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A Study on Deciding Reorganization Points for
Data Bases with Quadratic Search Cost Function
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Abstract

Reorganization is an essential part of data base maintenance work and the reasonable reor-

ganization points can be determined from the trade—off between reorganization cost and perform-

ance degradation. There has been many reorganization models so far, but none of these models

have assumed nonlinear search cost function. This paper presents the extensions of two existing

linear reorganization models for the case where the search cost function is quadratic. The hig-

her performance of these extended models was shown in quadratic search cost function case.
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