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Robust Plan Selection Method Based on Minimized AES

DUAN Kunren, HUANG Yukun,FANG Yanzhi, PENG Yuwei, PENG Zhiyong
( School of Computer Science , Wuhan University , Wuhan 430072 ,China)

Abstract : Robust plan selection mitigates erroneous query optimization decisions caused by cardinality estimation errors through plan
diagram reduction and plan switching. Existing methods focus only on the robustness of query plans within a local selectivity space
during plan diagram reduction, neglecting their global error resistance. To address this issue, we propose the average error scale as a
novel metric to comprehensively evaluate the robustness of plans across the entire selectivity space. Accordingly, we design a plan dia-
gram reduction algorithm that minimizes the average error scale while reducing the size of the plan diagram,ensuring the global robust-
ness of the retained plan set. Experimental results demonstrate that,compared to existing methods,our approach significantly improves
reduction efficiency and the quality of the resulting plan set. It effectively mitigates performance degradation caused by erroneous opti-
mizer decisions in scenarios involving outdated statistics, frequent data updates, or complex join queries, thereby providing reliable sup-
port for data analytics applications.
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SEGEESEDL K, BER WM IR Jhxt ik
B, HRIE AR @ AT RRESEESMR
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R M (Average Error Scale, AES) Y B8 1R £ # 75 1, %
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select *

rom part, lineitem, partsupp, orders
here

ps_partkey = |_partkey

and p_partkey = |_partkey

and o_custkey = p_partkey

and jorders.o_totalprice|

and [lineitem.|_extendedprice|;

B1 iR or
Fig.1 Example query template QT
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AR N TR SRR 25 i) P AR B — R R R A R 3R
P 62 18) A VA FIZ AR AL 88 AR IS R X BL R R TR
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lineitem.1_extendedprice
]
W
=

orders.o_totalprice
(a)Plan diagram

lineitem.] extendedprice

orders.o_totalprice
(b)Reduced plan diagram
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Fig.2 Plan diagram and reduced plan diagram of QT
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Fig.3 Robust plan selection framework

LRAPEARZTERNLE q 5, T RIEERAE LS 1
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2 ETFH/ML AES it RE®EL

FERAET BEETTRI BLFAELR T 597 R B e, K
A BB T RIS A R A E T RIS R B S B Sl X
B —ZERIE BT, B A WAL T B B B R IR R
R T BT RITE R R LL 2R 25 TR Y B BB R Y RV A, 42
H 5 PSR 28 H X 7 Rl 7 0 1 3R 25 1) 1 @ R MR HEA T VR A
o HET PR E LT RIE R LH I PBMA.
2.1 [EERR

EX 1. (FHRIEEA). & ENHTRIE P, HEHERN
PWEHE a(a=0) £ B/ M RIZERE R LT RIE P X T P
LRI p R DT &4

p,-eP'szquP,ZEZ;s<1+a> (1)

Hp g Rt RIE B RERS, ¢ (9) RETR p, BERH
EARAMN, ¢;(q) T P'HER p; BRI p; ZER R ZE R
#r, R (D) B AR T RIEBREBELAS g REZH
RN, BRI, FE e AR s ) S Hp , JRUA TR B v Y (X 3R
B PA T SRR -

D) RE KR SO % X B M2 ) S AR AT RIE R, %
DA A E T RIFR A sE R

2) ARRSER I SOE: % K3 M2 h) R 3 Ho A+ R B =%,
KR AT RIFR AR E TR

BRI T-RIE R AL, 7T LR AR X R BRI B e E
AR I RIFEA TR

FEX 2. (RZH) (Error Scale,ES). iR % AT EAR
WMTFR:

BRI Rp,

ES(4.,4.) =Z'EZ“;,

H o, (q,) TRMABERETHESMBEHERR 9. X5
BRI p, PATEL IR EERE AR 9, FTARN;c.(q,)
FRN q, MR p, B9ATAHY. 38 IR 2 AT AR
A2 RUDRAT T RIT= A2 1 BB RS LU A1,
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c.(q.)
c.(q,)

(3)

pX3B
pRBR
B X1,

BT

o MILBAET
i g,

OB ¢ THENK

B4 HRIEEESER

Fig.4 Illustration of plan coverage in plan diagram
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c(q,)
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ERLIRERR ¢, FIENERERL TRISREFNER
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Table 1 Error scale analysis table after plan coverage

o FERE RELER
rr KR B <1
p. KB, ‘ZSS((,S;)) <lia
p, BHhp, X g’((;:,’g)) <l+a
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TR T RAT R Bk, B RTa TR B s e Rl
BRI PR R B AN, B TR i A SR B3
B 5 A\ e B 4R IR HE T Bl T (Average Selectivity
Error Resistance Factor, AvgSERF) , $£ H i SEER & 3 E 3R
AvgSERF KF 0,AvgSERF 8 /AZRUNT :

2 g, SOE 2 anSUSERF
AvgSERF = (5)

2 4. SOE 2 qassol
Hes, 43 F AR5 SERF g :

SERF =1 -

c,(4.) —c.(4q,)
(1+a) xc,(q,) -¢c.(q,)
ES'(4.,9.) -1
U va) xES(q,,0,) -1 ©)
% SERF KT 0 B}, Bn B U5 iR & /N F B H AR
ZHE 1 +aff, /N 0 Bf R BHUE K3 R R T H 8k %
%, SERF K , B85 it RGBT, SR p, HE
BN, SEER k4B R Xt B i) AvgSERF, R
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KT 0 RS RREERT RN BER S REAS RS
RE T W, Bl B B TR PR SR R R R I A
2.2 EHREL

THRIE BRI B B R AR o R A TR E TR
P RERE R L , FOR 2425 IR RI 8 b R R A S B R A )
WS ARIRZE ELREm. 76 BB B B, A SRl Rl &
VT RS RN R E G R, HEXT:

TE N 3. (iR Z L, Average Error Scale, AES) ;

2 gec5SS 2 anssES(qz 2 q,)

2 gpeSS 2 qaessl

AES Mk FiPG AL SR AL B AR OT Mtk RERE
L. T e | AR R — AL 88 B AG T e iR 3R 0
IR ., %E LHIR T LR b AW A g, T RE
fFEEFERSEPERMNE. B T RHE R UPDATE #
fEBRE G5 B m % Jo S B 1B L.

Xt F iR 2R 2 B P AL — R ¢, , KB T AES 3R
Bk AESC(q.) R :

AES =

(7)

c.(q,)
2 esES(404.) ) 2 s c.(4.)

ansssl ansssl
E R AESC(q,) (LSRR EER TR p, &
%, SHE SR E s A B B, AESC(q,)
AR R p. X AES BYTHR, B AESC(p,). HEMA q.
RETH R TR p, BB p, HR TR AESC(p, ) 5 -

AESC(q.) = (8)

¢ (4q,)
=S c,(q,)
AESC(p,) = ——— T2 9
By = =5 ®
HAR(T) AR(8) .
Y. AESC(p,)
AES = “Saeess T 10
BT )
EX 4. (F/ME AES) .
Z min(AESC(p,) ,AESC(p,))
min(AES) = e <AES
Zq,essl
(11)

B, %o — A2 EOR UL, BEHEE B R B N iR S
BR 2 LR/ THRIBEAT = AC, ATARIE & /5 7 RIF
BR 2 /N TE T B Heatit-Rl.

2.3 PBMA &%

EERIRAT, ASCET /ML AES 241 T PBMA 3
EIf AL . RN 1 i :

Hi% 1. PBMA(ETH/ME AES BT RIE L HE %)
BN JRGRTTRIE P, AN BIE o, SEFESEZS R SS
# T RIE P

L ZHEHE m= 1881, FiHRIE PitRI%HE n= 1P|

2. WEBALTT R AESC TERE4H AESC [ n]—{0}

3. MR AT RIB R RN RE G planSet[n] [ 1O

4. for i) K ¢, € SS(i=1,-- ,m) do

5. foritRlp;eP(i=1,-,n) do

6. AESC[j] + =cj(qi)/ca(qi)

7. endfor

8. endfor

9. for ZFifjp8 q; € SS(i=1,-+ ,m) do

10. for itXlp;e P(i=1,- ,n) do

1. ife;(g,)/e,(g;) <(1+a)H AESC[j] <AESC[ a]then
2. E#E D, -,

13. else then p, =p,

14. endif

15. planSet[r]Ug;

16. endfor

17. endfor

18. P'«{p;|planSet[i]« & (i=1, ,n}
19. return P’

B 1 BRITE& M RIFEL RSN SS H TR
ZLL MR AESCL i ]. 7ETTRIB BB B T 75 & Z L M iy 3t
RIFEAT PR ZE TR Lo 3, TR 2 /DI RI
PRS2 R B AT R, 25 TE TRl TR B ] , U328 iR 3,
RO BADBITER p, , FEMAZIN R RIS HREARES
planSet 1. S5 BR planSet 1R MER , IR EE I R
RIS T RIE P

1.2 WHRIRR, it EERESN ST H®
AT RIS BRI RIE R AL S & R T RIS, Hit &
B BB R R AT BE/D. B IR EE R, A X # PBMA
Bk, RATRBREA B TR B M BT RIE S B/ BN E
4 PBMA BB 2 Fims
&£ 2. Min-PBMA (£/ME4S PBMA B 1)

BN JRGRITRIE P AN BIE o, SEFEHZS ) SS
# I RIE P

1-17. 5&: 1A

18. WL BRAE S Opt[1[ 10

19. while planSet A 3% do

20. #Eik maxPoints<0 ,maxPlanldx«<0

21. for i1RI£ & plan e planSet do

22. maxPoints = min( maxPoints , |plan|)

23. # plan KHEEF RN ER maxPlanldx

24. endfor

25. Opt=0ptUplan

26. for itXI& & plan e planSet do

27. for 2¥1f) 55 point e planSet[ maxPlanldx] do
28. plan. remove( point)

29. endfor

30. ¥R planSet PRy £

31. P'—{p;10pt[i]# & (i=1,-+ ,n}

32. return P’

B/NEAH PBMA B REE 158 1L ATHRERD
HEHSAHBEZINRITRINES D REERESGEHERE, U
O BBEAIBR planSet HEIBRKRERTTR , BABRTE BATT
RIERRILE S, HZE planSet 77, iR MES I K
PBMA 8% T s/ MLt RIEE.

2.4 BHEETR

AU 4B AR B #EAT IR , {5 PBMA 3%

MUER TRES R, AN TRAEETAERUES &
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M 2.3 THEE BB, PBMA WX E5EE R/ DL EHE
FRHR. Bk S AR AP (U B BB R 2R 25 B SS 0 B A 2E 1)
RER qeSSGi=1, m)ENMA, R FMEE T
TR 3. 2 T PTIRR) B4 s W B AL AR, IBIR4ERE d R&x
RS ] S £ R E A R E A E, it R PBMA
Eq,e88(i=1,,m) EWIHTHEE, AERWEERE &
| ,PBMA B8 R TEB 4R AR

3 L B}

3.1 EFFEFEN

S T H TR B P AR R AR, A5 BF AL FE PostgreSQL 35K
BT X SQL ZIEH PIFIREEEN A, NI B2
R BAMITRIYIR. B BRI ARG TR R
AFRALERE A A FEE SRR R, FRAE T E
EHEARRBR, AT EA R EERg R HIKF %
Tk iR B PR EE T B ST E8. M2 T,
RALBIEAFTEAMUEEE &, 11BN BiE E5 T B K
PR, L EE S TERGR. AXFERES T 3 MF4
SEBR PostgreSQL HILALARIEA

DEEY B B scan. 1 F1 gram. y 34, #F raw_parser
BRHCP A Lex 5 Yace A A ABEEIRIAEFEE ST, 3
REWENEEUIIFEARER;

2) RGERVA AT R BB R MR RF 2 B B FE X DR AE R
B, TRIERF S5 EEME T R PR B By pg_operator R R
B, UH S oprrest FBt. HILF B pg_proc. dat Fl pg_op-
erator. dat SCHF, B HT 40184 B BKI 3C#F, 3F 7 initdb FJ 454k
WP EBFNRER;

3) RBEIR B : 7E R BB FAS (fmgr) o B R EA
BB RS (FE RS 2 MRIES0) 3R AR Datum 288, H 5K [
R TR N TFEEBR, BT RAN KRR
H HIRAEE B AL F=TCRAERT, 2 R7E Join_Expr 45
HIh T3 injectsel JB 4 , I 7E 15 5 % £ B 5] A “ joinexpr ; nu-
meric” RAR, HAAE AN EEREREN EREERITR
H R R

B REABEN TR :

SELECT =

FROM 11 JOIN 12 ON 1l. id =12. id ;0. 03

WHERE 1l. id ~0. 04;

B t1 F 12 AT $4 51 > 200 F0 300, 76X % #:15 1H
AT HERO.03 )5, HEREMERFRTITHE S 200 %300
x0.03 =1800, ;FUEIF R AITEA LSRN 200 x 0. 04 =8. F i}
bR, TR T X R R AR, AT AT DAERERAE
ERTEZ R BB AR TR RIR.

3.2 EEETEBEHL

BEFERE S |H] SS YRS FALE R XY 45 e BT T 4 BE HEAT
FHHTEFRTR. REIBRBEETEHZ EHENSH
AR res  FLERERIETE 3. 3 WA K AR S EE
ZRAEMER T, BB MHEAS ¢, BHERESH
ERb R S8 AR BmED 3 Pin.

3.3 SHEE
5P res EHIRE T MRS R B BUL AR BE. 2 98

ZRR , BRI R 25 o) 5 BT K Y R e R s
6], (B R 38 RT3 B, R Rl A AR 3R Bk, o B
ZAE YU E AR BRI R, SR R S E R
En.

ELARUL , 2 pe 3R 2 6 1 F R B/, 7T RE GG BT A
AR PeFE RS [ SRS B R S M A E K. A EWER
XERLPAT T RIBY R 2 6 EL K, 3T R R B TR E /Y
BEREANT S RIE PR X TR F &R
L& R B S IR TA Y 4 BB , VAT BEAE AR TRAT TR
BEML  KNFEREERN IR RS mE PR
BYGEYMEANEREEULERNERRESR. £
o 4R EAR B R R N 6 I BEERAY B
(R DAERAREAR OT S, Eoit- Sl # 2 Bl 70 H R 1) 28
1€, e 5 Pras.

5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45
Resolution/res

BS5 Or Bt R EREL P res BB AL
Fig.5 Number of plans for QT varying with resolution ( res)

Bl iR 2R B RS (B R A R T F ) I BE
A res FROMIG A . LRI, 7E _ A WERG
BT AP NEER KT 35. BT L4, &< 3CiR
oSSR E RN W F 48R B REBEHCRBLL 6
MBI R K 2 BB 35 AT RO ME S
BiE 3. s AR AL E %

BN B res VBIRERE d, EVABIR QT
R RS SS={q,, " ,q.!
1. %1461k SS—o ,m—1

2.forie {1, ,n} do

3. mx% =res

4. endfor

5. for &3| index={1,--- ,m} do

6. BB RIA sel—O , IR B R te—index
7. for g i={1,--- ,d} do

8. j=tmod res

9. FEVERER sel[i] = (+0.5) /res

10. t/ =res

11.  endfor

12.  HREMHE g = Compose( QT,sel)

13.  SS[index] =q

14. endfor

15. return SS

RO BUE o BT RIER AR LS, ZSPURIET 7
fETHERRR T , Bt RIX A WA RERRR Y 2 FH1E.
BEEED, AR BT RE S IARBSMUMN D, R, R
FHRIE b BT ok R0 B S R0, WIS AR BSMUH
R, R RIE R R TR SR R B SR RIS A&
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H, RATT R & R KM RERRR L. B 25404
BENKE —EBER, P EEHEHRXR, IS4
HARARY BHEE TR B TR BE 3 AR BHE,
TGS BT R B R4 RERE K L
BT ST RIEHERERER L, X AES 2 1 B, R B %
23 18] PO TR B o BRI RN 2SN BO 1, AFETETT R R
P RERESR )R, B BLRI A AES Bt /ME. B, i RIE
1 BB F2 BE ( Performance Degradation,PD) B R]5E Xy :
PD=AES -1 (12)
TR E AL R R AR L AR AT RUE T T 4
ZIE R RIE 5 AL RT BRI E 8 PD B, B B AR
1 BE 4% |k ( Performance Degradation Scale,PDS) ,5E X K :

PD,,..
PDS gyt =— (13)

AR <1 B, U0 B e A3k A AT Rl PR A B R R BT G
T B P RERR R AR BB A A > | I, Ul B R AL B Bk 7R IR
R Zeh_b R ARG . AR/, B B R B X T
RERT TR ER.

PSS AR, BT I 0 By 35 & i
T,PBMA H kY PDS [HRER M BIE o BARR. BER
v

1.0
0.8

g 06 ——QTI
04 QT2
——QT3

0.2 ot

0 0 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.10 0.12 0.14 0.16 0.18

Cost Threshold/a

&l 6 PDS BEFUHBHE YL
Fig.6 PDS variation with cost threshold

LR, PDS B BMESE R TR, R, S R
B RE|—EME)E ,PDS BTRE. 7T UE H , HEWER
FERPBHEXEZ] 0. 1 BF, PBMA H 3k PDS HE £15 35
S, AT RAYC R IEOL T BT RIE b, 3% R /MK AES 544
BHRARCEELATANERRR. & LR, A SCEW M
i PBMA f& LBk, 0 F 42 AL R B A
BERE R 0.1 BWHATE.

4 £ W

4.1 IWEHEF

A ICET PostgreSQL 11 #AT T LBM LR, Frg Ly
TER 44 Intel(R) Xeon(R) CPU E5-2603 v4 1 16GB A5
AR %588 LHEAT , #AE RS0 Ubuntu 22. 04. SCHR A TPC-
H™1F0 JOB™ A~ 2 o R 10 J 8 42, MUBE 43 51 7 1GB A
4GB. T RIEH LB B R N2 B RN BESS RS R
3.3 HiXE.
4.2 IBHR
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