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Abstract Most of the XML query strategies are based on some prefix schemes'’), By analyzing the current prefix
schemes, we proposed a novel prefix encoding scheme with layered structure. The new prefix encoding scheme has rela-
tively smaller mean coding length,and the code length is not increased with the depth increment of XML document. An-
other advantage this scheme brings out is, the query process was accelerated because component code comparisons for
Xpath query axis computation become fewer with smaller code length. Extensive theoretic analysis and experimental re-
sults show that this scheme is a better one which accelerates query process and saves the store space for the codes,

Keywords XML, Prefix encoding, Layered structure, Subtree

XML B 250 B P _E 848 FR FI 3 b o » 3
i XML ¥ Rt s sy XML BHEE A, RA Y52
fRREIEEE. BAT, KE0H X XML B#ENRT I MEAR
ARERETHF X XML XRH 55575 3. XML 485t
R R—EMMA XML # g — 3 4 B — B D
il 4R, BT LAFEAS R T XML SCRM BT , EEE RT3
MVRZIEIN j SRR, BT iIRESR ERARB T
AZ—. HERGRF T LROBREER, EATRORD
REFELRABHRR, XHETRERLETRRNHE
REM TETHRETFHBEAIRRNHN . REWLERNZ
Sh, H4R 9 05 BB 95 7 243t ST 5 X XML SO B 3B R, 4 %
XML SCHEATSERTIT , A Lo X (6] S /D E A . 5B
5b, XML RBFE AR —MEBFRHAD . KEH XML
KBFERTRBEMRR BT ZER/PAFEIELCA
B, B AT B RIE T R 5T XML U AT . B, X380
BT RBTIT , 1 51 12 20 £ A1 4 B3 7 o 2 () L 3R W 20 103
2,5 Tk XML R R SR £ RERE B L. &30
A RIS T RET IR . 8 T ARG H:RE R
EWHRE, RN KRR RBRE, R —FETRERE
ABmL TR, BT RRBSERIER, XFFREXM

B HY.2008-09-28 &8 H #1:2009-01-13

BEs XML BB EH AR IEE KM,

1 HX#R

Tatarinov 2 AU i f Dewey ID Xf XML 3C4##E 1T 44
B, XML XEF L ERR T EE, Hd, (DR
FTRAZERG (OYERTH u s WE n NETR la-
bel(u) =label(s). n, label(s) TR u BT & s KRG, B
n FRY R u 0 3 RIS (self_labeD) , “. " REEL T HRBH
BRBMFRAF. Dewey ID XFRETREA BN ERE, B
M HAL2Y label(w) & label(s) RTERN, TE v B s WH%.
Dewey #Ri3 R S5 R AW K430, B BREHE .

Cohen % A2 42 14 T 18 B2 A7 8 (Simple Prefix, SP) 4 1%
FR, (A R B AR T XML # b BT A ROR 4580
hEH, HHE—-NET labed R O, F 1L 10, B=Z/E
110, 542 1110, 4k HE. SP RIBHBKMKR, FER
K 4RSS [ A% » B L RS S R R B

TSRS AL R T —R03E I FF XML B 1 BT 44
Bhk. XGRS, ARG H RS EEMNE
HBHKER 3 FIER. SMTANE—-ITETFTEANE
TR EoABTF R AN BERERC, YW AT

AXREKHRPF ST H (60720106001) ¥l .

% B A, TEHHR AN XML BB EE, E-mail: xj@mail. nwpu. edu. cn; FRE 14, HEL AR, LEFIT 0 BEER

wEHER.

e 145



BeRon, & BHEBEHMO”, X, BANBETFHESR
BR“00”, BB TR ERB I RIkEHE, BNMTH
HRISERGRIL AT W B RS BT BB R 8RB KE]
H, NTETAHERSPREYT S ARG, EEM AR
BRI A B KRR AP B KR, XFPH
BHRE XML S4B AR S i b X 35, W R A B/NHE
FRMBEEEERHAERRERERK.

ORDPATH %51 £ —F Y B #) Dewey 4f5, EEH A
BT RmB. 4 XML # 7T E e, S AR FH
ZHEEGEE - T RERNTT RS, ORDPATH 4353
B RAMBREFRESRNETHBEE. BRERRT
— YA, IR MDA K. T ORDPATH FE
HRBEMHEIETHFHIEBEORHBITENER, BN
EWREET MBS HRABEE, AETE 2R XML X
RIS ES., T XMLEEEN S, N TRENSER
15 8%, i F§ ORDPATH (K K AL T Z P 6B, fF FT X Fi 4
BHRHARM R,

1R ERNEREHTREAR ., ERGEEYSEER
Kt WK IR K, X RENEEESBERRE, L
HYURERKYERARKRE S, TRz MRk F
B, B PRI KER K, A SWERN . FE#HITEZ RS ER
B0, RS T ZHRCE.

£ (1)Dewey Scheme

& (2)SP Scheme

¢ (3)Zhang's Scheme
£

(4) ORDPATH Scheme
2

9
...... 111111110
g 290

A1 XMLIEHEEMEIRHLTR

2 FHREKESH

TEHRINEESHT—MFER XML XE#EHRL K
B, B XML CEH T 2EE N D B F X ((F#D,R
i Dewey wt5., SHFE IR FHEUTXRZ. WENMF,
HEKE(-D, B,

W THE SR8,

KRB KE.

o e R _[1=(D+DFP+DFP]

ZU—DF R P =TT R 1

THEBKESEE D.RE FRXFENE 2 Fin.

3

PRHBGKE

8.
64--
4

2

0;
10

B2 PHREOBKESHEE DR FHXR

B 2 AT LU ) B BT P RS KR A K.
+ 146 -

T & REE 3K, P 4 K R K, TR E LK H
RAEET R GG, X R —TIRKHRETTH.

3 SENMRERBAR

f1%E 2 At AT A, XML SCRY S R B m g e, B A
BB, CHREKERER . AT RRAEEKE,
BATRHSRE RN AR, g XML SCRARERBR
BRI 43 A& T AN FRE REX &N T ER BT RS, 5 i
RN B,

AR RE T RZE AL THEXEX.

EX 1 ¥ XML R THBHREEREJ 4878,
RER kd+1k HIERBEHO WT AR R t R TFRERT
BN d HRIGRE,

EX 2 o XML SR T #BRIGRE d 2453785,
BRTHERI SR —FAR T 38 T ¥ S5
B, EXZRTATRBFS,

EX3 MFFR ST WA BNV RRENE TR
KO R FRARF S, B AR A R RS 3T SR
FFE X Fh GRS T R IRIDE R BRI B RS .

EX 4 BFHST. AEJIRISBEIET AT R o
RFW ST AR Y &, W « ZEFR ST, PHBRIBA ¢
) s TAVERFI STer R KX B FHBRFER n(w,
EX o D RTFH ST BRSPS,

B FRRARBHTRRT SRS, TLUE S EIER
GRS R T STEBA SRR P T B RS

EXS WAHAEEN RPN RED, ELARLE
GIE:E 128

FRASERG T REIHNT AHRBALIRSRR SrN.
prefix. self,FHi, SrN B TR FE S, prefiz AETFRFYH
BT HMRTBRAD , sel f R AR A &I

WRISRES d, FEmEA HRARE TR,

@ % XML SO TR BRISRE d R4 FH, &R F
BRSO — R T, x4 T W s T o
B3R T #5r BRI BREHTX R, A KRR F SRR
BTRBRHFS.,

@ StF# ST 4T Dewey 4Rf5 , BT A HEL N FRHR
Fe.

@ M FF#H STer R 2, BB TR ST, —4
BERNI MY B TFRIBFSMFRBRDH-KRHER
LT 7. BRI (FRERFS, FRIRED) .

BRI ERMREH R, RITHEEREERNT.

Algorithm 1 EncodingSubTree(pn,SrN)

Input: pn 2 MR/ &, c(pn) BT 8 pn W 4ES, SIN R HFTEEA
BFRRFS

Output; P pn AR S FR R ETA AT E R
Description:

Lif ¥R pn BEET

2: return StN

3:else
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