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1.1 AREE=

F—BR—2WBE I v F 7 ary LB E21TS
OLTP(OnLine Transaction Processing) & 7y #7 L % 17 5
OLAP(OnLine Analytical Processing) \ KAlTZ 5. K
BT — ZR=RIN L T2 ETT LN TES
OLAP =Y I iz oWTi, MEIC & 2 EREZ Lk 3 2 i
J2[4],[11] MTbATED, EBRERLD, 2V bt TRl
HIEH Loy DU DRRL. T—20MOBRENPEELH
T, OLTP IZBIF 2 EHNEZ TE 572 R OLAP I2#
RAE22eTI7VLyyaks—RIINT 50 0LE % Al EEIC
9%, HTAP(Hybrid transactional/analytical processing) [7]
PEHIATHS.

HTAP 55T, OLTP AURE, OLAP QUHMERE, OLAP
THRTE2T7—XDI7 Ly axA%ALIEL 2T EE
%o TW3%. HTAP HKICE 1T % OLAP =¥ ¥ ¥ ORERE
PEBOCHRR L 725E, DRLESLHE T VY VERIC K S
OLAP HEEM EORMMH 5. L LEL ORFFETE, H—
OLAP > ¥ YD HTAP 12813 3 Zh o dkaEn Eico
WTHRSNTED, B OLAP = o U BRIEZIEE L
FHaicEhtniy, 2k b, HTAP Mzl 2 OLAP
LYy OB EBUCINR LSS, 7 ORULE
R > P VIEIZ & B OLAP MEREMA O SasH 3.

Z ZTAMETIE, HTAP FETIZB W T OLTP M EE
OLAP 77— ZD 7L vy ar AR LA S, OLAP MLH
YERER M EX 2 Z e 2 HIME 5. OLAP UMEREM Lo 7z
%, OLAP =Y > ¥ LT 0SS TEANES 7 PostgreSQL
¢ SparkSQL[1] # HE L7 HTAP Y R T L%2EX 5. ZO¥
AT HIZBWT, OLTP TOEHZED % HEIZ OLAP 12 KBt
LT7Vy>ar AN EHFFT 2728, OLAP =Y U%
T—Xty FORBEMBKEMRET 5. OLTP > vicidf4
DG N —FTilED T W3S, HTAP 2 X5 A% Serializable

12§ 2FETH % RSS(Read Safe Snapshot) [8] ZAHAAATE
PostgreSQL # il $ % . Spark SQL IXIEFHCTHA T 245
BT —ZDETEFMVITRT, E72 RSSIEMIEDD, RSS
WX o T TICHEH XNz PostgreSQL D F —XEav'—3 3%
I TTF—=&ty MEERTZ. £/, MuEbEARIIGL
TS % OLAP =¥ Y Y EFINCH D Y TR FELRET
5. BRLUEMRK, BINSFHECHLT, TPC-Cl9) KESL b
Sy¥ sy are TPC-H[10] L A%EDr =Y 2AHIETT 3
Z ¥ AT &% CH-benCHmark [2] 2T, OLTP JLEMERE,
OLAP JLBRMRER FHHIT 2. 1§ oM 7zsH SR 2 HwT, B
— OLAP v ¥ VEREMHE X N7z HTAP > X7 LA OSEATHE
2% [13] OPERE & Fhik U B3 5.

1.2 ATEOWHEK
AFILTOEY IR SN 3. 2 HiTIa S50 » BEERT
FUCOWTHHAL, 3 HiCIIAMRICBI 2 FELIRET 5. 4
HITIEEBRANBTICOWTIRR, EEER»LEREITS. R
I 5 Hi AR E B S.
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2.1 HTAP(Hybrid Transactional/Analytical Pro-

cessing)

OLTP &7 — & Offi A, H1, HIBRZFIT/T S E XAAER
T, BECBGRT 37— &5 A4 QGRS WS, KED b
IV a v PRET AN D L. —F, OLAP &7 —
Xty MEDWT B DHAABIENT, BRI RRT—£
Ty M ERAAODENRD B Z 2, DN ORI X
DIEERATRMPEY. Z0kD, 7—XX—XHK%Z OLTP &
OLAP 2530}, b ¥ oy a  JUBo ACID a2 HELz>
AT LADBERTH o7, LaL, IOoLPEEINZ AT 4
TlE, OLTP 2 & 27— X DEHIEIATHONTNBITH
5T, OLAP TEHOT7T— X 2T 2 Z e RHEHETH - 7=
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DTHYH, OLTP 1L X 27— XDEH ZBERIC OLAP 23518
T2 —XICHEHATA22T, EEZOLTP 7Ly axtA
DEWT — &R Z Wz OLAP ZH[EEICT 5.

HTAP F— ZR—RWZW@EAT =L 7 v T A5 —L7 Y k
D2DDAT =V Y THERDY, TNThORENLT—X
~N— 212 HyPer [5] ¥ SAP HANA [6] 2FiF 5N 5.

HyPer [5] {3 #—H — LT NUMA 2FIHLC/ — F%#E
BIERT 28T, A7 —L7 v Ak 3R EER > TV
5. B—Y—HROBE, - "HDT - XEEIFETDH
D, BTDTF—X%EXEY ET7 7L ATE S DNUHEERE
Hixhas, L2rLE2TolEE 1 203 — N ETHE# 720,
KIS 27 5 2R T BBRICIIRBERBD X L VX E Y BB
U7z N —N"DPREE D,

SAP HANA [6] i3 OLTP V—2 10— K% 1 5D H — 2
L, NUMA ZFH L CUBIca 7 2 E8EEHT 20, 35
WV —Za— REMOYF— NIRRT — L7 7 b XHBHEEER R
D. %7, OLTP fiF¥7—%tv & OLAP Hi7—%tv + %
ST 5 2t CHAEOMHBE EH LA S, EFAy FIL
XD HEVEET OLAP A7 — &%ty MCEHZHEAT 2
72D 7Ly ar ADEWT — X & AW LRI RET H
5. LH»L, OLTP TOHEH % OLAP 7 —X~HEHT 5 ~—
DI BITHNBEIZ OLTP £ OLAP OMERED —BEANIC(K TR
LTLES. ¥/, GAMENCIE OLTP, OLAP, HEHLED
VY —RABRMET LD, 7L v ar ADEW OLAP FEAT
HHEETH 3 [12].

2.2 HTAL(Hybrid Transactional/Analytical pro-

cessing Load balancer)

HTAL [13] 38—/ — F, BBa7EETD HTAP > 27
HIZBWVWT, FLEAQE DY Ta7 BN ET 82
O— KNS Y THD, FIZ OLTP LHEMEEY OLAP 7 —&
D7y ¥aFrx A LR HIELEMETHS. OLTP =2
>, OLAP > ¥ > ¥ HIZ PostgreSQL ZffHL, 7—Xt v
MZDOWTIE OLTP & OLAP 3Zh 2y LizT—&ty
b %%5D Decoupled Storage 7 —F 727 F ¥ 2L o TW5. Z
D7 —%7 27 F % Tid OLTP IC & 3 EH & Bl OLAP 22
FTEF—RIIKML, T—XDIVL v atr A REOREND
5. ZD®H, OLTP 7 — XN LTEGTEINL T H S
¥ a YPWEDFEITa 7% OLAP 7—&I2i%b, FU M7 o¥ 2
¥ a V%R OLAP 77— &I L THITS T e THLVW T — &
Z 39 % Log Shipping Z1795. HTAL Tl PostgreSQL @
Streaming Replication #AE% F\»% Z ¥ T Z @ Log Shipping
2T oTW5. ZOK, OLAP 77— &IZ% LT Log Shipping
IC X 2EZIAAME Y OLAP 27 T VT & % FiAA AL HE
FRICRETZ 22 #E B L T, Log Shipping IZ & % 725 HH
e OLAP 7 Z VD 25D 7 =Xty FEHELTWY
3. Zhoo7—&ty MIEHMCHROYIDEZE2ITS Z
YT, OLAP 77— XD 7L v ¥ a3 AT 2.

D7 —=FT 7 FXIZBVTERa 7 ZiEHT 5729, OLTP,
OLAP, Log Shipping, a7 744 YILEOZUEHEHD a7

core core k
Middleware \
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core \007!‘8', ' core core
OLTP Engine I

PostgreSQL *
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OLAP
Dataset

OLAP
Dataset

switch

Dataset Log Shipping(LS)

1 HTAL ZFWES AT LD —FF7F %

PRGEL, MWHEFIIGUTEHMICa 72734 > 3% HTAL
PREXNTWS. M 1IEHTAL 2H L3270 7 —
XFIF ¥ BRLTWVWS. OLTPIE, PSS ¥Frvaryrzy)
M7 27X RTBEF—RDEF—WISCTHEHDa 7 2E|H 4T
3222 THxyyyaby bEERED, OLTP iR L2 X -
TW3. OLAP X OLAP a7 05> bnwWihbhTHEITEh
%. Log Shipping ia7x b7 ¥ 7> a v 7o#EZES
OLAP 7 —X~AOHEFHEAICHEHENS. a7 7314 VU
ATIIENFEAD 27 OFHEI D 24T OLTP, OLAP I X
%7 T OEZBIHEHENS.

HTAL DOM:AEE CH-benCHmark [2] Z{#H LT OLTP AU
MHERE Y OLAP JUEIERED FHII S 1, HTAL 2 H LR VIEE
R LT OLTP WLBEERED M E L7 Z e hfksR S iz, &
72 OLAP 57— XD 7L v ¥ axAdb, HTAL Z#H L2V
B gL Trh L L7 [13].

2.3 RSS(Read Safe Snapshot)

HTAP Y R 7 LB 2FED 1 27— 20—EBETH 3
OLTP 2 X 2 FH 7 — X O—B %R § 2 WA T2 25
FRRTHDY, b oHF I arRALOMuERRDLNS.
L2 LEL @ HTAP ¥ 27 L%, 21K Tl Serializability % {#
FELTWwn. FIZIE, 2.1 /MEITHRN L7z SAP HANA[6
27 AEIRDTEEL XL 2 LT Snapshot Isolation %%
LTWw3. ZhuE, XO@EWIEEL XL TH 3 Serializable &
HTAP ¥ A7 A 2KTHEET 272DI2EY VY —RAa X 30
D, OLTP, OLAP AUEMEEOKIEZIKTE 7Ly > 2 X AD
BEREBL=DTH 3.

ZAUIxf LT, RSS[8] i Serializability % f&3E3 % Snap-
shot 2K X M TR T 2720, F—2O—HEEHAEL LA
5 OLTP WEMREANOEE 2 DR LT, 7Ly atx A%
EHT 5.

AR TIZZDORSS 2HHT 2 2 TF—20—HMEz2 R
AEL B SMEMRESR 7 Ly Y a X A BEFEIE L Z L
HTAP YR T LEHHET 5.
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2.4 BIFEHEOFRESR

JEATHRSE [13) DA S ¥ LT OLAP JLHIMEEE DA i 43l
MHBENETSNS. HTAP O ¥ 22 L, OLTP ®1
ARV ARA LOFHEDIRD LN TWARERD S, FEITHRT
B RT LT —=FT7F 28N a7 794 VIBWT OLTP
FREEICLTWS 2, OLAP AUEMEREDK RAIA S /.

ZAUTH LU TAMZETIE, OLAP =YY v OffEZEP L,
ZINBHD OLAP =V I U +5R VY —AZHHTES L5
OLAP Y —NZBMTHETS. 2O OLAP =YYV
EILRLU72MICBWT, HTAL O 7 a3V XA %2FALT
OLTP WLFMEEY 7L v > a2 A ZHEFR LoD, 721 DEL
JLEHZ X 5 OLAP LB RE A B2 HiE T

3 EFZE
AWFZE T HTAP 12813 % OLAP L MREZ A L X g 3R

{, K2 IRTHREMET 2. K21E3 /) — FOBFBEO/MK
ERLIbDTH D, BEROFFMEZ LT THAT S.

3.1 B8/ —F

OLAP T, KRED 7 — X Zm#HE T 2 7ED 12120
B D 5. HEILEIZREL ST T2o5H8D, 1231 E
DR VICEZRD CPU a7 #3552 & T Z55H3
BRT—=NT v 7. b 1O EERO~ Y iR E
BARAT—=NTUNTHDB. RFKTIEZ/ — FEEEBUIR r—
A7 FTBZ2I2&>TOLAP WHICHERTE 2 a7 21
%L, OLAP OBV HIE T X 2R A MR T 5. 25T
SHEZETIE, SefTIF%E [13] TIRESN/H—/ — FT HTAP
BETTES/— Noftuc/ — FEFZICHEL, /—FA2
TOa7 % HILEE§E Y 32 Spark SQL IXf#HT 2 Z ¥
T OLAP JLEMREDOM L2 X 3.

3.2 R OLAPI>YY

0SS TEADRE S 7 PostgreSQL ¥ Spark SQL % OLAP
T e LTHEL, %A0 OLAP = v ViBIRFKIC X
D2 Z VIS CTLHEOHRENT Y YV RER ZLTIZZVD
Wi FLIRIZ & - T OLAP JLIRHEREDH L2 5.

K1 EREE

AR Intel Xeon Platinum 8176

Yy M 2

B2 7 112
Lid ¥¥v>a 1.8 MiB
Lli ¥yy>a 1.8 MiB
L2 ¥yy>a 56 MiB
L3 Frya 77 MiB

RAM 1TB
(O] Ubuntu 20.04.4

3.2.1 PostgreSQL

ARFEFTIE OLTP =Y, OLAP =V Y Difi/i T Post-
greSQL Z 3 5. HTAP ® 7 — % 7 7 F ¥ IT{Z Unified
Storage ¥ Decoupled Storage @ 2 #2835 D, PostgreSQL &
EELIZBMIELTVS. RFEETIX OLTP £ OLAP OF—
XBGEEXNTED, ThZHONENHFEE LRV, &
OLTP JLIHMRE % SEIIC ¥ % Decoupled Storage ZHRH T 5.

3.2.2 Spark SQL

Spark SQL 1385/ — FRERIHE L 7z cluster mode TfH#
AL, Cluster Manager & L T YARN ZH\5%. Z® YARN
WKOWTIEZ Y T8I Spark 7 7V 7= a YREHT 3,
KEHASEATICHE L 7= client mode Z{HH 3 3.

Spark SQL ® OLAP 7 — & % Kk#t{t.§ % 7= Hive Metas-
tore 2T 5. ZHITED, XEXTFT—RHEFT—ZPEHRE
N3, XXF—&% Spark SQL @ Master Node £ 7%/ —F
WKHIE X, T —X& Spark SQL 23%Z W ->7/=27 ) &
BXICALEE S 5 Worker Node ICAIE X5, ARFEFTIEX OLAP
FATRHIZH ) — FDOF =2 2T 2 7 — FI1/O 2o 37
®, 2£T®D Worker Node ICELE T 5. ZOK, I FL1v=7
T®H % Apache Hive % {312 Spark D AT Hive Metastore
PHATAZENTE, O—HL T 7 A LT AT LIZETF—&
PRFET 5. —J5T, Apache Hive 2 L T Hive Metastore
WETF—2%2RIFET 5L, HDFS LicfRfEEhs. E7F—4&%
0 — A MREL 86 & HDFS WRIEL 238 0E v L
T, 37— XDREREIETFONE. v—h LT 741
AT DIIRIES B354, SF200(20GB) T 3 5355 % DIT
XL, HDFS IZfR1F T 2355 SF200 TIdfY 20 7202 %. %
7z, BT = XORFHMC & % 7 ) ETRE R Z1T S 729
%47 5 72. Master Node & 1-2® Worker Node @ 2 / —
R TR ZITY, 26200/ — FIER 1IRTRE
PR L. EITT XY F v —2121 SF(Scale Factor)200
@ CH-benCHmark ZfH L, OLAP 7TV 2T 7. FHhk
FRZM3ICET. EF X0 —ANVT 7 4 VT AT LI
FL5E, Q3, Q13, Q22 IXETR 7 —Ic kX hEHllcEXR
Dofz. —JiTHDFS KETFT—R2RF LGS, —Hor
IV IXETICRED 2220, 2TOI/ ) 2ETTLI e
TEz., ZhkD, ARTIES 2V EITOMEEEZEELT
HDFS LiZHT— X 2R 177 5.
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OLAPa Y Ve
£ 1 ~__ ///
T‘J
/\ \
Yes Yes // >~
<_ onwu-mm s e oUTPRmEGa
~_ \ -
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oLTPa7H /1/"‘“
OLAPI 73
/n/um-:ruanx S~ No
OLTPI 7D ToLAPOI mlﬂln/z,
R=F4va=vy T~
== Yes
OLAPa 73
OLTPa7H

END

4 HTAL 2ECL7za7 744 v Fik

3.3 A77H1Y

MERRZED Node 1 1B %3 a7 7% 4 ~i&, HTAL[13] 2%
12 OLTP, OLAP, a7 7 ¥4 Y AE QNI L CTEHH
Da7EFREL, LEAFIGCTHIICay 2794 T
%. HTAL TlZ OLAP F—& v MZIOWT, ZoEHHAL
mAPﬁlUMﬁmk2Oﬁﬁ?5k®,mAPT—ﬁ®7
LyYaxAE2RITHEEZDICT—XEy bOUIDEZ
Log Shipping D7D a7 EHINC TV A Y LTV Z
UK U TERMZETIE, OLTP OEHADHTF— Xty kD]
D ZIT X B HHi72 BT PostgreSQL @ OLAP ¥ — Xt v
MCHEH XN B0, #carz2 734 L, AT A8ME
Fida 7 8e B gRnI 2IicT 5.
AHFZETHWS, HTAL %5 Log Shipping Q#2774
A VEBENEAT7ZTHA AT XL EZMAITTRT. 207
NTY ZLIIZBWT, OLTP, OLAP MLI%4T5 PostgreSQL
ANDAT T7HA VREDMENEAD a7 7% 4 X, Linux
@ sched_setaffinity API ZfiWVW2 Z ¥ CEfHa72i8ET 3.
AT HTAP > A7 A 2KkD 7 — X —BYEE2 RIS 5 /-
DITEAT 3 RSS WEEIC—ERDaA72HEL TS, 2Dk
®, RSS OFFENCRHER a7 IZENCa 7 734 &5
OLAP =Y ¥ T3 % Spark SQL ND a7 7% A Vi,
Master Node & 7% Node 1 Tl a 7 #EE L, Node 2 1
f&D Worker Node Tl Spark 2312t 3 % Dynamic Resource
Allocation Z W2 Z & T, BN a7 285 5.
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CH-benCHmark

mPostgresQL  m Spark SQL

5 PostgreSQL & Spark SQL 12 &% OLAP 7 1) OMULIRKER]

3.4 OLAP IYVTYVER

OLAP => Y > & LT PostgreSQL ¥ Spark SQL % HE L
e, ZIZVI Ko TR TE 2 =0 o 3R 3 [11).
AR CHH T 285, WA TOD PostgreSQL £ Spark SQL
T OLAP 72V 23T LMD 7 = ) JLEIR [ 2 LLE 3 %
728, ZhZFNGEHEFT o7, Spark SQL ORERICDOWTIZ
Master Nodel &, Worker Nodel D 2 / — FHEZ HW =,
FITRNYF~—21F SF200 D7 — X2 L, CH-benCHmark
@D OLAP 7V Z{HH L7, EHFEERZK 51C7R3. Spark
SQL % local £ — R T L7-BE:EAsE [11] T 22, R
FETHW % cluster £ — K@ Spark SQL (& OLAP 7 = VU /L
IR 225, LA L, —#iD 7 =V Tl PostgreSQL &
DHPNRRHTI Y ZUHETE R Z e h 5, RO
BOWTHZ7ZVIGUTELZ OLAP =Yy 2E b4 T3
Z e TENE, OLAP MM REDM ENHFRFTE 3.

AR TIE 7TV IIE Loy Y Uy BRIRT 2 5B LT,
FEITHHEONEL SNy OV 2RET 3. ZDOF, Post-
greSQL X7 =) 2179 % Z & B EfTeHHO AT BUG T =
%7, Spark SQL &7 =V ZFET L THIH CTETEHIZHIFT
% 3728, RIFFETIE PostgreSQL 12 & 2 RATHMEHI2 5 OLAP
TP UEIREFITS. PostgreSQL ICEITHEIZ G T2 7
V2R, §ONFATEHECN LTHES 27 2V EAET %
M L ICHEE T 5. PostgreSQL D FEATEHENIZ Index Scan
BEENTVWEHE, T I7AZAFy e ELTI/O &
DIRD UHEERESE L 722720, 207 Y3 oy
& LT PostgreSQL ##RT 5. ZhLAN DD D, Index Scan
PEFRTWRWS TV Spark SQL %3#IRT 3.

3.5 T—XEMEA

AW TREL MK ZETIX OLTP Mre xR 3 5729
Decoupled Storage #fFH L TW3. ZD7/=®, OLTP 2 &%
B2k OLAP 2§ 2 7 — KITRKML, 7—ZDT7 Ly
AR RERROBEDD .

PostgreSQL SR $ % OLAP 7 — X A\DOFEH#HH X Post-
greSQL @ Streaming Replication Z W%, ZdD¥ =, Seri-
alizable 7% Snapshot Z {3 57-% RSS[8] ZE AT 5. RSS
% Decoupled Storage 7 —F 7 7 F ¥ IZX G L TW5 7z
HIABARETH 5. RSS ZEAT 2, OLTP TOEHHHE



# 2 PostgreSQL D

version 12.0
max_connections 1000
max_wal_size 16 GB
default_transaction_isolation L
serializable

(OLTP)

default_transaction_isolation
repeatable read
(OLAP)

# 3 Hadoop D%
version 3.3.1
Java version | OpenJDK 11.0.17

A X% OLAP 77— X Z[E# OLAP 7 = VO 7 —
R AIAAIMEA T E %728, Freshness Rate 13 FEEHIZ X b
BWZ L EMEL TS, ZAKH LT, RSSEZEALRWL
SEATHRSE [13] DRERLTIE OLAP o F— %t v & LT Log
Shipping 1 ¥ OLAP 7 = VA D 2 o2 HEL, EHINC
YW BEZ T\, BFTOT—XE2fERH L7 OLAP XK
THY, 7—RDI7 L v ¥ axrA%/RT Freashness Rate |XFF
eI L, 540 MFGE L 72K TH 80%I2 ko T3 Z
EDVbhrb.

Spark SQL 23283 % OLAP 7 — X~ HEH#HE, JDBC
BHT OLAP =Y TH % PostgreSQL D F — R & Hi Ak
&, RIET 5. ZORF Spark SQL 28T 30D 7 — %14,
T — TV EIKGHNCERT % % Hive metastore IR 73 5. 72
72 L, Hive metastore NORIFIET— XD LEXZULTAT,
FRTEHMPMT RN, T—XEHHT—& £y b OLAP
OZWAT -2ty tD2O0%HET 5. OLAP #7757 —X
LA 2 FRICITY, B2 207 —&ty bRy
% Z ¥ T, HIZ Spark SQL % OLAP > Y > ¥ LTEHTE
BIRAICT B, 728, SF200(20GB) O 7 — X {R1FITIEH 20 47
b, BETT—Xty MIDEZRIT-RBETS,
20 FRNCHEFT I N T — X ETLLIFRNRICTZ 2 22T
R4

4 = BR

REFEOVERZMRIL S 272, OLTP AU#MREE OLAP
WLPEPERE 2 ]IE 3 2 KERZ 1T o 72,

4.1 ERRIE

Spark SQL 0% 7 — X REHIMC X 2 ETRE OFHRIZ1T -
EEE R 1E2AEBRTHIHVWS., £TO/— FTIDORED
<~ VRT3,

Y 7 v 27 DAN—Y a URFEHMIIE 2, 3, 4 D@
DTH5.

4.2 RBRER

K5 IFEBETHEMALEFEERL TV S, JITHE [13] 1348
EENTWAIH—/ — FEETHTAL 73 Y X A% EHT
Z2FFEEZHVTERZ{To7. £-ERTFEL LT, RSS 2

#£ 4 Spark SQL DFKE

version 3.2.0
spark.yarn.am.cores 4
spark.driver.memory 10 GB
spark.executor.cores 4

spark.dynamicAllocation.enabled | true

spark.shuffle.service.enabled true

Log Shipping 2+ 312 OLAP T ¥ Y DILFED A %1T 5
FEEHAWTEBREITo /2. LTI L RSS & L OREFIE
ZIET 5 Z v T, OLAP .U Y URRDSNE % MEE, RSS
HbH ¥ RSS & LDREFELLI T % Z T Log Shipping 12
RSS ZEA L7z Z 2T & B HREQFHlZ1TS. %72, RSSHH
DREFHEICBVWT/ — FEEZE(LE €5 Z & T, Spark SQL
DB & 5 OLAP JLHEMRE % 37§ 5.

33 /NEITHRARTz a7 74 4 Y FED T A — ZIIHATHIE
YA, K6 DXIITHERITS.

£ TIIATHR L REFROVIIREO 2 7 HBEL 2R LT
W5, a7 112 0/ — R LT, CDP BIXSEITHE
L [FARRICEYE LTz, %72, OLTP_DBP 27 ®%X OLTP_CDP
aAT7EICE > TIREINZ T8, FATiSE L IREFIE T
WKHEL TV, BTHROFETIEETOaA7»ENa 7T 7
B A ORI BH, RETFETIX LS 27 & Spark SQL @
aFEHEINC T A 2L, avEELLRV.

4.3 RBRRNA

2 TDFET CH-benCHmark [2] 2T, OLTP client £{
% 100, OLAP client (% 20 IZF%®E L, OLTP IZLLEMF-
72U —27 1 — FT 360 W, OLTP ¥ OLAP Z [R5 T L 7=
BROKFHEICBI 2 MR % F:ifi L 72. CH-benCHmark O
7 — 24U oltpbench [3] & Fvy, SF200 D7 —% (20GB) %
ff$%. OLTP X5 D+ > F 7> a > DFh 5, OLAP
X2 D7 Y DHD S T Y X ARFITT 2 DINEINS.
FHENEA 5 BT oW, EBROEICT—REBMERLES. Zh
FEhI oIy a VIS KD TRV A XPHEINT 57290 T
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