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B B HEETEAGRENAGZESAESE (OLTP) 2 %F o4 R (OLAP) & %, £ 20T 438 047 E K3z
K, OLTP 1£ 442 OLAP /£ 4609 3 F AR AT 18, LRI TN AFREF F A 04T (HTAP) 495048 5§
A, XA HTAP 3B E A AR T & 2ih L3 a e F 5 AL, 5 Zih LR ot B et A e 2R A
S, TR E A G09S IR T IR, SRR, A T L RAFE R TORIL T —I M S AR, #i#%%é@/%i
Al fa = 5. 428 HTAP 035 5 09 % R Ao LR IR, F+ BLANA-f o it 04 A BXTILIN EL 49 HTAP 4048 it ir ook &
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Gtk A A% P BEE R 6939 5. O, 46 HTAP 48 & 6937 M BOE e 48 47, a4 &K HTAP 448 E493%
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Survey on Database Management Systems Supporting HTAP

WANG Song-Li'?, JING Yi-Nan'?, HE Zhen-Ying'?, ZHANG Kai'?, WANG Xiao-Yang'”

'(Shanghai Key Laboratory of Data Science, Shanghai 200433, China)
*(School of Computer Science, Fudan University, Shanghai 200438, China)

Abstract: Database management systems are divided into transactional (OLTP) systems and analytical (OLAP) systems according to
application scenarios. With the growing demand for real-time data analysis and the increasing popularity of mixed OLTP and OLAP tasks,
the industry has begun to focus on database management systems that support hybrid transactional/analytical processing (HTAP). An
HTAP database system not only needs to meet the requirements of high-performance transaction processing but also supports real-time
analysis for data freshness. Therefore, it poses new challenges to the design and implementation of database systems. In recent years, some
prototypes and products with diverse architectures and technologies have emerged in industry and academia. This study reviews the
background and development status of HTAP databases and classifies current HTAP databases from the perspective of storage and
computing. On this basis, this study summarizes the key technologies used in the storage and computing of HTAP systems from bottom to
top. Under this framework, the design ideas, advantages and disadvantages, and applicable scenarios of various systems are introduced. In

addition, according to the evaluation benchmarks and metrics of HTAP databases, this study also analyzes the relationship between the
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design of various HTAP databases and their performance as well as data freshness. Finally, this study combines cloud computing, artificial
intelligence, and new hardware technologies to provide ideas for future research and development of HTAP databases.
Key words: database system; hybrid transactional/analytical processing (HTAP); query processing; database storage; storage model;

transactional processing

jilllg

1 5l

B e RGN N s T Loy IS S B RAM TR R R, FE RS LT E AL SN
TE£F 454 HE (online transaction processing, OLTP). OLTP — & T2 5285, LS AT, DL b, Sonifi
LB, M LA A AT (point query) Jh 2. X R AT — MU I A D, LSRG B sl O 3 T L
SR YA T SEFN S, DASCRE Ry R I ERAE. Wi T &R e, BE e S 8 & 8, 5 76 R T M5 2 (business
intelligence) [ EEZESTHE, 5 BYE /3 B MREAT KRB ECHE 23 7 Ab 22, 77 A2 S AR EE RO, i Bh oS # m gk 2¢
(250 I T AR . AT RGBT T EAR R = 2RI R G, FE A TG S B AR, gk
VEAEZ /3 BT 4L P (online analytical processing, OLAP). OLAP LAk . SR F®A. ¥ LIV &) (range
query) f1:Ff & T R4 (aggregation) #4032, XSS A WAE A 95 RO A0 0907 i, Bt DLBSE T8 X, B ZE— M.
RIAEA S84, th=ZZLLIB N (append) b 3.

HEN KA AR, o (7= A2 75 30, BRI S R 2E T BRI AR . S, B = T SRR IR R,
ByEAdF TG BRI, S I B 2 A e SRR BOh B S BIInTE S A I E S seh, D TRE RIS K, &R E IR
WIS 5 #HHAAEEE T 0K, FEZE TR, 855 IR 3 AT DAE Ik T4 ¢ iy 1A 45 B ) B b T A A S 1 RN
ToUI A B R, 1 AR EH A AR R R TEER b, R SE R SR IN S B S I s R EDL A B, AL B
s, TR AR A SRR AR LT, A NBR AR AR R, RN W 9, BKE) OLTP 15t 5 OLAP Y5
HANBIE, 5T RT3 B AR SE 2 1A) ) S IR AZ SO0, St — P 1), Bl < R B2 o #4076 B 1],
Tl 5% i BEIGR I OE T 2 38 R B B SOV SRR A A B Y, I S I U A T R 1 1 R A R X A T PR E R
T SR VIS, 5090 23 B 0] SIS 1 o 00 9 P VX S ot R oy, A A (1 500 P R BRI P 4 T 5% (data
insight) X THRHCHE S HTRE S IERTHZ B W, 55— AN LR (] 7 S F S ii 3, 3 4 40 B 5 B N AR A %
JURTEEHE S A SR R AR I DLAE — RPN IR SS, A BT P M AT B PR I LY A
TR Lo BB 2 JURD N N 58 A, DRI . RIVEST (1 5080 23 A i AT RIS . Bt Ab, FERRVEWTI . fid e 2
APEACHERE S = T ERAFE OLTP I OLAP = VR & .

FE EIRTTRR, A5 B ETL BoAR P I AE 25 5555 0 R G008 Bt 4 3 DUEG 6 21500 6 122 10 A5 S fik L e
A A o I R 0 T I K. 1556, BTL b F2 e B 40 B 8 iR A4 A, St AR fan AN SR 1, ELVH AR K 2 1) Y
g v, LK, A T A% R Ak &, BETL 1 F230 5 76 N EAT, 1IXSdk— 25 n K 24\ 20 M im i 5o 5
ST TR B TR IS TR A3 R G SR I IR BN T, — AN Re 8 = 1 B Ak 3 2 55 47 28k [+ B S ot 2 i 5040 23 B 110 i
JEE ARSI EEEAF M P, Gartner 237 MR FL7E 2014 442 1 T RS FH S04 4 B (hybrid transactional/
analytical processing, HTAP) X — M, B H @ XOHTE— > R G0 b 7] N 4 28 5 55 R0 52 I 43 47, 3o — P il T
OLTP ¥ FEFI OLAP B A4l 6 i 2 [R] B 22 A0 BOR, & ) H A 43 T W7 S S I 1) e SR A8 49 1T . Gartner 7T
S AR Ak HTAP BRI 1345 (augmented transactions)™, HoAlh %14 740 451 Group K HAfhik iR &
FRAVERYFN 43 7 AL FE (hybrid operational and analytical processing, HOAP)”. Z¢ ik, & X HTAP ()5 g L %5
AR TR =, JERERRNT o3 BT AT 55 I SCRERE 0. FEIORT 0 52 e b, 000 P T 1 R 27 R SO B Sk — 28 0 5, X T2
IS5 A FR I — AR D 7 3 T RR T S HT AP, 3X 42 AR SCi i il

ASCAHE 5 AN, BN B AR RUR R RER A4 T HTAP AT 5, kI H T —FP A TH 220 £ 5
X HTAP RE5rFEMJ51, I AR FUFI b A0 3 HTAP REEAT T 4028, ASSCR 5 1E40 731 7 HTAP
BAREE R R IZ OB, FA BT LR LB ¥ VAl HTAP 5008 B 1k Be 1 MR B uE. 385, A S0t HTAP
ARG AR )7 AT T R 2.
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2 B =5
2.1 HTAP BIEERFZHEE R ITBIR

HTAP £04 15 R G A7 B REAE B FUG 3 45 00 Al L3 it s B (g 0 AT 8 ) . RARE AT, Rk T sk
AR HTRE T PR H % A8 5 R 2, T4 5 R G BH 2 I ) ) SR 2 Tovk R 32 1 Y. DRk, HTAP (119
FAZ VB FE I T 45 A H g~ vy 1 B AR 2 AT (0SB PR, SCRE HTAP BB R 3R 48 1) 5 1 H AR A
T B AE AR T 52 el 20 M A8 7 B0 F) e LB g/ 2 45 A B S ), DAL 3 2 TR EUAS A 24 118 LAk i,
i —~ HTAP 304 5 R G010 2 ZL4R bR & OLTP H gk ¥ 48 ik 5 R0 437 28 R 495 (0 503 9 6 P58 . 4000 A P o ] LA
Tk A 145 T R GRI G HT B R G (S T o, T 5 ) 2 (R e T ) B VR AT AR

HTAP ZERAEEE =4 J5 Ty bk ol AEE N 43 B35 55, LA TG 1) s K Bk k2 T 42 OLTP A1 OLAP W28 T4
SR IAE— N RS LIBAT. XA S & —X P EM K OLTP H1# LA A & ; OLAP f#k LI &, 4 w2
PATARFIR, I AR IEE LA A AR, XML T, T T4 5 T 2 P R SR, AR
Sy R 45 A7 ik B Y E R . Psaroudakis 25 N VI ST R A, — > RGEACTE 3555 R o M ) HE U5 2 M P 9800, HH EL AR
R IR S BRSO A i 2 B SE . 7 Sirin 25 N BRIBFSE R, 3 0 EOE E R S AE AT HTAP 1T
41, OLTP S I nt 5 die 2 ] I B 42%. 1 HL, #5888 i A= s B2 T T HTAP 2 4 [R5 B R 32, W43 A
R PRAT B (1K A 0. FoR B SEe 8], Oh T OR o3 A I R IR B0 A9 B 1, R 40 75 22 B kAT [R) 20 AT
%, &4 T R R, S ECEARPERE T B, [RINTREAE 20 4T 78 7 T FEI S SRR, 4 A 3 ) Ak s e A S S B, 4
1 BioR.

REGEEIRTERE
(FH&IH)

I3 BY G ARAL B

2 =
IFH ] PERE( '
4T A B T P GURAL T
(a) 73 HTE (b) AbPLRE

1 F5ALBERE J) AN 734 BE I (KB

MEFG 138, HTAP DR Ak 7] R0 THS5ORIA7 ity 98 Y05 %) 20 TG I 8, 9 At e o 45 R0 3 A A A 4 o 08 DT I
et AN R SRk R . BT bR ), — B OO R A AL ETL I EAL, FEER 2 K 3555 R AR 4y
BT R0 B8 IR PR J A A2 T B T 0 55 RGEMR N, AT V8D 6t = 45 P RE IR s i, (ELIR ARt AR B 2, R R]
S 4 BN I TR) T A FIAEA TUAR, 500 23 B B L ECHi (RB B e . 9 — P 2 58 2 7 ETL 1%, 2T IF—
AN JEAT Ak, BEATIB A5 B8 1. SR 0 AT 0 PR B i (AR 1 B 3 e 3, 60 s 3 o AT R 1) R Rt R e W
HEAT A BE. W] BT - P A0 IR R B, annT i R e A0S SR e v 5 T PRS2 3, 3 A SR A AR T
b S B 1) 2 B
2.2 HTAP HUIRER % R A

7E HTAP [MES$E DAY, 9450 RGN W T RGN T, 2 S SRR HE B T 3008 e = i, ik
ft) SQL Server”. Oracle Database!”. IBM [f) DB2!"4%, 1035 J& T3 45 MR, 15 A3 A2 Al ) B 4 10 ) H o
MR AT AR B AEAT, B A7 %38 7 E F NSM (n-ary storage model), BIATFAlA 8L, Ji5 oK Bl A5 B 7 M s SR 144
Ko, FE2E T — S0 B A A, 40 MonetDB!'?, Vertical 45, . 35 B [ B8 /001 5K, EF 0 R A BAE AR
SRIR B T REAT LAk, T8 F ] DSM (decomposition storage model) A7 fif, HFR J FUA-AERRETY . ZEHH 24K i) B,
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HTXWRRRTE RGN RE M IR s F oA RE, B ITIER A OLTP # OLAP {14
kg5, B LT3 T S 2L 7R Rl — R 48 St

B b A Z WA RS HTAP G807 R EZEE, I ARG R AR B R R, HTAP & E T L8R,
W R ). X S H AR A 7745 2. LSM M (log-structured merge-tree)!'™ . [ 5 75 ) 5 | 45 1 1 R
DU [ AR . mPERE GPU ZEREM-F & i) V2 Al FH 2%

ARG HTAP FIWFFUER A B, 2011 AR08 [ 50 Je K2 T & ) HyPer! U — 3K 56T 4710, A = 25 R4y
BT Ak B2 0 08l P SR 2 R 4, HLvert H AR M — A R AR B & 1 3 = R . 2 R G AT RN B e,
Jo S I SRR R AR I K 3554 (mualti-version concurrency control, MVCC) 1A U6 7E 2% B0l R4S T 8%
FIRIIA T JE. 9 ZFE T 22 (1) Caldera R 40 M BHREQ: S o vE BT 40K HOTAP, 7800 RAEH BB FRE )y 0L BORA
FAC RS AL B, 5 LM I K27 (0 B8 P2 /N4 L AE FLFIG) Peloton 3 U7 v TIRAAT HIAE A% R G LU TT
HTAP 1 BE, %5 50 nT LUBEN TAE S8k B & R R 19 52 A7k LUINE W OLAP/OLTP R4 W A FLRE ).

TEFN T, BR )T R AR A E S EIRR HTAP IR &,

(1) S RITE, B ReIE N ST IR, ihF 5 REE N M55 2010 4, Microsoft SQL Server 11 ({45
Denali)!" ' 5|\ T 3T RER G W HILE i Dh g, BREETE T it AE; JLT- IR 1, Oracle 12¢ I T A7 411
(in-memory component), 1#45 Oracle (4 FE LA T WU AR AZ K7 =, T S H: HTAP; M AE30HE E SingleStore
(i 5 ) MemSQL) 75 Ji A7 (195 45 T AF A (K 3R L3880 T F T Wi i 510474 R e 1), LA Rt 0 g sk 2500 5 i
(153 BTl 553X 8 4 [ 5 VEAT A JRUAR S 45 T IR 040 e 1) HT AP 34T TR0 SR, v DLt — Pl il odt I &
S8 ()T A SR, HAR U TR R LT R A AR RAR, F P IS AR, 9 R g Lo irae g
ArIEDIRE, H AT ORI 5 SR AT R I B, XM SRR A AR B 2, TRl A SRS AR A ) e R A A R T
FMILEFE, 1 SQL Server FIEE [R5 TR AR W T W AT AT A R A W AF.

(2) BUEIA BE BE R G40, TE— N8 R G LRI e 5 35 %5 F1 40 1T Tableau 2 R 7EWW HyPer R4
Joi, AL T K ) HTAP (R EALR= i IBM 76 DB2 [ BEHH3EGE Ewfh 73T PAX 7264 BAR 1 HTAP JR
R4 Wildfire®". 55 HyPer —Ff, IX JEHR FEAF 50— R G0 Ll k38 48 B 25 47 AT 51 98 S0k S R4 F 3k
OceanBase" i ot 361 LSM B UV 17 fits 22 45045 36 28 A0t 198 0 K50l 4 3 A A7 A0 BN P 17 o, Sl 2249 05 40 A
S HB B SRS HE HTAP 25 1. Greenplum™ 5542 3 T PostgreSQL JF & I TE OLAP (I E R 4. Kl £4ERIK
&, Greenplum F| il KA IFATAEFE (massively parallel processing, MPP) 2RI H, INAZ 40X 1THIIR &
it S H R LA L HTAP #sit. AR TAE— A R4 BT 2, Google 7F 2020 FF& H T KA’ & 1 0 i1 &
GRS R G UAIEI BRGS0 10 F1 lightning™ "y %, %A 2/ Mb T BRI 45 2 18] (R AR I m, 48
AT /R Kedis )25 A% 4 1. PingCap A RIEELL T FI lightning [ BHR#, JFFR T TiDB®Y, &t 45 1 R 4
TiKV FI4r B8 R 45 TiFlash 41556 4K HTAP Thfg, R RAFT Brif DG, £ H LSM R T 575 A
6. 1X 2877 B AR A R 2 I A A5 T 45 R FN 20 At SR GEARA, S AT M ORUE T B8 25 1, (R 0 T ot — Btk CRuE (1)
FE 7, e R R AL T 204 2R R G 1 s 0 B P 4 3 A AR A% G SR 1) T 58 MR 2 B A A 2 T s o
HRT LA R, B3GR IR AR IR, (AR R (1), W8 R AR . % PO BRI A e P 32 3] 58 A
HB AT R,

HTAP ¥ 17 & J& B IAE, iZ AU — AN G mU2 WA g ST 58 B HAR A RS, S — N RIF IR S
BRTRZEERRE. AP RBBEESSRR, JTTRAEY T HERE. H S5/ G55, X2z
¥ HTAP B8 R R A% D 2. TP Bt HTAP $04 P A2 2 32 B RE A FF IR E00s 2 AR 2 308, A o A U 4E
Hadoop"*'Fil Spark™"4: 25 "~ () HBase™!, BA ¢ Jfj 52 f& A (¥ MySQL- PostgreSQL %5 JFi 2k 2. I 4K [H ™ [¥) HTAP
B FE AV N PingCAP. BT L = 46 [E | 1 C & TFaG il 1 T OB RS kA it 22 77 2 5 AL X R, 2o 2T
]z i 1 H T 5 s RS AR, K R TR A X, FEIX AN B AE A, LR, AT R
HEJE T HTAP 0 1 AR 4
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Tk

3 HTAP BUEERG DK

3.1 SR

HATHIAE HTAP Ge I MBI RS R R R T 2R 2 FERBOR I £, L EBRFLEA R HTAP R4
B AN 0 3 P - o — 28R 5y 3 5 5 B0 S AR UE 45 AR B, T 55— v S 8 P WU 23 M AL BB T S . Bkt
Ah, SRR RGEARGHE T Wy et RGN B8R0 B0 B FE 00 2 SR MEAT 38 B & v AR R
HTAP R 11458 POk 2 8 A% £ 2 H &6 HTAP 38 122 R GeikAT 43 2%, 05 9GTE HTAP 30l 1E R & d it
B NS IAIR, AE AN [V T S T 5505 77 10 485 6 LA SO B DB 49 A S AS AT Rk o SRR A i 19 12
TG 45405 2o RGUIEAR IR PE B S i 535 10 B B AASSC T B A7 AN AR L 502 4 R, IR e 4
H— SR TP AT I AL <SRRI, Wl 2 .

OLTP & OLAP OLTP & OLAP OLTP OLAP OLTP OLAP
peak e o s i s i

iSE S OSE S
[ff;-:ﬁwfﬁm F’fﬁi}%ﬂiiﬁ [% o (% A5

= Bl = il

(1) RGP (2) B AGERIE QR ELLET (4) WAGERIE L
K2 HTAP %48 R 54028

IS f e —> HTAP R4E, T4 56 OLTP Ml OLAP G4 2 Al ¢ A PR BE (1L 530 % 5 dn T
SIECLE AN AR SO, BT 1) HTAP REEAE T A0 ErT Loy < L R G R BRSO W2, R G 7% h—
AN KT A 1) ZR 556 [ s Ak 380 9 28 61 8, TPy S IR0 a2 Bt T WL v, DRk R 5 BELABCHC 14 [ 25 S N5 e i
e i —ROE RS, XK RG A H IR REA, EA15 AL OLTP 1 OLAP f#k, tiif B4
SO T BN N 0 R Ze AT AR TR . A B AR T I RGRRR B S N B, RIS R AR RG]
LAy BT B LSOO AL 1 CLRATK. R, SR AR G5 AR R T RGIEAR I T P, WiFE F1 databasel' i, sk nl LA
B H M RLRSE FI lightning™ 5 2 #2345 R8T 41 & 78 TiDB ', 345 248 TiKV M0 R 48 TiFlash™
H1 PD T 2% P DAL B HTAP 3645 3847 IBM Wildfire®™”, Sl it AR A RIR A& TAENT S41538 17, 25051
SXof I8 2 45 Hb BRI H 4 2K

A F R AT A7 AR B IR B T LA A T (BE L A7) hAL 8, HaT iR Tr & <
B DDA RIS D17, 548 DAl TR A2 OLAP XA OLTP EifE — 0 2dh B AT, 18I PR AL hI R fig b
B W DA iR 1A OLTP ARl OLAP £y 7r Wi s Kedls BT, 58 ETL 5028 ETL (¥ 5 20 52 B 4 17
. AE R VLR G5 A7 SRR (1 B A S R ()0 e s, LA 2881555 TR ) A i T A QA 2 10 7 10, R — S 4
AP RESR A AR IR BN VE . AEAEAE A BT T, [ AT (SSD) Re 4R IR R =i (1 10 Frih & X — T fF
SLrbHE BT, A fi# g OLTP REH OLAP REuAFfik 45k 2 575 B B 17125 4B 38 1) Ay T 46 Btz b,
XFT R MPP BRI o0 A1 SN A R T R 4, B T R 550 2, IS AL TR A2 AR, EIX PR3 8, SR
PEATA R AR I HAR AT I T 26 7. BRI — 0, 528 R 4G LS EE — B M 2 AN A, W Mvee
PP I AR, X IFARERR R X LR Ge, R IX LRI AR AR LT T 9 B & R HHRAE T = 2R 1. A3
HR RS DU RER 11k T 4 3855 R WA e 23 B A — 03 25t 7= AR 1R 2 A A DL
32 RGa%

HRA R A AR B, FRATTRTBLKE = b SR 22 AR K HTAP U 4y 4 KBRS, 4002 SRS s I,
FLRGINHE L. RGP DL WURGNHE UL, gk 1 FioR.
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%1 HTAP B8 )/E 2k

A A 42k
WL 1 ‘ AR R ES :
BRY eSS
HyPer!' >, SAP HANAP,
N SingleStore (MemSQL)!"”, .
H 0L Pelgotonm (()ceanB(eSse?ZI] IBM Wildfire™
Caldera'!, HBase!", Greenplumm]
BatchDB™, F1 lightning™™,
X L Microsoft SQL Server''), TiDB™,
Oracle Dual-Format™ IBM IDAAP®
() RGN

I F U HTAP B0 e I 2 0 R e wph DL, 1X 80 122 . — AR 48 A I A B .45 N 43 By A D, 1 DR T 4
(1033 88 52, (A B e A7 28 B A EL RS, 0k R R RS MR, O T S I 45 b PR 43 AT A W AT AT, REAAE
AbHE OLAP 7 i) f I i 0 35 7228 R4 — e e PR DL SR AT

Caldera Al HyPer -5 RA [1R 4 /E R S5 CoW (copy-on-write) HLHI B G @ PR, HyPer 5¢4x 18 H A
1, NI RERS LAV ZRR FRAT AT 55, XMMBUETE B T 055 2O RSB AR, IF B fe T 2 i b i 2 rh |
TICYIHe REIESORINAR S A, 24 30AT OLAP IR, RS0 1R B — B0tk PSRBT /0 #2037, SE3R
b, HyPer AT H] UNIX fork (5T CoW) 77> T & 1 BIE I J8 5 — ANEr i TRERE, AT 23 A AR A0 B 8 1)
RITES 15 1. Caldera & FLPRIE K 75 305 HyPer 28481, FA8 FHAE {4 Inide, K5 47 F 450 B 81 GPU BT, DU KL
FA AR T 2% I 3

SingleStore. Peloton LA & Greenplum {5 il MVCC XA [ FRCAS [ B8 AT D JERR 2, 7R 40 R84 7y i B3R
AT,

SAP HANA # OceanBase {# 1] Delta-Versioning F{A ', OLTP Z 4544 4 (05 BYE SEA£7E Delta 1, SR J5 & Jf:
B FAEREIX, A AL MVCC WA 1) 771545 Delta 77 HEAT PRI 25, Delta 1766 X 583& & OLTP 1 = A7 1X
W 3% £y OLAP. HBase t R A% — JAR, (HSEHL b w AT ANl B AEAS ) 945 20 B i) HDFS®Y, ok 59 i 26 7 70
XA H TE R, AR5 P e G R B A i .

FEARIT S, PRIEHLHEB TR B AR UE T 40 7 A5 v A8 S0 19 6 152, A4 & OLTP/OLAP AT- 25 AN [RI R 2 11 1k R
. AE CoW HLHIH, 255455 | S B i S, 0 A0 B SBT3 U4 DL, 2454 OLTP M B3I /BT Pk k. 1 £
MVCC HLHI R, AbEE OLAP I 2 253 1] A FRAS, X A& 38 i OLAP AF-25 BEAL A A7V 1l CECK fAIE OLTP 11
fie. Delta-Versioning J&% OLTP I OLAP P GEfI#T 4, % OLTP fRilE T Sz s Bl 1) Vi fig, X OLAP fRIE T
Ty 0] V28 B FF 21 3 A7 DX R B 1) 1 .

() B ARG

FE LRGN VLKA HTAP 5035 7 b, 245 A1 20§ B IS8 47 76 AH E BT (0 5508 B 303K SQL Server 1
Oracle F4¢ PR T 3% 2844, WU ULAEAEAE ] ETL [0 AR b e Sfems, I 45 170 DX A% 6 17 20 50 21 0 47
fifi DX SX RO AE L R G UL, 48 T A 1 RR B FR B, E0AEAE T A APk e 1% R RO R IR AL B OLAP iyt
HO T BN F 5 DR ORI . 57— AR FT I 9 72 50 1 BatchDBP SR A T 80 R 0005 UL L%, 4055 IR
RIIA, FEIA OLTP S8R5, KEIA Yy OLAP fi 8 IR%s. B T PAHLES B4, BatchDB th 3 #FFIH NUMA $A P
I3 B A RIS, 23 A B R 58 N5 RGBT AR B DR AT ] 25

(3) WHRG 4%

UFR G5 B DK ) HTAP $ds A IBM (1) Wildfire™ 5B, M3 AR A1 KTF, %R Y h £ 504 DAL

AL OLAP Ji55K. Al HBase J4{Bl, OLTP [ £ s A &x FLH S A BIIL 2SO R G L, T2 5 AN BT AR s ALk ) =)
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Tkt

HRAERE, TR b R HHT B i U S N AR S e R B SN BB RS, F 2t OLAP
. TR R G4k 1 DB2 (¥ BLU R4t 43X [] 20 SR MR 5 23 3 AR [0 I BUHR B IR, HLIX By AN 28/
B, BT LABUR G DUAFAAS 2 TF 4R 52 305 FURN SR 1 oG

(4) ARG WHE

KER G VLI — A2 JLSEBLE Google [ F1 lightning R4, F1 lighting 2 — MARE S ALLE, /64 F1 L&
RUHHR 2t OLTP ¥4 1n) HTAP 1f# ¥ 7 ZE. Google K IXURGEXHE VLB v 1) 5% 15 2 R b sl o) 9555 1 R
ST, X P T E LA OLTP H4 e L& B 87 1 — MAH N 58 45 (1 58 2 [ 3% (change replay) 11 I
Lightning i) TAERE 1 3 XA # 8 (1) F1 query T2, & F1 RS NS HRLE; Q) — N HESBARE,
11 F1 DB; (3) F1 lightning 4E5" 43 BT 25 11 97 7 5 IAEA%. 76 F1 lightning R AT S, 3RS TUAE AR &
T AT K. PingCap A7 1) TIDB 1ERWH T H B HLH, Mid HEFH5 RS TIKV 0 R 5I4EE R
2% TiFlash K5 HTAP A8 7. IBM A Al &AM 4 DB2 JFR T —AMAREA ) HTAP fi# ik J5 % IDAA (IBM Db2
analytics accelerator)™®, Y4l 00 2% B 3 45 70 AR 48, i ) 18 B % W4 R R 25 Uy SR A0 AL [R) 25 93 i /. IDAA 3
FRUCEHE . RN . LA SR A AR R A RS B AR S E IR AT, T E (¥ e 0% JR 2R U A DB2 B AR
Tk BB

g5 LR, 4 MoOr BEFMERS . RG-S FE MR, B0 00080 0 B2 il g, (HAE AR BRI
FOVATA T4 T 3000 Tk e AR R ) f . R G AR R v, I 2 M R, % YISO G A ST T LA R IE 5 45 R0 4 A )
6, LM h T 150 B R B A i AR AT A T 44T PR 5 £

4 HTAP HEER G0 R EEA

Fo B8 b SO0E HTAP (15 M5, AT ARV S0 A 1 A4 B il Dol S22 R AL o SEE HTAP
RGN R AN AR
4.1 FHEBIMETHA
4.1.1 AFfiBRiY

TR AR 1A R R BARAE A BT (ML ZUBUT, JER 53 A AT AL BB D A7 i B 20 R, 1T AR 47 £5Hfs o3 X A
SRR AN ], SCATA B O S R AL, il 3 BT .

PR FA TRt SR N
DM I
I | | [ I
BEE = [ T
o ERE N —
cl 2 3 ¢4 5 DDD.D
IR [ -
] [ — A
2[[OEME |, COOOEC .
o=
r4 i L
s O ML mis||n| Lt
(R[] [ ——
O] NsMtilegrowp [0
FSM el
b O , E
[ ] /W [ ]: DSM tllerg_r_o_u_p_“
O EmC e
---------------- 1

K3 3 PRz
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ATAEMERERY (n-ary storage model, NSM)! 7 e f LR HY H N I 8502 1. ¥ R A — AT 3B S A2 4%, i — Wy
i) A) DL — AN Je4 (tuple) BT AL (K430 & 1. AT A7 B3 A 3G I 5055 DA IT A A B (R BRATE, 0T 2 45 1) SCHFIR
I, AR AN A 0] B — SR M (0 K YE [ Ar  Bl J2 2R A B A 5 OLAP #4E. R, e EU 72 v R K TR gt Al 25 7™
R A FE I I R P fe.

HIF7 iR (decomposition storage model, DSM)™ LS hy JERIAF i 547, K528 P AR ) JB PESE A7 4%, w] LEL
BRI B AL R — R R (A, IX P AR S5 A OLAP 2. [R)INF, AFAN Jg P 7] LA AN [7) (16 s 48 45030k LAYk 2>
AERETFEY, 750 B M _LHE P RN 2R 5 AT DA 4 dh 3ol A6 v ZE 4 Ry JRAT B 5T, FL S 1 i s oS A R s
JE 56 B ) B A ER A . FAEAE AR R A7 7R B o, T A B B v A7 15, /IS RURSE 1) 5 30 A T I B S 1) %5 22 271 9
e T R PERE.

SEA I AR A2, CMU 32 H —FP BT RIS A58 (flexible storage model, FSM)!'. 44 % e AT 1%
fifi BN S A7 A 2 % B R sl s, FSM BRI ZE T — o 5 SR TR 1) << o (] 6, At S 1k (B1)) 438, — A Te 4 Rtk
BRI AT tile), BAS LS 2 A E M. AR @R IR B WS, B 4 (tile group). HAEA 4l
A] AL DAAT N EH A2, A Tk

B T R BIAEAE LT, DA R R 4R S 7E SLEE A R B 2 EAT SE AR B2 (1) 43 X (partitioning), f=2E AN [R]f
A J5y (data layout), 3T AT A H BE 52 24 AT SINE A AFAEBLAL. W&l 4 FToR, B0 40 X 592 mT DURESS 7K SP- 231X
MEFX . ZEAK ARG X 4 B 75— A TAER D, G4 AN g REL P AR A6, B 4 4 oL,
02, O3 X PO AN [R] S A X 8k, AR 23 DX 7 SR AN ], S5 AR gt A vk et s AR N A 22 5.

(o o2
cl 2 c3 c4 ¢S5 c6 clc2c3 c5c6
cl 2 ¢3 ¢4 ¢S5 c6 l cl 23 ¢4 c5c¢6 ”2 I
1 Il cl c2c3 c4 c5c6 2 4 |
2 rl r r 4
2 rl [ rs rl ] ¢
& r5 2 2 3 3
r3 3 s A S s
r4 3 4 A ro 1 [ r6
s r4 5 4[] 23 13
r6 r6 r6 76 || rd [ r6
(a) IBHHE (b) K43 X (c) TEHE X d) ZR7rIX (e) AN 53 X

4 XNEERIAIR X7 H

(1) 7/K*F43X (horizontal partitioning)

KOV KA KV J7 T ) 4%, GBI 45 43 XA INZR 51, T LA 3008 A 414 i e 41 80 Ailamaki %5 A FU7E
2001 4 HH T 2 4 1 PAX (partition attributes across) #81. PAX #AVE X Z AL, B RIGEAFE KRN h 240
BEATA7A. B — DO AEAT — @ AT BB, 212 0T AR 81 3CA A, T B 0] T 2R R PR e 5 A HR A 2 A0 5
AT R A BRSSO L 22 520 PAX T AE AT BRAN UL, 10 AN 2 48 Bedl . PAX B — e e Lokt 17 %71
AFAE RS AL IR AN A LA B A58 N B0 IS 5 TR R o R, I LA T 4 14 2 T g .

FT PAX B RE R RIS 3 [X 7 %, 78 Hadoop ZEZ5 T, Cloudera 55 Twitter #EH! T Parquet™. Parquet
% 2K HH KU1 3 2 AT AL (row group), FEAMT AL /3 SRS . ZEBAMT AL N B, Bs i b7, 7 A 51
B (column chunk). H1F 4551 H (R s S RUARTR], wT AR 3 e 28 A8 AN [7] 70 Fs 20 S . 5341 UM R S
T, ZAMTH AT LUSEB T ERAE.

Facebook 7 2011 £ KAl T [ #£ 35T PAX [f) RCFile™. RCFile 7F Hive Z F i AR UF I FIAF A ALk )2 A
I, AR A AT T Hive 1) TAEERE. 2013 4, HortonWorks 78 RCFile [{3Efl 2 P& H T ORCFile™, 3 Hhy
Apache [FTRZITH . HIEA BB R KATAL 5 SIS 5, 7 TAT B — A Stripe, 3X 55 Parquet (AT 4L 01H —
B Stripe 1F 424 AL B TG, W] i AMESS RAAL L. B4 Stripe & 3 NI G B O R L R
FUSAARRE S I KA e/ IMEAER BT 5 A7, Bl A9 A il 4 23800, R At 1 4 91 B e Bl 3
SR VASNE T TEY
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BT, 56T PAX 7 =IO R 2, 445 Spanner™. F1 lightning™ LA} IBM Wildfire® 25545 i R 4t
TiDB MR AT 01 43 AR IX 35K (region), 3 HAE 2 AN 2 BAZAT [ — BB 25 B AR, S RE nT LA N1 4
B, AT IAT AL FLRE J). Greenplum SR FSM (1 JEAR, R 43 J AURLSE 43 IX S5, R REAS 43X 0T LAFR @ AT A7 B
HIAE, LAA S SRS RIS B ) AR £ 3L

(2) T /3 [X (vertical partitioning)

EHSREHREEY 7, B RAT AN A B, AT HRES. X7 0] LA R Ak 2
FHEEER A B PE. A2 3 20 X R 2l AR /0 AR DT 1] 9k, H20 R8N M) 40 ) f B M4 A R
SIFNAL, &R LIRS CAE S S TR S A AT =, FH 22 TR0 1) SR ff o A 10 X 1R DR/ R e A e It .

(3) Z 247X (hierarchical partitioning)

2 )25 X AT DA A 7K FIE B 23 X TVE I — P45 &, 1 500 AT KP4 40, AR5 PR AT Lk — D AT
T H AP IX, AT BN B Y. 1X By X 7k 10 03T iy, AR iR /N, BAETE R I E A Jo 4 T4
KB . Peloton K3 FE R G5 HE T FSM AR S (1174 T 00 2 Sl A MLk 47 50 6 28 4 514745 U7, £ OceanBase 1)
AR A7 PR G Pt n] UG %05 Z 5%

(4) ASELN 43X (irregular partitioning)

KN 53 RN T2 )2 40 X J7 G2t — 0 A0k, 50 T 20 KR R AE T KA v S8 AR, 2 —Fihiise B i A =) 78
JIGSAW Z4 W 85— AR, %05 LI 8 ek R 40 DB L 23 . A R AR TR () 231X 3R 1 A1
Je TR B S BT C P B R, (HR S AFAE— 8 IR LG AR A I $ 5 B M 5. A7 A3 RO A7 = IR B e
X IGZR, B LU AR G438 AN [ 28 2 I LA k. (H BT %00 X 5336 OLTP 4504 B8 B A AL, JiT LA
Hil E TS RGP .

B oA 58 HTAP 504 2 5% Proteus™ SEHL T 138 A fif 23 DX SRS ' mT AR T4 47 38000 $0is 1047 A 34,
ALFGHAE 7 X AR I AR A% B BT Y AR O SR 45, (A BAT VR & 58U e M A IR 5 /. Btk
Z A, Proteus I X IXEEAEME R GOEH] T VRS, W CUAE EMURE P BRAT TF R, e 4 R R A Ik s S R
K APIAT H 5

25 BIRIR, AT A 5 A AT AN TR IR UG AN [R] 1R I, 173 B8 {4 7> OLTP 4T:45, J5 # Ak 1) - OLAP 1T
% PAX BB, FSM RERISEAT AR A A Y R 70 P 3 [V EA T AU 1R 1), IR0 — iR R <58 36 1. [
I, HATRER) HTAP RGh— R EdE 0 4 A7 442 5 5 RIS, AT AERIASEE OLTP 454021, &R FI4ERI
AL FF OLAP A ifjAbFe.

412 AFfil KR RS

B 5 SO F B B B, H NSRBI AE CPU BT L& S . WAL R EAFX
1 N NAFAE A I, — R T o 1 25 T A7 s o A B 5. B AR S 32 S RS 3, (E AR X1 1 TO
P i 220 2 O I I FH 1) P RS B0 HT AP 5508l P2 (X0 B AR A7 A B L1 0 A 153800 3 28 JE T a9
FET WA, DL A8 A S W VAR 1, Wk 2 P, Jorh e b TUR G R R4, JLA 2 X DL
R B B =45 TORINT, A T RS FRE A B G0 B A AR [R] 1R Rt (43 A AR AR BRI A ), JR 28,
A5 5K 25 B AN [F] 10 S5 ) 20 BURE AR X, XA FEAR Rk 28 58 4 9F (delta-merge)™. 645 I, 7F TP R4
BB —AT B (0 55 G R 2R, E R AR, 1A A R R R 5 I RUR AR . HERe S S, T — A Hs
A et T AT AP I R, BT —AT R AT A5 B m — N e . Wi T RN G, SIS fI = 5 ]
DA T T YA B, T A A7 SE B 5 A AR 2 il 0 B, A TP 35 sRAT A7 SEF Z2 PO 2 I N S SRt 3 5RA7 it 484
(8 — 3 LIRS (R B ], ) OLTP 545 B AR GE I AN 43 SR 25 (39 hn. RIEE 2 A7 SEAR() SSD R LAAE [R] I
AP AT HN B — B R IR AE OLTP R ZGE HICLE .

T T WL B e R G0 AR N s — b X, BRI AE TR i b, Jo s, s o X . Hdin i
UhHIE . 2GR BRI AE LA S A7 SR A ) B A7 T O,V 22 50t e A8 MO 2R A7 B A7, Ut
PO B (SIS 18 2 T R AT A ) v A B B e iy N AE A b 2 SR G /O DARRAIRAEIR. 73K
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PR AETR s 28 1 4 7 10 B B0 o S AT [l — AN T 23 I A P21, [l I B AT, S b 3 B N PSR R 3k
S m HIRE L 1/0 0%

2 HTAP Hudls FEROAEA A TORI S )20 s

» AT
4 B e PR 2 Epy+
A B S RS . o /] 25 S g
. [20]
erconpumt BRI A A ML A0
TR an o — oy
HBase™, OceanBase'*", FEAAAEX IR X ST H A AT 4
F1 lightning®!, TiDB" (LSM#) (LSM##) mHZES
HyPer"”, Peloton!'” Fr B X FERE
T AL ) EEAAEX BHE LI
SAP HANA AR R (e
A
[18]
SQL Server (W TE-RitE)
Y14 A7 A SingleStore™ EBAAA (PR R TAERAX (M) T
Oracle Dual-Format®”! AR A IR (N A-HEAL); 4% L

R RS BRI RS E : (1) IBM Wildfire™, Greenplum™45 /3 41 30 R 45 7E Wildfire 3 it 1 Jc Bk
SSRAAT I ARRE, SR € AT b i 5 T B A S B IR 20, 5 01 B3 L= 30k R e b, HH DL PAX By kAT
A7, RLEERUN. RN, R T s B L A 1) 2 2N A 7 20 R HD T 6 TGS 1R 22 A it SEAR, AT 1R R 38 S8
AIFBRAER RS S T VO 202, /b T &A1 AU VO JTHR R AT ZEAL B )4 &2, 1k RGEAE 7k 5275 242 Tt
7E Greenplum ', 5 1 2 [W RAFAE Bl JLZ (shared-nothing), W& 5 w5 7E 1) 45 Fh S8 4 B0 43 A R4S [A) 5 A
b, ISR A BEPLAE. HH bR 2 A ) B 0 3 A O A, e A RSO, SR B R IR AT AL HINBE . (2) F
lightning, HBase, OceanBase, TiDB 5% T- LSM M 17 R4t IXBR ALK H () Fdn /e 5 ANWAE, XFEEAT LA
FR4rORUE OLTP (W1 fE, #8J5 FIFH LSM MR T3 145 P Re s AR S B4R 2 0 55 LSM %~ 24 3F. AP SR R &R T
H R 078 545 5 U RO R 45 A A 17 L, 7 AT OLTP 3545 BB A2 N (10 [ B 8 A S5 1 5

A7 K0 R IR T RS A7 S PR R SE . R T BRI S A2 B A i U R e D, L o R R
HcH U 10 S SR RVECH R BRI AL BB VE AT, BENLUT I YA P RO S A 2 A K AR B B IR N AR AT Ak
TS B[R 2 RGAT P, MAX - #RAELE HTAP 145 U3 E. BILAE HTAP WAFEUE B R4 T At L,
AT BB N AE U ) B0 10 07 35X, 5% R 3 G2 A7 55 A A U7 10 PR Ik e s . BRI AR 2R o A s T
(1) HyPer. He7e 73 FIH] T AAFBENLE S BIGE J), B ATHRAT 9555, IXFEE o 7B, Z2ob X B, G B4R
V. FEAE BRI RS, XL AL R ZE 80% A ATIRRE U ). OLAP #rifyh 345 (1 FHbRR, At BT, T Pifs
(R m PR R, — NS R ATHATMFEIN R A 40 5. HyPer 11— AN SERRA UM H MVCC RE4T B I RE B, 3k
ARTE T S FIIHTRIIFATIE. (2) SAP HANA. IX A2k LB T WAE I HTAP Bidli 2 R 4%, B NAE R
FHAS S-S I IAEAR K. O T 38 R ST 1 K B B, 2019 4F SAP HANA #E (! T NSE (native storage extension)?”!
(RAEAEY BT, 24 A BEUR AN A2 N, 7T BLER FH P 8 4 AR 5 DO a8e 2 A v, 1 380 4% B0 T R A7 B A b
(3) Peloton. ff: 2 CMU Hi#fa 2 /N AN 27 R AU HR 72, A6 FSM A7l A5 A P A7 o R 4T 48 B, 3o v ) il
WA AT ) HF 1 ) 80 0 5000 CRA7AE ) — AN 4 DX ISRl /D S R (R B4 T8, B .

G0 A7 R — P EE D RS IAFA 7 20, X RGNS [RIRR SR AR AN T2 5 A D A 1 22 o
DX, i 2 AR I R G e B, A R E A 0 ] 0By P 1) R B A A . 3 T R T A S 5 EUR
/b2 5 OLTP A (K dhs, T LUK EA A A e 2 v, S5 A% 73 A S 80 B AT TREAT B . A Y S o B A0 1) Al
A7 (1) SQL Server. 32 REHUAR B (1174 SRR B, B S s MO e A7 e A7 rp U, AR TR 45 M B )20 R
JHASTE 25 0 10 SR DA P9 A7 oK A% S350 )25 B4 (2) Oracle Dual-Format™. 1% 5 48 HAT SUBE Ui A7 7805 5K,
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FOVEF P35 5 R (DR 564, P i 3R Gt ¢ U DR AR 00 n 1 4 A7 o S TR LA T A R A7, A8 A7 P LA
BIAEHATAT A [R5 R AR 5 & S, 2 30 A8 AR ok B (R, U MR 25 T8 7% DL, (3) SingleStore!™. LT £ JE 3k
T AR, B ST R, A T 40648 FH A2 RO (1) HTAP 035 . SingleStore [ A A7 ER AL
FHATAEAE, WA R AT RERE P I D A7f 5508 IR 55+ OLAP 1155, 0 A7 AT A7 50 = ZH T m M fe 2 & b 1,
[ 25 K B4 D15 3. A7, SingleStore i ] MVCC FITGEIHAT4L & k5L OLTP M fig, (NER—1TRAEF-5
PRI LT AL B BRIk 2 41, SingleStore 18R AT AENG HLAT BE BT AL Ak A ] 5 SR T4 AR
413 1518

TEA% 5 12 MR R 2 ST SR A B AP0 TR SR M I AL, Bl 35 B R i P A7 i 5 | B AT B 7
A R R BRI . AN RS 5 AR AL RSP 55 B9 B4 Th Rk, £F HTAP 3 e,
T8 5 1 5 (R SR R A6 PE BB S R IzE. AT % AT 3 L O A7 i 5 S MR B 5 70 T L 43 g 56 R B BRI G &R
KV 176 PR, Wi 5 s,

(ﬂi%lGl %
[ |
FT R RBERL A 5 2 BT AR AT A7 ik 5] 2
|
[ ]
WA75 8 e SR LT FT KV AR5 %
HyPer OceanBase
Peloton SQL Server TiDB
MemSQL (SingleStore) Oracle HBase
SAP HANA F1 lightning

Kl 5 HTAP ¥¥sE M7 5%

(1) ZE TR R BBEAL A A7 6k 5 |

7 HTAP i 5 BRG0P, 42— 8070 42 ti A% 4 = 25 BB R AR i ok, BT AL 2 I AE A 5 S0 F T o6 R
TR PEAT it 5 1 . DG R AR 2 S 200 (10 38 4 090 45 ) 2 3R LIS 3R 2 T (Y I 2 9T 4 R P — AN B A 21, 50 o
BRI TR (K )7 2, SR B R 5 1 4 by, SO0 R BB 5 18 il % X2, 5 T4 £5B) SQL i
ORI RO A, AT T R A A W (BB AR . RO RS AL 1O 2 —AMR KRS, BT A o
RN HTAP REE0) Tl IT R WAE 23 A1 R PR 1525 4R

HyPer, Peloton 1 SAP HANA 2544l 122K 4> A7 5 135, R FH U v FATE 5 SRR RIA7 it R . HyPer (7 fif5 51 4
S Py A7 b bR UL S P A B ARG 25 X 43 B (D R R . BRI YA R BN BT L A Kl U R
ARG AE BT b 3P 2 i L A 2 TR ARAN LA /DS, RIS 76 OLAP Erififf ik, 8 K LI 4 Lhig i
(1 RE. Peloton 74t 51 %A% ] FSM A7 g A ALY A A7 R AT 5 10, AR Z5cHis 1A vA SRR B AT AT A7 2 B A7k 1) e
e U TR S I S SOR K, G T REFRAT OLTP $40; Bl A5 i i) (0 4 RS, B0 M) i ol B a5 gl
OLAP #riffj il ARHEIXAN LA B, FSM R GeH IE F AT A7, B s B A g v 5l 2 5, B — R AR SC kot
(0 JE AN LIS 1) 43 Py 19 T 2B A7 JBOE — 2. ST 5, A0t Bt 1 ) () 4, 373 M AA T A7 % A2 B 47 SAP
HANA 17-fifs 51 A% FH 28 56 -4 IR (077 il 540 2 S A7k v R, FRA A7 1X (main store) FIAE A7 X (delta
store)™ . EAEAE AT FH AR, EBRSS T OLAP Arifl; AR AEGE K 20 )2 L1 2l FATAE AT, FEi% X
BE B R A BE O, A6 G R I, L2 )2 R AR R RGURAE IS, th L1 25k, B 774X
45 e WHLAT & IF 3, B G I F B A7 X BL. HH - AP0 S T BE 1, 6 S RV Ao A Hp 2R 1) 28 TS il
AR BT, s Bt AT b SUR R AE AR X D) B

SingleStore JiAS & 5845 T N A7 B 12, BEA S T A7 6651 5, s T 4160 P9 AE RIBEAE (¥ HTAP
HHi 12 SingleStore [¥1 4 A7 BRINE FHAT A7, BESE R HUA7. L0 AS T o 75 B B B2 4 o 6 0 S A A QB ] I St A7
fitr. WAL IO BB IR SS T OLAP AT:5%, 1M PIA7 AT A7 508 1= LM T i P & OLTP.
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SQL Server, Oracle 5544l FE T A% 40 3 T WA A7 5 | B Al LA T A% HTAP 324, SQL Server £
T T A AF I R A4k 51 8 Hekaton™). 1% Py A7 51 5 R F TGS &5 K A0 SR WL 1) 22 FRAS I F R 4 I B R, Mt
SEILT AR R I R A SR IRAS 10 5 DL 9 BEER T Hekaton FEHT S v 5L B T 1 9 A7 IR R 5 | LA A%
i) BRG], RYFHRAIREARSIC R H A&, HEMK A AP RSESIE R At 75 R A FHEIRE
1IN %, Hekaton 43 38 3 55 87 AR £ p Fl H 35Sk H @R M 2R 5. Oracle A7 5 | B AEHEBE vh LAAT 470 % A7 it B3
TEMLEEAL EFRE T in-memory 7% ), H = W45 8 #6 7 R AR 056 22, T B R GEARYE T U5 PR A D0 438 A A7 .
Bl 7E N AE B DABIAEAE AR AT A48 ), |1 IMHURT 64K ST 3570 M B, IM M TR A SR U b, R AR IR A7 A P
7 42 A A7 R 455 B9 (in memory compression unit, IMCU); 64K i - {547 1 A 47 5 455 B oA Y B e B0 B, %5
A BT S BRI JCER BT (snapshot metadata unit, SMU).

(2) F=T KV Al 70k 5 | 5

KV 14, BBV B A7 i, & —FhelE 2 RIAUAEAERH, OceanBase, TiDB, HBase %5 58 4014 R FH X —#M . IXFhfy:
fif B R03E R B LSM A% 25 R EAT A, A0 E A5 50587, 4 NAATE D B P IX, 18 2 ) N4 9F SR AL b, LR
FEHEEH LB, A gINFER L, fef Rl sk s N, IF HLBA A R U, ki e LSM M S5 e
TR 2 A, SBURATAR K, BROYBEOK AL Britbz Ab, LSM AR EEJEAT A (compaction) $R 1, %354
SRBREHIWEG BN, BHNBHRCOCR . AT KV G051 ABBO0 TR Fik B LSM Ak 1
=0 ON I

HBase /& 7F Hadoop L2 T HIEHE 2 R4, BT LA7A 51 28T HDFS SU R 48 TAE, M 2R 8L Parquet 1%L T
F R (K 5 AP AL PO 8 b BERCHR 5 NI, 2 A R B (0 BF i) A S 50 e s i mT DA 5. El RS I 5 3
FEREARIRRIE, B0 23 6105 S pP X g AT DRIBHE 7, 46 B8 RS B LA 25 Bl 5 B .

TiDB (¥ 5155 57 R 48 TiKV K RocksDBP*!E 2 H R 247 ik 51 %. RocksDB J& — ANk T LSM #4544 i1
KV {74 514 TiKV K0 7 G B IR % T 2 AR (region), [l — A5 SR I V) Bl A7 42 7] — A
RocksDB 547 |- TiKV K multi raft-group™ I EIAHLE], B — M S8 ZAEIASAEES ]S TIKV @il
PN RSN X L Y) R T RIAEAT PR BE, DAORIE S RIS 5 41 48035 S M 20 070 &A1 L, ORAIE T 844 S B il R
LFATy Rk, /T 87 R 48 TiFlash IAEAHT BRI T LSM W, 48T ZRIEFAZ ), 23 A0 LSM. A4
1) L0 Al L1 J&. i AR S H e B ANEMX, Sl 54 SRR LR W HREWHL)E, &5
FEA B — IR G IHRAE (delta merge) 15 ZIHTHIFF AR, HAEMHM X DTFile b S SbruE SR 2

F1 lightning server™ il if 43 X i1 LSM 4 (1) 77 XOREAT S 47 % F1 lightning 32 ZEARR 10 42 28 56 K4 3¢
(change data capture, CDC) JZTM 1 5 i, X Pl & %145 DL BTl T 3 R 8 AN [F) 71 SR [0 &2 2% % . ChangePump 24t T
lightning server Z AMARSS, XA XA OLTP 51455 5E il 4k S 8L IR 45 7T AFE B# OLTP H &[5 3 lightning
%% %%. Lightning i#id ChangePump i3k OLTP dls e () T8, AT B ) 7 SRAm &4 73 K B30 B35 . ChangePump
WIBIETF R T — NG, B A RIJER CDC AUt — 146 3K, Lightning 1 A A2 DAT A28 R4
76, KA B W51, TEEHR S AW N A 0AT AR 4 e w1 A2 . )2 A v o R S R L s B ] L 9 L R A O
4.2 ITHEIBBSHIXFERA
421 Hil)5IHE

(1) R A AL 3

75 R AT ZNRAT W5 LS 1 HTAP 3 v, — 3R v REAE 2 AW EAEA A A% M #5 0L, 4
TiDB FJ A3k K AT RELE TIKV FAEEATREIA, AN ZE TiFlash A SIFFEIA. XK ARG 1, LG5 AL
ST I K il 1 2, JLIE W REEN 0 — AT B RS, B TATIEE U 7 20, 251 SR SEH AT
BE, BT LAFA Db 25 58 M AL A IR PE RS . TEBAT TH R A B B, A% 28 SR K AR T b AT M 1 S 5 T FARN Ao, T
IRUF ZLFFIX IR ARG, HIR, — LRGSR RIRIAS EERA AT A, B 57 R B R Ak ok

© A

EBEAAFRFSERT  httpy/ www. jOS. 0rg. cn




E53 F AHREF S Ao BB AT A 0EL 417
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PAT, LI EAN RS DB e Y BE S, 2R RO N AT RIS 77— A Fiif =K.

Bl IR RS, AL AR 7 FE N SR PR . — S R U TiDB ¥l T — xR & S e i
SRS Y, I 3 B T T — AN 2 0 N 1%l R BE BIAT AR AT IE A ST . X TR0 T AIAERIA 2R, A4k
A2 F SR ARG B L 2 5 T R AR 1 LA ik SR 4% 8 e s BB R RN 2 T 2 50 I ). (F2 ol T 2R 4
RIS T AR B 1R 22, A RAT IR B AR AR B M52 20k, SR B Wi A BN a4 R L & S
F BRI B AR R,

(2) A5 05k

f OLAP 5% F, SQL F & H S ERBW LH— ANl ZAME BHEFF. BB R TR, Xk
(Y SRAR 2 — AV BB AT 55, BRI S 0 VF B 2 S i AR T BB 0 — A R B I R 32 24819 L MySQL
AR ik st SR & DT R A AT BATIS B, FOMIRARBHR AL, TR AT SR RUAT T Hh %, BARIA
RSN — AN T G5, BT DABEAS A0 B A R R T . AR IR e 2 R il ol PR e A B RS, DO AE QRS AT
AR AR A, TS RS 2 5 | R 22 2 H R B0, TS B A7 Mk B o & i ok 22 9 1/0. MySQL R A
P TE IR AREAS Y, 2 52 BIAFA 5 |07 1) 7L B PR, 35X T SO DU 52 2% (B L  SdAT DAk, AE 2744 =0T, th
T — U B E 3 0 U A7 A, 95 R R — R A B R ST B R T LU R AT AEA DI R G
HyPer, SAP HANA, MemSQL 55 377 SEHLIX o] &A% v+ 80138 IBM Wildfire %4 Spark $AAT ST TR 1) &
AT, SQL Server fEBIIEIRYIHLI, SIMD 5448 CVAERIR, #1065 A7t B HEAt AR AT (K 51 LD T 4 A 4.
Oracle [N AF A RAET X SR A #AEREAT SIMD [ ] S A4 .

(3) KA AT AL BE (massively parallel processing, MPP)

15 MPP $4f PEARIL AR o, 454N ;A ML [ REA7 i R G N A7 R 5, b 25 B3 AR AR 50 2 A 2 0
FHRE AR5 BN 5, B G BT RO FH ) 4 sl 7 M 3E P 9 4 HAH B, % b B IR T4, A Sk AR it
A RN S ARSI A AR AT e A R gk T AR RF IR TG ISR AR ok
Ui, MPP & 54T 25 FAT I 4 BB 2 AN RS- 2 R0 05 b, AERANT 8 BB SE U, B 4% 3 o B 5 SR B AE — i
BB RA ML R, FIH MPP 42T HTAP 2CR % O AE T BP0 Ai G B. AeW8iE N HTAP ¥ T1E 13k, Greenp-
Tum**J2 41 5 () MPP shared-nothing 444, 38 3k 22 2 43 X, S 40140 b 4R RE ) 43 [X., JES S22 45 AN [l RO A7l g o
ATAFERBIAT) PRAFASIRI B 31X, K BEAR AR R SQL AbFE B4 1) B 1.

422 RE|ZHF

R e A PR B T R SO S R AT e e A ) — P i, AR E A R, R
V¥ 0 i) ) SRS A G IR B IUIRAL IR 5] AR S] . B/BHZR G|, Bk (skip list). ART 25145 % Xtk
Ji FEAEI AR R T2 M, W BHR R G| DA R R E RGP T LR

HT HTAP RGBS AR ], Bt DULIE R 5 7RG TR RE M RES TAE S 8Em A k.
B, e AR 2 G DL R, BHI RS RE BAR SR T A RG] ARG S5RE Al A R 5 454 1) 7
HTAP FIWFFEA538, B T % Fi08 (R 517 SR i Ak SR A S S 3E . A SRl TAE A A 2 F &
5 U AR R 5K R AE TAE S8 2 45 T OLTP 5/ OLAP GIE AN (1) B+ R 58 S7E R 5. ) — L8 i
BEXS 2R G8 B S 2 R I I R T 4k, — Lo P B R SES 21 X I8 (multiple zone) PAAN R KT N ZH 2R
Kot BB AL T OLTP A UF I 3k, 1% IH IR A7 F OLAP A 4f i) DX, MR B SAFRRE . Uy il AR 2 A
=, B S sl A — A X I A8 2 55— AN XL X R 2 IR T TP 2 HTAP &4, 045 SAP HANA.
MemSQL %, Xt TIX KRG, s IR KR UL — R 5 D T S Fr i A Ve A S e S

(1) AL EH BHHFIZIAEER S

SQL Server S FEAE[A]—ANR L@ B+ S AR 51O iZ 5 R G 2 — R LR, e LMEN 3%
FIRESLAER T A A by W] UE R TR R, B A ) b TRAER T 7RI T A R B8 A7 g 50
P AT 5% 75 SQL Server H1, B+ # H T OLTP 11:4%, FI4Fk R 54 H T OLAP 1145
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2) sE b T HAAEAE R B

Oracle %47 R4 P UE W AE T, WAZIESE B0 (IMCU) BAF— AN FIERS A0 800 1) 7 s BRI AR R 5 15 A
BB FME SR 5 A T3, 25 R ZA AT Es 4R e — A, SRV LRI, X PR AR e T
2310, SCFE SIMD. B 1738k, IMCU AN 1 1 Sk A5 B A h #23 CRAFIX AN FIAERT B 1K) IMCU >4 7 (1 5 KA R 5z
IME, VASCABATT X N R i B B, Bk 4 A7 3R 51 (storage index). AT LAFE 0 ) 20408 i 1k L e AR g /IMELFA 75X
DR S AR AN AL A5 PR B, T L LS 5 T AR 5 07 B 47

(3) Umzi %3]

Wildfire RYCRH R ZIRA . 2 X103 LSM R 51757 Umzi®. T HTAP # il 3555 ifi AW & £ 22 1k
FEE, et T 48— 1R 5B Umzi KRG IR 51 S50, KEa A FIHE PP HoR 45 50—, LASCRE AUAr i Aie
B A5, AN, B0 78 R 0 A RAEREFR S (W AE. SSD MM RIL AR o AR R IR G5 M SRR R 5 1 30%.
N T SEIEK I R, Umzi T BT R 5 | e AR #53 Be T Jh R BH ZE R0 TG B A 1], SXFE IR A Ab 2 9 F R IR 5 11E
B 7= A /N B R

(4) LSM WA-# 214 R I 2R 5 3 FF

LSM 4 U Sy —Biopr B R 77 ik A oK, el T2 A 0 S PR R, # 2 Fh HTAP i e AL 76 LSM M, 4 T g
% D LA v AR, 75 LA I ARG T B A A 2R 5 1 45 h . LSM AR 1 2R 5 | — e M2 Py A7 LT Lo 2 T A
RG], R WAL & BRIk, A PR N 22 REAFR AR TU8OR. B TR 31240, thT LSM B A7 11
A FE, AT LUGE i AN R R K AT 5% SSTable P8 (1 5z /N ot KA A PR 3 7 2 1% SSTable.

423 H5MRRIIE

i 5T R I S E I S 4. I B SO PR A PP AR A T A R e A2 81 1 IR
ARITTE, R E AL T H 2R RAE AE R 8RS T e ORIk 0 578, M2 AN N R P A6 IR R U 1) B8 b, <
450 LALEIX LS I RSP 2 (R 4 g — AN B 25 79, LABT 10 1 FR A F AR 3.

15 HTAP SEBR37 5, B0 2 SR A N R ZE g 2 A 3L FV R 75 R G R A ] RERE 2 AN 1)
IS5 I R GE Vi Ia). 752 J7 [ A — 0 B N, m R 2 Hh I — S8 = 55 1) R 1) J, EL AR T MRS by 5 bl T
B¢ (dirty read). ASHEH L (nonrepeatable read). M EL/4J1% (phantom read). % KB 8T (lost update) F15 i &%
(write skew)!*.

B0 IR A8, 2 ST 4 PR BRI g, G (1) BR4EAC (read uncommitted), (2) 2 2 324L (read commiitted),
(3) TR E $LHL (repeatable read), (4) 754k (serializable). SQL KRk E X IHIIX 4 ANFEES ), HagH T3 T8
A R 1. Berenson 25 A POHE H— T (4 B S 25 501 R BB S (snapshot isolation, ST). 1% K 5 2% J) 3 i
MVCC 2 WA il S 3, G803 43 5 1) 2 A RRAR, B PR 3545 B S 1 BRI 38— S50 208

RIS PSS 1 S SO RN SRR R A IR R A P 6 BT, AN [ PR S s I O R R N — Bt B
ANTF], 525 110 B 729 5 ) v, TR B O UIF 25000 PR 11 e M R — 50, (PO I P )55 i K

#F HTAP B, 20450 HT (KIF R R8N A R m Mk e O B2 R 22, BRIk, Aqemint . nqer b AT b s &
SREEE HTAP $i e P (1 235 45 Gk 38 26 5 ph P2t .

551 PPRALR LT MVCC 1, # T MVCC B3R H &l SR A B 45 X 7 28 45 A 3 1) B0 1 8 19
JRAR, ELAT FFaR i TP BRRN 5 SRR TR0, H WA A o . BRI A DML #8847 2 B4 I AF TR AT, BT LA 45 b B2
{534 1. Oracle Dual-Format, SQL Server, SAP HANA %5#5 2 A Ffl iX — g, SR, /4% 4L MVCC 5E& o OLTP
HOLAP fgk 3t H — 4 AR A BE, WRASTE R A0 AR A3 B AU L v B9 . Kim 55 A4 2022 SE48 HH T — ROl i
MVCC %% Diva (decoupling index from version data)®”, FIJ F f##5 ity FAARAE MVCC B34 HTAP [N 5. H
—, T RRASE R A B AR R 2 (A AFAE T3, BT Diva JEPIANTUREAERS, LAAEA ST bk A7 B b i 44k 2L
R AT, AR T BB R AT IR AR, T LA Diva K 5Bt O RS WA R IE A AL A A A — 3K,
T 4% B R 3 52 AR AS U5 A4 M A A 2 ). KRR TG T AR TH W B 28, O &% B ARAL T SR AT . 28 —
PR ST P BeA2 S (2PC) A1 RAFT BRis i), 320 AT A 8l 2, i TiDB™Y, 345 48 0 A1 X1 R
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I3 ARG F S A AT I SR R 3 R G Rk 419

FIWE B A U, T RAFT B —BUESGEMTNE HAESAREAT AP, G015 i BOk B SQL 51 K, R
JEAEA BN RS, JFRE H AR50 AR ST BB 1Y ml. WSR2 B0 sl AN A, W45 38 R ACE SR AEA Y,
RIiZAE R, AEVERE LS5 1 hIRTUATEL, 55 2 AR g T A s 55 AL BRI R AT BRI AR

AFAER TR 17
o b s 2 5w REE ANH] A i35 ERTH
PN Write skew ~ Phantom read Nonrepeatable — Dirty read Lost update &
kiR nn“read EEEE
Read uncommitted
S T bR
. DT R - v
i Read committed =
& QIER-$59 &
i Repeatable read v “ o e L ‘
Snapshot isolation X i o il ¥
-
EAI v v v v v
1 Serializable NG

B 6 BB RIAELE IR

TERRES ) b, «n] Fr 44k 20 v LA 230RE o 3 % 1) 8, A AT RS SOK 2t 11 AT IR B 3 4, A S o I3 o
TR FEbR HRR AR R AN 2 R AR R DR il R, FL AR E AN 2 e BRLZE, T30 2 5 /0 1) I A Al 6 4 1)
R, T Ax % HTAP R4 TR, 40 SQL Server, OceanBase, Peloton, IDAA, TiDB.

J T R IGHLAREE HTAP 2k, 3L 11 HTAP £ PR T nl ik BR B 40000, W SAP HANA HIBRIA K &
O AR, S g S n] R AR, KR T T RE T R T DARR AR P 8 T SR EAT 4. Oracle 248 T35
CLPR RS RN R 7 51 Ak W ol 20 1B T, RO A 50 IR T TR A4k . Bk itk 2 A3 4 — R i e s, e A 2
SQL FrUE i) —3B 5, BT 0] - F1Ak 7 B 25 ), AR AN S VFAF 25 45 P 8 oo . 5 — 350 2 30 ik AR (undo)
V) R A SR S I

5 HTAP ¥EE RS R REITEMN

5.1 MRV

h Tt e A HMY 55387 (R B HOH P R G R, W AU UV EE O 1R g H AR VP X 4L HTAP & 4¢. OLTP I
OLAP 53 HI#BAT SEAT JLAHE AT SEUE, I TPC-H Rl TPC-C JEHELENY Fl) 2 A4 . X S8 L@ Al 5 47y
FERIRI B < 55 AN HDRG Il PP A5 Bt B R e TR R

XA AL VL R, — M EDWL K22 ¥ TPC-C 1 TPC-H FEHENRA #4270 AL HTAP iR E R4 L,
LAAMHT B AT I 58 45 R4y HT AR B A% ). Hrubaru %56 N i FE 7 00nF 3 AN P9 A7 50 FE R GEEAT T PERE VPG, IX 28 R
GeAf 1 TPC-H FEHED AL PR & TAE G, $8 b5 b 2 b BRI () R0 ik 5. SR, AEIX AP PPAG o, A — SR8 JT
T4 20 T, AU AETE R AL BE OLAP A S35 o [ — & df 22 R 4t AR BE ¥ OLTP TAE (A3 K560, 1E &I Fif
SRBEIREN T & T HTAP (iR ) e vt 15 T . PN vt ) Be vk 22 045 (1) A HE AKX (schema), BEME ST
Rk g5 Bk, BRI 618 8 (2) T BLA) TAE S8 (workload), YR45 2 45 F 43T TAE gk, (3) ZWKIVF A Fabs (metric).
H RN A R 04T () HTAP $5005 R MR35 5 356 3 >——CH-benCHmark!”. HTAPBench”"Hl HATtrick"", 11
3 PR,

(1) CH-benCHmark

ZIEHELEH T OLTP 1) TPC-C MRIEHEFIFH+ OLAP 1) TPC-H WRRIEME o — TAE M 2 M4 T
—JEAR G, JFHAT E 2R MRS CAE S BT TPC-C IR S N\ A 38 1) = 45 Mk LA G 230RTAH B2 1) TPC-H X [
OLAP &8 A Bt e R Ge b A [ 38 B IR AT 384T, th T e A X AN )2 {8 T 9 TPC JE4E, PRk
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CH-benCHmark 7= 24E 45 R 5 s TAE R G L4095, CH-benCHmark SR 41 & B ER A, 05 5 f
OLTP #1122 Fit OLAP £ ). 1X P9 A 1 3R A7 A AEFEME DR 0 28 A A S 647 e

R 3 HTAP Hdia AR gl ik A vfe

HTAPHI I Hrya M A 1 HAZ O TAE S A R IRV ) A8 R
T IEES
CH-benCHmark™®” TPC-C+TPC-H OLAP/OLTPZL4;  OLAPHIOLTP) Al fit &
M7 IFJOLAP/OLTPHR b5 5N A X, %
. . OLTPHRERE[EE, &R TP
HTAPBench™ TPC-C+TPC-H lﬁgﬁ;ﬁf&;" 2 A3
e OLAPH it &
FINBAHHIVE e R bR
il 5 (throughput .
HATtrick"" K T-SSBIHY & frontier) I [ A HI[K) T  OLAPHIOLTPY) n] it & ﬁﬂgﬁ,EET ?ﬁ*’g =
" X S 3 €Ll
5 (query-driven
freshness)

BE ERA S 12 438 9 A TPC-C #13 A~ TPC-H X (BENV R B K FHLX ). X T OLTP &1 vFAli, “Br
T AR AT T BRI KPR 5 2K TPC-C &8 5 ¥ %4 5| CH-benCHmark 7, IX S5 ERE{LAE 9 7K
TPC-C & _EHUAT, A4 3 4A~3&. 4 T OLAP fig Jy )7k, CH-benCHmark { /| T 22 /> TPC-H HAHIRI
A, FEIGERC T TPC-C AR A & b F S FEsR iy szl Jy S o, R BT OLAP 1434 A1 OLTP (W18 itk fE
He s i) 23 0] F AN — 380, /N A 1) 50 A 7 38 )35 5 o S RO M SR A1, SR A AR B AR AR I R VR T
BUR.

(2) HTAPBench

Coelho % AN VIF 2017 4E48 1 55—, HI TP AT IR & 3045 RIAMHT AR S 3 (B4R HTAP 5046 1 &
4i——HTAPBench. ‘& [ ¥ T 22 H 2L T4E B TPC-C H1 TPC-H JEHE (X CH-benCHmark. {EAEAZ O B3 HH 441 5|
AT %o A3, o A I st IR SR A DR T 56 1 52 1) OLTP A I 8 (X A2 PR A SE B % 5t HTAP R4
70 Mb BB 43 A7 2 0 I 30 B S R AN B s 4t OLTP it it 78 HTAPBench MR/ BT S H 25 P it ST 47
JEENAYEH OLTP/OLAP LUl ff#% 0. 75 5L brig AT, 2 P i AT 28 5 /3 81 B 3l 1 4~ OLAP % 3, B $] OLTP #¢
AR E R RS BIML AT 7] 5 7 S T e i S v i Ak i, 0 OLTP Frnk EFrsm TR BN
BIAEL, R 1 4 OLAP & F .

HTAPBench [ 5 CH-benCHmark — %, f4f TPC-C k1) 9 AR A TPC-H 1) 3 A3, FFEM,
TPC-H #4r LLAER A PEI 7 N3 TPC-C TR #EH, 55 TPC-C 141 8y il i 4 A & 42 #1598, HTAPBench
TP R B A A AR BAE AR AS WTAR A 18 T A 47 2. 3R B YRR R (M B b AR B A I, AT IR A AT R AR
Fog gt FdAT. OLTP AbHH 3= 2252 il B S0 B (19 H ks TPS (982345550 sz ma. - n] LLE o e & e fE 6
JEE $ R0 fg K SRR P BUR K A2 OLTP PERE L.

(3) HATtrick

HATtrickP' 2 B 7 HEE K22 10 Milkai 25 AAE 2022 4E42 H 41 HTAP %48 2 1) 4 37 R S 4E. CH-benCHmark
FHTAPBench PYANSEHERE GV 0 f b 29 R FE RUBTEE S, HLEVA U3 HTAP $50308 122 1Y) % - 2890, HATtrick 3T
BN, ANRIAT 452 10 10 550 85 e R s F T S 450 P00 1 T AP 500 2 S IR H 1 W 199 2 k. i b, %36 ME R
T A F PR dEAR: il A (throughput frontier) FITTH [7] 2 (15T £ 15 (query-driven freshness), #1118 7 fizR. &
Wi P A 0} i 2 2 BRI 1 FHAE (bounding box) [ 25 1 RERRAT, 0T X /1 2k (proportional line) W] 4445
SRS AT BB ) (AR AR IAI 8T, KX)o 2B 3 AR bl R T 45 B RN o T S Bk I R PR B o, %
PE S G g B Ak 3 S 2 T R G P 4% S RN A3 AT SR A ) TR A AN ASU AT R YRS A R B R U Py
3 HT i FH 5080 RRAS AR A T 4518 S R B RS 22 TRD ) 22 B R AE.
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I5% F: AFHRSCF Ao EERF A 41
5.0 06 — 300 ——
—~ —_ \\\ S :
5 g :
I3 ) oS R i
o 25 o 03t g . i
R‘Q mj NS \\\ :
=™ ey . 19 1
< < \\\ :
0 0 : : : :
0 2 4 6 0 4 8 12 16
TP #Fit 4 (10° tps) TP FEAE (10° tps) TP FEAE (10° tps)
() PostgreSQL-SR (SF=100) (b) TiDB (SF=10) (c) System-X (SF=1)

=== XA === JJ FHHE —_— il st
& 7 HATtrickP{#FrEL A (throughput frontier) 713 & &

HATtrick [IHEFERI U TAE 7 3t 5 2§ TPC-CHH A& A, A SSBY Rl rh ™ JE i 3k, 5 7 1
SRR B IC SR LU R Ay T B TARE R 5 T, OLTP 41 %% 5% TPC-C 3 BATH F @ Fdiss. {3k
FLFIT B B 55, AT B AR A 13 ANAEESS 1 SSB A
52 FERIFMEREIERR

P —A~ HTAP $045 2 R G AR PR fidrnan .

(1) W . I 8]

W) R ] [V P 2 A0 SR ARAT S, AR (1 5 SR 0 - 4 ki) o J7 o ] TEC WA B0 77 25090 20 10 i B A 3 LA B AR BT ).
FEIRA TS NTACEEIREE T, )N i (o) T RER2 518 . ARG 2 BTl IR Z M, AT LA Bl LU ) B4 £ 4 5
AEFLRE ). BRI A, AT DA I B, AR I SR B, DA R R I R R R

(2) B s

B B T PEAG M Y IR BT — AN G I4R B, 78 HATtrick 1, OLAP & B & % £, € W T
OLAP iy (11 445 P HE 5 bl OLTP A& et bR F 2 ) (0 s i) 22, 2 0T R30I A 381 1 23 T A I S
B e AR Y, At (1) FoR:

fi, = max (o,tiq - rj;;”) )
Hrp, tiq 27N OLAP B WK AT JFUR ) fa), tf;:“ LR E AT (first-not-seen) 1] OLTP Z45 [ 32 AT B ).

(3) FFla

B I TR S R 2R G SR IS ) i A B TR SR 1 . ] R Ak A AR A B 2 45 K 3 S 1 4R B AR R Rk e
F 43R AR v B0 R 00 e A 8 R R A U5 W B30 B A %o XA SR N ) BB . WTLAAN 4324 OLTP #5 il
. OLAP FRihit, A S LIZEA 5 I HTAP RA MRS,

7f CH-benCHmark ', OLTP i3 B 35T (1) TPC-C B pmC A (2) TPC-H K =F51E OphH. H
I ANFRAR A M R B B v IR 4 A ek A, B AR KN R, 5 A 0 B AN I, A i)
ARHRE BE 2. BRILZ Ab, B IGR TR B RS AL SR N R, Wit JR . Rl FEWEL. &
WIFATHLHISE.

%} ¥ HTAPBench Ml 5, 25 18 3|4 45 5 SN S04 = 103 K B 28 25 BRI OLAP kg, BT LAAEINR B vl h 46/ T
X WFGTZERE, SINT — RS2 WL (A PATHLRL. SRARAE T RREER . TG E B i, ol 38l it B

SEARFEAAS HooT 00, DL JE 55 OLAP 45 BB AT bRt Il 48 —Fe bt i A2 LS.

OphH
HW= ——
OpHp # OLAPworkers

2~ Q) fid TIZIEMEN S SRR, B DERG IR, [ TPC-C 1) ppmC R TPC-H [¥] OphH F&H5, LA
e PR 25 7 AN IR A TS RDRE TS0 OLAP 2% i I it 48— BE s bl OpHp W, B “BEAS AR 7 i
BN ARFE ) TPC-H A HUE, W] LA R B OLAP & i (2 4ERE 31 55 A B RE 1 4 (pmC I BEBE AT (1)

@tpmC 2)
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. B, BORAEGRIE— & F 4 A PERE ) N T OLAP gk sk br k.
5.3 RENE T3 EE RS0 K AR

HT BRI R (/2 R4, S0 ) X1 OLTP Al OLAP A5, & X HTAP &
Zoxt P REARU VPN 4R RE P REA0 R E B e

PEREHR 2K (performance degradation) &% T OLTP 545 A0 BRI 55 (1. 15 00T, 1 DR 25 55 (1 Ak R 1 R A 2 AR
sk, BT DL B e XN RN AR B OLAP 5455, T OLTP 451 T-HRAL . MRS I b s, WA T
SYNTRE A T I 2 45 ik, AT BE S RS RN TE L H B 045 8 Gl 25 v I RAT b, SR (91 e R VP A
se e .

HARFEELE (freshness) /&XT- OLAP 1 5 (1, 75 KFR 4 AR b, BRARILZE— 00 iR 2508, A5 W0 25090 412 1
FE55 RGO ) 43 BT AR 0. B i 5 BT 43 b A ) BN 5 T 45 AR G e A TR PR T B ) 22 R SR AL R
(B HH AR T I B0 53T AR GeA0 F IR a5 K I S ).

4> HTAP $oda 2 R Gt LA 4E T bR Bl in & 8 Fior. B & R G BIEHE R I 45 P BE R %
B EMEn RS T K REATFPERESS B T8 B UL IR, A SCA Sl ML B 428 HTAP RS HEREIEAT
MR I ) 5 1 P, T A4t 200 1 o s LU RN, B LA R G IS, A [ (1 0 B - e 5 AR A 45 e #8230
RGP RABAKE R, WAL, i SCHE L RG R TV A A TT I REE R, FTLATREAE & 8 rhdh AT 58 3 fR 1.

< | 100%
....................... ¥
HyPer o
| ° Im
i H
ISAP HANA .
i ° !
| e O - 75%
i (max-f) i
I‘ °
R NSRBI
2] % (100-250 ms)
ms ms
o | bl .
B JERAI CRT 6L ) 50% JER i (G AIR)
= o N
<*§ { Microsoft SQL Server|
! (Hekaton) i
i ° |
i‘ batchDB e —,i25%
R ﬁ TSR Fl lightning |
IBM | i .
| Wildfire | S s E] ZPi
— 2|,
FHE A FRPERERI R

K8 AN HTAP %EKJf¥) OLTP YEfEA OLAP Hidh 5 i BF AL i

531 REVIRHEA FE I A bE fE R

P RGHAR AR P TIR A RIS BU R, 1T OLTP T2k A OLAP gk A0 B, ok [ — %, BT LA AH T
P ™ H. W LA #) HyPer, SAP HANA, Caldera, SingleStore 45 #¥% ULAEA% N 8 50 R S5 50 FE %3 TP 1 RS 4R 2%
1E 50% LAV AEIX K R G0 b i SR TAEPRBE ™ ks 2 ] OLTP Rl OLAP #4% (1 LE E, LU Bd /D 1k R M5
R ) R AE XU DA 1R B8 e b, PR R 48 )5 48, 11 SQL Server Al BatchDB #H#% T W & 4t J5 %5, 41 TiDB, F1
lightning 25 2 4t, 2545 Kb #EME RE V40 2k 0 B4 0 .
532 FEABEEEMINHR A I S T Bl

MERE 8 AN RIZEAL 1) 3 A DIEASHE RN, S ULAE A 0 — ORF 2 T I B 0 8 o 1 XU LA, X A
A0, PR SEBL ] A R IR 32 /N 2R G ) 00 B0 2 A R () 25 2% S F P 38 ok F W Sl e o 2 pR 1 5080 n e
CPU % WAE A FHAT B IR IFRS R, S ECR G REMRAL i R %, Rl dont T34 R4, WA n LA i,
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Tkt
o

I

A RE AT I IR I i B

TEXUFE DUAEAE TR, 2R 48 (0 B 6 P o v, A H T U G0 P 1) R e 1) ) 25 B S I 2 A i S5 41 T
B, X DAEAE T — KA RURAH B T4/, OLTP 1 40R OLAP #1480 LT-Rels L 2 ML RE A I 4 40 #1. TiDB, IBM
IDAA 1 F1 lightning #ERHIX it R AP RBCRE-A AR BRAFESEN AR GE, il ARG, AEZalik.
A P A 55 T E R 2K S A AR X A, FLARdg st L REAE MR E RE A BB 1~ Tl AL A P52 P oK.

6 HTAP HiEEZRGHMRRE

6.1 ZEEZFTHEERIREE

BEL 2 T H BRI A 8, ML T IT LR 2% = JR AR 2R HTAP RS0 Bh. A SCHR 3, HTAP f 8% 0 ) L2 U5
AYTE ) BB T S W S T 5 TR IR BN K (freshness-driven) %8 Y5 & 5 vk PO TAE (30 08 5h
(workload-driven) 1175 ™7 Fir 3 4R 156 TR0 4 5 2ok P B B A TR, (R 5 B8 TAE F 2. S Ml T4

DR R 2 55 AR BRI ) A b PR A e R B, (HL2N TR RE R H T B Z — AN SR a5 R B R AR 3K
(K 75 2.

BRIEZ A, 25 J5AE TS K FR G B 75 4 HTAP [RBE U ST — /46 52 5 T 0 b B SR i —A
T AR T B S R 4. A LR L Ml SRR 2 R S B TG S A7 4 B RS B ) A A AR
HTAP B0 2 (K93 5545 5 B V5055 . DRk S A 4 R R 10 R 405, 7 W 0035 4 B W7 L E P 3 L% £
0, A R S SR A R 4 L MR . X EIT AP 0 8 V1% 189 0 35 40 0 R N TR BN 52 SCAT B T e PR 35 4 11
BOR Bl HTAP AL LATHSE % U5k 19, OLTP 153K 15 OLAP 173K 118 Y5 FH K F 22 45 K, OLTP k% J2
S RCHR 116 ESOR /N FE K0 250, 323 5 T 1O W95, T OLAP BT 4148 A B 308 I U2 57, & 46 10 % L
OLTP %1% K (¥ b B0 K T4, I oy F CPU I I Tt 5L B O AR AR [ 2 7 S 1 7 5, 7 W A 5 0 2 7 0
HAHEATIRI L 4325, AN M 4 FR S U5, ot 27 7 St (1 Y AT 800 85, T LR AT Al ek /25 114
VRPN 2, TR B ZR S IR Pk . DA, 25 PR =R 58 (1 FEAk 8 VR U A5 71V 25 25 45 v ot R ) i
RS IR 25 BT 214, T ARG P RO AR, e, 26 P sl 2 280 PR . RS RAR £ %
BP0 2 A A A
6.2 ATLEEEMEE HTAP

PG IHET G 00 SR PER AL A, BRI V. SOV, BAT T RIPEAL . 515, 7E W4 HTAP it i
RS N RS RIAE R AR R, L2 LA AL bk A . e T L 7k T 1A 2R R B TS B S LR e A
FICHR IS A B T G R ST AR, A 3E T3 S A Jy V3 © 205 5 HE N B PR A 4T

TER DU, Kraska 2 A VR —Fi AT AR A A6 G0 5 B G5 K 10 )7 %, Bk 2% 3 8% 5| (learned
index), 4 K T — B IIBR BRI 0 ) 2 BFFE ST, VS HTAP B PE#SAEF] 7 3 F LSM W [ 7E ik R 45,
HBase, OceanBase, TiDB 4. Dai 25 A VIR T-22 3] R 225 () JEAR, Beih T —#0d ] T3 20 12 11 LSM W 1A 451
(1925 1 1 27| Bourbon, F HLAR T 45 4% 1 10 224700 2R 40 (002 5 | 180 % 40U 10 6 FE T 5 1T DA R - 422
R Fy T S PR S I, ot T a2 5] 2R | EAT S AR T AR AT X R 1 S AR R
I PRS00 3 58 25

TEREVIRAL 28 5 T, DAL BT WL A8 2 S ARG 28, TEI R 35 T 508 (data-driven) (19 7Y, U LT T4E 13K
(workload-driven) () 2%, #4775 J5 PR, BFFU I 9, 36T WL >0 110 7 S 2E MR %6 _LoAR o T 40y A bt K
FHARTE. SRTITAE EL T 05 407 125, KL 51 7 i B 2 f e 1) 20 B [ RS T4 )t B4 W04, V23
B 17 TS J2 V2 35 M 1B, VI 25 B (4 I I AR S P LR A 7 00, (EL /2 HTAP 8 F, R4
SR A2, RS B AT 1 DA 1, 5 1 R (1 e e R 55 2 AT 4741,

LEFE B (physical design) J7 T, T 45 X 264 FI 75 0, DBMS 4N TIEBEAEREAIZE 5] X ek LA 455
P BB NS AT R AT AL BB . A7 PO SRR b, DA B SR 51 100, X HTAP ZR 40K i 43 e 41
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HPkil . Abebe 25 A3 ¥) Tiresias 248 1y LLFRINECHE Ui 18] )l A UL ZEAS R 424 3% 5 F (R EEIR . Tiresias 1 it
WAV AL IR RN AT 7 50, 6 S g TSR, AT [0 1 b R A7 R 5 .

T 7E 504 22 2R Ge AR AR IR JEA IR, — S s AU ) AL R 25t o A T AR 24 ] 0 28R e B A I
(configuration tuning) 473k, BERT % NLP A8 Fl 13503 T4 75 2R, S Hicdhs i B 14T 1 SR A B0, dn o g i
L) AT BEARFNEAEEE, FE0 2 HTAP SO A MG &, R AR AR5 R & 25 ).

6.3 ETIEHRIMKIL

BOREPEH AR R AL, T K 0 %, 4 % FE IS (¥ GPUL FPGA. NVMPMHEAR B4 255080 FE AL
A TR AR EERE )y, LL FPGAL GPU AR ISR HAT UF AR R AR TR 1 [l #4524k 2 5 ) 0 4504
B TR 2 ][ BE 22

GPU H a 34K 1 vH 5 58 07 A8 H 488 56 A 55 LU AR T 8 0 iz, 9841578 (NVIDIA) A 7] 2016 42 H ) Pascal
GPU LUHEIACH Tesla 88y A 16 5 ALEEEE T3 AN 13.3 51 N AF &, 1M 5 22 Turing, Ampere 228 5 2 $1
FEIITHERE IR T, BiAF GPU INAE A EAWIE N, v 4mfEPEde &, GPU CL& 4 T CPU PMEALEE HTAP H4k.
FET H2TAP 22K 1) Calderal i ] GPU SicAbEE OLAP #rif), K KUEES 76 CPU U1 b, 34A38 T T RGPk R

I v SRR 45T 4 (field programmable gate array, FPGA) /£ 4~ Ff ol g 25 1, ESK & AT HH 5.
I FE I 257 AR T CPU, [AIH 7 508 128 4005 45 3 3 1 . Sukhwani 25 A S48 T —Fh 5 545 o5 A i A = A0S
FIRLF I FPGA 8 FHBUHL, I LAINIg 20 41 8 25 . Owaida 25 N P32 H T —Fh CPU+FGPA 1 5 /%44 Centaur, Jf
SR EIFNAAAE SR E MonetDB I, ‘& R F AT &I R34l FPGA #:1ETF, LUAEI4E CPU A1 FPGA R4
BT E 1.

FEXFE DUHTAP RGeHh, K AR SR (A1 42— R RS, 02 0% UL HTAP R4 £z il L, BBz
FU AR W AESR ALK 1 B ). i AT B AR M PClel.0 14> PCle4.0, PEAEHED T 8 4%, 76 i X16 i
IR, PCle4.0 [ KM 5835 21 T 32 GB/s, J&_E—18 PCle3.0 AR MPIf%. 763 & GPU [l {5 b, Skt T
NVLink"", 3% & —F5HE . w47 5% 19 GPU 2 CPU Bt GPU #| GPU TR, T LR HEZE D 5 /%5 T PCle3.0 j&
LRI . 0K A e (A e 11 ] DA A K USSR 2 AN [ A7 i e 4 o AN IR AL LR ]2 B G, TP {1 4
By 5B B AL i 1 HTAP RS0 1.

TEARAE b, B I SR AR AP A T AL T 50T I BT e R NVM, RIFE D) M A7 it 2 A2 4 KT 3L
(11— R BIAEREA T, L35 PCM AR 4548 P2 STT-MRAM™, ReRAMPY4%. 45 1 £ NVM /= i £F 2019 4 3%
FER A A HEH, NVM MR BB AT REER P9 77 99 5 2 0], YERE I R AL 417, 1766 % FE T DRAM, A
. JE T I0AT 10 P A7 B e s T S NVML S5 A= (R 5080 122, e mT AT pA) A7 4500 2 (K0 R 1 ) B R e Py
725 18], TR T DA B AT B AR, A28 e PA) A7 500 2 s 4 52 B PR R0, 5 FL0@& VG HEL. AS /> HT AP 3 AR T
LA AT RIVRE 8 T A7 s SRR, K A S O A7 Gk 70 A A7, T2 BT P PGS 2 (R i A7 i /B v, A5 B8 NVML )
SCHREAT LIRS B (4 U7 1) 2805, [0 IR 7T AR 0 A o A7 5 8% BB IO AR B R

7R £

AR T HTAP BRI A 320, KRR FERIBUR. M SRITE 6% A A JE X B HTAP odls R kAT 7 4%
Rk 525 B4, Bk A s HTAP RGN &R T H R E 0 FPIRES, B2 50 Tl FHm I — R T 1
B A T . AR SCNREAAAE . AR, SIS M N B T it it e, HAE T 3 MEHE 2
(AR L HE RN 5 FH 0 1 BB VPAN 7 7. B R AR A IR BT 7 R R, 256 A FF I RE B o A HLOL B A, A R
") HTAP R FFITT A AR L 13

BUigt BT B A RS A0 AR SR IR S DS SR L v R e R R OB R AR AR AS E ST LR
ASSCWFF TAESAEIR S
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