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BRICEDCK77O0—FICK 2EHAEEE 2 —DHLR
— PostgreSQL [ZH1TH5TA I EVT —

RREE" roRER" kR

BE VLV a AT — R ZEBN T2 — MG OEROAEZFFOEEN R L—ra v ThY, ThE
BT —F EFTe0. ZO), Ca—%FHL LI LT L X1TE, TOEHATREMESHEEE 2->TL 5. SQL
FEAELNL DD Y L—3 g AT = _R—2EH L 25 A (RDBMS) CTEFARERE 2 —RNIR—rEh TV D
B, TORMIRENTHSH. F—72 /) —AD RDBMS ThH 5 PostgreSQL Tl¥, PostgreSQL9.3 LIFE, HEIRIICHE
FAaEta—%2 Y R—FLTEY, MR- 01320 FETEHAEETHD. LL, =& xiE JOIN #ifE
EED LD B 2 — 3O ETIHELHTE T, Hx DO o —{Zxk L THAIZ INSTEAD OF b U T & EHRT D
R EOYEFNLETH D MR E 2 — O BETH Y ELSFEE oo TV, ZHUSK L, IFEFEHD
— AW TERICESL 7 Fa—F ] LI HHRO7 70 —F 2R LTWS., 207 e —F TlL,t2a—0OEH
WREMEE (TR OABIIHER] ] L AT N7 AT XA EY, 2—FOra—0OBHEREZHER TS = &
THET 5. 2L Y RO ER SN 2 —OFF A EIEET A 2 RN AfEL 2 D. 207 T —F 0HH
ATHEME 2 MAFET™ 5 72 12,5 51X PostgreSQL ZHLET 570 b4 A T FERTH L ARKFIZZ DT v hZ A ¥
TOBRERETHLDOTHS.
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1. [FLBHI

J1L—aFF—F_R—2 12BN TEa— (view) 13,
MAETOREEHZNPLEY L—ra DX IR DM
W& {b 2% B (short-hand) T == — " @ F| {f #£ 2 fit L,
ANSI/X3/SPARC D\ 5 iRy 7 — Z MSitEx U L— =
FNANT—HETVTEKRT D FRETHY, o7 —F—
ADEF2 YT 4 EHOEZOOFEL LT, HnMICHLE
ERICLZROBLEEDFIT CE

LWLARNG, Ea—dTF—4 X=X M TnD
FEVL—rarTidkel, EVL—ra VBT LTRIT
EN-FEEOREY L— 3 (SQL DAZETV 21T
) 2 EH) ICLBERy. 207, Ba—
ZMAEOMBETH L EITITMEITA Uhvs, HEp
WIFTFE L TV RWEEERR Y L—a vy Thdba—%
(8 L&D ETDLEa—DEHATREMEMNIIRE & 72 -
TL 5. ZThEx o —TH#E (view update problem) & W
5.

v = — TR A0 b B RRC b R 72 R & 22
ATNDZERMBNTEY, RMEMFRIIHEEOREL 72
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STV, IEHEEELO— AHKICLY TERIZHESL
T —F [NRIZHREIN, ZHICEY Ea—OFHA
BEMEDSRIBAICTH L9 5 2 L A I STV D . A 1T,
o7 Fu—FEBEMICH T =20 Y L— g
)V DBMS T % PostgreSQL IZHEE L TEDE = —F K —
FENZERO LI ETHRATHY[3], ZOBEEDLH %
TR —FREZLN, £ EDO LD RRENE LS00,
PostgreSQL (ZHB1T 57 v N¥ A B 7 DBRZHMET S
LOTHS.

2. BHEIZESK7Fo—F

ARETHE, BRIZESS T Ve —FOMELIR~S. 7%
AL SCIR[1][2)IC7E D .
21 Ea—DEHAEEME

Ea— 3R b—va VERRT T —F - 2RE
(database state) 7> b £ = — KB (view state) ~D [BI%}
(function) TH 5. s ZHIORA c IZBIF LT —FX—2AD
REE, V ZE2—EFK, V()T (ZOFZ 2B 5)
E o —DRRE, u & V(s TR L TIAT ST THHEAE L
5 L&, u NEHF FE(translatable) TH D &1L, u & s.~D
BHTHRABICZMAT S, () —E(unique) T, (i) BIMEMS72
< (no side effects), 722, (iii) BN T — X X— 2 |Zx%f L T
REHRFEH & )T 72V (no extraneous update) & W 9 St &
fii 7= 9 A Ha(translation) T NFIET D L & L EFRINH[4].
T b h, K1 O AKX R (commutative diagram) 23 %323 5
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EEEWD. ek, B TICRERAR W EIE, u(V(s,)) =
V(T(u)(s,)) DIRMLT B2 E#BHT 5. B T I—8EM
ERLIEZEITERORMBH D L AL LB,
ZOBHEIET RBEERH o 72K, TOBREHELZZ T D
NV LTV, 228, ()OSR 1 oF#E
RICEBEHEZ D20 TIERWD, u P a2—%2FHT 5
7D ERIRR DR THDH Z L HERLTNDH END
ZEThD.

V(o) ——u—=>u(V(s))=V(T(u)(s))

r|

v T v
Voo
.= T(w) = T(u)(s)

1 B2t B W T 2 — B SR u VA ATEETH 5
NP N AT P E
Figure 1 Commutative diagram of representing translatability

of view update u at time t .

22 BERICEIK7IOo—F

BRIZESLS T I e —F R EkoT7 7ua—F L TR
AEWNZHRI2 D DN, MRS,

T, HROT e —F I KT D L, BEEMICRT
WD 3 DITHFEIND.

(a)fE3CH) (syntactic) 7 7'a—F

(b)EMRR (semantic) 77 @ —F

(c)xfEE= (interactive) 7 7' 1 —F
NG OFBAILT TITCER[1][2] TIT-o T 5 L ZATH
L0, BHTMRET L. @O T 7' e —F I H A u
B, Ba—a~O(T)HIBRER, (AFAZR, ZLT(v)E
HABLR O 2 DIFEITHONT, u BWERERETH D7D D
WE O G2 BRI & F—oBEEE AV TS
MTT B[4]. O)DEWAT 7o —F 3B e O E&HED
O)—BEORMEZED D &, Z OMEIZE R BERME 2 7
WTBHMEE 725 Z L &R LTHNB[S]. Q)DOXFEXT 7' 1
—F L) DR L o RS BR M DN 2 (B = — B
ED) MEETHIEL LS LT WMVMEATHD[6]. T4,
W ME 2 MR 3 2 BB IS KITRRIEIIR A 5 & T 1RENH D
NDN[T), ST —F O v 2 —F R O 13
LEELRVWOT, BROLNWT 7 —FThob.

ST, EXEOPRELFELELZRATCND TBERICHESL
T —F ) I OSBRSS0 ENE, (X
H7 7u—FD X 50) FERERESL*: —2 50Tl
2, BEIOELT (hH) Ba—%~7 U774 ALT
Eo—HHAEBO B EMIEL LD & T57 7r—FT
bbb, vTFITIAT— a3 CET L 3 MEETen,
WRFEHAAE SN TEXEa—NEHAREL RS L)
BT, Ea—0OTHAREEEZ RWVICED D ZENTE S,
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23 BHIZEISK77A—FD3 L TOEL—FBHER

BRIZESS T Fa—F Lix Lo L) RfIcES<
DD, FEEREIE ST CHATS.

ZIZTE, WEROT Fu—FTIE, BH (X v TAOfF
A, HIBR, EH) BATEINTVWLIEAREAE 2 —0E&
MIZESL 77 —=F0b & TiE, FHTEERDILEAN
»H5H T L EFIETRIL.

[FIRE 1] BARKEA B = — 3SR IS E HIBR AT HE

B2 2R LIZAREAEE 2 —RSIZXH LT, ¥y 7LD
A4 D2={(@,b,c), (a,b, ) DHIEREXRK d = delete D2 from
R*S BWHATENTE LA EEZEXTHD. TOERITH L
T, BT e —FICESE MM ZRD D L, KIC
RT3 OORBENDDZ LD

T1(d) = delete (a, b) from R

T2(d) = delete {(b, c), (b, ¢’)} from S

T3(d) = do both T1(d) and T2(d)

Z OBEEMEN HRERM T 7 a —F TIEHIBRA AT HE & A
WENTWS. L, 22T, RS 25 U754 XL
d%ZFT 75T, T1 ZRICFEITL, TOREY L—
arye SEHARELT, HOE2—%~v7 U T 74 XL
TEBER T1 © 9] Z2ROTHD L, TIUL R*S—
D2 LR (—ITEEGHEA), ~T VT 74 XS R*S I
STDdOFTRHREFECERDZEE2MD. —FH, T2 X
T3 Z{RUCEITT 5 & ARITIEIC R*S— (D2 U {(a’, b, ¢), (a’,
b, RV, RBWERADR AT HZ N GNn5. DFED,
ME— T1 24T LI2GAICRY K 1 o[ #RXA D AT 5
TENRZORETHNY, FxlZZ okt T2—9Fn7
HHARMEA E 2 —R*S (2% LT D2 OHIBRERZHITL T
X7eon, FOBRERKIZARANMIHE S LMD A B b 720
DB, —PFRERLTND X v PAREOHIERE TEEHRT
X BEMAERMNT=ZT2 T1 OO HDHDT, & - & FEii
RCTIICHLYTHDHER, DFV RNBH v 7 (a, b)&H
B2 2 SIS T2 FG08%A LT D2 OHIBRERIZA
ST=DTHAD & THER (guessing) LT, ZD X It =
—HHAEITH) L L. 2oL, RS ~DOHIERER
d IIMERIHERNZ RS S BHARECTh D, —MAYIC B IREE
AL o — IR S X HIBRFIEECTH D &\ D).

R 2 R*3
A |B B |C 4 |B |C
a |b b c a |b |c
& |b b 4 a |b |¢
a |b L & |h |c
N
a | |c

M2 HAARMEEE2—R*S DA AX LR

Figure 2 An instance of natural join view R*S.
¥, AMERIHEN AT S 72 b Lo T, T EHDOE
BRYED R S LD DT TR, F72, FMERGE 2 —ITx%
T8 v TIVEHOFAER, ZRAEC2—00DH T
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VHEDOHIBRESR, HBES 2 —0 5 OFIFRERITZE R
DMEBRIERE T D0, ZHOIEIAMEEFR L THEN T
RVOT, AEMICERAARETH S, £ 11, BEXITHE
I TTa—FobLETOY L—vaFf Ao 7 o0
BAE 2 — O FFT ARt 2 90k & il U CORI[1].

F1 TOOKKE 2 —OEH RO LR
Table 1 List of updatability of 7 basic view definitions.

HEARE 22— | =R HHEKONE | T 7 a—
T BAE FIHERINC FES < TN & D AT
A ReE Aelk
EAE=2— | HIKk O O
A X * X
L O X
ZEAE 2 — | HIBR X * X
A O @)
A X * X
WEA Y = | Bk X * X
- ECIN O @)
1 X * X
ERE 2 — HIlBR © X
A © X
L O(FHELRMINL) | X
5 1 HIlBR O O
A OFx—%51) | O(FEXF—%5Te)
L O O(FEF—%5Tr)
BN 2 — IS O O
A O @)
A O @)
A a2— HIlBR © X
ECIN © X
it O(EHILRM L) | X

O, X {ERAT 7V u—F THHARE, AriE. O HHEKD
SMEHIHERNC S T e —F CHBT AR, O @ mEERETH
#rrge. X* o KRBT, 2 £ T

¥/, BRIZESLS T 7ua—FDb s TOY 22— HA
BEMEOHET VY X LILER[1]THZ 5N TN 5.

3. PostgreSQL [ZH T HEHFHAIREE 2 —

3.1 SQLICHITAEFHAREE 21—

EEEREY L—r g F AT —H =255 SQL Tt =
— O TEFTFTREVEDHI D THUEAL SAL7ZDIXSQL-92 TH 1,
Z D% SQL:1999 TRME LU ENFHA S AL TV S[8][9].
(1) SQL-92 TOEFHAIREE 21—

F9, SQL-92 » Z DOEIZEIT 5 AL, B a—K
RO X IICEZRINTEY, AT ENEH TR 5
e —REIFEFHVRELTD] LI H0OTH 5.

CREATE VIEW <EA>[(<E=2—F]) X >)]

AS <fil&dfaE>
Z T, BUEIC X, BIAHHEE (query specification) LIk
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DFEMNETHRITHEERPEDOLE ZOLEHARETH
5o
® DISTINCT fEEZ H TRz &
® SELECT YV X MHOfERIZETHIZRTHLZ L. £
7=, RUHIZRIT2 EL RN N &
® FROM AJiIMe— DT —T NEBRL, TOT—7 VT
ERPEHAREREHERTHDHZ L
e ToOTF—7)NHMT WHERE AJF OFIHE&® D
FROM AJ TR IR T\ Z & (oF v HBEEH
L2V &)
® GROUPBY #JX° HAVING AJ & L T\ a2 &
HLEROFMFIZOESOTHEA LRV LI, MEtE
EFFH LA (read-only)E=— & 725, 5%V, SQL-92
TGO CHAMIR L2 —F, 2FV [ KHOER (DOEHAT
REEAREHI)O (VL —a FARBBETH 2T
PIBPJEE CUI D H SN ER OB B EF AEEE Vo T
5.
(2) SQL:1999 TOE 1 —DEHFAEE
SQL:1999 Ti¥, SQL-92 ™ B 7 vl fiE(updatable) & \» 5 FHGE
WA LT, EREMSE L T3MOEH a1 S 0ff
AFREMEZEZR LTz . TN O IXMEERO, EENTEH A
HE (potentially updatable), T #7 I 88, Hifli 581 v 4E (simply
updatable), % L CHfi A A fE(insertable-into) Td 5[9]. Z D
EBE2zHFOLETIE, MEEXOFNNELHFAETHHLI-OD
+4y 4tk &7 UNION ALL = — & fEA v o — I3 HEH
"EEE R D
3.2 PostgreSQL [ZHITHEBIEHAREE 2 —
PostgreSQL 9.3 LL3K, PostgreSQL % H EhBY I HT FIHE /R
Fa—%aHR—FLTWS., ZHITEY, —E&MtEw-
TE2—IZELTUL, 2—VRFEBHTHNI TNV ILEE
XETLLABPICTEFHATREEL 72D, L LAaRD, Ba
—WEHFBE & 72 5 G FIXEARMNC SQL-92 I[ZHELL TR
D, WO TREMENZD.

4. PostgreSQL IZHITHERICESI<C 70—
FOIOREALEVYT

41 FOba4A TORERE
(1) PostgreSQL D &HLEDHE

Tu M Z AT OERBIZONTHIIT HEIIZ, PostgreSQL
DG ERIOFEAL[10] 2T 5 (X 3 EH 3.

74T b SQL XFFNE LTREINEHMEE
I, FTRESURITRRIC L VDT = v 7 BT, o8
—AKICEB SN, BKOZIEEEEY V= EENn
DARMEEDORBLA~LEHIND.

Wiz, MEEY ) —i3xE RS 2T A (F7230— LT A
T ) LIEENLEY 2 — /L TREEND. ZORZEM
T EHL—VBFET DHEITE, FOL— M- T
MAERNBEOEBRNTOND. TO), EWT AT AT
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=V AT b L BIEEN D . PostgreSQL O B = —HEREIX,

CTOEFER AT MLV EHINTEY, Ba— (Thb
HAART — 7 ) IZxtT A RAEEIE, FHRU AT ALY
ET—TNMZRIT AT~ EES BRI OND.

Fen T, BEREOMATY VX770 F (TabbA
TT a4~ AW) WS, FETHENERESND.
BHRICT 7 PX a2 —F BN 2 OETHEICES T2
WL, BERI7 47 MIEENS.
Q) 2207 Fo—F

PostgreSQL I\ZH R FELZ FIET L H kL LT, —nx
— AL NUATR—ZD 2BV DT To—FNEXLND.
ZD2oDEWE, ERUZHEAETLEO EOBEMTE 2
—F ARV 21T 2 N LB, £z, TOEWICK
ST, Ea—IZxT2BHERNDED L S RKRETHLN
DKL TL D,
e IL— L R—2T7Fua—F

== 27 7'm—F L PostgreSQL D/L—/L T AT
LOPICARFIEEREEST D HIETHS. AdOEY,
PostgreSQL D b = —fEREIT /L — /LU AT AT LD EH &
NTEY, PostgreSQL AR THEE SN T D H B35 Al 4E
Ea—b ZOBEMBTIThIL TS, bbb, Ba—Ik
T2 FEHERNFEITAEED & D mE Rl L, AlREAREA IS
EET =T N~OEPFER~EEZHBZ OND. e
FRIC LT, BETFEOREL L—ILY AT MM BAT D
N L THWDEHiIclbng.
LNLenG, 207 7a—F2@n >R H
5. ZOFETE, Ea—ICHT 2 EHERIIMAEY Y
—ORBTHOND. ZORIUIIMEEEFITT 20
VERERNETEENTNDN, TOREIIEETHY
FRMTSEE L. F72, AT Y 2 —IC T 2 R
L TEOR Y TAREHFEINDIN) EWVolc Bk % v
TNNOELELE L TRIAIND Z L EFHREE LTWVDD, =

DXy TNVEREMAEEY ) —nbEHED Z LITTE T,

INEBDICIET = RN—=RTH L TRREIT O LERH
L. EBIZ, a—YRMAOL—LEERT D Z &R THE
THEH D0, EMRERLBAEET 2 2 LIETE 0.
ED=, ZO7 Fu—F AT 5586 121% PostgreSQL
OREDa— REdET 208D 5.
° MY HR—RT T a—F

HH1OD MY HR—AT7 7 —FLSQL D kU Tk
AL CAFEEZRET L HIETHS. Ba—ZxLT
MU TEERL, BHARELZEZICETEND NI

B O o CHOFT W REMEOHIWT & F2 T — TN~ D &AT 5 .

MU FIIMHEREETTIZEX 2 — X OEBETOE
ENdizD, ZOT7 T —FTEE 2—ITxd b FHEK
By TINVESORBTRLZENTEDL. 20 &
AHGG & OBFERNE . £72, T O EETIE PostgreSQL
AIED 2 — RICFEMZHLERRL, C Sl EOFH
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SHEEMH UM N TR EFRARETH .

U EOFERNG, Ko hF A4 T7OEEIT N HR—
A7 7 u—F & T%. INSTEAD OF b U FIEEEICE
RENTZEHIRD > THIOUBEEITH 720D N Y HTH
D, ZORIHEANTE 2—2 EHAREICT 5 FikldiE
ELFEHRHER TS, LA LEOBIZE, =—FiEfx o
Ea—IZH LEEDO N TE2ERTL2ONPEETHD. 2
ICH L, KFETIEE 2 —20% I Al feZe — ki 7 b
U B EERTD.

AREIHETHHBYNT B FIETH D INSTEAD OF +
YHZEHE > T a—OREFMEELITH Z L 2B 20
PostgreSQL TIE3L L ~L® INSTEAD OF U B34 AR —
FENTWReWZ ERMEE 72572 4T L~ INSTEAD
OF N HIZEBRARETH DM, ZOHETIEY v I i 1
ITTO LN TE RN, HEOY v I EFERIC
MBS D MENH DAFETIMATERY. 22T, K
FAETIIE = — DO FE L% INSTEAD OF kU U Cid7e
< AFTER VU HIZT4T9H. AFTER h U FIZf&EXDE
TTHOEA I 7 THEISND N TTHY, L~ LT
DEZRMVARETH D.

(3) B (Transition table) DFH

AFTER kU 4 CIL#E%E (transition table) 23ME FH A[EET
b2, ERBERIT SQL HEHETHEINTHEY, PostgreSQL
Tl PostgreSQL 10 2 HHR— RSN TWAH[11]. T,
N U T EBEE) LSS Lo FETHICHIER, A, BIO
ERINZ T VOERE, N TEEOR»bRE L
TR TELHEETHD. AEETIINEFIALT, v
2 —IRT A EHERE ¥ v SNVESE L THET 5.
42 FALEATOBME

ARFEOMEAK 3 (R d. FERMH T Y 2 —EH
M7= AFTER b U FIZTIT H 3. RiTLEE D 7= % BEFORE h
UAHPERT%.

BEFORE kU FIE &8 X0 FEITRNCEBI S NS NI
THDH., ZOM)HTEAKTIIC 2 —EREMITL, Ba—
ERAEZHBETD. Pa—ER/ARLITIL 2 —%—OICE
BT ABECHY, Ca—0RSFAEEEsTF v T5
DIFEHzNS.

AFTER kU HCiX, FTEBEEND E o —IIxd 2 FH
Bk ZHHT S, 2L T, Ya—ERAL FHFERICHES
o —OEFAREET =y L, BHARERESITIE
EF—TN~DOEFEITS.
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PostgreSQLA &

Hat rAEYy—

BT L
W=V AT L) AREICLDILIRER S

Zin )
Batv)— BEFORE kI #
I ////-Ez—%%*@ﬁﬁ

i

Sy
(A FT4=AY)
#R

AFTER kY7
‘- Eai—ICR3EHEROHE
> - Ea— BRI RE D ¥IT
|- 2F—FlosH

K3 7o hHATEEOHE

Figure 3 Overview of our prototype implementation

43 FArEA EVT OFM
AT TIREE AR T 2B BEROFEMZ OV TS,
(1) Ea—FERADHESE
Ba—EHEAL I 2 —% NIRRT D AMET
bbH. K/ —NEIRLIZFRENTWEH Y L—ra R
DEARE 2—DOWTh, FEFEIL—Tarrz2RKT.
—EH R =TI I NBR IR LTZT2D) L— g )
NBIER 2 FIRMICEA T2 2 L TEHESINDDT, E

2—ERART RO R 2 —2RAT LI ERWETH .

Bl 21X L—a & LT, basel(ab) & base2(b,c)?’
HEXL, INBEIT LD TAREET DL 2a—
FHADE S 2 —ERATRATLIENTED. K
HOEAE2—72E, B/ — FCidhndfo/ — KTk
Bland bz —ldflE 2 —FENn 5.

§&
[basel.a, basel.b, base2.c]

Y
e

=
[basel.b = base2.b]

T

LL—2q| | EYL—232
basel base2

M4 ba—ERKOH

Figure 4 An example of view definition tree

ARFEETE L 2 —ICRTHEHNBHET L L, TOEa
—DE 2—EF#AK% BEFORE N U HONHTHERET L. &
2 —EFHDEHIL PostgreSQL ¥ AT AA & 1 72 fAH
VY —DRRTHEMNENTWEDT, ZTHEMEITT5.

FEE2—ERROLETOHME 2 —F—RKHIZ~T Y
TIARXINBTDIZ, Ea—%EHRT S SQL SLFFNIE
MTXAILENRHHDT, La—TH/AELMHHET L L X
%, ZORDIZLERE®R (BZE, HEE 2 — T3S
THEHT DY AN, EBIRE = —CTlE WHERE )0 T
7 L) %) — RICEDDIUNENRD 5.
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2 Ea—Icxdd 2EHEROMH

AFTER b U #ClX, AN B = —IZx3 2 HHER D E
BEMOMEBEIND. EHOMBEIIHIE (delete), fHA
(insert), Z#L (rewrite) OWVWTNNE T 5. EREICIX
FHEROMR L R T2T_RTOLF v TV OEFEROME &
EEHEDEREGEEN TS, BHPIFEADHEICITIEER
DEDF, BIBROGEIITEFROMD A, FHROLHEIZ
XZEDOMEREEND.

FERTRIT I D EHERIL, 1% X DELETE FROM v
WHERE c=1 OR ¢=3; 72 &, WHERE AJ|ZHf % 22 52 BV
5%, LoL, EBER LA S L2 T8 2ERkiE WHERE
HORBZD DO, X v TVOESERWE-REE L
B ZAZHIER 72 B delete {(1,2,1), (1,2,3)}, EHL/2 5 rewrite
{(1,1,2), (2,1,2)} to {(1,1,20), (2,1,20)}, #F A7z 5 insert
{(1,2,3), 12,4 L W o = REL L 12 %

3) Ea—OFBEHAHEMEDOHIN

Pa—EH#AK BLOECa—~0OFHERNEZ HND
L, FOWFHERDO S LI 2 —0NEFA[RENE D 02 &)
ETEDH., BHARMEOHENIIE 2 —ERALR /) — K
S FRAICIEEERBE L T Z & TfT 9.

£ ) — R CHREINAE2—OBHAEEMHITE 1 O 3 5
HIZWE> THET S, b LBIED ) — FTRIE SN D HH
B o —WEHRRER HIX, TOE 2 —~DOFEHERE T/
— FTRBIESNDIFHE 2 —~DOFEFHERITEH L, HE
R D. BEHEROEBRIIFE L 2 —0B 0L
2. 2 H T LAOL4RTRIERE DL 20 5 FHEEHEE T,
B/ —KOEa—L+ /) —FOE2—Th 7 ALBOIHER
FRMELRBENLTHD. £, BEEELIEIFEAE 2—
DEHEIE, BHEROY v TV EF ) — RO E 2 —ITkf
IETHE 2 DN ETDHE VI EMREIToZ LT, &S
SIZHMERIHERNC IS < BH RO EN L E L 72 5.
ZHAUC DWW TIERET TR 5.

WROBFTIHOTHLEHAREOFME 2 —RNb o7
AT, ToEa—FEHTE RV, M, FTof
ME2—DNEHARETHLIGERME—FET 22 61X2D
Ea—|IEHARETH Y, REHIZNE REICT DET —
TNA~OEHFAEGEED.

@) SNERERIC K SHIE

EREITHEEG E 2 —0REITIE, MERHERNZ S <
BRI REMEDHIE AAT D

FT, BED /) — FOHHEE 2 —~OBEHFERICHA S X,
[F/ — FOPHIE 2 —ICkT 2RO & BT 5.
FHOFEMITIMEIICRD 5 2 LN TE, Z ORI ST
[1],[12] CH 2B TWD.

Wz, BAED ) — FOHFfta—, BLOEDOTF/ —F
THDH2O0FME2—IZx L, —FHR~T VT 74X
ZITH. ZZTwTUT A4 REE, B EAOE2—0R
KeRT—ZICEBTHEIETHY, Ea—ERITESH
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=# INSERT INTO v VALUES (1,2,3),(1,2,4);

ERROR: cannot insert into view "v"

DETAIL: Views that do not select from a single table or view are
not automatically updatable.

HINT: To enable inserting into the view, provide an INSTEAD OF
INSERT trigger or an unconditional ON INSERT DO INSTEAD

rule.
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=# INSERT INTO v VALUES (1,2,3),(1,2,4);
INSERT 0 2

=# DELETE FROM v WHERE c in (1,3);

DELETE 2

=# UPDATE v SET ¢ = 20 WHERE ¢ = 2;

UPDATE 2
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=# DELETE FROM v WHERE c = 4;

ERROR: not updatable based on pro forma guessing
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