78 40 “label” it 25 1 35 44, - JH: 17 26 2 A A1
Ji 84 R A ), R R i s L T S o A 7T TR AR R b A R e/ abe ) £ DRI Lnlabel” (1) £ ) 5 04 4h 24 2
BB, R 7 2 — HARAFAE Query-Table I Part-Table .

3.2 §¥fQuery-Tableky A%

FR 4 - (A w1 0, 5 ZEXT Query-Table JEAT 148, A R0 72 40 D PR A B B S T8l 1 0 5 5 o) 0 A o
[H ) 00 2 A i)

RTINS i

ISR 2 ) 14T 55 32 22 2 PR 3K Query-Table 128 i (AL 5 SR ARG 9 & s 2 Query-Table /.57
1 Algorithm 1 178, 6 F—ASHr 251 Qp, 1 e R N5 1 /M st A5 ofy, BB A AH RV HA 09 0 ) 25940 Qpipst 285 1
VA U5 7] Qpirst 81 & ), LR B E Qn W& W, MR R I A MM 1 &), — HARE— D& Qfinar, &I
HETHEMBAET Qp

AR5 T MR Qfinar T F&B-Index 17 £, W1 HE 45 S 2 25 Qp K b9 SR Qn HIZE AR, 3 M Qfina
IR T Qfinal PR #2125 1), W1 R A & I BT F&B-Index 11 s 887 & Qn it B L A s Il Q, i #1
AL FE A A QX B4 F&B-Index 1 s INE] Qn HILE R B J5 4 Qu¥ls K Qpirst M T £ 1)

Algorithm 1. UpdateQueryTable(Qy).

1 HEE 1 ME QA Qrirs, i 43 outputNode(Q,)==outputNode(Qrirs)
il Qpirse B I T B, IR A ZHRINE 1 DMEE QBT &MY QIRATHARE T M Q M T &
W, B E B A Qfinar, Qrina I EL T AT A S Qp A,
3 For &4~ F&B-Index 7 & NjeResult(Qjina) do
4  If N, fFH &l Q,then
5 A0 N; 21 Result(Qy), A\ Result(Qginar) MR N;
6 For #/N% ¥ 75 SubQueryeResult(Qsina) do
7
8
9

N

If SubQuery BT 1) F&B-Index 15 /54 Q, do
750 SubQuery 24 Qn 1% T A1, I AN Qfinar 1982 T A I IR SubQuery
ElselF SubQuery #1#4> F&B-Index 15 15754 Q, do
10 R4 Qn L4y F&B-Index 5 s 2 Result(Q,)
11 ¥ Qn 4 Qrirst £ 7 £
THIBR |H B 57 B 2 1)
4 Query-Table H {25 VAN T2 400 2 A5 1 1 I, 75 22482 ) Query-Table Ho i B 6 T — AN BR 2598 Qg

B Qu A Qu AR5 H Qo AT I F&B-Index 7 fUFIEL T A I I E] Qp 14k v AR5 A Qp 1%
TEWHMER Qq.

%14, 18 5(a)if] Query-Table f&7E Kl 4(a) LAl s in T A0 A #//cle, Bk T 2 //c/d.
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(1,9)[al
Id | Query | Children | Pointers QPart | PreCode | SufCode | Pointers
1] /a ) a ) ) @4[b] [b]®8)
2 /b (2)(6) b (2,4)(6,8) (2)(6)
3| Jlc (3)(7) c [ (33)7.7) 3)(1) (3.3) (7,7
4 /id (4)(8) d (4,2)(8,5) (4)(8)
5 Jle {6} (5) e [(51)(96) (5)(9) (42)[d] % [e](9.6)
6 | llcle (9) bicle (6,8) (6) ¢ (8,5)
6.1)[e]
(a) Query-Table (b) Part-Table (c) F&B-Index

Fig.5 AS-Index after adaptation
Kl 5 %51 AS-Index

3.3 %t ¥tPart-TableBy A%

G A1 00, AN B RS 0 Part-Table 3EA47 8 2, iy T wp 77 il 0 2 1R 350 42 A0 L 2 1) e DR BE,
WA TR LU 2 0, 47 N T 00 2 v 2 % ) o S A2 A v 45 2 B8] 5(b) 1) Part-Table J& 75 & 4(b)
FFERE L5 T A eE bicle MIFR T &l 44 cle.

4 XML Eifabig

AT 44 AS-Index S 1 A A BTV, BL G FE T 3t g A 1) A AT E T IBCRE R 1 A A
41 ETRHFENERLE

Query-Table F >k A£fifi Sl % A iy, & FAA PN DHBE:— J7 101, 24 FH = 3t 1) 2 90 A0 8 4060 1) 1) 4, mT DAAE
Query-Table 7 B 23k 225 ) 45 R, 0¥ % 7 #F F&B-Index b {0 A% DI AR 53 — 5 18, 2 SR 7 38 10 R 2 4 R ik
7E Query-Table H B 44k 3], 7] LL7E Query-Table Hh 3140 75 b 2 ) 1) 490 25 25 10, S8 5 200 0 0k 400 2 25 10 1) &5 R ik
ATHAE, BN FE S5 R

i Query-Table [ &8 )i F2 41 Algorithm 2 Ji7n X F—AN 2 Q,, B 4 ] Query-Table H#iiA Q, /&1 A4
EAW, MR Q) &7 Query-Table ' v DL EH 3K Q) W& ML K. R Q, &AM E A, 5t 2
Query-Table H#F 45 #f) MaxQuery,MaxQuery i £ 1412, B T L7 Q) M EZKAE LkEIE 1 AN
MaxQuery %y Hi 7 o B A AH AR 28 16 1 80, 2R 5 AR e 45 A3 Qy 43 R 2538 43 (prefix) Al G 454345 43 (suffix),
MaxQuery L& T 4484y, H MaxQuery J& 8 211 32 Z RS 2 I 3 Q, A 1h).7E Query-Table H11] DL H #:3k 45
MaxQuery 145 5 Bl —41 F&B-Index 17 55,88 J5 T 1) B AIE 15 p 2 753 2 MaxQuery 5 Q, I RIT 4 70r 11 22 5,
B QUP; B SR A2, JU) P — 2 LA F&B-Index 11 55 24 i 1 541, BAT Jig 48 3 40 1) A5 ) QUOMM(QUW"=suiffix), T K
73 Qn & A

% 1:Qq=//bic/dle, 7E W 4 FT7R1) Query-Table 4k 2| MaxQuery=//c/d, AR5 s d, 8 Qp 4 HLH 6
4% prefix=//b/c/d,suffix=/e. 4% J5 HE 4% MaxQuery F1 prefix 453 Q"P=\\b,Q"""=/e, ¥ s # iiF MaxQuery [
F&B-Index ¥ i J& 7577 & QU LA &, 11 LA F&B-Index ¥ k24 iy 1 5, 04T QU 35453 Q, M5 Jim 45 L.

Algorithm 2. ExecuteQuery(Qp).

1. If Query-Table @5 #] Q, do

2. R[] QAR FEF4IL

3. MaxQuery=null

4. For Query-Table 145 —4~ £ Q; do

5. pos=LastMatch(Q,,outputNode(Q;))

6.  (prefix,suffix)=SplitQuery(Qn.pos){ A T M & F| Q, T ¥4t LI5S 1 A5 Q; My 15 mUMH R A1 A,
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SR LT S Q, 23k prefix A suffix P4 #5433
7. If Q; 7% prefix then

8. If MaxQuery==null then

9. MaxQuery=Q;

10. Else

11. If MainLength(Q;) tt MainLength(MaxQuery) 5 #£1T Q, then
12. MaxQuery=Q;

13. Q"P=GetComposingQuery(MaxQuery,Prefix)

14,  QUM=gsuffix

15.  For MaxQuery H1%&E—4~ F&B-Index 715 &1 N; do
16. If 1sSatisfy(N;,Q"")==True do

17. Output Eval(N;, Q"""

42 BETHERENTIALE

I ERAMEA Query-Table iAt T #0%E A iy (H 2 7k A i #E v, 24 A B BIRE 28 J5 & L i) A I, —J7 1,
B 1) T 0 IR, R A 2 T AR T T AN A D O T R T ) G e R, R B
AR S R SRR A B A £ T Y 1 BE S

7t AS-Index FJAAL I, R DA X F&B-Index #EAT T g fith. 75 A ) i) ak 7 vy 457 2438 2I4H 26 )5 w3 1),
A IR A5G 5 AT 400, SR A P I 1 TR T T LS U 85 96 3R LA 7 AN 40 25 u AT v, 2 v AL,
2 HAX 4 u.start<v.start Jf- H. u.end>v.end.xf 352 121, 4k 2248 F 3 T4 4 R 50 B2 1 2R X AN i A 43 AR H SR 11
DI GG &I IT 46 . a) AL 5 A2 73U I &l i 23 RO — D AR R A W B R AR BRI A
W AE I A7 ff 7E Part-Table H.

{4 1] Part-Table 34T #5103 F2 a1 Algorithm 3 TR E 1] 138 F A0 1) T 28 960 (13 72 v 38 20 8 7300, 4 1 il
Fi 0536 i B A0 56 5 %4, ZE ) Part-Table <3 H 0 2 1R 2 #0384, SR J5 A F SCHR [14] 0 1R 16 428 7 v R AT #
A AE 1) L 3E A R v AR T AH 56 5 T 2 20 B A R, AR 4 A B RE R BRS MK IR (e Part-Table 4%
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2053 2 A A R i 4 TR BRI AR IKAE Part-Table v 53-8 b 2 1050 24 (R Wi 28350 2, 4k B AH B AT 42,
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Wil T — A2 Q=//b[/icle], 4Ti ¥ AS-Index Wil 4 Fr7R. & JE7E Query-Table 4k F1) 4055 it 25 1 ¥ 4t
YA Qu=/IbSRJFXT Qn &5 K ¥ 54> F&B-Index 17 s, 75 2 ] 2 i, Jal W FL & 77 9l 2 4y S i il licle, th T
BB TGS B I, I B LE e, nT LALE Part-Table = 3055 8 19 25 138 14, O 35 75 3 i 25 g 1, 300 i B
H AR, AT LUEE G U AR 5 B 3k T

Algorithm 3. EvaluateWithPartTable(CurrentNode).

1. If [ R do

2 If dBF|5T % do

3 ) T A i [

4 Else
5. FHUAH 56 J5 75 1 2 8] 1) A Qpant
6 WAL Part-Table 348 Qpart IF1 T4
7 SRAT X T 5% 114 T S G R, LB AT IR 1
8. Else
9 If BF|A2 T34 do
10. ] b AU UE
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11. Else

12. I 56 )5 7 1 2 18] (R 2 AR AT Qpan

13. MIRAE Part-Table 34K Qpart )5 48

14. ARATNS I J G P I 28 i B R AT TR P 4 A

5 IR
AANTEE XTI AT 1 77 923 — 20 0 A A 2 ) R e R
51 B FIE
TEAFT T AS-Index JEAT 2 v 0 2 1) Jk A% v, 28 7 20 W P A 20140 2 B PR A 7 06 2R T A 25 0% 2R 1) 4 I =
LR P RO A5 3 2 TR AT W S 840 I TR0 T B 20 O TR X — 3508 4, AR St — e 3ok 8 7 vk, P IR 3 i AN o 2
Y B S 45 , DA s 55 ) DB
1) AL T B AN ) Qo Al Qg A WANAR 43 i) b size(Qq) FH size(Qy), Q1 T 1% Qa 77 ZEiH A2 size(Qq)<
size(Q,).
2) FEBRAERKEXTHANER QM Q)H EEMHAKIE N mainlength(Q,)F1 mainlength(Q,),Q;
Q. 77 24 A& mainlength(Q;)<mainlength(Q,).

H size(Qq)<size(Qy),Q1 A A BB Q. [FIHE, ™ Qo 105 Qu IF,Qq I ETEER AR FN Qp 11 1 TERRATIL XTI M1, B Qq ¥
T E R AR PR BAE Qq 11 5 L A5 AT 0 Y (1971 A, PRk AT mainlength(Qq)< mainlength(Q,),Qq A4 I
el Q, O
TE 75 T2 A WAL 00 AR I IR, B SE R BLEPRAS A b AT o o, AL DL B PAS S AF  k), A E—20
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52 fiibiAEdiE
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R EXT Q AT AW I, R IE S Qn WATETA F&B-Index Y A%, 18 S AL A I LY A M A B b
F&B-Index 17 & ) 7 1), 33 A 75 81 302 224K 19 Qfinar X AF L8 DL E 7 Qfinar, 28 S5 T HIBT Qpinat I TIN5 Q,
1K 5.
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Fig.10 Scalability of evaluation
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