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K HRBIE IS (IHES: 61832001, 61702016, 61572039) % BHTH

WE HERAUEHEETBRREZNAR AL —. FRAEERN T E— R LFERE LA
W, TR F AN RE, FERELARBAFAT IR, TEREFAD: (1) KLETHANH
T EREREBZ AN —ANT R, 2) ATRAANEGEE R, 1 6% RIF H & HFAT X8R
fr, BEERAFABNEREITX]. H T BRULEFAFEA, 111 H RLO (reinforcement learning
optimization), — A& TR ¥ J By E B 77 %, RATKE E B A2 AR E R D R¥] K (Markov)
FAR, AEHERARE Q- FI KRG E M TRROFATIXIAHAT KA. H T #H—FHE RLO W
RN, RAERE T ETREEMN R T =5 R R F ok R E# %48 RIFHFAT IR &RAT
T Apache Calcite 1 Postgres t 523 7 RLO. 53 & #: (1) % Apache Calcite -, 5 — R 7| 5 &
B R REFEAML, RLO # Z it XM E h A8 10~56 &, 7 H & BT X 6 F AT (80% #fw
#); (2) 5 R 4 H Postgres 8 th, RLO # Rt R0y £ & 5 14 &, F B 4835 23 9 AT T 15 3] 12.9%
By A .

X EEAA, BAUFES, AT E ERER

1 515§

HERARA (join optimization) J& FUHE U A B E B T M il — . 4 — MR B, ST
25 R 5E R R IBERIT, JHR F A P BRI, 015 B AR 55 Befs = AEAT. B R R R e
PR AL IR DG ] R ()[R 52 NP-hard [7] 3 (),

KREHESACT, B0 FERBHL BT 403 (online analytical processing, OLAP) HH &85 2Rl 3] 2 A
KAMATERLN IR AW, T & A BE 2 R I RE 7 (3 Sl 32 I TR ), o B P B4 A4 56 28 56

SIAM: soth, kBN, sKEE, 2. RLO: —NETFRMASIMEREM AT REERE: 588, 2020, 50: 637-648, doi:
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1 (MEhRFE) RLO ILRIESR
Figure 1 (Color online) Overview for RLO

HE 2 Selinger HiA6AE B R A BRI BA /MU A TR, SRR 51 28 75 2
B K Fy 72 TR R TR) 2 2% B2, DRLERINAT AL R 22 SR R R s ok M R 3R] 565 1 2807208
o B R TV R PR 48 2R A [A]. H W BT R TV A A R BT R L IR BT R, . IR BT R SR AR
FERHE PEAN A AR B | X 28 BRI AE I — 748 R 2 8] ) D7 M DAORIE AR i) AT E R g o i, HL
e G ki s Rl 141 TR, B 7 VR IR B] 2 2% P B, B R R RIS 2, TR [RIK SRR T8
WK 5 2 RO REN LM BRI SR (BHE YR QuickPick % D)), XREEEH T RANERZ
BT . AT AR B A AR AL 77 A R R O, AR AN R AT SEOR, DRI A B AT TR 1 o o
A DL 3 ORAE.

X PIRIET A R A TR TR & BRI A T, T AN 2 SEPRs AT 0 St PR AR AL 2 1Y)
AR SRR AT e it 25 S Brag AT I 18], & Rt RIAVE, JF B R BA G R, S a5k, A Eiiii
BLHIAFAE LUT Bk

(1) H R R AR L. X8 e R AUR R El DALED E I 77 VR BT, Jd ikt id e v, HLIN 8] 52 2%
PR B R A BENLAY 7 2, B 6 Xl ot & 0 ORAIE.

(2) PATE R BA IR R, it 283 DA R 2 ) 0 g, S E ST

B PA_E )@, ASCHE H RLO (reinforcement learning optimization), —ANEFIR ik~ 2] 6] f)
PALELVE. RLO AEUE 3 ) BEAT 48 2 B A BT b, JF HLRERE AN BAT 25 SR 1 St b 2 20 . Bk,
RLO HEEFAAL M B — DR A K (Markov) RFEFE. FA VK FFER IR RZUIRE, 0E
B AN K RS NENE, SRERI R Q- %21 1, iF AN ER) Q (A, RS, 3
IR IRIEFE Q MEARHIZNE, B2 A BRI HAT 77 2. RLO KT 2 WA 1.

N T HAE %, FATTAE Postgres 1 Apache Calcite 1 E43HI52HL T RLO, 3 HAE T HCEE
£ Join Order Benchmark (JOB) ¥ F3HT T 7840 1USEES. SEILSE RKHH: (1) 7E Apache Calcite |, 5
— RYIBTEL R K N EEAR EE, RLO # R IR RCR N EATR 10~56 £, I HAEPAT A 1525
PEREFRTE 80%; (2) 5 HAEM) Postgres AHEG, RLO & TR AE 2 L 14 £, I HAEwm 3o 47
HEESRT; 12.9%. S5k, AR SCEH T Wk Sik:
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o PR — AT IR SR ST MRS RLO, 675 2 G0 AR 5 LUK 5 17 ke B A48 2% 2 [
MBAT TR S 45 a7 3]

o T HEIR RLO M R, ASCHE— B St — N TR 5 A RN 7 iR AN SR AR R SRS RS &
8 o g I B A PR T T .

o A5 KT Postgres 1 Apache Calcite 23 T RLO J7ik. SERSRH] T RLO REf% 5 PR 51 47 Hh
WFEERARA R PAT TR,

2 MxIfE

A AP AC R R 2 ST PN 2 AR 9 T AE.
2.1 EEML

ERACTR R B AU R, 45 PN EGE 2 R R R IER A, i e v AT H s R et
RIS RIF R, Ho, @ THRIE ok R 2 RIRERUY . Y3 RIFE R R EAE E, #f e
SEPUERE TR (WA A R . REIER). AT MNE R R =T, st EA &R, —
ZANAE LA . BRATE SN Selinger AR, 12T K BIAG T 3 K2R T2 3T 1
TV

2.1.1 Selinger fi1L&3

Selinger 4k 2% B FI| FH 2h 2 H R A o e e Ak 1) R e RIS O TR RSS2, R BN 1 I i ) A
filt. T @R R ET A, TR SRR E, BRKREEE AR, BRI BR A8 1 AR
DB2 F Postgres #5°KH Selinger MLt as{E AFEALE . SR, HitRIE R B ELLEN nlC(n —1),
C(n) NFEFEZ (Catalan) . AT, BEE R REEIE L, MR AR EXIG K.

2.1.2 B&ARNGE

N T U Selinger Ak 7 1L I8 223 0], BEFLN GL3R H T 1R 2 BY AL SRS, Lhan 22 TR BT R . A5 1R
W BIR 5 2 TR BIR; (zig-zag 1) 25, IX R0y v 1 R A A 2 1) 1 T 2ok B BY R 1 H . RIEEAT
M DLIE BT FARI AR AL, AR ARG I (D¢ SR/ Ik A7 PR A ), el e () B A 5 AN PO
Wi s R et R RIS PR e 8 R S R sh SR EVE, e SEE M S5 MR
H e ok &.

N YRR A 2, RN 3R T Sub Bk FENURESS. SO AR R ot AR AR
BB — AR e A H R T Re D B e 9C &, M BEAL SV B FEEE Bk 101 QuickPick 1P 4. &A1
BEMLIE ™ A SR, FRARIR AR BT 53T

2.1.3 ETFEIWHEZE

AR, WHIC N DR Y T 56 T2 S B 7. Kipf 45 11 A DNN 47283504l 1F. Ortiz
6 120 3 3o ) w7 0% R ) R B A TR F) RIS OR, R B3 T S s il b, (1
72 LAl ek B P R) DG R BB K, WO R BR TORAB AR THRI, TovE A BRI, Marcus 45 9]
{5 FHBRAL S ) e AW THRY, SRR FH 2R T-5KB8 (policy-based) HI77i%, WS EEAR 1. Bl f5 2 T
i (value-based) B DQ M g, HINZIHEE . tHRIFTEM T Rejoin, S8 HH # #.1 one-hot 4
i (B LB 1 FRi) BEATIRASRAE, 280 7RI ZE 0 i s &R0, I B8 —1E)
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VEIR TR RIS ] B S B R BT R, A SCHE A RLO Hy R Ty . BT TR A9 22 5h, mr ik
TR, R AT R FIR S5 A 3RAE, B9 N 25 2% ST RE 0 B AR R R SE |t R &, sEIl 11T
P R — iR Tt
2.2 RE Q- F¥3

RIE Q- 2% (deep Q-learning) [l J& T-F T (value-based) [H5RAL2: S 5HE, Bk 5104k
HErood (Q 18) MREE. R Q- 2= HME WS R TIN Q (B, Fiik A 53T i 48 o 2% M T 2

ABIRACHAT IR, FERN I, B R BRI ELIRES, ARG Q (ERBEE — s T35, 58
BAZANE RIS R A AR, B BRI H IS PN sl fE, EER @SR

3 RLO: E£TB{EFSIREREMILES

3.1 [ERIENX

HERARAT] LR AE — DR A B R R I B /R A] KR SIS FE (Markov decision process,
MDP) M4 7 MDP #i8, Z ekl — RAENE (1IAME a;), HERRK () EREH HRE.
BABNERRIGR T SRS (IC1E s) HEB B —AFOIRE s EIEERRAR BT, RATERE s
X B BERE R, ZIE o X RLBERIE AN E R IR, A4k H bral 2 13 1 B e i S AN i
AN E ST

EX1 EEMA) Bk J RN EE, T AARE W KK RE, A EZRAAE T HRE—
MATENEF I a1, az, ..., ap—1, TEEAH BN

T-1
min Z J(a;), (1)
i=1

a1,a2,...,a7 -1 4
s.t. Si+1 = ai(si),

Ht J(a;) XTI a; FARHESE, diiole e O ARUMEBLEAT A5 5 (WIHE Postgres Y, UM CPU
JFAEAT TO T HIINALAN). a;(s;) FRoRBEME a; (ERTIRES s BEVEBARGE i1

3.2 RLO EXiEZ

I E =, AR E A A Ry — A B R AT R sl 2. Tk, A8 RLO, —
MNETIRE Q- FAMERMM T

Kl 1 E/R T RLO MEVRRAE. 455E 1 SQL &), RLO MHAT IR T:

(1) RLO B et N M [ = AN— DR so. so FIHCIRES T B RT RESDAE B [R5 45 b
25 2%

(2) ¥ a0 PR TR BE MBI EAE RN, B IR W25 AR B0 R Q 18 (BIERIKAZE HAR).

(3) BREARRA Q EHEAKIK— A —43h1E, 1FEH T35, B3 — MRS,

(4) TEHRAE T, Mae Rk SuE B e, AR — MRS, EEPR (2) EEARHRATRE.
(5) B A 3L G771 B I Agg, Group S5 11T %, (B BB R EL TR, A AT %
PAT, FHIR IR

H_
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SELECT * FROM A, B, C, D

WHERE A.id=B.id AND A.id=C.id AND C.id=D.id;

[ Join | [B] [ Join | [B]

[a][B][c] D] [A][C][B] [D] (D]

A BCD A BC D A BCD A BCD
Ari 0 0 01 |amcr! 1 AxC)xB 11 1 1 111 1
Blo 1 0 o 5050 ZEZO((AMC)MB)MD[gzgz]
clo o1 o0 510100 D 00 0 1
plo o o 1 b loo o1

2 (MERFE) ETREMEEIRNTE

Figure 2 (Color online) Tree-based embedding method for states

RN RE R, AT CLUSCER SEBR AT E0HE, SR 28 E4T 300 (fine-tuning) 191, SEELM %
Wit > ROk, AR UL ST BB A RS HIMERERAE (3.3 /A1), Q HRITHE
(3.4 /YY), ZEFENE (3.5 /NTT) LIS HL (3.6 /NTT).

3.3 KESERRIE

PAT T BRI o B AR IRASEAT M B R R, ME TS HIZE. N T APRES A E 71
RIHEAT X 78, FATRH — BT ROIB SR PRSI TTE: AR n T HE o KRG T1,
For n BB E P AAEROC R XTI — 7, WS « NREAETH A, W 2, o, k2, M 2,
99 ke, hiia) W i A K FE TR 7

Bl 2 Es 7 —A SQL BAWAEARMRE T M 2R R AR, BIanss 3 MRS 1 AT RS
TR (A O) > B, HEE 1ATER 1 JIMEN 1/4, REDNHGR A FE T m B 2, 58 4 3104 o,
RFNRFR D AEFHP. 5 DQ U AL, MARME AN T CAERER, HREART MY R
PE, PR LA — 0 SR B T HE . AR E (selectivity) HEATHFE.

TEh, TATTFER R TAEAT IR AR IL. I ERREARIEE S A KR WBERAE . dE
KEKXN B fo=L®Reph@c. HPELKRR L5 RPHIRHEXHIRE n 447 ERR. ph
NYBRERAE, JATTRH one-hot 4. ¢ Jxf R A= i Hh 1) ¢ R BEEEAI A T, RT R FH AR G il 2 1 A
T B T2 2T i i Y 433,

3.4 QEMIE

ASCRHRIE Q- %21 7D WA AE 22 2] Q B FAHEPUT EBNE L AR Q
{H. Moo St

Q(s;a) = J(a) + min Q (s, a), (2)

Hrp s RACRE s FRHZME o FRBINESHRE, J(a) RXSENE o KA, WA FE CAH
M BERERAT, o REHEBNE o JGHIT —2 8k, Horh, PSR 3.3 AN RAETT 2.
Q R JE SR A PR M (E4%) M RPUMN A, Q UM/, ZBIERGLEIE AT REMEOR. BEKCHT
Wt Q (HH/NIBIAE, MW SEBALL HARRLEARAN ]/ (2 3.1 /M),

fege it & iR PAL A — A~ el 7 1A RRAL & i RS D) 3l S RIS AR Bl Tl BRI A% St A
B NI R RS, /G (s, a, J(a), &) BIRFEFH, JFE IR RIAER RS T RANEES Q
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ERX RN R R, BATEIL DN SHARM Qp LI Q (HHREL:
Qo(fs: fa) = Q(s,a), 3)

Hrp f RXPIRE A ENERR, fo RAEENENRENIR, 0 ZREHRSH. XTI,
FATAT AR R Q ERETHE ¢

q=Qo(fs; fa) (4)
FATRAR K s o€ SONMTHR Q 5 SEFr Q fERIZERR, RIS iR 2!
L:ZH%*Q(St,at)H%- ()
t

ASCEFZ JZEAPL (multi-layer perceptron, MLP) {E NS HAR M HHAT G, BEALE T BEHLH
& BT R, SRR A LRI (1) SE S asfi b, 2T siib: S s A
A0 EI AR, MRAMEZRER (2) MARSEIMERHELRR [, f. BALBHERIEL
e, PP R 2 ] DA D S g o 2 ) B — R 06, T AS i FE AR T AR B
3.5 HEREZR

RLO SERHRIE Q- R ERARAL 0 . 55 T SR mE 1AL 2 S AN, BREE Q- 2% 2] fuvr
FAFEIN Zrod R bR TR B e 24 141 DLKOR i B it Bt B 0 SR mmnI ZRodi F. JLIR, IR T Q-
S PIFARAAGERE D EIE, TR NEADNSIETE A Q BRI, Pk, FATAT AN AR
xR (beam search) (AR, FERRD IR B B AR AM A L Q e INPTHAS AR, TR IR EE 24
e, RIS SER Q HE &R/ Q MEMRIEN (BN T —BIE o), OB RE XL

RREMHCE LU ANMFAL. 5, FTRMR TR, B R R e g Q (E Rl
HA—giRzE, (URE Q Hi/MISHEA AT BERT I 7 BT TH ). ok, 078 T 5 Bl B8l
RGATIRERS . B, TATAT LA EFIHET (interesting order) B £REH BH{E.

FEARTTEN, BATINHESE o FABIE, 78N T BUE o MEESHORE . RS2 anfE
TR T AE R A ) e AR B OK, RE A RN R . FEAR AR R b, AR T8 RN ] 5 AT
[A] Z [E BV AR (trade-off) AR AR, DASZRIN RGO, e BUmT B SEAR RO HAT T, RISKAT I 1)
PRIl T SE LGN 8] b T3 b, SRR AT A AR5 TR Q- 222 HIJ5E S Selinger ik
B — RS MR R A SIER, RLO SVEMI M E 445 Selinger 4k 35 —2L.

3.6 MERA

FATELUW T RLO fr b AT AU s AR B R 2 30 R, o i 22 X B B0 o e
AVISLBREIREN, A BB Al T P BETCVE 55 S BRig AT I TR) IEAH ¢ (), 92 IEFEH Al o 5 AN 2L f
fin 22, BATAHERHATE AR, RAHRES: I P RIB0R (fine-tuning) 7579% 1) 4% Je e 2 T4
BRI BBt A AT Ik (5 SERRAT I AR b, 3 T AN S it AR B, HL AT 3R13 K
B, ZIEURA IR, “Fere BT IS AT (8] B SR AT D RN 2.

4 X

4.1 SEIGECE
SEAG R AR B T
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#iBE. A HET IMDB (Internet Movie Database) ESZ¥#ES (3.6 GB, 21 1N%) 1 JOB
BHTIAR. 5 K2 B st SR B8R4 —FF, IMDB 4l 48 v 21404, kL TPC-H 8% TPC-DC
SO R AR T B BRARPE. MRS 33 MR AL IE 113 ANEEY, BT B SN Al AR
A, W0 “2000 A 2005 HESHIA] A AT FLEZ HIRESTE KV T 87 — ANAEWI K 417 AR
A, BAEHTPIHE 8 MRA.

B RG. A5 HI7E Apache Calcite Fll Postgres | SEH T AR AL VLI F3EAT ELER.

BEIEIR. N T ANFERIEL RS, FA1 0 A R 8] ()€ AT VRIS 8] ) AIHRAT IR [A] (3
AT AR TR B [,

SR E. LRI 4 A XKL, UL 80 MEWAIEIZEE, 33 NEMENNRSE, RLO M RE
RZH o W 1. ££ RLO 1, JATRA MLP £ @ Erk%k. i, ATRIEEZECN 3, ik
J7i2:8 Adagrad, dropout ZHUN 0.8, BUS 1 S i AR

EREBRAMN. FRATIE IS A S PR A LA (AR AT A AL 28 . £E Apache Calcite H1, A7)
FHIREE 2 3] E DLAJ B WA 1E Postgres H, FATTRAH TF C API i TensorFlow #£8
PR 28. LAY (1) 2R A el s R A AR A ) AR AR A FE SR AR, KT 80 M EHI B IIZRER, Bl IER
BFE] 7 2 h, YIZRAT[E]FE 25 min.

4.2 ETF Apache Calcite BISEIGZE

FEHET Apache Calcite IR GEHT, AT T A Py A7 R Bl AR B RS 041 3 B SEsil 1 AR LRI
B

(1) RLO ®ik.

(2) B KAFE: F52% (exhaustive search, EX)\ ZLIRRI BIAL (left-deep, LD) A IR BIAL (right-
deep, RD)+ ZFIEMBIR: (zig-zag, ZZ) 70ETE (greedy search, GD)+ QuickPick 5% (QuickPick,
QP);

(3) HJH %k DQ M.

£ Apache Calcite 1, AT BERBTAIE B A HIPRAT IV 18], 1220 8] A7 55 48 2 AT 77 S A I ) R
REANIE, DR TEE HEAT S B3ty (ELISS TH)) PR SREG. ISR AE Postgres Btk —BHRER. A/NTHET R Ir
ool LA BRI TR A PRAT AR HEAT X L.

4.2.1 $EERBETEELER

Kl 3 JE/R T Apace Calcite FANFIRAGAR HIETE R RECH AR B HL T 3 Rt BATA
PAR LA IR,

TG, B DGR EH N, BT SR L R R R I R AR T InAR e . 910 RLO 1 DQ
SELE G R B 3G ey, # R IR S22 38, 1M 55 25 17 (EX) FIBTEL R R EE (I 22) 14
RIS U P B R SE. X2 RN, RLO B R OFIERIN I 48, Bl a2 ik, w8y a2 1S
RAFFENEREERRZEH BREOCR.

HIK, RLO FiEM RS8R R R B R 2 IRk 5B R KRS, plinsd T2 R85
RLO Ml DQ HIESCHL 1 HORI#i#: RLO 2 Al LALE EX PR 10* %, tE ZZ R 100 £%, & LD, RD
P10 500 E. CFESREE, 4L RBORT 6 I, RLO ikt EX PR 2867 %, H 27 R 56 %, Ht LD,
RD R 5.6 fi5. JER SEA1Z AT WA E, RLO A 0O FIEI R B 44, T sha& M. 74,

1) http://www-db.in.tum.de/leis/go/job.tgz.
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Search time (ms)

A s 6 7 8 9 11 12 14 17
Join size
3 (MEMFE) Apache Calcite E&MLILTT AR ZETE]

Figure 3 (Color online) Time cost of searching the execution plan of different optimizers on Apache Calcite

GD, QP —HEIRFFE S/ MAPLALET (], 1% 42 BN EATTB A 1 SRS A, 208 T R g s 1), x4
SEEE NPT R (B, 4.2.2 /).

)5, RLO MR ZET DQ Hik. #ilin RLO W F¥ RN AN DQ 1) 1.1 f%. XZEH
N RLO KA 7RI RER, B RLO R0 LRI R4 2 N E. (BRI AL 2 RLO KT
MEETE R (B 4.2.2 /).

4.2.2 PITRINEEE

B 4 B TIERIEAF R EER, SR R A5 20 TR A XA 1 20 A6, R 55
% (EX) B EIRTHRIRAN e/, BATRA EX MHATRA I S A LT IH— 4. FATE W R R

B4, RLO MR T a &R E%. flin RLO HlE MR T B s R NS (22)
80%. [l BIF[Y) LD, RD &5k T &t &, 27 P &R 23 (MR R I L. GD Z MR T Rl ek, ~F
Wi s KRR E. XMW SBATZ AT T8, BT 8 RN S D R R 1 S0, IR XERR
Bl —ANMFIPAT IR

HR, RLO BT O A T % S Y DQ. “FH5kUE RLO BT RCELE T DQ 5% 38%. iX
EFNE DQ AL, RLO FRE T B TRIEA MM NRAE, St T B2 B REEREE R, XK
TR ZR, KT S BRI p T ge.

AL, RLO A R R IRET DQ, (H/2 RLO HIHATRE & T DQ. BT Apache Calcite 15256
FALL = A AT AE Postgres HISKEG FFHRZR RLO 5 DQ i Flim (LLBFIR]) [k fE L.

4.3 ETF Postgres BISLIGLER

N THAE RLO HiERBEM TAZONM RS, AT RLO LM EF] Postgres REGH (K
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§ $++
| 18]
- 1
T

%iiL T

RLO  DQ 7z LD RD Qp GD
4 (MEHFE) Apache Calcite F AR LB EITHITRIN

Figure 4 (Color online) Relative execution cost of different optimizers

M TF C API # A\ MLP iEfl Q fHK%L). AT REE RLO, DQ PLK Postgres BRIAKIEET
MBS RIE D (LR RIFRN PG) IR R APAT R,

4.3.1 1ERAETEELE

Kl 5 J&r TEARE > 2B H BT, RLO, DQ Al PG MR R AR LR 5, IRATHE I
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Abstract Join optimization is one of the most important research problems in database systems. Traditional
join optimizers are usually proposed based on heuristics, which are expensive and often fail to generate the optimal
execution plan. There are two reasons accounting for this. (1) The optimizers are based on heuristics and only
explore a subset of the search space. (2) They do not use the history logs and cannot estimate the goodness of
their generated plans on a specific join problem. To tackle these challenges, we propose RLO, a reinforcement
learning-based optimizer for join optimization. We model the join optimization problem as a Markov decision
process and use deep Q-learning to estimate the possible reward of a possible operation. To boost the effectiveness
of RLO, we further propose a tree-based embedding method to represent the “state” and use a beam search to
avoid missing the optimal plans. We implement RLO in Apache Calcite and Postgres. Extensive experiments
demonstrate that: (1) Apache Calcite RLO is 10x-56x faster in finding the execution plan and 80% faster in
executing the plan than the state-of-the-art heuristics. (2) Compared with the native Postgres implementation,
RLO can be 14x faster in finding the execution plan and 12.9% faster in an end-to-end comparison.

Keywords join optimization, reinforcement learning, embedding method, beam search
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