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The problem of finding the optimal join ordering executing a query to a relational
database management system is a combinatorial optimization problem, which makes
deterministic exhaustive solution search unacceptable for queries with a great number
of joined relations. In this work an adaptive genetic algorithm with dynamic popu-
lation size is proposed, which outperforms in a series of experiments several classic
genetic algorithms and proves to be a viable alternative to existing non-deterministic
optimization approaches.

1. Introduction. Queries in a relational database management system (RDBMS)
are defined in a declarative, non-procedural language, such as SQL. This raises the need
to transform the declarative query into a procedural, effective plan for its execution. This
is done by a dedicated RDBMS module, called the Query Optimizer.

Due to the high processing cost, the evaluation of joins and their ordering are the
primary focus of query optimization. Traditionally, the optimization of such expressions
is done by complete traversal of the solution space (probably utilizing some pruning
techniques). This is a possible approach for most of the classic database applications,
where the size of the query (the number of joined relations) rarely exceeds 8-10, but it is
completely inapplicable to modern databases (Object-Oriented Databases, Multimedia
Databases) and database applications such as Decision Support Systems (DSS), Online
Analytical Processing (OLAP), Data Warehousing, Geographical Information Systems
(GIS), etc. Queries for such applications may involve tens or even hundreds of joined
relations.

This paper is focused on the optimization of a particular type of queries — single flat
conjunctive queries, also known as selection-projection-join (SPJ) queries.

2. The problem. Each query @) against a relational database defined by some data
dictionary D with a set of relations R is represented by the ordered tuple (RY, P?), where
R? = {R;|R; is referenced in Q}, R? C R and P4 = {p;(R}, R})|p; is a join predicate in
Q, Ré, R € R1}.

A query execution plan (QEP) of @ is a binary tree, in which the internal nodes
represent join operator implementations (join methods), e.g. nested-loop join, merge
join or hash join, and the leaves are base relations. Unlike the query itself (that has only
declarative semantics), the query execution plan contains the procedural information
about how to obtain the query result. Each execution plan has a cost that reflects the
computational resources needed to evaluate it.
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The problem is, given a query @ to find the execution plan (from the set of all
equivalents) with the lowest cost that evaluates it (the global optimum). Since the
combinatorial explosion makes the exhaustive solution search impossible, the aim will be
restrained to finding a good local optimum.

Given a query @ of n relations against a database supporting a set S of different join
2(n—1)
n—1
can be ordered in n! different ways and each internal node is selectable from s different
join methods, where s = |S]. In this work we limit our considerations to the space of
left-recursive solutions (containing all trees for which it holds that each of their nodes
has a base relation for a right successor), but there are still n!s"~! different solutions.

The join ordering problem is NP-complete.

methods, there are — possible QEP tree structures, for each of it its n leaves
n

3. Related work. Due to the inapplicability of classic deterministic optimization
algorithms (different variations of the classic dynamic optimization with pruning) to the
join ordering problem for large queries (where large is usually defined as queries with
10 or more joins), the problem has been approached by two classes of non-deterministic
algorithms — randomized and genetic.

Two well-known randomized algorithms have been applied to the problem of opti-
mizing large join queries — Iterative Improvement (IT) and Simulated Annealing (SA), as
well as a combination of the two [6]. Though the effectiveness of randomized algorithms
strongly depends on shape of the solution space, they generally prove to be a possible
alternative to deterministic algorithms for large queries.

The comparison between randomized and genetic algorithms is definitely in favor of
the latter for large-size problems [2].

Genetic algorithms have been first applied to query optimization in [5] and [4]. The
fitness function used requires backward transformation from chromosome to tree repre-
sentation, which is complex and with high computational cost. The chosen crossover
operators have a serious flaw — they disrupt the chromosome structure, transforming
two valid parent chromosomes into an invalid one, which then needs to be “repaired” to
become correct solution encoding. Despite these shortcomings, the achieved results are
promising. Later in [3] some of these disadvantages have been overcome.

Currently there is only one non-experimental genetic SQL query optimizer — the
GEQO (GEnetic Query Optimizer) in the Postgres (PostgreSQL) RDBMS. It consid-
ers only left-recursive solutions, implements an Elitist selection operator, a simple edge
recombination crossover and does not apply mutation. The population size is fixed.

Recently, self-adaptation in genetic algorithms (population size adaptation in partic-
ular) is receiving great attention [1]. However, no adaptive genetic algorithm has been
applied so far to database query optimization.

4. The algorithm. We introduce an adaptive genetic algorithm as an efficient
solution to the optimal join ordering problem.

Solution representation (Coding). The coding operator © transforms an indi-
vidual &; into a vector of genes, each gene being an ordered tuple of a relation number
and a join method number:

O(&) = O(Ri1p1 Riop2 - - - MXpp— 2 Rin—1>pn—1Rin) — ((i1,01), (i2,02)s - - -, (in,Pn))
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Mutation. The mutation operator M transforms an individual &; into a new individ-
ual &/ by swapping two randomly selected genes v, and 7, and changing the join method
of another randomly chosen gene 7,,:

M(gl) - M(((ilapl)a ey (Zzapm)a ey (Zmapm)a B (Zyapy)a B (vapn))) -
(((1,p1), -5 (g, Py)s - -y (G D) -+ (G5 ) - - (i, D))

vy,me{1,2,...,n},x # y,pm # P

The mutation rate p is the probability of an individual §; to mutate on each generation,
ie. M(&;) = & with probability (1 — p). The mutation operator is never applied to the
individual with maximum fitness in the population.

Crossover. The crossover operator X combines the chromosomes of two generation-g
individuals £/ and &7 to obtain two new generation-(g + 1) individuals €9t and fé-”‘l.
Random locus z is chosen, the two parent chromosomes are split at that locus and each
of the two offspring receives a whole fragment from one of the parents (the first child
— the left and the second child — the right in relation to the locus) and the rest of the
chromosome is filled up with the missing genes in the order they are encountered in the
second parent. This guarantees both structural and functional similarity of the children
with both their parents.

X( Zg7§]g) = X(((i17p1)7 ceey (ix;px)7 (ix+17px+1)7 ceey (in;pn))a ((jl;q1)7 ceey (.71; qa')a
(jerla Qerl)a sy (]na Qn))) - {((ilapl)a ceey (iz,pm)v (jalEJrlapinJrl)v RS (];m qz))a

((ilppa)a ) (ilzvp;;)a (jx-i—h qgc+1)7 s (]m Qn))}7 T € {15 2,... ’n}

Each individual &; in the population selects a crossover partner from its neighborhood,
defined as its k neighbors by index in the population vector, k = const. The probability of
an individual §; from the neighborhood to be chosen for a mating partner is proportional
to its fitness ¢(&;).

Selection. The selection operator ¥ transforms one population ¢ into another pop-
ulation &’ C &:

(&) =2({& &, &) = {&is Gz, -, Gim}, m <k

We propose an algorithm called probabilistic selection with adaptive population size.
If g € & then & € & with probability p; = ¢(&;)/¢*, where ¢(&;) is the fitness
of & and ¢* is the maximum fitness within the population. Then the expected size
of the population after selection can be roughly approximated by the sum of survival
probabilities of each individual in the population. The ratio ¢ between the current average
and the current maximum fitness is used as a measure for the convergence degree of the
population. The desired population size is defined as s°c+3N(1—c), where s is the initial
population size, N is the current size and c is the convergence degree. The individual
survival probability p; is then scaled up or down depending on the ratio between the

desired and the expected population size. In case the population size drops below s® on

some generation, new random individuals are generated to fill it up to size s°.

5. Conclusions and future work. In this work an adaptive genetic optimization
algorithm is proposed for the join ordering problem. It outperforms the canonical genetic
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algorithm with classic fixed-size population selection operators such as the Elitist and
the Roulette selection, both by speed and by quality of the generated solutions. The
results of these experiments will be presented in a further paper.

One direction for future work would include experimenting with adaptive mutation
and crossover operators. It is reasonable to expect further performance improvements,
as it is suggested by a number of recent researches. The proposed algorithm can also be
used as a basis for a hybrid optimization algorithm incorporating certain domain-specific
heuristics and randomized local search techniques.
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AJIATITUBEH TEHETUYEH AJITOPUTHM 3A 3AJIAYATA 3A
IIOJOPEXKJAHE HA CbEINHEHUS

Crosan MuaueB Besnes

Hamupanero Ha onTuMaHUS Pel HA ChEeIUMHEHUSTA IIPU U3II'bJIHEHNE Ha 3asBKa K'bM
peJtanmonHa 6a3a OT JAHHU MPEJCTAB/IsIBa KOMOMHATOPHA ONTUMU3AIMOHHA, 33/1a4a,
3a KOSITO J€TEPMUHUCTUIHOTO ThPCEHE C I'bJIHO U3YEPIIBAHE € HEIIPUEMJIMBO 38 3asIBKHI
¢ rojisiM Opoil chbeauHeHU pejanmu. B HacrosimaTa paboTa ce Ipejjiara aJIallTHBeH
PEeHETUYEH AJITOPUTHM C JIMHAMIYEH pa3Mep Ha MOIMyJIalusiTa, KOUTO TPEBb3X0KIA B
PEeNIa €KCIIEPUMEHTH HSKOJIKO KJIACUYE€CKN FeHeTUYHU aJTOPUTMHU U JIOKA3Ba, 4de €
KU3HECIIOCOOHA AJITEPHATHBA Ha CbIIECTBYBAIUTE HEAETEPMUHUCTHIHHI ITOAXOIM.
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