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A Multiple Top-k Join Algorithm Based on the Star Schema

CAO Li-Xin GAO Hong

(School of Computer Science and Technology ., Harbin Institute of Technology, Harbin 150001)

Abstract  Top-k join query returns k join results that users are most interested in. Top-£ join
has become one of the main research issues recently, and it’s dominant in many emerging applica-
tions, e. g. , web databases, information retrieval and data mining. Top-%k join query also exists
in data warehouse based on the star schema in practical application. For example, sometimes just
the top-k join results that the decision maker is most interested in are desirable. However, the
current existing algorithms aren’t suitable for the data warehouse based on the star schema. In
order to efficiently support top-k join query on star schema, we propose two kinds of indices and
a multiple top-£ join algorithm that is suitable for star schema based on these indices. By using a
tighter upper bound than current existing algorithms and a pruning strategy, the algorithm is
more efficient than the current existing algorithms. Furthermore, the experiment also shows that

the algorithm is more efficient than the current existing algorithm.
Keywords data warehouse; star schema; star join; top-k; multiple top-% join algorithm
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5] 1. SELECT”

FROM Lineorder F, Customer C, Supplier S, Part P,

Date D
WHERE F.custkey = C.custkey and F.suppkey
= S.suppkey and F.partkey

CUSTOMER

= P.partkey and F.orderdate
= D.datekey
ORDER BY F.Squanity T C. Seredic TS Saddress T
P.speanat T D.Sime
STOP AFTER #£;

XF T %A — A BOUL Y M0k J2 e AR R T
IS5 XX LE 25 AR P 15 21 LA 1) top-k join
AAER. TR R R S R AR 2 R T IR R
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I top-k join B8k A8 A4 TG 7 HE 1 4 A 42 AR 4G
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PART
200 000#[1+log,SF]

SEF*30 000 LINEORDER
SE*6 000 000 PARTKEY
CUSTKEY
ORDERKEY NI
NAME LINENUMBER —
MEG
s CUSTREY CATEGORY
CITY PARTKEY
NATION SUPPKEY BRANDI
REGION ORDERDATE COLOR
PHONE ORDPRIORITY TYPE
MKTSEGMENT SHIPPRIORITY SIZE
QUANTITY CONTAINER
SUPPLIER EXTENDEDPRICE DATE
SF*2000 ORDTOTALPRICE 7 Years of Days
SUPPKEY DISCOUNT DATEKEY DAYNUMINMONTH
NAME REVENUE DATE MONTHNUMINYEAR
ADDRESS SUPPLYCOST DAYOFWEEK WEEKNUMINYEAR
CITY TAX MONTH SELLINGSEASON
NATION COMMITDATE YEAR LASTDAY INMONTHFL
REGION SHIPMODE YEARMONTHNUM | HOLIDAYFL
PHONE YEARMONTH WEEKDAYFL
DAYNUMINWEEK | DAYNUMINYEAR
Bl 1 SSBM %4k 4 by A AR X
AW EBTTHRANT - SCUA AR G B 2549 5 55 4 e i it F A

(DT A B0 3 F BRI F /Y top-k join
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NI AL & T 4T 40 J8 P (score attribute). 3T 438
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A3 5 R FRRE SR AT 4 B k. (2) Bl v 1) 455
(data access model) 43 i 505 A 7 17 [l 45 BY A1 (BY)
H 0 B AL U7 0] B AL BCE A U 1] J2 45 B0 T i AR
F1 40 J@ PEAE 0 KN B 15 1) 5 250808 B HL U5 [0) 2 458
B AT AT — AN ST 4L AT DL BB AL 7 [R). (3) Bk Y
F1 53 PRE— M X 2% T2 Mk PR bR R

top-£ join [A] @ C £ A 1R 2 AW 58 LS » #H 56 T2
Vi e B A BCHE 1 4 o E BOHE D IR) B AR 2R AT 40
BRI P 0T 2 Y 2SR o 5 SR RS A T L3
BT T2 AN R — R AR SC R 9 B 2k DA o £ s
YE R A B D R R — A 3R H SRR P U]
o e R B SZREA 3 1 0] R B AL 7 0] 5T 43 oA B
A B eR I, R P A (O O R A 4

rank-join"*! \PBRJ" #1 FPRA™ ¥ DL # & 3 4
FE R A Bl U o) 458 8 SR 4y 3 R SRR B P Ui
5] s /N 43 3R [ B S8 A Vs 0] F B BIL 7 [) & 4T 43 bR
BB P B8 ek K, R 7 T A (R 0 O e RS W 4
A rank-join J& 3 F O& R F 4 E 19 £ % top-k join
B — A A R RS S 3 X B ML () 1) 3
FELUIRAS B /N Bt PBRIY R FPRA™ 2% B 4T 43
BRI TR B> R TP IO AN 4T 40 @ PEAE b i A FPRA
J& PBR] W5 2ol dE 55 16, B SR FPRA 19 10 1R,
AR A B AR . T HL S FT 5 eR R A 3R
HE AT 57 )8 PEAE A AR FPRA IB{EH rank-
join, JeAh, FPRA A A4S BRI« BT A g A b 200 4% BR 4T
G PR b AR 7 HE B 3 0l 2 16 25 4T 40 R 4R
TEBAFRI eCe=2) AT 51 )8 PEAE R i A BT, FPRA
WhZBT LSS RN IE 4T 43 PRER. X #E ad-hoc 2 i) H & A 1]
REMY.

M rank-join A o, J* 5 2 R0 3 $2 4 0F O G
oA R R T . AR E A M T
rank-join, ] " P& o B] 25 5 4 55 KM RCR BAIR.

J* e-approx™ 7= 4= 3T L (Y top-k join &% .
OPTU-Topk"™ . MS_Topk" J& 76 A 5 72 £ 3t E 1y
top-k join B ¥k,

BEAN B —ZEF 5T ) @R FR A top-k selection,
HA Y F top-k join [a] B — Fh 45 4. &R % B A
KT ICAHE K A M —4I 0 448 A4 NRAW
TA®! [CA™ Upper/Pick™ .Mprot'" # J& T-3ix — 2%
[i] AL P B 3

2 F iR, rank-join.PBR]J fil FPRA X 3 &
W5 SO I B A K. FPRA 2 PBRI /) itk
B H 10 BB BRI AR & M

H YT 53 R EAE B R P e Ce=2) DT 50 @ PEAE
ok A, FPRA 46 25 B 5 138 1 73 R %0, X AE
ad-hoc A P2 A AT RERY. 24 e=1 I, FPRA 1Bfk
A rank-join. {4~ 3¢ H 2 [E ¥ rank-join 1E N X} FL A
7. rank-join 283 — 2B 2 0] DLE & 2RI B, H
FEL G TP AR AT R IR

3 EBMEXERSIEWN
3.1 [EEEX
EX TCERBL).  m gy 2R —
MNESERE Fom DGR Dy, Dy, D, Horprgi st
FKE 3 KB (D) F 5 (2) X0 4E % 09 51 5
) FERJEME. 4R E PR (D F8; (2 #
W JEPE— R R 5 B JE M. R TP X
R/ METEA S B G PR N 4 s k.

EX 2@ REMERD. 75 m 41 B AR
LN T SR Y top-k join AL X T Hk O
PLHR )RR BE R R o AR JE A% b, FRATTAE AH N
FARMYER P GIABENE .o, 0 a Fb
BB E R Z AT o @Y. AT R R/ €
[0 1] Rk H Xt a F1 b WL, T 00 )8
PR K 8 7S TR SR 38 0T LA I T P L 7% JRR M R 7
R A SORR ER AT 3 @ P 2 JE i B AR R
m AER Y AR

F1 53 J@& P AE /N AT ol ok 58 35 46 5 o AT plg AR
4 2 it M B AE TR VRT3 A5 3. A fE SSBM B 4k
LRGSR E4E B DATEKEY A9 (R 55 H X} by
3T 53 e M1

HT om ERY YR B BRIRL AR SCE TR AT 40 K
BCUE T AT 53w PR Ay i AT S 7 e SR 5 1 A (]
)X SEAT o R AT BB B g S 3k W RER A 4ER
JfH IR EREFH LR P AT I e (e=0) DM T 70 8
PEVERFT o B SN 2 e =2 B RG] LA JEd
X e AT 57 I P 0 1T 43 bR B T R ok L AR S R X
AR EE B il — 1T 40 & k. SXAE ST 43 bR BUE — A
Ak 2 B R SR TP I AT 23 s MR Dy e A B 1) e At
AT RAFE AR S B— A>T 43 & A VR i AR ) 8. Jiir A
FEFORACHE B AT 73 e B B R ScoreCsy ysy
eSSt ) s B n+1(n € (1,2, m ) PNF 5
Ja& 1 53 00 R B AN [m] 1) 2 3R R0 g S 3 AT 0 R B0E
YE Score. B 1 Bl Ry LA sum S ¥T 43 B4 top-k join
E Iﬁlﬁ /H\: ':F' EI/‘J F-Squemtity\ C-S('rvdit\ S-S;nldrcss N P-Slmmdl N
D.sne 53 AMARERIT FLR W 1 V% P52 AL R b L
TSC A4 it LRI ST B ERE [ % 37 79 4T 40 Je e
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N T IR RUR A SO R — e P 3 AR B AT 20 R
P RAT o EAE sivso s s, M, 205K A Dy s
D, D, FLF  FR n AT 73 o8 B0 S A B 4E 8. AR
P bR A A SCHIEFE R I ks Kan k.

EX I E SO . ZE m 4Eny P g B AR
AL H M top-k join o] B L — 4~ n + 3 JC 4l
(F.D,,D,,,D,,Score,k) N4 A i 14T 53 v
BAEFE e AR5 RO | & DR, SR
€ ((F<iDy) <D, ><D,. Hp, (D F XHHFRF
Vila) s Dy s Dy s =+ D, SRR A FF U5 9] F1BE AL 15 17) 5
(2) ¥T43 BB Score WL N IR AY Score(sy 55y 5000
SusSui1)3(3) 0| ((F><Dy)p<iD,)+ <D, |.
3.2 R5&EH

AR — B R b SRR U5 R A (O Bl
Vilr i) R £, top-k join F3& M9 3T 73 o U (H b 5
oA, Rt FATS Al BEd KAk m 4B 9 A2
TR S HF A U7 ) R0 (O Bl BIL T 18] 09 2% Y
¥H.

N AEAER S VI ) AR SRR ) — R
BE5

EXAAGFERRTD.  GHE—1 m Y R
BB, — DT B 5 G5, € D) X RE— A 4E {5
B 25| DI’ (Dimension information Index). DI}
— N =JCH (score key . count) , Ho/ : (1) score Fsn
DT 4@ s, B DE YR IGAH % score fH K /N
FFHES 5 (2) key FR AT 53 J@ P score X B D £
Bt (3) count BFR AR BN, 0 F key TEFH TR
P Sl B B R A5

S W e, R R PR SR T AE R T RO R Y
AT o @ RGE 5 i S — A (s B R 5L B 1
SUPPLIER HJFT 73 JEPE Suaaress X5 1 1 4E A5 B R 51 1Y
JEXanE 1. Hd s SUPPLIER v 4 J& 4
address XN 1T 43 J& Pk o F R B S 415 0 i b bk B

O R

& 1 SUPPLIER H s, ¥ N7 B 4245 2 31

Saddress suppkey count
0.5735221 533 4272
0.5735119 227 4261

[F) 8 by 1l S S 3R SRR P U ) AS SCHR Y —
KELRERLEI

EXS(FELERFLEEREGD. Hig—"1 m 40
P BB, — AT B s G € B XS — 4> 2
A5 B &3] FI, (Fact information Index). FI. 2}
— PN m+2 gud (score, key, FK, , FK,, -, FK,).

Hrr: (1) score FRom F 4T 3 J@ %k s, H FLHh oo
A% score HI/NEEFFHES 5 (2) key FRIRAT 53 8 1
score NN ) F E4E; (3) FK, &2 key XN D, B 7M
ie€{1,2,,m}.

SR 7 T Hh s R R 2R SR A T S 3R v RO R Y
BT B R S, — DR SR E R R
1t LINEORDER BYFT 50 J& P S quaniey %5 B A9 3552
RELRIMIERXNE 2. HPH Squniy B LINE-
ORDER & 4 J& 1 quantity Xt B 1 5T 70 J& 1 5
orderkey #l linenumber & LINEORDER p¢ £ 4 ; H
B A

% 2 LINEORDER H1 s, X R ELRIEEET]
Squantity  orderkey linenumber custkey suppkey partkey orderdate
0.5437236 357 2 143 1344 1890 19950718
0.5424128 435 1 9765 1723 156390 19980821

PR Ry AR SC2% ) AT 53 R ERCTE ) — A 4 3R Bl g 5
Fh AR — AT 0w AR o AL O T 7 AR
T DI~ DI 3RR FIL—8H FI K.

H T 5 S R X S R A R R
WAELR (A RE B A N A 5 B I T8 92 R 304
FEALYT A, T4 38 — 38 /N (FE scale factor =1 1Y
SSBM $idla £, 4 R K/NA BN F LR 400 H
XF R A £ S R B W /N, BT DLE(E B &5l DI,
DI, ,DIL, ] L FFREHL T[], 24 top-k join B ik
i AT m A RS A E B R G b BT
AEAF B R 5 SCREBEAL Y ] 50 AH 25 T 4 R SCHF R AL
Vil @k D, Gie (1,2, o m ) B F M GEfE
KEY) Xt DLEaHLVI A B9 5350 -

RGN N — A EE R RS DL — My &
¥k POS,. RN T8 KEY ¥4y HAe DI
MRG0 E GEAE order). R E R POS, Jj—1
Hash £, 0FEMWI . (1) KEY,; (2) order;. 3Tl &
ek POS,, Zgpnld KEY,BEHLTTR) DI, i3
B DI 1€ order WA {E B GEAE DI Lorder, ).

4 ETERENXBZHE top-k joinE %

4.1 HEHEX@ME5RE
ETHERRTIMFALRERL R AL —
AT A BRI Z 6 top-k join Bk MTJS.
BR F— M e g BA B GEAE Q) R ARAF A 35 1 vk
4558 Q Hf /NI AT 4 eREUE 10 AE S ™.
24 MTJS i ) F 52 2 A5 B R 51 il — 1
TGS K 12 o0 A A B TE AH N 4R 15 2 &R 5 rpod)
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() count (EI8 1. F& T count {E 1 H BT, FAT 4 4
T LA

EX 6(EFA. & DL hym 4y EA
RIREC B — A 4E 5 B R gl HOR i b3 B
H,=max{p|DI.[ p].count20}. Hrth. (1) p FEn
DI &5 5 & (FFR AR5 68D . H o pe [0,
Card(DI;) — 11. p 8/ B IR AT 43 & P 188 &
Card(DI,) F7n DI ¥ key WIFEEL. (2) DI [ p].
count F275 DIAE p W R g PE(H.

EX T(Hefm ). & DI m 45 Y e &
IR b — e 15 R R 5l HOXE B Y 4 % & o
DI,.max= DI, H; |.score(i € {1,2,++,m}). H
DI,[ H,].score &/~ DI £ H AL 14T 5 )& PEAHE.

MTJS i@ 3 Wy 35 18] FI A3 %) 502 ¢ 3 AL Ui
[R)AHBL ) DI R SO #2553 th T DI count {H
NFE B TCHR R A 2 5 W7 Ui FI 453 319 7o
A R E LSS B T L DI omax g 25 B A W8 2 45
RAE DI b0y d5cs il BB AT 70 J& P 1A

EX 84>, DI p AW 4 R
wpperbound (p i) =Score(FI.latest, DI;[ p].score,
DI, .max, ** < DI,.max).
Horf. (1) FLlatest #75% MTIS % FI £ —WF
Vil B 04T 7 @ MEAE s (2) p FRm DL R 5140
3 (3) DI [ p].score 75 DI AE p AL 4T 73 J@ 1
{H; (4)DI;.max(GE{1,2,+,n} and j7i) FIx DI,
18 24 d5c 1=

EXICFHAN. W DL Ahm WY A
RIREA by — D 4E15 B R gl Hoxd B R i A
L,=min { p | upperbound (p, i) > S™" . H d.
(D) upperbound(p,i) Fn DI, vp p hb By 4 F 5
(2) S™ g v ] 45 3R v fe /NI AT 4 ek B

FRAE b3 SC FRATA R & FL

EEL HEm NP REMESX &K H
FI 0, FK,; Rt Xt DI, #) Mk, order, Jy DI,
MY FK Ol B R 5I0L 8 £ MTIS B,
WMBAEAE order,>L,GE{1,2,,n}), M t —FAR
A RZ —.

. MRHEE 8, DI Horder AR IR 4E | 5

up perbound(order; i) =
Score(Fl.latest s DI;[ order;]. score, DI, .max s+,
DI._,.max,DI.;.,.max, -, DI,.max).
Forp R FIOrp gty 7 18] 3k 19 56 20 AS 23 F-A8) J800RT
O HE 4 R B E L Latest 7R 2 iR W% H 45 R 1E
FI Wy f5 i ol BEAT 23 JR EAE . SLH R DI omax 7R 24
B AR W H 45 5178 DI 0 dc v W] BEAT 43 J8 PR A 2 1T

«» DI, \.max,DI; .max, *

MEAEFT 23 26 B0 B8 4 v 80 wp perbound Corder; , i)
J& DI;forder; A BT 73 Ja P A8 24 i By 449 780 3% 45 45
RAFT 3 R BCE B PR L€ U order, > L,
B upperbound Corder; »i)<<S™ , Bl ¢ ¥ i ) % 32 45
REIT 0 B BN TEE T S™ il e — AR
ALK —. HERE.

ARSCHE T B FEH — D BT RO MG 2 MTIS
JE e 1 ) FT A3 — AN J04] ¢ i, WS ¢ 6 B g B A4~
SMEETE AR B R PRSI R TIZSME T e
A5 BRI T B A AL W MTIS 7] LUA 46 B AL U5
() 215 R AT LA B ¢ X I Y 3% B 4 RO T 5% 0%
B AT o eR B AR B 1L 3% 0 RN A 2%
BT BARAT— A B A5 R HCH R BB Y. B L AR A
RIBMEAEN ¢ AR m B 2R e B 1, 2 L3
1S Z AT RRA o >Xm WBEAL T R AN ¢ IFT 43 R
BUETH BT R 0 4R 5 B R T R PR —
FBEARER L WO T A R s B A T 2R X

top-k join FL Gl WA — A BRI T ERR
R W H A R AT o B BUE B R AR SRR Z

SRR

S5 1. MTIS W& LA Score(Fl.latest,
DI,.max,+,DI,.max).

WA, NN Fl.latest,DI,.max,++,DI,.max

YR YRIR WiE e 85 R4 FI, DI, ,DI,, -, DI, 1y
o e AT REFT 40 8 1k L - W5CAR B T 0 o B0 SRR
Score(F1.latest, DI,.max s+, DI,.max )& MTJS

e A UEEE.
EEEE 2. 'Tlf n /l\gﬁ1§%\%?%| DI,,DI--,DI,

B MTIS $% SCRHERT L H M Q. R B 204 —
A bR Lo <<H,, MTIS gk ] L) 45 43
i [m] IE A ) top-k join &5

ML <<H. W, i1 F il F AL E AT R wpper-
bound (H; ,i)<<S™" (F(1)). Hipup perbound(H; ,i) =
Score (Fl.latest,DI;[ H, ].score,DI,.max,*+,DI,_,.
maxsDI; .\ .maxs s DI,.max) s i DI;,[ H; ].score=
DI;.max ¥ upperbound (H;,i) =Score (Fl.latest,
<oy DI,omazx) (X (2)). 1 5] # 1,
Score (FI.latest,DI,.max,+*+,DI,.max) } MT]S
AR FERELX D, @F MTIS iy & -
Fr=Smr By MTIS ] LLAS S I H AT Q iy
k A FEFRE R IR 45 R HEEE.
4.2 HiEHER

MTJS /£ 2R . 3 0 AR 4E 5 B &R
1 e R A A e M ABLA BE BT b A DT L B B
TEAEAF B AR 5| b R A 2 die g 20 45 21 5B, HOR AR

DI,. max,
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P B 1L SR AT 0 AL i 0 Y B AL U
M) AL e AR S B 2L AR B B R R
T HOR A 0 L SR

MTIS 53 Ry s 55 1 26 ) Ih AAH 578 45 5 2
A5 top-k join BYEERL. 55 2 2B, MTIS 15 56
Fe Uil 52k M5 B R 15 8] — oo d . JF izt
L AN AR AR A5 2R T | b X I R A5 R PR
TOREFAE b T AL AR S R E B 1
AT LA BTG 5 W0 SRS BE BT AL 0 5 125 2 1% i e 4
I IEHRE A MO P E A5 2R, e & BRI AR —
NYERE B RGN T B A I B
S5

SR T A R S AR R P A R
GRS N8 B P VO VA 3w s PR ) T e 5T
AT BAALMTIS thg| A4 a2

EX 10GRMAEYE) . W12R Dl 720 ZI 0L T
FOR LA A 2 b T i A 4R A5 B R 51 P )
PR best byt f 2] ) fe A 4k

MTIS Riti % I BB Dl H Lo A0 X5 10 Y 2
R Ly s SRR < (D) FEREE Sy S AR 4E I L et
Ae T H FAL Lo ZE W 4E B IR /N B Lo B R 1 5
By AL RE R R K HE T MITTS al $jEA 554 1 5 B3
Hes (2) A JEHE N 0 S SR B T IR A 4
H AR %] MT]S B & B F=S"" (1)),
WA EH Ly <<Hpewr » FF TR 35 2 B 2, 575 0] IE
B2 o R A R B Lo S/N T Hiwos BB 4 H
up perbound (L. »best) <MTJS iy & FFH(F(2)),
WAl (D O HEE upperbound (L s best) <<
SR ARYE T il A LA (3D s Ly &
— HHHN R oo — 1R BRI, 5505 G I AT OE 4
S5

MTJS W% A R — o4l (k. G, P, Score) ,
PRZ AP BRI top-k join Y% A P % K.
He . (D E BRI K/N; (2)G K top-k join £
WA 4EfE BRI M FLRERERIIMES;
(DP HXN G W BEF e FRKE S (4) Score N
2. 1R AT 2y R S T 0 T TR SRVE A AR L AR
HE T ORA KR — Rk G= (DI, DI,, -,
DI,,Fl},P={POS,, POS,, -, POS,}. MTJS ##J
PRI A I E.

Bk 1. MTJS.

B RERBKT top-£ join A UK

Wit . ((FIDIDI) D<IDL) -+ ><I DI, J1 $7 43 pR 50 {H B

YR & DGR
%1%, winfk.

1. WA A X $e e 454 . Q. DI, . DI, , -, DI, . FI,
POS, ,POS, .-+, POS, ;
2. for each i(1="i<<n)
{H;=0;L.=Card(DI;)—1; DI,.max=DI.[ 0 ].score; }
3. while(Q.sizeO)=k) //5EH B k LS R
Uy 5 1) FIA3%) R —A~J0d ¢

for each i(1<<i<<n)

{order;=POS, (t.FK,) s/ * . FK, 7R ¢ i 5h it
FK;,order; 2y t FK7E DI, XF NGRS E « /
DI;[ order; |.count=DI;[ order; ].count—1;

}//end for
2B DI, [order, |.score, ++ DI, [ order, ]. score
il e X REH score FIARTEHE ¢ XF i 1% 42 45 R #9 4T
3 BRENAE 5 Q. push (¢ X o B B RSG5 ) 5 )
//end while
WRIEE XitE S™ ,H, ,DI;.max,Fl.latest,L; ;
best=Min(); //Min()3R [0 24 §ij 1% & £ 4
2 3. 7 top-k join 45 5.
if (L,<<H, or L,<<H, or *-*

S

o @

or L,<<H,)
/& E SR F K
then 3% [A] Q H top-£ join 45 send if
- WP ViR FIAFE) R —AJed ¢, B8 FlLlatests
8. for each i(1<<i<<n)
{order;=POS,; (t.FK,) ;
DI;[ order; |.count=DI;[ order; ].count—1;}

9. for each i(1<{i<ln) //¥ 1 L1 A

{ while(DI,[ H; |.count=0 and L,>H,)
{H;++; DI,.max=DI,[ H; ].score;}}

10. B BT f AE 48 7 Lo W9 4E B 5 upperbound (L, s
best) ;

11. ifCup perbound (Liye s best) <<S™™ and Lo = Hyeo)
then while(up perbound (L. ,best)<<S™"and
Lo = Hieo) {Lbes — —5 3 // BB N AL
best=Min(); end if

12. if Corder, >L, or order, >L, or *

then goto 6; end if// B4 1

13. $#2HU DI, [order, ].scores+=+,DI,[ order, ].score Fl t
XL B score R TE B ¢ X6 IV 3% 2 45 S AT 4 o6
KfE 5

T4, il Ce X B 4 HE 25 R 4T 3 eR BB > S™)

then {Q.popO s Q.push(t XN 1 LR 5
S™=Q.top(); }end if
//Q.top O g v ) 25 S v (¥ de /N T 43 BRI
15. goto 6.
4.3 HESH
(D) ETE m 4Ep 7 e R A BT BiR R 5
N rank-join B —RALF A EFRRT MTIS
B E . Rank-join By 8 E N LA FI latest Fil 4
NYEAE BRI — DT 3 @ D1 .cop VRS A
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or order, >1L,)
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M AS W7 55 . i DI;. top [ & A A H DI;.top =
DI;.max, {t LIARYEFT 70 R B8 B 14 , rank-join
SRR F MTIS /8 B A R b B/, iR
rank-join At , MTTS HAG 5 /b 1 I 375 1) YR 4K

(2) 2% Theorem3™ & T rank-join I L5 AL
(instance optimal™) i UE B , A MEFS H MTIS &
AL A . R L ST

EX NWGEMHEL. “HAR—KB%E.D
SRR PR X R Ae AREYEE De D,
BPAC B cost (ALDYIR I #E D ERN A $ 3
AN FR— Bk B EEAMDE I W i AL 59 an
RBeA, H HX FEEAC AMAIEE DE D,
cost(B,D)=0C(cost (A, D)) ®>r. Bt TIEE A€
AFULE DEDFIEFE ¢’ >0.1f cost(B,D)<
cXcost (As D)+ . ¢ BEF N5 AL Coptimality
ratio) ",

EIE 3. WDE m 4P E R, A ]
DR A P Ui B 35536  m A BESCRRA P Ui 1] XL
SCRERENLT Al 22, AJE— L HAED B R AR IR
i) top-k join ZE . cost (A, D) = SumCost (A, D),
W MTJS 76 AFID_F & VT it .

FHorb B AN BB SwnCost (A, D) Jif 81
AA€e M) D(D e D) kXt FI i [a] Fit %
DI,G& (1,2, n}p) WAL 0 S ACH. T 1 A
Cs(A.D),Cr (A, D)4y =" AHE D b h 2 5L
R FI e 7 5] %8R X DI BE AL D5 18] I
B A AT U 1) 8 B PN A7 352 5 1R ) R 24 0 it )7
Vilal el BE (W S5 ) 1 10° F5, ir LR T4
SumCost(A,D)=Cr(A,D) X0.001+Cs(A,D). &
S8 0. 001 R/ AHJE B Cr (A, DY AR K HAT 43 R4k
BT R BR Cr (AL D) B IF L 80 SumCost Hh
ANREZME Cr (A, D). T4 B 3 140Uk,

EW. A NAPEERE WG AL E
Cr (A.D) 1, &% Theorem3™ [ 4F B , i 9k
MTJS WL ELZ K 1. 8HF Cs (MTJS, D) <
Cs(A.D)+" (R B ACH & MTIS Hiy—
W i 8l 76 D b 2 2 X B m ¥ BE HL T [A) 5
SumCost(MTJS,D)<<(1-+0.001 Xm) X Cs(MT]S,
D) (X 2). HHRHEL (DA (1+0.001 X m) X
Cs(MTJS,D)<<(140.001 Xm) X Cs(A.D)+¢
(K3 XHHN Cs (A, D) < SumCost (A, D). H{
(1+0. 001 Xm) X Cs(A,D)+¢" < (1+0.001 Xm) X
SumCost(A, D)+ (K U)o , 42450(2) .7 (3)

R () A SumCost (MT]S, D) << (1+40.001 X
m) X SumCost (A, D)+ ¢, B} MTJS J& ik Bl & AL 1
HEAMR A 140. 001 X m. HEHE.

5 XBWEREHH

501 XKEE

HIEE. B4 top-k join HIE— M R A 44
e NI il N D & S N N (B
Hm S8z —" . A3 A scale factor 25 1 1
SSBM 4 B A Oy S BUIE B . XL om AERY YR A
RIREC, FRATTAE SSBM $dla 4 B 7 —ME TR
MERFNF IR PRGN —AT 53 B . 12 BT 55
JE& AL 53 A5 AN ) 3 AR S 52 30 B8040 4 43 48 B A
1) 5415 4 R0 IE 2 43 A 00 BCH 4R L TR Dy A5 B0 A L
P ARSI A B s, $8 8ok A b A= 2 B A
7=0.6,0=0.2. JA, SLEFE T Bruno & AN AE
ICDE2002H #2 H i) A 5 2 %X ¢ f (correlation factor)
XEEERE R . # B DI, Ge {1,2,--.n}) 5 FI
(R HF DG 22 B A [6) 5 48 B0 A B8 A E 285 40 A B s
I3 SR 0 — 2 5 5 A L AH O R BN E AT

EX 1R2OHXRHO. &L IZEIT 5 mEL
JPHES R R AT 7 Bk R FE T HES 3. R
AN L) B8 X T L AR — > 8 key , HAE
L AXtni g LAE A s AE R PX N R AT R ¢, cf €
[—1. 1. AT L 5 R IEAHK QR cf =0, H t€
[max(0,s— (I1—cf)),min(l,s+ (1 —cfH)]; B
L5RMAMEME f<0,H tE[max(0,1—s—
(I—lcfD)smin(1,1—s+ (1 — [cf D] of B
N L5 R BHXRE

MHRRBIE LR key 75 L 1 F] 53 J& 14 8 F1
key TE R 4T 43 J& Pk 8 (0 AH DG #2 B2 L8 X 12,
Moof=0nm,c€[0,1], 00 ¢ (RN s Tk HRAT
o3 JE VEAE S AR 5 HE P 47 8 A 26 B E i) key 7E R
FIXFR G AT L BLE R TAEE AL E. X cf >0
o AR B ¢ AT REBR. W s=0.5.,c/=0.9,
M re[0.4,0.6]. JB key 7E L HEFH BEEHT K4
key fE R HHEAS WA AT RESERT. i L 5 R 1IEAH R
B S I 7 0] R A ST 4 A= 8 1) 2 2 45 R 1 4T 4 bR
B 2385 (AT 40 e 1k A e 9 D0 4 3% 45 4T 43 Je PE (B
3 HITCAL) » B top-k join B3I A N M 2 B PR 4
WRZ 2 of <O W, key 7E R R B AT A8 4
key 75 L HrfEf5 88 AT GRS J5 . Wit B I 7 0] R
JCLH T A= AR 3% 2 45 SR (0 4T 43 eR B 23 B (4T 43
JE AR v 1Y) 0 20 3 4 4T 40 TR PR AR B ST 4D i i
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practical application. For example, sometimes just the top-
join results that the decision maker is most interested in are
desirable. However, the current existing algorithms aren’ t
suitable for the data warehouse based on the star schema. In
order to efficiently support top-£ join query on star schema,
we propose two kinds of indices and a multiple top-% join al-
gorithm that is suitable for star schema based on these indi-
ces. By using a tighter upper bound than current existing al-
gorithms and a pruning strategy, the algorithm is more effi-
cient than the current existing algorithms. Furthermore, the
experiment also shows that the algorithm is more efficient

than the current existing algorithm.



