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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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Fig.1 Answering a query by materialized views
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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 R 7 i R GU AR LS N TR B 1P R 7530 1) B0 T Sl S8 28 LB 8 5 2B () 7 0 kAT
STk, T R 7 DA 280325 11 725 VA0 0 O RS B8 7 A B I ) 2 ) R i iR s s AR R AR OL BT
SATVF 2 K TR AU IE R (BT, 2o LA AR (R JURP VA 3 T 2 Sl A% . 2T MVPP. JET AND-OR
PRI T REHLSE AR 7k

211 BT 2R Tk

TE X 5(Z HEHURR) A, 2 4O (M, RS 1 2 AN B T8 T MR, o T=(ag, @, ....a) M 22 AN T
A A a IR | 4 LI — 20,5 A

(1) XTI A Ti=(@0az....a0) 1 To=(by,by,....0n), Ti<TH(B1 Ty KT To), 24 HAL S TR0 i #54
ai<hy, BV T, 754 4 BRI GO AR 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 4k ¥ )2 ¥k 45 1) & :Storeld—>Area—>AllL % £ 4E 53 A% WK 2 fros, St
p,c,a,s 43 #1327~ Productld,Category,Storeld,Area, 3 4 22 4 20 3z #% 1) 52 X, 3878 76 DB=(p,s).1X P45k 11 2 4 50 ¥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 P A% TR A B 3 R D AR B9 BPUS(benefit per p
unit space), il W T 1472 AT LU A R H: Atk 22 100 X i
i) S50 — RE A 1A P A A L B B, SCHR[2] L %5 )& ¢ a
T A WA, B A SR e AN ZE AT AN

17

R R R A AR e A T e A @
S0 TC LA 75 WA B 7 1 2 ] I 4
MR RADEEEL AT 101h

SEof K SR SCULIE RO 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
EMERER 0.63F £

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
MR [2]42 H 11 22 2 B0 A% AN [R], MD- 46 [R] ) 25 18 T o5 S 3R 4 30 Ja 1 2 IR &5 4, T SCHR [2] 70 1) 22 4 Bl s L&
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
HRHFRRMERIFEAEW q A5 BAAERAMEERE v 71 vigv 2 vy B vy B8R 52515 A AR A DG A 3 AR
[l g 7. MD-#g, AT LUK R i /A RST TR B, SCHR [LSTR) A RS Ak o 5 vk Sk 1 — 25 4 Nk 223 i) AR 3 RSH Al o, 24
Al 12 0 1] 11%) 2R SRR B R v I 3t M DA 7 it DR DAy 5 328 36 B vy )2 K 1 A0 P81 B b ke, 0 B 3K LB R I OB (1) e A 5 )
FRF ] (4 6k 2D B AN 43 R OKSCHR 4718 J& T 20 4 S a8, 40 D A8 S50k N 3 o0 A0 U B BE N FE X R R 858
AT ECE W] DLAE AN R (18 20 A1 27 s i) B b A2 30 SCHR[A0] it 7 & B, SR SCRR[2TUE W] T BPUS Sk ml DAfR
IEHAS — AR T B (FR S SEAL - s 8] S BN, R BRATBRAR /N, 48 32 2 17 80 Xk AT 45 D A S vE i PR e T vk
3 BUAR L () PR B DRk, SCHR[L9]42 H T BT I A% B0 SR o 8 X Al 17 0 T ) MR 3 455 R0 1) 42 . S TR [66] 42 1
T —% PGA(polynomial greedy algorithm)$idk. 1251k 75 2O O 20 (10 4 200 15 00 (%) [R) I A5 88 B8 DR RE IR U 1Y)
ATy A, O B AT RS T 2 4R R B 5 AT LA A ) P R

AHL R T 22 2 B0 1% 10 7 ikt AT — 2 5 P 48, 1 ol R P 2 ) A A B 1 ), B 0 B AR T S R
H IR AFTETORAT B R A A B AR 38 BAR AL I, 2 e 500 st e AR L M AR RS T XM A5 LT A e I R
K TP IR B A A PO T 2 A SR SR [4814% T — T U 2 ok v IR K 6 SR R R 1 vk b B0HE 37 4 (data
cube) 7 73 fif 1% VF 2 A WL JT 3R AR N B0 32 0T 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
Pl 50 2 P A 45 A BT AT DA AL I v 2 5 45 80 R I T 2 A 15 00 18] 7 38 4 B 1 2R A 2 S I 804 2y R I R
SERAR ZSCHR IR BT T — AN AP T P SR A 1 TG B HEAT A B L TG BT DA B A0 PR G 2 A T A X
WS HEAT VARG AT TT LA BT RS 2% 45 B0 5 1 £ A
2.1.2 3T MVPP(multiple view processing plan)f) /5 2

EX 6(MVPP). A MVPP & AR IE I M = (V, A CI.Cr, f,, 1), Horh VR USSR A 247 1134
A I AL LN 44

o XTTRAEARRR. BB LAY, DL — A2 o A ¢ RACEIRAE, # A — A 2 0 R

Tri.
o XFveV, T(V)RIRTU v ™ A I O T (v) AT BLZ BEA G AR AR AT LU Ao R 7 A 1) v 1] 5 S sl 1 )
(1 de 28 45 2R

o W TATAT 7 8 VOASAEAE LA v O &S AT 1 30), T(V) R R — N EAR K R O o B L7y
B WX TATA vel, fy(V)E 7R v 1 5B .

o N TATATHEAT & VAR LL v A SR 1 3), T(vV) & s — AN, )« @7 I R 2 SRS,
U FATA] veR, fy(V)#m v 1 A 4.

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 X TATLATI A v, 4 DW)ERPIAALL v ke AL I &5 4 & 5 TALT veR,D(v)=@.4 D{v}=
D(V) U{U, o DV} o v T AT HILSE.



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
PR P TT ZE, I MVPP Az B ) 85 4% 46 i 0-1 G A 1 751, 30k T ) 868 00 o it oA S A 400 P 86 1) A 1) D7 v AR A
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<_ S0k
I_name like P_name like P_id,

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

TOYOTA  jtem Sales } Part Supplier

}

Fig.3 Anexample of MVPP
3 —/> MVPP {jfil ¥

H I, SCHR[41 0 10 J7 32 B O3 1 S 78 S /ML 2 v AR I 1) 22 2 v AR A, B AR A1 2% B AL IR e AR (HL ) 22
W5 TR Pl O R A A T A, LR TR T U AR A A0 I SR BRI, R T R NIX AN A, SCHR[50]5 1N T AR
Pl A4 SR I IR B 25 18 T 22 B w0 A0 RO P 4 AR AL 1l

MVPP  CU 7 1IE B & — 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 FLESCHR[3] 421 T AND-OR EIFIMES JF4 H T #4 AND-OR KEl(Wn 1 4 Fis) i) s .
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
F1K) E S 40 8 /N 1 2 VR R I R T 3 T 5 FE R 51 AND SR T Inner-level Greedy 595 F A% fE i
B OR K Greedy-interchange 5106 F A% R BB 1R 1) AND-OR &, 3545 1 T AO-Greedy 51451
Muli-level Greedy 1.

{H 2, SCRR[3] e % ek 8. 5. TESRH . 54, 3
FR [3]0 #RL P&l 38 B 45 A IR T AL A O e 2 T — /N353 BT A ) 7
T SR b R 25 A BT SRR A P S A P ke Bl 2 . DS R R I S
BR[23,54] X 61 3T AND-OR &l AR B 1B £ 77 VAAE T 8 — 2P i 58
e SCHR[23]142 HE T 25 A I 247 A5 [ B 1 (10 2 08 1 32 36 i) 3L i
HEZE A AND-OR [EI%H R Bl EAT G485, IR 4% tH T 2% JE A I 4E 47 A pr
1 Inverted-tree Greedy H2:F1 A*E% AR 2, SCHER[391i i SE 46 iiE
52, 3CHR[23] R BT ORI JE R S0 IR P B I A A 3 R R
ReUF, I h T — AN S HEAT 30 IF . [R] I, STk [220 380 5 K 5 S 30 3, SCHR[23] ) A B 01 AN A2 A B 4k 31 o
LAk

AND-OR B¢ L () H AT 7T b 43 2 7 B . SCHR[55] R I OR B R s 1M, 28 5 8 OR B #5 4k 0-1
TR AR R AR SR 0% N SCHR[6 7132 7 55T AND-OR & 11 H MHL B AH 56 8 3R 3 11 400 el 3 4% 7 7. SCik[68]
— 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) i) #1 Bl 4143

Fig.4 An example of AND-OR graph
Kl 4 —A AND-OR FE 41T

AT RTER N —AMEE L — A MVMG & FH 2 A A U B (AT 10 JE 30 B & 13 20100, & 2, — B
ANEE WAL 2 Fe 7 R IE 2 30 58 (AT 190 JE 28 B AR 38 43 on A& 9
2.1.4 LT RENVIRALI T7 ik

LG 5 1 AU A NIP-58 4 ) JE 21 o 3 8% il B, — A BV A8 T AT 16 A ke D 6t A B LA A 5925 B LA
0L DAV 2 B0 A SERG, AT VEAS oA 20K Fig T 40 2Rk R AN W 1) B O AR . AV A0 ¥k T LA o G 4 A 1) T AR
FRAT T PRI AT T 8] AT 76 458 J02 (140 A [ g 4 8105 B0 1 8 AR T O v e 19 B0 Al B AR A (H 2, 5 AT
I T ik 20> 1) Rt B A L 028 110 0 IS B8R ) R B8 3 S L 2658 /AN 1) 38 i, AL 92 4 380 1 At e v 3 U e 0 A, AR AL R 58
ALK F] 90% Lk F 1,

ARSI R AN — R OB R, B 3 MR (1) i E — IS R 4(2) MWIX T EE S H 5 A
RO B BT 00 7 555 (3) A8 TR 26 4 % 0 ) Sk 48 R i 0 )R D 38 A B R At e 0L TR 32 4 1) R T 1 SR
H B PR o A7 K P T AR 2 i, O L AN WA A 1 DR, A0 PR B 1) gk ] L R — A HoAT KR &
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
PR 34 3 1) R0 7% 3 A B0 M AR AR 1) P 2 I8 A 00 U 32 0-1 it 1 7 795 o (L2 400 PR 08 86 1) R O 3R
% 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

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 FIIF 5 i 5 T 0 1] 2 496 ) R, 3 A 550925 AN 5 O AN DRIE R 88 3R A5 e 10 0 AU e A0 A8, 1% 77 Yk R 28R
L IRH e TR 22 IR 2%, LU 1 A 1 ol o SO, S92 A 8 DA S S B I 5 v 2 i 3

L5 5K 38 A SR AR e R0 ) 3 9% A28 AL, SCAR [ 7048 H SR RS BL 3R K 9 SR At e WU 1) 3k % i 8, 40 3 K
ST LR B 4 R B AR, I LR T 8 BB IR A A 1) AEL 2 ) AR 0L A3k 3 47 0 1) 34 % 0 2 SR B e T3
A 2 5, T BT Ik 22 YRS B AR 1 ) e e 1 2R
215 FETHERM I

5 H AT VEAS R 3 T HESL (1) 75 1 AR 5 I A 2 Al S R 1 328 86 1 R0+ L AR P B, T i o 5 T — B R
Ve 32 P8 AE A A 412 iy A A0 s 30 B 10 e, A 9k T A A A 24 v R A 3K T L 2 S AR PR S
X Hk[65].

SCHR[B5]3R T — MBS ANNE (K40 BRI REBHE 2 A ANNE F7 o 8 o 100 S50 1) 53 2 5 I e T i Aab B £
Kt % 10 52 2 M ANINE J8E S 5 firk 28 (1) S5032% Adb B L - 522 2% R B8 s i LA ANINE ) Rk 2 2% J3E 3l 32 381 17 A7 2011
B A — B U, SR S Ik A I ) A2 2% B O(m22%), Heepr o 2 4 () M, m 7 ik o (1 W0 P i S 28 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% 5£.(2) ANINE S 4 (1) 35 B0 047 HE 3, 2l A 380 0 00 LU A K IR 48, AN T LA SR 73 58 1 1 ft
216 A

SCHR[AL1 22 25 i) P 2 /s W B, O A8 R SE Atk 3 00 3 48 o 0 e A bR 75 2 ) 3 R 0 R SR A IR 75
5 SRR B 4 4 11 22 A i) BRI S A i R B S I & A — MIRERB R 7 —ARE, 2982 Al
Pl 11y e, N T 8 S A b T3 15 75 78 ) A L e o 0 S A A A B SRR (4048 FH 95 R Bk R4 R AR
M S5/ HRPIRZS A8 3 A S0k 4 /N 48 22 2 ).

H 2, SCRR[41, 46080 2 T A MR 2 (L) PLEE R RS BB E T2 A El a4t RERW

JH 44 T #B %A

SCHR[AL]HE — AN $ s 37 7 4 (data cube) B 22 S U7 1 (cubeid) 5 A X S8 5 AR B HE— 25 Ry e 2 AN TE A
(fragment), 5 J A I S5 H b BRI JEAT SR 4002 7[RI TP %) A o 38 6 7 2 P 380 2 AN ST, A otk 12 Sk
T TR ROk E 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



204 Journal of Software #k#F%4& Vol.20, No.2, February 2009

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 A e 280 o D0 AR, KT g it =5 0 P 80y 386 e 25
IA] S FRH G R T IX S )L B Al P=NP A A iff 5 1 119 22 200 2 ek [ $5030 ] DUAS 380 Bl 2 A 500 T e 1) 42
RE. SCHR [2] 52 HA 156 T 1 2 4 B0 15 10 T 2R SRR AR AL T — B3R AT 0 AL iz D0 A 190 A28 76 7 2% i S L I 235 (i) BR
N AR L S AR TR B 2 U AN T 1-(1-1/K)% JE v ke om SEL P i B0 A0 k U2 9 KIS oL T,
DR ERE R D SR L T IR REIN 0.63 5 FEIX 25 B H I 2R AL vk (b W SCHR[3,12,23]) th #8452 T 4Ll
1) i U T B3 B B I, SR [2] 5% T P o #4822 A 2 B 17 A A2 Wi 2 s [ B, T SR [2 3] PRI 0 4 B, 7 SR JT I ]
BN, 2 0 B R HCR: n T TE 99 KN (N5 18 P AT NP i i), SCRIR [2] 503245 21 (9 P RE L 22 /0 2 n/12. 32k [42] AT
5 I N1, 3 B 22 SR ARG I 22 A SO0 45 I, 55 Ps=NP, IR & A0 P 326 36 Il A P A 4] — 4> 22 T e I [ B v 15 )
Pk BE B2 D S n' ¥ (e>0) IX FERAE, 24 K i 7 2 4 S0 1 B 0 L PN IS 4 0L P 34 86 il RS 77 A Y RE AT 11

AR AR %, b B 7.7 748 (hypercube lattice) F1FH &l (product graph), M i ARG 10 558 1 # 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 B RR P 3 B B A VR A AR AT UK AR T ST [39] WU A Sy R A e R SR T DAAE 22 33 e R A 3R B AT AT
(1.
2.1.8 AL PRy 1 I e

SRR P 398 8 B T A5 O IR S O T B 6 R A S AT W PR R RS B PSR SR BT B Bh A PEAS A
T B T R A, L KON T A B A R e ) s R 1 A A AR ) A T R LTI (. 5 b,
O O 22 v 1 At R A D () O 0 A2 B S BT I 7 2 A 1 A 2 4 YA B 1 4 SR T BB AR R 3 T R
R B DY B A U AT, U b A AT I A WU PR 2 R VR N TSI AU P A A R AT U A i A
F I T SR AR K IR B8 A P v 38 A7 AE R AT S TR T R 0 (6 P XA A B A A TR R AR B
PLE EARATATIH,

HE AR BT VR 5 — A S, RGBT IR U — A R R B 45 R, B G TR I AN i s R 4
A [0 25 00 75 1 1) v ) 45 R A0 S o Y T o, R OLAP 751 75 2 K == 1) 1/O JF45 A1 CPU Ab 1LY (H2 e AT 1 %
HE 485 SR AR N bk ek 2 10 A R A B A A B I D AT T A T AR SR LA/ K B R A
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