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Comparative Study on Concurrency Control

XIAO Mei-yang YE Xiao-jun
Institute of Information System & Engineering School of Software Tsinghua University ~Beijing 100084  China

Abstract Concurrency control is one of key technologies in DBMS and directly impacts the correctness and performance.
This paper compares the two databases PostgreSQL and InnoDB from bottom to top and discovers that the InnoDB has more
advantages in concurrency control than PostgreSQL. Last the author does some improvement based on PostgreSQL and then
supplies detailed experiment data.
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