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An Optimization Algorithm for Join-Type Queries
on Nested Relations and Its Evaluation

Hirovukr Kitacawal and Yaxin Liff

Since the nested relational model is effective in supporting new emerging applications
that involve complex data structures, intensive research efforts have been devoted to nested
relations. One important research issue on nested relations is query processing, in particu-
lar query optimization. We focus on two join-type operations on nested relations: nested
join and embed. In this paper, we present an algorithm to derive a left-deep linear process-
ing tree for a given query consisting of nested joins and embeds. We show that the al-
gorithm generates a cost optimal left-deep linear processing tree under some assumptions.
Then, we present computer simulation results to evaluate effectiveness of the algorithm in
more practical situations where the assumptions do not hold in a strict sense. The simula-
tion results show that the algorithm generates a cost optimal or quasi-optimal left-deep lin-
ear processing tree. The cost of the derived left-deep linear processing tree is rather
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low even compared with other more general linear processing trees.
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Fig. 1 Nested relation.



1876

HABEE LTREMEREDAEZNRET 5.

Sy % R ®Y) L—va VERBMEE LK, ANLTF
HMEARKES RXISIR; i3, R O S (#2) V
L—vavE)L—ya FUVREOBRES EEFED
BT, R AT 5. S: DFRBEDESE G, R;
DO—rEEOFEBEOCESEZ C), C=GnC; &7
3. O, RNXISIR; OETHERIE, R KBl
2 S D% () Vr—vav O &, BHEES
GUGC T UTEREINTUTD (4 # ¢ 0%
A O TEEHBAILLDTHS.

O = |t Tt )tr EONEER;
NLCl=6I[Cl=¢[C]
/\f[Cﬁ“C]:tk[Ck'—C]

N[ C;—Cl=¢t,[C;—Cl)}.
BELUT, ANFRBERES RIXLSIIR: K2 (a)
WCRY.

ANFRBERES RINXISIR;, OHESERE SJi;
%, UTFOXSiciEHT 5.

(R:{MLS: R, Si)

SIu= R SR

Se 3 R: on—EWTH 584, RIXLSIR; =
Mz RXR; TET. oBHA ANWTHEARS
RAERICR Y L —Ya FAVRBOBERES EEMmE
785, RXISIR BT, Se 22— v PEHE
s PIFCE, HIcRLOBIDOIIWRY, AhT

HRLBEFZRRICGE

Sep. 1954

BERESEHICHES EESs

ANF N —7HE4E (nested loop join) 12, FEREE
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Fig. 2 Join and embed.
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WX BREBINLFEHETHY, K BO%K
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THERINDES V7 (rank) EWIEELHETS.
77U, 2T JSi B REN— ELIEARCEY
3 R E2DEYL—Var EORERERETHD,
CJR:) i3 R OBMIax b THD. COFV7ick
S%, R AN—1tETEBARDEFA D S JERY
V—va VRlET -V LTWL T Eitky, BRI
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AEHT 5.
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153, fEEKE N fHoyv—varyzalhk,
KBZ, OFERIZ O(Nlog N) Th 0, KBZ g4k
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Procedure OPT

Wghbes57:. Q

Cr+— QDON— BRI SAL;
Q — CRDLTORAY V—YaveEUrbRdMEhEs 7 7;
for ecach (Cr DTFHEEI I AK: C)
[*Cp & C; DIMDIEAZD%E Ry c R 53 */
begin
P; — SUBOPT(C;, Ry);
Y=Y a Y R(Cy) L&Y R, X R(C;) % Q' IZEM.
27U, R(C;) DEE IR N CI(R(C)) LfsET
Ry X R(C;)DERE ST T LT 2:
CI(R(Cy)) = v(R;) + SE;;  Cost( ;)
/¥ SEi; 133iAA R, < R; DIEFE,
Cost(P;) 3R P, DI AN */
ST =1RE);
end
for cach (Cp POZHERY L — 3V Ry)
Pri — KBZ(Q', Ry);
P — BUNIARD Py
for each (R(Cj))
PO R(C)) LORAEE R ¢ R; BEV P KRET 2,
P %ET;

6 FHtx OPT
Fig. 6 Procedure OPT.
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FHROBE7 722 CET 2§ N T OHE LEAS
M, FNLAORE LEALICETLTERINSE L
WIEMEERT . cok>7 LD-LPT %, DTF
“Tit DFE-LD-LPT (depth-first-execution left-deep
linear processing tree) &ME3s. X 5@ LD-LPT (%
DFE-LD-LPT O&#AERT 2. fIAE, #Hidd
RieRs OEFERIC, #A7 724 C: FOHE R

WIS 250G
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2 Zh SUBOPT (Cp Rs) & SUBOPT(Cs, Rr)
#UEUH 4. SUBOPT(Cy, Ri) Tlt, C ICFHEEY
FREADBELELEOOT, K9 (a) D Qi it LT
KBZ(Q1, Ry) #TEUHT. COREEONS REE
Y L—va v &d B LDLPT %, {Kic RuRsRs &
§%. SUBOPT(Cs, R7) Tit, Cs BFER7 7 R4
Ci ZF->TWBIW, T 9 SUBOPT(Cy Re) %5

XRs BIT RiXRs BIEFTFINTWN 5.

ATNVIT) XL QEFR & IZR 6 KR
OPT TH 5. OPT BR&EHLEIS 77 Q%
AHL, Q itT3HE /N2 x b ® LD-LPT P
2T 5. OPT 3, QDr— rE&7 5 R
2 Cr OEMA7 5242 C /LT, 7
ICRTES S SUBOPT #UHY. T,
Cr & Ci OO HEAAL% RieR; &L,
Q T Ci ZNV—LtMERIFRE T B
ARTEEINIZFZHADbE I 57 % QC)
EF%&, SUBOPT 3 Q(C)) x4 % R;
EEE)V—-YarvET EEMI XD LD-
LPT P; 284 5. OPT 3, Licab~ick
3¢ DFE-LD-LPT OA%EH$%. OPT th
T, CORBICHEL, #HASL RieR; &
U P TRINZ—HEOERFIZ~ 7 v ISEHE
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ERHOTRETS. #0K, <7 aEHEIZOPT
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Y L—vay RC) & Ri EOAEEARR
FTENTEB. Fhid KBZ ERK 8 wRT
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5. OPT OE#® O3> T, WERK P T
R(C)) EDFEAERFAIN TV B H D %,
bEHEDERAA RieR; BXU P OHEKE
FC BB LT, %47 LDLPT 2% 5.
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5150 vAs, HHd3 LD-LPT D4dHEY) v —
Va VHEEIDES R KREINTH S AM
EIL3.

PlELT, RB3OBWAbES 7 QIC
FEfx OPT PHAIhIBEAOKRTER
3. OPT Tit, V—t¥ar773242 GO
FHAIFTAETHSE Co & C it LT,

Procedure SUBOPT

QHDREEZ SR C

CHofgL)L—-Yal: R

Output: HAMNEHETS 7 QC) IXMTH REELEH) V—Yarveds
B/ANIA MO LD-LPT: P

Input:

begin
Q — CHOETOREY L—a v EFEEANL LB EVEDES S 7;
for each (C DFHEEI FTAL: C))
/¥ C & C; DIMDEBIASBTDE R; eR; £ 55 */
begin
P; « SUBOPT(C}, R;);
YL—ay R(C)) LEEAT R X R(C;) % ( ZiEm.
772U, R(C;) DBLL IR b CI(R(C;)) L#5ED
R; X R(C;) DERHESTRTHRLT:
CJ(R(C;)) = v(R;) + SEij * Cost(F;)
/¥ SE;; 13332 R; eR; DBINE,
Cost(P;) IFHBAR P; DIA S */
ST = 1/(R(C)
end
P — KBZ(Q, R);
for each (R(C}))
PHOD R(C)) L D¥E%R R ¢ R B&U P ILBHT 3,
P %ET;
end

K7 FHiEx SUBOPT
Fig. 7 Procedure SUBOPT.

Procedure YBZ
1DODREE T SAZDANLREEWEOESF7: Q
QHoBELYV—Yav: R
Output: QX423 R &%) L — 3> & 3RNIA D LD-LPT: P
begin
for each (Q 1D RUHDY V— 3> RY)
SV (A(Ri)* IS —1)[CI(R;) &3E;
JXISi R REN-NEUABERIIBIS R LZORY V—Yarve
OREERIE, CJ(R) X R ORI AR */
P~ Sy HIEHHEING, REERY b—>aved3RNIAD
LD-LPT;
P %KY

Input:

end

K 8 FHx KBZ
Fig. 8 Procedure KBZ.
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Fig. 9 Intermediate query graphs.

39 %. SUBOPT(Cs, Ro) OM—D#EIZ RoRwo TH
%. SUBOPT(Cs, Ry) Ti, M9 (b) ® Q2 icxfL
T KBZ(@: R7) 2FE73 5. QitBWT R(Cy) 13,
FTRARIEBYY v —Y a v THB. KBZ(Qe, Ri)
OEAZRIC RIR(C)Rs &F 5. §5 &, SUBOPT
(Cs, R7) Tiz R(Cy) & AENGT 2 EENICE
BEL T, LD-LPT R/ReRwRs % OPT [T, &tk
i OPT T3, M9 (¢)D Qsizx LT KBZ(Qs, Ry),
KBZ(Qs, R2), KBZ(Qs, Rs) #FE7d 5. T T TIR
iz, KBZ(Qs, R) #5 LD-LPT RiR(C:)R:RsR(Cs)
EZEL, b KBZ(Qs R), KBZ(Qs Rs) DT
LD-LPT kD &2 b THBET 3. OB, OPT
2R ® LD-LPT ABKINIME UTEHT 3 ¢
RiR4R5RsR:R3R7RoR10Rs.

3.4 7HITURLOERHHEE

PIFTi, EZ7va Y XA0EANEEART.
FP, A7T ) XL 8 1HOREDC T TR A
F® LD-LPT 22 &%R0, RIK, BTV
o) XAQFHARETRT. BB, KEOHA ELUTO
BEBOIFFOFEMIT IR 14) 1KRT
FH1: Féi& OPT 3H//Na X @ DFE-LD-LPT
BT 5.
[ZEFEOMERE] Tk & OPT HEM T 2 A
DFE-LD-LPT Th53Z &, £OFHLDBHELHMT
b3, T, FHx OPT 8L SUBOPT THO
2FkiE& KBZ 78, 3.2 HiDIE L RARDIEDTT
£ (5 BMoadbE757 KT 28N FOD
DFE-LD-LPT A##{4 2 &40, ATBIRKIT
5. B
FHE2: B2 ohilngb®s 5 7icxdd 54 LD-
LPT othic, 22 ME/ho DFE-LD-LPT 2ATE
HT 5.

ANFEY V—v a3 YERTEIHABREMOADEORBE LT VY XA L FMm 1881

10 fHnabEs 7 70kl
Fig. 10 Sample query graph.

EFefofEg] X 10 OfVWAbES 5 752EZ 5.
COK, Sz R Ov—rEBETHIESDES R
MISw]R: OXFHEARTE, RIToO3EHED LD-
LPT S#EAEL, £DHH Pua BXTY Pue 53 DFE-
LD-LPT T&% 5.

Pioss=Ri1R:R3R;

Pigs=Ri1R3Rs R4

Piags= R1R3R4Ro.
O, (385 HEPBIREED/ N5 2 4 OEICE
b5,

Cost(Pi23s) < Cost( Pis24) < Cost( Piss2)
EZES

Cost(Pi23s) > Cost(Pisz4) > Cost(P1asz)
WEICRINT BT EERTCENTES. T0bD,
B 10 offnagbhb¥ s 7 7ied U CAREEIZRIL T
3. Mg bEs s 70O DhoREA cF —v
KOWTHBEOZBEATH LT, KEFHIITEHEH
5 B

FaEoFEBIY, K7va ) XLOEHT EH/NT
2 b @ DFE-LD-LPT (3, LD-LPT &k T &5/
AR MNCHBLLENERLS.

A7) XLQHERICE LTI, UToEREN
BbDo. $bb, Fik OPT TR— MES
752 FDERFHEEIIRE C T 5Fhs
SUBOPT 0% i7&Fki& KBZ OE[FTAEITH. TC
T, W52 Ci A—MEAISR2ETEH
BEOEDES 77 QC) FOEK) V-V ar¥
% N; &95. 3.3.1 OFki& KBZOHHERICHET
2Ewm& 0, OPT LI N/K SUBOPT Dt
HEIT OWNjlog Nj) &85, —K, v—IE&s 5
REAHOERY V-V a VEE N &L, V- MEA
75 ARDFRERI FALDHE N &5, 0
B, OPT hOHEEFFSE KBZ »IFUH T2 T
i3, Ne+N: HDY v —¥ a3 vyh SR AH0EDEIC
*UT KBZ k%2 8A UcBAENT 331HE
DBUETHY, 3.3.1 DFEED O(Nr+N)?) 15
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%. LEkhoT, Bungbes s 7dhoLER) LV —
Yav¥E N &T5E, A7ra) XLOHERI
—#ic O(N?) Ei35.

4. Y2 —-v3 v

3.4 ficaRtnEBY, AT Y XAd 8. 1HOD
REDOFTH/AT 2 +® LDLPT 2895, L
U, 8.1 BOHE 2 % £ O 3 13, RRICRBHTE
BRI T 2 &S, KETE, I TF—4
N—ZEREIC LY I 2 L —¥a VERBRETR
L ATuT ) X0 OBHELRIET 5.

41 B H &K

vIialb—vavid, B 11 ORT SEHOMWE
RS 5 7IHLUTIETD. chd SEROMyabE
7571, wIhb 8O0%AY L—vay, 400
IS RE, AOORES, 3DOEALD SRS
Nn3. "1 (a)(b)(c)DIET, ¥as 7 XFHH

(c)

M1l YIav—vaVillngbes 77
Fig. 11 Query graphs for simulations.

Ry(Ay, Ay Ay Rylg, Apg) Ry(A 5 A3 Az Ags) Ry, A3y,
R5(As, Ass, Asg Asg)s Rs(Ag Asgh, RyAg. Asy, Azg), Rg(Ag, Agg).

(a)

Ry(A1, Ay Ayg) RylAg, Agg A, RylA g, Ay, Aggr Ags)s R4y, A3,

R5Us, A3s), Re(Ag, Az Ay Agg) RolAg, Agy), Rgldg, Agg).
(b)

Ry(Ay, A1p A1), Ry Arg Agg Agg)s Ryl Ay Agg) Ry(A g A4 Ags),

R5(As, Ay5), R, Agg), RylAq, Az, Agg), RglAg, Agg).
©
12 4V IPNF—EgRXR—RADRAF—7
Fig. 12 Schema of sample databases.
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EOEREBEISBILSY ODEE &8 5.

Zhe SEHOBMWAHLEDENZTNDOXNRENL D
VY FAF—F_R—R2F—2%R 12 (a)(b)(c)
WRT. TNHH Y PNTF—E =R, TR 8
D075y Y L—Ya o BERINS &Y L—
YaryDRF—=id, PUFiCUkB-TEEINTH
5.

1.£YL—vay R BEF—BEHE 4 £2dD.

29 Vv—vay R & R; (<)) OXDBESDONER

L 2Es, WY L—va YIHARYE A &
0. HAAIHNLULTOEABOBEEZRT 5.
1EORFICBOTIE, YV L—Yay R OHEK
7(R:) 13 50~300 OHPFADEIKE UTIRTET 5. &l
DOEF—BH A 12, 005 7(R)—1 £ TOERE
JEREID M T3, F, 2hPSNOREE Ao O
50~1000 OEED S v & LISBEAEE LTS, -

Yial—¥arTiR, 3EBHOM\ ALY F7
DENEFRICH LT, AT D 1)~6)
% 100 BBV ELTETT 5.
1) FROFETH Y AT —F N —
AEHRT 5.

2) YU TFNNTF—ER=2K N LT,
AT Y X LOFRICHER, £
Ay v—-va v OME, HEaBRE,
HABBREEHEST 5.

3) DT A 2EAVTERT VDY
R aAHEF L, LDLPT (PIF P &
Z9) 2RDB.

4) Mgk # LD-LPT &k & L,
PUTFAITS.

(1) P oEax 1 Cost(P)Hs LD-
LPT &&kOhTEICE/NPE
SYET B.

(2) #8648 Rnin=Cost (/N3 R b
@ LD-LPT)/Cost(P) %3k
5.

(3) #84 Rumee=Cost (k2 X + @ LD-
LPT) [Cost(P) 3K 5.

(4) #48 Ruwe=4 LD-LPT O¥Hax b
/Cost(P) %#RD 5.

5) H#onsa LPT &RITIENT, 4) &ER
DEREITD.

6) #5188 RT=Cost(P)/P OigHEa R %KD
2.
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CCLT, Bazb @YV P F—2_X—RICHL
TN BMEARAEET LIBOERED (35) Mt
BEMOBETHY, REIR FEEF2HDOaX T
EFNVEEDSRBEVETDH B.

4.2 EBREELFE

1.LD-LPT & 5 LB

FEEBTFHRED 4) (1)~(4)IcB 3 2ERER
EE LDO, ®i~4THD. R1TE, FHO
Lh¥7 5 71T 210 EHORITDOS B, Eax b
MEICE/ANT R+ D LD-LPT AA7A= ) XA
U, ROEEMicRLTH 5. T, &
Munabes s 7icd %2 LD-LPT OB LU
DFE-LD-LPT O#¥HETRLTHS. AT
J X aid, REEWEDLES S 7icx LT 81%~93%
OEETE/NI A O LD-LPT 28HLTEY, £
OFHL 87T% ThH 3.

%21ci3, MV DOESZ 7T 5 100 BORT
LBV B384 Rain OXHB LU E £ R T
Rnin=1.00 {2, A7z Y Xahfz/Nazx bd LD-
LPT #EH LI BETHY, Ruin DEI/NINVIEE
K OREYS LD-LPT 28U Licc Licisd. A7
W) RADEHT S LD-LPT ®ax b EEOH/N
a2 b EDER, SEEOMWADLES S 7T 3
ST 0.83% EWNAHEEE STV 5.

Ruez WCHETARBERLCOBEITHS. 0T
NOHWEDLES T 7K UTH, MEROBRICK
DRESMHEa R PRI D —AMNBLRET D
EMIHB. BT, (a)R(c)itBTid, A7vavd
Y X LD L7 LD-LPT O 54D FOREa R b
DNERBERET BBEBDELETH S ENTH
3.

%413 Reve THETIHFEDOZT LOTD 5. Ruve
12, BEtEEPFicESZIc 120 LD-LPT 2RAR
BADaRbE, AP Xai2HANICEEDa R
FPOHEESZBLENTESE. Thokd, K7wv
) RACE BB ETO CEickh EHOEDYE
75 7T HFET 28%~46%, &K TODEHT
1236% D 71 X M EIEHBRN TS T EM53h T

2.LPT &fkicBY % HEGEH

FEkEic, LRREBRFHED 5)(1)~(4)icET 5
ERERE T DD, R 5~8 TH5. HBHR
23 LPT &&KiC/EBY, 2otk Eax + DR
ARBEIET BAHEMEDBENT 5. o, REIR
T, £Bl1EENTET VT Y ZABEH Lok

ARFRI V-V a YEHTEHEABEMOADLEORELT VY XA LM 1883

HAMEICRNIZR FOED LR IHARETT 5.
B3 R P OMBEREEE T 2HEREHHEbES
5 71K LT 64~88% ThHbh, ZOFHiL 72% &
5. B/ha R M OMEAREERMT 5 DI KK LU
r—2TiE, BOICRT XA ICEE LI BEARD 22
D 30% Pl EMEz X b OB/ R P OREANBERE

#F 1 LD-LPT %2
Table 1 Case of LD-LPT space.

DOSPE | Gun | own | s
(a) F 120 12 st
(b) 280 24 91
(c) 308 60 93

% 2 LD-LPT ZMiCEBF S Rmin
Table 2 Rmin in case of LD-LPT space.

Moaabesrsz | (a) (b>’<c)| 2t

Rmin=1.00 81 o1 93 265
0. 90 < Rmin<<1.00 18 9 7 34

Rmin<<0.90 1 0 0 1

Rmin OFHE 0.994{ 0.999| 0.999| 0.997

#* 3 LD-LPT ZicBT 2 Rmaz
Table 3 Rmasz in case of LD-LPT space.

flngbesr 77 (a) (b) (c) it
1. 00= Rmaz<<3. 00 82 94 61 237
3. 00= Rmax<5. 00 9 6 31 46
5. 00 < Rmaz<T.00 5 0 7 12

7.00< Rmaz 1 5

Rmaz ODEHIE 2.66 | 2.02 | 3.00 | 2.56

# 4 LD-LPT EIcBS 2 Rave
Table 4 Rave in case of LD-LPT space.

Hoahbes 77 (a) (b) (¢) i
1. 005 Ra0e<<2.00 72 100 91 263
2.00= Rave<<3. 00 23 0 9 32
3. 00 < Rave<<4. 00 3 0 0 3

4. 00< Rave 2 0 0 2

Rave O 1.78 1.24 1.61 1.54

# 5 LPT 2254
Table 5 Case of LPT space.

N 5 _
POSbE | Lot o | D’ | e
(a) » 960 12 65
(b) 496 24 64
(¢c) 392 60 88
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%k 6 LPT KBTS Rmin
Table 6 Rmin in case of LPT space.

Hhabes 77 (a) (b) (c) &t
Rmin=1.00 65 64 33 217
0.90 < Rmin<1.00 20 19 9 48
0. 80< Rmin<<0. 90 9 8 3 20
0. 70< Rmin<<0. 8Q 3 4 0 7
Rumin<l0.70 3 5 0 8
Rumin OEHME 0.964 | 0.952 | 0.993 | 0.970

#£ 7 LPT ZRKBIT S Rmoe
Table 7 Rmez in case of LPT space.

Moabesrs7 | (a) | (b) | () | #

1. 00 Rmaa<<3. 00 25 78 51 154
3. 00< Rmax<5. 00 44 20 40 104
5. 00 Rmaz<7. 00 19 2 8 29
7. 005 Rmax 12 0 1 13
Ruaz DG 4.73 | 2.47 | 3.18 | 3.46

R 8 LPT ZEMICBY B Kave
Table 8 Rave in case of LPT space.

Hagbesr 77 (a) (b) (c) B
1. 00< Rove<c2. 00 33 100 87 | 220
2. 00= Rupe<<8. 00 34 0 13 47
3. 00 < Rave<<4. 00 19 0 0 19
4. 00= Rape<<5. 00 10 0 0 10
5. 00= Rave 4 0 0 4
Rave OMNEHIME 2.68 1.37 1.57 1.87
%9 RT
Table 9 RT.
Bnédbhes 77 RT OFEHIE
(a) 1.006
(b) 0.997
(c) 0.998
Az 1.000

TEr—RASRELTHED, EHEIKEa R bPER
39 BELIE-THE RTICRTLIIC, LPT &
BRTCRZOTICBOTEIRX TOLEREET LS
AR WINT 5. F8IKRT & DK, HEBME%E
LPT &k LIBATR, A7) Xaick bk
BILAET D CERXDERONADES 7 7i1CHT 53
T 31%~63%, SKTOFEETIZ 44% O3 2 Ml
BOBRNTNB T EBIP T,

3. 2 R b EFINOFE

FEHERTHED 6) TROBIEE RT O&RWE
bS5 7 CEOFHEAERLICDOD, RITH 5.
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£ROXY, A7) XLhEE UKD ME
A PDORFBEOMEIZ, Eax &Ry OBET—HL
TR EBDNS.

5. BRBEOILIECHET ZRE

AETIL, BT V) X LOBAREOILE
BT AREETD.

LEa7va ) X a0—f34L
FRoZBRTR, BAT I Y XL E UTANRT
W= TR EANT N - THABDHERRE LTS
fe. UL, A7y Xalz—igic, 8.2 gt~
Ao R P BIUEALI R MY, T0EN

Cost( R[Sy R;)=7(R:, S2)k CJ(R;)

BIU

Cost(R:e[S:1R;)=7(Ri, St)* CE(R;)

TRINZBESHBELTHEATRETHS. /XL,
CJ(R;) BXU CER;) BHABXUHALDENNA
ANTHB. ULled->T, 3& B0 TERY
ISy YV IRRBIER—RELTT VT Y XA
HLTE, A7y XAIEHATETHS. E
V- b —URSbEMNIR OB Ta A PRI
DHTRETH 5 T EDRINTH D™, HEREEKD
BRFANTRAT VT ) X7 RIEHTRETDH 5.

2. F 4 Ay N=RET VDY
ABRXCEFEIR PEFALTE, F—F—23
FEBECEET SO, HOLEREKE2 A b
EUT. F—ER—2NBF 4 X7 LREET 258K
2, BE, F4aR2 T 0y 077 AR EES
AMEIED COBA, BERVI-FPOKLE -
T7 7 A VEBRICAVIEAEDO X 1T, EHMCR
BEEINT 0 v 7 BHBHAT B L DRI T TR,
1 TR E DB LD —BALLEFERTD 2 X A
BUFEETHY, A7y XATEATREE 5.
L L, ANFEY v—va vy OYBRIRRINERXE L
TR THEEOFEMREINTED®, 20
3HNLDOMICDNTIR DL I W IRE/ IS
V. LiedoT, FOEINBEORT VT Y X0
BRETRECDVTR, B DFRISHRENKET
Ph. FHFARIR=ZAEFNVICBOTIE, v
T YA REFEOEEEFRNT 0y I T v ABIKK
XLBBLTLADT, TNAEZRIANICIR M E
FNDOHBENSLELNLS.

3. A/ ERAH DA OWBEF~DHIG

ANFEY L —va FAREIE, #a, Hiel
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NCEBOFETFBEENE. chdDd b, BR
(selection), &i5% (projection) 3, TFIEEISR D&k
BEEICETUTEITTREOIEED, Yrv—va
FHUNF = ENR—ZAZBOTRELNDZ T ENEB. H
HOMBAANTFRY L—va FAF—2N—RCE
WTHWES, ChbDERR) V-V a vida—
HNVISEEFAET Lchofka/HEA 4 0 BHIER
ORFEIIY, BT Y X2 BEATETH 2. L
PL, Vv —Va VICHERTERSHE#EEEZ DA
NFERY v—va VBT, AT, BREED
BREZEOFMICEST 22 X P BEETEROKEE
BICiBbcEdEIONS. EESIZ, MEF—25
(ADT) #BA LY LV—Y a3 F 0T =2 X—2A%
I, TOXHNEaR D OFREE & HAEE 5
AUBOADLEDOBRHEILT VT Y R A2 HBELTH
2%, Lo T, BREEFEBEDET BN Dh
DEAFEHFIOOVT, A7) XLE2IEERLT
ZORHHDORICI Y AL T EDBTFHTH 5 EBbh
5.

4. AR 7 7 OHIFKOER

AT ) ZLPRRETIHNAELES 5 713,
2.4 WHTRUI 3 DDHMER /2T HDTHS. D
5 BIRIHMEARD A A BB R & L BE I A-IS
HIE L 20}, FHRERE1BXU3THS. HIH%E
B1icELTR, A7rT ) X202 bROBOAE
HIRT AL ED, XOF/OFENCEMST 5 &b
AHTHHEDRBLEBTNS. —F, HSRe3
B LT, KBZ Hics\T, HEAaUM0esh
VI 7EPBTEDDE 2 =Y R T 4 v 7 ADNHR
LENTWVWBEP, chid, BEBERRE S EME
KA (minimal spanning tree) 575 5 KBE&ER O
Sb¥s537ELRLT, MBAZEHRTZIENI
OTH 5. Hl#EME3EZBRELES, ATvTYX
LACABDOE 2a—YRF 4 v 7 AEBATEEEE
BETHBY, 2OFHHICELTRIYIaL—Ya Y
i X BFESRETH B,

5. 47V =y MERT —& X—ANDEH

ATV 2y MERTF -4 R—-R BT, AL
TV POERFELOKELE LT, LELRAWTR
Jrv—va VITER U F -4 BES AL ST
3. %fk, ATV MERT-FN—REHRELL
T REAEAZ EUREORES PHIW-S O LI E
ILHEORE® HFONTNS. AT ) Xaid, &
T2y MERT — 2 R—2ITBY AEAHOELYE

ARTHEIV-Y a3 YEHT 2 HAUEMOEDEORBHILT LY X4 LEEE 1885

WEARFNTEETd, 12O EET I 0D
EEBIZONB. ZDEE, B4V RCEIIHEEER
FBICESCHEAEZ I R PUICKBIT B 0END 2195
R, RED 3TN/ Edicr vy FIEUH LAEED
BEOFME A PBFIR P EROBEBEELERL
T, BEETI CEBHETDH 3.

6. 5 H b IZ

AT, ANFRY) L—va vicdT 2805
HOWAHOEOEBET VT ) RAE2ERL, 208
ShEEOFMAET - 72, A7 ) Xaid, BE&iiz
Wa, HAZO 2EBOWEANREL, 2.4 HiTR
NEOADbE 25 7 K LT, ASSERAER
(LD-LPT) %##H4 2. 3.1 FOREDFT, A7V
Y X a3E/NT R o LDLPT 2845, 37,
LEDIRESEECIBIL LIS NS Y P F— 2 < —
AERBIC U Y ab—va VERIC X 5 %
Folk. YIav—varfFRickhid, A7y
A LI3FH 87% OEA TR/ R D LD-LPT #
§ML,ﬁﬁmK£énxrmﬁm$ﬁ3wa?£q
Joo Fi, MEKOBREE LPT &ficiik LicEs
12, BT XADB/NT R P OMEAALER S 3
FGI3EH 2% KETT 2600, Hiftick 32
Z MEIRIZSEE 4% L ofEEE. ChoDERK
D, K73 ) XLOBEOHE L, F0a R MY
BROTRWSIERATHICELTE . 5Lk
fo, A7ova ) X a0 AREOERO THic T
LRRET AT - 1.

ASHROFEE LT, HEF -2 EOBE LM
REBRBODBHZXABBFARKBYEZRT VT Y X
OFMEFMAH 5. T, H5ETRNLBIE
DWHEM: & 2 DBAOE R I DT, XD MR
HBMETH 3.

P ARCHLUTEREI AV bENENE
FEOH AR LET. T, AR b SDEA
OMFEEREICHE U THLNCEFRO 20TV 3,
RPEREET - BRI BR B8, 8K %
%, SO TICKE ERBEBCELBEL LT $ 4
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