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Ingenious methods to optimize the response time and the total time for
queries on a distributed database were proposed by Apers, Hevmer and Yac
(1983). Their algorithms are studied from three points of view and coun-
terexamples to invalidate the optimality especially for the response time
are shown. The first problem is an effect of a join between relations with
respect to plural number of common attributes jointly. The second one is
an effect of a join of one attribute on the join of another attribute. The
third one is a time delay caused when different joining attributes of two

relations are joined separately.
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