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Abstract: In the integrated service platform composed of multiple industry cloud service platforms, with the increasing of the number of
cloud service platforms and theirs tenants, the scale of its underlying cloud workflow model repository will be increasing. When the scale
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of the cloud workflow model repository is super large, the existing retrieval methods of large-scale process model repositories still can't
meet the needs of efficient retrieval of cloud workflow model repositories, therefore, it is necessary to study a more efficient parallel
retrieval method. To address this issue, this paper adopts two data partitioning modes, equipartition and clustering based partitioning, to
divide large-scale cloud workflow model repositories into small pieces. Combined with the improved process retrieval algorithm proposed
in authors’ previous work, a series of data partitioning based process parallel retrieval approaches are put forward to accelerate the
large-scale process retrieval. These approaches mainly include four kinds of process retrieval algorithms from static/dynamic parallel
retrieval algorithm based on uniform/automatic clustering partitioning model sets. Finally, based on the large-scale simulation process
model library and the actual cloud workflow model repository, experiments are conducted to evaluate the efficiency of four parallel
retrieval algorithms.

Key words: cloud workflow; data set segmentation; process retrieval; parallel retrieval
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Fig.4 Diagram of data structure of physical inversion table
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8 foreachrsinRS do

9 { po=GetCenterObject(rs,ProcessDistanceSet);

10  vs=GetlndexSubTable(V,rs)

11 add (po,vs) to RVS;

12}

13 return RS, RVS;
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(i) R U 830); 28 7 AT N T k-medoids 28 8 SR B8 ROREAY AR HO0 B AR R EAT 2R K.

BK % ProcessClustering (19 Sz BT F24 F.

ProcessClustering(R,D,n)
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1 k=n;

2 M=getCenterPoint(R,k); //M R H Tk k MEALE Ky .0 (medoids), A7 TG M

3 while (k!=0)

4 {k=0;

5 RS=null;

6 for each p in M do

7 { C=GetMinDistanceObject(R,D,M,p); /A4 DM ¥ R F 57 p B B Bl T A i RLIE T3R5 1
fCrp

8  add CtoRS; /¥ CH4InBIFAL T4 RS

9  po=GetCenterObject(C,D); //#3 328K T4 C IF H Lot B A Y

10  if (po!=p)

11 {k++;

12 delete p from M; /¥ p MEES M Hl B

13 add poto M; /I po 3G InF A M

14 3}

15 3}

16}

17 return RS;
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3 MS=GetCPU(m); /33 HA m AMabELEs 5
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5 mr=nmodm; /#3E] nBRLL mRE(E
IREII N Rt R SO PN RO (SHIERSUE 3
6 for each cpu in MS do
7 { fori=1tod_numdo
8 {cpu.addTaskData(RS[k++]);
° }
10}
11 if (mr!=0)
12 { fori=1to mrdo
13 { cpu=MgJi];
14 cpu.addTaskData(RS[k++]);
15 }
16}
17 for each cpu in MS do /7% & — Ab 32 AT A WA T q AT 5%
18 { cpu.executeTask(QueryProcess(q));
19}
A EIVEY ST ESRTGIEEE S S
20 if (AlICPUTasklIsFinished()=true)
21 RgS=ResultList;
22 return RS;
PRSI 2 35 LAT 32 08 A4 R AR 2R 45 L4 ResultList 1476k 5 b B HO RS 22 45 2R ResultList [14)
BRAE A 2% 58 24T R 8 SRR T4 g 5 142 JR AR i G5 34T T 3REALAT m A Ab 125 1) A J 28 ) B 4
41 MS; 3 4 AT~ 16 47 H T8 n MBI 4R35 3 I 4h m AN AL PR X 5456 17 A7~ 19 47 H TR — Kb B 2%
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R TREE BN E TERER BT Rk

3249

AT R E WA g (4E 55 :QueryProcess, H i, QueryProcess ¥ i FH SCHR[3] P i &3 (I 2 b 8032 0, 1 [\ iEAT
DURRRY 2R P 2 0, T BB O R IR IR B R 45 R R 2 AN BB JLAT A
if (IRy[>0)

{

lock(current_cpu);

add R, to ResultList;
unlock(current_cpu);

}

DA AR TR 26— B SR ) AR 2 e R 4 SRR B8 I ) 42 JR 6 R 45 2R 4E ResultList P 5 i, 55 20

7T IR BB 5 1 2 45 R 2.

33 ETHHNSBREEHHITHITRREZ
X A R ik A BRI 2 D n SRR A R R R AR A R A R S AR g, (€ EHT AT m A
b B E5 10 25 55 s oKk B R IR T B S5 M AT 0 (KR 28 AR (msn). 24 R 828 U SOR 4 75 AR B 4% 23 il A 3R T

S A

1T~5% 22

(BRI, T LS m AN B 42 53 53 4 BC 4 m A A B3 AR5 TEAR B 2 o S5 AT — A 25 A v 58 MR S AN
A BT (KR AR 0 L — AN i AR P EL B BTAT IO AR R R g 8 A4 IR AR R I R A
g R SRR SE Il R 5% 3 .

Bk 3 AT RN BB ST R R A,
BINRS; IR E ISR 34T B R AR AL

q; /AR
n, IR
m.  [AbI AN EL

fithRS. MEERLE R R q FIARA4E

1 ResultList=@; /52 X A& Rk R4 RE

2 k=0; [ LR A S 1) 4 R AL

3 MS=GetCPU(mM); /55 HAT m A4 P 2% (1) Ab T 2% 5 5 B4l
4 foreachcpuin MSdo /7% n MR FEERIHT m A5 2 BC4E m AN b R3S X 5
5

6 cpu.addTaskData(RS[k++]);

7 cpu.executeTask(QueryProcess(q));

8 }

9 while (AlICPUTasklIsFinished()!=true && k!=n)

10  {cpu=GetFinishedCPU(MS);

11 if (cpu!=null)

12 {

13 cpu.addTaskData(RS[k++]);

14 cpu.executeTask(QueryProcess(q));

15 }

16}

TR U A v 4 AR A
17 if (AlICPUTasklIsFinished()=true)

18

RqS=ResultList;

19 return RyS;
FESEE 3T LAT 12 8 X — N4 R A R &5 SR 4k ResultList FH T 77 6% & 4b BE 28 (146 22 45 SR ResultList 1 4)]
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GRAE A 25 58 24T S SL— MR AR AL AR G 5 1) 4 SRR i G5 34T T 3R RL AT m A Kb 348 1) A 21388 0 58
4 MS; 5 4 4T~38 84T F T n ALY FAE I HT m A2 5 43 Bl 45 m AN b PRS0 52 75 43 Bl 58 B, 45 A BT 0 B
IR PATH R ALY g 11T 55 :QueryProcess(QueryProcess (1S BT FE R 1) 56 9 47~28 16 47 F1 T~ WiWr &b
TH8 58 BOIR O, 55 AT — A R3S A0 0 56 B0 U5 R FF 40 P00 A R R PR R0 7 AR 45 > i 7 O AL L 2R R AT AL B, 1 B
AR PR R e N 5, 50 17 47~ 19 47 IR 15 5 1 A ik 45 4R
34 ETHNBRBRBENHSHITRRE SR

F il [ BRI O AR S h n AN SR B OB R AR A AE R M A AR Y g, fioe L RAT m AN
AWM = RS2 k48 m R M T BRIS MAT 0 IS 808 (m=sn). B T8 2 T30 752 45 A AR ALk B R AT 4 A
ABLE 1) B8 25 05 VR 15 B 4% R 1 B (R AR O AN — B, I ELXE T[] — 2 W AL, R (] f R 70 1 5 R AL ) A 70 %
AN A [1], DR 0, ) — 8 A 2R 5 A7 4 o Gy ARt A7 7 20 K 28 S IR A 7 St 5 A 0 2 (1 AR P % AL
B IR N T AT R R R AR NI R S I 22 Kb S (0 B AR B T, B N I RS R AN HEAT AL ok, S
g5 W TR A B BRI 5 VA AT 3 BASE A A (A R ARAN T (L A S T X1 TR,

EX 1B BXREREMNERRNTGEE). B KPR EERINAE S RET AR EER S5 3G
— B F AR ROR L SN po, AT g A e RFAM g MR RN TG E T RZR A
QC(R",q), Kt H A L A ()
QC(R') = Sim(po.0)\ M
oo RLIR 4T A ZR 78RR H AR 28 A48, Sim(po, ) 3R 7 H L s 524 po 55 A W ASEZY o [V (149 A AL J3E (B (I AR B B2 i
AR 8 20 A 1] Joir 87 D F ARLABLBE V1 B A0k 45 31

X1 n AN A B ES B R TR, 2 R E A 2O mo AN Ab B2 5 R IR AR AR I AT g
W n AR A RO R BEAT I A 20 E, LUBRAE m AN AE B 28 (0 FEAT K R R RaE B Al T S 4 B A
H ) R 4R 1 AL B AR F A A B 0 B, R IRISS TR AR R R AR A B IR T AL 3 b

EX2(BHBRERFENERRTRMOE). Fog KMBREEIAE N R BT BB RIERI S [ H n D
B 72 RRy, . Ra(RL R, Ry TR BB A2 5 BRI 40 B B JU:1) VreR,3R; WAL reR;,i=1,2,...,n;2) R=R;u
RyU...URw3) RiNR=Q,i=1,2,...,n,j=1,2,...,n H i=j). [ 8 H T IATRIR A E A0 mxt T B g,
MR AEA TG m AN PLES A BB F AR AT HAT RS R AT, T X n MR TR m 41:RM,RM,, ...,
RMp, H: 71, RMy,RM, ..., RMy 04 2536 A2 -

1) RMi=UR;i=1,2,...,m,j=1,2,...,n;

2)  R=RM;URM,U...URMj,

3)  RMinRM;=@,i=1,2,...,m,j=1,2,....m H. i#j.

M TAT— R F AR 20 RM,,i=1,2,... m, BT T M B R R AN I TG 7T £ 75 QC_SUM(RM,0), 3L 1H 5
A A K Q)P

QC_SUM(RM“q):zhﬁﬁmeC(quxﬂﬁhi:sz”m,j:sz”n )

N T BRI FAT R AR, m A A P A S i SO IR 2R n AN P A A R AU LA 4
B p 2] m A AR P AL B A B R SRR 1 B 10 A B A QA 40 e 7 A2 2 3K(3):

QC_SUM(RM;,G)~QC_SUM(RM,,)=...~QC_SUM(RMp,q) 3)
WRAE & 1 K X 2, %M BRI RE 0 LU B 3 5B 7 410 E 1 R AN 42 ik 2K
GetOptimalGroup, 2 B AR5z gL it #2 40 F

GetOptimalGroup(RPS,m)
HRPS;  l(rs,qc) sGAL AR rs R B TN B qc ROR AR q R A rs TR R AR KT T
ftifE
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m. /AL PRER (5 4 E)
vt :RSM. MR I AAE AR AN 20 TE I m AR ey

1 qc_sum=GetQueryCostSum(RPS);  //15 FI| 5545 74 1 H 4G R A S T4k (1L o 1
2 qc_aver=qc_sum/m; /IHRHE S 4H 0 m A5 2R RACH 1AM

3 RPS=SortByDesc(RPS); //%f RPS & Z AR FAli (AT B 17 HE 17

4 k=m;

5 while (k=0 && RPS!=null)

6 {qgc_group=0;

7 RC=null,

8 rps=GetFirstRps(RPS); /#3431 RPS #155 1 A~y rps:(rs,qc)

9 rs=GetRS(rps); /433 rps H 1 ELF4E rs

10 qc=GetQC(rps); /3% rps HE R F4E rs (AL RACH TG ME g

11  gc_group=qc_group+qc;

12 addrsto RC; [P F4E rs M B — A FEE 215G RC

13 delete rps from RPS; /74 rps )\ RPS H Ik

14 while (gc_group<qc_aver)

15 { rps=GetNextRps(RPS); //13% RPS " R —/~JG4 rps:(rs,qc)

16 if (rps!=null)

17 { gc=GetQC(rps);

18 if ((qc_group+qc)<<qgc_aver||(qc_group+gc—qc_aver)<<qc_6) //qc_ON sk Z A AL 1)
R R )

19 { rs=GetRS(rps);

20 gc_group=qc_group+qc;

21 add rs to RC;

22 delete rps from RPS;

23 }

24 }

25 else

26 { break;}

27 }

28 add RC to RSM;

29 k—;

30 }

31  while (RPS!=null)

32 { rps=GetFirstRps(RPS); //{5%] RPS H1 % 1 A~Judl rps:(rs,qc)

33 rs=GetRS(rps); /153 rps IR F4E rs

34 RC=GetMinQC(RSM) /4321 RSM Hf A 2= AR T4k F 2 g /N PR AR 23 1 A 4
35 delete RC from RSM;

36 add rs to RC;

37 add RC to RSM;

38 delete rps from RPS;

39 }

© TEBREEEEIEDT  htp/ www. jos. org. cn



3252 Journal of Software 334k \Vol.29, No.11, November 2018

40 return RSM;

gr LTl BT O B I BRL AR R AL RS, AR AR A BB IR RVS AR AT B 8 B R R AR K 4%
KA TL, T4s T 5 3) JR BRI RS I EAT R R 1 SE I 2, an 8803 4 s,

B 4 T A RBERERN TS IFAT R R L

NR; IERAUBRAE B4R

RS; /IR B3R AVEG B T HEA
RVS; /B Y B HER

q; MH bR LR

m. AL

firtiRS.  IASRLFE R p A6 g MAAL AR

1 ResultList=@; /72 X 4= AR & R 4E

2 k=0; /5 LR RBAL A5 g 142 JR AR

3 MS=GetCPU(m); /I#3ZIHAT m /MAbEE2E 1 £ 4

4 foreachrsinRSdo [/ AR q 5 &AM 48 FIRL RARY LAt {H

5 { po=GetCenterPointProcess(rs,RVS);

6 qc=QC(rs,q);

7 add (rs,qc) to RPS;

8 }

9 RSM=GetOptimalGroup(RPS,m);  //'# n MR 4L 43 A R A I 23 i m G AR AR - 4

10 for each cpu in MS do /7K RSM 1 m 4LEEH 7453 5 43 TiL 45 m AN Kb 2R 2%

11 { k=k+1;

12 for each rs in RSM[K] do

13 { cpu.addTaskData(rs);}

14}

15 for each cpu in MS do

16 { cpu.executeTask(QueryProcess(q));

17} %}

IHR BN R (2 45 AL 4R

18 if (AlICPUTasklIsFinished()=true )

19 RgS=ResultList;

20 return RS;

EEIE 4 sl AT R E L— N2 RIR R 45 R4 ResultList T £76if 75 A0 A% 1) 194G & 45 -, ResultList
MIRIBEAE 2550 2 AT AR R K 3ATH TR DN HEAT m A4 BRZE 1) Ab 38 0T S0 58 4 17~
55 84T TR & X 1 tH ST Al A g 15 & R AR ARG AR TUAL AL, 0T A7 T RPS 4R 45+, 55 9 4T 2 M4l RPS
B rh AR (RS R A T A, SR A A RAC I BT T A e L 43 TIC R 8. GetOptimal Group(RPS,m)
W n AR AR O RS RACU B ) m AR AR A7 TR RSM 555 10 47~%5 14 47 ) 16 RSM h m 41
R FAR 0 e m AN FEERS 15 47~%8 17 ATHITAE m A EEES h AT R R AT %5 QueryProcess(q)
(QueryProcess FIsE L FE [F] 1) 5% J5, 28 18 47~5 20 47 H T IR [ VA i 5 1) £ v &4 SR 4R
35 HTADREBUENANSHITRREL

X n AN A 3 SR RVEAS B AR R AT 5Kk m AN Ak B S A Y A AR I R IR
JETT BERFAS AR ot i (RS P A2 40 B0 2 2 P ) A B8, LERAIE. m AN b B 25 (0 AT A 2R A0 3R 0k B e A TR, 2
TORBIMBERTEXN S HA RS, A TEMYIEIHER RVS R B 2 MR R R AT E, 32 H
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R TREE B E TR BT R ik

THRT AZRRBRE NS ZIAT IR E %, W% 5 PR,
BOE 5. AT RGNS SR R AL,
LIPS N RV IR S

RS; /Rl B 2R BIES BB TN S A
RVS; /I 4RI 3R HE R

q; MERRE

m. AR B2

ihReS.  IMEAYEE R Y o o IR Y AR

© 00O N o o A W N B

10
11
12
13
14

ResultList=@; 1/ X—N 4Rt R 45 R 4L
k=0; /1E XA FORBER AN A R AR
MS=GetCPU(m); /433 ELAG m /> 4b #2458 1 4b #1258 X4 % B4l
foreach rsin RS do /AT B A IR q 15 %4510 T4 (R RAR A AL AR
{ po=GetCenterPointProcess(rs,RVS);
qc=QC(rs,po,q);
add (rs,qc) to RPS;
}
for each cpu in MSdo /I m ANMBEBLTFER 53 5l 3 o 45 m A4 R 28 I PAT R R AT
{ rs=GetMaxQC(RS,RPS);
cpu.addTaskData(rs);
cpu.executeTask(QueryProcess(q));
k=k+1;
}

15 while (AlICPUTasklIsFinished()!=true && k!=n)
16 { cpu=GetFinishedCPU(MS);

17 if (cpul=null)

18 { rs=GetMaxQC(RS,RPS);

19 cpu.addTaskData(rs);

20 cpu.executeTask(QueryProcess(q));
21 k=k+1;

22}

23}

IR [ U A 4 R A
24 if (AlICPUTasklIsFinished()=true )

25

RqS=ResultList;

26 return RyS;

FESL 5 s 1 AT X

3253

AN R RS R 45 AL ResultList H T 17 fif 2% A0 EE 2% 1 IO G 2R 45 1L ResultList

PRI R 25550 2 AT 8 L— 2R & K3 3 AT TR — A HA m DAL BLEE ) Ab PUAS 0T G050 4 17~
58 AT TR X L A A g 5 35 A AE AR R AR TRAG (L, IR A7 T RPS 454,58 9 17~28 14 4T
SR RPS $i 4 o A5 70 7 S A R AR TIUAG R, 3 AN K 210/ R i T m A28 1 42 43 0] 4 L 4 m A Ak 3
2%, I AE 23 e 52 B 1 8] I AT 4 R 45 :QueryProcess(q) (QueryProcess H)SEELE R [A] £); 55 15 47~%8 23 /7T
W T A R AR BAT AR DL, IT N B — N AL B 2R A0 I — R A A R R A R R R AU R TR B BT
I SRS R 5 R I e 2B 24 AT~3F 26 47 H IR [M1H 8 5 I 2 ify 45 SR 4E.
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LR EPTIR N T BE 4 AN TFAT R R EE, Ay AL B B2 MR AR R R AR 55 AR m A Ab PR )Y
I E, SN G R BEAS A PR 5N BN 0 AT 5 SR BE RS 2i% H AR AE m AN AE PSR BEAT IR R (1 AR
U AE AL AL PPN A AL R EE R m A H S SE AN REAS B H AR, U A 2 AL B ) IR AT AL R
e GIN S SLAI A B 4R (B /3N 25) 2 BL 4 45 AR RS (K I (R FE L 2% T AR PSS 5 TR e (R AL FELER)
FIEE A5 T 25 K A a0 R 1 DR T AT K 8 S0 PR R AR AN B, R — i B H ) A BE AR AT IR AT A
ZRIF, AT DL 35 4 e MBI R AR R B R R R 2 TR 405 HH A G VP4l 5 B SR 5

4 TWETFE

H T R UERPRAG A SO R BT TR R A R IR S SRR T — A = LAERE #F & (cloud
workflow management platform,fi#x CWMP), 1 i) B4 41k 2 http://platform. pasp.cn, i i B % = B B2 IR 4517 4 1)
Gi— B R P LUk = TARRAEEF G B %P6 T AR 5 AT HBM g4 R T A, e
N5 T H . BRI AR A T . AR Ay TH e &5 1 BoR TR B B3 A4 e T H T 3 30 AR sl 2 58
560 T SR DA ASTADL A P A 28 ASEDL I R O T A 1 SO A A T T S 8 s 1 5 XA WordNet 1] i H Bl B B — 15
IR YU 8 Pk B 43 38 kAl 2 42— 52 1A R0 U B AL 23 TC 1) AR 2R B Bl AR i T o 3 6 R T AR R I 1
U] F1FE AR IR T SCHR[38] AR AL 5 N 5 e 4 T H SR B AL A% X (- Petri-net, YWAL,BPMN,EPC 45194%0) g
IR I 4 e SCRR[3] CNet AL T 1) CNet A7 n] LLIE o A7 v B4k {2 7= TR (http://cbpm.pasp.cn)2E4T
JETR IR 5 R SE 0 25 IR R a5 Ry il DL &5 R Bn LRI T A .

T B RIVEAL 519 2(F PQ-DESA %71%). 513k 3(H PQ-DEDA #or). 5% 4(F PQ-DCSA £IR). &
% 5(J1 PQ-DCDA & 7) 2802, 3 v LLSTHR [3]7 H S35 (B 4 53 0] TS-QTCS KR ) o LUk, 75 22 TAF
T BT G TREAEL AR R DR Rt AR A 2 P % LS 1 2 AR AR Y i T K B0 UE S 56 AR X 2 s 0 v
A AR RS R AW ARG bR 5], # Lt Apache Lucene(the Web site of apache lucene,
http://lucene.apache.org)JEAT & BRAN AL, 53 41, S50 FH IR 4528 4L 5 & 1 58 BE ) AB40-G20. 5 — IR 45 #5 # R H
HR 4528 L A B 41, B0 F 4 5 AMD Opteron6320 CPU(2.8GHz,8 #,16M = ;42 77),256GB A 17,314 5 Intel IY
EERIICRS
4.1 EREIEE FRRIWIE

H T BT EE 2~50 5 A v R I () S5 AR AR KN 2 TR DG R I LR 4 Rh B S SRR 0 I A AL
BT RRY 9 Bl A BCE A ) 6 N R B R A R AR (e AT T I A TR 45043 73 100 000~600 000) il T L84 At 52
B0 (S 50 Ve B ARSI n O 30, A0 BEAE N H m Oy 10), L85 25 R n K 5 TR,

2500 TS-QTCS
2184 I FO-DESA
N PQ-DEDA
- 2000 PQ-DCSA
£ 1601 B FG-DCDA
E
~= 1500
Fial
= 1065
T 1000
<< 500
D_
0 100000 200000 300000 400000 500000 600000 700000
MNumber of models

Fig.5 Comparion of query efficiency with the Algorithm 0 in the composite data set
K5 fEd ol B 50E 0 Al R
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R 5t B R AR SR IR K S 2(PQ-DESA). 5k 3(PQ-DEDA). %3k 4(PQ-DCSA). ik
5(PQ-DCDA) A 51 O(TS-QTCS) #R % At B T 22 A vy )3 1sf &) [R] B, % T [R) — K/ I AR BY 45 50 2~59: 5 [(1°F
YT v e 1 AF ] B 58D T B O [0 38) A v e S B I, 9 BB IR AR A A R 2 Bk 2~ S R R
{14 25 60 ) R ) 7).

HR o S 56 45 SR 0] DA 7 KRS gL R AR 20 22 o AT R 4G, 2R BN, B P 3 B0 45 o B M AT A R O
e R SR R R

AN T B4R L3R 4 A IFAT R R AR (VL 2~5095 5) 5 UL (A AL B ) PR BT TR AT N K B VA (R H AT
R NS ) B WA A L 45 1 9 B R IX 4 AN ATR R EIE AR R gh H— N K B R A A 4
() AT 2 I L PR e, s X 3 T

TE N 3(FATHREME L), BE KB4 RO T[] — 2 W8 3Rk Toq R K JEAT R R 5115 PA
FE R B AR S 1), Toq 28 S H B AT R VA SA A8 R v (A i I B 1) 8 4 55 B AT R R 53 SA A
L, IEAT R R VL PA LE R W AT R INTE L ] 7R ok PQS(PA,SA), H T 824 st 24 K (4) .

PQS(PA,SA)=T./Tpq (4)

F 1 S 3 A FALR A (R B IEFATI R PR AL AR 0L . A F 38 1) (K08 A5 48 SR 2R 46 SR U 5548 40)
0 m AR B BT AT R RN, AT LA Tpq=Teo/m, BN AR 35 28 3X.(4) 7T LL3 21 PQS(PA,SA)=m, Fk 4 I 4T Kk
(0 28 P I L, A BT AR D T Ll AR AR SEBR R AR AT AL R L i T m AN BEES (AT A PG TN T LA R AR
() To 6o Ho A A Z A 1 165 10 9946 ), L I Tpq=Tog/m T KA 24 20(4), 7T A7 51 PQS(PA,SA) ] 1 24 2 (5) %
.

PQS(PA SA) = — 15— m
’ To/Mm+T, L+mx (T, /T,)

TESCBRI TR IR R To R ST 0. DA ILAHRAE 2 50(5), 1T BASSH 3 T 500 4 43 0 IR R I 47 4 AR T
RERAF LM I L.
Wikl 5 s, il LAAR 5 0500 O AH L B30k 2~ 8300k B 0 A TR RUASE it P52 4 11 AT RS 2R I st L 19 1 I8 1.
Table 1 Parallel retrieval acceleration ratio of Algorithm 2~Algorithm 5 compared with Algorithm 0

F 1 SE 28R 5 HEL 0 (IR R S IR L

®)

BEAH ik 2 HIL3 Hik 4 L5
100 000 1.14 1.25 1.32 1.39
200 000 1.68 1.79 1.74 1.85
300 000 2.93 3.07 3.13 3.32
400 000 3.13 3.33 3.68 4.27
500 000 3.46 3.57 4.35 4.72
600 000 3.66 3.72 4.56 4.82

FRHG R 1 o BE A RS 20 AR AUASE P 38 K, 5 480025 O A b, 80025 2~ 5 I AT A 2% ot bt 7 386 oo A2 [A]
R 2 2 (5), BEI B A B AR AU IR I R T b T IR S AR PR A B 22 Ak 3325 547 v 128 JHC At 489 1 [ AH
AR T Rk AT R 2R 0T bt 2 ol 0 A 28 R A ) 488 K T 38 .

BBAN, R T H S 2~ 53000 5 IR R AR A SCHIAE — IR AT SEVEAE AN R R BOR B T 5 [ — AT S0E (B
12 O) (1 FFAT N B 1) 1 33 (8 (Ha RTSP- 389 FHATAGr 22 003 b6 ) Sk i et 2 A1) 1) PR A R A0 AR 3% 1 ) A ). 5 0%
0 AL, 5HE 2~ 5 BISFE AT R R I b W4k 2.

Table 2 Average parallel retrievable acceleration ratio
2 VIR L
AT 5k Hik2 Bk 3 Hik 4 Hik5
5% 0 2.67 2.79 3.13 3.40

N3 2 Prow, 550 0 A EE 4 A TFAT R R S I~ 200 B MOR BN 453k 5. ik 4. 5034 3.
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SE 23X RN AERI R AR T AT A B R I AT R R SR T 5 T 3 S R AR K AT R R
1 3 2575 ACHEAT BERL 74 23 TC ) JFAT K 8 SEIL 00 T 1 H #2577 sCEAT B 1 4R 20 T8 (K AT R e 570k

TG T S R AR AR ) SAAE 4 AR PR 2 OB TR I B AR R B S 2 BT AL 2 Bl A 7 S, AR A EE
B by ST AR ol T R S e AR T S P K (e RIS TR S R TR Y 2 A, X (R AR,
FHASEAH () 10y 45 RS0 200 B 11 K R AR R K5 % ASAH [ 35 T35 50 1) 3 AR A 1) B0 A o G ) 20 s B AT 2 TR A R
AR () 22 5 S B Afl A PRALE 22 A B85 I AT R0 3R 1 30 3 A B e 0. 0 5 T 1 3 SRR BE R AR 1) ik ANV 2 2 70 I
ISy S, AR LAY ZACH PR (B (8 S 1) 2R B3 bl 22 5 AR LA S T7 sEAT B 1 42 20 WU 4% A R
AR IR T BB 20 73 25 48 A B AE LB 25 05 sCEAT R 5 £ 73 WE I R mT RERE A 8 AR v OB 2R 1 4R 55 70 2 Ak
LA HEAT AR, DLy /b A B B 14 2 PR B85 AR I TR) Il AT DL 78 70 R4 2 AR B % 1R DR AT PR e B Wi AR AT R R
Py

ek, I 2l 2 Ty AT R R 1 5 73 N ) S0 R W S e T I e 2y AT B 20 1 S 70 IRC I 0 DX
DR i s o3 e 77 A T DAY/ % 1 b PR 3 5 3 A BEES (R ) A A O 4 (EL % 7 ST B 2 TR L 0 Ak L 6% 3
F AL B2 TR SR Bl e A PR BRI ) 22 S BT AT 55 dee L Adk N W) g (< R Ak B AT IS 0] 0 2 25 23 e 7 A
SRS A B A 5 T A0 B A (TR ) AR AR (H 22 A PGS 8] JELAR BAS I /) T K UL A R A 20 AR 4G 2R H) 78
W ISA IR, %75 32 7870 R 25 b BELES 1R IR AT R 2R B8 0, AR o KB RE I R e A 2R (R A%
42 ERHFEEL LRYKWEIE

T WEBLAE A E AR AR BN SR 2~50E 5 Y AT I R) 5 T A A PR 2 A R SR R
TP = IS 6 I TAR TR 28 50T R 5% Bl e S 6 (S 36 o B e 7R 4R 580 n oy 30, A0 R 284N % m 43l
X 4,6,8,10,12,14), Hodg J 1y S 6 25 SRl P 6 o,

200 Il PO-DESA
N FQ-DEDA

PQ-DCSA
m PQ-DCDA
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