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1. ME

HAR dolepdjo} 2] ERAA/ L] Ao glo] AMEA|oA BAY tiite] HE vy L
oo BRE AN Ex= AT 913 WS 42 dolelE AMAY Wart FF Uy Ahga
o] 2 Y4 (locality of access)Z HA| Yool 3s}r] Hrh= 2 REAYT 3igslr] of
2ol ERAde g3 2F R7FHE SHES tAToA HAMRIZE AL wHolx 8§
o|7] ¢l3l ¥A IFHUH 4 qth uler] YaloldE T (fragment) 28 EIALOoTH, Ztz}e)
GHTS QA2 ERYAES FAld 3 $5 il

T3 T dlolepHlola HA Al EWAME AR AL 913 ALl THES vz P
AL 3719 A= FEEHY, ety ERNA N2 93] tlA3Y] FHL wo|x|7} AMAFHE
Rojtt. 2w & vRE2] A (memory hierachy)oll YU wix 437 B 713 o] JAHAFHE=
&8 ES 78 wE dRelo A3ty ¢ A"l EAl dolEllo]lA HANME THE] o
2] Alo|Eof FHo] 7hsdiAl UHHch 3 wHE FIHoT od Fel Y FRE AL
A dlojetHo] Ao A AT 2Lt thE B TiY AAAQA AAFREL oYL B =R
AEEZR] ¢ferl.

T3 2UL ol $HES ME tlE o] gt ol oY 448 JHR Yol
AL B(m)71AZ U¥lo]l A 4 glch. o§7]A B(m)2 mHx| Bell numberZ & 4 wo] tji3} B(m)
m™oll AIZRcH1]. vz HL 4 nof thB|H X exhaustive approach® o] BAE T AL 7}
53HA dth

Hoffer[7]= 43 E¥& ZABsH7] 3l vy 0-1 FFAY 2y /Mustact. 2z Mr
o Fold gAYt A, AN, A vB]E&L HAIAIE FeaH EHES ALY
& A=t}

Eisner and Severance[8]+= primary memoryo]] X &=E|o] ¢l BE AR&=le] &3 M A 7}3
2=t secondary memoryel]l AAEo] Zt Apgxlo] 23} F7) v o T HAARL AYE FojA
F=F AARE= 423 7S AAstgch. 8|82 primary segment?] Zo|2} secondary
segment?] Al8-& Q-F31X] Q= EWWA A2 S0 U3 AYL2 FHSC

Hoffer and Severance[12]= &/4&& XYM &2 VUEE ZE= AES IF5YsH: 9188
& MEstact. $4 87 AUEE ERNHo] 3] A HREHE AEE MR AYUEE A
Al st

Navathe et al.[1]2 $]¢] & FA3IA 2vtA 43 £ da25S Aosidrt. F Ax) ©
AL B A ALY, SR TAQ ulgol A AA At AJAQJ A AN
B]-8 2Qlo] i3t Mgt R glo] A=} A Uyt AR 3I=F tch. Yo oyt 4y
stetulele 44 AHE BRG ZF EWYML =23 JMA H4(logical access frequency)o|T}.
A &4 AYx PP (attribute pairwise affinity matrix)S F=Ld] T FA 712 AdUsE €}
=3 o] VAL ofi; =§acck,-,-. AN acckij= &4 i &4 JE SAo] URsp= Ea

A4 ke Wxsolnt. artd BPS 7HsURL block diagonal FelZ FHE7] 1% B2 4 =Y
3t 2el2EY daEEel AUEACL BPL v/ P52 AHAE HAHAY) N T
A8 Fygez FeHch oA HIOHESY $45L 28 45 9t

&4 AdE IR FE @S F 4 AlolY VUEE edge L2 VEPY FUE T why
E AHgxldrH2], 44 AUx= WH-E linearly connected spanning tree® THE ¥ JlL}e] Ajo)
Z& sty o R Hi o] dIe|EL2 o BE onjgl: THES A i)

Cornell and Yu[4]:= BAIY dlojepdjo]2] B3 dAo] Nty 432 E3dHS sjustac.
S$8ES STl MIONE Yo t]AT JHA $F HAINIE HF o|ALY g3
25 A8 FFAYYEES AMESto spgstgr.
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Chu[3]& VAR dlojetdo]2olA EMde] ZAY MEL $3 EEUS AUstdct. q71A4
t EWYAEE S4ES 2431 HdS U EATAEA 712 HF o|AUEH g
E(0BP)3t ERAY 471 W o HE3h= oW FYU dxelE( BPi)ol /U= Hct

ol @FelMe FE £H& AUEE IA sted £HE UFEAU, Y2 gAML his
IR o] £Y dAFE AHEStAch AL BE ol glo &4t ERAAY $of wle)
3 Aol FA38] Fte AAEE 7R At £ dFE §4 AYUEE oI 2]
Y F, ERNA0] IASH YA WYPLE 7] EUH HES NUYeEN $Y 5, E
WY Fol 2 ARl HEIMs ¥ &£ oteh A d¥egx ¥ 7HsstAE Ul

2. =3 TE
dojetdlol A= Hal]AERE FAEE 3, Z Haolde Zojrl ddA KHEER FAHEH
qith EI AARY] F2 EWRVHAEE njg] <A don, o] ENNEES 80-20 HYE W
the A& 783t 80-20 *H¥olzt 20%8] F8o ERHo| 80%2] AFE U= ez oy
£ Alaglo] HLE T Ut $£3 FYo UIY EWRNAG M= o} Lot
O EfEL U R4a(The] A0,
@ Z EAEe] ZAolL} Balo] WAy 4E.
Q@ 7z} Exido] ¥hH 3Y o, HuEE= Yol BHF JAHA £
& =% logical decision(ThHe] F2&} F/do] el $HL F3 9o physical
decision(A T2} Z} whHo] iyt JA& PH)S o]Fo] 23E £ UL JHATC 2}
AAAZL E1F QA v]-R 240 chyt ofzte] ApA 2|A & o] &IIAT 3 &)
ChES £ =FoA AHAR Hubael 3ygdS veld Zojth
Ediad A
!
| 271 4A | AU Mo

i
fragments

l
| Edde) A 4A | v aaam s

A HE fragments
a1,

27 AACME ERYAY =28 gL Ao Julsle, 2 $4ES Ze2AHYIE 0-1
B B¥EE £YUCh o] FAE ST AUEE AT sl= 7] Dol A 47
FUET 52 Z7)e] 22 ©Hlel 4313, @2 Arlel: MZ e tidof &31A Ml 53] o
B o]A7EA ] WHEA QY EY Pzt |l thHol Ao A EYY 4 gr)

Edixdol a3t dANME N LA E v FEE slo, 27| TiHg ElNM g2 BN
3te] ZjAMA|A Liziel

7] AA dAA “=8ld YMlA(logical access)’3t AP EWMAMo] 23] ZAAFLE=
record occurrenceE 2jujtct o] JAEL YA OB Y L4E mQ HEeE By Bgos
RZ E7Fsstal, wetd st d3srt B33 o I Gof TH BE (P Eo] dMAHCE=
& By AHojrt.

ERAdof 7]t A A FAIA 3Hd SAdolL) dlojElMlo]A AJAEIL] Tz o)
312 e v8e4E =AY dN2FE st AANY RAL AT Z(storage

2
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structure), 3}QFZ(file organization), %YMl “Y(access method), EWHA Az
(transaction processing strategy) £ A AR EF A1g3ste] Y £ och I}, 19
3 FAHY AL SEHY VAL MMT ALE 5 Atk A7IE FA AL S B of
T A7 g dubdel e E £ EAo F23lch

1) 27| dA

47 BYS 95l Navathe et al.[1]8] Hlo|ERE AHg3le] 27 AA & dPUch ®AH
2} ExlAa o] Way &4, 22n 2 UESFE Uebd &8 A8 BWH(attribute usage
matrix) HE &4 Uux WY (attribute affinity matrix)E F¥ch &4 JUx PIFL 2
(i, §) 947t 44 19t 44 j79 AUSE FAShE, AUEY K4 i j§ S H=Rshe

¢

&4l 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
428|123 45678 910|442 "] [75 25 25 0 75 0 50 25 25 O
Zol 10 8 4 61514 4 5 912 R 2 25110 75 O0 25 0 60110 75 O
Tl 1 00 010100 0| 25 3 25 75115 15 25 15 25 75115 15
T {0 11 0 00011 0 5 4 0 0 15 40 0 40 0 O 15 40
{0 001 01 0 0 O0 1| 25 5 75 25 25 0 75 O 50 25 25 O
T4 {01 00 0 011 0 0 35 6 0O 0 15 40 0 40 O O 15 40
5 ({1 11 01 01 11 O0f 25 7 50 60 25 0 50 O 8 60 25 O
™ |1 0 001 00 0O 0 25 8 25110 75 0 25 O 60110 75 O
7 {0 01 0 0 00 01 0| 25 9 25 75115 15 25 15 25 75115 15
™ (0 01 1 01 0 011 15 10 0 0 15 40 0 40 O O 15 40
3y 2. $48 A8 B a3 3. &4 Adx ¥Y
(23 3] &4 AUx PP YAE AS4=E 3o oY FARPY S FUYTL o] 2Pew
Z7Ixtm o] B9}
min )n: En: affij* xij (1)
i=1 j=1
s.t ,ﬁi xij =1 for all i=1,2, - ,n (2)
ﬁ; xjj £ F (3)
):,-j < xjj for all i=1,2,,n, j=1,2,~,n (4)
xij=0 (5)

A7 ne &4 A4, Fe oAEE Aol BRY £, ofis S 19 §4 52 VYA
&4 AUE WYY 19, jd daolth W, i=j A B¢ &4 iS4 j Al AUEE o} F
Juisl QOBT afi;el & 002 Frh A A4E xE &4 9 &4 7 L Vo) S
lo]z 237 o oejck.

BEY ()& 44 i2 44 j2e VUES HuE Uk Ay (2% #4 ik od shiy
RhHolTr SATHE Aetol, (3)S WHE 4 FAA olstele Meteln, (4)& wHol 44X
etom o] Wl % 4 grke Adeln, (5)& 0,1 34 Aefolch

(s

2) EdMo (et AA
EW Aol Zlwat HTH-L2 Chul317h AR dbgelth. sA7Ne] &4 ZATHE Y oAt
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Aol ATk gal, shte] EdMAM o3 YMAHE SHES shue] =T R TYsidct

Chut EX|RAYE ol&3tel A o] 2¥ Yu2EL Adsideod, EWNEY 471 gohx|
o Aatso] FAs F71Eta o|F HuUnhE HEIEE A =Wk ol VAL dddch
E gI2Ee AUEE o s 2] dHosyy ERNH I EY YEE =S
e Ao ¢lo HHE NPtz Uch

2-1) Reasonable & Unreasonable Cuts
olFle] &MHee o]FolA Wao|Me] Ty, Tz T: Al7/l8] EAMo] olrin 7P¥3iat 4

Emado] YMAIE $4& Uehle ¥71 [2¥ 4(a)ldl k. [28 4(b)le [2# 4(a)]¥y
&MES ENNAET Uehd $4 2 Y 2 Z(attribute intersection graph)o|t}.

T2
al a2 a3 a4 a5 a6 a7 a8 a9 T T3
TT | 111100000 a8
2 | 001111100 "
3 | 00000T1TEF 11
(a) )

23 4 (@942 HY, (b)&d 2FY 2=

1,72, 73

213 5. reasonable cuts

A e]) self-contained fragment, T;, + EWWA i7} M2z &d&2 ’Sﬂ‘?]t}. g
self-contained fragment?] ¥ YL contained fragment2} ¥l Y& F N Iy
22 el ol 2ug 23y o, T AY % FJoj= § FYo] contained fragmento]|H
o] 2%t o] EYUL reasonable cuto]z} RiTh.

A o]) reasonable cute] ohd RE o] E & unreasonable cuto]e} Ricl.

[ 4(b)]olAd E=MM 10] ti¥ self-contained fragment T12 448 a1, @z, a3, aa® 374
sjo] glt}. self-contained fragment T13t T28] ¥ jo] contained fragmentolth. 13 5& Id
40} tj3t o] 2% 2 reasonable cut& RFI Ut
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Chu[3]+= o}e} 2] TheoremS 3} reasonable cutef 2J¥ 28 d3e|ES /NEstdch
Theorem) x& & Zolet 3L, fi(x)& EWAYA io] tht AM& ulgPel siah P BE
iof cislA fi(x)8 oJAEHSE fi''(x) <0 (concave downward) ©|®H, Foi3

unreasonable cut®j] i3] o] unreascnable cut?] H]& KT} ALY 2 H]fo] ==
reasonable cuto] FHolx 3Jjv} &aj¥icl.

Chu[3]& o] E¥A]2] reasonable cut2} unreasonable cut& F3lg oL}t £ =72 o|ZE& n
EHE $33lo olzfd] duz]wE AU

2-2) d1elE

2L EHe] AFE AEZEE A 2AUET} §31, 27 B2 SN AUEE 2o
7 Rolmg, 7] EYLS EXYIEE o] FeLEHYHE & 27] £ reasonable cut?
sejojth. a2y YeAE dIEFC] ol 27 BYL tAI A4AE IYPoF 1L
=z B3tgdrle] Ade oxjst Ak AVIHE =AU YHLFE Bl AR 3t I o]F
oA T EE WA ZTh
@ Reasonable cut?] ¥H3}

[2% 6(a)]d] S48 2AY ZA=E T3zl

T T2

o2 o2

2% 6(a) 2% 6(b)

27] 242 ©9 1={a;1 ,a3 a3 } , ©H 2={a4 a5 } °ltt. F THE BF dqAast:s EUY
AL Th, T:E FFEWNPole} ¥rl. oJ|M F ERNAY] FF $4U ase 4 a1 023t @
A SEE o] FAU &4 aq,asdE THE olF 4 Utk FAY FF <dWL {a1,a2 },
{as a4, as }22 /43 reasonable cut?] $]2|= VATt ([2¥ 6(b)])

o
(pL
p
fl

3e) F < Aol FFEAYLo] EXY F¢, TH F4 & AMEFA Y2EA reasonable
cut?] $]x|§ v & reasonable cut?] Wiz} ¥icl,

2 43+ F71A] Z 4 reasonable cutd] M3E 133Hch

@ AA: F A 2y (i, j) Alojoll FFEWNMHo] Y B9, F IS TYANLLEH
reasonable cut-$& WA 7t [2¥ 7(b)] ‘

@ olF: & 2 (i, j) Alolo] FFENYHo] ENY ZE, 1 ERNHY 3T 448
At o] 314 $O2EH reasonable cut& WAL [2Y 7(c)]

Al Able) £ RASelE, wE ZY (i, )7 AE SY(RE SdHo] ojf TFOE AR
1= 2490] g)old reasonable cute] Wt LA e Folch

217} 27)3)2) ML reasonable cut] 0|53} AHHE Lasts e WAl ARHE 4487
| BolEThe Mo Eue) delo] 2AVTL mebd, $19 ol a8 T 20] &3HA SHe cut

< 333Hx] derl

[L!]
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a8 7. (a)&x7) ©H * (b) reasonable cut A}A] (c) reascnable cut °o]%

#ollM 22T F 7R reasonable cut?] Wi L AUFTLE o 2 E 37 3 AU
HolBEE t-% T} reasonable cutd] I AA] F o|F5)E 4L & += Al

Jeu He ndEe Euadel wAY &4 ZUY TAZ HTT Aol we 49
reasonable cut?] A{aj2} o|F-& JBj3|of B, MY oR HHBA Hds YA 48& I A o]
A ERMAET 2Y "Wart dch oY EXRNLL UHdEUWLolel 3 ol Taw U
o] & AE WY cFEWAYF L HYPch

Tand = freq; * length;
freqrs EWAA i8] WESolD, lengthis EWMY 17} AAALE GHFY Woldl Holtk.

3% 8 tidERMA
[2% 8lolM Tedl Taw ol T, Th, T34 Taww UERTH A Z$, Tt ¥4 1,33 35
Efixldo]x|gt Tyl thyl reasonable cut®] WEF A}Y 4 glch. we T F tjJERY Yo
Aeigichd, ©hE (1, 3)3 reasonable cut2 {1, 2}, {7, 8, 9} E¥IAY, {1, 2, 8, 9}, {7}
2 ks Aeos Wy 4 qlrct

3) HE BY
A& TAZ 108 4+ EBUH o
E Euddel i A3 10 4% F E

A&, qHL U=, JM& P &y gl B
W2 de] A ta3 1/08 Yolr}h. 43 LU §F
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< Yol g Ay THoE g2 F t]AT dHL £F HAA I ot &,

n d
min ‘:Z] }; fitl(I+Fj))
q714 d= £8 F B4 THY £, & de FES A3 3 BRE <HY 4 FE
QE x| = primary key #-2 tuple identifiero|t}.
I(I+Fj)= <8 F;8 4732 18] Hele Hola, fi(I(I+Fj))e ERYA i7l Tt Fjof g4
23h= 8|8 g<4olth )

2 =M AT 7] 92} reasonable cut M Fo] whlg viay vEHPSE =AY
dM Lo oo} o] EHHTL

n d
cost = 2, 21(I+Fj) X freqix SIZE , A NFj=J (6)

i=1 j=1

Ae ERYA iof 3] JMAHE S4E2 APl freqis EFHA 19 WESOIH, SIZEE
Yol FEolth

#9] s =L dAGETE JHsSA SRR, ARF=E, HdF=x, dHL o]
FAHeE PAH A= o]FE 23 E AU dAZFE WY 5 alrh

3. =X olH
Nava[l]ofA] A}g3F oA 2 & =FolAd A due5S A3 ich
3-1) 27144

[2¥ 3]Y &4 Ads PEL AFE 3o 0-1 FEY S +YY F, LINDO 7|2 7] ¢
Hg FYch F=10 4of, 2P 3= o3t Ach
X32=Xa10=X51=X610=X72=X52=X92=X11=X22=X1010=1
Uz W4 25 0 ojth
o|RL thee] ZXUItH-& HECLH
¢ 1 {1, 5} < 2: {2, 3,7 8 9} wH3: {4 6 10}
o] AAE [2¥ 219 &4 AN BHFL o839 &4 2AUY A= E W [(2Y 9 Z
th. 3N t}E ERAEL] REAYR] T3, Ts, T BIYUY Ts= EQGIMA] Yttt

3-2) Esiddof 7N AA
o] ©tAoAE X7] THHE reasonable cut® HIA|ZOZTH HE WAHOoT P A
(6)o] H]go2 AMRET) &4 1& primary key2 SIZE: 10022 3}oic}
I A g9 1,2 333 3 2,3 B3 FU1x]e|c}. [2@ 10]
2. o]% : whH 1-27t3} ©hH 2-37t reasonable cut °o]|% F7ix]olct. [2¥ 11]

9loll A gk 1-37) reasonable cut?] Wik= % wido] Falolmg sl ool
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TH12E ‘ gd 233y
| T4 T2 T8

23 10. reasonable cut A}A]

gH 123 o3 oy 237+ o]

(a) (b)
3% 11. reascnable cut °]&

reasonable cut ¥ 3}

E 402l Al A ol ¥

T 1-2 T 2-3 ©H 1-2 o 2-3
1,038, 000 1,248,000 | 1,607,500 1,016, 000 1, 308, 500

39 12 B¢ 3 ul§ ¥4

Z}zke] cigte] ci3 A(6)% H&NE [3E 1219 FAE etk 7] dEHES w]§o]
1,038,0000]3 7}3 2 v|-82 1,016,000 °ojtl. ¢ E& [2H 11(a)]2 BHI= Aol 7B &
Y& HojErt

4. 8

o] ol M 2l EVYFo] i 3d +AZUA vt =23t £ o] AMAY 43
TEE 27| At ERNPE] S HAR FdE st 7] AAME §4T VU=EE
A= ks 0-1 F4EFT ARMA NFAA APl HAo] IAY 2] GHE B4
3, ERAA] NI AAME =y JHLARE HEUSE 3o 2] TdHGE EWdL 2
AT 2 PR gl §8 AFFERY GHL o] AR A2l v P4 AL
Y =23 JHL3E EAA §IL 2T UTE AL 4 glch

HAE duES Y BU A APl 1 2 8L viAE §4 FU ERYA 4
¢ EREE E EAE vl2F wE A% el AP ¢ st
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