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Abstract: Data uncertainty is pervasive in various fields, for example, economy, military, logistic, finance and telecommuni-
cation, etc. Uncertain data are inherent in some important applications, such as environmental surveillance, market analysis, Location-
Based Service(LBS) , and quantitative economics research. Due to the importance of those applications and the rapidly increasing
amount of uncertain data collected and accumulated, querying large collections of uncertain data has become an important task and
has received more and more attention from the database community in recent years. This paper introduces the principle of uncertain
data query, and surveys the advance of the research on uncertain data query processing, including Nearest Neighbor(NN) query, Re-
verse Nearest Neighbor(RNN) query , Ranking query, top-k query and join query. By a detailed comparison, the pros and cons of the

techniques are discussed. In the end, the problems in current research and some future research issues are outlined.
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2 THEHFEENERFEE

2.1 THEHBETERNERE

B 0 AN 0 0 1 E B S A B rh % 3 (pervasive ) £
TE. BN T4 3, GPS M R Gl & T4
AT RE R Y T A RO AN RO 1R 5
IR [E 25 F P B DUTE TR M B SR AT R 2 U 2 4
TCRC T 45 T 2 A R ot O A B A AT BB R AR 40 A
C &8 S HA A EE.

AN A 7 A DR 2 T AT RE % T
A IO SRASCHE (0 B 158 2 2 B 50 1% B 7 2 1 I 2%
FEIR B BB 00 52 0 () 40 - g s 2R 00 5 48 I R )
Bt £k B B AL PR AP 0 55 2 (A0 < I R B AL PR 47
AN E) B R s bR (1 75 2 (i an - R84
A ZANA M B R MED .
2.2 AHEHIEERE

AN R RS TR i AN i i R0 A TR Ak PR 1
R I, BT, 2 I T AR AR S R S
HHE L AN E B RDR KR B BB, XS R G
EE A 36 E AR Y MystQ T H AR K2 1Y
Trio ' Fl ULDBs'™  HE J9JK K2 1) MayBMS' 3% ¥ K 2%
5 Orion' 7' LA B INEE K 248 2 K21 Conquer[S: kS
AR AN 58 4 15 AL i 28 AL, AT R T ] RE A A
T LB A ABOE A G 24 A Bk Sy HL AN DL
FOME RS Y B, J5 5 BB 8 2 s B ai e S ) 4T 2 1) A 58 0
A7 (5140 : Orion) HIGZH Z W] W] DA AEAT: 72O HK

ANt R T BB T S 38 LRI 43, o e M
AN E B (attribute-level uncertainty model ) Fl1 JG2H 2% A
AR ( tuple-level uncertainty model) .

(DEERAHEER  1ER MR T MR 5
WEEE— n DICHWER. B THA — D E M
ANHE 8 (B H B HONE 38 (B 25 1) ME 58 % B R
O KRR HAR 43 A B R 1 R 18 1(a)
ML 3 AT 1)ty B o5, AL B R B R
TES 2 51, OCAH o B3 KT fE S 100 51 70, HX A8
FI3HHR 0.4 F10.6. TLL A AEHAT— & 1 5L ) B
PSS n RE I S0 45 S ST 4l Ry — A T RE 2
BB 5 117 8, X IO W 238 A 2% A AR 5 sfe AL 457)

s TR RS W= {4 =100, ¢, =92, 15 = 85 Y HESE
R P W]=0.4%0.6x 1. 0] REtH AL HIAAB00 Wik
Sl e R AR RBL M w = [ ul,
n 2N IJCEHAE, |1 1 R J0d o, WIR, B ¢, B8 JT
KA BN ool o B 2, B & 2 1R,

Tuples score
n {(100, 0.4), (70, 0.6)}
2] {092, 0.6), (80, 0.4)}
1 {5, 1)}
@
world W Pr[W]

0.4X0.6X1=0.24
0.4X0.4X1=0.16
0.6X0.6 X1=0.36
0.6X0.4X1=0.24

{1 =100, =92, =85}
{t; =100, t, = 80, ; = 85}
{4 =170,t,=92, =285}
{1 ="70,% =80, =85}
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A5 1 5 75 SE G LH A7 A8 I AR ¢ &, Il i 2k
BRI (generation rules ) KB 22 , PRI 1T 5 L3873 & SC . [&]
20a) BT 4D TCH 1ty 3 AT 2 B4 EORNL XS B
PR p (o), 4. JC4 ¢, BI43 50 100, H B R
R 0.4 206) 25 T UL Z [ A SRR R [R]— RN Ay
JGAHL A E %, AS [) B0 0] (1% 7 41 18] A 50 57 48] o 0 001
ry RNTCH, 1, Aty HF L BD ¢, A1, ASHEFIAS H B0 ; #0
Wy A ey TCHL ¢ ey AHE ST B 2(e) S ondl
FYATRETH AL S 3%, AL T T g 5 S5 ) A X R
RS, BN Wy = {1y, 1, 5| FOHER N 0.2, ATREHEA W
BAERRRNFE. AE o MITdm X RZE T K
AR A S B 2 A, AT RE LAY ) IR A
PriW] R & A ORIy A RE 3R pw (7)) YA, B
Priw] = || "pwCr). A BB vy (9483 puo Cr,) 4L 45
PIFEIE 2 o~ W= e 0 o () = p(2); 2 n
~W= O, pw(r)=1- Zlerp(tj).

tuples  score §20] ID  rules
4 100 0.4 n {1}
5 92 0.5 o {nu}
f 80 1 _n
t 70 0.5
@ ®
world W Pr{w]

{13} p(t)p(®)p(t) =02

{ttssta} p(t)p(5)p(t) =02
ftr s} (1-p(®) p()p (1) =0.3
{tsta} (1-p(®) p(t)p (1) =0.3
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BRAE O AR 2 i b B3 S A i W8 7 4K , —Fh TR By
ISR LE A 58 % 52 14 1] B (= X I8 5 45 %2 /Y
(] fi (B IX ) B, SR 5 THROX Se X R AR AR T,
A ITIERCRAIRT , PO — R B i % g b A R D
R0 G T A AR T TBRAEL Y SRR 1 5 b FE MR
BRRSORI A 36 7] B (B X)) MRS B0 T, Al LU i 75
TR R 2 e R 1T R 1] B (= X380 7Y
FEATN S (R AR ZE A T 5 ), I AN 1 7 B30 i A
W LA SRR T BRAELAF 5 SR AFAE RG] (F140 2 R-tree)
Hh, X RIS A B IR T R

(D—#®FR5|FE —4ER5IIkES R E
PRECR Y B BT A AN 18 72 0 RAE A E () B 9 O B R
VAR N SRy AR RS R R e I s A
RO MITEZLRLT Rotree, B> 8] 15 50 19 SR 3
FOAEFEFIE AT 1 4L, B 119 5 5 AMIE AL T
> H1 28] 8 E LA 0T 7 18] o Fr) ABE 25 1] BIR B 4 A )
25 1 R D AN 2 AR 1) R G 3 3 PR
RS AR A A9 J7 15 U PTI( probabilistic threshold in-
dexing)", B I FH - bound $ A i e 7 HEE T ] B 5 1A
PTQ( probabilistic threshold query) . PTQ Z ] 1% [8] DL As /0>
FIIBRME p (A8 3 A0 T 18] B i [ A 1) B A AN 2 X
% . x-bound * A4S T I+ & — IR WO FL 7 5 B 4G 1A

im0 [ () = A

Ll
M. rb(x)
[ i = o Bt b AR

NRFERE, L MR, M, A A, M. b () F M.
rb ()R M; PORESETTIRAE B 245 TRl B {1

Q) EHESIFHE  PITRGILAEL P —4E A1 &
Blls, s BRI LY R PTL R | B 24058, LAb il 45
E DX AN Bff 2 B A 1 BOE XS o MU E X I
Ho. ur, LHER 25 X 3], PCR( probabilistic constrained re-
gion) WIS EHL I L, Lo L, B, HRETE
L WA L WA L R L, XL, H PCR
AL R AR 2 A B TTERAE p, B0 X F 1, WIAT

|71 remayde=po e, ) i i
BORE A HISTAA R TR 0 AT R g 1O B

KF, RIALHET o S B R AL R M A LI o 5
IS AL, A0 2 0 5 g WRRTE X r, ANHE 1), 1Y
AN S TR o W BUAE v, M AIHER/N T p L X D
JESCRHT MR A BR RG] U-tree ') %%
1A BR A A 2 BRHRR 1) 20 R

QG)BIHERSIAE v BIE M EHER 5 ik
BTGB R B HER 5|, A A B 44—
Fh g NEIHER B 50K E , — AN 5 = 7E
G F A RIS SR HIBEAIL V7 1) 7 125, 45 DR P 5 16 5 7Y
P 471 2 e HROABE 5388 Wl HF 1Y 5 41 S sl 25 i 45 4 (49 2
B-Tree) LAJ7 55 14 AFUMBRA5AE , R T B-tree 1 R 5K
TR T R HE R TR AL BN E 1 43 284K
Wi, 1% BPAE R 3 HER 5] (probabilistic inverted index)[“] R
IR HNERE R Xf W BE A JC AL, FE N RS R Ry on 4L BT s
RO 2885 B, AR R (uple-id )RR 52 BUS 6 /Y
MEARZH B 48 2R 3k R B e o DG P5C A5 3R] H A ok D s g
IR R AN FR b BB RE AN 0 X 4, AR JE DIk B i ik
X G EAs ANl 2 T BRAE AR AR O XS 55 o 1 O A b 3
PETQ( probabilistic equality threshold query VA, SCHR[11]
THR TAHE 3 3ME 8T DL K BA s BE 32 19 91 R 1
WREITE.

(HEMRSIFE  BITRT] Gauss-Tree ™ il F A
SRUAE 7] pfv (probabilistic feature vectors ) FRIMEM
ANHE PR Ho, A R AR (R MR 0 A 1Y T 2=
APLA-tree! 33 52 38 7 25 X 2R PRI APLAs AR A AR
MR E, DLFRIR A R AT B I ME 501 . R B, B3l
SR A T 5 qg 1 1 28 3 4B ENN ( expected nearest
neighbors)%%%ﬁé\g;é/% , VA B i AR A RS AR
Kanagal YN N T F e G E & Nl EI R E B O
1 Hictfs b A AT T P 2 B (junction tree) R 7N 36
Bl PERY SC A, AR 43 X (tree partitioning) H A KA1
5], UV-Diagram( uncertain voronoi diagram) £y [15] BT
Y BN Z T E (voronoi diagram ) e 32 3¢ A ff 2 B
FR TSR AT ) . 6T, Angiulli 25 A0 = A AR A
FE T XA (pivot) BEFE AL IR , & 4 1 B s [l v iy
ANHE M G E A 1R 5] UP-index! '

3.2 FEi|FHiEMRELER

M G AR Ay i X AR /N I, B TR B S 8] B R
5 DT A RCRAR RS o TR KR 2 1 R
FUEF AL, AR BA i — P R A E X, R AR
REFIT 5 A 0h) X BUZ B R ROE R A g R X FE,
QR4 MBR K, (535 F PCRs FIZK 5| U-tree! '
TG e iy v 2 0T 2 TN Il B i R 5] L AR,
U-tree 18 8# s 7E T AN REAR T 345 AR AR [ X8 A 91 il
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] HE 1 18 A DX ) AN A R 0 R 1 S L A 0 . B HE R
T VXA R S AR A 58 119 70 28 I A 38 s I 803 1
1) & R 8 B AT e Ak A R PR RE L 5 45 Fh 3R g R
1 F B e v Ul-tree!” ZELA T R T Rtree R
FIOF ] HER 51 511 EE T Voronoi Diagram & 5
ANRE ELHEEA ] C A 0 b BRLAE B HE 5 vk, TRl iy 43
B H 5 58 X4 8 H AR B KO &R
AN A AR LR S | TE 3R 4B A 3 5 T B
KA RIPLBE . & 42 A e B R e i AT
AR . — B AT SR T s () S 2 AR S X 4 Ty
RSB ZRA X AT, AT LA T A48

(AN & HOHE 2% 5| 05 v 5 5000 38 5 A 5 4 A
K R T RARTHIR, i S R DL RO A R R R
pdf 2 B R 1 S0 S T o ST

(2) AN 2 B304 1) 5 | 07 12 A 1 50808 4 A R AR
(14« AN A DX bR FME 58 5% B R 850 DA e SR
MER A AT

() MR T AR A 1 2R 5 AN T30 [l A i) HL A By
FAXE B2 . PRI A MR 24 30 48 1) 55 B X 4 O, 9 N : Xie
%A[ISJ%EE:'ZH Y UV-diagram % 5] .

() AN A H 3 T 2 o B30T 5 ) g ) 45 3
S0P AN o B3 A ) U A B T A R 1
23 [ &5 J7 ¥, 4 UP-index'”.

KT AEF X b, 2 1 R8s T LR LA R R
g5k,

F1 SWMABEHIERSIzLE

KA AF MR | SR ) R
, ST 0 00 1T R | RS o X
o) | s
P SRR emo) Fh
T 25 VI | RS 0 52 X
tree10) | LR
Urtree | FESBER oy KA TR
Iverted | | BERM S TIRL | 9 R T 45 %0
index ! | Sty (PETQ) 3 A
T4 R W 8
PDR-treel | BEHOBIT | f9 1T HRAE R Top-k | 1619700 AR iS
il
UV-Dice KT AR AT 1 3 %
[1; eS| A Tgiffl_zlﬁﬂxﬁli
gram B
o e e g | TR, 5
Up-indext®o g | > EVRCE BB | e v i
A FEl A 9 e
73 [a] & 5|
S0 PR 25 3 . Top-k §li | SCHFIR & S04
Ul-treel 7/ [TRAMETY | [l 25 1) HL  | JF SCREZ R A&
il i)

4 THEBEHIESER

4.1 WMEREDEBHEXNDE

PG ARE N IR B A 4 ¢ Xt 4.
TR X G B 22 Bl S, LA S ) DA —
HER B L 29 TR A5 1« B A 0k 2t B A R 22
1B, BT AR AR B fE A ¢ 4R Y B X
G SR A A S R — MRS S, EAREA
ME o€ SHRKTEMMER A g HILER. X Fh2s ] T
(AT s O B AN S 1 (T B A Ry S B
B RBASEE) . 55— R AW 8 Ve R A A A s L
EABE B T R R R 0 B A BRI —E
R p(0)(0< p(0) < DAFAE , HAHHE X GALA & —
B S A5

AT T T A K] 43, AN 2 0 B4 3 AR A 1R 4
FEAS Y R 10 5 B H 0 AR A A0 BRI B AR A L
P At 124~ 200 i A A AT 408 4 30 A2 S &, B
FEANH 52 HHfe 1 T Bl 200 | i AR A i 202 D) B
R )2 5 R 4% Fh A i) 28 1, 451 < M R 240 T
ARty 324 A R 2 BT AR A 100 HE R R 1 O 4R A
iﬁ[27~29]§‘_ﬁf'
4.2 EANAHERIELSENR
421 BHEXRSTE

LA B A S RS T AT A G - Y A Y
UTARA A2 B A i) B

AN R B S B A A R 5 A XA A2 HLAR
RRTE(p > 0) TG A E R G, GO B8
R A AN AR (0] b T 2 300 DX ek r A 0 W X 42, B o
HRAEAS B 5 X G B 2885 FE £ (o) THIA A p (o)

= [ o) RR e B T TR B

PEXT 5.

AN R B Fe i AR A T S R R S AT 4 ¢
B H p >0 AT E X 5, — A W S5 RN Z AR5
ARG X 52 J 30 A1 A 1) OUALR [l — AR 42 ) . Hog
SUFETF AR ME R T B B T A X 2 22 (8] 11 R G A
EIEFR P EG T A ) LA o A AR

AN 2 B SR ARG 2 RS (D
BORAEE ) HER p > 0 AT EXT L. i T
5 EOR TR G2 18] ) AR 15 0, 22 AR 36D L 9 R AT 46
A EA T

Cheng 25 N 20 5 S 0 ANl s B A i A T 0 2,
LAY Ry R 035 T SR 1 M 6 U0 1 R 28 Y 45
PGIRAR S g1 i Y AU — i AE 238 BELF AT 960 3 7
FpE it — 25 T DOAR 8 e A2 1 & SRBURR I, Rl 4
S BRI R AR 2RV 1R B TE AY M SR A AR 0] —
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A T 249 SR 25 % D) o R JE X oy AR 248 B3 %o 5 LA
B BT SR ) BE R A AR R R A AR — 4
X G S HMEA L XS A i S A AL 46 - BE T SR A A
Bl 511 ERQ' i TS (1 W2 31T 40 4 1) ENNQIT I
T A e/ IME A ] VMinQ! 20045

4.2.2 AHEHFEEBEBLIE T E

AN A B 4B A 1) (91 4 - ENNQ) 2o A% — i /] 43
Shy e 55k projection) . & 51 ( pruning ) | PR bounding ) FI P
i (evaluation) IEI/I\@/[\E(LDO] .

(1) WS By B < A 0 107 P ) A i 7 70 Sy g X 52
AN 2 X 5] 40 < 3% 3% G2 B AS i e DX BB IR el
ANHRE AT X5 BRI SR AL E i i B[R] R K
P TRGE 5

) B H B B : & 5 B IS S X R g I 4R
BEA R RIRI G, LA/ B 52 13 SR AR 311 55 i As . ]
W RS A S ¢ B EGE I XS B XTI ) fe it
PRSI, N A AT LUE BT $ . R, Bk Qs e Tt B A
MABEXN G o, 5 ¢ BEILIE S Mist; , SR G HCEATHY
BRI RS nDist = min, _ ..., (fDist WERETTH R (n H
AFEXNZEH ), MBS ¢ i EE RS nDist K1Y
XA

Q)P Be: Jy 1 ik — 2 P i RO, W B 0
T 2 55 A i) XIS 28 FL AL T4 ) DX el =2 A1 0 AN 1 o o
G I AW XKLL g R, nDist 2R ER
k.

(VBB TR RT SR o, AR, FEAR R B
SEHAL o, U RME AT I3 Ay HAR 42 285 18 R 4K pdf F1 2R AR
FEE PR R odf THEE. BRI R 7R B B X JE] [ nDist; ,
fDist; TG B HEATHERFY o, nDist; FRX R o, B
B WEGL I g AT R . — X4 o, LA ES r 1%
R R q BRI p; 5 TR R o, Fl g BIFHES
Hr B Py = p () TRV HEX R o, B ¢ HYEE

BRTIET i pr,= [1_ |, 0-PGHZ
BUILR 0 WARHE R RHBH , P () RARHE RS o
5 q BB r HORESR . JE— A M, 4 05 0T I B T
SUHFHR @ RRH | AL B G0, o, FIHESE P,
wfife 11, (1= P().

LT 5 AT 4 U Ak B 5«
E N (¢ RSV E IR i
4.3 RO HERREESEN

RSB A O T 40 7 30, — 7 T AT L g A 7 3R
A I - LT WA R ARG AR A ) PR & 4P
') KBTI G g BB R Z ARG 0 = g,
Gare s qu | LT AP AT 25 55— 0 T AT LA A AE 4
S A5+ B ) £ S 0 AR SRR 1 T 4 3T

TR AT AR A AT AR A 00 DL B I 2 H AR
L3R A BEWFIE Y Skyline AL LR R
T T4 1) 6 R B9 73k 207 R BT F G &
By )y 2B DR MR i PG B )5 kPR T R A b
PR A 18 19 B A B D 0

(DERARIEDEHFBE L IEPEE AR
PR 2330 40 3 32 2 3 3k 348 1 2% 22 T (tolerance) 5024

%, DAE BT AR R4 /NI KR o A i 42—
JEL R SRR B A BRI, 8 5% AR A s AR B R
BB Ri=lo, - ql MENTHEEFHX S=15,,S,,,
Syt (M 503 XECH ), 85 BOHR R A2 1K S
H A E SRR SR B, B T R T X S AR A M R A
PP AR R 0y b3 ORI E 3 B A 2L M
SRITRRAG & JTABAT ) T-k- PNN R [ 45 & A3 4%
FAMHES R Hili REGEp(R) R TAER TR
{B 7, Befg i T3 T 8 1 R 55 A% ket W 45 DA S AR
YIRS, T-k-PNN B35 0 Sl i k-0 5 ad U8 05 vk
( k-bound filteﬁng)@%xﬁfﬁﬁﬁzj’ﬂ g Bk PEAR AN 42,
B k- IR RTINS b A BOm R E £ SRR
W51 p(R) < ,e s Pr(n<fi) V15 R BB B 5,
S R R 25 L 3L Y R C Ry BT o, 5
q ZIBI RS 5 Jc 5 7R B IE B BOF I R0 BB R AT
BRI TSEAMR p(R)M L AT D smg,
2B p(R) M AS.

Q)MEREREMBERMPEREIEBES MR
ZH 4R PGNN (probabilistic group nearest neighbor)[%]ﬁ il
IR Bl DA E X R G, MR AR R E] Q iR
Bid/ N TR AR KT — A TTBR A . PGNN 7E #RpR4h
K GE B B O AN 7 X 5, 24 4 KB Dy A ik
2 ZEUGRHE 1 3 48 18 2R 45 450 HL A 3 0
(8. 2 ERTERS G o Flp, AR p 15 Q 19 B R
PEES UB _ adist(p, Q)/NTET o 5 Q MT i BFUE
B LB _adist(o, Q) 0 p FTLABAE 5T 4. o5 —J5 1T, 2444
AN E N B I R S A1 R, ) AT LSR5 O A
JE X G T HE A DX (91 4 s BROE X880 A % R 3
S, DT3B B AN B8 22 B0 X G2 ik 38 0108 FE 18 59
L UnE UB adist(pl_ﬁ, Q) < LB_adist(o, Q) NRILEZS
ATLMER 3 p. i, py AT p BY(1 - B) - BR T X
B EEXNS, pE[0,q]

R AR A 10 5 — Fh B R A
BRI A B E BN R ¢, P EXT R (N ¢
HIE AR IAIAE R K TE) o F1 0y, WISK o b o, B AIRESE
i g, ML o, " B AR (supersede ) o, . U1 HE AN 2 X %
BARTA H B T AR A X 4, W Uiz X 42 q IR
i&@ﬁ(superseding nearest neighbor, SNN) . W — W2
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ARSI B i A 3 408 i 2k 4R X R I, SNN 2 i U 3R
[l — /NI SR AR & (BRI SNN #%) , 4 & i 34>
XFRBENS B A G A1 451> T R84 2 X 2. SNN % ]
PLSAE R AN X G B B I AR R

GO RFE EEBE Wl M A E
PRNN( probabilistic reverse nearest neighbor)[m , 1R [ F[5 8L
A IXT S g 135 1) 3 28 (RNN) R K F 245 2 1T
FRAB AN 5 X 52 . DA AT e HH: S35 SCAf FE AL 2 PRNN #F
AN R B IS R 28T 7 4 il s PR A B 23 A A Sk
a B A 22 HARDE SR A SRl ) A8 s v, H R
7 S PUI — DX R (BN ) TEH R R iy H
P a0 . HE P AL S 4 ) , X B PIR ( probabilistic inverse
ranking) 7% 1120 R 53 1] % 1127 200 i g B k2 ) X
% q XTI E R G FE0 , 7E PR S RS B
AEFR EPR S IC A AR T 3 S m i R T  DL S AR
SRS S5 Iy B TR B R A A . AR A
T BT TR B4R 0 s Tl s 5 S AR B R
B3 k2

(4) LR Skyline &) Ay E XU 19 Skyline £
AT b — i A 0 SR A ). B RE N 2 T
SIHTY 2o EAR B RO 2 U o BR B A ) A5 4
B WEAE Skyline £ )5 858 H R E A E N R EE 2
ASFRE ST A S, HB AT AR [R] i M 32 1 . AN
XL U AT Skyline H FUMEF A AL wE U RURER
WY u AIE A A E R GV RS e R
TEREAS U BB 23 ) B3 B AR Skyline #5106
FH AR R T 452 1T RAE A A 2 X 5. — M ad
AR A MR B R R B gy R Xy
PV G4 B MO Y S [ A8 Y 5 i R TR
SRR A R U5 5 1 B WA BE R Skyline
A I B S HAR P LU SAE 3R Top-k 15 1 45 1) PID
(probabilistic top-k dominating) H %) 1T { DAL 47 A [34) &

5 AHEBENHIFER

I PP 2 BHI 3 A0 e 5 SRR 1) SRRt R AR L AL S HE
J- A 3R (81 2 2 oR B i s BRI b S HE X AT
S BICHEHR P A 1) i TR A% GE R P A R 1O SRl T 25 R A
FRITE . By, 5 Bl P i ST HE R — A
FEAH, AN 22 B 70 20 HE (8 02— A RO Aol 4
ATHIBEALAS & . ™A% 1) A B o 508 HF 7 2 9008 25 1 B
AN R N G 5 T i SO B U0 HE (AL T AS B
B Top-k AE T IE—FhAE ™45 1 HE ¥ #9845
HANE X SR G Bl n - HEE (€ (1, k]
5.1 BMEHFEREX

Ry T A [R5 SR 38 A [ A S HE O ik
B8 AR — 3%, B 40 . A 1 Top-k 2 IR [l & A~

EIGER — WA R k4. SCHR[36,37 ]
SEERETAE R HE Y A 9 I R ) A A & ok, R
exact-k L2 (containment) \ﬂﬁ—iﬁlff?(unique ranking) N
HEF A5 (value invariance ) FTHET Fa i 4 stability) . b'e
HR[38 TR BL Al b #h 78 1 2 P (fairfulness ) J& 4 (%) 5
SCEESR KL SR P A AN

(1)exact-k J& TE$5 i Top-k XI5 R R, W% I K
W kA, Bl R, | = k3 (2) containment J& TR R, C
Ry .1, S0 c AO < I, 2088 P D A i 55 40 55 7k 5 (3)
unique ranking JE TR R.CcR,.,,, M5 Vistr (i)
n () COFRRHFAE R @ W ATTA BRI (4) value
invariance J& PEZER X FAL R & H, o8 X S HE T 43 5K
AT AN S HE 53 B0 AR B, HE P 25 R AR
B X 4380 70 <80 <92 < 100, B EA TR 1 <2<
3<1000 i}, HE 7 45 AT R A ; (5) stability J& P45
Top-k £ WA 23 FH40 51 A AR A TC LA hy A i) 45 21, [
e LRI L Top- k A AR A TCLH A2 LA Top-k £
TR 5 (6) fairfulness J& TERBIUURX L X XL Y
BIHEREEIR B2 Y J& T Top-k &AL, X —E )8 T
Top-k #rif]. F55 b, WERHE T 07 i 5 407 Bl A
T2 3 BRI S B R 6 . BT, Soliman M A 26 APV 255
AT HT T AN AE 53 0K B HE T 1 SORIH B3 45 R Rk
PE.
5.2 Ranking HEF Eif B %

MR HE P 2 3R I ) 52 2% B i TR 3R AR A i,
B AT LARR I AS [) 152 FH 75 556 AN [0 T 2 A 300 7 3L,
B0 FEA I ME SR HEFF A5 3 PIR™ AT PRank™ ™ 43 £fi 28
FRBET BORERAHE AR 10 R b A R i
DU B R St v AR A 0 4 IR R R
T CEE X I A A A ¢ B0 BT S 1 A SRR A
PRI A AS [ 5E 1 A 3577 3 2 S T R+ 8 SRR 3 A A — i
AT LIS BIRS AL B T5 2%, i an s A A AR g B L AHE
O A2 ] 07 5 T 3 S AR R A TR U e A 18 T3
SRAf IR TR 78 4 2 B AN [ M 2 A 1A 1
RV, (1 60« AR 3 O T B S 0 A i 4y 1k L
A HERRG AT R AL, 43 A e A 3 T % B
fal & I ih) 45 3OS 5 98/ Ji TRUSAS . IR X 2 AN
() 28 2 (AT o HOHR U G R A P 2 Al B S5 {5 4 < AR
SRR HF MashRank 55 25 il 40 31 22 A~ AN ol o KO0 5 Je
J5 B AT A EUR 2 T R P R e R

MAEPETTVE T, AN TR AR 28 HE e A5 i) b B 7 725 22 %
B ks 3k £ B R B i e gy
e B 438 R 40 T 4 5 1) 06 85120 5l 25 K 1Y kA
TR 7 100 B — il a5 A R HE Y LA By
LA SRR B BOREY IR I ST ) R
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SROFTHET 73 BORIRE 2R A HE 7 7 k10 -9 i 2 i)
i) — M T B AR AN 2 PR SR B A B T LR A 4 R
25 LR W AR BREE R
5.2.1 HERETHRET

T I HE A S B 2 SR R AN o X G 1 43 B
R A RE AT RE A9 A5 3 X 42 . i 40 2- PRank A 2 HE
JFE O P E 6 M ATEN S A B.C.D E.F, I
RE2NTHH LB_f(D)RFXNE A B.CWLiHGE,
P XE 4 AL B C AN AT RE BN 2 45 1 . PIR™Fi i
XS ¢ ¥ B UB_f(q) (RS LB_f(q) )53 50
JE q ARSI R, s Rl s R FI R I3RS g TE
ANiff i EE TP ) S /N R R HE 7 B GX B HE R 43
B T8 o ) BRI bR R, AT SR B SRR, A
Zhang % NS 1 1B HE T (expected rank ) 1 H {8 HE
JF (median rank )15 S4B pR %R

SR JE IR PR S A AN E X S AR R A
B87 I B 2 ) A 45 5L, Bl U0 - k-PRank 5 70) 8 25
EDAREXS G 01, 00,504, 05, BEAXTE o, HE
JFAESR m A I HE R F0 5 . PRank B, R E LB_ Pry,
LB_Pry,=,IB_ Pr, 53 W E "2 Pry(o,), Pry(o,),
o, PryCop) IR B, Horbr, Pr, (o, ) RIRXS 4 o,, 4
m KOE IR B AR Z o B 5 m KT
YRR R L A UB_ Pr,, (o) < LB_ Pr,,(P,), m€
(1, k], X5 o v LI BY 45, 350 HE (R M %8 0 S 31 300 3
R FH I AN J7 2 s T 43 5K, DA R R ek 2 i 5
THERA.
5.2.2 ZhEMUWERITERZ

SASHRR T B 0 AR R, BE K 3K A 1 )
YR AT T R (B B ), B R — A4 F B B9 oK
WM T b — > B B i i, B 28 A e B B ok
FRRAR RIS LG B B 1 AREXT S 0,, A5 m Ko7
B KRN Pro,), A% i ROOEIMESR N Pr
(0,,1), MXH o0, B m -1 KB I RAERF
-1 KBRS 9 R Pro,_)F Pro, _,,i-1),
MG 0, A i =1 KOGBHIMEEN Pro,_,i-1),0
A DA A R HE I A i i kAR A S Pr(o,, i) =
Pr(o,) x Pr(o,_1,i-1)+ (1= Pr(o,_;)) x Pr(o, _»,
= 1) R AN X R AR HE T (U AL T A
KA ] i

$52 1, PIR #5301 F1 k- PRank 75 1)1 #5330
AHURI 3 0 AR B4 k- PRank 251/ B EXT & o
P Y HT S BUE s ZEHEFTESE m AL E MR S(NV, m) 3
BRI m -1 DXL 0, 00,7, 0, - AT EUE K
T s R BUE P, ML EWMX S Dio, oy, 0y,
0m_11/NF s BIHERIRBUE P, ZFL P, x P, B9 2IMAl,

BERHE P AR RIE A S(N,m) = S(N=1,m) * (1
- G(loy))+S(N=-1,m-1) % G(ON).;H\:':P, C(ON)?%
N N XL oy HIAEER T4 T s FHEER.
5.2.3 EMUREFE

I ARUAL BB AR BEAE 76 DR UE— &K BE T $2 451
R R Hb B g TR AR, R i LA T A Ay A i Y
RAREEA . 43 Ry P2 B - J ARLEORE B AR R U 5 4
AR HTE R BB R AFE R (0 FR 2 52 45 R B —Monte
Carlo J38)) , BRIE T 76 HA B RS2 1% H 1 o] B
Frb BEALBE BGHR 43 S A A B AEAS IR B — e S H 1Y 2%
T AR RE S LRI T SR 45 R M A A
AR SR R P ik A, 3 SE T v A G R AR
A 5 /R W] R BE 9 508 R % 7 1% (Markov Chain
Monte Carlo) 2 35 B 55 A T fi 5 50 K 428 1 Ak
PR, FLHT $ S5 R 0 T B AN B 1Y
MRS A R B A& n DARFRIEXZ X, Xy, o,
X, BPIAAS oAb A EXS R X, AE R 1 IHESE Pr

(X, =D =p, A% x=2" (X, u=[x]2"

kT T LU BB A R | i e an)

/LR VHERER Pr(X < k) BYIEAME.
5.3 Top-k HHFEWLEFE

1 8 B3R 1 Top-k 2 1B E TTAL 70 8 s A Isdl iy
HEFFAERE ORISR ] b A 53 B0 KA 5 . SR T 22 5080
2T —AFmodl B IR 4L p. R, AS i
B ) Top- £ HF P 5 0] Hh 5 B 255 257 Ju 2 43 80 I ot
2 HE AR S R 2R | [R5 25 FEOAS [] Top-k 2 115 3L
Bl KL B HE AR 2 0 B S, il O
BT I 200] BEIR IRl 0 M Je 4l M 4G 4R
Top-k AEHIT 12 W TR IRFR R S HF A B T
Ve 5.
5.3.1 Top-k EHEXi&IT B

W T 275 B HE T JF 2T A AT Rt A b g R
(B, B E B 1 Top-k ZEITHIIGAR KPR . bR T 25 REHE
JF A AE o BRI 22 1 P-4 A1, Top- & #1038 75 % 18 L
ATV E : (1) X0 2 PR AR A 8 1
(2) anef 388 3o A TS SCARR sk O i o PR BTk R T A T
REtH A (). i an : 2 T B SRR S g R
RO ST TBRAG G 5T 10 3l SRR 7 kT 45 (3) e
A IR B R B e A TR AR, A 4 U-Top & £
MR B R AT JCBURE T ¥ MS-Top b #3050 rpr g 52
571 1% (monte-carlo) BURE 77 125 PT-k #5152 4%
WAV T s TEAA MR I AR 7 R 45 5 (4) dn iy i
SLAT AT 1) & M (A AT 2 HOBURE , 491 20 - 43 %501 3l 4 B
TBURE T 10 AR 3R AH S 11 7 1 3 4 DX R] 114) S5 R B8 LR
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Ji ik WESRIURE 7 1k CREAT: 284341 10 %5 B2 ek BOR FITRE 2%
TR A7 G RN R 5 (5) Il 7E 45 8 55 T ik
T Top-k #8140 < BF X 8088 T A 45 T 19 Ph-topk £
i1 oA sREREE T Y Top-k #E3A)

FeT IR BT AR AN € B S Top-k #7300 7 1%
T EFH, U-Topk 7 iﬁ][m\ U-kRanks 7% iﬁ[“ﬂ\ MS-
Topk[sm PT-k ﬁiﬁl[“: \Pk-topk ﬁiﬁ][m V3E T x-relation
TR Top-k 4% iﬁj[m\ k-Selection 7% iﬁ,l[m\ Topk-
PNN[SH\ c—Typical—Topk[SS]\ Top-k OO i/ﬁj[34’56]\
PTAS 25 i) %

5.3.2 Top-k HEF &R B EMITiL

AN E B Top- k& 25 10 AT L AN [a] 25 3 75 SR ok %
JEAN R A 1) 1 S, [ I 25 B8 AN i K40 1Y 0 BRI ARE 32
HEFF.

(DER BB ARG 4, AP RS ST M os 2
B2 11 B BUME (% IX 31 ) 40 : U-k Ranks 5 36)  PT-k 25 i) F1
Ph-topk B IET X BLAN JTAH G811 A [6] 7] BE T 5t rp (1
SRR U-Topk F01 k- Selection NG T HES
1y RFMEAR .

(2) BT X5 BAS ST 14 3 BCHR e i 32 25 14 AE T
TEREAHEF B0 F (- HESS 1 47) FITE Top-k {8 HEHEF
(Bl HEAERT & AL TEO0 T 19 X 91 Hij & 41 U-kRanks 7
1, J5# 0 PT-k £59A).

(3)B1XoF SR FRME 32 14 A5 30 45 1, 0T LA 43S M 24441
PO FIMESS £ AR (KNN) AR . A0 . PT-k SR A3 [
A (RIMERTTBRAE AL ) , 11 Pk-topk 9 BER ENN £
.24 k=1 B, RPAE 2R i KA i), 4 U-Topk #51A) . U-
kRanks £¥ 1) Fl k- Selection 25 1) &5 .

()5 X T2 P ME S 5 S, T RRT B AN B0 X 4
(BT R MER , FT DL AR 40 T gt A5 SO o
A7 AE SR BRI -2 sl R A AP AR R,
A R AR AR A T OC R TR I 5 1 e 2 B R i R AR
3430 ) m LR 43 ) (07 B G R A O B S S 3 5
% q B RBUERD.

6 AHEBEHEEEN

R A T — P AR SRR R AR, BT
HELCAT TR TR PR A 5 I I — A R X Gt
LB B — SR . AN Rl P 4 A ) AR RS 2l A
ERUACKIDLEANEEE TR 4 L SLS €T N AV ROE 15
IIMT R GEAE NI A AR T AN AR, 940 - 7% Sl A4
BARSS H, B S % R AL B A S R T B SRS Bl i ek
ARIPCHCAR ity (57 25, AN 1 2 0090 1) 8 42 A 0 B 08 S A8
g PR A — D TACHE AT 403 DX
6.1 AHEHFEREENEX NS

28 WA ANEEXT R KR R IS, A E

B ERAW J(R, S)Z— D RRBES J(R,S) =
(a,b,s(a,b))ERXx Sx[0-1],HH s(a,b)FTRHE
0265 7 1) LGB A AR 2 V8 A T 8 8 T A AN B 2 o)
% a Mo Z AR5 H. 3% 2 045 T B S St 1
).

F2 MREBRTESE

E=PCN HE A 1) 2SR A igiesi]
[58] PJQ,PTJQ, PTopkJQ e-Range Similarity Distance
[59] PIQ, PTJQ e-Range Similarity Distance
[60] PTJQ, PTopkJQ e-Range Spatial Distance
[64] PTJQ, PTopkJQ, Other Any Any

AN R A 2 A ) m] DUAR 5 Bl on B X A
TS RY G HEIR R LA N 20 B R B AR HE HEA T 00 2 A
FE R BB 278 B X 32 B A0 4 4 S A RS A | B K
MRS AR TR 1 245 [ WO S5 4SS TR . S T o 0 o 927 2 i) e TR
£ 4% AR % H2 45 1) PJQ(probabilistic join query) 3]
FRAE & Tﬁﬁiﬁl(probabilistic threshold join query) 1AL &
Top-k 7% $% 5 1] PTopkJQ ( probabilistic Top-% join query)
S5 NI B A MG BB TR A BRI 3, A e-
U FEIF & 2B (-NN) 3% 42 A 18] . D 203 BOR R 73, 0
FIAEAT JRAE F B ERAE AR RLIE 5 A 160 1 2 [B] B 25 A 96
5.
6.2 EERTAEXZITER

1R GE 1JE TRG B B8 10 3 e AR A — R A I 36 1L
BOHWEI R Y A 0F 08 A 5 0T DA S R 51 55 0 1k
S H R, AN E EOHE I e A 1R — g T 4R R i A AL B
FEREEE R J7 125, o — 7 W X & A J7 ¥ EAT 3 2
BT KR, AT TR AR YR T i e ol %
TEANHA B 2R (B R B 2R R A e A i R U A A
TR I DL S 25 R 1 27 5 A BT X3

(WETEGENZETHRE ETEGEDN
AR AE AR T A ) B AR R AR R =
(], B AN BB A G A X G i M AR i T ) . — ek
FEIE AR R S R Je gl X 4 04 B A B 4
HE A P b B O i Xt 2 22 T AR L 7, R 4 A
X G H R 1 AT REME f R AT AR B AL X R Ty
AR RN PTIQ. PTopkJQ S A5 )0 T40% , I LA
FHTRT B HRAG R L 557 v B AT S B

QOMERMNEETHLE MRHMEEAR
I SRR G 18] (1 8 A5 BE FARLOC &R, B — AU R
D A P i S 0 G 0 2 i H TR B DRI, v R B 8
RE RS AR FE 4t iy HL A 808 X T 3 B A o
B PR BEPIAS AT 5 ) G2 8] 00 R 4B 53 Ky 22 34 22 O AR
R R R, B A A 278 P X R[] A A AR HE 36
e — ML) pdf.
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P HICAN T 8 A TR MR A {0 2 30 b BR324
IS AR ABE R B T Y DL R A R bk R
Y1201 gy SCHR S8 IR k-means (& I ) A H
TEANIBURE J7 5 0 A X R B JBORE i 20 I kDA B
RIS — IR/ Nl SO P RS, R R T
HEAL B T A A% B 5 R A ok R R 2 2D
WL Bl — B PR E B DY AR . Jestes 55 N[ B ST Al 2
TR R I (0] A, D A T ) 2R 4 48 BE 25 EED (expected
edit distance) Y AL &, I IF & T2 F g-gram' @' Y
I S DR b 30 3% e 0T S A S A8 B J7 5 . Lian
25 N ST Jaccard B85 S &85 AR _F i FAE 5 LU
L RBUETT J5 1, 0Fe 14T nlREHE A i S 4k
A AL % 4% PS*J(probabilistic set similarity join) .

T BSR40 O L AN A R 5 2 4
—NBEALAZ R, B BN TE A T BB (R A9 8] B Y A
MRS R . SCHR 59 48 1 a2 0k oL i )2
WA S Z | 2 B 3 J5 % B 02 48 3 i i 57
EREE A I S ME AR BT 32 B DT sk G % SR 18] &) B Y
R VT Al ok B v T JE B B O AT RS x-
bound'*" 38 50 BT D ) 5 28 51 J2 A8 B 0k — A4 0L 1
LR, AT AT DL $ e 32 AY A0 9 170 4k BEAE
fE.

QMETHEHETGLNE MEEHEEAE
50t P A X 5 i A R A [ G R
FH S AR ) (491 4 < A 58 702 28 45 ) F0 IR 3 ) (L
P Y R AR AR 45 ) A T A 3 DL AR 35 12 R T 4 Tl
R (A0 : R-tree) LA e 3 ] 3 155G 28 (451040 - 3 ] v A
Xof 10 1) foe A B 8 AR /N 8 4 ), g T b 3L 1 T
TR 9 5 2 PR BCH A 38 0 A W e 5000 O 32 42 1)

USJ(join on uncertain data streams)[él].

7 REE

MEA BFFERERF A1 8 Kot A if) £ 24 1
UCARAEI ZK T HE A A A 1R AR BT R
CAMYER  EERRA A V2556 B
i SR AR PR 20 7 0 B0 B R, A s g
AR R AT

S E WM B RUCR, AT T R E A &
2 PR B R0 A0 0 900 B0 0 B AN Bl T SR AR 14
R IRR SR A LB A e R0 A 1) Ak BEAR 0 JE R ok
VLT [0 55 A, i T AN A2 TR R 1 A 30 Ak PR A
ARLO00T oA AR T A R A SR S
S0 P ER ST AN s e A i Sk eSS BT e 4
it 2R B AN B S 5 A 1 805 LA R T 2 Ml DR AN
S B A T P AT RO AR RSB I A
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