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Abstract: Definition of view selection issue in the field of data warehouses is presented, followed by the
discussion of related problems, such as cost model, benefit function, cost computation, restriction condition, view
index, etc. Then three categories of view selection methods, namely, static, dynamic and hybrid methods are
discussed. For each method, some representative work is introduced. Finally some future trends in this area are
discussed.
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RE A7 75 1AL P 1) B8 AR K T 2R 8 AT 22 1) D PR o) 17 T DA S A IR AL P R MO g — T ot T 5 AR
S R S N S AL P A AT A SR X R T A B A ) ) A S A A B R 2 S B
Y4 PO A0 P 3 ) P A A LA 4 P (5 O T 2 T o st el i A B A 0 T 1 K
(K)o 326 400 P v 2 36— 0 20 0B AT ST A, DA T i ot 228 40 1) 1 A SCrp AT DA TR T 400 R 2 R A S IR e, — 3
SRS

1996 £, Harinarayan % A& 4 17 9% T 4L 108 45 1 L (R RIF 97 18 S, A #5400 0 306 % I 80 00 PR 7 AUl 08
Tt 0, 2% ) RN 51 T KB 22 R BIE TN 5T AT 9 R R AN I B, 7 2 1 DA SCRIR[3-5145 4 AR AR 1 i & ik
FEI7 . DAICHR[6-9]55 AR I 3l &5k % 7 A0 LASCHR[10] 4 AR IR IR 15 T ik

AT 14T RE SCOLETE B 1008, I3 18 5 % B OG AT B L el R 8 AR TH 5, AR LI
ALUMBLIE R 51 SN A5 2 35 A ) ORI 6 05 325, AR i AR U7 vk . B IE R U5 EEAR & TR 55 56
3 AR S5 T RE B AR T T7 1),

1 MBELEEE e R

EX 1@ EEFEE)D. 4% ANEEEHR R QWA T, S Q FACH AL i % C L K ik
P g 2 E R 2 FIEFE— M MEES VAEERMN CR,V,Q) /ML, HAETF V Hp AL B i 2 LR 4 T.

HL P 326 B ) S R AR R L WS Rl AR, AR, IR, PR . WA, A
ZR5 | PR B4 N 28 A0 2 e B, R T AT 00 5 T LAR IR
1.1 RifpiERE

EX 20 iEE) B —AEiES 0={q;i=12,... KIS EES V={v;ii=1,2,...,n},Q T q
AT LAV H A P A 38 e e e 8 I AE 4 QC(q, V) F v FH SEA I 4R A VAR IR IR [ 8 1 g 1A R A, UC (v, V)
FRMEEMEES V PEH v RN T BRIl g 108, g, R v IEFARER,S, RaRmE v iR,
SN

k
#EH A Q MBIV QCy = Y 14QC(G V).
SO £ VI B AR B UGy =3 gUC(W V).
i=1

SR S SC = DSy
i=1

2 BN FIRLE E5 RN 1K B AR TC(V)=QCrotart UC iotar-

TR A VR AL R Q R AN Y q I, A g T AR B V R i 1A s AN LR H 2 Kotidis
% NAE Microsoft SQL Server 2000 i H IR 50 A, 18 i K 5 i 52 56 e I, 7E S B Y HR, — AN 2500 el 2 ST LR
S 7 170 85 £ 475 T AT AR KT, DR e, — S F 5 (B 2 SCRR[8,20, LL]) 51 5 — A 70 AT LA — A Wl —SF 7 F) 400 1
e lnl .

AR TR e R V3 5 ) A 1 — A DG B P 2%, T B R AR I R L 3 ANy T B A AR . R A
AR R At AR AN [R] FE09F 9 5 305 P R AR A A TR AR AR ) A (R 5 (L Sk [2,12-14]) 3 2% 18 A A A, i AN
2 &AL 4 A T A AT 5 (L G SR [3,15, 161) ) 45 B 2% 1 2 v A QA AL 1] 4 4 A A [ B, K8 4 TF 9
18 T A AN (B SCik[17-20]).
12 WEEE

LERE T AR B LA S 3 P AR 5 32 45 R AN W0 1 T AT SIS A 9T 75 R (R0 WAL 2, N T e 32 40 W6 A 400 B AT 512
Ak 38 A A O ) e B P, 8 3 R A B A K PR

BN 3(Yr 28 iR HN)O. BUZEM ¢ AR R R B NRLIELV S Sl AR AR ¢ B nE| v
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HROIT A SR RIACRS, BT LASR FH T T A B R OV A A B,
B(c,V)=TC(V)-TC(Vuc).

WA PR AL B(C, V) BRI H SR A by 2 75 3 3 AN TR B AT S 4 ) b M. SCHR (L3]I 5 5 B0, 7 i S o] %,
K B A A3 AR5 (B(c, V)], He R el 3R /R FL I © R RS AR A b v T AR 75 B 4 1 00 el 2 3 i

TE X AU 35 iR SAY B 1) B IR BRI 35 B B B S S VO RUR B SEAR KRR A O4,0,,...,0p, 1
H B(0,00,U0,)< Y B0, V) BAT i B X TV HAT M.

TR T TR AR BB BT SR P i A A I B T R A sk P R T 1 I R E DL R R B
HOR 23 o A A A Y SR [220 PRI 9 418 1Y, 24 S 22 R 0 1] 20 4 A A I, 3t AN Lo W0 61 B 3 3 162 ) oA 28 2 A, 3
PP 3 R W 2 R B0 EL AT B U 1 2 RS R B R P AR B PR I 22 B A R R BSOAS L % R e R 1 U, — A
535w T A I RS IT TR A 328 R )R PR 1 B 9 TR A A T 2 (R S A B R A I A T s 4
AN AT BES .

— BT (L W SR [2,12,13]) 2 T AAS S5 FE AR B 4 4 AR A il 2 DR R 2425 LR P e 4 AR A 1) 1 ] BB B AL 2
BE K52 3 S B LAY 7 3k Al B e £ A VR Rl A0 R O, I A P £ A vk M AT R IR T R I T VA R
FH B AN R R I Z A A 455 B 0 200 PR E R Pl B B A0 25 bR B0 LA o 1R I SR [23] A S LR H T AL A
S AR AN T Y SR T A SR U P Dl A A A5 T B e B AR 1 R A B 3 R T AR R AT DL AR AT R
)il
1.3 KMitE

AT EAEE 3 A7 A BT A v A e AN T SRR AR A B
1.3.1 Al

BEWIARAY (K155 B 52 BIAR 2 DR 25 00 S, L B S W0 J1 £ 554 TR kb R B2 L R | A6 2R 4 P 1o 125
VRS MW R, AL T A I A A S U SR — AN R T sk R BT AN — NS v @ TR
51384 F XA SERL I [B1 25— A 20 g U752 O(L) I IA)AH:, S v RAFAER S48 T 112 g il 25005 1)
vV IRITA G , IX I, TE8 g T v P 1 40 SR A A0 S, BT S A AN VA 4 X L

X T R A S A M, T A, T LUSR A A B 16 7 i P AR I RS UL R R AR
AR I AE R /INFIVRIN « i HE T S 80 T B 1) R B4 A8 B (R AR5 0, B A AN s 75 26 4 AT LATRON I AE PR L 7
T — i N TT LSS v AR SR Y R O A SR AR VT SR TR 1 B A e N ke e R SR T B

B A R A AT PR 5705 5, BIVAR A A R R e - A A A 5 P24 SR RS RO AR 5 5 1k, 4 S i 1 00
] 396 9% 10 A1 A2 % BE AE AR AR B R mh D B W RN 5 2 H B & O R I RS 2 BUBLE L BER ik
PEER J5 T S e S A gq=x s, W& B AR g mn, o moJ r B o AL B e n 2 s T
A B AR AN rh S AR RS 5 1B I % 00 R I RS 5 1 B AR it O R 1 RST 2 0 i I B, B
KT 75 e Bl HE T 1 Oy 2N S B b B M g=raa s, WEERE R W O ARAN & man+p, Horb m 2 r 5 ol
PIECE N A2 s A JCA AR, p R E AR 45 R S n 4L .

FEVH A AR I, SCRR 2088 7R T T e AR B, DL AR 22 Wk 9 (b6 1 527k [10,13,25,26 1) AR YR T T
M ALV T i q (AR R TSR IEI S B g A B S i e 4L B B B P e SR I AR
FERGIMAFAE. BARTESEFR N A, — AN E W AT RE S U7 ) 1 AN 1 AN o, 55 U5 1) — 584 o 4L, 5 T fig
Vi I A3 T0 AL AH S, R T T4k in) R, 48K 22 B0 5 AR 16 A 17 i) A1) ) AR T AL 3 A, KR 4 W S AE A A
WA I # A 26 F  v vh BT LB R R AR B 2 TR, A /8 43 T 9 (L SR [27]) T 2 v o A [ e A A 2 R
FHAS TR AR V1 5577 925, Ll a6 0 2 3 % 450 4 1) 25 R B0 3 JE B B 10 2040, 0 01 R AN ) 1R AR AN il 5
Tk
1.3.2 MEgES Kb

PV 4 o Fig 24 AR o S 3R 1 8 R A AR AR I, 75 56 T2 T A i T S O P 4 A AT B B 6 AU
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J2E 7 P A0 P e o e SIS A 1 S AT 1R, O ELGE FH P T R W D A P A B ) £ b AR AR AR 55, 24
PR i dr ok 2 &5 I OLAP £ 1f0 R GE it T AT BRI SR A3 S 37 I A .

LV T AT sk B Ay XA S, B e e i R o A LR R oy B ke 5 T A B e A
Z K0 BU R 3 R TR A AN LG T SR AN BN Y 1 R TR GV S TN, AR A SUR R S T i B i
A AN FE (B SOk [28—-300) 44 1 PRkt T 37 v S P 1) 7 9 A AR 22 AR (B SCR[31, 32] ) ef 14 k5 3 1k
AT TN,

133 FHitfinr

A7 At AR A 7 3 5 5 00 1) 95 2 B 1) — A A i O (1 A0 00 ) (4 R~ 3 55 i) 81 RE A R ) e 5 A
P 32k 0 B e v b T 3 3 R AN 0 W AT S A IR T il 2 il e A S I 10 20> e 498 T, () R 0 45 SR A7 i 22 T
[ R T /IS TS 2 A0 P e 3 v it A2 02 B2 A PRl T b, )T 00 Rl B 9 ) st ot 5, A0 Tl RO ST (AR AR IR A o &
ST B O T RS 1 v R L 3 4 T v L ) R 11 R e g B,

I I, SCHR[341 2 40 P R ST Ak 55 T Bl A A AR e M IO 90 i SCR I /E % Shukla 690 B 5T 7 AR B T =
WA, 23 1 T PBS(pick by size) M % £ 5112: %) Shukla %5 A\ 78 SCHR[34]H 4% H 1R &1 ) 2 4k S0 7 7 4k
TR B RS B VR G TR VE . BT HUEAG S 7 VR0 BT 3 Ge vk 18 77 125, i R 11— L83 ]
JRUSFA A3 77 T PR 9 (B SCRR[351) A8 R 17 2R AL J7 v I 50 N B3 1A K S 4 SRR JE T MR 4 11
75 FE AR B A0 5 10 T SRR A i Y AR A B A 22 o B 3y v 1A 4 A 9 B9,
SEB oA AR L, — ke U A0 R ST A Bk /. SCRR[35]H £ HH 1) PSE (proportional skew effect) 7555 18
T 53 A S 00 RS T 1% 5 T I AR 5 LR R L T A R U SRR (AR AR PSE T HE A M g A
{ELE R AR 55 A0 AT (KB 9840 P J5UAS P i 45 % 48 (multiset) J T (10 28 P I ) 488 25 5 o 5 12 37 ke et L
JUSFHEAT A8 55,12 77 VA0 B0H8 53 A1 H1 T B8 AR e 00 280 L A SI2 B I T ol v A6 00 Pl R R 11 53 i A K
A AR A A0 T ST A I 2 05 00 1] 7. Shukla 285 A 78 TR [34] 70 38 H 110 56 508 28 4 31 D7 12 08 % 2 A A P I 1
SOl
1.4 HREH

AR VLG 6 ) 850 e 240 SRR A TR LA A7 A 2 T (FH SR A7 f SE 00 TR0 1D 24 D) ) R 6, T LA it 300 P 4 i 11 17
B 11, B 2 2 1 5 B BB A W ST #4581 A 2 1) 4 B o) A A1 o g 9 (B SCR[22,390) A o B 5
ST R A% 2 TR 8 TR A BT IS o, 00 1) 3 495 ) R0 1) 3 2 R K1 3 AR T s A7 il 24 1) R 61, 17 A 08 1l 4 7 1] £ R ).
B A P T 2 A e 2 A A 1) A AT A A 3 1 1) B0 00 6 122 AN AR 0 i 45 T e T4
A, 55 e B A ) S R TR R AT R DRI, S A0 P 1 5 R 2, s A0 P I ) ) A (E R T P R I
7] e £ 5252 3 W0 P 47 i 10 /N 19 R o T4 KT bt 0 1) 7 10 S 0 0 P 5 10 X e v AL, 2 5 ) 2 R 61 32
1) JL PR A% 0 DR 2R

H AT, 5T A2 W0 ) 38 B 3V ST W0 I Ak 7 AR S /IS A A A 0 R 348 86 1 20 SR 46 1 L, SCHR[3, 15055 18 7
P A 5 AR, - LA ARAIE 96 A2 52 400 P 253 T PR A1 R T4, o /N A v A A N R 1R A AR A A SR [4 2] P 4
K Hhe O P2 T ) A SRR 2 7 T [ A0 A ) 80, 3 PR A i) A8 AR AIE S R P 4 mT AR5 T A 2 30 (¥ T
PER R G AR S5 /N LA, SCHR [4 L] 4T 5 1R S R Pl 243 i) PR A1 SCRiR[23]4B.41 X OR €11 AND-OR
(K15 72, 23 25 T Inverted-tree 52 35 S350 A I e S35 SRAR Y3 A HE fBL SCHR [T T 1 X R 1] & 47 i i)
B )P K2 R P 3 38 i A0 (¥ B AT 280 1) i A1 2- B BB R R 4 B v

FRAR, P FE AL V] A B B 1] R ) 10 2 400 P 3k 36 ) R0 R 5 s 400 P 24 i) R 1 1 S 00 P 3k 4% ) AT AR 22 AR ABL 2
Ak AR RATTZ TR ATS SR A7 A0 AR DK I DX ) 2% 58 4 i) R A F A0 A0 B9 1 L s R D A R 1 22 I 3 B — e At
(16 2 0L V] AT D 2 0 A i, 224 k3 w1 s R T 1 250 R 7 98 o I, 3 2R s L VR T A PR 1 2 T A 3R 9
R, DRI T A6 A 5325 EL A 84 3 4k (monotonicity) 2 {H S 7 2 56 R 1] 24k 4 I 1) PR 750 I 7T A AN 47 40 33 e 24 8 11k B
0, 24 S R P 1 0 A B 2 P R P R (A AT A S R 0 A P A B DD £ 9 23X
AR S A 7 R S RO P 25 ) R ) S R P 3 3% o A T VDR SV I 2
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1.5 1ZiENE

540 3 A PR A G T P S R AL IR R 3 . R R IRORE . R L TR AL BRI I ) R 5 AR T ERATT 4 T A
Wik,
1.5.1 LIk

5% 3 A P 118 75 6 A2 S i) M PR 0B B VR T e M 1 — N OGS TR R A IRV 2 R0 L B s (B i SR
[2—-47) 0 B 2 Al v i ik AL 18] © R AFTE, AR )5 SR FH A& 22 1) Uy xCOnT 18 36 W0 Pk AT A 2R, 5 s R FH 4% 00 ) ok 45
A 3 HR T v 30 B S 4 R R BE AT SIEAK TR R AT S RE — AN, T LA A A K A I el 2 A K = (R % 2 4
Pl IX BB Ty R T R P e L

R I A 1] R, LA — S8 AR G I AIF . v — b b s St 2R ) 92 gt e 3 AR P - I Sk 2 10 B AR 1) 1) S
PRI IF I A7 A~ T2 1) i R, — A S DX R L6 R P R AT 5 O BL A AT 5 9, 53— A Bl 2 S AT ok — Ao 2
B I A 2 o) B S R SRR AL & —Fh T BB L7 select,group-by Al aggregation %545 /5 (1) 2 3% 45 14, I
AL G I RE S R B A I EER AR R DX 78 52 s Y o, RT R OK & A B R A OF, U0 T R 2
15U BT 5 B T TR b DA 2R B A R T s ks T LU SR I R I ) 98 2R S 1A SCHR 4314 T
P B 00 59 AT R b AR e T X P ) ]

U2 % 395 A0 P 0 1) 5 — b gt TR T vt A R AT b A L e A S ki 0 X B N 3 R R S AR
H T RIZ A B W — B LAE G AL Rk A LG, e R &5 — ok B3 B i 45 R vT B
Bl 22 A~ 25 1 5 TN T 2 0% 1 A0 P 5 A 4 A A Ak T ke A R BRI R RS AL TR AR
AR — AT T 10 . 55 A, 75 BEAR R 2 37 e ik SO0 JRUSk I8 A ) 33647 5 SCHR[38, 441 R N L T B A0
L 0k X T vk, 3 A A 0 2 1) B e A JEfiT 4 CCD(closest common derivator) AR & 9 A~ A if 2
T 18 850 K2 ke, DT 4 /) 400 T 480 2 235 Tl B2 v WL L OB A3 005 1) ki

Ak, SCHR[45]42 H 2K i Union-view F1 Partial-view 15 24 i3 41 €], 24 Union-view s& — M8 T AN if]
(A AR 35 A2 B, — > Union-view A2 5 oAb DG 2 0% H gt vT LA # HI SR 01 8 5EAS 25400, 17 Partial-view RIACER
T AT R 5 AL 06 40 A DG R LS A AT DALEI R A i
1.5.2 LR

SEAIL I S A TP AL I (R B 4 5 e 1) A ) 1R 2 R SRR DR AN, — 7 1D [ A P SRR S ) P T DA B
Z 108 T30 0 SRR I 1) 22 4 B0 i 1y AL I [R] AR R 78 SEAL IR SR 45 v -4k AT LT SR (B2 3 AN 2 v 11
P&l LG 0 T 22 1R W] T); 573 — 7 16T, R 6T T KRR B AL T T 55, 4t R A0 1) e 8 [l 25 1 A M) PR R AR A B AT 13X
TS A S AT UL, "

Bl 1Mk 2 dEBE A A B P A 4E B Product AN 250 g
Location, 544 X R A % A )2 Ik 4544 Product 4 (1 )2 | [ | by
UK 45 #4) 3¢ :Productld—Category—>All;Location 4k [1] )2 1K
4 f52&Storeld—Area—All SERL I 4E A5 FH A7 4 T ELEE py,
P2.ps LE W I 24 2 de g di e v, Ho b py={(Productld {1, | P2
1000}),(Storeld,{125})},p,={(Productld,(1,1000}),(Storeld, ||
{2251)},ps={(Productld,{50}),(Storeld,{50})}, & & ©¥ i 1 —
A g={(Productld,{50}),(Storeld,{1,250))}. Wi & 1 Fr7=,R1 1 50 Product
AT prp2apsiX 3 MLEIMA & B IVER R AR q O
T B AT A

AN TR BT 50 77 25 5% D A0 TR B A A DK A ) — 2
F T (LG 1 SR [2,12—-14,19]) 4 2 2 Hic i A v 1R 50808 715 AL VR A D 0 P61 38 1 2 AR B3T3 2R 770 5K FH T AL 1)
r BE AR A R B A S8BT 5 (Lb 0 SCifR[18,25,461) 48 25 1 1 oy Mk X % X Seaiff K £ Jg TR I 3 &Sk 48 07
V14 0 I R o) T i TR — 28 5 ¥ 5, 3% 8 v SR R TR 88 B /N 7 R e 1 N W AR B e ) R AR

Store

P3

-
'

1000

Fig.1 Answering a query by materialized views
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A2 A R 7 AL P A0 ) A 2 e TR A R TR S /0, ) % 3 O R R g 2, i R PR 3 P i ) A R
A2 I 5 % 3 00 V) 50 11 488 o T S22 i 508 o 14 R b, SR PR Ao 5 14D A 3 A PR I, A T R O R B B L A
AT ZER A B A5 R A IR AR R ek 15 1% A0 B B0 5 Ah, SCR[11] 48— ANl 57 5 4 (data cube) &
FAE 2 AN J7 R (cubeid) IR 4R & 3 16 5 A 3E — 20 Rl 43 2 AN 18 (Fragmentt), S5 Ji X SE 48 v 206 3 4 I AT
S:1k.Deshpande 5 AT 1998 4 7E SCHR[ 7148 T —Fh 3k T B SO I8 5 VAR A pe AT 22 A7 ), B 1 2 4R 7Y i)
KI5 Gy R 2 A IR IX S AT 2 77
153 MEHAHA

HL B 20 47 2 g 42 1 R Tl Xt 20 400 P A 20k L 0 4 L 488, R IR 30k 30 A vk B8 s Ll R RN BT 9 4R 1 T A
] B R P L 20 X, bl et 7= A T AN T RO A PR 07 k. MO R AR 3 1 RO AR I 2 407 UL 3% 22 4 e
¥+ AND-OR K. MVPP(multiple view processing plan)F1# & #2425

% YEE A 2 th Harinarayan 55 A - 1996 4F 71 SCHR[2] H 32 H > B8, e AR 400 400 1 2 T0) ER 46K T O 8 56 A %
PRI LA AE ™ 1 T AT AL 21, SR T X A AL I AL 23 5 1 I 5 b A 20 B n SCHiR[2,12—-15,47,48]. MVPP 2 Yang
S NTF 1997 AEAESCHR[A] R HE H (I — R AL R OR B WA 5 5, e 3 br Bt R — A T E2A R M & Rl &
HPAT K1), 5% FH 3 P MR P 20 23 07 32 IR E 9T A0 4% [4,5,49-52].Gupta T~ 1997 4E4E WCHR[3]H 2 H! T AND-OR K[
M2, IHAE LUE AR 9T FR 453 31 1 N, b 4 SC#ik[3,27,53-56]. 41 K 7% (view cluster) ()5 v 5 LI _EiX 885 1:AR
XA T 3% 5 10 R 08 A0 P 2 10 R AR AL o R T AT 28, 400 PR a3 380 A T ) 52, R P s R 1B 21 2307 v R F 5
£ 3CTHk[18,26,57]4%.

T A0 R — R R 1) N BB W0 I 20 2 SR S R R A G ) L, SCHR 58] TP AR T — R X
25 6] B Y5O ZE I 3D AL AR A HE 2. SCIR[59] U £ 5+ XML (extensible markup language) $ 3 i A 85 ¥ i+ 1 — Rl 4l
Pl 20 23R B8 SCHR[AT I8 2 dE B AR TEAT 797 Bl T 491 208 S mT BARS 29 A1 =B S EEER BN 1 0 347
R EAY
154 MERGI

R b, SRR 2R 5] #002 nT DL 25 4 v A v 1k BB IR B A e — N AR A BB v T R b AR
] B 2% FE 4 2 8] B30 L AT BT H A 2 R B T 8 SR 20 3 2 T B 5% 2R 4 5 i 8 B0 6 P ) R .
SRR 2R 5| 2 LU AR DL H 2 A0 I TR 2 ) TE L R 5] 2645 22 R G PR T e UAE 2 A B vT e ss 31
GROUP BY k& £ W0 1] (143X ot A2 2% 445 g A 45 00 B0 % 2 L R 9 3Gk 8 B 0 50 4% 12 R0 A9 3 A Ji BT, K308 4 08 I s 5%
WFFLEATE [E R 51 (L W SCHR[2,25]), sk # 56k = 3 43 g HEAT 25 18 Uk [12] 25 18 T 40 1k 8 DL A i 2= 5
EPEMMAE B, SCHR[A6] W HE— 35 2% 16 T W L BN X AR I R 51 IERRIM A |
1.6 [iFAIRE

R 1 32 38 ) 0 5 T 3R 7= A T 45 A 2 109 DG R AR T T oy — S ] R A I [ R i R B B O R 1
SR FH A0 P38 3 s 7 P 500 0 28 [ R0 DA, LA v e 6 e 1) A 2 A 2 35 D 00 PR 2 9% ) 1)
K2 B SR S8 T IX — 28, B SC#k[2,4,5,10,13,49]. 53 40 AR 2 0T 50 (Eb 4n SCHR[6-9,60,6 11) B ATF 5T T 4 % S 47 1)
R 1 32 36 S i v AR R 380 7 v (1 W 13, 3K RS A0 PR 34 40 ol U R, T AR Ay T VR AT L IR LG A, — G
FON GRS Jy SR WL P R 3 17 1] 1 A — % LB TR AR BE b Bl XML 3l 302830 4y A 1 M £
PO s i PR B AL s 3 s M o e

I JUAT IR 09— Se i TR, S I 32 8 1) R 5 A LA (0 B T IR B AR &5 B M iR B i AR A
V10 A0 V) 3 38 v L 460 30 T s kg — i PR A 9 S Bt TR T B 5 5 A R U 8 ) ) it ey 2, R A L —
T FH AR e T % N R B SCIR[14] 78 0 A T Se i S BE O FE RG> BT UAE ) CUBE MU, SEBL T
CiplIRE N SR R T 3 pvisk =)

2 MENEERTE
ML B 3 U5V 1) 23 2R n] LUAT 2 Bl b, b (L) o o 328 400 VST 1) O 2K5(2) T O 4 23 UL 1Sl R RE 28
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(3) Frie M AQH B 2 (4) i A i DAk 4 1 75 2K (5) LRI 6 (PR T 1 QAR R IR 02 2 ZE KL A 0 5(6) gt ok
T TR AR (03 2 B P T8 (7) 28 Rl 7 T 50 s TPV AR SR L P 4 1 A g R I 3 7 9
P 3 KIHRASIEFETTIE S Bl E R E RN & 7 %

AR T 25 16 ) R 1 AR T, 9 R0 T T L 3 kg 0 e 1 R0 6 300 £ 80 00 1 400 PR - €3 P 11 1t - A7
i A5 B0 G T T B v B A P 1 R 0T A S A B U T TR TR A A AE G A7 R T T R D
Je B30 1A A B A B G R 10 St AT LSRR 0 A A Pt R BRI A SIA  m  A EL
B e, A TR A B ARG MLELE R T k.
2.1 BSUEERAE

FERR AL BEE R T7 i R GU AR LGP IV TR B 1P R 75 30 1) B0 T S0l S 8 2 LU Ol 38 5 2 () 25 0 kAT
STk, AT R 7 LA 280325 11 725 VA0 0 O SE3 JBE 7 A B I ) 2 ) 0k 2 i ik s s AR R AL BT
SATVF 2 K TR S U IE R BT, 2 LU AL AR (R JURP VA 0k T 2 R #% 2L T MVPP. JET AND-OR
PRI T REHLSE AR 7k

TR AR FRATTSE A A 2 5 i A A B R 75 0 RS DR SR RE RN S B e i S L P I

211 BT 2R Tk

TE X 5(% 4SRRI, 2 4R (M, < A 2 AN B 478 T M0, o T=(ag, @, ....a) M 22 AN T
A A a IR | 4 LI — 20,3 A

(1) X TBAT A Ti=(anaz....a0) 1 To=(by,by,....0n), Ti<TH(BN Ty KT To), 24 HAL S TRAA (0 i #54
ai<h, BV T, 754 4 BRI GO T 8088 T Ty fEAH R 4E F g0, I HARIH T, v oA 3] Ty

(2) #&HFEARTCR RN DB=(Cy,Cy,...,Cr) HoH,C AR EH | 4 AR — AN G038 & A8 s DB & 2 A0 1K, AT
AT LUK DB v SRS Hp AN HAR T s Hls .

B 2:% Y ByE A AL E PS4, B Product #1 Location, 54N 4k A & A 2 Ik 45 ¥ Product 41 J2 Ik 45
#4 /& :Productld—Category—All;Location #E ¥ )2 ¥k 45 1) & :Storeld—>Area—>AllL % £ 4E 53 A% WK 2 fros, S
p,c,a,s 43 #1# 7~ Productld,Category,Storeld,Area, 3 4 22 4 20 3z #% 1) 52 X, 3878 76 DB=(p,s).1X P45k 1 22 4 5 ¥in
%3 35 4 K A 8 3775 44 (hy percube) 2,

Harinarayan 25 \ - 1996 4E7E SCHR[2]4 1 4042
H T 2RSS (LE X 5) AR TRTZ
Y B0 A% TR A B 3 R D AR B9 BPUS(benefit per p
unit space), il W T 1472 AT LU A A1 H: Atk 22 100 X i
i) S50 — RE A 1A P A A L B B, SCHR[2] L % & ¢ a
T A WA, A SR e A R AT AN

17

SR R, e g e O @
I F 0 PR Y 2% 185 IO,
BISL DRI RN T 1,

ook SR SCULIE O ROR A K U 85 K IR _ _
RS R0 T Al 5D S AR T R O P A 10,63 Fig.2 An example of lattice

35425 1 2 BRI, 958 60 0 6 25/ 2 S AR B2 —AEREERNAT

T B 0 0.63F 457 FLob§ 267 MR ~F Bk 1M 0B 9 46 10 S 0 P 2 1 6 LL )

HAR BPUS L 97 )RS R B b (5 2, SCRR[13]10 7E % Shukla 25 N\ 5 ok & 5206 & 1L, BPUS &9k E 4T 35 3 A0 il
JUTEBEE JUAS 10 IRF 50 3 28 5 P 5 B0 B 610 5 0 2 4 - 25 520 I 4 2 181, Shukla. % A2 5
BR[AS] PR T —Fh I T 2 4EBFR A% 10 . fR] PP ) PBS 032l i % 52 ML B .PBS 1938 47 & 35 Lt BPUS 1t JL
B 20, T AR e 2 e S 2 7 W 7 1] 4 PBS 47K T BPUS [ 5 HEAU I B, 5 BPUS 7K [, PBS
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SR T B 2 [ADVA 2 kg A P13 R o . 224 2% 8 ST AL 1] 2 T PR I, 7E e SR 0L PBS SRVE PR RE 2 D R e s
TR REN 0.63—F fi%.

SCIR[L2]4 J& T STk [2] 89 1A, 76 AR Bk B i) [R] 1 2% 18 T A B A 2 5| AR, 5 S0k [2,13]—FF, Uk [12] %
A 25 RS B E 4 AR SCBR[15] P 1 J7 vk R I 2% R TR I A AN A A AR, TSR T MDA . 5 3
HR[2]42 H 11 22 i B 4% AN TR, MD- 4% [/) 15 25 18 T =5 S0 30 RN 4 30 J 1k J2 Wk &5 440 T SC Rk [2] 70 1) 22 4 B i e
T H SR Gl I S, SCHR[AB]MVE KB, 5 MD-#% rp AL B T s B, B A AR M I A Y B A X D
TR X i A A5 A e N B AR I, R 2B R /N 0 A A DAL I B AR v
HRBFRRMERIFEAEW q A5 BAAERAMEERE vy 71 vigv 2 vy B vy B8R A2 515 A AR A DG A 1
[l g 37 MD-#g, AT LUK R Af /A RST . TR B, SCHR [LS]R) A RS Ak o 5 vk Sk 1 — 25 4 Nk 225 o) AR 38 RSH Al o, 24
Al 12 0 1 11%) 2R SRR B R v I 3t M DA 7 it DR Ay 5 328 36 B vy )2 K 1 A0 8] B b ke, 3 B 3k LB AR I i OB 110 e A A
FRF A1) (4 96k 2D B AN 43 R OKSCHR[A718 J& T 20 4 S5 a8, 400 D A8 S50k N 38 o0 A U ERBE N IR X R R 855
AN ECE W] DUAE AN TR (18 20 A1 23 s i) B b A2 30 SCHR[A9] it 7 & B, SR SCRR[2IWE W] T BPUS Sk ml DAfR
IEHAS — AR T B (FR S SEAL - A 18] S BN, T BRAT BRAR /N, 48 32 2 17 80 G AT 45 D 2 SRk i PR e T vk
73 BIAR e 1) DR B, DR, SCHR (L9148 T B0 1) A% SRR 053X i 5 0 1) 1R 1) 30k 38 002 1) Pk . SR [66] 2 Hh
T —F PGA(polynomial greedy algorithm)&yZ:. 122 5030 76 F0CH B P2 11 20 450 309 0 1 [0 BF, 47 88 8 008 DR R 5 4 1
ATy A, O B AT T 2 4 E R B 5 R AT LA A ) e

{HLE T 22 A B0 % 10 7 it AT — 2 S B 48, 1 ot R P ) G A A B 1 ), B 0 B AR T S R
H IR AFTETORAT B R A A B A SR 38 BAR AL IS, 2 e 500 st e AR L M R RS T XM A5 LT A e, I R
& TP B A A PR AR T e A SR SR [4814% T — T U 2 ok v IR K 6 SR R R 1 vk b HE 37 4 (data
cube) 7 73 fif 1% VF 2 A WL JC 3R AR R B0 32T AR BEAT 2 AR I, R J0 2R R AT B A AR HUZ I & R (view
dependency hierarchy) 58 40 (0L B TR AN SR L B AE, SCHR [48]H e 1T T — X Ja i 20 i $e A I sl e 4 HL 45 52 3%
PEV ARRZI I A0 P R0 Bl 9 P 3k G e T 3 A 8 4 iR A A T DA )23 S A — A Sk v B A A K SR AR
P58 B P AT A5 T I T LU AR ] v 445 45 381l R T A A 73 00 16 TG 3R A 0 1 A A 2 38 540 7 Ak i R
SERAR ZSCHR IR BT T — AN P T P SR A 1 TG B HEAT A B L TG BT DA B A0 PR G 2 A T A X
WL 28 AT VEA, AT BT LR b A 2R A5 B ).
2.1.2  %EF MVPP(multiple view processing plan)fi) Jyi%k

EX 6(MVPP). A MVPP &AM EFRIE I M = (V, A CI.Cr, f, f,), Herh vV R TSR A 247 134
A I AL LN 44

o XNTTRAEARRR. BB, DL — Al i o AN ¢ RACERAE, # A — A1 2 0 R

Tri.
o KT VeV T(v) R T v AR K 5C R T (v) AT DU HEACG ARt m] U el A 4 1 o [) 45 R ol 2 ify)
(1 dpe 28 45 R,

o U TATA 15 £ VOASAEAE LA v O &SI 1 30), T(V) R R — N EAR K R O B L7y
BAES WR TATA vel, fy(V)E 7R v 155 %,

o SETARMTIRA 2 vONAELELL v e S0 1)30), T(v) R s — AN A0, T @7 % R R IR SR,
S FATAT veR, fy(v) R v 7 HAT .

o BITHE AN R u 0 B AR OC R B ) 45 G R T(u) 75 EEAE T A5 v A0 AR B )i — 45 A u F v I
121,50 u—v.

o XFFATLMMI AL v, 4 S(v)RARFTALL v & S R R E A X FARAT vel,S(v)=2.4 S'{v}=
S(V) UfUyesy S VI Eom v KT AT JE AR

o XFFAEMIIR A v, DNV)RARFTA L v Rl 5 1l i & S I 84 5 FAE T veR,D(v)=3.4 D'{v}=
D(V) U{U, o DV} o v T AT HILSE.

© PEBRABRGAFIFURT  httpy/ www, jos. org. cn



WFE FEARBAAL -

o XA veV, CI(v) Fortril) q Uil T(v)MAR; Cr (v) BaRdE TWBE AL, ST(v)NR R AL,
g4 TV

MVPP & Yang 45 A\ T~ 1997 45 SCHR[4] 7 £ H R i) — R 4 VR 7= A5 1 1) 5 10—~ MVPP(1n 1] 3 JiT7R)
SR R —AN KT 2 AW 4R B LT AT R R 2 AR T R EEAT A R LS 19 81 A
MVPP (¥l b, SCHR 418 H T — AN SR A 43 A 2R A5 T A0 1) 328 436 10 E 28, AT A7 () 1) 8 38 B 16 5K 9 4
T SRR BT A AR R, [ ) 2% 1 T A AN RO I G AR e AR i SR IR 4 T e 38 B S AT I 7
VR R B AR S MVPP I 8032, e — b 7 v mT DL AR BU ARV IE . RTAT B e U7 8, T g — b 7 v = A e
PRAR P TT ZE, I MVPP Az B ) 85 4% 46 8 0-1 G A 1 751, 3k T ) 2868 00 o it oA S A 400 P 86 1) A 1) D7 v AR
LU I 9T (LG n SCiR[200) H 749 31 TR .

10 1 2 5

Qle—

ﬂ result4<_

1_id,sum(
mincost*
amount*no)

W result3<_ 1.5k
P_id,
min(cost)
max(cost)

result2
P_id,month
sum(amount*no)

resultl
1_id,sum
(amount*I_price)

0 temp1<_ T{temp6<_ "
I_name like P_name like P_id,

{MAZDA, {spark_plug, min(cost)
NISSON, gas_kit

TOYOTA  jtem Sales } Part Supplier

}

Fig.3 An example of MVPP
3 —/> MVPP ¥jfil ¥

H I, SRR (4]0 10 7 3 B O3 1 70 S /ML B v AR I 1) 22 2 v AR A, B AR AR 2% B AL IR e AR A (HL ) 22
s TP Pl o R A A T A, LR T T U SR A A0 I R SR BRI, R T RN IR AN A, SCHR[50]5 1N T AR
Pl 4 SR I IR 25 R8T 22 B 0 A0 RO P 4 AR AL 1l

MVPP  CU 7 1IE BH & — BB 10 A il 3 7 07 16, e UG AR 2890 43 281 1 N b 78 BUS B )
AR SRV e A0 T s 3 i) R 9T 9 (b 4n SR [5,49,51,52]) H, MVPP 4 JT1 i 4H 23 FN 26 7 25 3, T AR 25 2 K5 4 1]
AR 0-1 45 B3 A L HIE RN
2.1.3 3T AND-OR ¥ J7 ¥

E X 7(AO-DAG)E!, — ALK (5 25 #0)V ) AO-DAG, &t — N il TEFF L% B LAV A A 4, LLIE A G &
A R 78 S BRANE I AT SR L AN EZ S AND RS 2 CHE B AND JIRZELL V i 55K £ 451, JF B
H14 AND JIAR A 15 2 SRR AR A A0 11 5

E X 8(AND-OR EP). —ANE G e Fr A ML (3R A #)Vy, Va, ..., Vi i) AND-OR & i it -4 —4 Vi, 78 G
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HEAEAE A T8 GLIF H. Gy it — AT Vi 19 AO-DAG.E AND-OR B I REAN T 5 u B LU S8, 3
u BT IS, s U F R TRD gy, 15 R U B SE BT AL,

Gupta T 1997 SF7ESCHR[3]F#EH T AND-OR K&, FF45 tH T A4 AND-OR B (W1l 4 FoR) i 7.
SCHR 3] T2 Bl AN 5] 185 T 43 0l 4t T AN () 0 R VR0 o8 38 S0 0 T ANH IR OB AR 1) AND I8, 2l g i T
Greedy 572 F1 Greedy-interchange %3060 T2 JE 5 B A4 (1) AND [, sl bh i TS5 46 A M i &AL
() B RN T W R N (R A5 T 0 T 25 FR R 51 1) AND &, 3R T Inner-level Greedy 325 T R 2% [E 5T
Brir) OR &R Greedy-interchange %3245 T A% I B AL M 1) AND-OR K, 20 45 1 T AO-Greedy 52 Al
Muli-level Greedy 1.

{H2 SCRR[3] R AT B R . B, EHEH . 54,3
FR [3]0 #L P& 38 B 45 A IR T AL A O th 2 T — > S35 BT A ) 7
A SR b R 25 A BT SRR A P S A I8 ke [m] 2 A DS R R I S
BR[23,54] 3 01 2T AND-OR &l 4 I8l 1B £ 77 VAAE T 8 — 2P ) 58
% SCHR 23042 H T 2% RS A 1l 24 7 e ) R T 49 S 400 1 3 48 1) AL
FEZL,F AND-OR X #L B EAT S 450, O 42 Hh T 5 &AL I e 9 A
1 Inverted-tree Greedy H2:F1 A*E% AR 2, SCHER[391i i SE 46 ik
52, SCHR[23] R BT ORI JE R S0 1A P BB O W A A 3 R R
REUF, I h T — AN S HEAT 30 IF. [R] I, STk [220 3800 K 5 S 30 3, SCHR[23] 1 ) A B 01 AN A2 A B 4k 31 o
LAk

AND-OR BE7E LU B ARG 50t £330 T WA SCHR[5515K A OR B 387 251, 88 J5 488 OR I #%#k 0-1
TR AR R AR SE 1% N SCHR[67]32 7 55T AND-OR & (1% H ME B AH 5 8 3K 3 11 400 el e 4% 7 7. SCik[68] 7
— AR A F R BT T — AN BIE A P, T I g 55 S B A ) (K TR ] AND-OR P56 REL B 3R 47 2H 258,
IR T SCHR[3]H K D0 2% Sk ok 8 3 5 0L P AL S SCHR[L8]45 H ik 46 K 22 07 v 40 I e 45 i A2 B e J2 1w |,
A5 S B B P T R A 2 SCRR[53 R H AND-OR I R4 IR FF 4R Y T — i S5 AN B0 X 56 (W 3L 1 o A ke
PREVESCHR[27]4E AND-OR B3 ath B3 T — Rk MVMG(multi view materialization graph) ) #1 Bl 4143
JEZG;MVMG 2 XU 17T 1) JoH B, B MVMG AL I AR 28 B 175 0, B AND 5 50F1 OR 15 5 MVYMG Hr )6
AN RN N —AMEIE L — A MVMG 2 1 2 N B 6 B A ) JC R B 6 45 201, & 5 R 2, — By
AN WATAE A FE 2R 3 AR =38 1 AT 13 JE A I B AR N5 43 m B
214 ST RENLICAK M TT VA

L 8 1 AU A NIP-58 4 ) JE 21 3 4% il FE,— A B A T AT 16 A ke D Sk A B LA A 592 B LA
1ELLGE T2 B g FEA AT VAL oK HOR 48 4 ARk R AN B 1 S5 D0 R T T B AL T LA g A A ) T SR
SRAT TR A FAAT I T, DT 7 65 R P B T) Py o 380 0 ) . B R T X b 7 92 L e A5 B AL B D (R, 5 AT
T[] 98 2> ) it A L A998 110 0 o 1 R O O A L 3 /D 1 3, B L B30 925 43 81 ) e A 5 18 30 A (L e AR AR 8
AT LLILF] 90% Lk E 1,

TR B R BE L VE I — R e 2l 3 AN R (L) #E — MG S AR 5, (2) WNIX S UH S5 JE AR
PO BRI U 175 5 5(3) A FH ME 2 17 B R0 U A 44 2% i A0 2 ()R FH 38 A ARV Sh A R AR L 45 ) R T Y J
B A TP A7 AE R S 1 A P R A, I L A W A A P TR b, R R 95 i B T LA R — AN B R R s
T F6) A2 4% 0 A 244 SR D 388 030 SR AR e 400 ) 36 ) PN, 7 2% 8 A i) F BT — AN 2 0 D07 95 ) B, BT o e 4 00
V13 495 ) 0 T it £ S50 AT LA R AR 1) P9 5 AR R e 52 0-1 4 Ad IR 7 45 A (2 A P 4% ) AR 5 R 7
% DAG(directed acyclic graph), X ik, DAG A~ & B #AE 4 st 4L Sk T N 55— > ) 8 38t AL S0 A 1) 0-1 4 i

Fig.4 An example of AND-OR graph
Kl 4 —A AND-OR K f#i1

A 300 I vE SRR TG R 45 L.
SCHR [5] 45 S & Hh FH A% B0 A e 400 V6l 32 8 Il 8L, LS 1) 37 22 AR GBI 5 (B n SR [16,49,51,52,55,56,69]) #B
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5 ERIS]R B /N5 A0 R R T vE b R34 5 FH MVPPI Sk 20 20 0 26 75 K B 1) 70 0 (LG i SC R [5,49,51,52]), 8K J&
E MVPP B 0-1 F 7 H 10 5 1002, 249 MVPP AR (1 s (R ) B s A i A 1 380, R A 0 Fos A
¥R 43 TR ) OR BB 71 25 i1 (LL W1 SC R [55,56]), 48 J5 4T OR [ il 0-1 745 Hh H AR 8L Sk b AN
AT AR A ATAE S — AR DK I il {0 SCHR[5,52] YA A 5 2 410 bR 50 00 T AN T A7 i 1) it SCHR[55] 51 N F& 1
BR B AR T XA ) R, AE A TR SO ) S B SR AR AR /N R (¥ A 4 AT I, VS T 8 AN RLIEI R 8 AN
T3 A0, 5 AR TR AR OCHIF T S 7R A AL B AN T AT i ) A I 4 52 L A 570 B 00D 0 R L IR Uk, SCRR[S6] 51N T
16 52 53R g 35 A 9 A A0 PR 3 38 R o 7 A AR AR T A A D) R 0 SR, A Y I e B L VT A R
AR BE R I L A HE AL 5 1A SRR [B1] T 4R H 5 1%

SCHR S5 FIIE 5 i % T 10 1] 2k 496 ) R, 3 A 550925 AN 54 I AN DRIE R 88 3R A5 e 10 0 AL fme A0 A8, 12 7 ¥k 28 R
L IRH e TR 22 IR 2%, LU 1 A 1 ol s SO, S92 A 8 DA S S B 5 v 2 i 3

555K 38 A S AR e R ) 3 A9 A8 A, SR [ 7048 H SR FH S 40L 3R K 9 R Mgt e R 1) 3 9% i A, 0 3 K
ST LR B 4 R B R, I LR T 8 BB IR A A 1) AEL 2 ) AR 0L 0 3R 4 7 00 1) 32 % 10 2 SR B e T3
TR 1 2 55, T BT I 22 YRS B AR 1 3 e e 1 2R
215 FETHERM I

55 F A 77 AN [, BT HE B 1) 7 7 A 5 AN 2 0 R 1] 32 405 i) At L 1 3 0 T 0 o U T — AR
Ve 32 P8 AE A A 412 iy A 300 s 3¢ AR 10 e e, R Al 92 T A A A A 24 v R A 3K T T L 2 S AR PR S
X Hk[65].

SCHR[B5]3R T —ANF A ANNE (40 BRI XL BHE 2 A ANNE F7 o 80 o 10 B50925 1) 53 2 2 I e T i Ak B £
Kt % 10 52 24 Mk ANINE J8E S 5 firk 28 (1) S50320% Adb B L - 522 2% R B8 s I LA ANINE ) R Ak 2 2% J3E 3l 32 31 T A7 25011
B A — B U, S AR B Ik A I ) A2 2% 3 O(m22%), e epr o 2 4 () M, m 7 ik o (1 W0 P e S 2 A0k 1 25 1)
SRBERE O(2%).ANNE AT 5 47 (¥ 75 i ANNE (K1 i) 52 % B 2 O(dS®), Herf d 2 4 i ¥ i, S R4 1) R
il ANNE )2 ] 52 24 B 2 O(S%). ANNE Eb H At AR HE 47 V4 4, DR (1) AR S92 RS 47 I 1) 340 2 Bt A5 4 3010
B0 AR B K ANNE i 528 IO ST, BRI T 150 N S92 5 0 5 80 Ak B 179 400 P %0 o, DR b, R A TR ) 28
PE IR [R) 52 2% 55.(2) ANINE S 2 (1) 35 B0 047 HE 3, 21 A 380 0 00 LU A K IR 48, AN T LA SR 73 58 1 1 fit
216 A

SCHR[AL1 22 25 i) Pl R o B, O 8 R SE Ak 3 00 P 3 48 o 0 e A bR 75 2 1) 8 2% 1] R B A IR 75
F5 SRR B 4 4 11 22 A i BRI S AR i R B S I &l — M IRERER B 7 A RE, 2882 Al
Wl 110y e, AN T 0 S A b T3 15 75 78 ) A L e S 0 S A AR A B SRR (40148 FH 55 R Bk R 48 R AR
M $5e /I PRPIR 2 A8 i3 A S0k 4 /N 48 22 8 ).

H 2, SCRR (41,4680 2 T A MR 2 (L) PLEERE L RS BB E T2 AN El At rRERW

JH 44 T #B %L

SCHR[AL]HE — AN s 37 7 46 (data cube) B 22 S U7 1 (cubeid) 45 & X S8 5 AR g HE— 25 R 0 e 2 AN TE A
(fragment), 5z J5 I S5 7 H b e I TEAT SR 4002 7 [B120 FIP %) A o 38 6 7 2 P 380 2 AN ST, A otk 12 Sk
TR R ORI B A IS TR AT S

SCHR[3914% HE T X WA el 4 e e 1] B i £ I 0 1 30 485 i 50 11 88 e 200 1) B R 08 2- i B R RN AR i B
1EAE 2-BY BORE B L N BEAR R SIS A R A v i . I ] £ JU B AT B 4G I AR B 2 AN B gkt
T 0 A AU T 4 4 s T B ol PR S B A A 1% 7 i T IR LR I A T (] B 1 P SRR 3 45 ) R A A
5 /AR g R B UG I ) R S O TR TR YR NI SR — A ) R, A A 2 B (R SR s A A B I [ B 2
JRE T ) D) ;) R0 1 BT T g B, DA e A i L 2B B s S L AR B R A 2 e A SO IR 1 i T
2- By B 0 J LR SOk g v AR SR R VA L 2 B B BV G T 22 1) IR [RD DR SR AR SCHR[39]48 Y, W bR R B
T LAAE 22 3 IR T P £ 30 wT AT R AR (H RS, 1E 20 SCHR[20197 48 RIS A, SRR [39] 350 A7 X £ A 1) 3 e S ikt
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AT 78 B 43 BT VAT & W AT AT SIE 56 45 L. 53 A0 70 FH e /N AL R o DK R S0 G TG i) R0 R A 0L Pk 9% i 0, B A 40
KIAfe 5 B 5 34T ILRAL.

SCHR[7LT4 T 105 BT 5 40 P10 7R A SRR L R A 2, O R A 2880 %) g v e R T 0 LA A I W] S R S =2 1y
HIEAMET I A EFA KA AR L LR R E AR 5 AT EAR KRB b s T AL 44 i ().

SCHR[72]0032 T e dlr sS4k A A1 B (NMPV (nearest materialized parent view)) K HE 2, 51 B*# 61 #d: 5 2R 4
P P25 B 45— A DL 2035 bR vERT PVMA(progressive view materialization algorithm)4iiZ:. 1% 5092 )
I 1) A2 %5 2 O(V2+1+D+U), IV R ML R0, | o 5 Fh 28R 1 2 v vh B T N 25 0 1 %50, D %ot
B A e, U Rk A i e
2.1.7  HPEVERERISL AR L

KL 436 ) R — A NP 5 4 ) 002 70 sl 2 5, 2 0 RS el 5 280 o D0 AR, K1 g It =5 0 P 50 6y 386 e 25
IA] S FRH G R T IX S )L B Al P=NP AR VA ff 5 1 19 22 200 2 ek [ S50 30k ] DUAS 380 bl 9 28 500 T A 1) 42
RE. SCHR [2] 58 HA 156 T 1 2 4 B0 15 10 T 2R SRR AL T — B3R AF U AR a5 U0 A 100 3R A28 76 7 2% i S AL 1 235 (i) BR
N AR S S AR T R B 2 U AN T 1-(1-1/K)% v k20 SERL P 1 B ) k B2 98 KIS oL T,
DR R D SR LT IR AR 0.63 5 FEIX 5 B H I 2R AL ik (b W SCHR[3,12,23]) th #8452 T 24l
1) i U E T B3 B B I, SR [2] 5% T P o #2170 A A2 Wi 2 s [ B, T SR [2 3] PRI 0 4 B, 7 SR JT I )
BN, 2 40 B R B n B TE 99 K I (A5 18 P A NP i i), SCRIR [2] 53245 21 (9 P RE L 22 /0 /e n/12. 3Tk [42] AT
5 I N1, 3 B 22 SR FH ARG 5 22 4 08 465 I, SR Ps=NP, IR & A0 P 326 36 Il A P A 4] — > 22 T e I [ T B v 15 )
Pk BE L D R ' (e0). X FERA, 24 K I 7 2 4 30 1 B 0 R P=NP IS 4 0L PR 34 86 i) RS 77 A Y RE AT 11

AR AR %, L B 7.7 7408 (hypercube lattice) F1FH &l (product graph), M i A8 10 558 1 i F3E AR J2: 6
BT PR B ., T 947 2 B Pk Bk B LL I PR, th A H BT DLARAIE M R L ) 41k

Xof 1+ B A PR A 5 A A 1 0 32 % i B, T (RO S T R A 22 0 I T Py e 3800 AL S A AR T A i)
ATHARATAE 53 0. SCHR[2313A b, £0 T2 AL P A A T Sk £ =l 20 U8 2 8, A 25 5 - SR 4 B AR 110 78 i
5 R P 3 B B AR VR A AR AT UK AR T ST [39] WU A Sy R A e R SR T DAAE 22 33 e 1R A R B AT AT
(1.
2.1.8 AL PRy 1 I e

SRR P 328 8 B T SO IR S O T B 6 PR A S AT W PR R (BB SR SR AT B Bh A PEAS A
T I T R A, L KON T AR B A R e ) s R 1 A A AR ) A v R DA (. 5 b,
O 2R v 1 At R 7 D () O 0 A2 B S B I 17 2 A 1 7 S 0 R O Y A B 1 4 SR T BB AR PR 3 T X
R, B DA T A A A PR, D S 3 4 X A A O R 0 A N M St S L TR A B AT i 3
F I T SR AR KT B8 A P v 38 A AR K R LA S TR TR A (6 P X A A B A TR R AR B
PLE EARATATIH,

F AR BT VR ) — AN S, RGBT TR U — A R R B 45 R, B G TR S A i s R 4
A [0 25 00 75 1 149 v 0] 45 R A S o Y T o, AR OLAP 751 75 2 K = 1) 1/O JF45 A1 CPU Ab 1T (HU B AT 1 %
HE 45 SR AR N bk ek 2 10 A R RAY B A A B I D A T A T AR SR LA/ K B RO A
FUERAETH S AR TH A B 25 A TR 2 8 AN A7 2 7] AR 25 2 i DA 1 FeAtb A vl 5 i L 76 B35
(roll-up) 4V 24 FRATT/E — AN BCHEL (RRE B2 b 75 1) B ahs I, oK Sk 1) 7 Y0 AR 7T B A LTI A 45 S8 vh o 573 3, AT S
ARAS IV 0] A DRIk, R OLAP % 1) -2 A A7 5 1 K S R AR, B AT T T A At AR FH 8 o v ) 5 2R
22 BAEMEEER X

U S R B T VA AR OB, T A A ) A R T SR BRI AT N S B AR M B R H T,
WFFE N B B3 AN /b B A5 2 607 25, EL 4 SC iR [6-9,25,60,611. 3 46 7535 B 5 T+ 1) J5t B b5 iy 4 140 J50 7R 4L, 40
P T AR B 75 ol a2 39, o 300 o I o 55 % A 195 S5 A 24 77 A 25 ) R AR I, BT DA R 9 B ok s R PR 4 A
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BEAT R %

B 25 J5 105 0T LA B 15 0 97 8 K 50 (10 400 PR3 38 9, ot A A A B A T I R 4 M, AT 0 AR O 1 A 3
PRV 12 7 32530 3o 1 P 2 PR A 388, SR FH 4 D vk ot e DG [ A B AT 2 2 A ) 7 T 1 S A K A i T
— ARG K122, TR g T8 5 SR, A SR 10 £ 5 8 2 A 1 A SR AR TR A B B AR 5 A N G R 4
o HH A AL P T DR DK 8 o S R0 P o o — BN ] P 445 P 11 vl g ok

B2 7R ) 3 A WU PR A 6 7 0 5 T B SO PR J5 7. DynaMat, JEF U8 (7 vk 3T G847 1 i 7
i SET AT SR A0 T R A U vk
221 SEFHSCHI Tk

& B B R AF 7 I A T I HEA T 22 A7, AR w0 DL 780 0 ) I3 i 50 -F — A3 2038 O 7 0, A B RO s
AL AR BAT IR AN A o, AR DU 28 A7 v 1 B ok [ B X AN Ay . 5 Ab, A M SRR AT 23 i RAZ At (1T
4%, DR R R A7 1) 2 A0 2 1) AT A7 % 1 B

Deshpande 25 A\ 1998 £EZF SCHR[7]H $& H T — B3 T3S0 1 1 7 20k AR o 25 ) 22 A7 1) FL e 40 22 4 A A
5] Moy 1 22 A B, I XX SE BRI AT GEAE . — S AU 1 45 A8 T 22 AN PRI AT A7 4, 0 SR — AN BUA A q (1)
1 FEAAE B FE P2 XA B A 2 A0 2 0] LRI R 25580 2 180 g 1R B0 . DRl ok e i s B L 28 1 1) R I, TR
U, T LA P e A [0 22 3 1) 32k 28 30 £ — 5 29 P %30 ok A 2 VR B 4 5 2 D) g 3 g el T DRSS (R AN B IA
1) 75 T L e AR ST LI A PR B 0 B AN AARAS (5 A 3L — AN A R G EeaT DLW ZE A7 43 31, i 5 —
AN P I AT DL p SEAR R T AT 3. e S T LUAR A 22 A7 Hh 5 AN B A FH 190 450 23 Sk e s A5 45 i A B

AELJE: 6 TR S 14 ¥ 11 00 1) 38 R ke S s LA S JEL A S e 4 A 52 2
2.2.2 DynaMat

Kotidis %5 A\ T 1999 4E 75 SCHR[11] 142 H 7 #R 4 DynaMat £ 57,2 F— AN — MOME B 25505 2% 16 1 W0 I 4
PR J) 3 456 1) R, R T 0SB, T LAE 22 A B 22 UK 5l 2 S A R 1) WA T B e M 5 P P 1) i i)
T3 SR AL £ .Dynamat AN W7 0 K0T 155 1 75 10, I ELAE AR 25 10 PR A A0 AT B2 1 328 3% o e A0 S WU 11 4 A A 37 400
[11], DynaMat Bk i > 1 540 B4R &, 5 HLAE 45 7 00 1] B0 3T i 100, B T A0 i A K 1 2 40 -1 4. Dynamat 7 7%
FH T 61 55 SR A HCER SR 2% 7 92 il 52 AR A7 — R 55 1) S AR R, LA A2 4Pk - MRQ(muwltidimensional range
queries)FS L[ A W 75 22— A MRQ 55— AN B A7 AR, JF H MRQ R LAE SN2 F FUEL 1AM, sl & OLAP
A AT I D) MRQ AR S 7 3 V7 22 /N I (LA o P ot 1k L L [l 2 /> o R s A ) A 3 />
R (R DA Dk [0 25 4R 22 i 1) — 4 (K 7 22, 5240 &5 S 3K W, DynaMat (¥4 6 D - 5 DI f) 245 00 1) 3k 2 vk,
CRRAG e T AT A S A 1 8 A R TR 0 B B0 G A SR [2,3,15] P B Hh v 7 7.

AELE XAl 5 i A AT R P 3 B 2 i 8 A 2 56 PR P 1 7 ) A 2 S 1T EL, DyanMatt 4 JR 1] 3 8¢ i s i
AR AT T BRI LA S R DL 3 PR i A O (1) i AN ER IR AN X () AN
(I AME (3) A X ).

223  ELTE R A

Choi &5 A\ T~ 2003 75 SCHR[6] 7 £ H T 55 T+ 18 1 (1 27 24 1 (&1 45 B2 7 ¥:——PREDICATE, & 7] BA 78 43 I FH ¢
BB PE R GE N0 B8 77, 7] I 18 2 41 ot 2 2 000 e T () 45 6l 240 B, A 45 2 AT AT DA [ 28 5 2 (1 A i 5 S
BR[7, 20000 7 VEANTR) 1% 5 AR P 18 1 o 0 1R 38R AT 2 285 0 X - 51 400 P 50 25 7 L ) f, SC iR [6] 2 s AT 5
TUUR LA (L) b2 AT IR R B (2) FHT 20 X 5(3) WU Pl A 4k S s

PREDICATE /&3t + ROLAP(relational OLAP) 1,1k 75 5 #£ % % Y DBMS(database management system)_ |52
BL.PREDICATE 58 3¢ 7 iU VAR R Y S 7 v A P B4R A7 it S8, 1T PREDICATE i i 5 22 48 Kk S F 52 L
.5 R (173 )Y FEEE L 2 4 B 20 /N £ 5 41 DynaMat {4 F — N2 % 3088 3547 4 X, PREDICATE i 1 il
X HHE AT 43 X, BT — AN KPR 2 A ASAR A IR 1 R I TR0 93 TR AR B AR 26 H BAE. WHERE M f)
IR 3

PREDICATE Jiik ARG SEIMA S W N 4 NAL1E:
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(1) B o AT a0 BE R G B W HEAT 20 BT, F 0 — S D6 I A5 SR 45 I P N 45 4, LAt S b 21
A,

(2) XX 51F 3 e w Se i A T 23 DX b (R IR AL 4% 3 43 X ) LA R B 2 A i, AR R I B A R I AR
T 53 DX SF [ 25 5 1. 0 SR AN A7 L8 A 43 DX ] LA [ 25 2 A, gl ) 66 A 3 R [P 25 £ i

(3) R B L 28« OR300k 110 2 940 - PRAT PR AT 55 50— 0 o 2 PR WR A 1 4 o A I 3R 4T 20 X mT DA77 2R e K
W A T A 75 SR AN AR VAL AR 2 R e s A T8 301 7 AR 1R W 2 1R AT DA SRR Sk 43 DX 1) 1 1]
R T AR 2B 4 B RS e R AT B 0 XA 2 T A 2 )2k B R sk A ST IR A PR A T e SR T
e S 480 43 DXt R (1 43 X

(4) Fr DXt S AN B 3 DX ) B R A

{HJ2,PREDICATE J5 1534 4 i AR AR VAl 77 723, A0 3 A 7 40 1A 40 P % 3 S s
224 FET AT I

Sapia T 2000 4EAESCHR[O]H 42t (K1 PROMISE J 22 |2 3 - 24 i (140 5 0 2R TUI o ok 25 ) 1) 45 A R R ST
T 1 JEUHE 5 22 A7 AT JSUE AR (). 247 TR R B4 gl v b i DA 9% (B2 RS REAE I 2 5 R 5 42 v
FI| OLAP 5%, K 4 OLAP J3 ] 55 At S FHAT 26 W 568 (K DX )2 55 — 46 OLAP 8 FH HR 22 S 1) 25 v 1) £ L A
P RAR 2558 = R R R AT G A TR A 1), — /397 2008 10 2 0 vl e v LU 8 A7 P i 2 /5 5153 2
[R5 33X 3t AR, G SR AN 2 0 n] LU FH 2 A7 1 S e 42 (B 250 I8 4 TR AN o St /2 8 FH 7).

AR FR LR AT TR SR s, 7 1) 57 800 200 FLAT 0] 3 1 (R 8 ) LA 7 00 2 i) R AT AR D), 9 HL, 1 R A
11 -2 [ PR s 1) ] 5% A 200K T TP A o 5 T ¥4 R 140 B 1) SRR [ 1) A 2 % SEBR . F R BEh (¥ 260 AN 431
(GLEE 3 150 ANE)IEAT T WA H I ERES 15 2110 20T 45 TR 7R, G2 A7 FHTEL SR I & vl 4T 1.

£ OLAP ARG W P AL T — AN 0BT 45 B 0 350l L4k 4213 3 R — A~ A 45 21,384 OLAP #rify £ 28wk
FAT AL X ) S ) AR Ao iE T SCHR[9T P (R SI2 58 43 A 45 R Wl UKD OLAP 1% BT —
SE K DR P AR G S R 0. R 1% <1l RAL & S AN 80 0 B — 8 il A i St £ 2
100 /N EA b g SRR ek T 5 AN LA A U 1R o i PR YRR AR TR R W) BB IR, I K AT 63.8% 1) A 13 T IX A
SKLTA, o BT A5 A R X T R BT A VA 2 R (R IR ) T 15 8 b A K SR AR 1A TN R TR A A
TP FER 10 B0, 506 K2 81% I £ 45 1R A 1) 2 180 [ B INF ] AT DL A VP 42 A7 4TUEL

TE L SER A M IAIE T 2B A7 TR SR 0 6F OLAP I 1l 4744 LR, SCRR[9] 5 TN T T JR- ] SRASE AL 43 53l 152 v
TG AL TR ASE 2R R0 B (L I TR ASE 28, LS P 0 A AT A HEAT TR

{H 2, PROMISE 5 VA B AFLE B it A8 S B 9 o, T R 1 28 o 50 ol o K B T R — A B A £
R AR HFE BT (.17 L B SR (R B 5 R A8 D, A B A 4R 0 A 2 ) A0 B 2 AR T, SCRR[B] L &a i
SERR P f or B A 4T 5 R ARAN R
225 HEFEMHEMTTIE

BET- 790 45 28 1) 5 15 30 40 5 RS [R) 7 1) 20 28 (R A0, AR 90 1 2 T (0 A AR g R 43 3 AR D 1 A v 2
HPPEREAT A P R I RRE 25 R T IR — S 2 12 P A B AR K R sl T 38 AL PR 1 B, T LA TRD A i S ET
DASFAT 3R AT 400 Pl PR 36 488, e 1 400 ) 32 38 A0 5 X O T 1) S R 5T B 355 SR [18,26,5 7] 45 4%

SCHR[26]F 32 TR 2 F P 2 % 0 7 VT B e B % 7 178 4 25 18 T AN P IR 2 R A, T A
S EE A BRI A L B AR ML R AL B SCHR[S 71X 2 FH 7 2 1 1 7 Ak T 3 — B ol SR T R R R A0 1B 43 40 3R
SRR P e R RV 19 3 T SE A IR P e

SCHR[L8]H J7 i B BHT s AR T, 78 20 R T 2@ T Jqe) {8 FH A 190 [ 28— AN Sl 4R A 10 R SR T £ AT 2%
KN T IR BN A AT 43 200 H 6,12 STk H e ST R ) AR ABL R AN AR ABL A, AN i R AR ) Bl A AR AL ) A
T3 AL D 2 ) 4 R 43 B IR — A 2 o 5 SR A — AN W B 4R A 53 A, T LA S 8 A0 T HEAT A I, AT
T A2 22 79 I SR Y A 3 L P B AR A 2 I K A O o R T BB AR R RE B N IR (R, SCAR 18] 1) 7 vk UK
8 T HEAN R P A R BRI AT S PN B I T AN SR AR At R IS A N T A I A B A0 PR S BIAT B A X

© PERRERAAAFIIFUR  htpy/ www, jos. org. en



HTF R F AR LR 207

AR BRAR T A I FR 1 5 2 1, DR A AN 288 P R 32 A PRI S ARG T T B AL I B i 5 B0 18 2.
226 HAh Iy

SCHR[461FE H AL R B (L) R A I k30 5 2 DG R ik — ) S R S R AT 9, PR A 7 9 3R A
5 R A S A s — 8 (2) B R A A B g sk, B R SRAR D i s B T LA RIS RN,
FOCHR TR T AN SRR AR St I/ A B B 1 1 R L — AN R SR AR A I R ER T DL BRI R R A A
TG R FT XA KA A Tk AL 5 — AN A S IR, FH St iff 58 T 6 5 n] B A 15 16 > U8 #8 A 1T R
I LRI, 20 0T LA 22 A4 A 10 75 2000 4 11 2 1E .

SCHR[25] 5 8 77 25 U AR B R G A0 I T o, R T 2 T 2 R B0A A 1) DS 2 ) AT R Dk AR PR R A HE 11
FPUS S K AT S0 B (K B 6 AR T, 8 8 3t mT LA P 35k 2 i R 1) ok 1 3 1) 2 1), - 44 S 4R Tk S8 7 ) Bt o
T (15 00, 28 55 mP A VIR 43 A1 15 0t T e R AR AR AN, A A TR I S PRI A A P I R 1) A 43 A 15 O B
X I L SOk A T LA S R S A B A A AT B A TR

SCHER[BLTHE H T — o 7 2%, A FH — S RS 110 2 v ok T3 3 /s — b 2 1), OB, 240 b 2 v AA T BN, 1 1 9
{1 &5 TRl v LA i T 0 25 460 T A P AT 9/ S TR AT AR S04 I 7 10 T S i S Sl R 4 T T A 1 A,
JIT CA, B IX T J VR AT B A B KR J v B A BASHR L TR 25 R AR 7 OLAP RN H TS ik U B 4 IR AR, TR Ny
7E OLAP FREE T, JE vk HEff Hh S8 —Hb 25 v 10 7

B A5 A0 P 3 3 7 v T AR AR AR AR 1 P A A ke B A b R A S L AR A K A0 2 e T R AR R
R, 20 25 A0 1) 12 455 B 06 45 380 5 e P 2 e A FE SR SEIB 0 T, 22 [R] I 75 AR 20415 B 2R A0 IR A0 1 ol ) G sf o 2R
NS IV NS

SCHR[7AL1R 0 5 —Fh 5 AT S SR 2 £6.38 OLAP RS2 A BRAE I BL, 2 Sy BORITE 26 B B 76 3
BN B, v LR 45 A5 160 23 A1 B 28 SR i 4 — S ST I X AN B BB T 28 ST S R B B AR AR R B, L% 8 E
TEAT I OLAP R4 LI I RGP AR AFTE — DL KB A BEE I TA) 1948 40, P B A 7 sk 4 I A A8 4k
Tolo 288 704 114y 28 42 A0 P 14D A o 0 S 4 A it 45 R 2B AR AN, 2R 4 T S T OB 04 SRR I, BT S 4 B A 3 13K 1)
AU IR 55 AR SRR BEEEAT S AR IR T S AR 8 R, P Sk S Ak 397 40 L D B T i 0 v BB A o 1 S A A R L X
o 1 6 AT 0 1) 32 36 W gl 2 5 35 JRURAL I 4 5 o 100 — 350 20 L TR S L TR s m il 2 A )3 Bh o B, R T B
B A 53 (U ik [16,49,51,52,55,56,69]) 12 45 40 1 1 78 78 £ B B, W) SR FH /6, 5 B i1 45098 R o 48 4300k (O ik [2,3])
T PN [ 22 B0 P 3 e B0

SCHR[7519 H T 40 N2 — 58 50 T8 ) 1) (0 300 1] 5 A 430 R0 63 %, mT A CRIE B s 19 2 )R e /R AT AR
M A XA ) R ASE BT 7] JE BRI v 1 e R B AR ) L R R T — A R R B R R LU AN I R A A A
—iE:(1) FHAEEE LS TR (2) 8 TAE FUEGE AT I A5 b, 2l 2 G R I S 00 P g e S 0 45 SR
SR IX BRI DL 1A A RN B 2% 5 1A LE RS 5 19 2 SE 4P (0 1k A

FAN ARG SEALEIE R TR R 2 4 E H SRR BT A AT 6045 8 8 M SR A gl A8 04T X XA )
A SCHR 76142 T — A 55 I R 3% B0 I S 4K SR, B IR A Tk A7 fis 22 TR RO PB4 3 (AR A 12 7 2 R 2
SEAL B A SEAW I I — a0 AT 400 G e A U ) (AT RN LIS 1 ANE S AR IR S e R R e X
T T 2B S A AT SE R AT S A T LAl A Hb AR AR, v DUE b T 5 X SE B, AR T DL A R IR, SR
F A 3077 S Sh A A W v E &I 7T Bk 52 AN A0 AE 2 1T 1 52 7546 H .Microsoft SQL Server IABE T 1556 45
R B, 5 4% G0 (0 T2 00 A LG, 3 24 SE A0 AR OK H o2 b T A7 fifh 75 SRR ZE 57 A A, ) I 1459 31 T 58 4 1) A 1 1 e,
FEPE R T8 i ) A R
23 REMEZEERE

A TN B A A0 B B 07 VR AT H A R A R Uk, SCHR[L0]38 T VR & AL B B 8 07 v, S I T A B vk
FUB 28T B 7 1 0 7 R0 45 4 BE B8 70 20 1) T B A4 0k 96 U 2 5 2 A A ) 7 IF (10 (4 I, X RE R #5230 45 U7 72 1 Bl R
P 1 ) e VR A O R U VR T AR e R LA (1) AR X A A AL AR A F S AL 4R A5 (2) W
(EPON- NS S b by T 3 S gei s VN ST privk = o () IR IR CI R o T
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TRA 7500 2L AR JE L AR 5 R 3 0 Sh A WL IR 56 & A A WL I 46 & N sh a4 B 4w ad th 119 S
e R RTINS 7 e s 2 38, T AN 2 A0 P 4 5 vl Y 0y i 400 T R B e L W B A 9 i 1 AT DUORER TG S5
SRR P 2 A xR SR AR WA PR AT 021G 3 A e L 28 400 P 1 b (1 00 P AU P R B e S
B AL b AL P O [l 25— b S e A 1 1 i by T S A A0 AR & b R R AN IR AR AT, DT LA, i 2
S P I 9% SRS 5 2 [ I 5 8 S AR AN ARSI A 1) B A P VL 8 1 (K 4 7 9 5 D5 9 A B A P S, AN R LA
TAESE.

3 RESMRRE

ST P PR 8 6 2 B - P S0 A0 — > B ) R, e A 2 FST N 03 10 Z4E9%5 ), H T E &7 A D Al
KW FTE R AR AEA SR AT 4 T AL B 6 ) L, 155 18 T L 400 0 2 36 i AU 5 ) o4 288, AR TR . i 28
R ACHT IS LRGN B R 5 B ATTIE X AL B FE 75 AT TSR A A I e TR T A AR
BIFFU R AL B 6 i) AU — A NP [ J8E, MBRATT O L P 32 6 AR A e AN SR 2 PR AR b vl DA L 2% il ABUAR A
) B D0 A A1 S it A A0 P 50 ) 8 o 9 ) S i B O A A 28 T 9 AR AT DA AR AT 32k 93 1) 52 e P AL ST AR
i L8 o — AT 1 B, B R AR R R AR AR

TE ML IRAT (K9 5 A0 Pl 32 456 ) AL PO AR SCAE 5, BTN DA, A J LA T3 T 52 32 B AL FR) A SR AT 55 1

(1) 5 AT R IR 1 58 5 4 1 W PR 456 i) RS > NP5 4 il AL, W] LAM) Y B AL S92 45 B AR il
S D0 AR PR T B AR 204 B30k ANVBEADIIR JC B3 0 N T e AU 10 28 BRI 9 BRGS0 5 N S 40 3 i R O AOT
LG A i e R g3t 1 58 22 (0 ) b A R U7 €, bE Tn SCRR (16,551, A1 A AL P38 8 il il AR AIT 52 4 Jeofg X BN SE 22 N
T RE AT IR ST TR AELRE 308 A SR MIBEAUIR S I B AN GRAIE RE 08 315 e 1)L bl e DL g8, X 28 75 32 PR R0 R e
SRR TAR 22 A 32 TR b, 2R A3 77 T FRIT 97 I 122 o A HIR T AR LA D77 1 < 1E A B e i S B0 £ 4 B B
A BT 56 35 B HE S HOR L

(2) 5 S I B I35 5 5 F WU VT 328 % T V0 9. T P 4 R 22 SRR PTGk 3 7 1 J 1 vl 2 ) 1 4% ol i dis
PR AR T 7 5, BEOR B e T B G PR 1R AR R BE (BRSO A A OB AN ) SR B 6 e 10 L A . 5 B
U R RE S AR B SR BT B2 AN ) B G R IR AT LA 2 S G 1 0 1 B 50 L, SCRR [14] )
WFFUIR B T A S I 2 B0 0 G R R A 1A A R B0 AT T A PR R I T T PR M A T AR
Fhet 7 FH PR 85 (b 2 e A B0 B P 2 TR0 BSCH B XML 50 2 R Kt 3 25 ) PO AR A, s SO0 00 P e P v 1
LA P BAS5E r (K AN AL 05 T4t A 2 (0 98 2 75 58 LSIEIN 3 3 B0 6 8 PR R IRk 56 810, D8 17 S e o ) 1 20 #
R (K] CUBE A A 3, At A6 20 56 38 2 2l 4 S 5 1 LA, A FE L 2% 2 B MU AT H Al SR B e, AR il 25 &
I8 BB A2 AR 2 H S A2 45 2 CUBE A8 R, B Ja AU CUBE A $i5 3 4L I ik .

() ARE G EETE S ETIENRE T IE NI — 1 ST A SR — I3 A TE AT L% At
R AR BRAE B A i T LA vy 2R S AR U A v PR RE (EL 0 V3 I B A AR A 11 2 0. 3 24 U R T DA v L I %
SREE A R 2 A T At T K AR G ) T4 R 5 77 1 T LA A T i S D7 VA N B 2507 VR AR R
IR e = i, T DUIRCES EL o — 10 i 2 el 25 T VA SE A IO ROR B, TR TT VR I S L AR 2D A
54 5 2 A 5 2 91X 75 T 50 R R B 7 TR 5T 0 B 455 A L T 5 R 3l 2 0 IR 5 1O R 2 Lo A
L sl 20 B B S LR

(4) SEALRLEE T —FB AT AT I AR G SERL S H S AG AN 24 Bl 94T, BIDASE IR 28 MR AN A8 T 94T,
XA B ARG T PR P 2 3 e AR B R B T 5 D O AR 0 W U A SRR SR L A 328 P b S A B A SRR IR ) —
AT T AR G 3t 5 P B R I g/ 1 AR T4, B A SCHR[76] 4 17— AN 3XA: 18 400 ) S A St Xy
THI FRRFF 5 T B0 B A S A A AT O AR U« W PRIAT 8 T AREAIE 1 728 A B B8 (LG a2 A BF i) B, 647 2 40
FAL A AR AE 5 — BN [ BN IANSR), A KA AT G 5 A1 A 2B A 1 SR BEIA T B 4 L o) 45

(5) T 1) 2% ) 570 A A0 A TR B PR AT . LTI 1) 777 95 DK I AT 25 1S 2 0 S0 Py AR e, Lt i S T ik U T
Pt S A 8 P A v PR AL I T i SR ) — S 8l 2 T ik BRI T [ 2 D AR LIS BN i SR K R T
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AT AT B W ASRE 78 0 R TS 58 210 7 38 TR R sl — 20 SOl i Mk BB £F SR AR I BIE T T i R B A g
DB P 1) A, L A SCRR (77,7813 U T 9 P L A - S Ao o B o SR 8P R e, DA B Ao A 280 T i
GRS B v R AL P P R A
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