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rsuy (T), then p[S] is in mg(T) and p[Y] is in my (7). Thus, 4 is in
71'5(T) X 7I'y(T)

Now, we use the fact that the relations to which step (3) applies are re-
duced. First, we note that 7g(T) = S, since S is one of the relations in the join
T, and S has no dangling tuples. Thus, the size of 75(T') is no greater than I,
since surely S is no larger than the entire input.

Second, we note that my(T') can be no larger than U. The proof consists
of two observations

1. wy(T) = my(Ry p< --- > Ry). The reason is that, because the relations
are reduced, every tuple in T extends to at least one tuple over all of the
attributes, when all of the relations Ry, ..., Ry are joined.

9. Y C X, s0my(Ryv<---pa Ry) can be no larger than mx (Ry < b Rg).

But mx(Ry < --- b4 Ry,) is the output, so (1) and (2) imply that the size of
7y (T) is no greater than U. We may now involke (11.42) to argue that wsuy (T)
has size no greater than 27U. In detail, let ¢; be the number of tuples in 7s (T)
and %, be the number of tuples in my (7). Let [; be the length of a tuple in
75(T) and I be the length of a tuple in 7y (T'). Then l1t1 < I, and lpts < U.
Now msuy(T) has at most ¢3¢, tuples, by (11.42), and their length is I3 + la.
Thus, its size is at most (I; + l2)t1t2. Finally, observe that Iy +1Ip < 21115.%°
Thus, the size of msuy (T') is no more than 20;lt1ty = 2IU. O

Theorem 11.8: For a fixed query of the form (11.38), Algorithm 11.4 requires
communication cost and running time that are polynomial in the size, I, of
its input relations, the size, U, of its output relations, and the number, &, of
relations in the join of (11.38).

Proof: Step (1), applying the full-reducer semijoin program, requires o)

communication and O (k(1 log I +U log U)) total computation time, as we have
seen. Step (2), construction of a parse tree, is implicit in the discovery of
the full reducer. To find the full reducer or the parse tree takes time at most
the product of the number of hyperedges times the number of nodes in the
hypergraph constructed from (11.38). On the assumption that there are no
empty relations in the input, the size of the hypergraph cannot exceed I, and
if there are empty relations, that fact can be discovered in O(k) time and the
empty relation produced as the output immediately, without performing steps
(3) and (4) of Algorithm 11.4. We conclude that O(kI) time suffices to find
the full reducer for step (1) and to find the parse tree in step (2), in all but the
trivial case where there is an empty relation. Thus, we can neglect the cost of
step (2), since the estimate we use for step (1) is higher, both in transmission

39 Of course, nsually, {1 + [z is much less than l;l3. However, because of the possibility
that I; = I3 = 1, we need the factor 2 so the claim holds generally.
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cost [there is none in step (2)] and in computation cost.

For step (3), we must transmit k — 1 relations; none are larger than 2/U,
by Lemma 11.1. Thus, the total transmission cost is O(kIU). This amount
dominates the transmission cost of step (1), and can be taken to be, within
a constant factor, the transmission cost of the entire algorithm. For the com-
putation cost, we take k — 1 joins, whose input and output relations are all
bounded by size 2IU. Thus, a method such as sort-join offers running time
O(IUlog(IU)) per join, for a total cost of O(kIU log(IU)).

Finally, the projection of step (4) requires no communication and takes
time O(IU). We conclude that step (3) dominates both the transmission cost
and the total computation time, so the algorithm as a whole has transmission
cost O(kIU) and running time O(kIU log(1U)). [J

11.15 THE SYSTEM R* OPTIMIZATION ALGORITHM

System R* is the experimental extension of System R to the distributed environ-
ment. Like its parent, it performs optimization in an exhaustive way, confident
that the cost of considering many strategies will pay off in lower execution costs
for queries.

The optimization algorithm applies to an algebraic query of the kind dis-
cussed in Section 11.11, where the expression to be optimized represents the
query applied to logical relations, which in turn are expressed in terms of phys-
ical relations. The operators assumed to appear in the query are the usual
select, project, natural join, and union, plus a new operator CHOICE, which
represents the ability of the system to choose any of the identical, replicated
copies of a given relation. That is, if relations Ry, Rz, and R3 are copies of one
relation, at different nodes, and 93 and S are also copies of another relation,
then we might express the join of these two relations as

CHOICE(Rl,Rz,Rg,) > CHOICE(Sl, 52)

We could, for example, save transmission cost by picking copies of R and S5 that
were at the same node and joining them there.

One modification we shall make to expression trees is to combine nodes
having the same associative and commutative binary operator into a single
node, provided the nodes being combined form a tree, with no intervening
nodes labeled by other operators. The three binary operators, union, natural
join, and choice, are all associative and commutative, so this rule applies to
each of them. A tree of nodes labeled by just one of these binary operators we
shall call a cluster. All the nodes of a cluster will be replaced by a single node,
and the children of the nodes in the cluster become children of the new node.
The parent of the new node is the same as the parent of the one node in the
cluster that is an ancestor of all the nodes in the cluster. The result of these
operations we call a compacted tree.
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Bx

BExample 11.38: The expression tree in Figure 11.32(a) is replaced by the tree
in Figure 11.32(b). We have combined the two nodes labeled U, since they form
a cluster, and the three nodes labeled < also happen to be arranged in a tree;
thus they are a cluster and are replaced by a single node. [

U//U\M R/S\m
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U

Figure 11.32 Replacement of clusters by single nodes.

Let us now enumerate the strategies for evaluation that System R* consid-
ers. We shall assume that each relation is at a single site. If a relation is repli-
cated, then we shall give the replicas different names, and apply the CHOICE
operator to the collection of replicas. We assume also that the query asks for
a specific expression to be computed at a specific site of the network; the ex-
pression is represented as a compacted tree. The algorithm below considers all
ways to evaluate the nodes of the compacted tree, taking into account

1. The various orders in which an operator like union or join of many relations
can be performed as a sequence of binary steps,

2. The various sites at which each node of the tree could have its result com-
puted, and

3.  Several different ways that the join could be computed.

The Cost Function

When the algorithm considers each of the options listed above, it must evaluate
the cost of these methods. The actual cost function used in System R* is
quite complex; it takes account of the computation cost at a site as well as the
transmission cost. We have had the flavor of the sort of analysis that is used at
a single site in Section 11.2, so we shall, for simplicity, take a less detailed cost
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function that only accounts for the transmission cost. That is, as in Section
11.11, we shall assume that the cost of sending a message is, in appropriate
units, equal to the number of tuples sent, plus a constant co.

Join Methods

The options for taking a union of two relations are fairly clear. We can ship one
relation to the site of the other or ship them both to a third site. The costs of
these three approaches are obvious, given the cost function above. The options
given a CHOICE operator are also clear; the cost is zero for any site at which
one of the relations in the choice resides, and otherwise the cost equals the cost
of shipping one of the replicas to the desired site. Which replica is shipped
doesn’t matter, since the costs are the same, under our model.

However, with the join of two relations R and 5, the set of options is not
so well defined. The algorithm to be described has five options that can always
be used, and two others that can be used when R and S are both at the same
site. These options are the following.

1. Ship R to the site of S and compute the join there. The cost is ¢g plus the
size of R.
2. Ship S to the site of R and compute the join there. The cost is ¢g plus the
size of S.
3. Ship R and S to a third site and compute the join there. The cost is 2¢p
plus the sum of the sizes of R and 5.
4. Perform a semijoin S b< R, before obtaining the relevant tuples of 5 and
moving them to the site of R. That is, compute mrrs(R) at the site of
'R, ship these tuples to the site of S, and there compute S p< R. Ship
the result to the site of R. The cost of this method is estimated to be
2¢o + Tr(1 + Ts/I), where T and Ts are the number of tuples in R and
S, and T is the “image size,” that is, the size of the projection of S onto
RN S. That is, at most Tr tuples are shipped from the site of R to the
site of S, and therefore TpTs/I is an upper bound on the average number
of tuples shipped back to the site of R.*° We could estimate the cost more
closely by considering the size of mrns (), but this method will only make
sense when R is very small anyway.
There is another method similar to (4), in which the roles of R and 5 are
reversed.
We call strategies (1)—(3) fetches. Strategies (4) and (5) are referred to as

lookups.
If R and S are at the same site, there are several other strategies we shall

consider.

(@2

40 Tg is another upper bound, but this method is, in practice, only used when Tg < I.
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6. Compute the join at the site of the two relations and leave it there. Since
we charge only for transmission in our simple model, the cost of this action
is zero.

7. Compute the join at the site of the two relations and ship the result to
another site. The cost is the cost of shipping the result relation. Note that
we could also use strategy (3), shipping the unjoined relations to a new
site and joining them there. Which is preferable depends on how the size
of the join compares with the sum of the sizes of R and S.

The Algorithm for Selecting an Evaluation Strategy

We can now present our simplified version of the System R* algorithm for query
evaluation.

Algorithm 11.5: Selecting a Processing Strategy for a Distributed Query.

INPUT: A query in the form of a compacted tree, with operators select, project,
join, union, and choice, sites for all of the argument relations, guard conditions
for these relations, and a site at which the result must appear.

QUTPUT: A preferred order of application of the operators and sites at which
the results of these operations should appear.

METHOD: The first stage of the algorithm is to generate all of the possible eval-
uation sequences; representing them as ordinary expression trees, with binary
operators. We begin by pushing selections and projections as far down the tree
as possible, using Algorithm 11.2. When we encounter a CHOICE operator,
we push the selection or projection to each child of a node labeled CHOICE.
We also use the technique of Section 11.11 to eliminate subtrees whose guard
conditions conflict with a selection and to eliminate redundant guard conditions
as in Example 11.26.

‘We then proceed up the tree, beginning at the leaves. On visiting a node,
we generate for that node a set of expression trees, each of which must be
considered when finding the least cost application order.

Basis: The basis, a leaf node labeled R, yields a set consisting of the one
expression, R.

Inductive Step: Let n be a node of the compacted tree. Suppose the children
of n, say ¢i,...,Ck, have each been processed, so we have for each child c; a set
&S; of expressions.

Case 1: If the operator at n is selection or projection, then & = 1, and we form
the set of expressions for by applying the same operator as is at n to the root
of each expression tree in Sy.

Case 2: If the operator is CHOICE, the set of expressions for n is the union
of the S;’sfori=1,2,...,k.
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Case 3: If the operator at n is U, we consider all unordered binary trees with &
leaves. For example, Figure 11.33(a) shows the three unordered trees with three
leaves designated a, b, and c¢. Since the children of each node are unordered,
the first of these could as well have been exhibited as any of the trees in Figure
11.33(b), where we have shown the two different orders of a and b, and the two
different orders of ¢ and the parent of @ and b, in all possible combinations.

a . b a c b c

(a) The three unordered binary trees with three leaves.

)
VAR

(b) The four ordered trees that are represented by one unordered tree.

a b

Figure 11.33 Illustration of unordered trees.

Tt is sufficient to consider only unordered trees; the way we group operands
of a union may make a difference in the efficiency, but there can be no difference
whether we compute E; U By or Eo U Ey. A similar remark holds for the join
operator, to be discussed next. We complete construction of the expressions
for node n by taking each of the unordered trees, with interior nodes labeled
U, and placing at the leaf for ¢; any of the expression trees in S;, making the
replacements for the leaves in all possible ways.

Case 4: If the label of n is b<, we proceed exactly as for a union, except that <
labels the interior nodes of the unordered tree.

Now we must do the second stage of the algorithm, the computation of
the best evaluation strategy for each of the expression trees constructed for the
root by the first phase. We now have binary trees, and again we work on each
tree from the leaves up. At each node, we must compute the cost of evaluating
the expression whose root is at that node, with the result left at each of the
possible sites. Remember that the exact cost of operations depends not only






