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Non-repartitioning Blocked Column
Transitive Closure Algorithm

Toshio OHYANAGI and Azuma OHUCHI
Faculty of Engineering,
Hokkaido University
Sapporo 060, JAPAN

A new transitive closure algorithm, called non-repartitioning blocked column algo-
rithm,is proposed. It was obtained by modifying the column partitioning method of
blocked column algorithm proposed by Agrawal et al. The new algorithm excludes a
possibility of dynamic column repartitioning which is an essential feature of blocked col-
umn algorithm. A detailed comparison of the total number of I/O and the total amount
of I/O of both algorithms is made. The result reveals that the proposed algorithm has
better I/O features than that of blocked columm algorithm.
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1 @Lyic

CREEREEOF -5 [JO R VAN SIEBMEAEET S C &, KRS

BF— s R—2 B 2EREMLERETHELRABEERLETHS. COLIHIE

TRERBRET BN E EMBLCITIHELLT, -2 2 LRBRING &

3Ty s HE L, FDF— 5% Warshall #:Y) Warren £ O QHERF % 2 E L TR
B4z 570y s38EsL0T7 ey 2 9%E%E Agrawal © RIBZ LYY, g% o
Hikix, /O 2 T&2MOTLRVALSOHNWLET 0y 7 DEORTESEBLT T 2y

OB EHECHEL S B,

KX Tk, Agrawal SDFIT 1 5 7 HEEOTINE B EELEEL, 7 a5 2 OFHE
LI B EMNTFERTHLOAHEEIREST 5. C0Fkid, Agrawal 5 OB I
~T (1) FISEERECF B EHTRET, FISTMEMNS CTE 3, (2) MK /O #

FofKELRY VI RHER > TWS.

2 HBHRBHHOLBORT vy 7
2.1 735 70lEBNAS
2753 70BBEITHNABEBEZONE & T DHEBWMFIB AT &R,

e[l BERIPSjNENEET L E
v 0: THAINS | ~EHBFELRWE &,

X 10 19 28 37 46 55 64 73 82 X 46 47 48 49 50 51 52 53 54
1 X 20 29 38 47 56 65 74 83 1 X 55 56 57 58 59 60 61 62
2 11 x 30 39 48 57 66 75 ‘ 84. 2 3 X 63 64 65 66 67 68 69
3 122 21 X 40 49 58 67 76 85 4 5 6 X 70 71 72 73 74 75
4 13 22 31 X 50 59 68 77 86 7 8 9 10 x 76 77 78 79 80
5 14 23 32 41 X 60 69 78 87 11 12 13 14 15 X 81 82 83 84
6 15 24 33 42 51 X 70 79 88 16 17 18 19 20 21 X 85 86 87
7 16 25 34 43 52 ‘61 X 80 89 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 X 88 89
8 17 26 35 44 53 62 71 X 90 29 30 31 32 33 34 35 36 X 90
9 18 27 36 45 54 63 72 8l X 37 38 39 40 41 42 43 44 45 X
1 Warshall FDULEDIERF X2 Warren FHOUMIIET
Fig. 1 Processing Order of Warshall’s Algorithm. Fig. 2 Processing Order of Warren’s Algorithm.
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ZbEEAIOBREZHRY 2 PABFEEBSTVWEICMABETH B
[SeITREY

al; O, ENLFICk<jTHBETRTOKkKHLT, aj BT al, OME%E K
ATH ST a5 ind),

#l & L ,10 x 10 75| D 35 & @ Warshall &, Warren O MEBIEF 2z h £ nK 1, ®
2RY. B, MAERCKHT ZUNERITRILEBLZVWOT, KBTI XEELAL &
NODHED RITREZBWRLTVWEILHEBRERE TS 5.

2.2 HTwys5EEk

Agrawal SO T @y 2 SEIHCE, BEE U X P E2SBOEA S B THAD S
CEREAEARD, BAABDBANET S - 72 B O TEHAIC K IG5 51 % 553 5 0 5
ELTCHHEZRELT VWS, COFEICL B HE B & CLIIERF O M ER 3 1R
F. OB TR, TR 1IFI~3HAFI~THTH~ 10503 >DF T vy 243 E
ENTVS. T FOHENNBIEFZRT. CC,MNEPTINToORNBEER (K
foxH) 2ACEFBITANEABT 0y 7, 2 MLUAOEHHEEMNA T 0 » 2 &IF .

X 25 26146 47 58 49 |67 68 69
1 X 2750 51 52 53|70 .71 72

2 3 X |54 55 56 57|73 74 75

4 5 6] x 58 59 60|76 77 78
7 3 9128 X 61 62(79 80 381 Suks g :
BN P R
10 11 12{29 30 X 63|82 383 84
13 14 15131 32 33 X |8 86 87
16 17 18 (34 35 36 37| X 88 89 ViSRRI
19 20 21138 39 40 41164 x 90
JExd A RIS
22 23 24 |42 43 44 45|65 66 X
B3 175y 2 SE0p) B4 Agrawal SOEEEL AT S b
Fig.3 An Example of Blocked Column Partitioning. Fig.4 Memory Layout by Agrawal et al.
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HAB I, FINEREOKRIC ZREEEE» SEBREZRY R P E2RESAL 0 O,
PEORFEI L, MIB L o RZREST 2, £ LTIEMAMER, FicEdE 7o, 2%
WMIB BRI 2T H B2,

1: Jp:i=1;
2: repeat
(% FUINEIORTE %)
3: TER T s DERBEE Y R b EEESAL;
4: = Jg
5: while (FEA41AA FJfE) and (i < n) do begin
6: =14 1;
7: TRl OFEEE Y R b ZBESAL
8: end;
9: Je:i=1
(* X7 2y 7 OTF=HIH DL *)
10: fori:= Jpto J.do
11: for j := J toi-1 do begin
12: a §; DUUREFTH;
13: i (JISRAABLIC AR W) then
e BRET 5
14: end;
(* AT ey 7 DR %)
15: fori:= J.+1 to n do begin
16: TERU OF%EEE Y R b ETESAL;
17: forj:= Jpto J.do
18: a §; OAEALTS;
19: THR OREE Y A 2B ERYT
20: end;
21: fori:=1to J;-1 do begin
22: TER DEEEE Y 2 FEFESAL;
23: forj:= Jsto J. do
24 - at; OMIEFT S
25: TR O%EEE Y 2 b 2HERY
26: end;
(k XH T ey 7D L= OUEE %)
27: fori:= J to J.-1 do begin
28: forj:=i+1to J,.do
29: a ;; OMMR%ELT S,
30: TER ] OFERE Y X P 2L ERT;
31: end;
32: THR) DREEE ) 2 P EHERT,
(* ROFISEI~DUEF *)
33: Joi=Je+1

34: until(J.= n);

X5 F|7 =y o538k
Fig.5 Blocked Column Algorithm.

*Agrawal 513, BEAASMRINE LB D 80 % IZREOICIEER, JEdAMiNE 4 N T OTERERIE Y
2 b & LTROBSICVERRBROIIESE, £ U TIERIHEIR Oy oidiEFRE LTV S.
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(1) 687 =y 2 O F=ZHELH (10-14 17),

(2) FExdf 7 2 5 2 (15-26 17),

B) 7wy 2 d L=HEH (27-31 17),

DTS SN B, CCTHRBER S &id,(1) oM ITHIRMEIE I RB BB 3
BEVEIDILTH S (1317). Chicx LT Agrawal 518, F1 %2 HHE LTEEARS
BRI O — B EMFH L, AR S NI BFIREIORMAME LTH W2 k2 RELL. COFLN
Y, YHEOH T m oy s REEOHEYNBEISTHS. L L, COFREIIC L0 XS
ENFABRBEEY 2 PR, IR SR DB TH - & IUDI/0O 2R M EEXBETE
BIR0EF NI ETH B,

83 HBHEEHDLAWIIT vy s 5EE

Agrawal 5 D% 7wy 7 FEEOFINHHEELEEL T, MK EA2ALZZL M
GBI LEARILAHLVWIIZ 0y 2 REIFERIBRT S (K6). £, COBET
AW LB LA Ty PZERITART. COHBEE Agrawal & O HiE & O REI & W
B, BEHY X POREARBTEREOKREE Y 2 P 20NEEITS> C&Th B3
DEVRRTAHETE, TREHORSIAS - WRMBIC RS H 50, BEEHY = +
DHASAH EEDONIMERTICHFELITY (K6 DT7-9FT) . = LTHHEE,

(1) BEZE VR PRI RBPICHESRS - LRSI RBMBE B,

(2) BEEZ Y 2 PP IR SRS - JIRFIBICRBMBB R B,

(3) KM DBHEEE Y 2 P BELEL WV,

DVWFNP LI OBELTRDONE. WFNDIBE S, T CIRERIERICHEE L THOIPH
SET LKA X P THREBRESNE. COLSCTIENZRD 2 &, FIS S E
AT T 0y 7 O TFZMEMAOMMBRET LCWE S &b, LT, (1) %
i (2) EURBA IR, BHENAT 0 7 OMICH#EA TV S & 4, JEd 5
EFRAVCTRESABBLIUVMEERGTAE IO, COL T B E, BEHY R FOESA
BRMEKICR SRV &I B,

Agrawal SO T m y 7 3EETH, WAT e » JOTZHEH OWNIE T DS H4HE
BRHEBERIBEVELIL LD S, SRREKET 3 HER, BHEERL2CRIT 5 C & BNE4E
B 7 ey s 3EETH B LI B,

TERU SIS BT, JI5EIh D afy S al,, $ TOTRTOERONMIE F & T, T D%
B Y =R b DU &I 35,
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N =

Jei= 1
repeat
(x XHT & 7 DFEHIAS & T=HERS LR *)
THRR J s DIRAEE ) R b ZBHRAL;

3:
4 = Jop;
5: while (FEHAATIHE) and (i < n) do begin
6: =i+l
7: THRR i OEEEE Y 2 P EFRSAL;
8: forj:= J toi-1do
9: ~ajy DRFREIT S
10: il (FiAA - JERFAITRIC IR D578 ) then
: ii=1i-1
11: end;
12: Jei=1
(x IBAE T oy 7 DUIE *)
13: if(J.# n) then
THRU) . +1 OGS Y 2 P 2B ERTS
14: fori:= J.+2to n do begin
15: TER | OFHE Y R FERSAD;
16: forj:= Jpto J. do
17: a §; DIIRET;
18: THRL ORE ) X P EEERY
19: end;
20: fori:=1to J,-1do begin
21: TER | O%EEE Y R P ERSAL;
22: forj:= Jpto J. do
23: al; OMBPELT ;5
24: Bl OREEE Y A FEHERT
25: end;
(% XIET @y 7 OL=FAESTONIE *) o s
26: fori:= J; to J.-1 do begin , ﬁ"?;}%’?'
27: forj:=i+1lto J,. do LSRR
28: a?j@ﬂfﬂ:‘%?f5;
29: THR O%EEY 2 P ERERT
30: end;
31: TE ) DGR Y R P &R,
* RDOFISIEI~ DU * i
T e e
33: until(J.=n)
K6 WagEEbEWITa.y s55EE K7 REvsEEcBLATY b
Fig.6 Non-Repartitioning Blocked Column Algorithm. Fig.7 Proposed Memory Layout.
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4 Agrawal S 0F k& O LERE

“REEBRET TOBNMAH BoERE, LREEE _REELEEOM o 1/0 o FE
BLBEBaIN2 LT, Mok EEESIABERELT, 2 20K ETOHHE
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4.1 FIHEHO®E

BO#EELRWIHT oy s FEETE, REH) A P OHRARAS E T 0N % i
LTI CEDS, FikTMABBBEFEOF—~ 2RI RAALKESY 2 F DRICED
TREFTHIENTES. COed, BHaINAEBREEZEY 2 b EREDclisE L TFE
FrdaCEWHHELIM S, Chicx LT Agrawal SO HETH, H2%REZ YR P& E
OMIERZABTE L TR TS CLREBETH 2. Liad-T, LB CEREZEY b
ERBETHGCLBICRER R, SERET 2550 Agrawal 50 B kL 0 b — Ay
DI WEEZ 6N B, ki Agrawal SO FETR, JI 7 v o 7 5 0 MBI T %, JEIR
BB R B HDRDEFEEY XA PORERAIABENITEEZITH CEDHAETH->TLED
LORPBMERTHRV. U LD Ep S5 EOKE &), SERET 35k Agrawal
SOFHELD bRECHBEEAONS. Lid-THHEIMI, SERET BHEN
Agrawal S DHE LD BB B3I ERBVWEEZL SN 3.

4.2 Agrawal OB EIC B 5 HyEl o FA

Agrawal S DFEIC BT 2 BN OFAR, HHAASFIHE/N S (L, WIEHFHE K
ELTBILILLD, bHRER TS LA THS. LibL,

(1) U3 E BN E B0, FISEHBEL LB,

(2) Xt KE B RUBAMEMTSE 3,
EVo BBEMEL 5. 4R, BAEORELTIFERCE b v— F4 7 OEDSELEL,
HOEZEC LA BENEFFEBRIRECLY, BHHERILTOLLIVDOR 5 IF
TNEENSSTEB I EKLK B,

4.3 I/0 By 5 thiginst

4. 1 BLV4. 20FKE SHRBLLFEVEREZ YR P21 5F>5mA2ALS
ETHBEPS, [/OEBICBEMLTIE, ROLIICEXDZIENTE S,

BZITIIOREEEn, Fl7 0y 2 BEEICLBFHEEE r, BAEZEDE W7
2y JREEICLBSEKEs ET B, 1,070y s HEEICLE r HOMNSE T N
TNOR&E&EZr(i=1,..,r) ¢T3 .¢5&, 570y 738EkicLs]l >0553 D
M ES 5 1/0 BIEE, AJIN 1+(n-r ) B, BAIM¥nETH ot BI/OEET
i,

T

Tr=z(l+n~ r)=r(l+n)—=n+nr=n(2r —1)+ r,

1=1

HT Sy 7O r HOBLEE Y R FDANZE LD TITRONBDOT I {DOAN EEA 12
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THbH —H HOHEFEDRWIIT ey 2 5E8EILL S 1 >OPHEONMICES 5
1/O M, Ali iz hennE<Tdh 205, #1/0 BT, I,
s=2ns, ‘ :

THb. LT, T,& T, DM,

T, < T,(rss), T,>T,(r>s),
EVWHHEBBKRDIL DI LK B, T Tr&sORNE, 4. 1 THBXAKIIC—%
KrzsTH3N, TLBRERCHLTHEI F— s BWARBEKRTHENE, r>s &5
BeHEBKEC KRB EELONS, LiW->TI/OEBIML T, SEIRET 2 HED
Agrawal LD HFEL D bDRABBLEEASN S, W r & s ORPBEFERE LK
+ 3 it Agrawal SO FEICBI BRI AHHBOK & &, TRBPHCORKEZ Y 2 ¢
DEBHE, HBHEERITIF— s B ECHET 2FHNERIAMBLEEEION S,

FRSERELLHER B8 ERG 2 EMTUETHIKAI/O BELRW & &,
fi i@y I/O BB —i%ic Agraval SO HFEL D b3 &5, 1/0 B
LTbd Agrawal SOHFELD PR R B LEEASNS.

5 Bbbic

KTt Agrawal 50F 7 a5 7 FEEOFHEHEEEBELT, 70y 7 OBFH
BEFLCRY B EHARAHANEEDRVIIT v s FEEERK L. S EIE
L L chikid,Agrawal S O FEIRHE~RT,

() FIBEEKRELT B ENARET, FIDHAKERST ENTE S,

(2) MBLZ I/O 2L BT B ENANETH 3,

VO HHNS S, £ LT, 1/0 BHERICMT B ILBREET0,1/0 BB /0 fE

bio, SEIBE L. HEN Agrawal SO HEXD LB R BT EE2PS i L.
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