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Abstract

Given a distributed multimedia database system and a set of
queries as well as their frequencies from each site, the objective
of a data allocation algorithm is to locate the multimedia data
objects (MDOs) at different sites so as to minimize the total data
transfer cost incurred in executing the queries. The data
allocation problem, however, is NP-complete, and thus requires
fast heuristics to generate efficient solutions. In this paper we
propose three data allocation algorithms which are based on a
genetic technique, an evolutionary process, and neural networks.
We have implemented and evaluated these algorithms on our
distributed multimedia database system test-bed. A comparison
of the algorithms reveals trade-offs between their solution quality
and time-complexity.

1 Introduction

A distributed multimedia database system [2], [7], [13], [14],
[15] is a database system loosely coupled with a multimedia data
provider indroduced in [10]. In this architecture, Multimedia
Data Provider (MDP) enables users to retrieve multimedia data
objects (MDOs) from different sites. A Common Multimedia
User Interface (CMUI) enables the users to specify queries
accessing the distributed multimedia database system and
presenting the result to the user. The synchronization for the
presentation of the multimedia data is handled by the CMUL
Whereas, the Multimedia Data Provider (MDP) identifies the
relevant multimedia data for an user query and facilitates
shipping of the multimedia data to the CMUI The CMUI is a
client process and the Distributed Database Management System
(DDBMS) and the MDP are server processes.

A major component of multimedia query execution cost is
the data transfer cost {1], [5], [6]. The MDOs are made of two
kinds of data. The first is the single-media data that is managed
by the DDBMS servers, such as relations (fragments), records,
etc. The second is the multimedia data, such as audio, video, and
image, managed by the MDP servers. These two types of data are
managed by different specialized storage managers, and need to
be retrieved for the user queries. Optimal allocation of MDOs is
a complex problem because of mutual interdependency between
allocation scheme (which gives the location of each of the MDOs
at various sites of a distributed database system) and query
optimization strategy (which decides how a query can be
optimally executed, given an allocation scheme) [11], [16], [17].
The processing strategy of distributed multimedia objects
retrieval involves shipping of all the multimedia objects to the
user’s query site because this strategy supports efficient access
for synchronization during the presentation of the result by the
CMUI. We introduced the data allocation problem and
performed simulated studies regarding effectiveness of different
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data allocation algorithms in [10].

The rest of the paper is organized as follows: Section 2
further elaborates the data allocation problem. Section 3 includes
the algorithms proposed in this paper. The experimental
environment for empirical evaluations for these algorithms is
described in Section 4, the results are presented in Section 5, and
Section 6 concludes this paper.

2 The Data Allocation Problem

In this section, we describe concisely the inputs to the data
allocation problem addressed in this paper. These inputs
characterize the underlying distributed multimedia database
system and help in formulating the problem. We also introduce a
number of notations throughout the paper which are summarized
in Table 1.

Table 1: Definitions of Symbols.

Symbol

9

Meaning

The jth MDO

The ith site

The set of queries

The xth query

The number of sites in the network

The number of MDOs in the distributed database system

=l B (o]

E]

The number of queries

The access frequencies matrix

The access frequency of the xth query at site i

The unit transportation cost matrix of the network

Ll el K3 IFN
»

The unit transportation cost from site / to site i’

The allocation limit vector of the sites

The allocation limit of site i

The query data transfer size matrix

s I ] e

2,

The query data transfer size of the xth query of MDO j

The site data transfer size matrix
The site data transfer size of MDO j to site j*

=

Uls| =

The MDO dependency matrix
4 The size of the data from MDO i to the site where MDO j is located
t The total data transfer cost

o

Consider a distributed multimedia database system with m
sites, with each site having its own processing power, memory
and a database system. Let S; be the name of site i where
0 <i<m- 1. The m sites of the distributed multimedia database
system are connected by a communication network. A link
between two sites §; and S, (if it exists) has a positive integer
¢, associated with it giving the cost for a unit data transferred
from site S; to site S . If two sites are not directly connected by
a communication link then the cost for unit data transferred is
glven by the sum of the cost of links of a chosen path from site
S; tosite Sy. Let @ = {q¢ g1, ..., .-} be the most important
queries accounting for say more than 80% of the processing in the
distributed multimedia database system. Each query g, can be
executed from any site with a certain frequency. Let a;, be the



frequency with which query g, is executed from site S;. Let
there be ¥ MDOs (or database objects, or relations), named
{0, Oy, ..., Os 1}

Any query accessing both the single-media database
fragments and multimedia objects can be split into two queries,
one which accesses only single-media fragments and one which
accesses only multimedia data (MDO). A multimedia query
execution strategy can be:

1) Move-Small: If a binary operation involves two data
MDOs located at two different sites then ship the smaller
data MDO to the site of the larger data MDO.

2) Query-Site: Ship all the data MDOs to the site of query
origin and execute the query.

3 The Data Transfer Cost Model

There are two aspects of the data transfer cost incurred to
process a query that need to be modeled. The first aspect is the
unit data transfer cost from one site to another. This is modeled
as minimum cost path and the corresponding path from one site
to another. Let ¢ is cost of transporting a single unit of data from
site S; to site ;. In order to find the best allocation of a set of
MDOs, it is enough to know the size of data from every MDO
that is required from every site. Let r,; be defined as the size of
data of MDO O; that needs to be transported to the site where g,
is initiated. Let there be a query g, initiated from site S;, a,,
times in an unit time interval. And let g, request MDO O, and
each request require r,; amount of data-transfer from the site
where O; is located.

Let u, give the amount of data needed to be transferred from
the site where MDO O; is allocated to the site S; where the
queries are initiated. That is,

n-1
= a. ¥ .
xEO ix 'xj

The second type of data transfer cost corresponds to the
deeper levels of the MDQOs dependency graph. The data is
transported from the site where one MDO is located to the site
where the other MDO is located in order to perform binary
operation involving two (or more) different MDOs. In this case,
the amount of data of a MDO required by a site varies with the
allocation of other MDOs. Let d;; define the size of data from
MDO O, that needs to be transported to the site where O, is
located so as to execute some binary operation. Let the
corresponding matrix, k x k, be D. But this is dependent on the
query that is to be processed.

Let 3 be the data size of O, needed to be transported to the
site where O, is located to process ¢, . A Then the amount of
data that needs to be transported from the site where O; is
located to the site where Oy is given by:

n-1/m-1

djj' =X ( )Y au)s;;'
x=0"i=0
Let site (O;) denote the site where MDO O, is located.
Then the total transportation cost, T, is given by:
k-1k-1 m-1k-1
r'= % % csite(Oj), .rite(Oj,) ' djj'+ DIEDY uij ' C,', Site(oi)

i=0i=0 i=0j=0
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Y
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where the first term gives the data transfer cost incurred to
process the binary operations between the MDOs located at
different sites, and the second term gives the data transfer cost
incurred to transfer the results of the binary operations of MDOs
to the site where the query is initiated. The objective in data
allocation problem is to minimize 7 by altering the function
site'(0;) (which maps a MDO to a site).

4 Proposed Data Allocation Algorithms

Developing an efficient solution to the data allocation
problem highly depends on the query execution strategy
employed by the distributed database system. This is because
different query execution strategies have different MDO
migration patterns. We develop solutions for the data allocation
problem when query-site and move-small query execution
strategies are respectively used by the distributed database
management system and the multimedia data provider. The
proposed algorithms are described as follows:

4.1 The Genetic Algorithm

Genetic algorithms manipulate a population of potential
solutions to an optimization problem [8], [9], [12], [18]. They
operate on encoded representations of the solutions, equivalent to
the genetic material of individuals in nature, and not directly on
the solutions themselves. As in nature, the selection mechanism
provides the necessary driving force for better solutions to
survive. Each solution is associated with a fitness value that
reflects how good it is, compared with other solutions in the
population. The higher the fitness value of an individual, the
higher the chance of survival in the subsequent generation.
Recombination of genetic material in genetic algorithms is
simulated through a crossover mechanism that exchanges
portions between strings. Another operation, called mutation,
causes sporadic and random alternation of the bits of strings.

In the proposed genetic algorithm for the data allocation
problem, we encode the assignment of each MDO in a binary
representation. For example, if an MDO is assigned to site 3, then
its assignment value is 11. The assignment value of all the MDOs
are concatenated to form a binary string. Each binary string then
represents a potential solution to the data allocation problem. The
fitness of the string is simply the cost of the allocation. The
selection mechanism is implemented as a simple proportionate
selection scheme: a string with fitness f is allocated f/ (f)
offspring, where f is the average fitness value of the population.
A string with a fitness value higher than the average is allocated
more than one offspring, while a string with a fitness value lower
than the average is allocated less than one offspring.

Pairs of strings are picked at random from the population to
be subjected to crossover. We use the single point crossover.
Assuming that [ is the string length, the algorithm randomly
chooses a crossover point that can assume values in the range 1
to /- 1. The portions of the two strings beyond this crossover
point are exchanged to form two new strings. The crossover point
may assume any of the [-1 possible values with equal
probability. Note that crossover is performed only when a
randomly generated number in the range is greater than a pre-
specified crossover rate p, (also called the probability of
crossover); otherwise, the strings remain unaltered. The value of



p. lies in the range from O to 1. In a large population, p, gives
the fraction of strings actually crossed.

Mutation of a bit is to flip a bit. Just as p, controls the
probability of a crossover, another parameter, p, (the mutation
rate), gives the probability that a bit will be flipped. The bits of a
string are independently mutated

The genetic algorithm for the data allocation problem is
briefly described below.

Genetic Data Allocation Algorithm:

(1) Initialize population. Each individual of the population is a
concatenation of the binary representations of the initial
random allocation of each MDO.

(2) Evaluate population.

(3) no_of_generation=0

(4) WHILE no_of_generation < MAX_GENERATION DO

(5) Select individuals for next population.

(6) Perform crossover and mutation for the selected
individuals.

(7) Evaluate population.

(8) no_of_generation ++;

(9) ENDWHILE
(10)Determine final allocation by selecting the fittest individual.
If the final allocation is not feasible, then consider each
over-allocated site to migrate the MDOs to other sites so that
the increase in cost is the minimum.
The time complexity of the GA algorithm is
O (GP (k* + km) ), where G is the number of generations and P
is the population size.

4.2 The Simulated Evolution Algorithm

This variant of the traditional genetic algorithm is called
problem-based simulated evolution [18], [19]. Simulated
evolution is an optimization method based on an analogy with the
natural selection process in the biological environments. In
biological processes species adapt themselves better to the
environment as they evolve from one generation to the next one.
In this evolution process some of the bad characteristics of the old
generation are eliminated and a new generation that is more
suited to the environment is created.

The principal difference between genetic algorithms and
evolutionary strategies is that genetic algorithms rely on
crossover, a mechanism of probabilistic and useful exchange of
information among solutions, to locate better solutions, while
evolutionary strategies use mutation as the primary search
mechanism. Furthermore, in the proposed scheme the
chromosomal representation is based on problem data, and
solution is generated by applying a fast decoding heuristic
(mapping heuristic) in order to map from problem domain to
solution domain. The generic problem-based simulated evolution
is as below.

Simulated Evolution Data Allocation Algorithm:

(1) Construct the first chromosome based on the problem data
and perturb this chromosome to generate an initial
population.

(2) Use the mapping heuristic to generate a solution for each
chromosome.

(3) Evaluate the solutions obtained.

(4) no_of_generation =0

(5) WHILE no_of_generation < MAX_GENERATION DO

(6) Select chromosomes for next population.
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(7) Perform crossover and mutation for these set of
chromosomes.

(8) Use the mapping heuristic to generate a solution for each
chromosome,

(9) Evaluate the solutions obtained.

(10) no_of_generation = no_of_generation + 1.

(11)ENDWHILE
(12)Output the best solution found so far.

The chromosome structure is as follows:

| agenes | bgenes

where number of genes in 2 = total allocation limit,
and number of genes in b = total number of MDOs.

For a, each gene is a single bit. A value of 1 indicates that the
corresponding allocation space is allowed to be used for this
chromosome. Otherwise, if the bit is 0, the space cannot be used.
This reduces the effective allocation limit for each sites. For b,
each gene is an integer which represents the priority of the MDO
to be considered; a large value means high priority and a small
value means low priority.

The first chromosome in the initial population is constructed
from the information of the table of w;; which represents the cost
of allocating MDO j to site i. For each MDO j, we calculate

m
X= 2wy
i=1

The objective is to minimize the allocation cost by giving a
higher priority to MDO with larger x; (a large value of x; means
that this MDO will use more transmission time (cost)). Thus, we
simply assign x; as the genes for each MDO position in part b of
the first chromosome in the initial population. All of the genes in
part a of the chromosomes are set to be 1 for the first
chromosome in the initial population since this is the allocation
limit of the original problem. For the remaining chromosomes in
the initial population, the genes in a are chosen randomly as O or
1. The genes in b are perturbations of the first chromosome’s
corresponding genes in b. Notice that for genes in a, we must
check whether the new effective allocation limit is enough for all
MDO to be allocated. This can be done simply by counting the
number of 1’s in g and by checking that this sum is greater than

or equal to the total number of MDOs a.

For each chromosome, we find a solution by allocating MDO
J with the highest priority to the site i such that w;; is smallest for
all wy;, 1 <k <m. If the effective allocation limit embedded in the
genes in part a of the chromosome for that site is exceeded (the
site is already saturated), we allocate this MDO to the site with
the next smallest value of w;; for all Wy, l<l<m, [#£k. We
continue the process for the next MDO with the highest priority
among MDOs not yet allocated.

For each chromosome, the cost function is the total
transmission cost after allocating all the MDOs to some site using
the mapping heuristic. The fitness value for the chromosome is
calculated as

(MaxCost - Cost(i))*
Yo" | (MaxCost — Cost(i))*

where N, is population size, MaxCost is the maximum cost
among the chromosomes in the population, 7 is the convergence

i) =




factor used for controlling the rate of convergence.

The genetic operators selection, crossover, and mutation are
applied. Selection means proportionately selecting the
chromosomes in the population according to their fitness values.
Crossover is cutting two chromosomes at the same position and
exchanging the genes after the point of cutting. Mutation is
choosing a gene in a chromosome and reset its value. For genes
in a, simply set the value to either 1 or 0. For genes in b,
perturbing the value in the gene by adding a randomly chosen
value from -m to pu (n and p are set as the maximal value of b-
genes divided by 4 in this chromosome). The time complexity of
the problem-based simulated evolution algorithm, like GA, is
O(GP(K* +km)), where G is the number of generations and P is
the population size.

4.3 The Mean Field Annealing Algorithm

The mean field annealing (MFA) technique [3], [4],
combines the collective computation property of the famous
Hopfield Neural Network (HNN) with the annealing notion of
another well-known optimization algorithm known as the
simulated annealing (SA) [20]. The MFA algorithm is derived
from an analogy to the Ising spin model which is used to estimate
the state of a system of particles or spins in thermal equilibrium.
In the Ising spin model, the energy of a system with S spins has
the following form:

N s
H(s) = % 2 2 Busesi+ 3 hus,

=ik k=1,
where B, represents the level of interaction between spins k and
I, and s,e {1,0} is the value of spin k. It is assumed that
B, =B, and B, =0 for 1<k I<S. At the thermal
equilibrium, spin average (s of spin k can be calculated using
Boltzmann distribution as follows:

(59 = —

1+ %7
where @, = (H(S))L -0

1+e
-(H (s))|I ., represents the mean
field acting on spin k, where the energy average (H (s)) of the
system is:

(H(©) = T TBulsis) + T hls)

k=1

The complexity of computing P, using the above equation
is exponential. However, for large number of spins, the mean
Jfield approximation can be used to compute the energy average :

(H(5)) = 53 SBulsd (s)+ T huls
ks1t* k=1

Hence (H (s)) is linear in (s,), the mean field &, can be
computed using the equation:

0~ HWN|, - =

Oy = HW), = “(lzkﬁkl(sl) +hy)

Thus, the complexity of computing @, reduces to O (S5)

At each temperature, starting with initial spin averages, the
mean field @, acting on a randomly selected spin is computed.
Then the spin average is updated. This process is repeated for a
random sequence of spins until the system is stabilized for the
current temperature.
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We formulate the data allocation problem as MFA in the
following manner. A spin matrix (s;) is used to encode the
allocation of the data MDOs to sites. The matrix consists of k
rows and m columns, representing k MDOs and m sites,
respectively. A value of 1 in each entry indicates the MDO is
allocated to the corresponding site. For example, if s; = 1, then
MDQO i is allocated to site j. A valid allocation is one in which
each row of the spin matrix has exactly a single 1. Each spin
variable is a continuous variable in the range [0, 1]. Spin values
converge to either 1 or O at the fixed point. Given this
formulation, the energy function (i.e., the data transfer cost
function) for the data allocation problem can be formalized
below.

k-tk-1m-1m~1 m-1k-1

Y3 Y Zcpdpsysy+ X Ty

i=0i=0j=0j=0 j=0i=0

E(s) =

Using the mean field approximation, the expression for the
mean field &; experienced by spin s;; is:

aE s k-1m-1
§j) =-2 X C'j‘dii'si'j""uji

Vi Rj

o

o
In a feasible allocation, each MDO should be allocated to
exclusively one site. Thus, the sum of the spins across each row
of the matrix should equal unity. This constraint can be explicitly
handled while updating by normalizing each spin s; as:

@,/ T
[4

W
' =0

Given the above formulation, the MFA algorithm to solving
the data allocation problem can be briefly formalized below.

MFA Data Allocation Algorithm:

(1) Get the initial temperature T, ,set T = T,.

(2) Initialize the spin averages s = [sg, So1, --+» Sx_1.m_1}» €ach
s, is initialized as a random number between O and 1.

(3) WHILE temperature T is in the cooling range DO

5 =

(4) WHILE E is decreasing DO

5) Select a MDO { at random.

(6) Comg,ute the mean field of the spins at the i-th row, i.e.,
@y, Vj

@) Cojmpute the summation 37 €%’ .

®) Compute the new spin values at the i- th row.

©) Compute the energy change due to these updates.

(10) ENDWHILE
(11) Update the temperature T according to the cooling
schedule.

(12)ENDWHILE

(13)Determine the final allocation by allocating each MDO to
the site with the largest spin value. If the final allocation is
not feasible, then consider each over-allocated site to
migrate the MDOs to other sites so that the increase in cost
is the minimum.

Note that the last step of the MFA algorithm is necessary
because we do not explicitly check for feasibility in the search
process, which can then explore a broader regions in the search
space. However, we found that this adjustment of the final
allocation were seldom invoked as the allocation limits were
usually very loose. The time complexity of the MFA algorithm is
O (BK (k* + km) ).

5 Experimental Setup
In this section, we present the experimental setup for the



empirical evaluation of the data allocation algorithms described
in the previous sections. Comparisons among these algorithms
will be made by considering the quality of solutions and the
algorithm running times.

5.1 Environment

Empirical evaluation of the algorithms was done by
implementing a prototype loosely-coupled distributed
multimedia database system on a cluster of SUN workstations
with single media relational data stored in the distributed
SYBASE database system. Each of the workstations has an
application system consisting of a client CMUI process, and a
multimedia database server. The multimedia server extracts the
data from the multimedia files and the SYBASE database system,
whereas the CMUI process accepts the users queries and presents
the results. The MDOs in the distributed multimedia database
system are allocated based on the allocation schemes generated
by the algorithms presented in the previous section. A set of
queries are initiated according to the frequencies from various
sites and the time taken to execute the queries is measured. There
are two sites SYBASE10_C1 and SYBASE_CS_SVR4 (site 0
and site 1) that store the distributed relational database, and a
cluster of workstations, namely, csl3sul, cs13sul0, csl3su30 and
cs13sud0 (i.e., site 2 to site 6, respectively) store multimedia data
files.

5.2 Relations

The distributed multimedia database system consists of
following relations, wherein, the Imageld, VideoID and AudiolD
attributes of Product_Media relation point to the files containing
the corresponding image file, video file and audio file,
respectively.

01: Product_Category(CategorylD, Description)

02: Product_Ty| e?T pelD,Cat%?orle,Description)

03: Media_lnfogvle ialnforlD, MediaType, IP_addr, Filename, Path, Size)
04: Company(CompanylD, Name, Address, Phone}

05: Product_general(ProductlD, CompanylD, TypelD, Name, Brandname,
Price,Description)

06: Product_media(Product_ID, imagelD, VideolD, AudilD)

5.3 Queries

We illustrate only one of the ten queries considered for the
experimentation due to lack of space. SQL is used as the query
language for expressing the queries. Each of the queries access
some information from the distributed SYBASE database and
some information from the MDOs. The query I accesses all the
office products and presents the images of the office products, a
video clip about the product, and an audio clip describing the
product.

Query 1 -product_category: = ‘Office Products’
SQL: $ID = ImagelD, VideoID, AudiolD
select company_name, company_address,
company_phone from Media_Info
where Medialnfo_ID in (
select $ID from Product
where TypelD in (
select Type_ID from Product_Type
where CategoryID in (
select Category_ID from
Product_Category
where Description =
‘Office Products’
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The network cost between two sites is calculated as the
average of two costs from A to B and from B to A and is given in
Table 3. Network cost is in terms of time in ms required for
transferring one Kbyte.

6 Experimental Results

In these experiments we allocate all the MDOs to either on
eof the two SYBASE servers, namely, server 1 and server 0,

6.1 Evaluation of Data Allocation Algorithms

Each query was executed a number of times with the set
frequencies and the total time to execute the dqueries was
calculated. Table 2 shows the result of data allocation generated
by the mean field annealing algorithm. Each query is executed
five time from each site and average execution time is calculated.
Table 3 shows the average query execution time times the
frequency with which the query executed at each site. The total.

Table 2: Allocation scheme generated by the MFA algorithm.

JorJo2fJo3]osf o5 [ o6 |
JiJoel 1]l ol 1]

Table 3: Average execution time x query access frequency (MFA).

[ MDO
| Allocated server

Query \ Site 1 2 3 4 5
1 17283.69 | 40290.11 | 28932.40 | 18961.50 41758.08
2 3934376 | 9996.60 | 2135200 | 42863.92 19834.92
3 28076.64 | 1871744 | 1439829 | 9679.00 9518.84
4 19191.66 | 1207452 | 2770479 | 911475 0
5 40039.00 | 61240.44 0 69871.97 51121.15
6 2093826 | 8320.89 | 9789.00 3058.38 9046.53
7 21771.27_ | 264547 | 12720.25 0 4461.70
3 18611.81 | 8465.94 0 10710.28 5287.46
9 33317.73 0 7529.36 | 21226.86 32811.39
10 2571.32 | 2010696 | 9774.56 | 14608.65 7068.93
Total 24114514 | 181858.37 | 132200.65 | 20009531 | 180909.00
Table 4: Allocation scheme generated by the GA.
I MDO ] ot fooTo3 ] o4 T os 1 o6 |
7 AllocatedServer | 1 | 1 | t [ o [ o [ 1 |
Table 5: Average query execution time x query access frequency (GA).
Query \ Site 1 2 3 4 5
1 1821327 | 40644.66 | 29693.80 | 1785549 | 4075834
2 39346.24 9915.68 | 2143196 | 40626.16 | 20151.88
3 27356.46 | 1792132 | 1379928 | 9360.46 9040.06
4 19675.56 11832.84 | 28429.65 8756.85 0
5 42783.24 | 60463.50 0 7098042 | 5061735
6 20608.77 9367.11 8795.82 2778.88 8750.19
7 24372.81 2343.66 12269.70 0 4609.00
f] 21118.58 8158.71 0 10612.20 5584.10
9 33430.41 0 7276.28 | 2262666 | 34401.33
10 2321.07 18692.56 | 9968.52 12144.45 6814.98
Total 249226.41 | 17934004 | 131665.01 | 19574157 | 180727.23

Table 6: Allocation scheme generated by the SE algorithm.

MDO T ol [To2 Tos T o4 [ os | os |
[ Allocated Setver 1 o [ o | 1+ [t 1T =T t 1
Table 7: Average execution time x query access frequency (SE).
Query \ Site 1 2 3 4 5
1 17361.84 4092501 | 29309.05 | 17389.14 | 41316.80
2 44144.48 9596.84 20152.64 | 39344.56 | 20471.28
3 27846.24 17439.44 | 1427814 | 903900 9039.36
4 17266.50 1119548 | 2699190 | 8636.55 0
5 39680.24 60564.90 0 69334.58 | 49413.65
6 19597.97 8236.77 8625.99 2814.28 8514.87
7 23390.28 2262.06 12309.95 0 4705.74
3 18514.77 3311.26 0 10907.48 | 5292.54
9 33288.39 0 726086 | 2227842 | 3275LI8
10 2408.30 17207.28 9368.92 12425.10 | 7339.77
Total 243899.01 | 175739.04 | 128297.45 | 192169.11 | 178845.19




query time cost in this case is 936209. Table 4 and Table 5 show
the results for genetic algorithm. The total query time cost is
936700. Table 6 and Table 7 for simulated evolution (total query
time cost is 918950). These results show the difference in the
allocation schema generated by different algorithms and the total
cost of processing all the queries

6.2 Evaluation of Query Execeution Time

First, we discuss the query time of different allocation
algorithms at different sites as shown in Tables 2 to 9. In order to
further evaluate the results more clearly, each of query execution
time value is divided by the average of that of values among
different allocation algorithms. Thus algorithm which
consistently gives a value close to 1.0 for most of the queries is a
better algorithm. Otherwise, it implies that the results generated
by the algorithm provide erratic performance in executing the
queries. From the experiments (not included due to lack of space)
we found that the query time is quite fluctuating for some
algorithms like the mean field annealing algorithm. In general,
however, the simulated evolution exhibits the best performance
among all the algorithms. Moreover, simulated evolution tends to
give an optimal solution when compared to exhaustive search
solution.

6.3 Total Running Time of Data Allocation Algorithms

First, we present the total running time for executing the four
algorithms as well as an exhaustive search in Table 8. It can be
seen that simulated evolution gives the least total cost but its
running time is the longest among the three algorithms. Thus,
there is a trade-off between the algorithm and quality of the
solution. Though mean field annealing algorithm is fast, its
solution quality is much worse than simulated evolution.

Table 8: The total transfer costs and running times of different
allocation algorithms.

Allocation Algorithms Total Cost Running Time {ms)
Mean Field A g 97851967 33.99
Genetic Algorithm 100196279 119.32
Simulated Evolution 86731127 351.01
Exhaustive Search 86731127 1034.15

7 Conclusions

In this paper, we proposed various algorithms for the data
allocation problem in distributed multimedia database systems.
We developed an experimental loosely coupled distributed
multimedia database system to perform empirical evaluations of
the proposed algorithms. The experimental evaluation involved
studying data allocation algorithms based on mean field
annealing, genetic algorithm, and simulated evolution. Further, it
involved implementing these algorithms, allocating data based
on the results of these algorithms, and measuring the actual time
to execute queries from different sites with set frequencies.
Finally, the results collected are evaluated to derive conclusions
regarding the utility of these four algorithms. The best allocation
algorithm was found to be simulated evolution because it gives
allocation with the least total query execution time cost, and also
tends to provide an optimal solution when compared to the
exhaustive solution.
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