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Abstract: Peer-to-Peer systems have shown a great potential on file sharing in recent years, and developing
efficient search techniques has become a crucial research problem. Most unstructured peer-to-peer systems with
existing distributed routing algorithms can only run blind search, but not global search due to the lack of cache
scheme. To address the problem, a novel key clustering algorithm is proposed, which divides the routing space into
two layers, AUT layer and HUB layer. Such an algorithm can perform a well-ordered search from a global view. In
order to improve scalability, theoretical results from small-world are utilized. In the improved algorithm, a few
shortcuts with distant peers are inserted into the routing tables with some probabilities, and the average path length
is reduced. The preliminary simulation results show that the key clustering algorithm with shortcuts is efficient and
scalable.
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KRR P2P b KR AL peer-to-peer & 4R
hE% S 25 :TP393 SCERFRIRAD: A

LK, peer-to-peer R L (M Fk P2P Z 48) AL SC A 3L = HIME S A B 55 U5 1149 21 7 ORI 19 N T P2P R 48—
ZFL (07 AR 45 1)1 R ke, T TR RT DA AR O AR = 2 A UGS AT L P2P SR TE T L S
Py rSEPE AT 5 T AT R AL

JRFTYIE YoE P2P R GETEAE (¥ 77 2215 3 Napster! SR T Web 1822 5 5 (1) 5 v 2048 22, if AN 2 201 (¥ 4
A AR A I R A (5 B B . R4 IR 55 i (denial of service) 3 — L5k LA V) [

ADRE IR 3 A A R SLIEAE R T G5 0 L mT LA by W 8 A 45 K 2 5 LRI il 45 M 2 5 1 PLJE T ks 4 i R 5
(¥ AR HVEA Tapestry®), Pastry™ CANURI Chord!®), e AT T3 i 7 i 42 fhil 100 2% ¥ 00 SCA A7 IO 2, R A it R
R EBNGR, [ I CRUEAR 2D HAE O(logN)IIVE [ A (N 24 5 RS 40, S0 T T 3™ Jig PR AR 28 (EAR 38 SR 00 9 g R
T % Pt 22 i 7 ) X 206 0 A1 R SCAE A (0 B, P DA E AT S s AT T Al A I

B S5 R G145 F 5 RS 0 Nk DONRYE 3% ZR D S 2851 sl AT 38 N U R DR B SR %
RI7 i AR AT Gnutella! A1 Freenet!™, HAE A8 5 50 31 43 33y 5 FE AR 2 (BF S) R &A1 6 (DFS). 1 P i 7
OB IE B, (EE AT AR ARG A A0 9 B A 4 2R T B0 S B S R s, [m 1) s R A B R T B
FEI I 4 A i 2 5 | (local index) 51V V1 T 418 Fi 1 5 11 155 JE AR 40 ol 55 UL 6 45 36 7 T 0B AT 48 R, LA SR i >
MR R e AR TR BT A A AR, oz 2R A LR M R R AR B T 42
A RAPERE A SO T i 2R S (key clustering, ) KC)FEE, 1l 1 2 4 P BK 1 R Sl s 2 bl
BEAT SR AW PRI 2% 2 b ST B AT 4 R R AR RO B e 2 Ol T b P B R A A R FRATTR /N A B (small-world)
(KIRIT T BRE R i 2 X 2R 2 T o i AT Bt L 10 A8 3 o 2R A S R TP 5 ) N i 1) A (1 R B
(shortcut) 7E LR b, Ol VA (K- B B A2 KL K T2 O(log2 ).

ARTCE 1A TR B R E .2 2 VPRI T key clustering $9E ML BGE S AR SR 3 4R E
D7 HSERAR U6 HIR RO TERE. 5 4 gy 4R 5 RR TAE.
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1.1 94HREER

7653 A S0 R Bk P 48 R i A (query) At T A T AT A 34 ) AR — S SRS 3 BV S R 16 4, A
W3 BG5S R 2R A H B4l 2 7 DG IS, K D W ol 3 F 9 B TR R AR IR AL AT U A TR I 3k 5 38 W 41 )
A HOH B I RIRE H TTL(time-to-live) VT £ ¥4 il 5 B R 1% (forward) — K, TTL By 1,4 TTL W% 0
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1.2 iFiERR

ZELT N IWE ST B T DA R AR vE SR DR AN 8 R STV 1 M B
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A 2T B
2 Key clustering B %70 Small-World &Y F3

2.1 Key clustering& %

1) ®51HK

Key clustering 5% 112 51K H T 441 50K 75 % (distributed Hashing tables, {##x DHT)!' I I 0 75 o6 20K
SO Ja8 P (S A 48 B S P SR B S b B (key). A key FTETHTHES, I 1 R AHFE, B BUACIR 25 0] key 2%
AL TP SR 2 ER) EZ S M (overlay), B A W48 % 1 A4 R I query U key. i€ X key Z [8] 1) JR &
KRR key &0 BB EE B D(a,b)=Min{|a-b|,|M-a-b|}, X M RJZFH T key K
JEL 8

FEANTT S — A el o g AR 45 23 40 IE 1) 28 2 Hh 0y (center), T HR 41 38 R DU TE B I 3R N AL A N A

e e 55 s s AL Y] query 90 A1 15 R0 center, UORAIEREAN RETI R 5[ 1.

W RTEARM T A — ok K ER K I R (LER 1) B3R 2 S AR (HUB) R R (AUT) B i 43, K
FEo3 50 Ky A K (KK =K). AUT ZRAE5 1 ID AR LSRR key, HUB #2319 i1 ID J2 3L center.
MIRE L6 AUT JZ 142 Ja) 1 BE % key BB F08 9 HE SO0 %, HUB JZ 0 215 15 center ({80
FEFAS 5L A 7 (8% 2 R GEAsAT I, =38 43 )42 i 1R SR S SR AT ST

Table 1 Routing table of KC algorithm
F 1 KCHERHILE

=4340
Node 003 center:
ode Key Node ID
4216 218
HUB 4 855 82
4217 264
4209 318
AUT 4532 403

2) R

R, R RAM S, A5 query DERED, WS B 25 0] 06 25 S, [] B 50T B A2 b 0700 i ol 25 5 ), 78
AUT A4 query, 77 VU, W HIE T R 241G W S5 AUT RAAAAEVLHES Y 5, A HUB & 34k i
query 75 25 (R center 55 query $E4T), 7 K& 3% query Z 1% .

3) i R T SR

W R BRI E N LRGN g, WG S B H B SRR npng,..on BT HE BTS2 5T
X g BRI LV BT g PR DA R, BRI 7R 3 R s D Ja KC B0 2 60 3K B8 1Y R (1) 55 ph 2R B AT S 37
BRAE.

o HUB & 7 5%

KT ng(x=1,2,...,L-2),347 HUB 3 [f] % #i:

© AEERFIMNMIBALF key=center(ny_,),center(ny_)BI A ny_ HIEE O 40 N HIE 3 A Ckey gy 1). 2
B UL nyoy 05 3 HbR 2 A ny VR B4R s 5 — AN B AR s 9 M R DA T e 1) Dok

@ #F HUB K, M1 HT 1 5 ke gy 1), 5B 45 4457 HUB 3 G, AT ®);

@ FEMMER A IHC 3% keype H n, W) HUB £ BE S center(n,) i KIIC 3K keyp.=Max {D(key,,center(ny))} ke,
/& n, 1 HUB R FUYEE — &KL xK;

@ R D(keyy,s,center(n,))y<D(keype,center(ny)), W FHHC s B TH AC 3% 75 WU, AS SO AAT 2 3.

o AUT & 37 5%
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X T ny(x=1,2,...,L-1),BE4T AUT & 1505

O FATE ny M RF] ¢, Lh ny PSCHEHORAE ¢ B8 BT AU iE S s B A SR I HT il %
key =, A NI 55 N (key gy ),

@ #F AUT R, I HTIL T keypsnp 1), BT 45 A7 AUT 3R 23, AT G,

@ FEMBERATIHIC S keype A n 1 AUT RHEEE center(ng) i KT key, ]/l keyp.=Max{D(key,,center(n,))},
key, & n, 1 AUT AP IAER— 405,

@ WH D(keyjus,center(n,))<D(keypencenter(n,)), W B e 3% BUAR IH 1 3% 75 ), AN AT AT e 5.

AT E L L0 2 R BB 5 HUB I AUT H 1) key o] LA 2825 T center.

4) B R IR R

B L key clustering AREm A% 1R AN T BRI key 2% [A] B &%) JEHR, 4> T A& 1F. % 7 LR @ T AUT 3k
SEPLAUT £ 578 21 key 2% ) ) — B X381 key (AR 35 ), DX 38 2 BT R center. AUT 3R I 2R 28 W] DATE JR ok 17 A2
JEM 2 LA /A S E ;HUB i85 1 A1 center,center 1038 T 717 A HR e, @ F HUB, T S 6608 T @ 1%
BERITREE, RIS 5 1 HUB 7 LATE AUT JZ2 11 87 M =

e T G0 I AR R AN [R] 2 T B ) AR AN IR ()71 LK C R AR IR A U2 BT T AUT JZ A HUB
7 R key IEUEITUTHEZ. S RUZHR M AUT 2 17 Sk 3R R A 1 SRR A SO 1) key (5 BV7E AUT
EU T E E,AUT 25817 HUB ZHI%k3RoR AUT JZBHAR T SIREEN center 5 87E HUB JZ2 Wi 4T
A

Layer Content mapping between layers Feature
HUB Routable center of nodes
AUT Organized keys
Node Unorganized files

Fig.1 Content mapping between layers of KC algorithm
1 KC FJ2 IR B 5% 2

FE R key B A TOAT AT R vl 78 A6 %2 0 R SE A R 2 AUT 24 key (90 AT FLHT 64T 1%
HE key 4351 1] BT J 19 05 SRS BN 451 AUT 434 center 2247 — 52 Y0l N 19 key;7E AUT 22 |, HUB 2 X
WAL T R 2 AR SR AL AR TR IR RIREAN T AU HUB 40 8 A5 /R center 2647 — & Y6 [ (1 LA 715 A2 center,
TXREAEASTT SRR T LL T AR B 20 0 40 i (R 15 0 (center AH AR BRAH T ), T DR UIE IS R AT DULAT O34T RARHE 7 key 27
i) b 48 R 4% key 33058 BUH 0T 1) T 0

AUT 3% T HAB Y 5SCPF key, 47 query 55 AUT )R 4530 S VL AL, U6 W BE B H AR 19 R4 — 20 2 38 HUB #f
PR T A S A7 1) A AN 0 0 T ST B AT AT LAB R M AUT A7 7 SCHF (358 BRSO v —
#),HUB it T FHUAE & KC FE Mk iR T 40 AT WWW BT 8,V 2 W 5T RE & A 15 5 SO (i, SOA
PR ), SO AT 8 i) 5 U BT I o 1 422 A1 gl B, D) 98T BB 1 (authority ) MTHR /Lo P8 () 19 5 P K B8 11 3
¥R AUT Rl HUB ARl b 36 T it

HUB 5 AUT 47 A 7] ) 58 25 vhoC (0 Jt R 4k 47 3 77 1) RS R H b i) — B30 5 W 2 ik 25 8 CHUB b
AUT 58 R IE A B PME, S AT (R, HUB K 4819 i O R el 37 wT 4 R 4 by i de 28 i b H AR 280 1 AUT
2.2 [ FASmall-WorldBUHKCH %

1) Small-World A H: W ]
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F 4 1) Stanley Milgram S250 & 3,030 F 34 6 A IR IR # AL 338 30 T DU 2 P AT 3= /S N6 Rl S 3 o
IS FR N Small-World 3% Milgram SZEG 7~ T AN KRB 1) 5 BERN BB 77 7E;2) AATar Lk #5655 55 2 A
RN, 2 P 2% 5 ISR b b 45 4 I AR R A5 SR TT AR ARk R B A X AN IR 2 A U R R
CYEZIN

Watt Fll Strogatz 42 Hi (ORI (K WS A58 B I2E —Fhi FiT 1) Small-World B8N AN 85 40 A3 £ — 4 [J 38
e BT ARAS I AN T kAN IE S, 43 BT ) B 1) ke A S RS A R B AT A R 3% B, DU 2R p Bl ML b e
T (V) 8 vty AFUE G T ) Y R B

0 D) 97T i i R j 2 T8 (W R B B P I Bk AR B 8 L I S A U

|
DG, j) .
n(n—l)/zlggn @)

4 p=0 I, L ~2—”k LI 26 3 0 5200 DR 25524 0.001<p<0.01 1, L ~%’ JEIE Y S S A AR A&

e, 10 5 e iR B A T /D BT shorteut, IF & X Y€ shorteut 5 RU4A T T L, EFEAN M 4% 2 U0 H small-world F#1E.

76 KC HE M, 15 4% center MHUENTF K DBCETEFRIR key 2% 18] b, 48 20 S RIBR R AL 8,35 B 1%
KN ON).IX T BT 3 6 170K 8 B 1 RS B0 38 1Kl B ) b 38 K 98 R Th 28 B 2 F B, IX ™ L jE g 7 KC
SRR ST

N T R L BATE % Kleinberg FOBFIT MR KC HI% Kleinberg BERLE—AN & 4EMIRE 4
(lattice network), %} 7 55 u & HEE, LUEL F[duy)] " WHER S v @ iEECEEY v MAEEDE o W 5dwn)E
T w,v PRI IR T 2, IV AR S e i Y DA T ) SR AR ). AT SRR U, — N5 R A A Y A O
)R] e PRI R, 5 38 5 Y e S N R 1) T R TR .

H Kleinberg UFBHASEN,%0 T k 4ids M 4%, HAN Y r=k I AFAE—Fh o0 A A8 R F 5 A5 I B A K 8 2
logN 11122 1 MBS A ) 3t 6) - 1 4EA% P 4%, =1 IF,L 2 logN 12 T HIRE. KC #5388 T 1 4Erks 44,24
A d(u,v) ™" ORI 38 e 37 3% 3 N S 24 1 4 K IR B SR N O(log? ).

2) Enhanced key clustering %%

HF Kleinberg [IRFFURCR, FAIX KC Hik HUB X ¥Bi SR 04T T ik, $#2 1 EKC(enhanced key
clustering) 5%, 1M AUT 3 BB smé 4755 KC FIEAH .

EKC 531 HUB & 508 5 i

X n(x=1,2,...,L-2)RE4T HUB 2K [ ¥ #7:

O AR MAHCE key,=center(n;—),center(n,— )B4 ny—y BIZESEFC0 F0 B (10 3 Ky (key o1 );

@ 4 HUB A, W BT L S (ke usny 1), B HT 45 45 HUB & O, W4T ®);

® 11 HUB £ &40 F MM B 18 u=center(n,),l] key v FIINERHE R

D(u,v)™
P(v) :—ZD(u,w)’l ,

o w 2y HUB R AR key AR M BR A A BEHLLEFE— A key MAFIHERIC 3,184 keypes
@ Ezﬁi+ﬁ keyDel %H keylnx E"]ﬂﬂ]“zf/%*%%,

D(u,keyp,)”
D(u,keyuel)’1 +D(u,key,m.)71 ’

P(keyp,) =

D(ukey,,)"

P(ke = .
( Y ns ) D(u, keyDel )7l + D(ua keylns )71

R i 0 B At 2 B B A S MOH) o 6 52, 56k HUB. 84 A AH B 1 4.
EKC 590:4% IR K 5 HUB 2,7 LU HUB R BEHLFI N D E 1) shorteut.
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3 AEXRE

31 KWigE

FEATT B0 B A A 5 AT A () B (1 48 A SR B AR AR 48 PP 320 0 A AT B R G T N AT R
JAFATT R AR 10 000 (1 key A BEHLIESRE KPN A key RACK A SCAFHRF AL AEAS 5 5 BEH L %
NPN AN g A b A0 AR S 56 HEAT 22 U0 B, BRI FLEAT 2 R R R RN B LI 52 query AR A1,
BEHLIL T query. 7E4% 2R LD I SEOBT 14 28 B A A A h 22 LA 2 B0 W AL 36 2.

Table 2 Definition and value of symbols

=2 PIHSRMT SRS S 8E
Description Symbol Value
Total number of nodes N 500
Numbers of keys in the pool KPL 10 000
Number of keys per node KPN 3
Number of neighbors per node NPN 3
Size of routing table RTS 100
Size of HUB table HUBS 25
Size of AUT table AUTS 75
Times of searches Sear 100 000
Times of simulations Simu 20
Time to live TTL 7

3.2 3IMEIERILLR

HTHEH KC Ml EKC SER R MR, JATIEPE Local Index N EHUEN R =FH IR R B AR N

100,KC,EKC ¥ HUB #1 AUT &4 %k 25 #1 75.

3 W T 3 R AL R RSB A 20 TR FUSE I AP B R AR RSB 1 R URECA 100 000 K H A 2
HE AR 2,07 LUR 7500 J2 MRS HOAE TR s 3R PEREAS 21 1 W] R A0 3R 1. KC Al EKC [ R L Local
Index $& i T 1 {52, MAE-F- 27 S ECR A A2 K B, F W 2T Local Index.

Table 3 Performance of three algorithms

®3 3 ML R

Policy Success rate (%) Average message number Average path length
Local index 21.52 108.17 6.56
Key clustering 48.87 70.66 5.74
Enhanced key clustering 55.34 50.19 3.61
e S35 e
400 ’m‘y‘ ' ] 5 KC MH,EKC frttfe LA #— DR e i
150 = icy A + EKC [¥) HUB f7/E/> &[] shorteut, Jitk T #2 ik
£ 100 a T2 AT 2 S 38 7 S5 50 R 3 s A2 K B B KC 43 ok
on / > HH
5 / DT 29.0%K 37.1%, NI A IR R T 13.2%I1)
= 250
g pest.
200 [l 2 L T KC B EKC 764 5 s F
2150 / f T 0 B 0 K A A B A BORT TTL 6 5036 5
100 HBE R 2, A By DL 28 R Y B T R
50 HOR R8N, KC M 46 T KRR T EKC i
- , L 55 L 0 MO i TS 4 A B K
107 10° 10* 10°

Fig.2 Average path length to different node number
B2 AN RN R B AR

52N EKC H KC A TAF AT M AEAR K
AR AR X R S P B AR K A
K s (52 P
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3.3 S 5itie

1) Key 434
J T B IR fE key clustering JAAR I 3 45 T &R ELVE I BE (R key 207018 3() T A AR key 5

TR 3(0)~B 3(d) T B R key 5 center HUEEEIE 3 oA bR AR DX I B, 191 1, <8037
[61,80]1X [F] B, >18173 /n[181,00] X 1] Bt , A A A 1y Y5 7E Z B 1) key IIANEIE 3 3 key 55 center(Ek T 3418 1) #E
BRIy S35 T X B G R B key Bii, LLE SN key 40 AT ARSI B R B % B — USRI A RS A
# th 3, S HOE R % 2.

Local index key distribution AUT key distribution with KC policy
25 " " "
25
20 20 | 7
g
>
315 2 157 7
g S
& o
> &
o L 4
10 T z 10
M
571 5 i
0 , ,
0 <20 <40 <60 <80 <100<120<140<160<180>181 <20 <40 <60 <80 <100<120<140<160<180>181
Distance to average Distance to center
(a) Local index (b) AUT table of KC
() AMRGIHA (b) KC 5V AUT %
15 HUB key distribution with EKC policy HUB key distribution with KC policy
> 15
o
=]
Q
& 10 >
g IRU
> =
o) <
N 5]
IR Shortcuts | & | B
25
M
. , . N N
<20 <40 <60 <80 <100<120<140<160<180>181 0 <20 <40 <60 <80 <100<120<140<160<180>181
Distance to center Distance to center
(c) HUB table of KC (d) HUB table of EKC
(c) KC #iA HUB £ (d) EKC ¥ HUB %

Fig.3 Distribution of keys under different policies
3 AIEHEHRN key 4740

Local index IR 1c 3% (M2 BT 48 10 key, &A1 RV ANAEAE B O 3R, 0 A0 B T8 5) 40 A S T 28 28
OB SR IS ) KC A1 EKC(E 4G HUB 5 AUT)YE key /0 Aii B 2 BLH W] 12 (1) 3R R AE(EKC 5 KC 1) AUT 35
AR key 43 A 3 B0 MUZE I 3 A4S T KC I AUT 43 40).

FEE R, EKC ) HUB R STVEAE %18 center FEES AYJEAE_F AN BENLIE X 25, L — %2 (AR e s
BL R T IAIXA T KC 1™ 4% 58 250 N 6, EK C () HUB HhAEAE D BAE BB key 52 1, 582K key it
BT U AL IEFE M E AR R JE key WIAH T shorteut.

2)HUB Z# &

B4 thIATAT DL E MG tH KC % A0 BKC %R 1 X A W 4(2)fi 7,78 KC HiEH) HUB )z & 2
oA, N A E| B 75 B I 48 AR oA 1 8, % A2 IE BT D(center(A),center(B)); i EKC 8.3 A7 7245
DELIBERL shorteut,shorteut ] LA B4 40 e 42 (1 7 HTLZE 1] 4(b) A B B W B8 A2 KRN FR 3 0.
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Key space

(a) Regular distribution of KC links (b) Small-World distribution of EKC links
(a) FEII 731 B KC e (b) Small-World 43 41i [y EKC 4%

® Node —™ HUB Links
Fig.4 An example of topology in HUB layer

Kl 4 HUB JZfbraE
e M2 7R R P BL HUB J2 m AHERA AR 5 48 2R U5 0] (0 22 2 88 F238 query I, HUB 213
1F F AN 75 B 5, DX R 2% 1 2% (4% AUT A1 HUB)I key 7R3 & B 5 center FEAE 7™M 2 X il 254N+,
575 A v AHE, Y A u 1 center 55 query SEFEUT (H A HE u T AUT ANREIH AL query, il v BT B IR G, 76 48 2% 2 08 45
1 query J&, A BETE center AHIE Y JUAN T i i) BRIER,IX 2R BL T3t 7 49 2R, 25 W M AR A A — 8 105 i) A FL DA 3 Ak ke

3) HUB £ fl AUT F I 2 L)

5 2 10 2 25 = B {2 HUB £ 71 AUT R 1A= LB 8 LS fE B &, =& alie 3] 7 S
i key PIVER, B — AT 5 45 T HUB R A &8 KN 5 DI 2 1) 6 R, BR T HUB,AUT [ 25 5 PSR, S5 HUE [7)
# 2.0 HUB 255 (07 % B3R A S0 L 3 O B Tl 3 il 8 SR B0 H e T 5 B (R AR AE 75 K 20 0.25 Ak, 3 SR A,
I HUB 284 25,AUT A4 75. 00 % HUB 3 Ho 49 i A1, 48 22 1 S 05 S AN 2, ) i B 28 25 7™ FE°F [ n S HUB
F LIt 1 AUT RAHITAZ /N, B BV key 00 H it /D ¥ BB i R i h K.

H i, 2+ HUB LG40 fh o) 8 = 2348 43 47, WL fi 30k s 56 T BEA e S UL AE. i 04K 1) 78U 4 R B 90
) 2 — 95 R v BE AL T 0T BB key BELLK key [M)75 40 A 45

4) 2545 P (fault tolerance)

A5 55 R R T R G B FE ) 1) L T 6 S T O O EKC B IR sl R 1K 5, LT
BT AR LRI BT 9 FE P AR 3R 2 i A Th S I ME (0 LA SE SR b BRI RGP AR AE 3 4 B R IR E
query PRI 5, LUCRAIEFE 3 2319 AUIR H I 38 2R 475 AT g 4 20 45 3 oAb 2 40k 8 [ 3K 2.

Pl 6 v Bt T R UIR H B (R 385 O h BT 4R T BE 2218, 2438 tH 22=3 5%, il h AT RE R 7E 80% LA F. 2 )&,
2% A Nk T B, 2458 Y ER=50% 1, D R AR R R 10% 4545 .

TE— & PR 2T B T 26 Y AU B RS PR R A B AR s i ph e b i 2 BB Y s st
JEGE 6 BEEE T MAE I /DB HUB SERhREAG sk i 5148 & 05 1), B, 2R 280 AUT R4/ T H AR $R36 H,
AT B RIEEE T WLEKC B RIS AH 2 N AT I R R G e KT %
0 MR 70 U B 3R I E H M BN S S e A o BE A IR 2R AR L T B

4 & i

AR SCERXE T ZE P2P ZR G (¥ 43 A 30 i BV R )T ) AT F 98,32 T Key clustering 532 206 #% th
ZE[0) 5y HUB A AUT P 2, A4 Jd £ 5 ) 8% o 30, NI S B P 48 R Oh T o8 3 R AR K S I R 55T O(V)
RDDR 0, BATTAH 5 /I8 A PR AF 7 A SR, 7 B 10 3 o DA — 2 MO 3 i N O 2 28 P 9 4 o 1 PR T B A HIR 101
WA K S A 1A 0% O O(log?N) 42 76 7 5L vl 3 JE R 4020 1 BUSE 36 26 W, 51 N PR FEE P21 Key clustering
S RAT R PR A8 ) 0l R A4 58 ) AR IR 9 10 AL 5 1) HUB 3R 5 AUT 3£ 19 25 R L LE ) J8;2)
TR 1 (R 2 45 4 b 0] S 0 1D (0 2 IR RS 3) S AUT RREAT 2 R EE2E, LLsR gk — 35 0/ B R 3R 18 R
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