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¥y 4 4 %3 (Object-Oriented) #2 &7 4 B %t (Object-Relational) & ¥ & & 2 & % = 47
(Database Management Systems and Technology) % 4 MR 4835 % 382 G0 & ~ TR TFE -
XML &4 oy FH o] Koy BBE AR e 07 £ o E 80P L AL 77 4F (Performance Measurement
and Evaluation){% — "8 £ % T B L33 &7 8 M 4F 1004 B 6 B F B 30 S A 3 Bt o 2
%R AL T & F 0 #lde 1 001 ~ HyperModel ~ 007 ~ BUCKY - 4k 2K A& 2 4% 4% I
B R 6 H 3R AR R 0 B AR BB B %k Fo R R (Structural Deficiency)# H K 5T 2 gk
EBAAn B L ()~ MR BGHEAR R R TR A AR BkF B R EE A EGHR
T Ko T4k B8 A (Workload Model) 5 (2) — RS R PR ERERW I STALR
(Workload Generator) » [ & R 4+ 3 H4d @ AR BAR Z3THRIE > Mk & T EEEF X RN -
R TG A4 B £ K % (Requirements-Driven) » #7£] 4 B #% £ % 7% (Common Carrier) »
¥ ODMG % SQL3 A2 % & S # » 3% B 12 & % #(Generic Constructs) » 7 sk 4% #F 24 4
B WA R E TAE B R A 0 B BF 1 474 4 5 #F (Object Analysis) ~ & F 4 #7 (Operation
Analysis) ~ Fo 3 &) 5 #7 (Contfol Analysis) » Z & T 4F ¥ % #L 40 Fo % ¥ 40 (Workload
Characterization) » A& A8 12 F A 2 T 4E§ 4 4! (Toward A More Generalized Workload
Model) #= L5 & & 4 % (Workload Generator) » A& % L (e A b THE B 693 3HE Y
i Fa il BATBE FH B AL AR SR AE AR B — R~ R ~ JOEREME > R0k B AT AR RS 0k
PR IBAE R B o

RATESE : Mtk S AAt R - o tF BB M & ~ SQL3 ~ ODMG ~ &4 B 45 203046 ~ $T243F
HIEEHRA - THEELR - B HiE -
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Abstract

Object-oriented database management systems and object-relational database management
systems have emerged as the niche resolution to the Internet data management, hypertext and
hypermedia data management, and XML data management. The core of success of the niche
technology rests upon the computing, storage, searching and retrieval capability and capacity.
Database benchmark is the vital tool to measure and evaluate the ability and performance of
object-oriented and object-relational database management systems. However the current and
standard benchmarks are mostly relational benchmarks. Well-known object benchmark such as
001, HyperModel, 007, and BUCKY, are domain-specific and application-specific. When the
user domain differs from that of the benchmark and the application scenario deviates from that
of the benchmark, test results cannot be used or reproduced. In fact, in many cases, they mislead
the users, management, and developers. These object benchmarks suffer from the structural
deficiency of domain dependency and the lack of a more generic workload model. In this study,
we present a requirements-driven and a generic-construct-oriented approach to tackle the
research issues of workload characterization and compilation. We adopt two key industry
standards of SQL3 and ODMG and adapt their object model, transaction model, and control
model to create a more generic and systematic workload requirements development method
from the user’s perspective. From this new method, test results can be reused and reproduced.
More realistic and representative workload can be generated. Furthermore, we have constructed
a prototype to implement this new method and to demonstrate the feasibility and generalization

of this new approach.

Keywords: Object-Oriented Database Management Systems, Object-Relational Database
Management Systems, Database Benchmark, Workload Model, Benchmark
Workload Generation, Performance Measurement and Evaluation, SQL3, ODMG,
Requirements Analysis.
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& 0 T8 AR 1 B B A, H H# B (Object-Relational Database Management Systems, ORDBMS) o
HAE T R R BERE T HAT R RO MB X EHE I FR AT ARTAKRE
R ERBXEHEELORN MRAB TR T E ARG LERY - 5 —ETH
BRI T2 WMMALMB A0S ARSI TR BTHRAZTFREREH
B o T A 4F B A # B (Object-Oriented Database Management Systems, OODBMS) o

& TREM R AR RGER - BRI ET—EEEBATIE -
B . > ANSI(American National Standards Institute)/ISO(International Organization for
Standardization)#2 ODMG(Object Data Management Group)#% & én &% 55| 413 4 1+ B 5 52
oS AR TR — AR IR IR R A A E R E AR - 2t
E A7 X8 W PEAZ B Y ok 414 A HE B 4 54 3R 4E (Database Benchmark) it 4737 46 > $F304HE 7 R,
EF R R AR RERET > EHEERIITTRARERRE ?RASPTA
8 — AR B H R G AR R H RGBT R - H R E AR R L
FE 8 J& A ARIBAE & B AGTRAE 2 B EARIE - BT AT ARG A el et A B R A
TRAFRAAHEZEBARIEHRE LA MBAREEEBXE LW LPTF2
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TR ERETAEEBAFER - Bk T ABAZELEES  RBER
MMM T RN RES THETELERY
2. SR EMHMB AR BES RS EaRS AR FFREE B
EEZ THEEHUN  REANITHETLELLEM?

JwfaT 547 SQL3 2 ODMG 424 7 # 5 L Bl RA AR RAE A H & L X304 M B
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Cattell (1994) 24 & #H42 X, (Data Model)Fn & #} & 4 #i(Database Architecture) w18 4 &
RESEFBERLZG - FBAMEK > THEAHETELRG T HEAHA Bk
ZHEZHL - mEARRER  AZRAHNBREERAT  AF TR AL AHE
S0 F R LAHEEE - HHHB TR BRI TG TR BTG EE > W TAT
B
(—) MERRRE R E

LAREEX - AR AR AR - 4538 W ¥ & #H8E K (Expanded Relational

Model) » 1% B 4% &1, 4 #2 & (Procedurality) ~ 474 (Object) ~ BR A (Version)$i 3 4¢ %7 2
At
2.AF R LETH R AT & dH e At o) TR K RIRAI
Ghft o BN EBR X Z T HFANESRANESE RRAGEXB Tt
Bk RS -
(Z) MHERERE
LAMBER - WBEAHNEZ EHEARBA DA EOERET SR ES
EROASWHMETRHBROME  RABATLERZE - ETHERIDHZAHR
FAF O o WML AF AR AN HSTEORREBETF > HLa485(Class) HETH
P Z LA 6 B FER 4 SLAE 042 X 38 48 & 7 ik (Method) » #f % (Encapsulation)#
e LRRBEBB AR AKX E L EEH T IF -
2.KHMBERE  WATHEZ AN ELERL  BRAAWHEKXET  BLRMSASE
(Persistence) ~ [ .7 Jx #% 4] (Concurrency Control) ~ g2 21 F 4 B 48 77 shdg F 4t
BERAGRGILRE-EENET 2N TREXBTHARAZA62K
BRBAAPIT S FHENAR R G AR T/EEM -
Z - M- EREH ESBEEM T A

#2434 (Benchmark or Performance Measurement and Evaluation)& — £ A5 4Lt 7
ARG AGBRI T FH  AFTAB L (DRI 24038 QUBELZ 504
EFTE  GVERGERIFNAMN - BRUR L Z R B H GRS > MRAGTRAE
GHER (DEFRARSBE R ROERBE S SRR GIEAPTL 5 (6)3T RETA
RFABE R FL R [Gray 1993] - — 2@ & » F AR LA 098] ~ A&~ Fo ik »
AT & B HGTE - BESGREREIFAE L T BEA o BT3E o) T4 24 3 (Workload
Model) » 3569 2 £ ZREA » HE B R RN T - RATEERAGESL L > THR
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MEEEH > — R RHERETMAY TS mh > 5 — 24 AEREA T EBRTH
WA TS -
EALMME G EHEZ GRS & 0 B ATE 4% 8974 1 001 ~ HyperModel ~ 007
#i2 BUCKY % - 001 Z Az gt E @ A4 B £ TR A Loyt k3 dsh %3
HE 25 F7 L5~ E4HW4LGETHEMBREOEICGRERL > R E—18
F B e942 % - HyperModel & AR X F oy R AR > AR RZ N RAELAZRA L
BH R AER - 007 #ME6# £40F OO0l » AHKMIEMHR g S wER -
BUCKY 8| & BMEr& i B X AR 2 20st 0 L £ -2 % a8 ap ok Bt X8 0k prat
fhoy TaptE | RH O MEHREL R -
(—) OO1 1 G
OO0l ¢y £ BBty » AAEETAMAGEHEEFTHREREHORARA L4
AN BZ RS 5 RIE R S A0 B8 [Cattell 1993] - OO1 9 MR A X 5 F1F -
L ARAH
OO0l F# & &2 & R FT AR
(1) 7TH4 4 (Part) © & —1B T A4+ F E48 T FHE4E ¢ Part ID ~ Type ~ X~ Y »
Build date * AR F LA~ AR~ BEARx S8 By S duEEed .
BT GA @Rl A0 RRA T EEB sk oyt s -
(2) %M (Connection) © ik &k 44k & B R sk A2 M 6o B4 > BBk &0
WA W AB A AL - Type ~ Length » SRR &R BEMHOABREE - 5T
I B A8 B AR A 0 001 89 LAk 4 2 A FU A R A% 25 3 3% 1 1Y
PERRIE > AR R LW EE > AR s TR EREFE e
o EARRA MR R AG A RAREIR N0 B 2 — AR
2. B REH
Z3 O01 B9 AP EL AN T =4 ¢
(1) #343& H (Lookup Operation) * & # & 4 1000 {8 T 4K A% » 4 KA F 3
BT B84 7T -
(2) #4418 44 F 3518 B (Traversal Operation) : | i 5642 & 0978 Bk R LB oY
B3 AE G4 3280 B E ARk ey s o
(3) # & F (Insert Operation) : & 4 #7864 100 18 T4 EAF AT A N B EH B F
VAR 0 R A A 1O th 2k & o
(=) HyperModel #5345 (
HyperModel 4 203745 49 3% 3t R AR X F O RAR AR A A L8 IER B2 B &
Z A TAZE R E R AR A o 8 001 48k ¥k - HyperModel &, 4w 2 g oy EH B R B
145 B # & 69iE B [Anderson et al. 1990] - i8> wy# HyperModel 1% 41 #1:48 54 J& Bl 1
A RELRREE SR At SERAEE S BAE LB
BATR -
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HyperModel &5 &4 B 4e OO1 A% » & vy 48 Z 12 4 oY & 85 A7 4%, 49 - HyperModel 2
B BL P 6 B4R S 40 OO1 fE RA —MERM4% > mA LG BMEA S @G a6 —
18 — % % B 1% (Parent/Children) > % W 18 % # % B 1% (PartOf/Parts ¥
RefTo/RefFrom) ; 7 744 OO1 fix » RA —MMBAERELE > RAFLEZAHBELY
£E 6,3 Node ~ TextNode #2 FormNode °
2R ER

HyperModel &2 7 A T &4 1 B A e B R EF -

(1) Z2HFe6EW 0 L2 UBMNMERE OID 28 £ BIHF -

(2) B EH T a3 1%58 10%58 E e EH -

(3) BEEBey 23 | HEEMIE W IEE A S LA g ek o
(4) SHEeEH -

(5) VR IR IR -

6) ey FEH M NBGRENEZE Y LENE—EYHEE  HE=

BRI AG B FH0ELE -
(7) iRy 4ReE 3 3 F SR BT 7 25 00 B HARAL -

(=) OO7 #&x4a &
OO07 3 RHWEZ BT L THRRZHARYH LG TR Bkt - gATEL
449 & Al (CAD/CAM/CASE) X & o 47 & | A 2| M - & B R o9 41 > B b » 007 14
CAD/CAM/CASE #) TAZJE AR X & RMT - 007 R R THRBWHRE » ERHT %
e R A A A R 69 F - [Carey etal. 1993] -
LA
O07 343+ 16 Z A HH R 09 £ & L& & & At (Composite Part) » B & & i BT
RGBS & 00T 933t B > A48 6 M 1F 7 VAT %188 14+ : 1d, Builddate, Type
SRIREE R RAE - B AR RE - B8E R HEF H R — 18 A4
0 ARSI A B A A T a9 B ¢ 1d, Title, Text » 251 &
THRAS AR R R o b HEES AR A & B T4 4 (Atomic Part)
PBT RS AR B ey B 0 BT i M e R4 B i A M R Btk Bk
J& M % © 1d, Builddate, Type, X, Y, Docld, and DocType » 43| & 7+ R X455 ~ 241
o~ BURE - HE X FRY - BAXHRAG - REWHBMS  Length, Type » 431
RELEEERAE - AR E 007 £AH — 461 & (Assembly Hierarchy)éy 42
o BEMSRBER LR > RER &K KESYH(Base Assembly) > HEE K
A 4o F 4 B % 1d, Type, Builddate » 4 %) & 7 F /A48 ~ AL R EM B H -
ML SHETTHZBasShE  RAa SN TREZEE6RMH -
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2.RHREHR

007 PPl st eyEH - M =48 ° A %5 (Traversal) ~ &3 (Query) - 4 #1457 (Structure
Modification) °

(P0) BUCKY #&%5Ta
BUCKY ## s ME1f ettt BB X AR G 6% e 2R R EWE A
Sy o AR M X TR R 0 2h Ak 0 B AR B K R RO AR
BER AR £ B 308 4B AR A BT H R 60 34T R UL B 4T © [Carey ctal. 1997] -
LA & A&
BUCKY ##3R &8 BB AA KR E AR &BA > 323t L2 BB R A
e oA R T X R AR
2.8 EH
BUCKY &A@ f 4 A8 £ 2%

(1) #% & (Inheritance) : & ¥ B a9 4R A 48 % Person t > [t Person t 34 X 2 X #H %
WE&FEA B EEBM » L TA t& Instruct t 2 Student t4g-F385] » T £ &
AR S FAMRS KR N IEE & B i & F H(Instances)

(2) ¥k B oy % # (Inter-Object Reference) MM A H B B H T A ETHPE
B F MM 64 4o ¢ Student t #2 Department t 18 & 28 P BL A 4 & B
1% 0 BRARE R/ 505 B4% > vA Student t 8B MEBP Tk ¥ A iE 0 desbey
BR % B A R 1 ot R B BE ARH R 0 A

(3) 44 /B M(Set-Valued Attribute) : BUCKY &k 3/ 52 B X AH M B 09 5 — £
£ ERCAHESBIALGFETE > Hlde © Person_t 4 4454 KidNmaes #)
Bk > LA RS Set(Varchar(10)) » 2~ H B A F & E4  H—EH R %K
— B NI o

3 S FFH & (Abstract Data Type) @ 454 Bl %t 84 B 0358448 7 oY & B0k SQL 3%
BE > REANHRGBRFFETIES > #40 :BUCKY & 7 833 7 @ ey 2h AL > & 4 Person_t
RAEBTUREHA — @ L Ao H% -

%~ HERFE

ARBE R F kAR 4HE B ATE RGPS 7 ik 09 AR R A B K £ 0 FT AR 0 HRAHT
SR e Myt Aot o AT A R BT R E £ 5 3 B A R A & (Common Carrier
Concept) & #42 M & & £ > £ 30F K& ¥ % (Requirements-Driven) 4§ T/ Z A %3t
X, o A TS E KB (Workload-Centric)#F %, 7 ik & vA 4 4 Fo dh 15 B Bk 04 2 4 43 4%
(Generic Construct) & # & (Formulation) 3 B} X L AR BT EE K - B L&A — A&
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M~ BN R - RATIRA SQL3 A &6 AR AU AR BB LY 22 2 B35 5 3% ODMG
RE AR R B L % -

— . sQL3jE#

(—) BT

SQL3 & ANSIISO % 7 st &1 &4 MMt SQL &9 R & i F #3780 %7 — K SQL 4%
# o SQL3 T imik /R 2k SQL-92 #4938k 2 4h > M T X BEM MM T B - &
BIEAEIH S4B 1

SOL3

Framewor uoundatio ] ( SQL/CLI ] [ SQL/PSM J
&QL/BindingsJ [ SQL/XAJ gQL/Temporaj [SQL/Object}

1: SQL3 R4z HALE

1. SQL/Framework @ &7 i/~ SQL3 4Z2% » 4t — b —fxoyimafie g > &
3R SLAR A 04 40 R BB o
2. SQL/Foundation : £ & AMAMALE T R F MBI > AFMBOT >R
G ER - B3 RO AR & 0 AR, o
3. SQL/CLI: CLI(Call-Level Interface) £ &3 A8 SQL A #+ B g Al H &3 5 2 M
BB o
4. SQL/PSM : PSM(Persistent Stored Modules)Zt B Fas# 42 X a4kt - @383 H Loy
5, #M (Computational Completeness) « SQL3 &4 TA£E 2 X 2 4E F & = & H T A
VA ZARAZXEEGBGL)K SQL 4, F -
SQL/Binding : #i# SQL3 AFEZE T MBEA A AT WWB T HEEFT X -
SQL/Transaction : & B 8% 5% SQL #H 2R XA RE T/ LA SN G -
SQL/Temporal : il & T 3 3% 4 051 09 B #HE 5 S e PTG w038 7%
SQL/Object : 4 4 2 & A & 4289 8 FH A T4 A4 B B 32 £ S AR ey 1 -

(=) &)= ZE(Data Definition)
13769 AR AR
SQL3 ZRAMEMB BRI EHE T ENEGTRAR ) HilieT

© =N w
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(1) LARGE OBJECT : SQL3 % 73 &+ /B AL 3R 4 R B! 5 088 W oHH AR R el IR
#0 B k3% b X 4% AR KA e 4k AR AL AR » é04% CLOB(Character Large Object)
iz BLOB(Binary Large Object) o by f K B M4 & 420 B8 50 o7 B 368 20 Bt
B mIESNRKE R -

(2) BOOLEAN : #,# SQL #% & 4% 424k True ~ False #» Unknown =B A7 ph R 814 -

(3) ARRAY : SQL3 % 3% ARRAY #4:4c & 7 #&(Collection Type) » #b 7 #8 A 778 Aol
B R A4y — AL AR S BN RS MR EAAER M LR AR
ARV ERP e A ERRFARES) -

(4) ROW : g5 —18 ROW #4 4& ffifo — 2 FHH A AR 09I B BT 40 A%, > 84— 183284
Mw T & -

2.3 £ & #H 4 #& (Abstract Data Type, ADT)

SQL3 #pt-E& 232698 o RA RN RRA L £ 69 T H A K (Abstract
Data Type, ADT) » S 4% A % & & % f&(User-Defined Type) - A 3840 £ A T &
K ERHE
(1) TREHRE —EAREMEEY > SEBMETIAREATH) SQL A& > eLie el
A & (#5]4 INTEGER) ~ 4 & 2 B (#4w ARRAY) ~ K& K tbdh R AH A -
(2) B B E AT & 69 BT A 7 &\ AT & & & % %k (Methods) ~ % #t (Functions) 2 42 5
(Procedures) 3k 324 o
(3) A Bt Ak - AL d R4 E & 69" Observer"fn "Mutator" % & # (Br "Get"
Fa"Set" H#) » 5 FIRICE Fo il EIGE -
(4) FEE L - A FF 3T —ELBARA R -
(5) T e AT FE 1% & (Type Hierarchy) ¥ » 75 Bp F 7 #& (Subtypes) 4 o1 4% /& R 7 2§
(Supertypes)y B 7 J& M Fn 5 ik o8 0 3BT 3 hodr by B e ik o
3.-F 7 % (Subtype)
SQL3 7F & 44 R ey M A > J 42 A "UNDER" 32 R R g A oy g g -
4.4 #(Object)
Eisenberg & Melton (1999)#5 % 8 Kk SQL3 #43k £ FH A A 28 - WRR B £4
KT RARREZ—EHEGE  BAARTRELRS GMEZI > BAE
T F i a - B4 Ll ey tFit > & T8 A% SQL &3 4540 1 (Objects) sy 1K »
7R B 4 B e — BB OR T A4k 4 # (Reference) & 4 4335 (Identity) 89 3 i -
(=) &E¥}#2{E(Data Operation)
AEp it SQL3 i E st ap 5 A H R KGRIEFT X -
1. 2550 5 B 68 % T ik

& T ReEAR D B ARG £ A AR A2 69 B M SQL3 241 BE(Dot)#w % # Functional)
8y Rk o
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2.REF %! 8 644 A
SQL3 #3542 64 & 7 i (->) /& A5 REF R g ayfg Al E o
3.4 skt

2 7 /m5s SQLE X R R R BT &A T H 098 - SQL3/PSM H A — s #7 4y
e bl 4t 635k o 48 B E T AR R 38 8k i ) 4k ik R T & & B (Function) fo 2 X,
(Procedure) » AR FIFl iz gk » T2 SQL KRB ERAAESR -

(F9) SQL Bindings

SQL Bindings Z## SQL3 T HAMBAAEKXEZ T M ey A fEH - SQL
Bindings #.3F SQL #5 Py #7442 X A8 7 - 4R 4L By R BL By 09 Th Ak - R F 09 7% X & EXEC SQL
frilt 0 B AT — 18 P34k 8y SQL A HH4R4E#E % - SQL Bindings 7T Fl A 5 &A% - 34
A~ BAF SQLARAE ~ e BEIPAEIRA] ~ $AT SQL ISR 2 ~ Btk SQL #E &A% -

— « ODMG tE#E

ODMG(Object Database Management Group);& v 3 % 4B M4k & A4 R ey B 2
1991 £ 9 Atans > HEZWBWTZFHIT - BFLE NS EOTHBEEERALKY
HRE  RHABTEANAKELRLRARGTALRRGHHEEGEHETEALL
SRAT » 36 AT R B 40 A SRR I8 £ 6080 & 5 B4R Z 60 XE4E [Cattell 1994] -

ODMG #2# + % % 3% SQL ~ OMG(Object Management Group)#e 4 44 ¢y #2 X 35 542
#(C++ ~ Smalltalk 2 Java)éz & — MBS  REBERALZZEI AT TR EETEZA
HROERAER - LFE —EREERE 1993 F 8 AFTE KR > #2% ODMG-93 - 428 1 B
WASITHR R - &5 % T ODMG-93 Release 1.2 ~ ODMG2.0 ~ & B # & ¥ 09 AR %
2000 4 1 A P78 % #5 ODMG3.0 - |

£ ODMG #2# & » it E @ FHBEEEAKM T HESHTEL TS aTH
BEEZGRA—BEHBEERZRK  HOTEAHERAABYGEEGRAZTRS -
ODMG #%# 2 #3854 8.3 © 4 %I (Object Model) ~ 4 #F 2 £ 3 5 (ODL) ~ 41 &34
B E(0QL)FuiE & B 45 (C++ ~ Java 82 Smalltalk Language Bindings » 4o B 2 FF <% »
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ODMG

Object Model Object Definition Object Query Language
language (ODL) language (OQL) Bindings

{ C++ ] LSmalltalk ] LJavaT

B 2 : ODMG &% 2 1 5% B

(—) #1E1&(Object Model)

ODMG 3 X = 2 B oy 2R —BEL FE e T AR X4 L35 ODMG AZEayip ki
BEREAGER - ODMG X2 OMGHHEXFEAmf » L THARE
MR ePMGE @t LEB2BmS e

1. REARGBEX T L4 BEWHA E— o437 #(0ID) -

2. WM T A 5 FE AR Bl ey B R (Types) » B— R EF oy piFspek EA X R T47
2 | (Behavior)iA & T #k f& | (States) o

3. M AT B R & & — B 4 (Operations) by B4+ 7 38 L EAE T LAk S Y AR
M BAT -

4. At Ak RE AR R K A C BT AE T 69 — e 4 M (Property) a9 {8 (Value) o i3 4§14
35 69 R 4 R 5 04 JB ME(Attribute) s S 3L 4y 4 B LR (— 18 2R £ 1) 40 4 2 M 4G B 1%
(Relationship) °

5. F 7 #&(Subtype) 4 & 7 & (Supertype) B & & 09 B M ~ B ~ J3E4E - TRET
VAR T AR e B AR - BT S R BT R A S M JLIE R o

6. T VAE % — 184 B (Extent) - b $6 B T &4 — 84 2 ¢4 BT A K #(Instances)

7. — AR R A B BB )T vA A L AR A M R — A A M 0 R — 3R A o 18 MR
— AR B R R AR E R E A -

(Z) ke S
Wt 2 £33 5 (ODL)Z —BRMBFHUET » A KT £ ODMG 44 X244 2 1

AR - YT RETRBEARIBEDH S EFE A 409 T4 R4 B (Database
Schema)#y <7 3& 14 (Portability) °

nult

2 & (Object Definition Language, ODL)
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(=) #p1E#EE85E S (Object Query Language, OQL)

ODMG 44 %3935 5 (OQL)Z — 14842 SQL a4k X 3B 5 A RBE—ERAXE
HER B IR o OQL #9332 04 SQL-92 vy hdn i & st > B LRETHA
SQL-92 #4 SELECT %% » B3 TH MMt & 5 &e9Eix o

(P0) & & AEHE(Language Bindings)

4 ODMG #Z % ¥ 44 Java>C++$2 Smalltalk 355 $ 4 & 7 € & 4 #F4%4E 3% & (Object
Manipulation Languages, OMLs) » ODMG #% %, 7 i3 242 X 35 T 48 L 4k £ 32 R E M ahh o
(Persistent Objects) » 32 {884 78 8,4 7 % 3 OQL ~ #] ¥ (Navigation)# =2 % (Transaction) °

= ~ SQL3 i ODMG #5#e 7 LL#}

RIEFT & SQL3 #2 ODMG 422 ¥E 3t The t B 3b 2 & B LM 14F H o A4 B it
HE A EHTRE - B HERERMAYHER - TRET  BHhEETARES
B EgE LR EMGEE Ak

72 1:SQL3 £ ODMG 2z Lb#izk

SQL3 ODMG
ADT : &4tz > HE—@ %ﬁ%iﬂ F&(Type) ko 48 > B
%¢i7’¥u7‘f‘«‘£’ﬂ'ﬂ‘§l§7¥tézdé’1~ ooy itk A R E é’J T 4
ADT - (Behav1or)ﬁl%1k #& (States) o H 78 7T 4%
R B e A AR

iR X Object ADT: 3 Table & 4 % ADT
ype Table » pb#& Table 44947 & 32 Object : % A& 4 F 47 (Instance)F% 4 4
ADT 48 » 7 7] Bl 4574 ADT|#(Object) » # #4353 #5(OID) °
49K 4] # 4 Object ADT » K &
G4 T 09— A -
ERGHBOAEHRERETL TEMNEEBD O TH M-
% 4% % |(DDL)# - iwybn 7%4% 1 2 ¥ |ODMG/ODL £ 4E A& R > d B #+
FR ey & B ERBETRERER -
&SR Hyﬁ 69 F #+ 3% 1 3% £|ODMG/OQL £ E# ¢ Rz A > £
(ODML)# - i‘”ﬁaT}iiﬁ#MFiﬂi zutww*a‘mﬁa' BEBET RS
BB T |AHEE o EHARER K R RIER -
oo g SQL3 RAE ERFEA
HEFETE o

AELBEGRIUTRENE L\ A EL TR EREZETOML) #
g [ERTXSQLAN R BRI %Miii: THRF RS
TEAETT & 7 SQL # C, C++, Basic, Ada,| /7 © B A7 £ 7 Java, C++, Smalltalk
COBOL = M #y 8 45 #4] - %@%—;%%zg o

AHRR D AP RER



BEERE NSRRI G TEERER 245

B - o Rt

—  HRRE

ARFFREIFFZA >4 M T R GAZEGSQL) B4 E & B H B ey 12 8
(ODMG)k %5 > » R BB B4 BT ERY A LT B THEERK - AEE
FIR I TEERHEER > E RN I EELE A5 URBEAZERZ
HRR BB Tk o BAVEFE L EY B TR R TR R E 4 B2
RO RERE - ATEEREANE ST M ENER ARSI LR A
FETEEREA G MELARMTHEELRRA AR - RV FERIKER
FIRES B 2 R SB35 1 (14 B X (Object Model) * £ Z4R 334k 4 1 J2 40 4 B 90 404
B 2B b 4 1 © (2)3% 4 42 K (Transaction Model) © £ 23340 1 ¥ i 4 B 6 A 4 ) 8
Ve a1 8 75 ik o (3)4% HI AL X (Control Model) * £ Z R34 27045 B S pFugde Hl & K o
EIEEEBHEHEE D BRI ZRN — RO G TEERA L K4 > REA
KRELETFBFEEE > EARBRERD  ERE T HEZTELBE A% EREA
FHALZAKRBERERETER L BELS ALK S REEHEAL B 3 AT
T o (¥4 & % 23(Object Generator) : 13 T A X E A RRKEHE - 2)
R % E % E(Transaction Generator) : 4t T EEA XSGR KELBRESL - Q)X & HE
#2 32 (Scheduler) : & i k2 430 RI R0 » X BER SR B o (4)R] 3 58 8 2 (Test Driver)
AR REEHEAF ORI GBS ARG REFEHNLE 23 EERBRGEE L HE
VeAe R 0 3t E A A HE AR EEIE o )RR L R E £ BResults Collector) : Bl Z 3%
EpEHE ARG RER -
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ENEERR F+—8 £=H
ORDB Benchmark
ORDB Workload Model ORDB Workload
Generator
] Test Results
Driver Collector
ﬂk
SQL3/Transaction SQL3 > SQL3/Transaction
User M
odel Generator \ 4 -
Requirements
ORDBM ORD
»
Control Model Scripts Scheduler
O-R
0-0 I OODB Benchmark
OODB Workload Model OODB Workload
Generator
ODMG/Object | | ODMG/Object
Model ODL Generator Test Results
> Driver [~ Collector
A
ODMG/Transaction OQL & ODMG/Transaction
Model Java Generator A -
%DBM
Control Model > Scripts Scheduler
TAEERAR IR IEEEEBBEYEK

3 AR ZHMEREE

= IFREREEHRS

SLPR B AP A SQL3 AF ZE 2R 54 My 40 BB A K B TAE B 0 4F 80 ol ODMG 45 % &
DA B R TR R R o TERMIHS PR RAE T H B TR -
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(—) e RERE R E LSRR

1.SQL3/Object Model 4 4 =,

ABEEX T ROTER B 9L B4R SQLI AR B 044 28 7 28 4 - SQL3 $4 4+
FEE I RERSREATM T 209 ATH A (Abstract Data Type, ADT) -
RO EHBEHET A BMEFE - b T F S ADT Type Table A vAsE
% ADT ¢4 F 4] > # % Object ADT » it i R 4040 2 E — o4 135 48 - RAIVHE
SQL3/Object Model #324n %k 2 -

2 2 : SQL3/Object Model 7 #3&

SQI3/Object Model R
B EAHFARE © |SQL3 BATE m T RNEMEHAE - 2305 ¢
1. BOOLEAN 1.BOOLEAN : #,4- true, false, unknown = {87 k1 #5
2. BLOB, CLOB {H o
3. ROW 2.BLOB, CLOB : 251 Bl phf 5= 7t & % f 2 5 ¢
4 ARRAY , 5% B VAR A RAEYHHEFTR

it TEENEXESBREROEE -
3.ROW : oy — 8.4 Ffn — L A HH A BB AT 4L A,
4ARRAY @ &~ ERE > AgE—aRIEFZ
A8 B B AR ey {h o
ADT(3h £ o9 EHARE) (1.3 E —aBifoird -
BRI BT A B AR - S ER AR ADT
3.47.2 & Function $2 Procedure & # -
4.0Object ADT : Object ADT 4% #%## ADT Type Table » #
F 4 66 T 89 138 5] #5(0ID) -
5. 7T 4 R LR B (Supertype) oy B M ST 2 o
REF(4#74 #) A ¥A % i% Object ADT 84 i 1% » 3L44 & OID o
AHRR D AT REE

2.SQL3/Transaction Model 3% & #£ K,

SQL3 & T 3R iy e fb 7 o AR - %42 7 B( . ) » & $( Function( ) )

HAGAB(>) e R Tk 0 VAE4E A %4 SQL DML 35 5% b 48 ) R 4Rk 15 s B o

3.4% 1% K (Control Model)

AGEEAT > 2L EBRFAAFRENBELCGHER R TR BT RS

2K ROEH T NMEEHBE > W THE

(1) 3% HA R (Test Duration) : BRI A T AR K ER B KRB BT M > 3
AEHER P — BRI ERBRILEDGELER -

(2) B #X 8 F7(Test Sequence) & BR AR BF 3 & ) $ATHE R »

(3) #% € 4k B (Steady State): & B eH M B A R TR B FR T Qe B & kg4
TEF)RETRR > TREE L —BRANARBE -

(4) % 353542 (Performance Metric) : 4 3 AR F 4 S AR 6 LB 0GR 3K > B B3R 2 4R
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PG AP0 B 0 RS HAR S - — T RO EARER A LT R KR
(Response Time) & 24 4% & i (Throughput)4 o

(5) B#FAE K (Test Mode) © /£ G 23R 4E R » ROTTRFHRBGZIBEGET - 5
RRARER ~ B - B ZAERFEEL -

(6) 813X F4E kB (Number of Repetition) : Bp & 7R3 b X B BT TR o

) EEnERETFEEE
1.0DMG/Object Model #4445 &,
ARIE AT H 69 R IE 3 T 42 » ODMG Object Model 2 & 458 % » M4 2 AR BE &
oH 0 Rl ARAREGTEIAMAE DETRANERTHERE - ir 4T
AT H > AoE— ey ARG - &3 F > KATEEE T ODMG Object Model 2 4%
4% > 3 7] ODMG/ODL % 3% o

= 3 : ODMG/Object Model 2 #4318

ODMG Object Model ' - ODMG ODL
1.4 5 — B R ey B > A M8 ~ 47 | Interface type name [:inheritance_list]
oo Ay AL « ( extent extent_name
25%] 'ﬁ—' vi OID ﬁi‘é‘l % 6‘7\—5%’?45'] ° key(s) key_ligt
30T A 4 A o )
4.4 T AF 4t (key)h o {

attribute domain_type attribute _name
relationship target_path
inverse traversal_path

|5

2.0DMG/Transaction Model & 5 # &,
ODMG #) ODL R Fl 2k £ £ EH B » \ 8 H AT HEENEE - @ OQL B4k
R TR AR o

3.3 %4 X (Control Model) : 4= E] SQL3 443k 44 &K, -

=~ TFEEERBEFEE

(—) -4 28(0Object Generator)

M EABZHEERG > TREWHEDE A RFETRIGEH - THEEEEY
AABRFAB AR RETFEZ 8 0MH B iR A EMAE 1iE%E
AHEORD  BFEZ L EEHARTAERREAEAERNEERF - Bt & 7400
EHBRARKATRREEAZTHRGEREER  KMAZHARAROYHE L BIRA
&0 TREAXFTERELTHRE LB RTAEZTOEHE - LS X4 B 447
7 o
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Object Generator

EE LRI

4 : Object Generator ZEEAZ

1.SQL3/Object Generator 454 & 4 %
ARIE AT & SQL3/Object Model 4-#7 65 # AL KX, > F AR 3 SQL3 44 & 4 Sarey i
AB2FADTHEEWRZ AT wTHH - AFEEHA > BB EEGTH R
FERRRGENBERERAGA R I > HMEEGHALE - ADTH LT AR X
ik
e Type name : 45 sb 7 fE 49 &A% -
e Supertype name : 3 HiE# RN > THRTLTEE RO RELH -
o Attribute : 35 @ bW B L oTR B 0 HETiES
e Operation : F& AR ST LFEH > AR FiES

2.0DMG/Object Generator # 4 £ 4 &
A4 ODMG 4 & £ Bz ey kA& F Type B WFZ £ Tik o
(Z) X B ES 2 (Transaction Generator)

RpEARERBOAE AR BEL 0 RMAERA - PR - B TR
A A ER R RN LS AP ATRO RS ELBRANE » TEER
FEABBAERE RREM A FONRTS -

(=) X3 HHF288(Scheduler)

ARIEAT B 2 M R IR BV R B IR TR A A SR SR h
R SR By o BAEAE Ty A8 S ©
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Scheduler
<
RSB SR BRI

5 : Scheduler ZEEAIC

(Z) R BEENZS (Test Driver)
ARIE BRGUI RGBS AFAEFABFEARZEFEIIT - R ERY
Bt B4 7 X4o B 6 ¢

Test Driver

TRFRTREY
b

v

HATHIE

HEAE

v
BIEARER

!

Result Collector

6 : Test Driver Zi&{EAIN

15~ B £ B st

AFRRT BT EZ —BREERBE/F B K RRBABEL > THREMRT T4#
FAEABZNBEY ARG ARBTEE R A Z ARG L R M -
— ~ @7

ABF R EAE ST 4% A Oracledi #n Jasmine H ¥ E A 4% » B Java HHBET -
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— ~ RIRSRIBHEINEE

HAVRBATE AT o) TR R AP BT 24 - Bk RBEBAKT Y
L& AR Bl & A & 33 (Object Generator) ~ X 4 & 4 % (Transaction Generator)
3% % $F#2 B(Scheduler) ~ ]2t 58 % 28 (Test Driver) 1 & £ ¥ 4 £ (Result Collector) > 4w 7
RUAHARZZREXLEHE -

37 ADT
#=EE ADT Method
Object 277 Array Type
Generator
#2737 Type Table
EEYEER
. BITHIEZ 5
Transaction
Generator N NS,
FREEEIEL RS
Workload BIENHRS
Generator
eagx B
Scheduler RERAIRE
TR BT
TERRREGT B
Test
Driver TR RIS,
Result Collector . . B
BERIEARSER

B 7 : A2 A itEE

(—) ¥ EEH 58(Object Generator)

D AEEBZNERAN RECAZREACHTRRELHHDRRRETE
MRS > RBEBREFTERNEELHETH  BRRARETHE - T a2 7
BFEk  25& -

#Hﬁ
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1.# 5 ADT
HARREREAEE TR EHVE  ERAFTMADEEE - B Fd k-
J B 8 AT o

Create ADT Type

P fE & F N - ICustomerType‘
i Attribute
]
; WESE oy oL HERIGAH SR R
[cusene | [INTEGER  ~] | RE [N ED]
[cuscwame | [cHARID) <] | Jao |
Jaaaress i [ADT =] }addressTvp} | |
]phone H lARRAY Ll ‘arrayl ;i ] i l
[salesrep i [REF i~] JsalesType [sales ]
Add hore...
Method
er function showname return char ]
44 e
Submit 'I Reset ]

8 : ADT #IISTRvEE

2.% 4% ADT Method
A @&z ADT Zhitied - RAVLE &0k ADT ARk » RIEE R LA %
$38  rik e B4R o BRI E Tk SQL ~ iRAREAIAGESF - RIE ik B
& ARBERWE 9T

Edit Method

Object Type Name: JCPS‘:C{mErTVD}_E

Idethod Statement:
member function shownamwe return char is A]
kegin

return self.Custlaune;
end showname;
end;

Submit 1 Reset 1

9 : ADT Type Method fREESHE
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3.3 51 Array Type
# 5 — Array Type > £ A H B4 T AW B LM ~ Array K& ~ BH AR > Sy T
A& R % 4% INTEGER 2 CHAR(10) » Flk3bfd B 45 2 7 A B &4 B A FHE
MESBBANER T BER 2 wE 10 77 -

Create Array Type

[ AIAGHTE - ]arragl . i
Array#)E 1 20 |
BRAIAS | [INTEGER [~

Csmme: B
Submit i Reset
10 : #8137 Array Type Z2E&H

4.3% 52 ADT Type Table
# SQL3 4Z# 45 F] » #& Oracle ¥ & 41E 3£ 5 ADT #4 Type Table» vA F k4% 7% Object
ADT > H Oracle ¢ 7% # — %| Object ADT #73% &5 » & By € — 18 OID {E 4 sk tf -
LEEEaeE 11 piw -

Create Type Table

Table name: [Custoners

Type name; [Customer Type *‘,

Submit J Reset !

11 : 37 Type Table 2 EMH
5.& & ik A A

Heh el B 69 R ARIE s ADT o FRHEMK R 5 2 2 2 R E % Object ADT #4144 -
1 R # BRI ER BT ~ R LA ~ b ADT Type Table & #% ~ 2t ADT &#% ~
EA TR ES > KRBT Submit #5242 o @ 12 B 13 A o
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Benchmark Result

HIFEEE - al
HIz-E4%FF - insert into Customers
l M l WHRHE ’ EHEH 1 E R (ELA )
I L] 1] insert objects | 291

10 Objects have been added into Customers Type Table

12 : EEMHERZREERT

Generate Objects

e
B8 & M. Jiseert into Customer,

ADT Type Table MName: 1(3‘-131‘»01’0&158

ADTType Name: ~ [CustomerType |
MNumber of Instances: 11,0“ o
Submit l ' Resst ]

13 : EEMHERZERER

() X5 ES 28 (Transaction Generator)
RHRAAEBHEIRZENRBERAZ G THANATHEET o MHERAS - LorbsE
SRR G EREZ S REDE -
LESANRRS
R EEEGRREAZHE ARG - EAETRARTI G EMER
HE Bey SQL #ik - KRi#E#E T Submit 3242 7% > AHEMMENRTHHEAN
Transaction Table & ° e & 14 prF °
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Add Transaction

REEHE  fioe BT Fwnction

SQL statement -
iselect ¢.showneme () from Customers c |

v Submit ] Reset ]

B 14 BUARE S BE
LML S
AR LR MARBSEAFAELFONRLS - R EGWE 15

Display Transaction
THEF THXE| THEKE SQL Statement
1 2 Eﬁi é?igg select c.showname() from Customers ¢
2 2 seleTc;‘ pgrray select c.phone from Customers ¢
! 3 [ 2 |select REF Type [select c.salesRep from Customers ¢
4 1 update update Customers set CustName="AAAAAAALAL'
Customers  |where CustNo=1

15 : BIBAHZZ2Em

(=) X ZHEF2E8(Scheduler)
R 5 SEAR T Bp A SR BE AR & R R B -

LB 5HIER
R RBZER G R FBAF o RPIRI T8 AER” R H69IE K 18
List > 8 A ZF R BIRABRBIETEHeEF"List F > REBLTBAERTRER
Hedn o PP BRI R B IBF 07T o £ %€ b F 37 Transaction Table ¥ 3% 5 g
Fo93% 2 o o8 16 BT ©
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&3 BEF

BailER HHNIER

use ADT Funection
select Array Type

select REF Type Copy ===
update Customers
remove ===

RETFE AR I

16 : FRERZZIBFZEE

aul

2RER HRE
HORERZBYLIREERAEREEERGARNRFHETERE - EAFEREERRE
R PR Bh¥ » RIE3T Submitdse ) FTRREE 4B 17 BiF o

BEXBHRE
l oM ‘ o ‘ RHRY
| 1| uge ADT Function |
f select Array Type ’ [
1 3 | select REF Type | P
‘ 4 | update Custormers ‘ -

Submit - !
17 | REXZXE2ER

(M) Az #EEh =S (Test Driver)

IR ER BB RN EERH T ERNBRIS - ARXHER ~ LHRE
FiR S8 RPUTEH BB RR EHARRER - A% OETARE R
18 B 19 FfF o
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Execute Benchmark Test

FRANAERE AT, .

HIEIRRER - 18
HIEhZ %5 . [Test Function, Array, and REF -

SRR AR

¥ use 4DT Function
¥ select Array Type

™ update Customers

HaTHiEs |

18 1 PUTHRAIRZ B EE R

Benchmark Result

AR a6
B EHE - Test Function, Array, and REF

‘ A ‘ L EEN { RS [l RERS = (b )

| 1] 2| use ADT Function | 441
l 2 | 21 select Array Type | 10
I 3 2| selectREFType | 10

19 JITIRAIR 2 R ER

(F) AIEt#E R 5 5 28(Results Collector)

HTh e TR B RS A LB TEBGHERAROLERZA - o 200 F 21

Bz ©
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Display Result

SERIEABIEHIERETE | [insert into Customers 7
> i"ﬁffﬂ‘ a@

B 20 MEAALRZEELH

Benchmark Result

HER - al
HISR-ER - insert into Customers
‘ AT ‘ WHAE ‘ k0 ‘ EIRE R R (BLA 1)
| 1| 1| insertobjects | 391

21 BERAESERZERER

— R

My # 4 %3 (Object-Oriented) $2 4% 4 B % (Object-Relational) & #} & % 22 £ % o 347
(Database Management Systems and Technology);z PRI SRR AR R - TAEEHE
XML &4 oy & Bfoh| Koy BB Mk 5 & o G3ife sk f8324&(Performance Measurement
and Evaluation){ —*A £ & T & X 3f{&Fn #IE‘% P& A B A A R A A R iR

B8 o I 0 AR IRAE F ik 0 #lde 1 001 ~ HyperModel ~ 007 ~ BUCKY » 4Rk A 3 1%
S BR R R R 0 B RGTEE RT  E AR &M B8k %k fe R 2 (Structural Deficiency) & - R 7T
R OB T - (D) RGP AR R R SRR R A AR &k B R BB R
8945 % F K o T8 (Workload Model) ; Q) — R4k 3R BR B TS AL R
(Workload Generator) » [F 2 R 4+ 43 AR 23 RI3 m k& T skt fo X &bk
RBF R AME R E K& (Requirements-Driven) » #7 4] 3 B # B ¥ i%(Common Carrier)
vh ODMG Z SQL3 4% % % K # a‘%"ﬁ}ﬂ H £ 4 4 (Generic Constructs) 74 R e S
MM AR LB RE 0 BB AT 4 B 7 (Object Analysis) ~ i& & 2 #7 (Operation
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Analysis) ~ #u 3% 4] 4~ #7 (Control Analysis) » & £ T 1 & 45 & 4 F» % # 41 (Workload
Characterization) » YA 5 M 312 &l 2 T4 B4 A (Toward A More Generalized Workload
Model) F= T4k % & 4 & (Workload Generator) - A# %% A8 A b THE SRR 69 2 3HE 4
A 1 BT A B AR AR AE AR B — B0~ RARE ~ LIEAEM > AR B AT A
FEAABB R E B -

AR BEHZIAY R TR BREHRE T LS » A% L
TEIM - EE A R R R 2R AT AG L AHAEAR &
FMBAIR AR A% - RE AR E L~ EHA & (Simple Type) € &
& SQL3 Fo ODMG #4 3R 448 & F B2 5 0 {252 » 48 % 4 28 (Complex Type) Bl 77 F 4 BLOB
B ARRAY TYPE - £ ZH 413040 - A S M EafhptEseds 2R RESH
(In-Depth Traversal) & #8 24 # % #(Object Reference) 8] kAt 72 F - M A ATAZEARKRE S
B AGRE IR 0 fl4e BUCKY ~ 007 ~ HyperModel ~ 001 » & T84 X %3 L2
—EARESIEHBFESE LA AR BB RABRE LR ORE - kA SQL3
#1 ODMG 28 BAH R A B RALZ L LM ERTWELBEE L& BUCKY #= 007
LHEE T BREZRANMRMSGREAR  EATHARGE —REZ ZHRA > 3
RRFARFEEFTAZRE -

| A#m% | BUCKY | 007 | HyperModel | 001

P BB, B
ADT
Table
Reference
BLOB
WA X
Interface

Type
Subtype
OID

EWRX

¥ — %
W EH
wEEN
VBB
HEH

FuEy
FE I
PRA% T35
R A v
BAHBER v

)\
\
\4

<i<l<<
<l<l<|<

<j<l<gi<
<|<l<|<

<|<l<|<

<< <<
<< <<
<l <i<li<
<<

4

<

< <l<i<
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=~ RIERERFETTEA

HAVE R AE LB AR TR A R A B R TETREAT
7 75 &) 4t 4R 1B 4T
1. Internet 48 35 49 Web pages = 45 2438 31 © Internet #83% ¢4 Web pages & ¥ 48 2oy 4
ik RHMERTRADHTAEREREARERE > WEEY NEAFARE
B o) T B 2L B TRl -
2. RAEH R MAERR  KRAREL TR BRI RY 24 RREAETAL
B B ITEE R RAABREFE R TR EZ R -

J& Internet 3235 F » AH B AT R 469 5 R H) T a6 H 44 € (Lock) ~ B 74 (Rollback)
B A J 4] (Versions Control)Z #4] - A b » Rk RAF 7245 Internet 3235+ oy i B ey 43K
FREE RN -
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