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1 Introduction
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Example 1 (424 24 A4 VEael4 g4 Hele) o) 18 1(a)e ASH 4 A4 =
9z9) ofolh. A3k ol wAE G BAT A4

A o] AEE Brf A5 o] 2 high-capability A4 =29k 15 of 9tk oju, A& A9 ZE

o[r

L 71 B2 low-capability A =5 0] ¢

AA =ESA F71HR HolEE Adst, A4 tolHe 49 39 =52 relays FalA Al
H (base station)7}A] AEHAh Avl= HFA oz 4o A 2dHE AHEAA dLdte dd2 T
th 28 1(b)x 74 59 AN =so] A%t Y AT HoEth o] 2N AHAFY 9=
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Base Station

Base Station
(~19)
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SN i I
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1 ; ! 2 : ........ o E
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A REE @ s 9 ® AN hEE
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=4¢ 7k,

32 el Hel =

WA, B =EolA thRe ASA AA vEA T thaAl AA8] At o] AP HeE FoT
ot 27 7HE R AM M EHIS e vs 2o EE AN ES2 AWE FEE = E

SPH 2 dd5 o] glow, 22 deptholl AT AA =572 st S ol B9 3]

Definition 1 (A3 3 AM YEYZ) AZH MM VEYIE =o|7hA ER T = (V,E)E 239
th o710, VE FEZF A EYIA A3 AN =53 AW Jgoln, BFx AA =
ol 3 AN RE BE AN L (Fe AW B4 AFE FATE of X (edge) B FFolTh
Ef T Ztith 2 (1 <i<h)¥ =EE node; Bt 311, node; o] ~2E 8 A &8} o2 &2 7}
7zt 5,3 ;o2 YL wl, AFH AN HEYPIE s; < sp2e; < e BAE BEAH1I<j <k <

h). .

=R o3t A=A AMA UELITNAL Zo] Fejz He AoJE tfE) F9 of
ERES(S, AYol BAH HEHES)S 22 st thakd data spaceE 7= o, 29
= o] t}x}Y data space’}2] hyper rectangle o2 ZHFCE WL Ao A A Hol+= Lim et

al[o]o] W9 o] Hol & weo)
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Aol Mee Foptt ofuf, S =2 Ao & WHete] stte] MBRE Z T o€ merged
queryeh 3L, it o] ZF == A¢d merged queryE9] JAFE Q2 Tk 1, 38 merged
queryS9] T 2H 200|419} o] o AF Ao 2= RHAT o] TN i Lo

W E A5 B s, s meo f A3 Ao se] tha 9 ks mEof] fA% A

S A7) A8 gRE o 2S T3tk 299 Ao, 159 DY 112 q1,2, 1,39 TA HEH
o] 259] Q9] gy 0] AT}
' Query
Tier Set
1 Ql H ql‘l q1,2 ql,g ql,G q1,7
2 Q,: dg1 dg3(=0; ) q24( a 7)
3 Qa H QSJ(:QZ‘I) QS,3(=q2‘4)

292 444 Ao Wel .

Ao e Ao AT AAE AR disont s 2] AVEE el AN S W), Se| 4w Ao Y3

]

2742 WS ACRE B89 4 Utk 29 32 19 20 9k R A9 & £Askm Aok of

o). olel%

(i

¢

a9 29 Y gorv 1 39 Q014 HEAE A A {q11,q1,2,q1,3}F © tHS

dolH element(F, =57 AT FhH+ 2oy NEHREE Y3 Y=+ thAkY data

space o A H(point) o2 A E T}
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Tier Query Set

1 Q;: Hay 1} Aay ot day 33 {ay 43 {ag 53 4ag gt {ag 733
2 Q,: Hay 1,9y 9,91 3} {ay a9, 53 {ay g} {a; 71}

3 Qy: Hay 1,9y 9,91 3} {a; 4,9, 5.9, 63, {a; 73}

a9 3. FRAA gElA HE 9.
Definition 2 (t]°]€] element) AlA] =7} Aojof] 7|&H dNY NEHARES ay, ag, ..., ag® &
S 2 3E dolE elementES ABA 3T 7FA AL 2219, 2H2o] Hl o] H element= JEFHEE q,
az, ..., ag°l NS3t= d7) AY =59 Cartesian product@ A H = d-2Y ZholA oz 2349

o},

O

Ao Azle Fola Aol WA HolH point7t B Fue] TFHEAE BB

=
I

v =2

point® FHE dlolE] Fto] dF9oz dH Fo JJof &3F=AE TdeAsict F A dloj ZH
B2 A9 AS A 2o wet Hokg T EERE A T EXH)E HolHE AEsHA
Al A2 predicated ¥ 7}H(evaluation) 3t A ¥}ol| whe} o o] € elementE ZE]H 3= 28] W

o)t}

a9 4x A B dE Bo Frh o] 29 A SR tolH 35S vERdTh S
9] melo 91X A9 predicates U] element(v)7} W53 o], I Hlo|H element= 3}AFHE
o] W7t 7he) 7l A5 AoolA dsdrh 27 Ao Anel AdE Ao g1°] HelH
element v& A9 Z3}= sHA Hrt

e oA olE e REL Agstel HAAoR P HSte dueBE BN 4
gel.

33 Aol ¥% 2 Aol Ael YwelF

A7 A BF FuFS 2 it Bl AFF 7] 09 merged query AF Q.5 BT o,

e
e
Rl
AL
T\
o
il
K
rlr
x
>
b
[
o
Y
ot
(i
=
I
o
ofo
ofi

2 3ejstel, A9 Al v go] Aort HES



Tier Query
Set

1 Q: di,1 di2 di3 Ay,4 A5 A6 dy,7
A

2 Q, dz,1 Az dz3 Az
A

3 Q; a3 d3z2 ds3 3

v =(5,9)

a4

e

AR Aol A= 9.

3h= C; 719 merged queryE A/4d3H= Zlolth 54 merged query®] F 3 Qo A Ao A&
o] du} DX E o E3t7] = vl ofHrth ol A A v Lo gBed 5 VEHI g&F
Bk olyz, Ao B2 dolEe BE 5o dHA A 2L 24E0] FAdr] wEo|th

B o=rolAe dolE 2EY 404 Bad HolE A5Fe A%

2
al.[22]o| A 9] RS 7|20 & 3fof H|RE AMEHS A HIIES o] & FAstr). Xiang et al. o] A<t

rul
rsﬂ

2doAE B TS Ao el Mz AAE 99 A3 9 A (overlap region) ] =712+ MBR

fru
Ao
32
o
2
=3
)
2
=
B
o
i
)
ox
>
N
rr
of
18
rO
AN
rlo
of

o (dead region)2] A 7| & AAte g F3ta,
29(0)3 F2A(D)2] Aol, = 0-DF WL Fol, o] & Hoj7} HE S i e Wi

2 SR o)k AF FEHE Gl B WS W) B71Y WP Aoz HolH AFFS

d Ao HAHA e ZoE Bl A, A= thE 2709 A ¢; & ¢ Foll, O(qi,q5) —
D(qi,q;)2 Frol 714 & ZAEL WA ¥} Xiang et al.[22]0] A3 F AN O(q,q5) —
D(qi,q;) > 05 WHEote Ao v s Aek Ao, Alst M2 Xiang et al.[22]9] 3
o Fdstrt Al ok A Aol A threshold gEQ 05 AHEBHA] ¢ olfr= A& A735H7] fo AHE-

He AA == vRey &3S 1867 9ot &, merged query =9 Fo] AA AlA == B
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melo] BE AT 5 9t A0S FEF R AEUE 2GS YHotol AZFOEA B
3 HlolHE AE3HE A9/ BAT 5 A7) WRolth AR B, AsHs wpEel A Fe] He)
M 8-e S REA, ol 9 Aol o AR A R 2o, FAe] A%, B A4S
F G2 SHLEN, O B B nso AFES dho] volg AEFS Stk T, Xiang

et al.[22] 0] A| et WP oA & ©]

Bt

o W= A kR A S neshA eheTh

Algorithm Progressive Query Merging
Input: (1) Q={q,, gy, q,}: W dols9 A
(2) h: A YEL A9 height
(3) K={k,, ko, =+, k1 AA =20l A7d 5 8 merged query
Mo A /+k; =k, = -+ =k, 0131, k,=n %/
Output: {Q'y, -+, Q' }: 255 hT 74 €] merged queryE9] 39t
Algorithm:
Begin
1. For tier t = 2 to h begin
2. Q' =Q. /+Q=Qx
3. repeat
4, i=0,1,+,1Q/| and j=0,1,+,1Q/| G < Dell thal O(q;,q) — D(q;,q)7F H i<l
ool & g9 qF Feth o oF QoA AR Hell ekt

5 Merged queryE Q' ol 4+9) ghet.
6. until (1Q] <k)

7. end

8. Return {Q',, -, Q',}

End

19 5% progressive query merging G118 &S Ho] £t} o] &g E

rlo
o

A9 A% Q, 74
& AZH AN UENZ height h, 7t & B2 =20 488 merged query®] 9] A K5 4

o7 wolx 7+ 2HE o AT merged queryd HAESLS AATTHAY He 74 (line 3~6)°]

>
rlr
td
rin
i
o
0%

ol th3l, overlap region(O)3} dead region(D)2] 2}o], = O — DE AAFsIAL, o] Zho]
A7l = Ao #Ag Zol Wyetdt) o] AL 7t th Zof tls) A merged query A2 =277} k7t

2 w7bA) W SYEch HEH 02 A7E 2 A achlne 8).
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H3H Ao A2 daelE

Aol Hel AAL wEolq AT ToEe} 9 F9 =EERRH A5 & HolHzRH

(merge®) queryS& HE3H= AETE BH Y] FAF RE 2 A AFTHE 4TS SFA

)
Ao e FYATh webd, A9 A2 Azke BEels Bt

)
o
B>
L)
fol
o
o~
ified
-+
X0,
i)
W
Ay
A

N

9 A AL B =FRoA t}FE = F 23 889l energy U storage B]-& 7= independent 3t B] & 0]

ng AZAE SN AE g8For Yste ¢uEL 974 OFA g

Algorithm Progressive Query Processing
Input: (1) Q ={qy, a5, q,,}; tAA tierel $1A g 1<) sensor node soll A4H
set of merged queries
(2) D,={d,, d,,*-, d,} sensor node s7} A3 & data

(3) R, ,={r,, ry, ==, r }: sensor node s7} (t+ 1)HA] tier?] child sensor node& &4
Ao Ay A=A 4213 data
Output: R={r";, -, r’,}: sensor node s7} A2} A&t AHR=, (t-1)HA tieroll AT+ parent
sensor node® A% data (R, € (D, U R, )
Algorithm:
Begin
1. D=D,UR,,
2. For each data element e, in D begin
3. For each query q; in Q begin
4 if e; ¢ value”} q;¢] query region®l 3814 begin
5. Insert e;into R,.
6 break /* line 39] loop& @& */
7 end
8. end
9. end
10. Return R,
End
a6 AXA Ao A dagE
B Q) Azl FeAFONA 1 2] A e=E AAlo] AT Hlole e D, 5k oz} A}

Aol vk HAF, F (+1)" 39 4 A2 A R & AH O ot Lol Heel thol e
dole 2 A4Eti(line 1). 283, 2o ¥ 459 232 YA merged query JE Q2 vl

3o ATz e 5 Yt AL

o

B3} (line 2~9), 1 AFE RE 3to] A &, = (t - 1) &

o 9k

rlr

Ao B R EEoA AEdit) o2 A2 ek SO AN =2 B HAAA AH



7R AR Z £PE T o] EFA HEH oz Ao A}

fr

[
=

o

& 9
2 ol At ztzte] 39 AA ==Eo] B9 merged query A s oF S o)v] & glr}
T ARST FaeES AN the B 383 AgAel o3 FolKl ol¥ parameters

of wpetA] 2 A9 merged query N5E T3t FH A3 S Al g

4 Analysis

e

Zoll A= ASA AA WEAZE AT 8l 2 SollA AT merged query®] optimal 7H4+E

A
S|

o~

-

st W= A WA 412004 H§ ZE2 AL 428 o] € H 4

Sij

o=
e

&‘l

3

= AlA g

4.1 Cost model

B Rt A8 A7) AN BaW 25A u§H A%E A5 AN B2 U
#) 189 weighted sum@ 1§ ZW2 ASRTh o), 2R A W §ORE BE AN =EE B
w2 AP FEL, TelT AUA MgoRE A HA AT Hlol8 A5 FTL A

Sop!

A 1E 88 2dE 238 T2 weightd_sum= YERATE

weighted_sum = o« - = OoJE] A5 + & w|Ze] AFEFF (1)

where a = AL§ AL 98 o] A scale factor

of £AM at AUA auBT 2EA AT FLEE S weight O A AT of

H-g2 B F23H7 e 7toll wet ok gho] FoIXth &, olU A g 2v7t o S23 B4 NN = o

em Z gho] FolAAL, 2E A9 ARGl T FR3 B A= FHALZ &2 gro] FoXtk
B =RolAlE AvA anjgH 2E 2] AR FY trade-offE 93, 7 W5 FREE S5
St a = Adte] °1E 7IE aft FEA, apR AT ape AR THE scales AHEShe F HIE
ke

TdE WFe H22A o] 7IE 2 g dto] T8l e AFE o s Aot=H guideline2 =
=

2ol dlole Asae] S vEe A8 FHOL byte B9 BAHY % AHg T
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>
>
ofo
ok
kv

) 25 g9 B S vhehit

—~
[\)
~

 Evme AR Azt
w0 = 3 A5 Hoz

EEBEE:

2 2004, & dlolE AEFY A2 o Ao E BF WFste] st dojws EE AA

b
|
il

o AAE A5, Ao A WS dolH AEF] F T ehdch F W=e A48

©
e
=
2y

o] AojE Iz BE AN =50 AFE7] AsiA 223 v AgEe] &

o
fifo

it

o

=
=
Wt} =, ap= worst cased] W2 2] AFR S worst cased] H]o]E] Ao 2 pE Zho] Hh

A 1o1A, F R AHEFS W AN LEEo] AL AT §F I 2H M,

il
o’

T oy AF 2 olo wet SEE AFH = vlolH e &l s 2Adr & =2dAE UA

P

SHE AN =5 AFE = JoJEY &%E formulatedt”7] 93l merging rates A3t o] &
weighted_sum2 = #3}E target 3}e}u] ] & AFR3EC}. Merging rates= A|S2 AA W EL FoA A

2 A%

ol

o] ;wEzbe] vime) ALgere] WS Uehyu, 44 33} o] BelHth

ith Zof] 9] 2] 8} 44 7 Zojo] i
(i = 1)th ol 9]¢t %El ool

where 2 < 1 < h(h = HA YERZ9 height)

r*~'~

merging_rate =

A 150 A5, BE D ES AFHL 9L (3)

g9l M2 merging rate= Aol AFH ool TEE HAHE AL E e, 0014 14}
ol9] < 7Hth o, gkol 0ol ZH7h-9W B8] T o' ThEA o B Mg Ao HEEE 9
v gheh. &, merging rate gholl wekA] Zt 50 AlA oA A s oF & Fojo] Tt B Kt of
£ £, merging_rate7} 0 o] A A ¢F5t= HH LS naive ®WHH S centralized apporachol s 33sHA = 12

10] 9 distributed approachol &) 23}A4] Fc}.
el g, 3HE ASH = d o B9 4= formulated}”] 913, covergh= 71'd 2 A & gt} Cover+=
29 49 =L unionst G o] data space’Fol| Al A5k 2 7)o v]&E Ao sict tloly AF e

923k g2 7ol feiAs, 4 ASHE HAE 4S9 selectivity?} o R Qi AHEH =

A
rlo
o2
12
Lo
u

71 59 Ak desteh A, ol e AR HolH A9 Bx 5 58 B0

B dae Wyl fEe] WE2 A7 ARl oo te AT RS Tl o WTh HelA,

re

=R o A= coverE approximatedtAl 2@ & dle] AFRStc) A2 32 Ao AT QY coverE LERACTH
19



Definition 3 (Z 2] I¥ Q2] cover)

Query set Q = {qh q2, ", 4n } Oﬂ EHEH

Uy, € (®(0:))]

cover(Q)) =
|®(D))|
where D = data space, ®(q;) = 2 ¢ 2] 949,
|D(q;)] = e q o 99=27]

O
2 9] 50| data space’dol| uniform3}A] E25 o] 9ltia 7} a1, o 7] A nd merged query?] i
4, 5= Ao H selectivity, ci= 22l 2] coverg} 311 ES W, =4 49] cover(n)2 cover®] approxima-

tiong LERHATE.

Q
S
S
@
3
—
3
=
I

,b=1+a (4)

cover(n)L Tt 22 EAS 7R (1) n=19 ], cover(n)e] FH2 10]th(2) no ko] Z7}3ke)

. ; = Q2] cover o 5
cover(n)®] 3 linearstA Zrastchrt, n > Q3] 3 37 selectivity o] ¥, cover(n)< 9 Ao A& QY

olglgt EAEL queryso] AAE W 7HAA YEW = coverd] WIE AFTE Aol 7|t

3 Aotk 54(1) MBRE 7|92 @ Ae] W g e 25 78tk Merged query®] A

12
rlo
B

o

(o)}

¢}

ila}
X
o
of
12
il
ftfo
kel

3st= MBREZ ZHE 22, merged query®] 22| 349 3 7]+ merge

2 4o 99ES wiond FJo A7 EG F4 AU 2o & =FolA 2o F3Fol| uniformst

of wet, AAEZY AY G A7k Fasts AFORRY Atk A9 FFAAE 7Y I
o] 377t 2 A ES WA HFHE, Ao Yol Aol upek A ST AF G 27

t gl 9ok 43 999 277k 42 A PPkt Ao] = A0S WYL wWuc) A%z A

S

9% = merged query®] Ao G 277§ AANER, A7E P E = merged query=2] W47t



4318 merged queryE 2] coverE S 715HA] T} cover RdoAE Fo7l oj= AT WEEHH, A
B Go] EAHA %+ merged queryE T FA H= Ao E 7RSI h 18, o] 21 dk 9] merged

M= query9] cover X Jolo] AR k= Ao Eulo o] Jo3 o
quety L CIuery-gr] H selectjvity( 12 @0l AAA) w= A SWeR data spaces] G942

dAsHA Ae 5 e A9 o2Hd HH)=

oL

Rapsin.
o} Fo A= cover R T} merging_rateE AFE A B H H weighted_sum®] gto] A7 H &

5 3} merging ratet 9l optimal merging rates 3= S Al Al Sk

12 A= Py

2 oM WA 4.180]4 A3 merging rate X cover R - 0] 83}o] weighted_sum F21-&

==

A THAAIEE A7) B L appendix AS F11). 18|31, weighted sumS 2 A& 3= optimal merg-
ing rate® TAH O R F3rh & 12 2 Fo X A= 8 notations ]S Aottt & HojA

= AL A3lsl7] Yl 2 nodeZt A2 X2 A] 17019 sensor dataW-S A A3k 7}

ox,
o

=

% 1. 3ghu] g o] t)-23}+= notation

v}e}u| g Notation
CEEERE N
A 229 cover c
4 Aoj e HF selectivity s
Data element2] =7] d
Merging rate x
Sensor network®] height h
Sensor network®] fanout f

T4 5= 741 49] cover A} merging rates ©]-&31o] F dl o] HAEFS formulatedt A o] T

h i
total transmission = Z(d A Z(fa -~ 2?7t Ng +b))
i=2 j=2
s - (1 = ¢

wherea = ——= b =1+ a (5)
c — s

21



T4 62 F vREE AR £4S formulatest Z o]t
h
total_storage = Z( 2 ..d - fifl - Ng - xifl) (6)
i=2

£=2) 59} 424 6o 2] 3, weighted_sum< T}S3} 74},

weighted_sum = « - total_transimission - total_storage
h i
= o d YT [ (e T N b))
=2 j=2

(1 —
where a = M,bzl—i—a (7)

B =oAL optimal merging rateS 3+7] 9| A WA weighted_sumS w] &3 F o), )& 2
B sAoz BH 252 7ok 293, P 2E 442 weighted sum Ao B she] S
2 =T

evaluationdt 237} H 471 HEE BE= 2, S optimal merging rateS 3Hc} o] & 93] 2

A= 48} toolQl maple[11]2 AF&-3F5 T}

LY
5 A% %7
2 oA e AdS FAMA Adste WY FdS Hdok Alb 1 BolA e A B7HE s et
ol ARESE AR dlolet W Ao, a8 AF S AT g er, A2 e A 24AE

A A &t

22



2 =wolAE 27HA 7] Ade sT A LA e et EEe e 2elstn Al G vE
AE 2004 = Albsts Ao Az ol 71 el wlsl o] A

2l & A& F cost, = weighted sum SHAA H 253 458 7Hle BAth A3 137} 204 52

2 2SS SEtu B S HolE ASt v ARSI weight 7S] o, d 2] 9] cover, ¥ 29

9] selectivity, ¥ Aol x4, AA VEY Z2| height I fanout > Z & 67 o]t}

1~

49 A3

frt

A3, 2 =F o A+ optimal merging_rate2} weighted_sum< measureZ AR-2-3tc}. A

3 194 E= AF dolg @ BEAE 53| 73 optimal merging_rate®} weighted_sum< H| 1L 5Fo] B4

_1

2 o w2 73 optimal gho] A vlolH 2R H 3 optimal gt 2 Aol 7 fglee Ak g

H

AE 20 A B =FoA A otel= Aol W 9l progressive_approach®} Xiang et al.[22]©] A QFsl
A o] A2 W 9l iterative_approach®] weighted_sum= H] 2 3}o], ) F& 2] parameter ZtE°l 3], Al

obat= W o] 7] W E Tk o 2 weighted sum< 73S B QlTh

AP 19 AF 2= TS HlolE et FoES ARl P TH AP A AFES tlolE 9} Ao
+ uniform 22 & W2 % & random3}A] A A Sk syntactic ©] o] B] 2} A 2] o]t} o] 7] A] "unform” 3} T}=
2L Y (52 tlolH element)7} A 2] space(F2 data space) Foll Al oJt ol §| A& A 7} random 3}
A B Athe AL gu|steh Ao Age A s 271x A= b2 ez A3 5,
2 Aojo] A5 2HSE BUE AR o, A 2o cover Fel T APNA A8 LS
= A7) A8, 9 2 covers A= WHE ARSIt ZIA A oo NeE A T

M 44E A9l A4 48 st g Ae) ASst AN WA AL A4S Py olch

A9 selectivity7} T AR 3%, Ao /57t 5746 cover® S7HE — 2 7HA 7] w7, A 7

49} coverg F Aol 2A 3N A& uniformt 2o Ao] Y-S AT 4 gl7] W Eo|th 2 =FA
+ 9 2oY coverg ZE|F APANAT Do coverE AT WHeE YD FoAES AHEI

gom, ym A setuH s ge 22 Ao A eE 2t HHoeE A8d 2=

23



filo

A-ga9lck. Aol (MBR)AA ] 4%, Hlole 74014 randomal Al A3 4L Aol Jele} 2

o

Aoz dhol, 1 AL 7120R 7 AAFo] B widthh 22 A 52 A4 HYTE Hlelee] A
2, HolBE P 4o h=eHEs T = HEY domaind] %35+ ghS random3H) 7}
AEE stk 125, B4E Hol8 cementd] 57 4 stetol el dolH Y Ago] £

s gole A4S gEsinh

A& 2 Pentium 4 2GHz, 1Giga byte®] RAM-2 7}3 Linux-Redhat A]|2~®l o] A =383}t B

rir

ol Al HE] TS B doleu o] ok AFEoA et 2ol AlEdoly 223 A

®

§3ho] 4

configurationg 74 317] 7} w9 o] 5 7] wf&E oty AFoA go] AHgH = tEA S AA YES A

TP ol AH2 AsA tt R A HELS AAE F55t0 22 w

tlo

E# ole] & TOSSIM(TinyOS SIMulator)[7]3} ns-2[13]5& £ 4= itk 28, o188 7] Al ¢l

HE2 o] d& 9] dolE(eg, 157] o))< A Aelste &4 = AlFshA 7] wi&oll[22] &

woll e Zol tiEke] Ao td e st A olA AHgstrlol= #A st mebA, & =2l
AMe FoE detrEEe AR ASH A UESI B4 S Ddlsta, o @74 2
A AE AT ¢ e AEHCHE A FAs AFS s

B HoA= WA, BAH I AP o2 13 optimal merging rates WO ZH A 4.2 o A <]

. “

r

Ak u§ 2l JHEE BT

27 7 weighted sumol| A af] e WIAT o] AP} BHS Fo 3 optimal merg-
ing_rate gr-< B3 7 o] th. Opt_Merging_Rate_Ratio= 0.905 ~ 2.619 o]t} B o & o Fro] & il 0o
], Opt_Merging_Rate _Ratio+ 2.6192, A& & &3l 73t optimal Fko] E4-& &3l £+ FrE T} oF 24)
3t a2y, e a ksl Y5 A= Opt_Merging_Rate_Ratio7} 0.905 ~ 1.000 &2, Opt_Merging_Rate_E

2} Opt_Merging_Rate_S7+2] v 7} 1o] ZA}St} 28] 21, Opt_Weighted_Sum_Ratio2] ZE2 0.929 ~ 12

24



w2 49 99 FeuEg 2o

2 o288y
A o] J|4=E controldt W 2 9] coverE controldt W
sletu €
A Y EL 29| height 3,4,5 4
A Y EH 2] fanout 2, 4,8, 16 8
o] o] ¥ AE=FR  wWE2E | 7%, §8, 2o, ao - 10, ag - 100 g
AL 719] weight value o
A Aeolo] H selectivity 0.00001, 0.0001, 0.001 0.0001
A Aol x4 1,23 2
o A A 1046* 101, 1046, 52685
4 A9 cover Selectivity 2] 0.01, 0.10, 0.64 | 0.01, 0.10, 0.99
W3}
Aol W3t 0.1, 0.1, 0.1
* Ao N “A cover controldt= W02 AGH A5 NFE Sl S3(F5,1046) 22 3

3 AYES AT 8ol 2%
&l Ael
Opt-Merging-Rate_E A3 o o] 25 E] 738 optimal merging_rate
Opt_Merging_Rate_S EA A 0" 73t optimal merging_rate
Opt_Merging_Rate_Ratio 8%1%[ ‘éigzzgigzizig
13 - g .
O it S Rt | S e O g e /o1 g s
: . :
Weighted SunGein | Zygr aaTerop g Opt Aloging ater§ @ oIATST wetghied s

optimalo| Al A¥ 9 BAHS =35 3 weighted_sumo] FAFSE 52 7H2th AF ZAFox] B
vke} Zo], a gke] E7t= £ ooy A4 eFY] costol] thaF weight7} & w2 2] AFE-8FO] costo] o sk
weight 2t} AR 0 2 AXEE dl= a3E do7|2 2 weight7} 2 & tlol8 A4 costE 7t

=

AA 7= HFO 2 — optimal merging_rate”} 19| ZAFSFEZ — optimale] 2 A HA ).

25



| = Opt_Merging_Rate_S —& - Opt_Merging_Rate_E
Q12
5
oli]
B!
joli]
S
9]
=
S
8
)
8,
@)
0,/100  a,/10 a 0,*10 g% 100
a

- 7. o S 28592 ], optimal merging_rate

27 8 weighted sumol Al 9 A ]2 coverg WA B0l AF 7 #A= Fl 73 optimal
merging_rate gF= W] 23k A o]t} Opt_Merging_Rate_Ratio= 0.00092 ~ 1.008 o|t}. dejx oz Q &
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