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Abstract

This paper extends the work of Gottlob, Lee, and Valiant (BQD09)[[9],
and considers worst-case bounds for the size of the r@siM) of a conjunc-
tive query( to a databas® given an arbitrary set of functional dependen-
cies. The bounds iri [9] are based on a “coloring” of the quenjables.
In order to extend the previous bounds to the setting of ranyitfunctional
dependencies, we leverage tools from information theorfptmalize the
original intuition that each color used represents somsiplesentropy of
that variable, and bound the maximum possible size incnéaselinear pro-
gram that seeks to maximize how much more entropy is in thdtresthe
query than the input. This new view allows us to preciselyrabgerize the
entropy structure of worst-case instances for conjuncivexies with simple
functional dependencies (keys), providing new insights ihe results of[9].
We extend these results to the case of general functionahdiemcies, pro-
viding upper and lower bounds on the worst-case size ineraéafe identify
the fundamental connection between the gap in these boumtda aentral
open question in information theory.

Finally, we show that, while both the upper and lower boumdg@en by
exponentially large linear programs, one can distinguishalynomial time
whether the result of a query with an arbitrary set of funwdialependencies
can be any larger than the input database.
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we are concerned with deriving worst-case lsiminds for the result
of a conjunctive query in terms of the structural properti€the query, and those
of the input relations. This paper addresses the main opestiqn left by Gott-

lob, Lee, and Valiant (PODS 2009)| [9], extending size boumdde case where
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the query is applied to a database that has an arbitrary ggtrafral functional
dependencies (as opposed to just ‘simple’ functional dégecies—those whose
left-hand sides consist of a single variable—as was dori@])n [

Conjunctive queries are the most fundamental and most yvigstd database
gueries, forming the core of relational algelral[5,[15, Ignfdnctive queries also
correspond to nonrecursive datalog rules of the form

Ro(Uo) — Rl(ul) FANAAY Rn(um),

whereR; is a relation name of the underlying datab&seR, is the output relation,
and where each argumeant is a list of |u;| variables, wheréu;| is the arity of
the corresponding relation, and where the same variabl®ozur multiple times

in one or more argument lists. We allow a single relatignto appear several
times in the query, thus: > n. Throughout this paper we adopt this datalog rule
representation for conjunctive queries.

In general, the result of a conjunctive query can be expdalgntarge in the
input size. Even in the case of bounded arities, the resnlbeasubstantially larger
than the input relations. In the worst case, the output siz&, iwherer is the size
of the largest input relation andis the arity of the output relation. Queries with
very large outputs are sometimes unavoidable, but in masiscthey are either
ill-posed or anyway undesirable, as they can be disruptivgernulti-user DBMS.
It is thus useful to recognize such queries, whenever pessi®btaining good
worst-case bounds for conjunctive queries is, moreovlayaat to view manage-
ment [15] and data integration [14,]15], as well as to datdamnge [[8/ 18], where
data is transferred from a source database to a target databeording to schema
mappings that are specified via conjunctive queries. Inl#itsr context, good
bounds on the result size of a conjunctive query may be usedstimating the
amount of data that needs to be materialized at the target sit

In the area of query optimization, models for predictinggtze of the output of
a conjunctive query based on selectivity indices for refsl operators have been
developed[2Z, 12,/6]. The selectivity indices are obtawviadsampling techniques
(see, e.g.[[19, 11]) from existing database instances. tWase bounds may be
obtained by setting each selectivity index to 1, thus assgrtiie maximum selec-
tivity for each operator. Unfortunately, the resulting bds are then often trivial
(akin to the above* bound).

A new and very interesting characterization of the worsteaautput size gbin
guerieswas very recently developed by Atserias, Grohe, and MarxT[Bgir result
is based on the notion dfactional edge covefl0], and the associated concept of
fractional edge-cover numbei*(Q) of a join queryQ. In particular, in[[10] it was
shown that

|Q(D)| < rmax(Q, D)”" (@), €Y
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where rmax@, D) represents the size of the largest relation amBpg . . , R, in
D. In [3] it was shown that this bound is essentially tight.

In [Q], these results were extended beyond join-querieget®ral conjunctive
gueries (containing projections) and also to the settingvfiich the input rela-
tions satisfy simple functional dependencies. This wotfottuced a new coloring
scheme for query variables, and, accordingly, the associaf a color number
C(Q) with each query). Roughly, a valid coloring assigns a s&tX) of col-
ors to each query variabl& and requires that for each functional dependency
XY — Z, the colors ofZ are contained in the union of the colors BfandY .
Thecolor numberC(Q) of @ is the maximum over all valid colorings @ of the
quotient of the number of colors appearing in the output, (head) variables of
Q@ by the maximum number of colors appearing in the variablesngfinput (i.e.,
body) atom of@. It was shown that for a quer§ and databas® with a set of
simple functional dependencies,

1Q(D)| < rmax @, D)°(@).

In this paper, we attempt to extend these results to the chseswve have a
general set of functional dependencies (including comgdunctional dependen-
cies of the formX, Y, Z — W.) In this setting, while the lower bound given by the
color number holds, we illustrate that the color number mmyér provides an up-
per bound on the worst-case size increase. In fact, we mravidmily of instances
demonstrating that there is a super-constant gap betwedruthsize increase and
the bound given by the color number.

In order to provide size bounds in this general setting waireanachinery be-
yond the color number. We use tools from information the@yedoped to analyze
the precise interactions of multivariate distributions.sbme sense, this approach
formalizes the original intuition of the coloring schemeéiatt each color used rep-
resents some possible entropy of that variable. We coristriireear program with
entropies as the variables and the exponent of the worstsias increase as the
solution. Functional dependencies can be encoded as amtstin the linear pro-
grams. The difficulty is determining which additional caastts must be added to
the linear program to ensure that the solution is realizabla database instance.

This question, as it turns out, is crucially related to an ahdl ongoing in-
vestigation at the heart of information theory: “which epy structures can be
instantiated in multivariate distributions?” [20,124] A8,[17[7]. We cannot show
that our upper bound is tight in this general setting, andebelthat an explicit
(even exponential-sized) characterization of the woasecsize increase is unlikely
without significant advances in information theory.

Nevertheless, the formalism and tools from informatiornotigeshed signifi-
cant light on the setting in which all functional dependescare simple—the case
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considered in[[9]. We revisit the color number, and the tightinds on the size
increase for queries with simple functional dependengiesyiding an alternative
formulation of the color number as the solution to a lineagpam whose variables
are entropies. This formulation allows us to show that thénggs for which we
have tight bounds on the size increase have worst-casedestavith particularly
simple entropy-structures; specifically, all associatedual information measures
are nonnegative.

Finally, while both our upper and lower bounds are given hgdir programs
that have exponentially many variables, we show that we eaidd in polynomial
time whether a query and set of functional dependenciesaisityp-preserving. In
particular, we can efficiently decide whether the result gliary can be any larger
than the input database.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sectidn 2 we state soseéul def-
initions of database terms, define the coloring scheme amatdlor number of
a query, and provide definitions of the basic informatiorothigquantities and the
Shannon information inequalities. In Sectidn 3 we iderttiy connection between
entropy and worst-case instances, and prove our lineargroging size bound.
In Sectior# we provide an alternative definition of the calamber in terms of
entropies, and identify the simple entropy structure ofsixgase instances in the
settings in which we have tight size bounds (the setting ithple functional
dependencies). We leverage this understanding of thepgnstoucture of these
instances to construct a family of instances that demdes&rauper-constant gap
between our upper and lower bounds. Finally, in Sedflon 5shwev that we can
efficiently decide whether a query and set of functional depacies can admit
any size increase.

2 Preliminaries

We begin by giving basic definitions pertaining to databdmsoty. We then de-
fine the color number, and state the size bound$lof [9]. Rinai define some
information theoretic quantities, and define the Shannforimation inequalities.

2.1 Database Terminology

As already stated in the Introductioncanjunctive quenhas the formR(ug) <
Ri(up)A. .. ARy, (unm), Wwhere eachy; is a list of (not necessarily distinct) variables
of length |u;| = arity(R;). Each variable occurring in the query heBd(u)
must also occur in the body of the query. The set of all vagial@ccurring in
Q is denoted byar(Q). Itis important to recall that a single relatid®; might



appear several times in the query, and thusould be larger tham. A finite
structureor databaseD = (Up, Ry, ..., Ry) consists of a finite univerdép and
relations Ry, ..., Ry overUp. The answer)(D) of query @ over databasé
consists of the structur@/p, Ry) whose unique relatio®, contains precisely all
tuplesf(ug) such tha¥ : var(Q)) — Up is a substitution such that for each atom
R;(uj) appearing in the query bod§(u;) € R;. For ease of notation, we define
rmax@, D) to be the number of tuples in the largest relation améqg.. ., R,

in D.

A (simple) attributeof a relationR identifies a column oRR. An attribute list
consists of a list (without repetition) of attributes of daten R. A compound
attributeis an attribute list with at least two attributes. A list cmtimg of a unique
attribute A is identified withA. The list of all attributes of? is denoted byittr(R).

If V'is alist of attributes oR andt € R atuple ofR, then thel”-value oft, denoted
by ¢t[V] consists of the tuple obtained as the ordered list of allesloV -positions
of t.

If V andW are (possibly compound) attributes 8f then afunctional depen-
dency (FD)V — W on relationR expresses that for ea¢ht’ € R, t[V] = ¢'[V]
implies thatt[W] = ¢'[W]. Thus each functional dependengy— W is equiv-
alent to a set containing a F — A for each element of W. If A andB are
single attributes, then the F@ — B is called asimple FD A (possibly com-
pound) attributeX” of R is akeyiff K — attr(R) holds. Such a key is called a
simple keyif K is a simple attribute, otherwise it is calleccampound kﬂ An
argument position in an atom that corresponds to a simplattapute is referred
to as akeyed position

Definition 2.1. Given a conjunctive query
Q= RQ(’LLQ) — Rl(ul) VANPAN Rn(um),

we definechase(Q) to be the result of iteratively performing the following lege-
ments:

e Given two atoms?;(u;) and R;(uy) of the same relation, with the” posi-
tion a key for relationR;, if the variable at the! position ofu; is the same
as the variable at the'” position ofu;, then for eacth € 1,. .., lu;| let X
be the variable that occurs at positidnin «;. We replace every instance of
X that occurs anywhere in the query by the variable occurrihg@sition
h of u, and proceed with the updated’s. Finally, we remove the term
R;(u;) from the conjunctive query.

!Note: We do not require compound keys to be minimal.



While the above definition only applies to queries with sienkéys, the chase
operator extends to arbitrary functional dependenciasjgh we refer the reader
to [16] for details.

The following fact confirms the intuition that the substituis in Definitiod 2.1
do not affect the result of the query.

Fact 2.2. [d6}[2,[4] For any instance, the result of applying the quehyse(Q)
is identical to the output of applying.

2.2 The Color Number

We restate the definitions from][9] aofalid coloring and thecolor number
C(Q) of a query, and state the size bounds of [9].

Definition 2.3. Given a conjunctive query
Q= RQ(’LLQ) — Rl(ul) VANPAN Rn(um),

and the set of functional dependencies for each input miatavalid coloring of
@ with ¢ colors is a coloringC : var(Q) — 2{L.-.¢} assigning to each variable
X €wvar(Q) asetof colorsC(X) C {1,...,c}, consisting of zero or more colors
such that the following condition is satisfied:

e For each functional dependency, ..., Xy — Y,

L) clJLx).

Definition 2.4. Thecolor numberof a queryQ = Ro(ug) < Ri(ui) A... A
R, (un), denotedC(Q), is the maximum over valid colorings @f of the ratio of
the total number of colors appearing in the output variablgs to the maximum
number of colors appearing in any givenr, for ¢ > 1. Formally:

‘Guoﬁ Xj
C(0) = max | Ux; eup £(X5)]

colorings max;>1 | UX], cu; E(Xj)| .

The main theorem of [9] is that the color number yields a tightind on the
worst-case size increase of general conjunctive quertbsrenithout functional
dependencies, or with a set of simple functional dependsn@r simple keys).
Formally, the following theorem is proven:



Theorem (Theorem 4.7 from[9]) Given a queny@ = R(ug) < Ry(u1) A ... A
R, (un,) and set of simple functional dependencies,

1Q(D)| < rmax(Q, D)C(chase(@),

Furthermore, this bound is essentially tight: for aNy> 0, there exists a database
D with rmax@, D) < rep(Q) - N, and|Q(D)| = NC(@) whererep(Q) is the
maximum number of times any specific relatidnappears inQ.

Additionally, it was shown that, in the setting in which gealefunctional de-
pendencies are given, the color number yields a lower bo8pdcifically,

Proposition (Proposition 6.3 from[9]) Given a queny®@ = Ro(ug) < Ri(ui) A
.. A\ Ry (uy,) and set of functional dependencies, there exists an instahin

which
rmax(Q, D) > C(chase(Q))

rep(Q)

The proof of the above proposition is via a construction. sT¢onstruction
provides some insight into the relationship between thergais of the variables,
and conditional entropies, and we give a simplified proohmd¢ase that: = n in
AppendixA.

QD) = <

2.3 Conditional Entropy and Information Measures

In this section we state the basic definitionscohditional entropyand in-
formation measuresand then state some facts about Shannon and non-Shannon
information inequalities, which will prove useful in themainder of the paper.

Definition 2.5. For discrete random variableX’, Y with respective suppori¥’, ),
the conditional entropy oK givenY’, denoted by (X |Y') is given by

HX|Y) =Y p)HX[Y =y) == plx,y)log (p(z|y)) -

yeY zeEX yey

The following fact follows from the above definition:

Fact 2.6. For discrete random variableX, Y with respective supports’, ),

H(X,Y)=H(X)+ H(Y|X).



Definition 2.7. For discrete random variableX’, Y, as above, thenutual infor-
mationbetweenX andY is

Ve S ey iog 20
6Y)= 3 peleanny

The following fact follows from the above definition:

Fact 2.8. For discrete random variableX, Y as above,
I(X;Y)=1Y;X)=HX)+ HY)-HX,Y)=H(X) - HX|Y).

Definition 2.9. For discrete random variablex(, ..., X,, with respective sup-
ports Xy, ..., X, andn > 3, we recursively define their mutual information as

I(Xy;. 0 X)) = 1( Xy X)) — I(Xqs . X | X)),
where theconditional mutual informatios defined as

I(Xy;. . Xl Xn) = D plan)(I(X1s. 5 X 1) Xn = 20),

TnE€Xn
and where fom = 2, mutual information is as defined in Definitibn2.7.

Unsurprisingly, the above information measures have ¢éheetretic structure,
and can be represented iniaformation diagram from which basic relations be-
tween information measures can be easily read off. Figubeistrates a general
information diagram for three variables. The followingt&follow from the pre-
vious definitions, and can easily be seen by consideringsbeceted information
diagram. (We refer the reader to Chapter 3 bf! [23] for prodfthese facts and
rigorous definition of the set-theoretic structure of imi@tion measures.)

Fact 2.10. For discrete random variableX, ..., X,,, and any disjoint set&, K’ C
[n];:

H(Xk|Xk) = > I(S|Xn)-5),
S:SNK#D,SNK'=0
I(K[Xfr) = > I(S][n] = 9),

S:SDK,SNK'=0
where I(S|Xg/) denotesl(X;;...; X;|Xg), for S = [j]. Note that we avoid

the notation/(Xg|Xs/), which has the interpretation of(X1,..., X;|Xg) =
H(Xs|Xg).
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Figure 1: The generic information diagram &t Y, Z. Note that the set-theoretic
properties of these information measures allows variofsrimation equalities
to be read off from such a diagram; for examplg X;Y) = I(X;Y;Z2) +
I(X;Y|Z),andH(Z) =1(X;Y; Z)+ I(X; Z|Y)+ I(Y; Z|X) + H(Z|X,Y).

We now define the basic information inequalities.

Definition 2.11. For discrete random variablex, ..., X,, as above, and for a
subsetK C [n], denoting byXx the tuple of allX; for i € K, the Shannon
information inequalitiezonsist of all inequalities of the form

H(Xi|X[n)—giy) >0,

forall i € [n], and
I(Xi; X;|Xk) 20,

foralli # j e nand K C [n] — {i,j}.

We note that, as above, the mutual information expressiande reexpressed
interms of entropies. For exampl&,X;; X ;| Xx) = H(X;|Xk)—H(X;|X;, Xk) =
H(X;, Xkg)+ H(X;,Xr) — HXg) — H(X;, X, Xk). (Seel[28], Chapter 14
for further discussion of the Shannon inequalities.)

The Shannon information inequalities are well-understaod were, initially,
hypothesized to essentially capture the space of valid@pytonfigurations. How-
ever, in a breakthrough work in 1998, Zhang and Yeung shohegtthere are fun-
damental constraints on this space that are not captureldeb8hannon inequali-
ties, even for as few as four random variabled [25]. This actofor the lack of
tightness in our upper bound.



3 Size Bounds

We begin by giving our linear programming upper bound for wuest-case
size increase. Throughout this section, we admit a sligh$elof notation, and re-
fer to the entropy of a set of attributes of a database, irgéeg in the natural way:
given a database table with attribute gset= {X;,..., X}, some fixed proba-
bility distribution D over the tuples of the table, and two subsgts’ C A, we
refer to the conditional entrop¥ip(S|S’) whereS, S’ respectively are interpreted
to be the discrete random variables whose possible valuesstof the|S|, re-
spectively|S’|—tuples of values that the corresponding variables haveeitugples
of the database table, with probabilities given accordaif t

Theorem 3.1. Given a queryQ = chase(Q) = Ro(ug) + Ri(ui) A... A
Ry, (um), withvar(Q) = {X1, ..., Xk}, and a set of arbitrary functional depen-
dencies, for any databage,

1Q(D)| < rmaxQ, D)*@),

where rmax@, D) is the size of the largest relation amoiy, ..., R, in D, and
s(@) is the solution to the following linear program:

maximize h(ug)

subject to h(u;) <1 Vi >1
h(l’t|l‘il, R ,.Z'Z'j) =0 foreach deZl? - 7Xij — X

h(lﬂl’{k}_{i}) >0 Vi € [k]

I(zi;z|lzs) >0 Vi,j € [k]andS C [k] — {i,j},

where the variables of the linear program are the (uncoodiil) entropiesi(xg)

for all S C [k], and the expressions involving mutual information or ctindal

entropies appearing in the constraints are implicitly ciolesed to stand in for the

corresponding linear expressions of these variables (asritleed in Sectioh 213).

Proof. The first step in the proof is to establish the connection betwentropy
and worst-case size increases. Given our gdgind databas®, let ¢ be such
that|Q(D)| = rmax(@Q, D). Let Q" = R{(var(Q)) < Ri(u1) A ... A Ry (upm)

be the query derived frorp by including all query variables in the output, and
define the distributiorD over the tuples of)’(D) to be such that the marginal
distribution D,,, over the values of théug|-tuples corresponding to variables in
ug Is the uniform distribution. Note that such a choice f@ris not necessarily
unique, unlessy = var(Q). Let Hp(u;) denote the entropy of the projection of
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the distributionD onto the positions labeled by the variablesugf Observe that
for anyi € [m],

Hp(wp) _  Hp(u) _ log(1Q(D))

>c, (2

whereuni f; is the uniform distribution over the tuples &f (D). This provides the
motivation for the form of our linear program: maximizingetbntropy ofug while
bounding the entropies of eaah

To see that the value of the above linear program providegppariound on

log(IQ(D)]) . Hp(S) Lo
Tog(| 1, (D)) NOt€ that for any sef C [k], the quantﬂyW satisfies all the

constraints that the corresponding variab{&) is subject to in the linear program,

including the last two sets of constraints that represemt3hannon information

inequalities, and thus by Equation (2) the value of the gmiub the linear program
) D

must be at Ieasﬁ%. O

In order to make the size bound given by the solution to thealirprogram of
Theoreni 311 tight, we would need to add additional condsaia as to enforce the
non-Shannonnformation inequalities. Unfortunately, it was recenslyown that
even for just four variables, there are infinitely many inelggient such inequali-
ties [17].

We note that the jump in difficulty of establishing tight sikeunds occurs
when the left-hand sides of functional dependencies go teming single vari-
ables, to having 2 variables. It is not hard to show that azg lsounds for the case
where functional dependencies have left-hand sides witloat two variables can
be extended to work for arbitrary functional dependenaiisthe following propo-
sition.

Proposition 3.2. Given a query) = chase(Q) and set of functional dependen-
cies, there exists a quety’ with the following properties:

e each functional dependency @f has at most two variables on its left-hand
side,

Q' = chase(Q'),

the set of functional dependencies(@fis at most polynomially larger than
that of ),

the description of)’ is at most polynomially larger than that &f,

the worst-case size increase@fand @’ are identical.
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e C(Q)=C(@Q).

Proof. We shall iteratively remove functional dependencies fi@rhat have 3 or
more variables occurring on their left-hand sides, via tiditeon of a (polynomial
number) of additional variables, relations, and functialependencies.

Given a functional dependency; ... X — Y, we add a relatio®(X; X2 7),
with the new variableZ, together with the functional dependenci&s X, —
Z,7 — X1,7Z — Xo. We then add the relatioR’(Z X3 ... X Y), together with
the functional dependenc¥ Xs... X, — Y. Finally, we remove the functional
dependency; ... X — Y from the set of functional dependencies.

Iteratively applying the above procedure until there arenooe functional de-
pendencies (other than implied ones) with more than twaalées on their left-
hand sides clearly results in a quefy with at most a polynomially longer de-
scription, and polynomially more functional dependencigdditionally, since all
new relations are distinct, and all original functional eiegencies are implied by
the new set of functional dependenciesase(Q’) = Q'. To see that the size in-
crease of)’ is the same as that @}, note after each single iteration of the above
procedure, the size increase must remain unchanged, aaltlestaken by vari-
ables X, X5 dictate that taken by, and vice versa, defining & : 1 mapping
between tuples of)(D) and tuples of the result of the query generated after one
step of the procedure. To conclude, there is a natural mgpmtween valid col-
orings ofQ), and the query obtained after one step of the above proceuameely
ﬁ(Z) Hﬁ(Xl)Uﬁ(XQ) Ol

4 The Color Number and Entropy

We now reexamine the color number in an effort to better wstdad the types
of entropy structures that it can capture. As the followimgpwsition shows, the
color number can be defined via the linear program of The&rdw&h the addi-
tion of some extra constraints on the entropies. In padicue require extra con-
straints that enforce that all mutual information meastesionnegative. (Note
that the Shannon inequalities imply that all mutual infotiora measures of two
variables be nonnegative; however, as Fidure 2 depictsntiteal information of
more than two variables can be negative.)

Theorem 4.1.Given a quenyy = chase(Q) = Ro(ug) < Ri(ui)A. . . ARy, (upm,),
with var(Q) = {Xi,..., Xy}, and a set of arbitrary functional dependencies,
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C(@) is equal to the solution to the following linear program:

maximize h(up)
subject to h(u;) <1 Vi >1
h(xe|aiy, ... x5;) =0 foreach f.d.X; ..., X;, — X,
I(@iyss o520 |Tw —ay,iy) = 0 Vsets{in, ... i;} =S C k],

where the variables of the linear program are the (uncowodiil) entropiesh(xg)
for all S C [k], and the expressions involving mutual information or ctindal
entropies appearing in the constraints are implicitly cioiesed to stand in for the
corresponding linear expressions of these variables (asrilged in Sectioh 2]13).

Proof. We first show that given any valid coloring achieving colomberC(Q),

we can find a feasible point for the linear program with vali&?). Given a valid
coloring in which at most: colors occur together in the labels of any input atom,
for every setS C [k], we set

es L(X5) — Ujeg £(X;
gy  Dies 2050 = Usgs £C501

r

wherel (S| _g) denoted (z;,; . . . ; i, [Tk —g), With S = {X;,,..., X;, }. Note
that thes@™ mutual information values are sufficient to determine tHaesof all
variables in the linear program. In particular, th@emutual information mea-
sures are the values that would appear in an informationatiagFrom Fadt 2.10,
for any disjoint setsl", 7" C [k], we will now express/ (T'|z) in terms of the
color labels. We note that for distinct sefs, .So, the corresponding sets of labels
ﬂiesj L(X;) — Uigsj L(X;) will be disjoint, because these sets consist of exactly
those colors appearing in the labels of each elemerst; aind not in any of the
labels of elements not ifi;. Thus the sum in FaEt2.]10 may be expressed in terms
of the size of the union of these sets frcontainingT” and disjoint from7”. It

is straightforward to see that this union consists of eyabtbse colors appearing
in the labels of each element @fand not in any of the labels of elementsdf,

yielding:

It is now easy to see that this construction yields a feagiblat for the linear
program. First observe that all the information inequeditare trivially satisfied,
since for every se C [k], I(S|z;—s) > 0 in our construction. To see that the
equality constraints given by the functional dependenaresobserved, note that
the dependency, ..., X; — X implies thatC(X,1) — U, £(Xi) = 0,

i€(y]
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and thus in the above assignmehy;.1|z(;) = 0, as desired. (Note that, by def-
inition, h(x;y1|x[;)) = I(x;41]7[;)).) Finally, to see that the first set of constraints
are observed, note that for apy< &, h(z(;) = g st srpj0 L (S12(5-s), which,

by our construction, is preciselw, which is bounded by 1 whenevér
is the index set of an input atom, and which will equgk?) when S is the index
set ofug by the definition of the color number.

For the other direction, given a rational feasible pointtfog linear program
with objective function value, where all variables have valueg/q, for integers
r;,q, With ¢ being the common denominator, we will construct a colorinthw
color numberC(@). The final set of constraints of the LP implies that for any set
S C [K], I(S|zp)-s) = %2 = 0. Furthermore, since our feasible point is rational,
rs € N. To populate our coloring, we begin with the empty coloringg #éhen for
eachS C [k], we addg - i(S|z—g) unique colors to the labels of alf; for which
i € S. To see that this coloring obeys the functional dependenaiete that for
Xi,...,X; = Xj11, we have thatl (x;,1|X];) = 0, and thus by Fadt 2.10, for
anyS C [k] —[j] such tha +1 € S, I(S|X|3—s) = 0, from which it follows that
in our constructionC(X; 1) € U;¢(; £(X;). Finally, to see that the color number
is at least the value, of the linear program, note that by Fact 2.10, a total of

> q-I(S|Xp-s) = ¢ M(X5s)
SCk] s.t. SNK#0)
unique colors are assigned to each &gt and thus the color number is at least
h(ug), as desired. O

Remark 4.2. From the above characterization of the color number, itdaié that
for all the settings in which the color number yields a tightibd on the worst-case
size increase (i.e. when no functional dependencies amfseke or only simple
dependencies), there exist worst-case instances whosesponding information
diagrams have only nonnegative entries.

4.1 A Super-Constant Gap

Leveraging the understanding of the entropy structuresdtecompatible with
the color number given by the previous theorem, we now shaw tthere is a
super-constant gap between the exponent of the true wasstsize increase, and
the color number (in the case of general functional dependsn We suspect,
however, that in the majority of practical applicationdsthap between the upper
and lower bounds will be small.

Theorem 4.3. For any fixed constant € R, there exists a conjunctive que€¢y
and set of functional dependencies, and dataliassuch that@Q(D)| > rmax(Q, D)*C(chase(@))
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HOXG 1 X, Ko X)X
Figure 2: The information diagram of; i, ..., X4 1 in our construction fok = 4.

Note that any set of size 2 or more contains all the entropylldbar variables.
The negative mutual informatioh( X 1; X1 2; X1,3; X1,4) = —2 suggests that no
valid coloring can closely approximate the entropy stregtuvhich is leveraged
in our construction to yield a super-constant gap betweercthor number and
worst-case size increase.

Proof. We shall construct a family of queries, and associated datbwhose
color numbers fall short of the true size increase by a sopstant factdf Fix an
even integelk, and consider the following queiy over k?/2 variablesX; ;, for
ie{l,...,k},andj € {1,...,k/2}:

k)2 k

Q=R(X11,.... Xij, ... Xpppo) « N\ RiXni o, Xe AN T(Xias -, X o)
i=1 1=1

Additionally, for eachj € {1,...,k/2} we impose the following functional de-
pendencies: given any s6tC {X; ;,..., X} ;}, with |S| > k/2, for anyi,

S — Xi,j-

Intuitively, the above construction h&s2 groups ofk variables, such that
amongst any group, any set bf2 of those variables suffice to recover the re-
maining k/2 variables in that group. The information diagram of one grot
the construction in the cade = 4 is depicted in Figur€l2. Given any integer
N, we will construct a database such that for ali € [k/2],j € [k], we have

20ur construction is a generalization of a construction ssgggl to us by Daniel Marx.
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|R;(D)| = N*/? = |T;(D)|. The values assigned to positions labeledby;
and X ; will be disjoint wheneverj # j'; i.e. the values assigned each of the
k/2 groups are disjoint. Each of th&"/2 tuples of R;(D) will be constructed

so as to be Shamiik/2, k) secret share$ [21]. That is, given the values of any
k/2 attributes X1 ;, ..., X}, /2, the values of the remaining/2 attributes can be
uniquely determined, and f&f C {X1;,..., X},

NISEif 1S < k/2,
’WS(RZ'(D))‘ - { Nk/2 jf ‘S‘ > k/Q.

SinceQ (D) consists of the complete join of eaéh, |Q(D)| = (N’f/2)k/2 =
N*¥/4 whereas the size of the largest input relation is regD) = NF/2. We
now show thaC'(chase(Q)) = C(Q) < 2, which will complete our proof of the
theorem.

First observe that it suffices to consider the case thay fer j', £(X; ;) N
L(Xy ) = 0, because, assuming otherwise, if the common coltay in the
intersection, by removing the colerfrom the labelsC(X;~ ;) for all i, we still
have a valid coloring (since there are no functional depenée between groups),
and the color number could only have increased. /et \U?Zl L(X;;)|, and

t; = |U3 £(Xi )| = X073 1£(X;,5)| denote the number of colors assigned to
the varlables of each input atom. Thus in any optimal cotprime have

k/2 Kk k/2

|U‘C(XZ,])|:Z|U ]Z|_Zri-
X1

=1 j= i=1

Next, observe that each element&fX; ;), must occur in the labels of at least
k/2 other variablesX; ;; if this were not the case, then there would exist a set
S C{Xyj,..., X} of size|S| = k/2, such thatC(X; ;) £ Uy, eSﬁ( 15)s
which violates one of the functional dependencies. Thuslliis that

k

k
> IL(Xip)] = 57

i=1

To conclude, putting the above equations together, we have

k K2
D ti=> 1L(Xi ) > 3 > o,
i=1 X, =1
k/2
and thus there must be at least drseich that; > */22i=17 — 1 5™F/2,. ang
thusC(Q) < 2. O
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5 Complexity Considerations

From a complexity standpoint, the results of the previotisnggare not encour-
aging. Both the upper bound, and lower bound’@f)) are given as the solutions
to exponential-sized linear programs. This prompts thestipre of whether one
can efficiently determine anything about the size of theltesuthis setting with
general functional dependencies. (It is showri in [9] thagémbne only has simple
functional dependencies, tight size bounds can be efflgieamputed.) With gen-
eral functional dependencies, even computihgse() can be intractable. Nev-
ertheless, we show that whehase(Q) is given, or can be efficiently computed
(for example, when all the input relations have boundedea)itwe can efficiently
decide whether the result of the query with a set of generadtional dependen-
cies can be any larger than the input relations. The pro@sen a proposition
from [9], and then reduces the question at hand to the séigfieof a sequence
of tractable SAT instances—one for each input relation.

Theorem 5.1. Given a conjunctive quer = Ro(ug) < Ri(ui)A... A Ry(uy,)
with an arbitrary set of functional dependencies, such that chase(Q), it can
be efficiently decided whether the results(btan be larger than the input rela-

tions, in which case there exists an instargevith |Q(D)| > (mlae’;f%?» o

The proof of the theorem relies on the following proposition

Proposition (Proposition 6.1 from[9]) A query@ = Ry(ug) - Ri(ui) A... A
R, (u,) with arbitrary functional dependencies is sparsity preseg if, and only
if C (chase(Q)) = 1. Equivalently, for any databasP, |Q(D)| < rmax @, D)
if, and only if C' (chase(Q)) = 1. Furthermore, ifC(chase(Q)) > 1, then
C(chase(Q)) > -2

m—1"

Proof of Theorenh 511By the above proposition, it suffices to show that one can
decide whethe€'(Q) > 1 in polynomial time. First observe that a necessary and
sufficient condition foilC' (@) > 1 is the existence of some coloridgsuch that for
each relationk;,with i > 1, there is a color; such that; € Jy ¢, £(X;), but
¢i & Ux,eu, £(X;). We will represent this condition as a setiofractable SAT
expressions, one for each input relation, as follows. Ouo&8AT variables will
be {x1,...,7uar(@) }, IN Natural correspondence with the set of query variables
V= {Xl, e 7X|var(Q)\}'

From Propositiofi 3]2 it suffices to prove our theorem in theedhat all func-
tional dependencies have at most two variables on theth&eit sides. Givep

17



functional dependencieX;, Xy, — Xy, ..., X, Xy, — Xy, OUr SAT expres-
sion for relation: will have the form

SAT, = /\ 2z A \/ i | ATy Vg Vg )A - A (25, V Tk, VT, ).
X]Eui Xjeuo

Any satisfying assignment ¢f AT; yields a valid coloring of) that uses exactly 1
color, and has the property that no variable,jinas a color, but at least one variable
in ug has a color; such a coloring is given by assigning all vagslithat are set to
false to not have the color, and all variables settae to have the color. To see
this, note that the first part of AT; ensures that no variable occurringuipcan be
true in a satisfying assignment; the second parbdfl; ensures that at least one
variable in the output projection will be colored, and thedipart of SAT; ensures
that the functional dependencies are respected. Sincesanf\&lid colorings can
be combined to yield a valid coloring (by lettindy »(X;) = £1(X;) U L2(X;)), it
follows that if, for alli = 1,...,n, SAT; is satisfiable, then there exists a coloring
with n colors, yieldingC(Q) > 25 > 1. Conversely, if, for some, SAT; is
not satisfiable, then there is no valid coloring of the vddatn which some color
appears in the output projection but not in the coloring ahaable ofu;, in which
caseC(Q) = 1.

What remains is to verify that' AT; can be solved efficiently. We start by
decomposingd AT; into its three basic componentSAT; = Cy A Cy A Cs, Wwhere
C1 = Axjeuw, 725> C2 = Vi euo T NG = Ny (25, V 2k, V 2, ).
We start by removing all variables from C, that appear negated (. Then, we
simplify SAT; via a series of at most/| ‘passes’. In each pass, we traverse each
clause(z;, V xg, V —p, ) of Cs; if x,,, occurs inCy, then we remove the clause
(xj, V xy, V ~zy,) from C3 and proceed. Otherwise, if eithey, , or x;, occur
in Cy, we remove the occurring variable(s) from this claus&’inand proceed.
Finally, if a clause ofC'; consists of a single negated literak., we remove that
clause fromCs, and add the literal t@;. If no new variable is added 0, during
a pass, this means that no additional passes will alter guses$, so we halt.

It is not hard to see that each pass does not alter the sdtigfiabthe expres-
sionCy A Cy A C5. Furthermore, since each pass either adds at least onelearia
to C1, or is the last pass, there will be at m¢gY passes. If at any point a clause
in C'3 becomes a single literal; that also occurs 6, or Cs consists of a subset
of the variables occurring 6y, thenSAT; is clearly not satisfiable; if this does
not occur, then no additional passes will alter the claused,a satisfying assign-
ment forS AT; is given by setting all the variables @} to be false, and all other
variables to bérue. [
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6 Conclusions

We view the main contribution of this work as establishingrenfconnection
between worst-case size bounds and multivariate entropgtstes, allowing the
tools of information theory to be leveraged towards datalzasalysis. This con-
nection promotes two main lines of future work. The first dii@n is investigating
whether one can explicitly characterize the worst-case isierease, even if that
characterization is exponentially large. It is also comalele that, while exactly
characterizing the size increase might not be possiblecanexplicitly (and pos-
sibly even efficiently) compute an approximation of the vixmase size increase.
This seems like a deep and challenging question, and sucsul veould likely
involve a significant advance in the understanding of thecaiire of non-Shannon
type information inequalities.

The second direction is investigating which types of entrepuctures arise
from databases and their associated queries in practiceh &u investigation
would help determine where practical instances lie on tleetspm between the
basic color number bounds and the more intricate bounds edBm3.1L. Such
database measures as sparsity and treewidth were intobeitte corresponding
goals in mind, and have proved effective at succinctly aapguthe ease with which
certain database operations can be done. We propose theifglmeasure of the
entropy structure of a database and associated query, hoffethat it will suc-
cinctly capture this new facet of database complexity, agested by the results
of this paper:

Definition 6.1. Theknitted complexityf a database with respect to a query is the
ratio of the sum of the absolute values of the mutual inforomat of all subsets of
the query variables, to the sum of the (signed) mutual in&tions of all subsets
of the query variables.
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A Simplified Proof of Proposition 6.3 from [9]

For clarity, we state and prove the proposition in the caaedhch input rela-
tion occurs only once in the query, and thds= chase(Q).

Proposition A.1. Given a queny@ = Ry(ug) < Ri(ui) A ... A Ry(u,) and set
of functional dependencies, there exists an instanée which

1Q(D)| > (rmaxQ, D))

Proof. Given an integefV, and any valid coloring witll colors, withd’ < d colors
appearing in the labels of the output variables, such tieatdforing achieves color
numberC (@), we shall construct an instance Bfwith the property thaltQ (D)| =
N% and rmaxQ, D) < N¥/¢(@),

Consider a table of arity, with attributesCy, . .., Cy, corresponding to each
of thed colors. We construct the tableto haveN tuples, such that the projection
TGy seonsCiy (D) of D onto anyk attributesC; , ..., C;, has sizeV*. We denote the
N values that a given attribut€; may take by the values, ..., iy. (ThusT is
just the total join of thel columns of sizeV.)

Next, we populate a given relatid®y, that has variableX, . .., X;, in the cor-
responding aton;. Assume, without loss of generality that in the given calgri
of Q, U=y £(Xi) = {1,...,q}. We populate?; with N tuples derived from
the N7 tuples inc, ... ¢, (T), where the values that attribut€; takes are given
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by an ordered list of the values taken by s that are in(X;). To illustrate,
sayq = 3,and(1.,2.,3.) is atuple ofrc, .. ¢, (T), if R;(XY) appears irQ, and
L(X)={1,2}, L(X) = {2,3}, then we add the tuplf1.,2.], 2., 3.]) to R;, with
the value(l., 2.] appearing in the first attribute @t;. From the definition of valid
coloring, it follows that the constructed database sasisilefunctional dependen-
cies. Additionally, by construction, if all variables a@ped in the output, alN ¢
tuples would appear in the output, and thi$D)| = N . For each input relation
R;, we have|R;(D)| = N*, wherek = | Uxew, £(X)], as desired. O
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