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ABSTRACT

Recent work proposed learned index structures, which learn the
distribution of the underlying dataset to improve performance.
The initial work on learned indexes has shown that by learning
the cumulative distribution function of the data, index structures
such as the B-Tree can improve their performance by one order
of magnitude while having a smaller memory footprint.

In this paper, we present COAX, a learned index for multidi-
mensional data that, instead of learning the distribution of keys,
learns the correlations between attributes of the dataset. Our
approach is driven by the observation that in many datasets, val-
ues of two (or multiple) attributes are correlated. COAX exploits
these correlations to reduce the dimensionality of the datasets.

More precisely, we learn how to infer one (or multiple) at-
tribute C; from the remaining attributes and hence no longer
need to index attribute Cy4. This reduces the dimensionality and
hence makes the index smaller and more efficient.

We theoretically investigate the effectiveness of the proposed
technique based on the predictability of the FD attributes. We fur-
ther show experimentally that by predicting correlated attributes
in the data, we can improve the query execution time and reduce
the memory overhead of the index. In our experiments, we reduce
the execution time by 25% while reducing the memory footprint
of the index by four orders of magnitude.

1 INTRODUCTION

Multidimensional data plays a crucial role in data analytics appli-
cations.Indexing multidimensional data, however, is challenging
as the curse of dimensionality hits: with every additional dimen-
sion indexed, the performance of the index degrades. A promising
approach to tackle the curse of dimensionality is using machine
learning techniques and exploit patterns in data distribution for
more efficient indexing. For example, learned indexes automat-
ically model and use the distribution of the underlying data to
locate the data records [5, 11, 15, 21, 22, 28] and the idea has been
extended to indexing multidimensional data [28].

In this paper we develop a new class of learned indexes for
multidimensional data that uses dependencies between attributes
of either the full or a subset of the dataset to improve perfor-
mance of the index structure. Our approach is motivated by the
observation that it is common in real-world datasets for two or
more attributes of the data to correlate. We argue that by tak-
ing learned indexes to the multidimensional case, in addition
to learning from CDF of the data, we can also learn from rela-
tionships between attributes of the data such as the correlation
between id and timestamp, a common case in real-world datasets;
or between flight distance and flight time in an airline dataset.
The idea of learning the relationship between attributes of data
has already been used to improve estimating the selectivity of
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a given query and thus to improve query optimizers [18] and
one-dimensional secondary indexes [35]. We take this idea a step
further to indexing multidimensional data.

More precisely, we develop models that explain correlations
in the attributes of the data and we show that a multidimensional
index does not need to index every dimension if some attributes
are correlated. The index only needs to store one dimension per
each group of correlated attributes, thereby effectively reducing
the dimensionality of the dataset. In case a query targets an
attribute C; that is not indexed but there is another indexed
attribute Cyx correlated to C; (Cx — Cg), we use our model to
check which range of values in Cyx correlate with the query and
run a translated query over the indexed attribute instead. As
we show experimentally, the suggested approach significantly
shrinks the memory footprint of the index, by four orders of
magnitudes depending on the number of the FDs and their degree
of correlation, while improving the overall lookup time of the
indexes by 25%.

2 RELATED WORK

Our ideas build on model-based indexes, including learned in-
dexes and interpolation search, as well as spatial indexes.

Recently, it was suggested that models driven from data can
improve the lookup time of indexes and reduce memory footprint
in what are called learned indexes [22]. In a learned index, the
CDF of the key distribution is learned by fitting a model; then
the learned model is used as a replacement for the conventional
index structures (such as B+trees) for finding the location of
the query results. Index learning frameworks such as the RMI
model [22] are capable of learning arbitrary models, although
a further theoretical study [7] have shown that models such as
linear splines are effective for most real-world datasets. Spline-
based learned indexes include Piecewise Geometric Model index
(PGM-index) [9], Fiting-tree [11], Model-Assisted B-tree (MAB-
tree) [16], Radix-Spline [21], Interpolation-friendly B-tree (IF-
Btree) [15] and others [25, 32]. A comprehensive comparison of
learned indexing approaches can be found here [8].

COAX is inspired by hybrid learned indexes that combine
machine learning with traditional indexes structures, includ-
ing RadixSpline [21], FITing-tree [11], Interpolation-Friendly
B-tree [15], and MADEX [16]. Hybrid learned indexes have been
well explored in the one-dimensional case. For example, RadixS-
pline [21] uses radix-trees as the top-level model while FITing-
tree [11] and IFB-tree [15] use B+-tree as the top-level index
structure. Then they use a series of piecewise linear functions
in the leaf level. Furthermore, adaptability and updatability of
learned indexes have been explored in a similar area [5, 14]. Fi-
nally, in the multivariate area, learning from a workload has also
shown interesting results [17, 28].

Besides the main trend in learned indexes (focusing on range
indexing), machine learning has also inspired other indexing
and retrieval tasks. This includes bloom filters [4, 27], inverted



Learned
Soft-FD
Index

Merged output

Outlier
Index

Figure 1: The suggested index structure: a primary index
(top) indexes only one dimension from each group of cor-
related attributes, while a small outlier index handles the
outliers and guarantees retrieval of all results.

indexes [36], conjunctive Boolean intersection[30], learned in-
dexing for strings [34], rule-matching [23, 37], and computing
list intersections [3].

Another direction that we exploit in this paper is the statisti-
cal dependency between the attributes (data columns), i.e., the
notion of soft functional dependencies (Soft FDs) [18, 35], which is
a relaxed definition of FDs. A soft FD between X and Y means
that the value of X determines the value of Y with a high proba-
bility, i.e., we can predict Y using X but there might be errors in
prediction, for example, from Flight departure time we can deter-
mine the approximate arrival time. Soft FDs have been mainly
used for selectivity estimation in query optimization [18, 19, 24],
designing materialized views and indexes [20], data integration
from multiple data sources [33], and reducing the number of sec-
ondary indexes [35]. In this work, however, we aim to design an
index structure that uses soft FDs to decrease memory footprint
and accelerate query execution in a multidimensional index.

In contrast to the related work like HERMIT, which is based
on unclustered secondary indexes, COAX builds a multidimen-
sional primary index, which is more efficient for range indexing
as it does not require heavy join operations for multidimen-
sional queries. Moreover, related work only considers cases with
a small percentage of outliers (the records that do not follow
the dependency pattern) while COAX consists of two indexes
where the outliers are organised as a separate multidimensional
index, hence supporting datasets with a much ‘softer’ functional
dependency, i.e., a considerable number of outliers (e.g., 25%).
Finally, previous work on soft-FD requires the DBA to manu-
ally introduce all soft-functional dependencies and handcraft the
index layout for the soft-FD, which is very time-consuming for
the DBA. COAX, on the other hand, automatically detects the
correlated columns and works with any multidimensional index
structure.

3 APPROACH OVERVIEW

We are interested in exploiting correlations in a multidimensional
dataset to build a more efficient index. The key components of
COAX, illustrated in Figure 1, are as follows:

e Query translation. The core idea of COAX is that to build an
n-dimensional index on a data where m attributes are highly
correlated with the other n — m attributes (i.e., m dependent
attributes), we can build a multidimensional index on the n—m
attributes which results in a much smaller multidimensional
index. If a query constraint targets one of the dependent at-
tributes, COAX transforms the constraint into another con-
straint on one of the indexed attributes. Query translation uses
a model that predicts the dependent attributes using a set of
indexed attributes, along with the tolerance margins.

o Learning the correlations. COAX detects whether a func-
tional dependency exists between two or more attributes, and

evaluates whether the dependency can be effectively modelled
in the presence of outliers.

e Learned Soft-FD index. We apply a pre-processing step to
our data. We use the learned correlations to separate data
that agrees with the learned dependency from the remaining
points that are regarded as outliers. We create a primary index
on the data points that have up to a certain deviation from
the learned correlation (i.e., those that are within a certain
tolerance margin around the fitted line). The primary index
only indexes one attribute per each set of correlated attributes.
For the rest of the correlated attributes, a model is learned
to represent the correlation between indexed attributes and
learned attributes is used to execute queries. If a query targets
a dependent attribute C; that is not indexed but is correlated
with an indexed attribute Cy, then the learned correlation
model converts query constraints targeting C,4 to an equivalent
constraint on Cy.

e Outlier index. Data points that do not fall within the tolerance
margin of the soft FD model are excluded from the primary
index and are indexed with all dimensions in an outlier index,
which is a typical multidimensional index structure.

4 COAX QUERY TRANSLATION

Let us consider the simple case where we want to answer queries
on two attributes C; and Cy:
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SELECT » FROM tbl WHERE
AND gev <Cy<gq

q{"w <Ci<q

We define a query by a rectangle characterised by its lower-

most leftmost point ( qllow, qlzow) and uppermost rightmost point

q’lligh, qgigh). Note that with this setting, we can express the

case where, for example, only the first dimension is queried by

defining q;”y " — o and qlz"w = —oo. Similarly, we can express

point queries by defining the lower and upper points to be equal.

Suppose that the attributes to be indexed are correlated, i.e.,
there is a soft functional dependency between one attribute, say
Cyx (the indexed attribute), and another dependent attribute C;. In
this case, a range index can be built on only one of the attributes
(Cx), and the query constraint that targets a non-indexed at-
tribute C; can be mapped to equivalent query constraints on
the indexed attribute using the prediction model and its error
bounds. To do this without loss of accuracy, we need an oracle
dependency function i : Cx — Cy that calculates the value of
C,4 based on a given Cy for each row in the dataset. Because in
practice finding such an oracle function may prove impossible
for a soft functional dependency, we must relax this concept and
allow our model to instead estimate an approximate value for Cy,
ie., lﬁ :Cx = Cy

Similar to learned range indexes [22], using an approximation
without any bounds is impractical since we want to avoid scan-
ning the entire dataset. We must therefore define a tight error
bound for the approximation. To do so, we argue that once a
significant majority of the values of the dependent attribute Cy4
are very close to the values predicted by 1/; model. For any point
(px> pa) € (Cx, Cyg) in our primary index we have:

Pa € [¥(px) — eLp. Y (px) + €usl 1)

Where €1 g and €y g are the the lower bound and upper bound
error margins, or as illustrated graphically, the distances at which
the data separators have been drawn in both directions. We then
keep the records that fall between these bounds and leave outliers
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Figure 2: Query execution on the primary index. Query
constraints targeting the dependent attributes C; are
mapped to equivalent constraints on the indexed attribute
Cx using the model and the error bounds. The final query
constraint is the intersection of the two constraints on Cy

Figure 3: An error margin can be defined by considering
the the correlation model of the data (left) and the density
of the data records around the model (right)

aside to be inserted into the outlier index. Figure 1 shows the
process of defining the two parallel lines characterising the lower
and upper error bounds of a linear regression model, and the role
of our primary and outlier index.

To create a primary index on Cyx and Cy, we only need to sort
the rows based on the Cy attribute. To answer a range query on
both dimensions, we need to (1) calculate which range of values
in the indexed dimension corresponds to the queried range for
the missing dimension and (2) scan the intersection of the queried
ranges projected on the indexed dimension. Put differently, be-
cause the data in the primary index fits in within the lower and
upper bound estimates of the model, we can tighten the lower
and upper bounds of our query for each of the correlated dimen-
sions making the overall scanned range smaller. As illustrated in
Figure 2, we need to find the intersection of the query rectangle
with our lower and upper thresholds. We then scan the records
in the indexed attribute (C;) between the more selective bounds
(drawn as solid vertical lines in Figure 2), i.e.:

high, high

|max (Fal), g™ = evi) min (a4 + eus)| @)

5 TRAINING THE SOFT-FD MODELS

Detecting the soft-FDs and learning a soft-FD model that is com-
putationally expensive. To tackle this, COAX uses a fraction of
keys rather than the full key set to train the model and evaluate
the efficiency of adopting a potential soft-FD. More precisely,
COAX only considers centres of dense areas in a sample drawn
from the dataset. We overlay a multidimensional grid on the key
space and count the number of records in each cell. We then
filter out any cells that do not reach a threshold in their count
and consider our training data to be the weighted centres of the
remaining cells. This is depicted in Figure 3.

After the training set (bucket centres) is found, we recursively
consider unique pairs of attributes and use a Monte Carlo sampler
to check whether a linear model fits the training records (Algo-
rithm 1) to learn correlations between multiple attributes. If two
attributes are found to be correlated, we save the resulting pair
along with their model parameters. In the final step, we merge all

groups that have an attribute in common and pick one attribute
in each group to be the predictor responsible for estimating the
remaining attributes in its group.

Algorithm 1: Splitting Data
Input: Centred attribute values: Cy, C4 [N]
Result: Model parameters (m, b), primary_index,
outlier_index
Cx_sample = Cy.sample(sample_count)
Cq_sample = Cz.sample(sample_count)
wy = Cx_sample.max() / bucket_chunks
wq = Cq_sample.max() / bucket_chunks
buckets = [bucket_chunks][bucket_chunks]
for i < 0 to sample_count do
| buckets[Cx[i] / wx][Cqli]l/ wgq] +=1
end
Cx_train = Cy4_train =[]
for i « 0 to bucket_chunks do
for j « 0 to bucket_chunks do
if buckets[i][j] > threshold then
Cx_train += [1 * wy + 0.5wx | * buckets[i][j]
Cy_train +=[j * wyg + 0.5wg] * buckets[i][;]
end

end
end
m, b = linear_regress(Cx_train, Cy_train)
displacements = (Cg — (m - Cx — b))
fori < 0to N do
if —erp < displacements[i] < eyp then
| primary_index.insert(Cy[i], C4[i])
else
| outlier_index.insert(Cyx[i], Cy4[i])
end
end

The accuracy and runtime of the learning step can be adjusted
by tuning parameters given in our proposed algorithm. To in-
crease the accuracy of the model, we can draw a larger learning
sample from the dataset, group them in smaller cells and define
a lower cell acceptance threshold. This, however, increases the
number of records processed by the regression algorithm and
can degrade training run time.

The bucketing step significantly reduces the number of records
the regression algorithm has to consider without impeding the
method’s ability to generalise. This reduces the training time
but more importantly, it provides an added benefit; recall that
we have already inserted our sample records in a grid index (to
use centre points of its denser cells to define our training set),
we can maintain the trained index for later use. As new records
are added, a sample of new items can be inserted in the existing
grid index without having to populate it from scratch. This in
combination with the fact that we have used a Bayesian method
for learning the regression model, can help supporting updates
on the index, as we can use the previous gradient and intersect
and continuously adjust our existing model.

6 INDEX IMPLEMENTATION

To evaluate differences in performance when predicting dimen-
sions, we need to build an index on indexed dimensions. We im-
plement our index on top of Grid Files [29] with a number of
modifications. In particular, we choose boundaries for each cell



20004

1500 1

count

1000 1

5000 lut |

0 5000 10000 15000 20000
page length

(a) Non-uniform distribution of page sizes in 2D grid layout

(b) 2D Index Layout (c) Learned 1D Grid
Figure 4: Reducing index dimensionality allows having
more accurate grids for the remaining predictor dimen-
sions

based on quantiles along each dimension and use the same num-
ber of grid lines for each attribute. Addresses for all cells are
sorted using the original ordering of attributes in the dataset.
Furthermore, each cell stores records in a contiguous block of
virtual memory in a row store format. Finally, rows within each
page are sorted based on a given function similar to the approach
proposed in Flood [28]. Sorting the rows inside pages means
that we can reduce the dimensionality of the grid by one. This
is because instead of having grid lines for the particular sorted
attribute, we can use binary search to locate items (or a scan
between two bounding binary searches in a range query).

Note that picking grid lines based on the distribution of the
dataset does not mean that we have regular cells. Although do-
ing so does reduce the standard deviation in cell lengths for
non-uniform datasets, bucket lengths are still allowed to grow
arbitrarily large. Figure 4a shows the variation in cell lengths in
one of our experiments.

The combination of predicting attributes and having a sorted
dimension means that for a dataset with n dimensions and m
predicted attributes, we only need an index with n — m — 1 di-
mensions. Due to this reduced dimensionality, we will show in
section 8.2.4 that the resulting index makes much more efficient
use of memory.

7 THEORETICAL ANALYSIS

In this section, we analyze how the performance of the soft-
FD model is affected by the margin size and how its memory
footprint compares with a multidimensional index (square grid)
that performs the same number of comparisons.

7.1 Effect of Margin Size

Figure 5 compares the area scanned by the soft-FD model, with

the area of the actual result set. We define the following regions:

e B-box (shown as a green box) is the index boundaries): the
area that contains all data points (records) restricted by two
borderlines and hence supported by the Soft-FD index. Any
data point outside of B-box needs to be handled by the outlier
index.
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Figure 5: Illustrating the notation. B-box defines the
boundaries of the index (the range of records indexed by
the Soft-FD index). R-box (red parallelogram) is the result
set. S-box (blue parallelogram) is the area scanned. The
range query (hy,[y) is shown with red dashed lines.

® R-box is the Result set, which is shown as a red parallelogram.

e S-Box is the Scanned area, illustrated by a blue parallelogram.
For the index to return all results, we need have R-box C S-box.
Both S-box and R-box are within the green rectangle with
dashed lines.

Without loss of generality, we assume that the margin has
the same length from both sides, i.e., eg.p = eyp = €. Also, we
consider linear models only, and assume that B-box is symmetric,
which means that lﬁ(x) = ax. Therefore, the two boundary lines
are defined as y = ax + ¢ and y = ax — ¢. Note that, if the model is
non-symmetric (l,/;(x) =ax+b,b # 0)orif e,g = €yp, the areas
of B-box, S-Box, and R-box are the same and we transform the
problem to a symmetric equivalent with a parallel movement.

The query constraints can be on the X-axis, the Y-axis, or
both. The constraints on either of the axes are translated to
its equivalent in the other axis (considering the +¢ boundaries)
and eventually define some S-box parallelogram as explained in
Section 4. Therefore, without loss of generality, here we consider
a range query with constraints on the Y-axis only while other
queries can be translated to this case. Given the pre-defined range
(hy, ly), ie., we want to find all points (x;, y;) where y; € [qy, [y].
Let us denote the data range on the X-axis (the indexed attribute)
as Xrange and the range on the Y-axis (the dependent attribute)
as Yrange~

We define gy as the range of the query qy = hy—Iy. The area of
R-box (the red parallelogram) is denoted as S,. R-box is the result
set, and we ideally expect the soft-FD index to scan exactly the
R-box region (i.e., the red parallelogram in Figure 5). Following
the equations of boundary lines y = ax + ¢ and y = ax — ¢ and
the definition of ¢ above, S, can be computed using the base of
the R-Box (Base,) and its height (Height,):

hy+e hy-—e

2€
S, =B - Height, = . = P—— 3
r asey - Heighty = ( 2 2 )Qy qy a 3)
For the Soft-FD model, we define the scanned area S as the
area of the S-box (the blue parallelogram in Figure 5). S; is like-

wise estimated using the base and height of the S-box:

2¢(2e + qy)

Ss = Bases - Heights = (4)



We define the effectiveness of the Soft-FD model as the ratio
between S, the effective scanning area in ideal cases, and S, the
actual area that the Soft-FD index needs to scan:

®)

Effectiveness is the ratio of the red area and blue area in Fig-
ure 5, which is affected by the width of the B-box (2¢). It can be
concluded from Equation 5 that when the margin is tighter and
¢ gets closer to 0, effectiveness gets closer to 1, which means the
area that the Soft FD index estimates for scanning match the ac-
tual result set, i.e., S-Box fits R-Box and S, = S;. Similarly, when
¢ gets larger, the ratio gets smaller, which means that the Soft-FD
model is less effective. We assumed that the data distribution is
close to uniform, otherwise the PDF of the distribution has to be
considered in Equation 5.

S,
effectiveness = — = _dv
Ss  2e+qy

7.2 The Capacity of Linear Soft-FD Models

In this section, we provide stochastic analysis to estimate the
capacity of a soft-FD index. Our key results are:

o The expected number of keys covered by a linear segment
(Theorem 7.1)

e The number of segments needed to cover a stream of length
n (Theorem 7.4), which is the capacity of a linear model for a
soft-FD index.

We also provide additional conclusions, including Theorem 7.2
which helps us explain the necessary conditions for the optimal
value of Theorem 7.1. The proofs of all theorems is provided in
the Appendix.

We assume that the sequence gaps {g;} is a realisation of a
random process {G;}, where the {G;s} are positive independent
and identically distributed (i.i.d) random variables with proba-
bility density function fi with mean E[G;] = p and variance
Var[G;i] = o?.

THEOREM 7.1. If ¢ is sufficiently larger than o, the expected
number of keys covered by a linear segment (equivalent Mean
Exit Time (MET) in a stochastic process) with slope a = y and the

2

maximum error € is %

THEOREM 7.2. Under the assumptions of Theorem 7.1, the largest
expected number of keys covered by a segment with error ¢ is
achieved when the slope is j1

THEOREM 7.3. Under the assumptions of Theorem 7.1, the vari-
ance of the number of keys covered by a segment with maximum
2¢*

4

error € is 7=
30

Even though this paper mainly discusses a linear soft-FD
model (in terms of a linear model with a margin of constant
width), one can use more complicated non-linear methods to
model soft functional dependencies that cannot be modelled
with a linear model. Among non-linear models, we specifically
consider linear splines, which are recently shown to be very
effective in learned indexes for modeling the value-to-position
mappings [9, 11, 21]. Linear splines still consist of linear models,
where each linear model is used in a specific region. Theorem 7.4
suggests the number of segments that a linear spline model re-
quires for modeling soft-FDs with a maximum error of e.

THEOREM 7.4. Under the assumptions of Theorem 7.1 and results
of Theorem 7.1 and Theorem 7.2, the number of segments s needed

2
to cover a stream of length n with error € converges ton - (;—2

Airline OSM

Count 80M 105M
Key Type float float
Dimensions 8 4
Correlated Dimensions (3,3) 2
Indexed Dimensions (Soft-FD Index) 2-4 3
Primary Index Ratio 92% 73%

Table 1: Dataset characteristics

8 EVALUATION
8.1 Experimental Setup

8.1.1 Implementation and Runtime Environment. We imple-
ment the online section of our index in C and compile it using
Clang 10.0.0. All of the indexes in our experiments run in a single
thread and use single-precision floating point values. We build
the soft-FD model using Python and the pymc3 library [2]. We
run our experiments on an Intel Core i5-8210Y CPU running at
3.6 GHz (L1: 128KB, L2: 512KB, L3: 4MB) and 8GB of RAM.

8.1.2 Datasets. We run experiments on two real-world datasets:

Open Street Map (OSM): we use 4 dimensions of the OSM data
for the US Northeast region [1] which contains 105M records;
The Id and Timestamp attributes in the OSM dataset are corre-
lated and its Latitude and Longitude coordinates contain multiple
dense areas. For this dataset we group (Id, Timestamp) for the
case of learned index.

Airlines: data from US Airlines flights from 2000 up to 2009,
which has 8 attributes and 80M records. The airline dataset is
more interesting for our experiments because it contains many
correlated dimensions. Example grouping in this dataset in our ex-
periments usually consists of (Distance, TimeElapsed, AirTime)
and (ArrTime, DepTime, ScheduledArrTime). We can reduce
the grid dimensionality to 2-4(depending on the tolerated error
threshold). Table 1 summarises the key aspects of the datasets.

We generate the queries by picking a random record from the
data. Then, we find the K nearest records and take the minimum
and maximum values corresponding to each dimension. Our
range queries are rectangles and target all attributes in the index.

8.1.3 Baselines. We compare our suggested method with the
R-Tree, arguably the most broadly used index for multidimen-
sional data, and two grid structures as baselines: the uniform grid
and column files.

Uniform grid: or equivalently the full grid, is a hash struc-
ture that breaks down each attribute into uniformly sized grid
cells between their minimum and maximum values. The address
for each cell is stored independently and no adjacent cells are
"shared/merged" explicitly. In memory, addresses for all cells are
sorted using the original ordering of attributes in the dataset.
Furthermore, each cell stores points in a contiguous block of
virtual memory in a row store format.

Column files: Essentially a non uniform grid, uses the CDF
of the data to align/arrange its cell boundaries and sorts data
within each cell based on one of the attributes in the data, thus
reducing the dimensionality of the index by one. In a lookup on
the sorted dimension, we use binary search in each cell to get
the range that needs to be scanned. Column files is similar to the
approach [28] with the difference that it does not assume that the
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Figure 6: Query runtime performance on airline and OSM
data for range and point queries. Note the log scale.

query workload is known and hence uses the data distribution
to arrange and align the grid layout.
Full scan: Every item in the dataset is checked against queries.

8.2 Results

8.2.1 Tuning. In this experiment we measure and compare
the execution time for all indexes. We use the configuration
that performs best for each index. This configuration consists of
chunk size for the full grid, chunk size and sort dimension for
the column files and COAX, and the node capacity (non-leaf and
leaf capacity) of the R-Tree. For example, we evaluated different
node capacities between 2 to 32 for the for the R-Tree index and
the best performance for each experiment (i.e., point queries and
individually for each selectivity rate in range queries) was used.
The best node size for R-Tree is between 8 and 12.

Due to memory constraints, we limit any index that would
require more memory overhead for its index directory than mem-
ory occupied by the underlying data itself.

We evaluate our results using range queries and point queries
that are drawn randomly from each dataset. We define a point
query as a range query where the lower bound and upper bound
in the matching hyper rectangle are equal.

8.2.2 Point and range queries. As seen in Figure 6, COAX
outperforms both the R-Tree and full grid. The main drawback
in the case of full grid is the higher index dimensionality and the
fact that it is limited in terms of how many cells it can use. An
example illustration for this in 2D is shown in Figure 4. This is
because with a skewed dataset, most grid cells become empty or
very small in size. In addition, in comparison to Column Files,
COAX benefits from a smaller number of memory lookups. The
decreased total number of cells in COAX also translates to binary
search on larger ranges in each cell, which makes COAX even
more efficient.

8.2.3  Effect of selectivity in range queries. In addition to this,
we run the same experiment with the range queries with selec-
tivity sizes. In this experiment we use the airline data for the
year 2008 only. The results, shown in Figure 7, indicate that the
Learned Gird does not lose performance on larger/shorter queries.
We can check whether the query intersects with the primary, the
outlier, or both indexes; and run it against the appropriate in-
dexes. For queries with larger selectivities, it is hence more likely
for both indexes to be invoked which results in more invocation
and bigger overhead for the outlier index.

8.2.4 Memory Usage. Figure 8 plot the range query perfor-
mance against memory overhead in the case of COAX, attribute
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Figure 7: Runtime comparison for range queries with dif-
ferent selectivity values on airline data for year 2008 (7M)
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Figure 8: Runtime vs memory footprint tradeoff for COAX
and competitors. Note the log scale

files and the R-Tree. The results show that all grid indexes have
a sweet spot. This is because as we increase the number of cells,
although we are likely to scan fewer items, after a certain point
the increased pointer lookups starts to hurt performance mainly
because there is diminishing returns in reducing the actual items
considered when increasing the grid size. This effect is illustrated
in Figure 4.

9 CONCLUSIONS & FUTURE WORK

In this paper we address the degradation of performance/query
execution time for every additionally indexed dimension. Instead
of indexing all dimensions, COAX learns the soft-FDs, i.e., the cor-
relation between different attributes. By doing so, we no longer
have to index the dependent attributes and can thus reduce the
number of dimensions indexed, thereby accelerating query exe-
cution and reducing memory overhead. In case the dependent
attribute is queried for, we use the model (as well as the outlier
index) to find a starting point for scanning the data. As we show
experimentally, our approach uses substantially less memory and



also executes queries faster. COAX shrinks the memory footprint
of the index by four orders of magnitude, while reducing the
query execution time by 25%.

Our idea can be extended to the case of non-linear models for
the dependency and the margins, including a mixture of models.
Also, COAX can be extended to support updates. We leave this
as future work.
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A APPENDIX OVERVIEW

In the appendix we provide a model that theoretically proves the
capacity of linear dependencies in the Soft-FD model through
the approximation of new sequences and stochastic analysis.
Then, we include proofs for the theorems in Section 7 using
the suggested theoretical model. We also include a comparison
between our soft-FD index and Grid search.

B THE CENTER-SEQUENCE MODEL (CSM)

In this section, we compute the space cost of linear dependen-
cies and the capacity of the soft-FD to efficiently model complex
functional dependencies in data. We focus on linear soft-FD mod-
els and determine 1) what is the capacity of a linear model for
modeling soft FDs with a specific maximum error (margin), and
2) if a single linear model cannot handle the data efficiently, how
many segments are needed to model the soft FDs across the entire
range of the primary attribute (i.e., across Xyqnge in Figure 5).
Following the theoretical supports of the effect of the learned
index, we were also inspired to make a theoretical evaluation of
the capacity and the performance of the Soft-FD model. Earlier
studies [10, 13] suggest a method of constructing a new sequence
by mean values or centers is widely used in the approximation
of the original data set, since the two have the same statistical
properties but the new sequence ignores some noise. Therefore,
combined with the similar stochastic analysis method used in [7],
we aim to construct a new sequence to give a theoretical support
for the effectiveness of the Soft-FD model.

We first model the dataset as a sequence of intervals using
the proposed Center-Sequence Model (CSM). Then, we perform
stochastic analysis on the CSM-based representation of data to
estimate the expected number of keys covered by a linear segment
and the number of segments needed to cover a sequence of n
multidimensional records.

B.1 Representing Data with CSM

Now we suggest the Center-Sequence Model, which represents
the data as a sequence containing intervals where the data points
are expected to be in the centre of each interval. The new rep-
resentation approximates the original data, such that the data
and its interval-based representation have similar statistical char-
acteristics. The CSM model is inspired by a recent study [7] on
learned index structures which proposed using time series ap-
proximation and stochastic analysis to compute the upper and
lower limits to estimate the capacity and the cost of using the
piece-wise linear approximation (PLA) to fit the data points to
a model in PLA-compatible learned index structure such as the
PGM-index [9]. The CSM representation makes it more straight-
forward to exploit stochastic analysis methods that we use for
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Figure 9: Segmentation of the B-box using the CSM model

estimating the space cost of the soft-FD index and the effective-
ness of linear and spline Soft-FD models. In fact, approximating
data using sequences (or sub-sequences, in case of linear spline
soft-FD indexes) is very common in related work [7, 10]. Based
on a stochastic analysis we can give a very good estimation of
the effectiveness of linear correlations and help us simplify our
model.

B.2 Constructing new sequences to
approximate the original data sequences

We explain how the interval representation is built from the
original data. We consider the two-dimensional case and assume
that the data set is relatively large and contains N points. We split
the B-box along the X-axis into n parts (n smaller parallelograms)
using intervals of the same length dx. When dx converges to 0,
n converges to oo, hence we have smaller boxes where each box
is expected to contain several original points.

Let us denote the k' interval as [t fx41], as shown in Fig-
ure 9. Within these n separated parts of B-box, if we connect the
centroids of these sequences to form an equally spaced sequence,
the new sequence will be {[(#; + ti+1)/2,y;],i € [1, N]}, where
y; is the mean value of all points in the i segment along the Y
axis. Let us denote the number of points located in the k™ part
as n;j, and the Y values of these original data points as Yoiginal-

1
Yi=— Yoriginal (6)

i Yoriginal €ith interval

We can rewrite the new sequence as {(i,y;),i € N}

For a precise CSM model, the original data points must be
distributed around the centers. If we know the distribution in
advance, we can precisely embed the distribution in the model.
However, in a general case where we cannot make any assump-
tions about data distribution, the number of intervals n should
be big so that the original data can be precisely approximated by
the CSM model. We use the midpoints of the intervals along the
X axis, say [m;, mi+1], to create equally spaced sequences.

B.3 Prerequisite of the efficiency of the model

The CSM model assumes that the data distribution on the pri-
mary attribute (X-axis) is not extremely skewed and is close to
uniform. Also, it assumes that the original data is large enough

. 5! Vs
Empty 1y,
\
X
<
>
4
o :‘
o Fog 4
: .' > Boundary lines
£ e (3 Ya) Intervals
® N3 @ Centers and margin bars
a .),y
X Axis
(1,y1)

Figure 10: Skewed data cases

such that it can be accurately approximated by the interval model.
To measure how close the data distribution is to a uniform dis-
tribution, we use the Kullback-Leibler (KL) Divergence. In our
case, let’s denote the set of X coordinates of all points is X}, and
then we need to define a new set to store all unique values in X;
that are not repeated, and we call it the unique set of X;, denoted
as Xy, and the number of unique values in the unique set X, is
Nunique- Since we have Pypiform i = 1/Nunique, Vi € N, and given
i € [1, Nunigquel, Xi € Xu, P; = count(Xp = X;)/Ni,VX} € Xy,
KL-divergence could be expressed as

Nunique
DKL Panitorm) = D, Plog(——) (1)
7 uniform, i

KL-Divergence provides a distance between the distribution
of the original points along the X axis and a uniform distribution.
Let us denote the marginal distribution function of X axis is P(X)
and the distribution function of a typical uniform distribution is
Puniform(X). When P(X) = Pypiform(X), their KL distance is
0; otherwise, the greater the difference, the greater the distance.
Since our model is under a nearly uniform distribution hypothesis,
we can test that when KL distance becomes smaller and closer to
0, our model will perform better.

Figure 10 shows a worst-case scenario for the CSM model to
represent the original data sets. Since the data is skewed and the
X values are far from a uniform distribution, some segments are
empty, hence the CSM model will no longer be equally spaced.

B.4 Relationship between new sequence and
original one.

The goal is to show how far the original data points are from
these centers. So let us assume a distribution model, i.e., we can
assume all original points follow the distribution N (y;, 07), where
the y; is the corresponding centers of the original points. The
idea is equivalent to making assumptions on the generation rules
of the original sequence given the new sequence. Then we can
directly define the noise bar/ margin bar of these centers and
say that all points are limited with high possibilities in a certain
range around their centers. Put formally,

¥ Xoriginal € [mi, mi+1]sP[Yoriginal € [yi — 201, yi +20i]] = 95%
t)

Let us define bary, = max;i(o;),i € N, then we can say it is
very possible (p = 95%) that almost all original data points are
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Figure 11: Random walk illustration. (a) shows the se-
quence of the centroids of the intervals, which are esti-
mated using the CSM method mentioned in section B. We
treat this sequence as a random walk. (b) shows the trans-
formed random walk mentioned in section 7.2, which is
used in the stochastic analysis

limited in the [ax + &+ 2bary,, ax + € — 2bar,, | before the fist Exit
Time of new sequence (i, y;),i € N

C PROOF OF THEOREM 7.1

ProoF. The mean value of the number of keys covered by a
segment of the new sequence {(i,y;),i € N}, known as MET, can
be written as:

i*=min{i e Nly; > ai+eVy; <ai—e¢} 9)

To simplify the analysis, we consider the following trans-
formed random walk, where we consider y; = Z;’:l Gj, and
set W; = G; — a. Thus, we have:

i i
Zizyi—ai=Z(Gj—a)=ZM/j (10)
= =

An example of random walk and the corresponding trans-
formed random walk are shown in Figure 11. The MET can be
rewritten as:

i*=min{i e N|Z; > eV Z; < —¢} (11)

which is the exit time of the transformed random walk {Z; };en,
whose increments W; are ii.d with mean E[W;] = E[G; — a] =

u — a, variance Var[W;] = Var[G;] = o2 and PDF fiy(w) =
fo(w+a)

Let T(z9) = E[i*|Zy = z0], be the MET if the random walk{Z; };en

starts from zp = yo — 0 - a = 0. From Masoliver et al. [26] and
Redner [31], we know that T(z) satisfies the Fredholm integral
equation of the second kind T(zp) = 1 + f_ge fw (z — 20)T(z)dz,
which for our problem can be rewritten as:

T(z0) =1+ /efg(z —z0+a)T(z)dz (12)

More specifically, when a = y, the transformed random walk
Z; has increments with zero mean and variance equal to o2 s
and the boundaries of the strip are at [—¢, +¢]. When o < ¢, the
Central Limit Theorem tells us that the distribution of the position
of the random walker is Normal because many steps are necessary
to reach the boundary. In this case, the transformed random
walk converges to a Brownian motion (or Wiener process) in
continuous time.

For a driftless Wiener Process, the MET out of an interval
[-5/2.8/2] is T(xo) = 2275
position. In our case, xp = 0 and § = 2¢, thus we can easily
conclude that MET = ;—Zz

, where x( denotes the initial

]

D PROOF OF THEOREM 7.2

Proor. Following the proof of Theorem 7.1, we know that the
transformed random walk Z; has increments with meand = p—a
and variance o2. For large ¢ the process converges to a Brownian
motion with drift. The MET out of an interval [-§/2, §/2] for a
Brownian motion with drift coefficient d # 0 and diffusion rate
o can be written as

s ddlot 4 ~dd/c? _

() = ﬁ[ dd/0? _ g-dbja”

| (13)

Clearly, we have § = 2¢, thus substituting it in the equation
above we can have
€

T(0) = dtanh(i—i) (14)

It is easy to see that the maximum of T(0) is achieved for d = 0,
i.e.when a = p, which is exactly setting considered in Theorem
7.1 O

E PROOF OF THEOREM 7.3

Proor. Following Gardiner (1985,[12]), the second moment
T>(x) of the exit time of a Brownian motion with diffusion rate
o starting at x is the solution of the partial differential equation:

0_2
- 2T(x) = ?a,%rz(x) (15)

Where T(x) is the MET out of an interval [-§/2, §/2], with
boundary conditions Tz (+£6/2) = 0. Solving for T, (x), we get

xg — 28%x% /3 +55%/16

30%

T(x) = (16)

Setting xo = 0 and § = 2¢ we find that the second moment of
the exit time is T»(0) = % thus
. 2 26
Variance = T,(0) — [T(0)]° = — (17)
304

O



F PROOF OF THEOREM 7.4

Proor. Consider a process that starts a new segment j + 1
as soon as the current one j cannot cover more than ij. points
without exceeding the error e. We define the total number of
segments s on a stream of length n as

s(n) = sup{k > 1|Sx < n} (18)

where S =i} +iy +... +if

We notice that {s(n)}n>0 is a renewal counting process of
Z, which are
independent due to the lack of memory of the random walk.
Let E[ij.] = 1/A and Var[i;] = x% It is well known [6] that
E[s(n)] = An+0(1) as n — oo, Var[s(n)] = y*A3n + O(n) as
n — oo, and that s(n)/n — A. In our case, it holds:

non-negative integer random variables i;‘, i;, el

=— and y“=— (19)

Hence, almost surely s(n)/n — A = ‘;—j. Thus, s(n) - n- ‘:—22

Given this result, we will say that the number of segments s
converges to O(n/&%).

O

F.1 Comparison with the Grid Index

To understand the effect of the proposed index on memory foot-
print reduction, we compare it with a multidimensional index,
specifically a grid index. For the sake of simplicity, we compare
the Soft-FD index against a square grid and do not consider
workload-aware or distribution-based optimizations on grids.

Consider a grid index with N dimensions. If the data has soft
functional dependencies between some dimensions, we can par-
tition N dimensions into primary and soft-dependent attributes
where for each attribute in the soft-dependent set, say Y, there
is an attribute from the primary dimensions, say X, such that
X — Yisasoft FD. Let us denote k™ the (k! pair of X-Y soft func-
tional dependency. ay. is the slope of the fitted curve of Soft-FD
model.

A grid index, on the other hand, creates an N-dimensional
array of cells where each cell stores points for specific ranges in
each dimension. Figure 12 shows how a 2D grid processes the
range query x € [Iy, hx],y € [ly, hy]. The grid scans 14 cells for
processing the query (empty cells still require a lookup). The soft
FD index, however, translates the Y-axis constraints y € [ly, hy]
to X-axis constraints x € [, h}] and the final constrains on the X-
axis is the intersection of the two ranges ([ Iy, h% 1N [I%, h%]). In the
example shown in Figure 12, the X-axis range inferred from the
Y-axis, [I}, h%], is a smaller range than the actual constraints on
X which is [Iy, hy]. Therefore, the soft-FD index scans a smaller
area (Ss) than the grid (Sgriq)- In general, S¢ may be smaller or
bigger than Sgriq depending on the query constraints, the size of
the grid cells, and the margins of the soft-FD index.

We analyze how reducing the dimensions affects the index
structures. We are interested to see "how many cells does the
2-D grid need to scan, compared to a soft-FD index that keeps
the records in a contiguous array, assuming that both indexes
scan areas of roughly the same size". Therefore, we consider a
grid index in which the number of cells is specifically chosen
such that the area the grid scans equals a constant value t times
the scanned area in the Soft-FD model, i.e., Sg,ijg = t - Ss. When
t=1, it means we have exactly the same scanned area between
the Soft-FD and grid models.
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Figure 12: An example Square-Grid. The area that the grid
scans for the range query {(x,y)|lx < x < hy,ly <y < hy)}
is marked with a red rectangle.

The number of cells that a square grid index scans can be
estimated as the ratio between the whole area and the scanned
area.

Xrange

S Yrange
t-Ss t-e  (2e+qy)/ag

We define ry as the ratio between length and the width of
s-box:

ng =

2 2
_ Length(B-box) Yiange *+ Xrange

re = - = (21)
Width(B-Box) 2¢/ 1 +ai

Then, we can compute the scanned cells in grid as:

Xrange * YRange - ak

ng =

t

(1+ai)(Yr?ange+Xgange) ( 1+ai)( erange"'xzange
- ( 2 +qy )
k

Xrange * YRange * Ok
t- (f(relag, X, Y)2 + qy f (relag, X, Y))

Where f (ri|ag, X, Y) = (\/1 + ai)(\/YrZange +Xr2ange)/rk isa
function of ry.. Given the distribution of data points and a fixed lin-
ear dependence, when ry increases, f(ri|ag, X, Y) decreases, and
then ny increases. It can be easily imagined that when rp — oo,
ni will get close to infinity as well. Thus, for K pairs of attributes
in total (K is O(d), d denotes the total dimensions), we may need
to create nj - ny... - ng = nK cells in total. It can be easily con-
cluded that if ry is larger, i.e., the B-box has a narrow margin,
therefore and equivalent grid index needs a large number of cells
to reach the almost same space cost as Soft-FD model.
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