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1 BT A WEBAS T T %

Refs Model Model Count Encoding Multi-columns Multi-tables UDF Workload S
[64] LR 1 Model/1 Template predicates, arguments v v v X
[76] MixModel 1 Model predicates v X X v
[91, 92] BN 1 Model predicates v v X X
[32] BN 1 Model/1 Table predicates v X X X
[54] NN 1 Model/1 UDF arguments X X v X
[61] NN 1 Model predicates v X X X
[98] NN/PR/MLR 1 Model/1 Subquery predicates, input cardinalities v v v X
[50] MSCN 1 Model predicates, tables, joins v v X X
[14] Tree-Ensemble/NN 1 Model predicates v X X X
[96, 97] NN 1 Model/1 Template predicates v v X X
[75] DNN/RNN/Tree 1 Model predicates, tables, joins v v X X
[85] tree-LSTM 1 Model predicate, operator, metadata v v X X
[39] KDE 1 Model samples v X X v
[49] KDE 1 Model samples v v X v
1 Model / 1 Table
[41] SPN 1 Model tuples; predicates v v X v
[36,104]  Autoregression 1 Model tuples; predicates v X X v
[103] Autoregression 1 Model tuples; predicates v v X v
K 2: A THRIAS R 5 SR 02 Bk
Methods Workload Shift Data Change Update Time Storage Usage Multi-Columns Multi-Tables
I-histogram[44] X X Short Small X X
d-histogram [30] X X Short Large v X
Sampling [9, 95, 100] v X Medium Large v v
Supervised Learning [50, 85] X X Long Small v v
Unsupervised Learning [41, 103] v X Long Small v v
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2000 FZHIEL O AN G T o Bt R 28R
Jne] B AL BT R S BT VR P o Ay
)RR R BT B R BT B B I — MR A
Pio R, AEE T EH SRR R :(1) AEA s d
AEE T IR, R/ NERIEI2) B EITC kAR
KEARFRRWEEZ AR ok B AR
RS BT, TR EERERAE, (91, 92], JF
EARAE S Fr it 57 B

R AT ARG T — N @ AN R T 8k S e
BRI B2, EORRRRI M R B — R
B, B, SEEEREE. YA TR R AR
HhiE) R R, TR T A R T R ok RElHh
BN

TFEE — MR T R R ZR Z RIRY A5G
Mo SRIM, HRIPBITTHB TS, FEATRES TG
T o TR T 00 2 52 2 T AR AT (70
2 IR T A R LA I [ 5200, Rl 1R IR 3R
PR Z BT o 1A, HATHSRAE T 1 A SRS
U

W IR R R A IREIY , X R E
SRR E R TR B TG . AR A3
AR, W BRI B A T BB 25 R L ZXHRBR S
(e B2 >0) BT ER Sk 1, RIS TA R A AR AR A,
CABSRAT LU 5. 40 [104](55 6.3 1Y) firon, Naru
X TAE SR BAA S, 1 MSCN H1 KDE X}

Hai Lan, Zhifeng Bao, and Yuwei Peng*

SR, LA, B I RITC R E A T ik
FIHAR AR [103](55 7.6 719) AT [85](5F 7.5
) BT, EANTER BRSO DL e
ACEFTE M KT AGEB T 2o SRTT, AT R E T
HITCARRGE nEl— 3, IF B BR sl iR
YEo TSR EN 2R, BATS 2R A,
HWITERT TP L. AR, BT IR0 E AR
BATSIRAN /N, 3 [103] 7R o SR SBdt Y562 [103], £
fl AT IR S rh S AT AR o i T R o

3.4.2 RERIBERITIE). A LTI REN T AT

(1) T2 HT . RTEEA TR AT 54T
SR EERET 22 BT . HRTER A 5L
ARG PRI ET A S R AR B — 4 (77)
AW — R [14, 98], AT LABRIEYIZRRTE
Hro SR, JXECASTR AR I A AR A
FRAY. B 2RISR QAR U AORS ) 199R 2
SR TR YN ZRANBFT I T S 3N 25 TR
SEREER N BN, AE [103] HhAREE Lo 40,
IMAE [85] FR{s L RERXT AL 2R GPU NI 22
13 /N o — PRI, TTHRAER I,
AbAE— A BHIRAZ BRAGERSE o B2 R AT 1=
BN ZRBEL. BORAIL I & 2 R 58 EAL T
THE, RABHRE AL [14] EANIZARZ
FIJTH . A BT, HRTHE AR O %
AREAL MM R BB R . —FHRTRER T2
SR 35 T 19 AR B Y [63]

(2) RATIEEI B TR0 TAE UK. 1R
HARIRB 7 ] SR 2 A, (HE R RE
TCIEXT A WA AR IA B B A o dn i
FEX AR B H s g & R 22— w0
REFYJT 1] SEBR b, R AR A- S 5t ey A
BRI — S T3 — A AR PG 2
T A ) S5 S A B R R B B i 2
o

(3) SLHWIFERIRC AL T2 Trik, Hi=Xy
REETTIE BT IIE R LR AT S . A RIBTTEA
ANFIRYES R ER2FTR o R FITER T35 T
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_ Quality Improvement
of Existing Cost Model
[38,47, 60]

Cost Model 4 Cost Model Alternatives
[4, 81, 85]

Based on Cost Model
— Performance Predication [99]

ShalnglelChory Neural Network

[2, 23,57, 67, 68]

& 3: A classification of cost estimation methods

SIS B R . AN B LA
LA JUASJT QL) TR R AR AR E— A
BRI AR e (2) AEAN A ) AR S asiss
2 (B, Sl 3h A TAE 514K, OLTP = OLAP)
RIS F A B AN AT S 1207 % APk REAN
fA75(3) AR FE N 3 7 T TR B Al 1 A7 i 5 FH AT
HERPE < TR AU, DA R ASE R B A s AT Ay
P TR AT o

4 AR

FEIX 50, A48 T i R AR P ) S R
MTHE H AT FATPREX L7500 o = 2:(1) 2t Bt
ARMIIIRIEEST . (2) BEEHH AR, LUK (3)
WA R ERE . BB T A TERETIUN Ay T
VEo RIOMAAL b I A 2 PERERY TR AR . 1X4ETT
EATRER BT AR et derh . FRBUR AR
SRAETT—A~ (7)) THRIB A, [67]. B2, FAl
A7 EIF R BTN SO AR PERETTN (140, [108]). —
JrE L AR AR T A T RE S T R
HEWARAKIAR . 7 —JH, EhaZiliE
T A P RE R T 2 U E R FRATAE I3
ST A A A e A

4.1 PUA BASRY f o B i

— L5 I B UDF |9 A [3, 37, 38]. Boulos and
Ono [3]fli FIAS[F] A4 NME £ ¥k $h 47 UDF, WEEAH]
FI A, SRJE XA 2 4B 1M . BT

P TSR FEMG T B REE 2401 UDF I,
H TR N i P LR S A T, AT E i B 2R
PASEAANITo (HE, XFIETRERNERE
ZHH BRI R, TOIEARR NS ER AR Z TR
kR 5 [3] P HHSE T EANE, He etal.
(37151 T — M T DU 93 R R 257152 A7 4if UDF 44
HERe SHATEMIN, $48 AT UDF B SERR A
S HT AR, He et al. [38]5| N\ T N7 R kil
£F (MLKNN) J7 7% b 131t 71> 444 PData £/
GERPRAEAEAT AN — D2 BRG], ZRKS TR
WAL 2R 25 7 i) 1 (UDF FREY24Y) feifi i k1> PData,
FEJLsE 4 A5 PData, Liu and Blanas [60] “5 PN 54X
PRI T — R E T A R AL, i T A
TR F ] 7 FSF [ R ABE A 5 DY R AR5 [l =G A AL
HBRA R IR H o AT S8R R AR 1
YA A, R S B AR T (R B ORI 4= 4
W TR N [E] Y H WG 7 4 RO T . 2
BT A ARSI R 22 A A T I, AE = BR8N Al RE

G Z BRI AL H P SO R Z5F iR - Karam-

paglis 2% \, Karampaglis et al. [47] & 5GHEH 7 —
HFR &AL, HITAEL 235 R RN HE S5l T
IRV ER T AR o AfTTEET [99] HHY JT iR AR T [
BHTEEAL . XS T AT A R, AT Sen e 2 Bk
BT, e I 2 BRI R (il R Ak S 7 T
Ao

4.2 AR %

AR R A ERAE R () RIS 2 bR &
UBA) BIRREL TR L2 2% B BT
B NE R AR BT s, AL T IR i
AT R 2 HOTEH R T 22 1, EHEET
NN [J. Boulos et al. [4] 55/ 21 1 F Tl AS -l )
LM%, AT T AR B D9 EE i
BRI — BRI 2%, A R4 ST
D I VA NGIE i 2 SR g B R K (WP
Wk — P, AR FNH R B
R R — 1 () TR RRAS , 158 — A o 2
R/ MR H AR N A REAS 214 o Sun and Li [85] %



H] tree-LSTM RISk 22 S8 7KK , FRAE tree-LSTM
P BRI — MG TR A T A TR AR f T
KBRS, Rl 2 BRI R Se TR
Y R ROIPRIZE B R A 5 22, Siddiqui %2 A Siddiqui et al.
(81 H 1 FhEET 22 ST AR, F H A A E
SCOPE [7] Hyfltttasre Mg 7 K im g/ N
SR AL (7) EWHRA, IXLEHASE N TAE Tz
Py SE AR o G BIASRL PR AR S [98] AR AHEL
HEAN, N T SCRFBTIRIBM B A AL, AR B2y
FRAF SR 2 XECRAS IR AE o 0 T 3 s A P 2

T, 751\ operator-input #5%UF] operator- sub-

graphapprox #R 5% HITCHE B ELRE B4
BN ELNE

4.3 A pPERERI
AR TERE T EURARIEIR . Wu et al. [995R T
2 profiling fEA4FE B PE S5 N R AR Y
FE ARE, AR B TSRS P A Y
FLSRHCE TGN A A TS [A] . Ganapathi et al. [23]#1%
HRIAH <7041 (Kernel Canonical Correlation Analysis,
KCCA) 5| \#| CPU W [AIFEFPRAh HH e A1t
RNBAZ D AT, Blanfg Yy B T2 R Y B0 2
HEAL, IXRMEST. N T AT 5T (CPU I [RIFI2 4
/O f[R]), Liet al. [S7T]AEUR PR DB IIZR T
— MG EER, Z IR R E IS A
TR AR, AT E G R R 4
TEREL, FEART R BT AR S 5ok, DAL
BT R/ NN SEGNSBIR AR K E R
HIE L. 5 [23] AEEE, X NE IR
Akdere et al. [2]#2 H} T BT ] IR T
PR MTE R T — i RIZUR (iR A
FHR RO A) FI— AU (operator level model).
BB TN A TN AR =, T TR
ZACRETIRSET, T HE IR FEBARR A, At
AHE I ISR R E & RIIGRER, FF
PR AR ZH & g O RS T R RS PR R SR,

K FH B A J2 264 ) - Marcus and Papaemmanouil [68]5 |

N T BRI ZE AL 28 W 28 SR TN A Y SR o At

Hai Lan, Zhifeng Bao, and Yuwei Peng*

NEADEHE TR T — A/ DIRHER S, FROVME
FAJT (neural unit), [F]— B E AL HIILZR
— AL SAE, X BTSRRI AL A
AREIR e — i BRTT R PR AL, S ETR
FHEIR AR B KA (AR R — IR
ZHICAYIERAURIZ I RIRYIER o Neo [67] 25
T AR . B3I T — IS E R 2
ML LA () THRIRYREIR » i 2% (T
ME RN dmaL L2 N5 ST
ERE 1Ko — R RI R TR o 16 1R
TR A Y R E— MRS S L 2 =,
AT N 7B S Y HE R

4.4 FATTHIIR I

4.4.1 D B BOIEBUA AR (T IR SR A
JTIE B udfs FE RIS A R . IXEET AR I
T 7 EERZ: LTI DR EEY
AT, sEFT SIS I, A%
JEATRE A TS MBE SRR T, HO AR
A RAA A7 (AN, (55, 710)0 BT ST 5 3k H
AR AR S A R Z AR E AR, it
Gt 1 AT Hh B0 12 6 X e SO — P E R 2 36
33T T HMPERE A AR AL T R T
NN (735 AERAE AN RLGE 3 7 T AEH AR EL 49120, Sun
and Li [85]{s AR R FURERIAAL T AR RL, [67] i
A ) THRIBAEIR (PERE) TEM AR . — S REAS TSI AX
PRty Hr g E B RE R RO, Al LA
T B . B0, feSeBER 722 — ) TAE [85],
K tree-LSTM BARAIAR B (E S JA1M0, EA1H8
A MBI R IR AR R mE g, A
i ML IRl 2k o

4.42 FRFRTRERYTIIE). AIGEAY T IA1 47 LAT P f:

(1) =B R GE 2B AR ) i AR
F R I FE R st it b o BT B IA
DAL S B AR A UZ — Al RERY T 17 o H%
XA IRAR 525 R 2 AT 2 ARAT R Y o B
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fn1, Siddiqui et al. [81PKF A e B REE il TR

JEARTL
(2) DAZE S DAl B 7 922 124 T R A 15k

B B R T T IR A AL (5 3.4.279)

FESEPR RGP R RO BARLE — MY [81] 045
SRR A 2 [R) AT 98 2 — - Tl
B TR BRI REAR DT Sl LA T A
it

5 FIFRIBCE

TEACH, AT T BRI T IR
SRR Bl PRI TR M, o)
BT TR

51 IR

1997 4F, Steinbrunn et al. [84]#2H} 7 — Wik Tk i
PeiErei AR A . R, FRATTEZERTE 1997
FELUE I

51.1 THASHKY. Selinger et al. [79]#2 H 7 —Fhah A
RGBSR N 26 B WA R R U RIT oAb
Ei-dichicly Ny AN ) V5 2 SN 'l A 2 & ot =11 R T s
FEEME , 3 g E IR T A - Vance and Maier [93]
PR T RS, 1 RN [F] B R B
KFHEMIER T o AATTHIE R A B AR
DEBE R TEHE o (79, 93] B AR BE-TTE, Ao 44
VER T A 7 B2 MmN T BLE S A 9T R,
CATERATE & [74] HHHY N AL . Moerkotte and Neumann
(69182t T —FPEE T I sh SR E L . AT E 5]
AN T —FETEN TR SGEEFE. Bk, B4
TR BRI G, TP ARSI T e, ]
Sk H] DP over EAIRA Bl T XARAY AL B o Mo-
erkotte and Neumann [70]4Ji£ T [69] H1[{ J7 15 SR AL R
AeidEernsE ) LA, R, HrhiERaE iy
S LA BRI R o

5.1.2 BInm@ FRE. TDMinCutLazy J& DeHaan and
Tompa [13]42 Hi )55 — Rl &0 B TR A 5

o AR S/ NEI B AR R B TR o, I AR
ERIIEIN:SpFas e PN i N LY 537 1
MAM D AR IR, AT LGB 55 268025 B

Tt~ 7 35 LRSS — e Emak, HFHEAHR
i NBIPET, G40, 898, ABRAYINT . Fender and
Moerkotte [18] $&HH T o) —Ff [ Tl ) N B3 HaA 28 5K
% (TDMinCutBranch), TDMinCutBranch 5| A\ T —#f}
BT RISz, & A BARINER:, B cross-
product free partitions, [l TDMinCutLazy 5% H 4 i1
WIE 73 YO, Fender etal. [21]441 T 53— -
T B9#c 285 m% TD- MinCutConservative, 5 TDMin-
CutBranch H{ L0, i SR SH25 5 SEIR, Jo AT PR RE L B
o 4), Fender and Moerkotte [19, 20]1#2 4} T —/Mk
SEEEE | H o DR NP GEDRRE R Sy TN R A O | S I = TS I B

T ETIA T A ERAZE . [80] FRERH T —FIET top-
down FEFEHZE HHT A IE RN RS-Graph, LA
RO AR IS TR E IR B 25 ] o

513 REFEW. X ARAEW, 8E T [17] @i
HEW AR (BA S/ NI REERR/N) 1
B, H R A SR A . T SRR
v, Kossmann and Stocker [52]#2 4 7 PAFPAS[E] A 34
T ENASHLLI T2, IDP-1 1 IDP-2, X F-45 i@ MLA%: k, IDP-
1347 [79] RV, AE A B Y TR, 4
HUMAER R, EEZHRE . LR NRIERLT,
TERFREACH, IDP-2 E 5B R T oD AE A k3%
HUIERER . SRS AEAE A R LA T DP AR i it
TR Rz ARG R, SRIF EEIZ IR - Neu-
mann [72]42 H T — MR BEE: B8l SunE
KAREAE TR, BRI EDX DP AR5 A AbH, 44
JeiafT DP 8k, NS R R E R B U B
JliifF » Bruno et al. [5]5] A\ | enumerate-rank-merge
R, R AT A & S EE T TSR (17, 86].
WA LR JB T R I . HEP SR Tk — 25
AR EE RS . BRI/ BE bR . &7 20
PRIE G E 1Y 1E 4T . Neumann and Radke [73]4R 4/
AR AR, A =R A
Aif). AR A . IS, TSR DP Sk



SELECT * FROM A, B, C, D WHERE A.al = B.b1l
AND B.b1 = C.c1 AND C.c1 = D.d1;

0
0] ® 0 @ O
@EO0® OO®OO é®® @@

S, T/ S5
ap a a

-/ S /S

K 4: One possible join order episode

i/ N, B LA AR A AR R A (AR R
il DP, FEE [52] A BARSR A e KR AT 1] o

5.1.4 Efth. . Trummer and Koch [89]4 &4 /7 (0]
B — MR G BN, LA/ ME T RITAY AR
FER A B MILP SRARGT BN 2 IR (ZETR) o
TR MILP R, At Tt 2k s ECk T
PR FE B ER AR M . AT K Z 5L OLAP R5:

T T start/snowfake 15245 1A] (PK-FK 1222 R),

FEAE R/ IR — TR o AEACIE FK-FK JERERT, Hi%
1E TPC-DS(Z X ) Hh—#F, BT K
] Z5 5 o Nam et al. [71] 5]\ 7 Y n JCIEHARAE
s, e TR Al M TE ST RO Bk RN R
BRI FK-FK 42, R n ST T X L T ak
Ho MTMZEE R T — DB oA, I
HEEFIIM AR OLAP R4H .

5.2 FETHAIWITIERTHAINTT
%

PR I ) R R 5846 7 2] (DL). ££ RL H1,
AHEE AT S PG AR 2R —25 ¢, AR
PR — KW 7 5B — D EE a0 RIEYHERE s
TR BHOIRAS 0010 SRS ERIE N FHIZBIE a, 1R 1912
il re Z5AABH . RL 1Y B AR5 > — 1 SRIG R4, AR
AR BBRBUTE), RIS BRI R 1E
join order selection H1, state /& 4 FijHJ 74, action &
ZE P TIR E4fR o FRIBI SR 232 0, i Jm
— P EIVER R E A AR EUEIR . ReJoin [66] >k
JHIEE 5548 2% 2] (deep reinforcement learning, DRL) 3§
BRBRAERINY . 127 B i KA [87] SEHAD,

Hai Lan, Zhifeng Bao, and Yuwei Peng*

SUEALASE] T2 FH o DRL FR PR AR 7R S BT 744
A ERSA T E TR — IR B M
Mg A A HRARAG Y AR E 22 Sl . ReJoin X
R (F) TR R R 8 1 B A 25 4
1T . 5 [66] /A, Heitz and Stockinger [40]/E
AT alE—MEMR R R — D RET A, R

H [56] FREY AR PR R T — A AT - DQ [53]

g —FpEF drl 197775 B one-hot [ X (1)
A R LR R TR IS . DQ BN — 1
BB O ) B (IR A TR o TE I SR I
DQ 568 M AF 1 AR Hn 8 28 (1) oA, 48
Je i BRI A 7 I (RIS ASRLIE T4 - Yu et al. [106] 5%
Jil DRL F1 tree-LSTM #H 25 & 1Y 5 300 T8 e i 7%
o HLMERJITE [40, 53, 66] A, tree-LSTM 1] LA
AR 2 AR I ZEE E. 5 [53] L, B
FARACR AR, SR 5 D) T TR VE A A i)
Bho TR, MUTIETE A T A FRECE AR 2 g A
16, BTG n/mERR/51 . [90] R T UCT, —Fpisdft,
FENE, FRMHRTE RS, M BT 20
RN T 715 2 M AR A R 3] o B — A il
AT RIS A /N R, ARE/IND R AT REZS iR
AFEERRT , ARG TP R e

5.3  FRATTH WL

53.1 BE. AEETE I UIM E TR &A%k
CEEARE ) (W — RS ) . ST
R, B TUR B SRRE EA G T R, i,
WSRO EAR RN = A BB BT . IX IR 5 1548
B2 BRI RGPS RS2, SR > A,
oS e S iR = ¥ S K P 1S I [T T S =S e
H 5 3R T S22 > o EATTZ RIS 3 X G 2:(1)
TR WRLE(E BWE PR LA s B T T 9w AG . (2)
SR F W EeAsR , EUETE 2 M1 505 B T 2 A2y Al m)
PASCEREE 4 1R RE . B Se it /5 ik [106] SRS [85]
U tree-LSTM AR AE Bl TR R 7R o TR
AN A HER L . &) LA 5 B S IR X AR R4 7
TR SR HR AR 1) ot B RV H RS sTdE i 73 [106]
T AEET 22 0 A EMA T S 2o,
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T2 ) TR B SE ) R ST R AU D ]

o

532 FRERIRERITIIE). A LA T RTTAEN 7 -

(1) ACERRIA ) A3 e WA BT A (1 7 3%
HOREET HIRIA LR dp J7ike IR HY AR
An ey s 5 T O 2R SR SR KA 36 o L
b, HATESSBER T K& RT3 [73] A
RESCHF—ARADE B Lo

(2) BT22 WY J5 % HATHY BURT 35 UG PKFK
ERE, BRI NGRS Infe A HE A% 12
RRE— AR RERY TR BRI AT, X
A TR eI E N E R
gio fEMTRISER Y, M PREZ TSN
YA DORIG IERA R ERRIY , S8
JE RE BRI o BRI SR TG O HBE TR
W, ARASEI AN % R — &
ATEN, SRS EZIR. wiF>r
TRRAE—EHIINE P BTN, ARy
ePE AR fe— e BRI . I A AR A
A AR AL RTRERY T 1A o

6 45t
TR S, SR AT &I
WO AE A R IHT H 7 T AR A . AR
ST AR R LR TR B T AR, BT A
BP0 . WAh, Bl RS DR T AT ARG A
FKTTI . AL T2 ST BN, FET
G735 ST T AT R AR o T
R T A L RIRC R A (LA R o e o8
BRI SRS — N TPRCEY . ELA BRI AER 5577
VAR RS R TR S 4
BCHEIS 457 TR AR . A, TR TRMS S50
VA 0 TR DT S HS SRR T2 ST B 7 o
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