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ABSTRACT

1. INTRODUCTION
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2. IMPLEMENT ATION

3. ANALYTICAL COMPARISON



3.2 Quadtree

3.1 R*tree
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3.3 Pyramid-Technique
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3.4 Comparison



4. EXPERIMENTS

4.1 Index sizeand creationtimes
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4.2 Evaluation with synthetic datasets

4.3 Evaluation with real datasets
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4.4 The effectof packing on the Quadtree
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4.5 Effect of query distrib ution
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5. CONCLUSIONS
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