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Abstract: In this paper, we describe a data compression method for map data in car navigation systems.
There is a growing need for up-to-date map data. But in order to update it easily, the data size should be
reduced. We propose a fast compression method designed especially for fixed-length records consisting mostly
of map data for users not to feel performance degradation by the decompression process. The method is
based on columnar data compression technology mainly used in RDBMS. We tried to realize Zlib-equivalent
compression ratio and high throughput similar to that of uncompressed data by considering cache efficiency
and several light-weight coding algorithms. We implemented the method on a system and evaluated its

RyOICHI FUKUNAGAZ2

performance. The presented result shows feasibility of the target performance in particular data.
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a2 lid, HEHEHLEEED N TLI—FORMEIK
EVPLTHL. ZOOIIER, WXT -5 2 HH TS
72012 SD 1 — FEORLERA T4 TR 1 —F ErHHD 4t
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TEEOFENELNTVDS.
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W T — % OFEMEHTRIC OV TS, EE IR RE 2%
FHATHR T -7 2 FHdTA5I &2k, R T—%
D yu— R A ML — DB OB FE LS
Y, F7, BRI X o TRV & Y Bk 2
T e B EHREIC R B, AR TIRE T 5 3
X, RDBMS % C¥ K L2oDdH 2RI T — & i & N —
A, WHT—2 0% 2 EOLEERLY I — FEEMET
BB O MR EMIESREON EE K720 D TH 5.

DIV, 2 =CRMmgE, 3 mCMkT REELY HHT
B, ABIIBWTREF RO Z R, 5 ETRENA %
FadE U CHEAM L 725 R AR NB . RIRIC 6 ETE LD D,

2. BEME

2.1 SlEmT— 2 E#E

FEfExt g & 4257 — % RDB O & 9 1247 £ 5D KIG
OHE T HGE, ITEIERTLEANT -7 D%
SN BIN S 12O EMiR 2 [ ETE 5 2 b T
W5 (1], 2O XHIH T EIERET 5 RS AERE T —
7 EfE L I TW S,

FIFRIAI T — & EAE B A HEk OHULA & LT C-Store
W& A [2]. Abadi %13 C-Store & M ZUZHIFRIN T — ¥ [Tk
&7 ) VRO HE L ICHUHLA, FIOFF IS U T 51t
FRAEY Y B2 5ROV TERTW S [3]. C-Store T
3T 0Ly AR, BERRE, Uy bR VS, LT
T (4] O 4 ME R L 72RER, T 0Ly S AR
BRFTLE VI SEOWREIRVE LT,

F 72, BT — % 7 = 7N A[AF RDBMS ~OFlfg
M7 — & JEMEA OBA LA, 7 Vv 7 AfS, 4
YT I ARFE, EAfE R AG DY RID 75 & F
FELTWwW5 [5]. RID #5513, HEMEEZ MR T 572012
FROBELRHFFZORADOMEFICL - TEHLTEY,
7o, BT -5 EFEEEL, FIOFHICIE LT, v Ty
JAFFGOE Y FERESTFEOEAALEY VR LT
EICE ) EVEMmEEERL TV,

2.2 PAXLA77k

Rk & 912, FHBIATT — % 2 EMiT 5 2 LI X D
EDFNDAREBIRT L7 ) OWRELR N L T& 35—, ¥
RTCOYESET 2UHOY 4, 7221V a—F11T%
MRS 2 &9 25613, MISEICEMINITNTOT—
ML CTF— % 2 MLV D L 72001 Mg
MET 5. 20L& RFFRIAITT — % 2T 50 k
L— FF 7 IZEET 2 5lA & LT, RDBMS [l D7 —
Z BLEE 7NV CTdh D PAX (Partition Attributes Across)
AN TV (6], [7]. PAX BARIZT — & IEHEICT 5
bOTIIZRWD, K TRET L2 HFXNEMBRT L2720, Z
CCTHIT 5.

RDBMS 7 —% % A b L — VIZiek T ABOET I &
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Data PAX Layout

SSN | Name | Age Page 1
0962 [Jane |30 [ 0962 [ 7658 [ 3859 | --

7658 |John |52

8D Pim__143 [0 [s2 451~

o
~

5523 | Susan |20
2534 |Leon |43
8791 |[Dan 37

5523 [ 2534 [ 8791 |-
Susan [ Leon | Dan |-

20 | 43 | 37 |~

M1 PAXIZX%7— SR
Fig. 1 Storage layout by PAX.

LT, La— FHIZT—% %it#kd 5 NSM (N-ary Stor-
age Model) &, HIZ & 27— % %408 L Citékd 5 DSM
(Decomposition Storage Model) 25% % [8], [9]. #ZE 7 T
VBT LI EE DA TH B Z L W%\ 728 DSM D
129 DPEWHREZ IR Z A%\ 2%, DSM IZSIET 5578
% B EENIKTTA. PAXIZZO ML —FF 712
W HIRETHY, DSMDOLH L T— F2HT &5
HLTHH LoD, AE) EOF—=%1)—=FHDNy 77
(RDBMS =% 7 7 A L D_R—=TH A4 X) 12T XTDY
PREL LI, T2 —EDOL IT— FETHE L TH
Mss (HM1). THhIZEoT, 728 2IXHEDHI DA% S
Bezrx) 2mifbtLo2, £ OMEERT L7 1))
WZOWTHHERETEZIHZ TV,
3. HHE
3.1 E

FIRI T — & A & W CHIX 7 — % % m ke ] fE 72
IHWEmT A e ER L. [ 212, HKNFT—FEH
AT LT — Y EMOBRTHE LIS DR,
ISR L2509 b, (A) BHEF— % 2 HHT 5
WEOBIETHAGT — 8 2 MR T 2 H A TH L. ZOE,
T =¥ EMROT R HIIEEET A XOHHTH Y, HWIE
MRk N b, Fi2, T—FIEMIIINA, BXT—%
DHEFDOHZEIET S Z L THA X ZHIRT 5T b Hwv
5N5 [10]. (B) IZA ML —=JICHRT— 7 2 EM L2 %
AL, 77— a VEFHRICERT 5 2 MRS
LHRTHLH. ZO%E, T — 5 OMRLIEIZES
CHREDK T2 22— DR L 2V E ) IZT A EAEET
HY, BOMEREIRO SN, (C) T 7Y r—3 =
YEATRCERERE Y — N = 5 X T — 5 RS 55
KTHhY, BEREORELZRELZT L7720, #HAT S
W7 — & OHPALE, 7— & EEDI OB L LETH 5.
FERHOSGEDI L, fERITF CHELHERT 272010
(A) 3RAT % 2 BBV, SRICEHOT— 5 2
HEZ (C) OEBRAHEIC, ARTIIET (B) 2% L
THRT 5. 20720 F CHREOET 22— FAEK L 2w
L)WM T — & R @ISR TEE L T56 2 L 2B L,
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Distribution Compressed Compressed Compressed
Server Map Data Map Data Map Data
G S &=

Device \4

- Map Update Decompress A
|:WZ| \

- Storage Map Data
4
- Map Access |Decompress| |Decompress|
\ \ 4
- Application | Navigation | | Navigation | | Navigation |

2 T — S HEMOBEH Y — >

Fig. 2 Patterns of the application of map compression.

TDH) A THRZRY) EMREZH0 5L L ZM5.

3.2 HRE

FROZEMFIH LT, BEENEE ST R, R THIT
HEZ DIFICEIRT 5.

(1) FHEREMET — 2 2R 2BEDX v v ¥ 13K

RDB 2B 2587 — 7 EMEDOIEARMN 2 E 2 13, FE
DIND B BT 5 7 LY B \nizo, FIT L IZEM T
) ETHRER M BRI TH L. —F, h—FEHOD
W T — % 065, FEBRERIERT 5720127 — % X—
A% FRRTT AR B CTHAES LIS T — TG E SN, &K%
ARl L I — FOTRTOFNE ST 5 2 L% (1], [12].
T/, FBICERENL L I— FD 7% B GEWEICHK
MENBEIRTRILENSE, FDOIITAIDLY
H—EDOFLFNTY) = T 513 MERIFTRL, EM
T =8 OMIR D §RTOFNZ kT WIS FEAR L 25,

FTRTOFNEMIEST 24, 22 H T2 PAX DL
X vy 2 b7 =4 ZBET 5 2 & CHRLE O #E
Itz s. L2 L PAX 37— EfaaHE LT N
TlEZwicow, AT —% (Efai#mo 7—%) R1E5H
DY — VB EERB L 2T - Y RBEERDLLEND 5.
(2) BEFESOHEETICLIMHEERL

Ak L7 BmFsE i, RO SN2 MaE, b
T L DFREIIE U T % R 2 #IRY 5 & THERR b
Mo TWA. RIFFES ERWICHEEO T 70 —F L35
2, HHW DT — 5 1IxF L CHERTERE & FEAGEE % 37 1] AE
HBARIIHEE LBV E W) END L.

728 Z X Abadi FIZ L APHLATIE, 7Y L ¥ 7 AR
DTSN, 72 & 213N T < Y555 [13] 12 RDB @
B ZMEFET 2 ) 2 CHRANEEZ o7 L LT b, 72,
51, RID fF5 3@ IEMRN R 2R3 2%, BT — 4 5%,
TR BRREBR SN V=D T — ¥ DEHMER T — 5 Y A

;!!.I;
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ZDORPZEEOLENFTED L VW) EEERL TV,

COMMBEIZH L, A TIEL— MR T 2L 5w
CEEAMEIL, EHROT— 7N EBRT L KBREED
PEREZEAF L UC, T 2/ 5 b % @#IRT 5 k%
ERD. T2 RIETFEHEICERT AIHHREBM LT D
T =7V, ZOEFHEIEC TS, WEOFERIC
PBER1EDY) — FH A AH+51/8 & L) — R OB
IIAEE 3 )RR I F AUE, 2 — IR T 2L
HWEEZONDL., ARETIENT < VS OE R 5
bEOTINV L OFERLFF LN ERMAL, HEMTS
DT =TV L THHATAFREBIRTAZLI2LD,
foRIERE & EMiR 2 0 b 2 L 2 a5,

3.3 BfF

Dbzsfz, AFSEOBEZRLHT LS. AL -V
507 =% — FHEEE d, [MB/sec|, IEMiRIO T — & 4
X% 5, [MB|, EfthDT—5 %4 X% s, [MB|, EAMHHEr
T l—sc/sy &T 5. 72, HMiT — & OMIREKER % ¢ [sec]
EL7-EE, WIRMAEd, % s,/t [MB/sec] £ 35, 2Dk
&, T REMLZWEGEO) — FREIEA (1) 1274 5.

=, T8 &M L2 a0 — FEERMIE, (RREERH
REwb X (2) 1Kk 5.

te= (-3 + (2)
=W F EWEDKTZEL SR V0, . E
IVBEBZL L) REAEL, Lt FABREICLDD,
— Ml 7 FEAR 3 & AR L) E O MR » Ok E HIE & ¥
b, BB, —MW s EME e LT, 0SS YL T A
75 CTHAH Zlib (deflate) [14] & DB Z T .

4. BEAR

4.1 BE

RETIE, RESROFMEZBDL, ¥, =#EHR
L AEMT— 7 ofiEEZE 3 1RT. KOEMIZIRE
PHREET AT T—% (EfEaTOT— %) Ol & A
WHOFENEZRLTBY, ROAMIIEREED T — & ik
L TWwa, -EHNL, FEEOLI—-F (1 La—
FOHFA X% NNAL NEeT D) BIEALZT—5 &g
THLDOTHY, ANNTF— 5 &2 B0 7Ty 7125504
LT7uy 7 ZTEIEMiEIT) . £7 0y 71 M EOL
I—FEHEATEBY, MOEIFY AT LHMHT 5 SoC
DF vy v attBEEZE L CRET S (4.2 BTz b
~_5%).

%70y 7T, La— N2 58134 b F—%
2L LTER, FITEIfFribelr). 2Lxidray
71 0% 1 D5 TIE, KLa—FD 134 FHOfE
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Input Data Encoded Data

Columnl Column2 --- ColumnN

["| Header(1,1
Block 1 Data(1,1)Data(1,2) Data(1,N) Eicz(n )
Record 1 _ Header(1,2)
Record 2 Enc(1,2)
Recc;rd M | . Header(1,N)
L[ Enc(1L.V)
["| Header(2,1)
Block2  Data(2,1)Data(2,2) Data(2,N) Enc(2.1)
Record M+1 ! Header(2,2)
Record M+2 e Enc(2,2)
Record 2M | |l r Header(2,N)
L| Enc(2,N)

3 REHXDT— 5k
Fig. 3 Data structure of proposal method.

K1 by NTVYTTFATHANT A—¥

Table 1 Parameters of set-associative.

EHH NG A—H
FA AR 2" [byte] (47 & v KA X b [bit])
ENEVE 29(A T w7 A A X1 abit])
EEE w(=4)
X e LRU %721% FIFO

%, La—F1556 MOJEIZBE L CHF7Ld 5. KT
&, SOANT—%% Data(710 v 7 FEBHES), h
AL LT =% % Enc(70 v 7 F5 HIES) &KL

LTWwa. ZOfFbar) BT 2 H0E, o
ot RO h o, EMEOY A AR E/NS %5
X w BN T 9 (4.3 HiCeEl 2 k< 5%), BN S e
PR FRIIFI S & D~y ¥ (Header) 2K 5.
BN FTIE1INL FTHY, 209 B4y NEFFI
ROBHFELT, B4y b2 FRTEDNT X =%
ELTHMTA.

BEEWMEIE R EFEDOTIEE 2 b, $hbb, EfMEED
T=FIZxF L, Ny ¥ 1351 bE)— FL TRt %
FEL, Ny FLRRICE S EMT — 7 5 M NA s &
YDA KT,

4.2 HEREEDX v v a1 7Tk

FREFEOI L, &7y 7 I2E5INLLa— N M
DIEIZ DV TR, FHRAITIEHM SN 727 — % OMEE
EEIZAT ) 720, PAX 2 BZIZAMN 7= LT HY —
JHEBAEEZB L F Y vV aD TV REYERD.
REHNE, BEOMW LN THLrELYy VTV T
TATILEDF vy vazedfReTH R1ICEY FTY
STTATHRONTG A= %R, B, UBETEY o
ABwrallbel, 2OIEANT—IPMERT LY x
A8% ws, WNT—IDPMEHT 27 = A 8%k wa, H5H
T — 7SR A AR w, T 5.
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T LIRTINTGA=FDGE, T4 X200 T xE
VZEBTHELZY P AFIHTE 203w liTHE. £
D7z w x 20T LY L WHIFCTEHEMEIC AT x BHRT
LAY KT EFy v a2 I ALy ML LIED,
QWX 29t ZHR B EF vy A REEIIHT I LIS,

—J7, BMET — 5 2H T L IIGE SN T— ¥ IS,
INxE L a— VFNIEICIEARZT— 7 BT AEIE, FEAR
RPN & B, 22 TR sre B XU dest 13 ZFNZFy)
TEoTF—=% (ANhT—=%), BLXUOLa— VFEICIEAR
T=% (MWHT—%) ORMEIRTHY, ZHtBLDu
OMIEIZ 0 TH 5.

for i := 1 to N step 1 do
u =1
for j:=1to M step 1 do
dest[u] := srcft];
t:=t+ 1l;u:=u-+ N;

FEOMILIEY A4 X M x N O AF"Y) 2212 BV TR
RCTAT) 2B L7720, FvyviaIAby bFhhk
T 572012135 (3) T T B LEND B,

M- N <wg-2°"? (3)

KIZHK (3) 12BT B wg l2DOWTELS L. Lo
WHIV — 712 B W T 7 — & HEA RIS 4 5 §_ T
DIAYBBRENL—F, ANT—=2I1E13514 4D
J—=F&N, V=FEDANT—F 2L TnB T4~
FZF0BIIsHENL VW, Lo TEBRFADLRU OE
i, 7% A7 —4%% DRAM 561 — F§ABICE X
bbb T ETTII) = FEDOANT =2 THY, w, &
AR 1% A, —T, BHRGTAD FIFO o6, )
F— F IR OB T N L ADEERRIC 2 > TH Y A
IV M)DBGERENG 720, T — 7 RIS & i
ARMBIZTRD ZENSWV. FD20, w, 51 U EDOEEIC
BWwCTwg 22 LET2E, 192 ADATIT—%D
) — R 7= 7 EMEIRD 25 v o > 7 H3sET 5
WENH B, wg=1,%bLIICMEZHRETHLE
Bhb, Lbkrs, K@) EFyyyaoEiEFRICEL
TR @) FERG) IEh 5.

1

Aigﬁﬂw—l—mﬂ“* (LRU O¥4) (4)
1

Algﬁaﬁb (FIFO OH4r) (5)

FEOLIIICM EZFIBRLAEEIIBITS, Fvvia
FoF—FEEEZH 4 IR, Midd4 T4y FTV
PTTAT (TA VA X16/34 b, 256 = K1), &R
J7:XLRU) OF ¥ v 2T, 1L a—F16 /%4 hDOF—
5T 2GE0BITH A, REHFNTIE, 77— 7 i
(work area) #5177 = A MM DZEM %2 %\ WiF51b
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src dest work area
(PAX-like layout) (decoded records) (for decoding)
T 1T 1T 1
Entry Way 1 Way 2 Way 3 Way 4
0! ;- ] E
1iH §
e .
EH :
31 [ "
n%f """"" i
i*—Column 2—

256 b

4-way set associative (index: 16 bit, line size: 4 bit, LRU)
Map data record size(N) 16 byte (M =512)

M4 RBEHSRNCBFL2F vy P2 bo7r—SEE
Fig. 4 Cache data layout of proposal method.

® 2 HIOFELFIET 2555

Table 2 Column characteristics and coding algorithms.

et | Rtk | HEH EIVNIEN
Ho — — — TV T ARG
2L iy | — - [ E R 75
E2R HY - TNT 75 AGE
7L HY TR — TG

2L F/NTUERF (CHC)

ODHREFHTLEZEEL, 172 A ANNT—7DY —F
A (sre), B 2H 7= D54 M (dest) &2 5.

4.3 BEFSEAKXOHEEL

R, BEO/F AR EHTEI DT — 5 25551k
FTHUIIZOWTHARL, REHATIE, 7—7#HED 1
v A MY OEME R 2 VWER LG T RO A% fHi
T5b0L L, UBETRRZEHOFFILFAD) H, T
MDA XD b /NS B ATt AL ENT 5. %
B, WITNoOFRBIEMAT L DA X9/ b vl
&, B TICT— 5 &M 5.

K213 FARMTEET LV LDRMEL, ThTho
PRI L TR EZEZ SN /7L ARk L7z b
DTH L. FIORMEE, F—ilsoEfitE, M3 5505
¥, RS OMBEEICE T MRS MO, BXUHEH
R DHEED 4 OOBHTHEL TS, 5RO
MEIUTCTHSE FEMHIELUETH WS & TDOFRLT
H5).

(1) 7>V >¥7A%%5 (RLE)

Fl—flr DY RL 25t RS OMTERT S.
(2) HEEEFS (FF)

FR T CHEEROMNFFEZEIY L TEH., HBT 250K
rxlliclE, 120505l ceil(logr) &% 5.
KENE 2 2516 LT OBEDRERME RS,

(3) TIV7 7f5 (unary, HiEFFZ) (A)

FREDTEMRT AL (0] OB TERIEL, XY
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x 3 RESFXNTHEAHT 51X
Table 3 Coding algorithms used by proposal method.

e . MAEHR (FRD)
e BU | Earis | Rek
T L7 A% | ORLED) X X
B E RS — X O(FF3)
TR —T R O(ESC1) | O(ESC2) | O(ESC3)
TIT 7 HE X 0O(A2) O(A3)
T A AR5 X X O(RICE3)
CHC — X O(CHC3)
PIHER O(coPy) | — —

W2 (1] 245, 722 213 [123] 13 1010010001 & %
5. R O U 12/ S W & S L 72 SR A S
HLHEIANTH 5.

(4) 74 A% [15] (RICE)

LEHERT AEEMEE 28 TElo 2R p LR ¢ K
B, pOT VT 7HSE O EYy b2+ 5. 72
EZIEE=2050 [4]1 &, poT7 V7 7455 [01] &
g DT EEy b [00] Z#EE L7z [0100]) 2725, TN
7 7 fF 5 & AR I B EE |2/ & WU & O S L 7R
DD HDGECHERNTHY, kERKELT D LEHMD%E
R D, REFRTEFISE L Z 125 8 DHIPHT
AL S, EMAROTA AR O/NEL b k 2/l T 5.
(5) T AT —75 (ESC)

WIS & (0] THZEL, £SO Tid A
=7l Tl 2L, WmIFTREFOSE Y Mix %
DFEFFHMNT L. FEORLFIHL L, »OoMloits b
EHIET 2 L9 BHHICHET .

(6) Canonical Huffman Code [16] (CHC)

D e WA 1IN 7~ U s (RANLEMS) %
MAnb, el, BEONTIUFFEINT Y RAOT —
JREDLEN e DT, NTRUREHOTICESED
A CHLER T HE 7 Canonical Huffman Code % i\ 5.

F72, LRoFFALERNIT LT, UTOMMEHAE
b Tz,

(7) Z=5fs

SR rEEEE L, BETAREEOEG ST 5.
FENRFET AL TE 2IERHE LS HNATICH
MeEZLND.

(8) FLF#E

AT o—% (Giok) ZWBHEIEICL L) 2T
WA ¥ Ty 7 AR5 LT 5. EMi7T— 5 ICils R &
iz, HEESOBEP LR WEEICEEEZONS.

R 3 IREFXNTHEHT 2 LO—BELil#T 5. &
BT [O) BREFAXNTHEHT LI LERL, [-] &
FOMETE VI ERRLTWES, 72k 2 ITEEENS
(FF) & CHC WRlaREZLTHNITE. [x] 13, MGE
ELTEHY ) 225, ARTIMONRE Lz7—4 Tl
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KEBED Lo lz720, = N A XEHIKT 5720
FHLTWRWI L2 EIET 5,

512, PLEOFELERD S EMEERO T A Ah3R b/~
S e BIRT B8, M RO T —7 Ve T
BB RDO AL 25, K RF5 D
BT EMEVGTE, Eb5E8 360, T7)r—
VAVIRBRT =TT =5 %) — N ABORKA
)= R A XA %FEHEIZLT, TFEITHRETS.

COFMEL T LHER) — KA ADfEIZDWTIE, DIT
DEHITEZ A, EAET— 5 ) — FEE O FH/ME min(t..)
23100 ) B EER DA, WRERED FEMROKT &
L SERnico, MR Z B L CEE 25N
DAEEHVE, —7F, min(t,) 25100 I VLT & % 285
Gld, BEZFSIEHRNS 0 L CEfEEom L2 XM 5.
K@) BTt ldr=1, Dd, DIRKDOEGEITIRNE
Bb72®, de WA ML=V — F¥fEd, x B2 52 &1k
WEETH B EMRET S L, min(t,) = s,/ds THAH. Lo
T, JEMRIOT =4 A4 X s, = d, x 0.1 [sec] & 7% BYE1E
BRI HROA ML, ZLIHIMERE 2 51L
FAROOEHA L CTHEMEAT) . 2B, —EHNTII NS MH
LD 7 — & MPL-CHELEETHEZR RLEL, FF3 (8 XU COPY)
rEE B bR LT 5.

5. &l

REFEEA N —FECICEEL, BT — 5 OHTLEEIC
F= A ANRKREL, PORBREREL I— FOHOTH
BENTWD 2O 7 — 7 12 L CHREREMG % 47 - 72
R4 BV ZY AT 2O RRET 5.

R5IEHMICHEH L7 =% 20kd 2. 7—% A
HHRMHOT =5 Th ), BT HFEORERL TR
DI VPEL B L TVD, TOF— ¥ I FHHERBO LS
UL 72 AT 7 7 A V% E 7RI RE DX RS 5

£ 4 FFMESEO Y AT A0
Table 4 System spec. of target platform.

HH A%
SoC A 248 SH4
(R8A77710BDA0IBGV)
FyYviva HR 4-way set associative
FA YA X | 32byte (A7 I 5bit)
SR 256 (A>T » 7 A 8bit)
BT LRU

Z |k L—(HDD) B4 MK4050GAC

x5 FHMiHTANT—%

Table 5 Test data for performance evaluation.

V= VTaAVA N LZbDTHY), TN NVEDT—
FIF AN FTER 16354 8 T &2 UAEASHI B9 2 45
BEWT—=FIlhoTWwh, Thx 16 51 FOREIERL
I— FOWE LRI IT o 72, 7— % B I3ftiandz i
DF=5ThHY), T=HFHPATL72BRTELT D D
—EEKML TS, Ty OffEIE 24 N1 oL a—
RO ->THEY, &L a— FICIE, FEITET S
Wik LA N7 v EORROMIE RT3 — F, A
R T FEDFET — F ONE & IR TEHRE DT E D
TA =Xy FTHMENTWS, &b, TRl —75
BLUMERBRER T — #1213, EBOH—F o7 —
YIS AEBD 7 7 A VOHRS, 774 VH A X
FEMLTWB L I— FE) BRADT 7 4 LV AfHH L7,
T/, PEEHEiE LT, FHMEBREOA ML — U6 B
T8 %)= FLRR (8,) ZllE LR ER 6 1R
. ZBAML—JIEHDD TH Y, HDD DFEER ) —
NALER D AT BAL S X DR O C b [k CTH 5.

51 [E#ET—51— Ki%Ee

9, I—FEHAU & B IEMEER & AIRVERE, B X ORFMEBRSE
BT BEMT — &) — FIEREOFHliFE R 2 /R 3. FFAliC
BEL, 7—% Ad—EI2) — F T 2% A4 XHURK 64 [MB]
THY, dyx0.1[sec] =2.323[MB] £ 2 5720, HiHl%
#5117 (RLE1, FF3, COPY) D&% v CTHHi%
fTotz. =), =% B, —EI2) — F¥ 5914 Xh
K 468[KB] TH Y, dy x 0.1[sec] = 2.450 [MB] L F T
5720, RERFF SO L TE 3 ICRBLAT
NTOFFALE RN CEMZIT- 72 F72, Wiho
LELETHY - 7w, =12, 70y 7HNOL
I-FEMIE, RN@) 25 M=1024 (F—% A) BX
"M =682 (7—%B) & L7

1
AMSiEMflflﬁ“ﬁzLM4 (7—=% A)

A4§§ﬂ4—l—nf”:6&6&“ (7—% B)

F 7 LB 5 M & ARRIERE ORFAGKE R £ LT 5.
T—% A X, Zlib & IFIZFEEEOEHERETH 8 5O MR
REIC e o7z, 77— % BIEAGESE L MREREO VT D Zlib
% B0 o 72 5ETERE 1L Zlb DR 2 fEIc k & F o 7.

K8, FNZFhOFRICLLERMT—5%2)—FL
W (t.) BB LR THAH. ZOBMIZIZ) —F
PR IZAED RO F — SNy FLETNTWE, ZOREE
&, MR DY — Fikfg (£ 6) ZHELHEREZE 6

K6 AbPL—VU— FEMH (t,)
Table 6 Storage read time (t,).

T2 | TrANn N | ®&RU—=F (GE .
1 X[byte] | [byte] | VA A[KB] T—H U — FHE#(,) [msec] U — RPERE(d,) [MB/sec]
A 147,931,135 16 65,536 | BT — X A 6,073 23.23
B 42,916,896 24 468 | TR AT — 4 B 1,670 24.50
© 2017 Information Processing Society of Japan 6
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Table 7 Compressed size and decompression time.

Table 9 Record number M and performance.

L = Zlib
TS| A X | R | RS A X | iR
[byte] [msec] [byte] [msec]
A 68,006,979 2,460 | 60,725,032 20,063
B 7,257,963 1,920 9,968,208 3,970
[EfgeEe R TEBE [MB/sec]
1.0 100 iRE
0.8 80 Zlib
06 | 60 57.35
02 - 20 - .
00 - 0 -
T—45A T—%4B T—4HA T—%4B

5 AR & EMERE

Fig. 5 Compression ratio and decompression throughput.

xR 8 JEMET— 45U — FEEH (¢0)
Table 8 Compressed data read time.

REHK Zlib
TS| Y — RUERT | U — RUERE | U — RIERD | U — RMERE
(t.) [msec] [MB/sec] (t.) [byte] [MB/sec]
A 6,330 22.29 24,323 5.80
B 2,430 16.84 4,870 8.40
EfET—42")—FtEEE [MB/sec] u JEEHE
30 23.23 22 29 24.50 hﬁ
20 | 16 84 mZlib
10 | _ 8.40
) ] Bl
T—HA T—%4B

6 JEHET— %) — FUERED iR
Fig. 6 Comparison of compressed data throughput.

IR, 7= AZDoWwT, REHNULIEEHRF & 1TIZM
EDOMWERIZ R 572, T— % BIZoWTIL, REHFATHIE
EAEROMERRIC AT WA WD, 1RO — K4 A XH5%
KTH 468KB Th 5 7z O Wi FK/RICET 2R O RN
K468 ~16.84 = # 28 I UBRETH Y, FEHRED
KTEZELHIIETIEIRWwERDNS, D EOEEDNS,
T=% AL BIZOWTIHIEELNIL 3.3 B HIEZZR
LTWwbEwnz b,

52 v vualM7I MOR

DA, ARG CIRARZFLEORR MR T 5. £, 4.2 6
DBEHERIZOWT, 70y 7O L I — N M 5 (4)
IS VEMRET T4 2 & BT A, ZOMEE
19728, ¥—% A% RLE1 CIEML7T—% ZHWVT,
La— N M ERMEREOBIfR 2 e L 7.
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M fifi R §# [msec] JEMETR A A [byte]
896 6,353 83,520,108
1024 6,540 83,478,748
1152 6,643 83,497,460
1280 6,633 83,479,296
1408 6,736 83,466,156
1536 6,783 83,457,816
1664 7,166 83,465,340
1792 7,320 83,457,740
1920 7,903 83,464,940
2048 8,276 83,435,688
4096 31,356 83,127,464
23
21.59
22
. 2098 .0 ue
- 36 50.22
820 19.14
o N84 74
=19
g \\17_35
Y7 AN \13 58
26
=
5 438
4 *
3 ; ; : : : : : : : : : ‘
896 102411521280 1408 15361664 179219202048 .. 4096
Lo—F#

7 La— N M E AR
Fig. 7 Record number M and decompression throughput.

La—FH MIZOWT, RLELIZTY — 7% 132 AL
DEE LW w, =08 LTEZLE, E4ITRLE
Fr v aEHnT1LI—F16 N1 hDOF— % % i
TAHEO M O ERIE, X (4) 751,536 THDH., ZOHD
BB B MEEREDZAL 2 MRS 5728 M = 896
52,048 OFIFHCHIE T EfMmL /2. T2, La— FEER
FEBLEWVIBEOMERE LT, ¥y v kg aeliid
M =409 O¥axlllE L7z, |9 LB 7 ITHEREERT.

M7 ART LI, La— N M o U TR
PEREAMET L, 4512 M = 1,536 22 7B 57 S MEREIR T
NELL A, M =4,096 OAIE, M =1,536 DEE
IR L TR 4.6 fEOMIRKERIC 2 o 72, B, M =1,536
KOHPAIZBNTH M IS L THREIMETFLTWw5.
HEEUA DB L > THF v v L 2 DEEHZ 5B L T
W7z EBbILA T, MIZR (4) % BIRE LT, E#
FISHE 2 G2 WHEHATIREZR ) AS LT ) 2
WwWewz b,

B, AR 51 HEFEBOSENT, vy =1L LT, 7—
FABIOT—% BILTENEN M =1,024 (77—
5 A) BEIOM=682 (7% B) il 7-0E0 Mk
PEREAMRT 95 2 & 2R T RETH 5705, Kt TldE
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K10 7= AT 2MERR R 11 7% BT 2HEHR
Table 10 Performance for data A. Table 11 Performance for data B.
st ILEE YA X JERES A X A 3R PR ) Jist LA A X JEAE YA X fHBRRERH]
[byte] [byte] [msec] [byte] [byte] [msec]
RLE1 51,955,712 25,219,144 973 RLE1 1,185,998 153,301 30
FF3 64,608,256 11,420,667 1076 FF3 27,367,978 79,018 390
COPY 31,367,168 31,367,168 410 ESCI 51,150 43,142 10
ESC2 3,862,166 2,576,437 333
ESC3 1,829,806 388,560 110
EiE® f#ERIZAE [MB/sec] Al 929,566 235,138 146
1.0 0.82 100 A2 2,671,394 547,213 240
08 1 80 . 572 RICE3 1,376,958 1,219,984 243
vl a0 | CHC 2,758,690 1,131,980 350
02 | 20 | COPY 883,190 883,190 16
0.0 | 0
RLE1 FF3 RLET FF3
1.0 EEE 79 075 0.80
M8 #HSLHAOMRELE (77— A) 08 :
Fig. 8 Comparison of each coding (Data A). gj
TETOVARG, COMANL, 42 HoREHER @) 1 02

Fxviany oA TEIZANTIT— ¥R L 15
7= 7 S A AT BRI CHRE LR TH 5 — T,
VI 2T TEY Y V2 EFDL)ICEEICHET S S
LIRS o270 TH D, HEHT — Z e LTl
FTAHIEEMELY 24 A7 — 5 ORI S
55720, M OfEIIMHT 25755t E5H7 -2
FEBOEBROMERT A X) 1L o TEHTH. FD/20,
AKEETEw, =0 LTEZONLEMTHEZTT- 7.

5.3 BERFStARDBEEEOHR

KA 4.3 FIOBEIREFRIZOWTHERT 4. &= 10 1, 77—
7 AR ZBICEF LN TRB L 7291 X, &
fita DA X, BLOMERHZHE LR THL. %
B, WHL 7294 ARKEVITE, ZOHRPERROM
FICENTHo7zZ b 2B R T H, 2L 2IEFE 10 D 117
Hix, ¥ 51MB ®7— % 1Zxf LT RLE1 258 S L CE
FE A XK 25 MB 127 D), MERIC 973 S UBEZE L2
EERERT A, £ 10 O 3THIIRT X 9 I[ZHEMAMED 4
Polz7T—4 (COPY) %L H Y, M) Zlib & HfE
Flo T oBHICR->TWwA, T2, M 8I1E, # 10
DOWERERE S LICFIE L -85 7L ROIEHFEB L O
MEMEREZ R LD DTHA. RLEL &£ FF3 DM & b5
WHEEMEREZ R L T A, 72, FF3 OIEMRNE L, E
fi 7 — & O1) — FEFRAYEME S 7z 2 & AR MERE R E1c
WL Twb, DF DREHFAOMREIT K THILT 55
FRICKRE KT 5.

R 111E, 7= BOLaoOlE#{ERTHL. 72, ®9
&, £ 11 OWERKREE b & ICEHHE L2 EMERB X O
MEeE R LD THAS. RLE1 BL O FF3 & Ao
X THEERICKRE RENH L. ZOHEIE, RLEL &
FF3 13NA MO 7T — # HTEHE L TV b DX L,
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RLE1 FF3 ESC1 ESC2 ESC3 A1 A2 RICE3CHC3

100 -
80 68.53
60
40 -
20 -

iR EE [MB/sec]

11 31 16.24
[V 0. Ty

RLE1 FF3 ESC1 ESC2 ESC3 A1

A2 RICE3CHC3

9 KMot otRLE (7—% B)
Fig. 9 Comparison of each coding (Data B).

FofioFRig ey NEAO T — I EIT> TV Ah 720
LEbNA.

VIED#FE S, RLEL B &£ O'FF3 TIIERERI R 2 »
T=%, Thbb3R 2 IR L 2GRl T B DR
RFEONB AT — 713 LT, AR CRHE L 724551k
HRITEREOBL A TR 7225 R 5 L 13w 2
BT, ZOEICDOWT, Ik ISHHRRER T - Tl —
M\ B R O I R M3 & TR I B AR — D L a2 — R
THREORELXHTH72OHELZER LTI, L%
B 7 — Z ITHIET 57201218, EEh»D T — 7 05 1
7 = AN B DOFF AT KDL EE % 5.

6. &0

AT, WMREFEZEZIT 272D DRHAD—ER L
LT, "—=FEDAPL—=VIIHEM L TWALHET— 5 D
JERE U DWW TIR A7, M7 — 7 OfRERILEEIC X % 5
CHREER T 2 21— 2R v 9, FIRIN T — ¥ EiE %
N=2IZF ¥ v ¥ 2 ORFLEEROTERELHFFL X%
FIHT 22 LT, Zlib MY O FEHER & R —
FUREDEIZ M o7z, $F/A L ER L TEHM L 7245
B, BEOTF— 212007 5 Lt 0B M 2 iR L /2.
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Lk, N—FECEAT—=F 75y RBELI=Y bEAL
TAy M= 27 ICERERT2HBENPELLEZONS.
F Y HEFICULEL AP L — VHEBRMEY A X E2HI L
DO, WK HBYEHS, WHERRESE LA LT
FEEOREGILICI) MATH FETH 5.
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