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A. Query Q B. Query Envelope
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D. Sequence MBRs

E. LCSS Upper Bound Estimate = L1+L2+L3
L1 L2 L3
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C. Envelope Splitting
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Equi-Split, 8 MBRs, Gain = 5.992 Equi-Split, 9 MBRs, Gain = 5.004










Intersection between two MBRs The Intersection of MBRs is fully
contained within one MBR
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A. Query Q B. Query Envelope
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C. Envelope Splitting D. Sequence MBRs
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E. MINDIST(Q,R) F. MAXDIST(Q,R)
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Index Trajectory
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1. ASL 2. Buoy Sensor 3. Video Track 1 4. Flutter

5. Marine Mammals 6. Word Tracking 7. Random Walk 8. Video Track 2
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Original Trajectory Noise - Interpolating Gaussian Peaks
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Time Ratio Compared to Linear Scan

Time Ratio Compared to Linear Scan
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Pruning Power compared to Linear Scan

Similarity Error, 5% splits 4=5%

Ratio of LCSS performed by the index
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