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Abstract: With the growing size of data and analytical needs, the query performance of
databases for OLAP (On-Line Analytical Processing) applications has become increasingly
important. Cedar is a distributed relational database based on read-write decoupled
architecture. Since Cedar is mainly oriented to the needs of OLTP (On-Line Transaction
Processing) applications, it has insufficient performance for handling analytical processing
workloads. To address this issue, many studies have shown that column storage technology
can effectively improve the efficiency of I/O (Input/Output) and enhance the performance
of analytical processing. This paper presents a column-based storage mechanism in Cedar.
The study analyzes applicable scenarios and improves Cedar’s data query and batch
update methods for this mechanism. The results of an experiment demonstrate that the
proposed mechanism can enhance the performance of analytical processing substantially,
while limiting the negative impacts on transaction processing performance to within 10%.

Keywords: distributed database; column-based storage; OLAP

ek H93: - 2018-07-09

Bl H: EEKBRREERES (61702189); Lig i H R A WL RI (17YF1427800)
e A, B, LA, BFST T IR A A B IE R SE. B-mail: wqyu_cs@163.com.
BEEE: T, 55, By 5, W55 5 0 A #dl %, E-mail: hqghu@dase.ecnu.edu.cn.



68 FEAIE R 2 2240 (IR IR) 2018 4F

0 7

AR, E SN 1 PR A AT A3 AT Sl rh s IR R AR . A7l A% S b PR R
H 253271, BRI K, 5 HEE 20 b A FE ) 75 sk AR W88 K. OLAPIE —Fh s Bh Ak
MK B P RIS B R PERAR, BEA A A BN B3 3R AT 2 W S S 4. 72N 75
KIHESD T, OLAP BRI K B k. bR, 0 ZETH 17 OLAP )W FH 1 2 1 1 fig B
K2 BRI FT 27 (1) VT

Cedar 2l JE: f A ATV R 22303 B4 5 TRE2EBE T OceanBase 0.4.2 AF & ¥ il i
AIE T o A O R B . 1E 3K 32 EETH 7] OLTP MK 45 (M4 7, Cedar fiff
AT A7 10 7 AL, DASEAT by B 5 N EI . AR 23 A A 38 280 4 80 e R 0 I 4
PRk, I H TR EERUD SR A I . XAl A3 Cedar 78 TR 20 #T AL BE AL 67 4 1 25
HREICRIL/O A, FEEWPERERIA L. B, PL A A B 1 RE R T Cedar [
I k%2 —.

X T IX AN ), AR 22 25 3 (T 50 28 WH A A7 A B AR e e A 0t 3R v 1/ 0 0%, ki $2 7t
Sr BT A B (P fE. 1985 4F, Copeland 5 A 1 I3 310 BT T HIA7 i A R B1 547 476 AH LE,
B A7-fits i 0 ok Hi ke 100 AT S 4IRS S Y, A A IR B R MR B T R, R AL
fOCAR IR, BRI, BAF A £E 2 B b BE 6 3% R RE R0 B = 1 T/ O R ML 5340, B 47 fif
(1985 B\ E5H 28 A (W) HL A AE % SR A7 6, A 15 R FH G b B A SR A5 10 s 4 280 R 3l 0 T 4T 47
fitg o] il 5 54 R RN 43 AT 75 5K (1) SUE B K, A7 i (10 A0 AR 15 ok i 58 Y [ 22 Vil A7
fifh BT 905 S et AN BRIl B0 1 e A DGR U Petrakd 55 N8t B S A7 it b B I B 16— 44
R B0, LangZ A& H KT X5 v Edi He 47 (1) 1 47 #% X Data Blocks(M4%; JEFAT IR A
TEAE I B0 E 22 48 W SnappyDatal®l, HANA ATRO125: BT 5 BG4 GPU 198008 B R 48
U1 SQream DB, MapD!MIZE,

Zr EPTiR, 42 s Cedar [ [n) OLAP N H (1) 2 12 8, 3l A2 A b K04 23 #r Ak 2 1) 75 22
AILHET Cedar Wt FESLIL T HIAAAENLE]. ASCH) F 2ok T,

(1) LT Cedar 1325 73 B 4R R ST T ARG AL, IR0 7 Ho@EH 37 5.

(2) EEXSFUAFAENLE], B2 H I AT T BUAFfd B 6 R0t i 50 3 V2.

(3) 7E Cedar L SZIL T FUAFAE ML, 0 L SEE6 3G AUE T Z ML T HE MR 5 Hi 32 T Cedar 1)
AWIPERE, Hoo L 45 A B RE SE I A /).

WIXN AR 56 11 RIR Cedar RGEZEH; 5 2 15 B Cedar FIAF AL BT,
I3 M Cedar SIAFAEHL I 1 3E 3 55 465 3 1 44 Cedar SUAEAEHL I SEBL, 4055 5147 4k SCAF
R T S B s A A ST A B 4 T I S 50 R v B A B 1 s v
Hoypr Hod H 5, 38 5 15 45425

1 Cedar & 224

OceanBasel"2 & [ B (% PRI (¥ 43 A1 X O0C R B0 e, 0 )32 R B B o 1 L i
G RGN 55 Cedar E OceanBase 0.4.2 FFUEICA b, B 1 s vl ) =444 . 74
MR RG] RS IO YRGS IR AR, Cedar RETEER ] 1 75,

Cedar HH—TAERE IS ERIEZH A 70BN ERE AT 4 28R 55 4%, 7& RootServer (RS)-
UpdateServer (UPS). MergeServer (MS), P} ChunkServer (CS). RS #& Cedar [#] 514517 51, &
HLCSMMS (B FEy Juslds S8 i o0 A, st BRI TRk 3, A6 — MR U —

e



505 1 T SCil, 4% T Cedar [KIF A7 1515 520 69

RS, UPS A Cedar SBEIE % T NI 5 3, SUTEMT SO B IR R0 e, (0 7 22
CPEFM BN, MR U A UPS. MS S SO PR % 0 Ak, X4
SR ) SQU AU 0BT V50 B P AT U 5835 R 0K e R B e
W 38, RIS 00 A AR I 5 3, 4IRS OB 6 MIS. 08 S BT R AT
B, MR TIE S 6 CS.

TEF
vene
MS ‘|MS FRS FEUPS

e

P : _ P
£ JU P9 £
CS CS CS CS
A&GRL —R&AS
pr= pr=

MS MS #RS #&UPS

gdig

9990 | | 999y

K1 Cedar £ 4K
Fig.1 The architecture of Cedar

Cedar K H 1325 73 B A 45 K40, SEHCHE 0 D0 S 2 s Mg i s 0] L il o LB,
HT CS ST Al RIS B 38 S Bl R B 1 . e SR I BHle, A Al AE UPS I 7. 2 FR
T UPS A7 R/, 8 AR (K K /NE B BE N, Cedar 2 VR 45 2 A 103 S 400, Hof AL
JR IR HAE BEAT B F, S A OB R 2 Kl

2 FLGAEAUE 69Kt

2.1 EITERE

Cedar SIAFAEHLHI BT B AR T B b BEME B IR S ma L g 45 b B P A, o
g, XF Cedar [ZERIIEAT 53 HT. E Cedar " 54k 16 5 HT AN 25 37 B R AL BIRESE L, 102 SE 1R A7
£ UPS [ AE R, 234 3 BoA AT L RE AL, ¥ Cedar HAT “GEIR TE 3T, #b &5 A\ 1)
5o X BUAAENLE, “HE IR 5 AT R AT 345 Ab R BEAS 2 2 5 m; AL S N 1S 5
oA it 75 3 B S0 R, A5 A TFBY BER A 047487 20, T =5 Cedar 23 B AL #EPE BE.
F eI N 513 H 23 2 ook, A7 A RS AR AT & BE I 1035, A Tk vERE ik B 5
I, Cedar 75 5 [\ I B A& PR ECHE DT 18] J5 vk, DA, A SCHE 5 Cedar 22 M 5ERE 2 b, B — A
25 B A A B (0 9 20 ) i i T RE R B 0 S H i CS 0T, WA SR Y
RBAERGE RIS ILAE CS b FIAAAE LI Bt W 2 .

Bl 2 CS 1A E5 s A7 B8 FH T RE L A7 A 07 ), SRS 1) A v 15 B DA B 386 o B 354k 1)
HEE B NI ThRE. 78 CS WAL BB vl LT PR 0 Bl EAT AL 20, AT S0 A8 1 B
SCA Sk SSTable, FIIAE A K1 5048 SC 44k Parquet, JLECHE 7 1042 1143 5] i1 CS w1947 X3 ) 7



70 FEAIE R 2 2240 (IR IR) 2018 4F

0 BT AESEEL. %GR, T Cedar “AEIR HUWT, HER S N I94F 1L, F14F
fE AL T 2555 A0 BE ™ AL ) 2 SO AN S DAL 1/0, MR 4Ry E N A7, IXOIE T 3554k
B R AFPERE. EAE R, A sUE SRR 20 T P B, SO P Re ik #e &
TG A7k A F . AR SCAE S 2.3 5 AR XA ) REREAT BAR AT

Spea
e e
TR RIS IRV I
1 mﬁ 1
SSTable Parquet
SSTable Parquet
SSTable Parquet

K2 CS_EAIFRENLTIZER

Fig.2 The architecture of columnar storage on the CS

22 Pk Bth oy — 2

Cedar X H] 2 Bl A HE0 8 BLECHR, A 20 10 B A A7 A 2 A4S Cs b T H O0F,
Cedar X B 7 it B4 BEAT Uy 1) I, 75 2Rl 5 CS ¥ 2L 26 K R UPS (¥ 19 5 5, AR 75 &
WA EAER P d U CS R M i KB, e 24> CS i 2 (K 2t 2 AT R
. SRTAE S IFBY B, B> CS Y& IFBERE 2 % AR 048 CS B4 5 B I
EIF, AR A () Parquet, 10748 CSIEARSER. KMt 17— M DU L $hATH ]
A WIE ), MR CS _EiEI 3] Parquet )N 25 A BEANE]. X itt, Cedar Ay {RIF A if) 45 R &
B, RIS W R AW R IHRCAS (K] Parquet, 234 45 A0 AR ) 389 H 4000 it
QR AR R B RS 1) Parquet, I LRl 5 30T 0 1 B B s 2], itk BUAE A BILED R %K
B (10— EEAS DUORILE.
2.3 I KTk 3 % W AT

2 Cedar B A MR 7t 77 U, 248 Cedar HYVEREFRT 21 78 70 R, 1T ifs 25 R 1L %1
AT L R A W, AR SORE Cedar 7EAN [FIAE A 7 20N AR s AR 64T T %
FLa b, 45 0 T S0 A5 A 103G 3 5. LR 81T ) OLAP W HT ) & 4 Bl BEAT 0 #r, 2%
WA Query, HAKUIF.

SELECT Class, COUNT(ALL Stu_name) AS Total FROM Student GROUP BY Class;

XA Query, 56 MS X ILREAT SQL AT, ZE AT Bl iR, K Bdla B OE R k
% B SR HOl T 7E CS b5 CS B R 5 AR SE IR L2k 35008 5 9 47, RN [ UPS hrHg
Kl WRJ5 CS & I P RF A 7 K 45 RER IR (7145 MIS; MS X &5 SRAEREAT Ak B A Ky d5e 24 45 R R
P12 7 . 3 PR 5 S DO AE T A B A 207 3, PRI A SO Cedar #idiE 7
AR BT EE 23 M7 T AR P AE CS B Cedar FREH U In) 75 2 28 ek 5 45 B30 A% A0 P 4L 21y



505 1 T SCil, 4% T Cedar [KIF A7 1515 520 71

B, HACH Cost (Query) T

k- Sizeblock
Hgiex

Hdr kR HAT AW Query 7 B AR AR AL H | Sizepioa N FEAF 5 HEHL 2 [0 A5 500
B KN, Hassle N RGBEAE SIS TR] N () 2P A5 B 5, Cost (preprocess) Jh B 1Ak PR 1148
fr.

P T A A B 5 R A VR SR [R), O AR i e K/ . B AR RE ). 45 A R/N LA
&5, AT AR 7 5 20 27 il 7 B8 U7 1 AR = 2 X3 7 T 0 s A% i v R o A 3
(45 L.

S FAT AT 3, 2N d s ESRCE, HIE % KA Snappy ™ K46, 2 I 757K 15
SR SRR TEHE R T N BN A7, AR 5 10 st B BV E SR TR EE M 21, D) & A ARLE ok

Cost (Query) =~ + Cost (preprocess), (1)

~ Nrccord . Sizerccord . Rcomprcss
krow ~ . (2)
Sizeplock

A Nyocora A T3 ) 75 B 352 B 0 3% B0, Sizerecora M T 30 B 45 10 3% 1 A7 it 25 0] K/,
Rcomprcss j"j@liﬂ% Snappy *%itﬁg}igfﬁ tt
P T AT 5 152 H 380 P9 A 1R 008 75 2L 04T Snappy 62U 524, oAb AR A

krow : Sizeblock

; (3)

Costyrow (preprocess) = fi
decompress

:/H\:EF' Hdccomprcss jl‘:’%"fj Hﬂ‘ I‘Eﬂ Wiﬁfﬁt Snappy *%’itﬁg}EHGﬁ*E%
XA A7 75 3, Cedar 26X 85 3E4T RLEMIG 65, 174l F Snappy Hs 45 B AR #E 8547
fEITTAS. PAT AW I U B AT SR 5 Z 51, A2 R EIF, Wk I A

Nrccord : Nai : Slzeai : chcodc : Rcomprcss

; (4)

kcolumn =~ -
column Slzeblock

Horr, No, AW RTEMIIEE, 1 < Ny, < p, Sizeq, HRFZE T JEVESIF-1 7 A7
B KD, Rencode N RLE Zwhh (1) 45 L.

Ej47 007t 7 AN, B A7 3 MR 2855 E 1 P A7 P B0 AN A 75 B A 7 45 1
T AT DR, TG BARA

kcolumn : Sizeblock + Nrccord : Nai : Sizeai : chcodc

Costeolumn (preprocess) =

: (5)

Hdecompress Hdecode
/E\:EF' Hdecode y‘j EF"T?LFH‘ I‘Eﬂ ]j‘] RLE ﬁg‘ﬁg’ E‘Jﬁ%%

A 3o PR A A T R B U ) AR B A, T RAHE R AT S i B D AR KT
A AP R EH V7 TR AR IR, B Costrow (Query ) >Costeotumn (Query) S5 T A5

Nai 'Sizeai ‘Rencode

1 1 . .
( + ) 'Rcompress : (Slzerecord - Nai 'Slzeai 'Rencode) >
Hdisk Hdccomprcss

Hdccodc (6)

i1 20 (6) 7T LA HY, 4 A s B W 51 B /b o RLE % 5 (1 1 46 OB L 50 (7 I T
W RLE fiff 1 1) K dhs 2 ORI, S04 AL A 20 D7 R AR AR EEAT A7 A (BRI, RLE % 6% 1)
He 47 L 55 508 T 52 % A7 K, X2 K D RLE 9 At 4 FH B0(E R 800 T 52 (1 I BOR s — 443



72 FEAIE R 2 2240 (IR IR) 2018 4

S I R Kdhe, Wi I 2 I A Sl IR OR. 1745 B AAABBBCCCC, 83 RLE 44 )5 13
F 3A3BAC, FEAK 17 SCHEPT A7 A A 228 0. 2 5 = 2 3B I, RILE 4 % £ 1 447 B Atk
%, ity BEE R 5L, AL ) ) RLEfif 49 1) 200 50 i R GUR ISk e 1. I, A
RIS RE ., 5 S5 R 1 SR R A A S S BN s TR R AR BRI S A1
B e EE RSN, RS A7 R AU BRI 285 R A
5 4TSI H AT AL

3 FApEpLE A I

WA FIAERENLE ) e v, 75 2EAE Cedar EHEIN—N 312Xy Wl Jy vEREH, F T 56 X Fi 47
il 5 L IDUR 5N IR BE AR A A R 1) S 32 AL 45 3 AN 20 AR SO L T
A X PR AR 41 Rk Bt SO B0 SR A SO A O A A AL v e S A 1 B s 46 44,
XS FUAEAR A IR AR A AR IL EEAT; Bdls R 5L YR E Cedar A& WA Vg ) 51 A7 SO 28
b BOFT RR IR E Cedar A& WA A BRAIAFAE SCIE. AEASTT AR IRA 411X 34847
3.1 Bl AR

FIAAAR AR 2 Cedar FIAAENLHI I AZ OB 73, B U Bl e wiat B gir K, ¢
FAE B AT ) B R AT A 2 R T8, 5 I8 2 b BN H R R A, $2m &R
GE N 5 SR e, AR SCR I IS SUAT % Parquet). Parquet & FiitAT (1 FFJ5
HN AP 2, SCREE T HERNE W) R4, JERe Al H] 2 Fh a4 M g ) 77 20 Ak 1t 4l
Parquet (48 45 14 10 1] 3 7.

Parquet

Magic - — — Footer
number frédo fradl fréin T length

1740 TR

X [4T40TG |fT4 T TH T
FUERo | FUPRL | - | FlHn S| EE | EE || R
S -7 Yo
HE n
BP0 (FAEY | - | BgEH b0 7T M B

K3 Parquet #4458
Fig.3 The data structure of Parquet

Parquet i Magic number. 1720 . UUJHIAI Footer length 2 il. Magic number H K1 %
% Parquet, KREY KV AEIAE Z AMATA T, — MTAAT 2008, FIdkth 2 A5 s
P pk, FF H A& B PR S A T8CE B ) e s . Footer length £7fifi 45 7o £ (115 &, I A
R e T ORI T8O ST IR e 380 A&7 41 ) e 2.
32 FlEMHBIEAHE &

[T X 23 A7 A 3R A 28 ), Cedar 77 %2 M CS _E 3R B A A7 il 2L 2 B dls. b ik, A St



505 1 T SCil, 4% T Cedar [KIF A7 1515 520 73

T Parquet R Z5FRF A, SR T MBS 4 S0k UG B i Sk, A T
P 551 I Parquet Sz HUEE B N A7, SEIRAAF LI IR 20 g 1) Dhie, AR LA 1 P
7. W T Parquet ) TG IC SZAT A % &8 P I S OR(E A /ME, n) i X S S T
ATHIILIE. AEBANATHICE BT, T FAF 5 SO RO AR AT I E 3y, i R A il 4
AP T A, UM R o R I R A AT AL (T 2-8); AR5 A F B 3-8 LA 51
AWRAT, PR AT A R, MRIE RS B 5 A, 45 234 AR, JRHINT RS 5AT
XA YRR A S, 7 HAT A 4R, I e X MT A, A, Rz AT A s A B
AT (17 9-18).

Bl S EEEdR R R

N KERT, BoLBYSES {a1, a2, ,a;}, AWK c

i EgE R

10 JE i 2R 5] fileindex H B A JE TSI BT EE BIAFA6 715 55 R parquet_file;

2: A parquet_filel)47 20 e H

3 AT E A A, WS A R A AT AL/

4: A4S E 35 then
5: scan_row_groups A 7ML I8 G AT A4S
6
7
8
9

. else
scan_row_groups A parquet_fileff] 45174 ;
¢ end if
: for all scan_row_groups do
10: BEAAT A TCE A N FETE ] [min, max];
11: TEAEF RS A4 A T AT 2 AT A
12: if fR 2 85 AL 5 AT AR N B IME T FE A 4R 9 ¥ then

13: T IEZAT AL

14: continue;

15: else

16: K AT B T F PG N A7
17: end if

18: end for

S5 1/ Cedar F1 47 i WL PE BE LA 1R H A, LSRR 3 ) A v 0 g B A B K IR 5% .
I, ASONZSEATIN A S 28 JE 3 A RS R KT A N A DM p AN @ a1, T4l
SKECH N ky B HNECH 0 1 fEAE BSR4 T AT AR ERERA s, ITEICRK T #
PI5r B S AT, A F BB E WA AT FRATALEAT I 9E, #IF & - s MTAL, ZEEI R R R
AP O(% s+ N). TIIAEATAAAE BRI, HO & A 8 0 &) SR H = Ay ki
T PR s, AN B 324 LAAMR A A ) A A T I 98, LIRS AR O(N). it &
AL VE e LU IRA 1 SR, e i) A2 AR 55 A1 I 0 H R T 20 (1) 328 35 26 BRAIC IR, M BP0 # mt Bk
.
3.3 FIHEMEWBREREEFEL

TEEIEMY B, Cedar 752245 CS I IHMA ZIA-iEE 5 UPS 3 5l AT Al &, A el hix
AYEAEEAR. R, ASCH T —PpEin i & BB 0%, 1508 Cedar A 7 # 5i Parquet,
HARWSE R 2 frs. Sk, BERPE— N EES H— M 9EdE S A8 column_writer 51 5%,
RN B 5 N0 % B 0B B, A7 0806 20 28 A7, 76 505 TT U I 25 IR W 4R A B A7 i
R SC A parquet file 145 F1GE Y. R0 508 5 N Bi; SR Jim AN W7 1 DA 286 0090 A7 2 SR W 75 22



74 FEAIE R 2 2240 (IR IR) 2018 4

BN, DA 450 s R I, & F0 S 5 ON BRI R EHE U AT RLE 9 i 5 A
B RGE A, XA EAR AL B BB N, K 2 5 251 column_chunk ;55 J7 41 Ak
B 1A 2l parquet file 4T 2 BRI, K254 F1 R column_chunk #E4T Snappy #% X k46 )5 5
Aparquet_file, #7471 parquet_file X /N ZHE, WEIE T parquet_file HEAT A7

Bk 2 BUAEAEEUR R R

N KRR T AEIRESR {r1,r2, -+, 7m0}

Hrrh: ARG AR SO

1: ¥IEHtk parquet._file;

2: for all RRET PMENS {a1,a2, - ,a;}do

3: VIHAWAZETED a; XN IEHE S5 AL colum _writer;;

4: end for

5: while S HIRAF AR —ANTEEAM LK r; € {r1,72,- - ,mn} do

6: JRATHE NS/

7: if AT EE R EOE T parquet_file 14T 41 i then

8

9

if TR SO KT BIME then
: BIEEHT parquet_file;
10: end if

11: for all 4 € {1,2,--- ,p} do

12: K5 HER colum_chunk; #1T Snappy # K4 5 5 XN parquet_file;
13: end for

14: end if

15: /RS NSRS IR AR AN B SR g A7+ /
16:  for all J&M:FFIEHEIN do

17: if T I%A B RGE A K T BIME then

18: FRZFEAR PG A7 1B EHE S ANF R colum _chunk;;
19: QIR B B R A7

20: end if

21: AR TUEATRLES R 5 )5 5 N5 % W ) 4 Heg 7,

22: end for

23: end while

B 2 AR BE T Cedar SIAFRENLEIEOR RE AL PERE, #O0 FCHEAT IR 8] S 2% B 70 #r. i
WRRETH N AW p ANEMES, thT Cedar [J2 5] 5 LT A7 it i AL FRHE, FEA
MBI A7tk SN T RO K R4, W02 Sk 2O R A0 SR AR S B IR A QLA 25 B )
XN B R G AT, LN TR 28 O(p - N). AEBUATAT A6 B Bttt e g ik, ol DA
ZAC X R AR BT BN GAY, o il P R A0 SRk RS A, I TR R O(N). TR,
S5 2 IR AT AR N, R R R IR PSR I, B33 2 1 5 90K

TN

4.1 LRI

AR SCAE TT U5 23 A sEE P Cedar 1S T 8 A7 i ML SE 50k 55 4% i & 15 B h:
Inter(R) Xeon(R) E5-2680 CPU, 168 G 1%, T JE LA K, CentOS release 6.5(Final) 64 47
BVE RS, 76— 5 sS4 b RootServer(RS). UpdateServer(UPS). MergeServer(MS), PL & —
A~ ChunkServer (CS) £ ##&—1~.
4.2 BRRA R RN R

SEHG H A MR AR 0T SUAA LI 2R GE 58 5 R B BE S M.



505 1 T SCil, 4% T Cedar [KIF A7 1515 520 75

S W E s AP AE R Al B AT 128 51 Jm MR A Ok 25 3K, FE AR 50 5 AT . 100 5
17+ 200 J5747~ 500 J5747 M 1 000 J5 47 508845, 73 BIHE JE Cedar WA R 51 N FIAFAEHLE] 5 11581 i
A AT, SQLEA) AL OLAP N H & WM R A H4E, #1141 COUNT. SUM %%, s2ih4h 3t
Kl 4 frs.

i Cedar

100
JE(JCedar

P

(o) o]
(=] (=
T T

BRI A /s
~

33
(=
T

(=]
T

0 200 400 600 800 1000 1200
BAREATH/ AT

K4 JemsEne

Fig.4 The performance of the aggregate functions

K] 4 /R B2 Cedar 5 I ANFIAERELEITET G )55 R ZUE REXT L, BARBRR R A2 RN, )
AR IR 2 715 1 1 T SN 0. R U 5 B S HE AR AN TR I ik, 1 D A A e S I ) 22 BR AR /DN, Bl H s
BRI, P9 85 ) i I s [ 46 S IR I Rk 3 (RS AL LRI IS R B R HAIC TR Cedar 11
AR AR 2] 1 000 ST AT, B Cedar (192 ) M 3 15 (] 52 51 AN ZUAFEfg HL D S 19 3.11 £%
T IR 28 38 B I EE R IR 22, ok B T 5 5T R S B A B AR R R B O T 4 v, s
AR T2, PR T I/O T4, Cedar 165 I NFUAEAENLE G 1) A ) T e A3 24 T, H R
ARG, PEREMPR TR 2, R AL R I 9 e,

4.3 FFHAFE MR

SEI H 1 MRRFAF AR LE R G F 55 A BEPERERE .

SEIG T AW H BT 50 547 128 41 JE PR R Hc 2, AN & I R HL, o A
Jit Cedar A FN 5| N BN A-EALH S BT A _EREAT IR, 05K 1R 8 sysbench. FH 45008 111G
PN SONL K HERAE . — IR AN F RIS E . 6 18 MRS AT— IR B i AF
i K 5 Pk,

K5 I T Cedar 51 ANFIAEf HLEIET i 192545 A BEE BRI AR 4k, B ARAR R 7R Cedar 15425
REFEHH, PAKRE TR Cedar BEFP AL 1) 55 55 418 (Transaction Per Second, TPS). H W %%
B H R LR A H I8 2 PR IK TPS # S DU K& 3 MR A . 7T WL Cedar 7£5| A%
AEAEAL T G X 5545 AbFE I BB IR 52 M3 /0N, 1% 32 R Ky Cedar A 5040 1 58 8 AN 2 37 RIVRE A 44 21 R A
b, B T IO WIS, Cedar FIAEEALEIMIME R4 — HAERFTE 10% LAY, AT H UL AL
BARENAYE. BT Cedar fTAAENLEIRH TR S IEAE . ITHALHI = REAr v, K i)
PEREREAT TARAGAL B, AHELZ R, BIAEENL T3 Wit A7, HAR XA Al B rERe it T3,
I 8 T A AAARAIL TR ) TP S BEAIC TAT AR HLRI R 45 3. DR, 16 B A AL ] ) 22 A7 B vt s
TR PR T 2 —.




76 FEAIE R 2 2240 (IR IR) 2018 4F

3500

—=— S ERENLFI I Cedar

3000F —— S FUFEAENLHHICedar
2500
§ 2000
1500
1000}
500 |-

0 L 1 1 1
0 200 400 600
LR

K5 F5abHE:fe

Fig.5 Comparison transaction processing performance
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Fig.6 The performance impact of the number of columns in a query
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Fig.7 The effect of data repetition on performance
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