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Abstract: Structural join is the core operation in XML query processing, and catches the research community’s
attention. Efficient algorithm is the key of efficient query processing. There have been a number of algorithms
proposed for structural join, and most of them are based on one of the following assumptions: the input element sets
either have indexes or are ordered. When these assumptions are not true, the performance of these algorithms will
become very bad due to the cost of sorting input sets or building index on the fly. Motivated by this observation, a
structural join algorithm based on range partitioning is proposed in this paper. Based on the idea of task
decomposition, this algorithm takes advantage of the region numbering scheme to partition the input sets. The
procedure of the algorithm is described in detail, and its I/O complexity is analyzed. The results of the extensive
experiments show that this algorithm has good performance and is superior to the existing sort-merge algorithms
when the input data are not sorted or indexed. It can provide query plans with more choices.
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. 53X e S R S B, T SN AE 16 B HE A K T e AR R ik e AR A R K T L TR A4
MR T AT RBRNEMERE LR ZF R R TS5 EHA H R R IR 55t N E 4
TRl T @ Bkt P R e V0 A AMBFT O KRENERERE 7, ZE LA RIFY
MR, I ANSAE T REH R 5 LT T IR 437650 ik, Tl h &0t X 4R_ B 2. % eh ik 45

KEER: XML 94283842 & X s i 77 ik s M5 4

hEXSES: TP31] SCHRARIRED: A

XML (extensible markup language)! $4is 11 4 —Fh B 2 BRI AS i o4 2, 10 76 i 45 1 K P00 e By AR ) 2
WWW )32 332 AR B XML 1A B 2% 52, XML B8 (10 785 3500125 ) 1) S04 1ok b 5 ke A A D iy 2 4 23,
R XML Hs R IE 2R E, i AR IR E 5 52 24 10 45 0 A8 AR T AT SR 2 ARUR TR R AR v [ s AN 57 iOvg R T

ATCE M ILHIR T TR Z M AT KRR,

BE XTI PR B (0 &5 40,22 T 2 AR T 2 R XML &8 5,1 W1 XPath™, XQuery145 X L6 A # 15 =
R SR RS A B AR 08 U A B 0 0 T it v S R R AR T — Ry
A PRI AR A 2 I A B R RO T A IO AR S M R R IR G BT T A
SERI O RN 5 B A () DT T &5 SR A G oA A 1 P A B SR T R AR S5 M 20 R (WA R T R R A G- JE AR &)
V13T B 8 Ay A VD Ak LD DG B 45 PR A E PR O 5 W T R (BN B i %),

ot 5 ) STV (R 930 4 oK 46 32 T AL, H R 20 32t 1R SV R B80T LA 43 2 W9 28 4 RO ORI R 43 O
PRV HE RS R R IR T 58 ISR A R R 5 AT )P 0, B A EAPAE R SR IR A
7 AL AE R 5| A O T A5 26 AR G 1R PE B AHL ol B2 i N SR 570 7 A AR 2R 5 L IR 1R I 2 4% A4 7SI B 1) A 30 Ak
JR P AN S S AL AR S BR ) XML 0 e b 2 B B A I N R ST RSk BT R RG] BRI R,
rh B 45 A5 IS AR (R 2R 51 45 4 vh 70 28 3 T DL A% HE 4 55 (040 501k 210, At 1 478 1) v T 25 SR IR 1 DAl 2 2
T 22 BEIR) . 24 B0 A P FIAE A 3 5 IR PR 2% AR AN B3 3 I, 3 6 03k 9 1 W oo e P st v R 5 L A $0%
1R 28075 R R BRAIC. SCRR[ 110 P 4 8 1) 23 D7 9 RN B SR A N BB 25 P AP AR R 5 LR UG S0 1Y) 170 24
AR ILEE Hd TR 3K 1% PBiTree 9 A5, 1M AN GE R T8 732 SR FH 0 DX 4k g A g 22, 1. FH e BT R 3 4 TR

BT X RE IR U 58, FATAE A SO i 7 3 T X sl Rl 43 1 45 0 3 0 SV A S T H BB R R X A
YTV AN R P B e AR R R 5] BRI AT B I N 1 D0 N B ALY VO FRATT I S e 45 2R 8
7, EE H AR 1Pk e, 7500 TE e AR R SIS O R AR T HEF & 9 2R I 5.

A EETAEWT:

(1) $& T — Pl (0 2T DR 3R 4 10 405 W) e 0 SRV 38 T T e R &R 5 | B 4R & ) &6 F e

(2) WEIEREAT TAUR 3 T R EL AL

(3) BEAT T ORI I S, LA T 40T T e 45 A

AR LT SRR OC AR SR 2 IR T B SR R IR 4 5 S B AR R AN 43
BrEEss 3 rp gy 28 4 A0 Se s LB 38 5 R4 T2 3.

1 BRRFMEXIE

TEHE T H ARG 5C R TH LY XML A v b B v A5 AN OB (1 i 850 (1) R 40 M S o A S N5 R TR )
SER KR BLIE LT R R - JE A R (2) NG IS TC 28715 RUER G v s 00 753 30096 2 T &5 400 50 R 11
JIT B 0 R ) 5 460 G 2R 1 ) BT A T ) 1 a5 ) i, i s A T B S R R T AR 45 W DR &R T EOHT,
D) 2 5 ) T GV 1) i .

L1 PRy

A5 2T [ 4 R 9 T LU G A3 AT RS T DX 35 (region) 4 AT 7 VROV I BT B HE O 4 A ik v

A f5c 3 0 ) — Fh e IR A RS SO BT S — AN (start,end),start 1 end 43 53 75T 55 AR HR G 4B N 45 RA
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BT RPN F I ICEE T A u R v, BT BT 2 56 1 DX (RS S 303 AH AL, B w v 2 [ B3 58 AR, B
B AAEAE A S T4 H 1 G5 0 B S0 R T XS gm0 T v, O T SRR S B s 2 AN ORI R LRI AL F S R
Z AW B i i3 Ok (Docld start,end, level),Docld 52 SCRS BRI level 25 T JCER 17 SAER I Z IR TR
I NICET S w M v, W Wi 2 u.Docld=v.Docldu.start<v.start<u.end, V| u & v I W B0 2 514
ulevel=v.level-1,] u J& v [AZSE N TCEE 1T A 19 DX 35 2 A TT LT 3k % SCRSB (140 T 38 )5 56 i, 2 i 7] A5 25040
e N JE (R I 3k AT

55 X 3 8 AL 1) AT FLA — 6 4 B 7 3 H G, SCHIR[ 718t T — b A6 977 J 5 P 0 s ARG R 1) 9 ) 7 7%,
T VRIS B A BN 5 — AN (order,size),order 5715 55 (PRI )7 38 D1 T — 5 size $HI& T 715 AT G 72
i Y6 [

BR T IX BE L T DAl (R G L 5 vk LAAR SBT3 — i 7 i SCR[ 121 H 42 HE ) k-ary tree S Tid 7 44 UM &
VE—AN584 k 20 W AR AR B0 RE AN 3 [ 0 26 B0 b 4 s i SR8 T — R 2B T k-ary tree )45 72
PBiTree, 8 izt 3 i1 i 48015 50K SCRYBHIR N B — /N 56 4 = OB A X Bl 7 vE A s T, ] LRI 58 4 = SRR
Pt BRI T S5 A B PR 45 M 20 R AN 45 58 79 TR 45 = BE ARG . T R B B TER R IR
1.2 SEHEE

SR B A AU AL B TP AR D R A T N TE A B LR O R T SR S A FI— B TE S (%
YW RIES DA ERARERAE S £ KB ITH 5 RN (a,d).ai€eAd.deD,a; & d; A SE(SL58) T w4 1%
FEARAE B N B 1T RSk B R 7 4 S A B A e A 0 e ) 5 SR I T S PR ) XML s A7 R B
AT TR T A SRR IR VE . LA native XML 04 12 4 491, & 0T B4 A1 A S A5 B TG 30 SE I %
FEIA T R AL B XML #5510 Jo B 4 IR T IR AE il XML 30 1 250 126 v 5 ks A7 A0l g X Fh 2 51,
AT LR BT A HAA RO B W s RS X R BAR AR LUE by &5 0 3 4 SRR 1) R AN N B T A 75 U )
TREE N T R E AR S0 RS SR BB SORSAR I i 1 S R BRI EAT T IR (R TR 1R U7 VA R A&
T HH 2 A SCRY A R ) SCRIM ER A

H BT T DR 3 G A T B8 1) 5 R R A A B T HE P B I L, BRI N R & 4 R D h IR 2 A6 S 4% 1R
H ostart H P ECH RGIELESCER[6142 H T — Ml & JF & 500k —— 2 11 & JF % 2 (multi-predicate merge
join). A H T Pr A BIE & Ak 18 5 & R Ik A2 i B0VE I Bl U2 7T 8 2 20 0 4 4 200 2 . SR [ 7] 4
ge-Join FleA-Join A7 7E [FAF 14 ) 31 SCRR[8]H 32 H 1 Stack-Tree 5yt 7 LLRTHE H 36 T & FF & B VL,
T8 75 N A P DR B A R R DIk BT N R E B A s i BOR . SCEROT R R SR — P g T
Stack-Tree-Desc #7772, 30 B AR TE TG M w1 05 8 &R 51 8544, UG B kI N AT B8 & A= 3% B 191 A
AT 3 G 5o 3K 26 4 P Ak R SCHR (1074 e SRR [9]Hh 1) SRVEAS B AR 5k Iok #H 2 49 AU i) R 2 1 T — PR 51 4
$ XR-Tree, LA B BEE A 2 5 45 A AH A6 15 R AN A T R 51 A 7R, T B R A 78 S AN AR 2 505 4R
LETAS 5T S EH B2 N, A BRI Stack-Tree 855 T w5 1) A0 BRI 4.

R 7 L T DX 320 T 1) 45 ) 3 4 B AAN, SCHR[ 11181 % JL 42 HH 1) PbiTree gmfih 42 th 7 5 TR 4 I8 #5002
KI5 1) S A P A 7K K1) 3 e TR 23, 23 AR A D6 38 TN TR R e D v R N BT AR 1) 23 ST P AR A BRI O 1%
SN BRI EAR A 7 AR T AT AT e A R 5 450 (0 e UG T PbiTree 28114 A5 523, 0 4%
Tz SR T 1 DX 3 ) U AN S8 T

2 XEXINFHE
€ 355 )43 4 T O 0 0 3 A AR A 25 93 B e T BE AR 4 A DAY o 2 T AN B/ 0 TR 45
A5 Dy oy A5 D, KR 1O AU ARHRAE A> D= )4 o D, 5000 B 9535 3G B 5 77
i=1
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21 BEXEX

 BARSE IR X 4 7R 2 1, AT e g 3 A e X

EX 1. ¥ XML L& SIS BN R(start,end), Jy T 5 7625 19 D 38 45 55 A7 DX 30, B AT D6 4 63 16 R
oA 2NV Bl (s, FR A — AN IX 1] R,

DX 350 G 5 LA 1) 6 3571 0RO, AT FLAS R AZ AR AR A T DX TR AT R I — B Il B, 5 70 38 A BB M K
FLUE 1 TR R, 52 B % U — A DX ).

EX 2. 455 A X IR (s,e) 119 5 E FI— AN X i) £
Ri(sne), R CATIH R W T 42— WK E 5IX I R AHZE:

(1) s<si<e;<e; b Es
(2) s;i<s<e<e;; E4 Es Es
(3) s <s;<e<e; >
(4) si<s<e<e. . A .
— - R o ‘ Fig.1 Relationship between numbering
X 3. G A KB s0) 15 E R AN ] region and nterval

Ri(sne), MR BN s, <s<e XA R,y E HIITURIX R, BT gt X RN X ] 1) 06 2

TEX 4. 48— E(s,e)F1—4LIX 0] Ri(spe), 0<i<n A5 E ARRSIX M AU AR A E AR
8,00 E X R H BN E SR E IR EE.

Y SO LA W 1R TR E 1 A 6 AN SRR 1 ANXE] R, T R ELESEs F Es 5
R; (AR Z AW 2 8 L 1LEIEAT S RAHAZ BEAh R, 2 E5 F1 Es I TTARIX ).

22 BURESHXINFHE

LT DX sl g Tl 1) 85 4 T e B T 2 AN N SRR A % A IR, I DIAR: 8 (R A R 23 TP RN TG I T S M R B P 18
FI) XML 35 D3 5 g A 0 45 F) e F2 R RF e BRA TR 386 T 0 R 1R R 43 vk

BT I L) 1 AN m, A TCE T RN G i 3E R R(start,end), WA i 1X 8] R R150 K m A X
end—startJ S A(S D)

m
ELGPIERAICH e, R e 5 RAHZZ, N e B K1) 3 B A,(5 Db R e 81 23 B HAH ICEE v 18 X 18] T 0 R 1)
THEL.

EH 508 20 5 Y TR R ) 0 R B B, BT L 4 B D AN TR b 1 AN X RAHAS, B A /b g 43 T 3
—ANTERS P A, TR RIS T RES 2 A T IR AHZE, IT L 1 AN TSR W BB A TR 2 A T4 b BT 4
i 5 R DUAFAE.

R4 LA 53 T730,4 K D Al RARE R 3 O 48 58 B T ARG S IR AT ST A S A TR ] I
FE R0 3 D T PR A i B AR 1 S LR UE A 1) 42 5 AL A e Bl 4R 3. TR R 4 5 v IR E AR R AT 1 B

EE 1.4 ReS DR BAHE-FRKARN TR @M T 4,1,

IR AR BT DI — AN T d(sveq),A T B asare,) 2 d A SR 500 a R d IR m R A2 4 1 5,<s4<
eq<e,M a T s KIS T d Pria sz M X i d #0810 B 78R4 D WS (sg.eq) 5 (ki k)ARAS , B
IR AZ XIS (5 0 0,) 5055, <€, Ze g, ki 1 <s,<e,<k; MT a R d IR AT UIHEH 5,<5,<e,<eq T LA als,.e,) B (kio1,k) A
AZ.a W B TS A, O

BESR A4 TS 5 D Pt m A G- E RO R SR HAFAET A, P W 4, > D, AR AT LU E T 5 D,
HOTER A R ST e 1,0 PR TR 2O MIE L ASTES TP LLT A S D T E N E

%%%%%ﬁ%ﬁ04>aWﬂ%ﬁ%ﬁ%%%%%%wﬁﬂm%&Mﬂuﬁﬁﬁﬂ%ﬁ%%ﬁﬁﬁ

Bl 1 2 08 TN ANEES 4 A D T ITE B IS D0, 0 3 K g v [ 20 Db B R R T 1 4 A
T DX TR] i R (BRI 43 TR A R DRI Gy 3 1 IR 4 ST AR T TR ag FIITAT IR XA A2, T LA e b
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DEE]T 4 DTS Ai~dy TSk as HIAEPIAN TEES Ao R Ay 1 dy tRBLAE Dy R Dy 1 0745 AT 1 4%
K145 R 2 4> D, ={(a,,d).(ay,d,)} , 4, > D, ={(a,,d,),(a,,d;),(a5,d,),(a5,d3)} , 4> Dy ={(a,,d5), (a5,d;)} K
Ay > Dy = A TAEAR P L RE A R A R B (a),dy) B (ay,dy) EEMIAET 4, > D, F 4> Dy i)
AR S R ES A T LSRRGSR A> D= {(a1,d1),(a2,d)),(a1,d>),(a3,d>),(a1,d3),(a3,d3)} .

ai

Table 1 Basic partitioning method

Rz EARRNTE

el
S

a as Ay
Partition A; D;
d ds ds 1 {al,a2} {d1}
, 2 {al,a3} {d2,d3}
- . L > 3 {al,a3} {d3}
0 ki k ks k 4 {al a4} {d4}

Fig.2 An example of structural join
2 GiRIER T
2.3 BUEENKIN A

M58 2.2 ARG T VR A3 B0 748 5 T ReAH FLAE A%, i 0 3 30T PO TR e L O R4y AR ) T AR
RN ZAA] BE KT I R JUASE, v i) 5 SR ) Bl B 484 K 2 3 BUL 2 1K) 1/0 A1 CPU ARHY . BEAR, 746 & A1 T
i A RE AT A IR A R T 2 BRI R A A ) T, T A R A R T U SARAR

o AR 93 T T AT AR 1) 1) A AN BN T A M PR SR JRATIN R 43 T ik AT T sk A BT R
T LAE L WR D FHAERE AN IJTR d BRI T A T I ETA BAH S 0 5T R SR B 2 e B0
P FARS IR d fAAE T 2 ARG A d ERE ROLAR NI Z NI T IXRERWE, BAMER T X D
) 73 75 i B R 3 T3 e 0 D RS AR AN TCER R R d ITAR X TR, d #7321 D, R d
BRI 73 30 LT 4 DX 1) 6] B 4 5 4 5 v R B 1) 23 75 0 S T D AR A BB S BRI T B SR R L
EE LA, th TN EAGCE U IE A T HRG T, TR EEA S AT NS RN T LR E R
fliz .

1 oh B R BT R 23 T A B T AR A WA 2.0 RN G R L T AR, & A Dy Z I HAAL.
HTRGMELELGS RN 4> D ={(a,d).(a,,d)} , 4,> D, ={(a,,d,),(a,d3),(a;,d,),(a5,d3)} , 4> Dy =1{} LI
A, > Dy ={} T UUR B, & TSI LR S5 R I AN A T LB RS I A RS AR

Table 2 Improved partitioning method

=2 Sl Tk

Partition A; D;
1 {al,a2} {d1}
2 {al,a3} {d2,d3}
3 {al,a3} {}
4 {al,a4} {d4}

3 REXISEHERRER

3.1 FEHEREE

BE T HU T4 R 43 5 v BRI B T BRI XK 43 45 8 1% 32 59 RangePartitioningJoin. %5V 5 T
XML P DX 3840 5, 25 e N 500 8 1 D /IR RT F 9 A2 (0 R/ 3 B B 0@ I K1 o 78R &N 8 U B IR I 170 2%
R IWHANTCEES A A D T ICEANEC A FNDLIT R TTHERANECh || AR D). 24 4 1 D TR —A
Al s B N INTERS X 4 F1 D BEATERE K VO AR || 4]+ ||.D || 3% £ %143 (6 A H i Js ) 2 3 R A k1 4 15
BT HEA GRS 5E 2N AR, WTE BRI VOB T F NAF IR R/ R MOBTIE R I R 2 AN B0 24 K 1 2%

¥ [W] R N 2B T8 2 2o B I T A T 5 0 b

517 RangePartitioningJoin [ 2 /AU BRI 3 Ao B SC MR YR 46 & 4 F0 D 18K/ LR AT A A7 (R /N SR A
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SE TR I E m, PRI S 2.3 A 1% 20 5K 4 A1 D 5355080 9> o om AT A A D, 1<i <m X TS
B RARE X TR A DL WUERATAE R AN AT BLSE AN A AF, I AT LAOG G H 1A A7 () 45 460 3% 1 77 02 T SR g A
AR T A A7, 5 200 e AT 20— P R B2 — TR A AF R 0 k.
Algorithm RangePartitioningJoin(R,4,D,M)
Input:
R: encoding region, 4: ancestor set, D: descendant set, M: available memory size

Description:

1,,,(M1
M

2. partition 4 and D into m subsets according to the rule;
3. for each 4;f1 D; do
4. if ||4i[>M and |D;||>M then

5 RangePartitioningJoin(R;,4;,D;,M);
6 else if ||4,||'=0 and ||D{|!=0

7. IndexMemorylJoin(4;,D;,M);

8 end if

9. end for

Fig.3 The RangePartitioningJoin algorithm
3 RangePartitioningJoin 5¥%

2 A AN D A REEE T RO AN B 0 A AR B RIS A, B ERCHR RY  0  A A T G A DX R
i A4, HE IS BT A 21 ) 1B 5 A B0 R RE2 K10 B0 A A7, A R AT REAR /A R B 2 T RE D 2 T I ol 0 i AR
IR B0, VAR T 00 R AR BRSNS (1) X T A; A Dy #K T T HY A A7 (K45 58,38 94 ] RangePartitioningJoin
HEATHE IR 935(2) 5T 4, B D AR A B A 100, TR Dk L7 AR R 4 SR A 5 AR O 2 T LA AR G 4
Al LAk AN i 2D AL B
3.2 AFEHRIMSHEREE

S Rl o3 b PR S5 1) G A S 4 1) LR AL R AN TR N I R B AR T AR A A AN AT R SE A
BN PAE 05 T3 A, A Dy AT R — S W BLSE A N A A7 (17 00, JEAT G5 R JE R 1K 1O ARAN 2 |44+ Dy, 3 I
SR SRR 0 DR R T R AT G E R SEVA ) CPU AR AE & A A7 G5 M JE HR S0 h R A I 2
REN IS AR E W 3RATT C A0 1 iR IR IR IE L) CPU AR 2 A 245 19,08 O( 4, || D, |) ,IF AN AT HL

TE S5 MR 1 AN N AT D (R AN R0 T A, BEREN I AEH D; BEBEN P97 PRI D0 75 A
7] (1 7% L& AT T W A7 5% IndexMemoryJoin, B HR 4 7884 X (1) AR B, 23 I HEAT AN 7] 19 Ak 3.

(1) 2 D; ] PLSE 2 NNAERS 5 A, P IIREAN TR a(start,end), 3L G A0 5502 D T W6 A2 51 a.start<
d.start<a.end WJCF dARIGIXANFENE,FATE JGX D; oI o MG LG b (0 stare AT HEP HEE A AF IR 5]
Sk RGP A, 08 A AR TCER o, B4R Dy ERR G AT 200 AL 51 BT T0 5T R B R A R X
— PR 5K EMG I CPU RN 2 0( 4, |-log| D, |) .

() 4 A, ATLASE A N NAEINE X Dy BN TEE d(start,end), AL SET & A, HTE W L4 AF astart<
d.start<a.end TG a,MAMLT B+W IR 51 G5 AN BESCREIX AN AT 4 T SCHFE T A R GBI Lk,
T TR IR 0 B R AR R Y A D RN JCER B AR ARG Y R A R A

FESLI 7y AT 1T IndexMemorylJoin 595 55 FL A B R G P13 45 5535 1 BE L AL, wT LS it e A1)
Z 1) Pk RE 2 52
3.3 BAEMKM o

FIT 20 5 3 TR 3 5 JF 10 8 4 3 12 S0k sl BOR MU A 1, B R AE S N 4R 5 L A7 A5 0T 23 B3 1)
BRG] I S P S A AN AL I 5 EORT B AT HE e O ST B 1 TR A 2 B AR KT N AR RN IR 6 A
AR AR VEATHE Y BT 3 801 1O AN A || 4|-210g,, [| A+ D ||-21ogb,, || D || S Hedls A gt S & 5 LB i1 1/0 4R
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M 23 B v, DR DAy 2 080N TR 0 B0 EAT HE Y B A e I R R VR S R N 1 VO AR — R
| A+ D ||, 5 6 s S AT — 1 41

FAT 0 S0 T 5 LI VO AR A 5 %o B0 4R 4 10 Jal 3 R 2 IR SN PR AR S 25 1 e A2 SR K i )
15 B0, B B 0 AT Jal 23 16 /O AR A0 455 K5 K4 4R S N i RUKE R 4 4 B o AR RN
2-(|| A+ 1D ||y AEXS T4 5 BEAT HEFA2 SN 5 SR A B AR S N A, 3L VO AR 2 || 4|1+ 1| D ||, JIT LA
SVER VO ARYY AL 3- (| AN+ (| D)) . 1T FAT IR 53 77 V= A Be By 1E B0 5200 i i 3L, BT LA R i /o AR KT

Y4l
3nmwwomﬁ&ﬁﬁﬁﬂmﬂ¥wa=1m,MA%%ﬂ%myoﬁmwwwammE%NA%%ﬁ

AHI VO AN A a || A FENFER VO RN (1+20)- || A[[+3-[| D || BB ||SI| A 14| A0 D HH ALK Y — A, T LA H

l+a

2 2log,, [|S[|+1>2+a WLET|[S > M 2 I FRATEE BAT BEFI0 V0 2RS0T, o JUE KT 1,570
HE 4 F D FPAEE—AN KT 0] F WA£ 19K /N RangePartitioningJoin 532 (1) VO R st & /N T-HEFF & - 500,

4 SRRSO

T VM BRI R, RATHAT T R E LR AT RR S W& R I AT i AR T
STD(Stack-Tree-Desc) 5iEAE J i 55& IR BRI ACE R 5 A LR H K RPJ(RangePartitioningJoin) 5% HEAT LL
BRI 2 H A T A IR S I B 1 BRAT T e N T AR I B B R L SI R B AR R AT T SR,
SR NSRS A R D P G EE A TR, 0 B R G IR T T A I 0% e SRR 15 I ek A A
TEATHE P HE 100 B 0]t B 57 S0 B AT B i) 22 e
4.1 KWEE

FAIAE native XML %48 2 R 4¢ Orient-X HOFEAL b SEIL T 500, 68 T & HIAF-GE 20D 1 R GEKAM 5256
RYG AT RGBS SO B WAL L BT 1O $RAE, LI BRERAE R G SO G2 i R 5 W T A IR S04 Ct
FETE F R SCUL, T AT [ 52 B HR7E — & Pentium IV 1.40GHz,256M RAM,60G 1##% [#) PC LIz 4T )R 2 H1E RS =
Windows XP. 55 5 25 S 7E [ 52 1) 2% v X K /N(100 AT T 3515

FRATT ) S50 2R G0t S50 5 5 B AT UL B AN N el P — AN T AR Y XML parser K4 7 XML
SO, SIS TC 2R e R A B, ) PR A 4 5 (R 0 31T R AR N C R R AT AN R RS OT R
FHTH] Tag 170315 RUIC SR, 2R L I i N\ s

N T VEAR B (0 1 B B AT T REARAT I 8D VAR FE bR .STD S92 AAAAT INF T 6 55 X6 2500l 32 1 1 T R 45
T IR I 1R) RPY S0V PR PAA T ST 1% 60 365 1) 53 P49 SF ) 1 pA) A7 32 22 19 F [

42 ANTHRHEIEE

FRATE HY N A o 0 0 SR R AT S, DU R T (S 4 ) XML SCRS A S5 AEE 1 JRAT TR AT IBM

XML Generator!" V24 i 5236 SC RS, BT I 1K) DTD @il 4 Frs.

('ELEMENT manager (name, (manager | department | employee)+))
('ELEMENT department (name, email?, employee+, department*))
('ELEMENT employee (name+, email?))
('!ELEMENT name (#PCDATA))
('!ELEMENT email (#PCDATA))

Fig.4 The DTD of synthetic data set
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FEE 3 e AR 4 i TSR I 8 ANEWE 1 D S R AR AL - JE AR AR AR, B LU e % T A -
JrARE W AT 9290 S g 45 RANE 5 Fros WE F ol UG O 45 1 8 AN E Y] 1 RPI JvE#RE T STD J5i,
FA 0 p AR e

Table 3 Description of synthetic data set Table 4 Description of queries of synthetic data set
F3 ANTHERER L x4 AN LEAER AL
Element Number Query Path expression Result cardinality
manager 216 QD1 manager//department 409 038

department 270 574 QD2 manager//employee 772 529
employee 511725 QD3 manager//email 95492
name 1 048 951 QD4 department//employee 3446 609
email 63 608 QD5 department//name 6 784 805
QD6 department//email 362 209
QD7 employee//name 778 161
QD8 employee//email 33 359
140
120 + BSTD ]
Z ERPJ
o 100 [
£
= 807
.8
g 60
3
R 40
20
0

QD1 QD2 QD3 QD4 QD5 QD6 QD7 QD8
Fig.5 The experimental result of synthetic data set
5 NTHEHRER SR AR

422 WY RN

ARSI S AR R T BT 4 H ) DTD, 8 1 8 8 2 K20 53 2B A 1K/ 20M,40M,60M,80M Al 100M f
SCRYN BT 8 AN b RATIERE T QDA A QD7 AN A . S50 45 B 1] 6 TR, STD i A1 RPY SV 11
PIAT IR ) 28 A R0 RABE (10 1 KT S22 R PR B T RP S5 I S KO #4 B STD P42 R 2. il Ik ] LA H RPT 51
ARG BT R, 1S T O A 4R 1 45 M s 5

70 | 140
Z 60 | ——STD Z 120 ——STD
g 50 —* RPJ £ 100 —®—RPJ
‘é 40 ‘é 80 [
k=) 30 g 60
g:i 20 § 40
=10 9 kx//,,,,,,,,774———7—/””" o 20 9 [
0o e—— ¢ . . 0 = L
D1 D2 D3 D4 D5 Dl D2 D3 D4
Data size Data size
(a) department//employee (b) employee//name

Fig.6 The result of scalability test
Ko nly s si L

423 WA MIEREEVE TG

AT UE ] A G R TR SR R I B ) L R ATV HEAT T S T I R K W A SEVE 3 ) R PR S (nested
loop join, fi #% § NLI)FI IMI(IndexMemorylJoin). T 14E 5 T 8/ I B R £ (W2 5), LR IEFE TRA T R b i B K
A IR T OB AR G B RE B RE N A A R IR A U 1 PAAT I T B e 4 S R T P A R R R (R AT IR T,
AW KGRI 5 SE50 45 A0SR 6 5. 7T UG 21,60 QD1 A i), NLY Sk R T IMJ 503, Tk QD2 1 QD3
PHAN S0 AR AT ST T A [ 22 P DA R B3 A 7 200, 2 PR A 3 3 A 2 0 R AH S B 5 manager KA 3 ANJC3R, I L NLY
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QD4 £ QD8,IMJ i #3876 T NLJ 57303 5L 56 45 W0 W, AN [R] P A7 45 A0 2 e S i ke 22 B AR KL BR T
Fea 15 00 LA, IMT S35 A gz i T NLY 508,

Table 5 Description of data set Table 6 The experimental result of memory algorithms

FzS LR Fz6 WHRIERSLRAER

Element Number Query Result cardinality NLJ (s) IMJ (s)

manager 3 QD1 3725 0.020 0.035

department 3053 QD2 6 790 0.015 0.015

employee 5551 QD3 1330 0.005 0.005

name 11 606 QD4 32171 9.604 0.036

email 1075 QD5 63 987 19.789 0.060

QD6 5000 1.838 0.020

QD7 8 550 35.882 0.045

QD8 585 3.320 0.030

43 HEIMHBEE

A AL FC SR B 4 B HEAT T 9256, BT P i 46 2 DBLPU' I XMark!"L.DBLP J&—A K &%
MR P9 M B, FRAT TR 1) D50 SR (R RS 2 116ML. X Mark Y5 — N0 XML 3R AENNR I H AT E P25
AT AT RN D 11SMFR SRS O A Bl B2 B ATT 20 A 6 1 8 S E ], 1X 28 B il (1 D0 23l AE R 7 A
&R 8 Py XMark KA oA SR 4 A D AR B, 2 AN AR K DBLP R 4R H 45> A i 1) i
MNERAT W di A LR IR AR AT A A1 D RBEHRAR /N (R 00, a1 QB7,UA K 4 A1 D B Z2 5K (115 40, 41 QBS.

Table 7 Description of queries of Xmark Table 8 Description of queries of DBLP
£ 7 XMark [¥) & )44 % 8 DBLP (¥ & if#iid

Query Path expression |4] |D| Query Path expression 4] |D|
QX1 item//keyword 21750 69 969 QBI article//title 105754 294470
QX2 item//quantity 21 750 43 500 QB2 article//author 105754 635154
QX3 item//incategory 21 750 82 151 QB3 article//cite 105754 171071
QX4 open_auction//description 12 000 44 500 QB4 inproceedings//crossref 184 465 85 186
QX5 open_auction//bidder 12 000 59 486 QB5 inproceedings//author 184465 635154
QX6 person//interest 25500 37 689 QB6 inproceedings//pages 184 465 286 061
QX7 person//name 25500 48 250 QB7 proceedings//editor 2326 4969
QX8 description//text 44 500 105 114 QB3 book//author 801 184 465

SR SR W 7 JroR RPY HIEAE P B 4 B iR ILARAE T STD. S T LU H,RPI X =45 Fh AN 1
B i LA B T RLAF AR B, AN 23 D A B N A8 48 15 (R i D0 AN ) T 7 2B 41 e iy B oK 4.

14 30
I~ asSTD = I BSTD
CREN e 2 701 mrpy
2 10 o 60
g g L
2 | = 50
g ol & 40
g 30T
21 10 [
0 0
QX1 QX2 QX3 QX4 QX5 QX6 QX7 QX8 QBl QB2 QB3 QB4 QB5 QB6 QB7 QBS
(a) XMark (b) DBLP
Fig.7 The experimental result of real data set
K7 SRR SR 45 R
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IEAFER XML B0 ()67 BRR 90 1) R 51T AR 28 253 1R R, A B8 P2 AU R AT 98 44 sl AR SCET 4 XML

P 4 e SCTH ST (R R O B A —— S M) e 1) A A B TR] R HEAT T 0 5 DX g A g v ety b R AT T

e T DR 3 PR A ST A R AN SR B AT P B T IR A7 A, T 20 A () 78 i DX 1) %) 78 3819 i AT R

IR AL VO JEAT T AUAL. S0 45 R o i HRAE N B TE Y IS DU S T3 T HE R A IR I S R R A
125,100 HLAE 25 BB A 175 00N HoA FEUE IR BLEL A R4 i T 3 e k.
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SR RRAE ) XML I A 0 A B v 8 X B ) AL, v 25 6 s 0 A8 28 90 Ak THLAT TR 1 5% 0. 22 ol AN [+
34 e S T B Ok v L A0 B 14 2 Bl e T AN W) 0 i o) R AT H AT IEAE XML Bl 4 2R s R R 4
Orient-X FFER T REAT 2 iy 4k BRI AL O 2E— 2B 0P 5T AR
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