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PIEnum:Efficient Algorithm of Path Enumeration on Large Uncertain Graphs

XIE Wenlin, DU Ming and ZHOU Junfeng

School of Computer Science and Technology,Donghua University,Shanghai 201620, China
Abstract A basic approach of investigating the relationship between two vertices on the uncertain graph is to enumerate all paths
between them. To solve the problem of inadequate pruning and redundant computation in the state-of-the-art algorithms, this pa-
per proposes an pruning and index based algorithm, PIEnum, whose target is to enumerate simple paths from a source vertex s to
a target vertex ¢ where the length of each path is no more than a given hop constraint £ and the probability of each path is no less
than a given probability threshold 7. For an input query.it firstly excludes the unpromising vertices to reduce the search space.
Then it builds an online light-weight index to avoid repeated pruning examinations during the enumeration. Finally,it develops an
efficient approach to prune invalid search branches during the enumeration. To further improve the performance on dense graphs.,
it implements PIEnum™ based on the Join paradigm. The comprehensive experimental results on 10 real-life graphs show that

PIEnum improves the overall performance by at least 10 times compared to the state-of-the-art algorithms.

Keywords Graph, Uncertain graph,Path enumeration, Pruning, Index
e TR s BN e R R — > 45 o Bk Bk 2 o fH 1 37 20 B
=

1% (Hop-constrained s¢ Simple Path Enumeration, HcPE) , H

Il (Graph) J& — i 3R 7R G4k S HOC R S LAY, &)
2N T L2480, 2K (Uncertain Graph) J& — 4%
B e E S EE N E AR LR T A RR &R
AETERIBE R A . A% (] R 0% AR U 3th 38 3 S 1 ] 19 AS 1 o 1k
TEVF 22 S BRI HT o G0 32 00 45 | 2E ) I 2% L i 0 2% vh k5
FEEMIERC, BB AT 55 2 — VRS R LA TR
R TE] Y DG L AR 2 PR 22 T Y B A T B 53X PR S R 2 T
KRARMEET B, YT S AR, M2 w0 R ) B A2 09 A O TA/E 15 2
FIZBRGET EAy Sy R AR % L AR MO ()
IS, X P L0 S A A ) R AR 55 R MO T A
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HETH . EE A RPHEE4 (62372101,61873337,62272097)

Bk ER 2 M B R AR R AR, R R R R A A B
0 0 B% 42 . A SR & I 3% 48 A0 26 ] 8 (Hop-constrained sz
Simple Path Enumeration in Uncertain Graphs, UHcPE) 7&
HcPE [ 8 14 B fily 1 4% 0 7 A8 < 24 B 30 (8 1% BR A1 L BIAE 28—
FPRAR LT A 1 B ME SR A Y SR R AL ZIUANAIR T 45 5 M HE R 24 3
e, R X2 R A B S AT Ak T 0 A0 B B A FE R R Y
KA, HHPE A H . UHCPE F M 159 {E 4o 3 G A8 5
09 AR S A A BT B AN I SR OC R,
UHCPE 7888 5 5 A & 7732 f9 B 3 500 BUR 2 LA
BAIRFE MR UHCPE [ 85 H S2 4 .
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DAEAE WY . 43 HT I A P 22 8] (1 25 5 5 2 #1538 ) 4% 11
— AN AT RS MR Pt A ) 4% 0 A AL TS
MR P B L 56 & I P D] S R T LR A R A
T AR A R . RO TS P IRD R 45 8 I AR K
JEE 249 TR R0 5 130 (i 170 7 BR B AR, AT LA R B 58 0 7 T 1Y
RE R AR L AT 2 ) S R . kA TR
LU MR T AR R R 2 SR R ARE % I (L, AT S PR T R
B B, a0 SR AT B W] (R B T A AR T LA KA
B, RZIMR . BTG EY IR, T R AR EY
WA, R Z IRk,

DEHEML . BE ST ZRAAEH EA/ERCR, M
A R — R RHE R . SR P R TR R 4 )
FRE AT T X5 FRIERER 2 E R KRR
ANEE A T4y F 22 AR AR DG R AT M . 3 3 Mo 2R 1
43T 22 R0 25 28 1 6 A% K B 24 SR (RN AR 3R 0 L 1YY 7 SR I
1, AW T LU RO 4 BT A B IR R B
HE

CHRL27] & B R WF % UHCPE [A] 8 B9, H 2 H f9 UnE-
num 35 & B R UHCPE o) B389 8 A6 3. UnEnum 42
BT ARE B2 24 o R 0 A, O R R ARE 32 2 TR B S R T
B9 TERCTO AT o LA SR I8 B AR RO 14 R A5 ), b4, UnEnum i%
T HA —E DY B RE ) 0 B AR M B, AT, UnEnum £7
TE LU JL s B

1) FURE A B0 43 T &% T A5, 5 BUOTE B A A5 26 B B AT SR %
L T R JC R A TS R

2) 7 BE AR MO B B T A O O A% 1 R S T
A ] FF 4 2o K

3) T B AR B B L BE BY RS 4> TR B AR L AT AR AR AE R
T O A TG IR BT R

AR SCHE T R 0 B 1 Ok R e UHCPE o] 8, H £ 22
RS B ] A0 B R B AR B ok TG A8 T A R TE A8 R B A% T
B T R K B T | T A B A AR A A . AR ST TR R
5T

1G5 6 B AR 1 B 24 SR AN R B 1 T i 2801 B B3R
W, A5 B T %5 00 AN TE 48 R A

)BT — Fh B #E 26 & 5] Ul(Index on Uncertain
Graphs) it 1 B AR MO 1 A2 p AT R Y BCHI T, UT 248 1
— T B BB IR A2 2% B R 4 HE 2R T A A O A TS Y
ESRTi

3TE 10 A EL I HIE S kAT T AT Y SE AR S R,
A SCEELE S PEBEAE L UnEnum #2717 10 511 B

ARICEE 2 A BE WS N A AR SR IE R 5 3 A
2§ HcPE M1 UHCPE [A] 8 09 A S B985 55 4 A AR CH %
PIEnum /88 0 S8 % K 05 90 A2 5 56 5 55 R S 96 19 1R 40
B s fn BES & SOFEE R,

2 F&HIR

AREEE ARSI N LB TR RGN R A
SCHY IR E S, 2 1 RES T A BT B B 155 MO R 7R

x1 AELREGY

Table 1 Symbols and their meanings
5 A X
G.G, CRCE RNV SN ]
V.|V BEEPMAEEE R LG AT AN EE
E.|E| BMEEHFLELRE AL D HE
8Ce) by AR R

v AR E RN R

nbrt (v) snbr~ (v)

plplpli] B BENKE . BEP TR i A

0Cp) BREERAREN ERE

Sat T AR

kyy BRKE AR E AR H
UDist (usv.7) W oo MR N KIS
MPP(u,v) w B v By OA M R RE

A G=W.E.»FRR—MHERE, PV HE 5735 F£~R
TR WS A SR A .0 RN N BHRN e €E T — MK
FH (O MR 01, HHIVIFIEI R G
B TS BRI AL G, /R G W ml B L, G, 78 G /Y EEah 14 o
AR I mEE ., TR G El—DT A o Hnbr ™ (o) Fl
nbr~ Co) 4y MR T A o B9 AR A SR RS . B B
— S w B o AR p B — LTS 5 41, X 4 T
JP 8 LB ARAR S 2 M A . | p | R p K
BE LB sUBI TR Bk E . pLi] KRR p AR ML BT
B0 pl . WR— SRR p ATFAE B TR A, WK X
B 04 B A2 FR g 7 B8 B4 42 (Simple Path), %45 & — AN 20 B 4%
P RER BRUE 0(p) FoR XS HAR LT 30 09 MR A0 M T 1,

B 6(p):i‘]ffl6(e,),ﬁrh p=Aeli€ QA lpl)}y. W Distg (usv)
TR G w BT v BBE R BD w 3 o (98 B2 1 R
. #F—2, H UDist (us v, ) RAR R R L SR EAE R 7 1], u
o MBERA IR LB o« B o ITABRETHE (=Y B
KERENBEKE., 25T CEW, B8 Tk G, i
2 AR SO Il E X,

PR R 5 s 2 — R Gl A s R ¢, BRI
LY b FI—NHER LY SRBE v, 02 T M s B e (36 2
lpl<kIHHO(p =y R PR, H gl k)RR LI
T PR o MHBEENES., THARH,

Bl HEE L RRMER G RER s, KN
k=5,y=0.5, A — K& p= {50502 »v; st} (R P LLHT K
JiR) i R ¢(s.2,5,0.5),

Go, q(5,4,5,0.5)

F1 R S48 CRL T il 2 D

Fig. 1 Example of the problem definition

3 MHXIE
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[ R0 178 B 1 SR B 43y WA B Bt

D) B AR TT . % Wy B (0 BY B 3 i R 1T BE S B TE
H% A% 5 SR A v %) T 0 AR T 500 % LA 4 D I A MO I P R s )

) BB ZE, ZW BE AT DFS MU 3 4 5 1 1 6 42
TE R b B, o B A SR g ol 40 T I R
3.1 HcPE [@ &

HcPE — B2 4 3 2 1 09 7)1, 35 JUAR , A TR B 4 5 19
HcPE B Es AR 1 . SCERC19 DRI SCHk[20 142 i 9 T-DFS
(DFS-like Traversal) #l T-DFS2 %3 3o {53 5 4548 & 4> %
A — SR RO B AR S T R A RO . ScEk(21]
#2114 A9 Be-DFS(Barrier-constrained DFS) 28 ¥ i1 7 — fih it
T A1 00 B R S W, 3 3 3 25 4 i Ok 3k e TG 2
B %, R, SCER[21 ]84t T — Al 56 F Join A0 1 5
1 Be-Join, B R b B — 43y = X T &AM Be-
DFS B3k 3k 45 mh ] 4 42 , fi J5 B 6 42 BEAT DF 3615 3 o 4 8%
2. Be-Join B R0 AR B9 % &) % 42 B0 26 19 B ) R . Sk
[22]4% 1 i HP-Index(Hot Point Index) 34 v 18 1 77 4if [ v 11
25 A 22 () Y B A, DL A A I Y B AR R 2. SOk
[2374& 1 B9 PEFP( Path Enumeration on FPGA) %4 1% L Be-
DFS Jal . il H FPGA (Field Programmable Gate Array) 3%
ARKE TR B AR AR S EAT T g, SClk[24 142t 09 HybridE-
num BT —FPFE 5 4 2 R G0 1 HEAT AT B AR A2 1 R AR
Bk HAS AR REWE MBE T AR, SCEL25 18 H T
— PP TR L R T 10 PathEnum, B3t 17— Fh 5 2% 9
TER RG] H/NT BEARREE W18 R o I T — Rh 7E A2
W B Dl 3 2 1) AT AT A Tk I T A6 i 2 . PathEnum
& iR U HePE [R5 A e BB . STHRL26 )8 IRBFSE T 3
AE L HePE [ALE L 328 1 7 — Bl 56T 30 40 B AR R 51 A=
B R R . S T R gl A R AR Ak, SCik[26 118 B
T —Fh sk i RS de i 5k
3.2 UHCPE i35

HE S 8] T f 17 BRI AR A 26 F 0k H T iR R A3 B2 B oE
SCik[27 42 th /Y UnEnum 8 3% 2 B A7 f# Yt UHCPE 7] 8 (1

vo ()_7/@—0_7—» 09—»
A

08 0.9 0.7 9, 0.9
0 9—»@—0.7—»%0%
2 S 0. © +
0 O: |8 0.8
v 07 0.8—» 0.8—

Gy, q(s5,1,5,0.5)

BB %, EHRARHERT, UnEnum i | BFS 3k 18 & L {E
BRI s M AR R IE B IR IR IR R Y
R B 0 T IO B e o S B AT SRR L AN T RS
(6], EAH, 6T B B — A o, iR UDist (sav, ) +
UDist (t,0, V) >k A o J8F AT T2 o KX R
A1 S B o DT 4 /)5 B AR MO ok R W 4 R 2s ). 7 K A3 AL
[y B » UnEnum AR 95 24 57 8% 42 19 4 B 24 1 05 09 48 3 7 0 5
L ¢ B RE S 2 RO B D0 R B R 4y S A i T A 3¢
R, B RS HTE R S p W p" | +UDist (¢, p |

P11 =k B4 p ARJHERN KL 45 ¢, DFS ¥ 45 R 24 /i 4> 3%
g%,
4 KXHEZE

AR E e 40 O A B8 UnEnum 77 16 B9 7] B0 245 1 A<
SCHE R AR R AR VR AR AR SO A ELR S BE,

4.1 RERK

UnEnum 7#7E LA 3 a5,

1) UnEnum 7£ [ £ 026 115 31 B 3 43 TR0 TR 5 A5 48 7T LA
PE— B BRI A . LA 2 S — L Heh =5,y =
0.5, HE £ 38 43 27 0¥ 5 Bk (1 TR A A1 34 . UnEnum 76 B 48 A0 26
TS BR T IO A5, 00 F1 o0 LR RE B 31 (G, R EH) .
SR S 4 01 s w5 507 s vs s 00 B F ICRLTI AT, K 25 R AE R A7
TE 2 2o 330 8 A 1Y) B AR L TR, 7 B AR 02 T 7 32 490 B 3 2 A 1)
K HFF RN (G, PREH D) . X G AG, .G 84
TS5 Cp 203 501 s 5 U5 » 07 5 g » 0y ) {8 AR M2 5 72 v Bl 7 1)
M Gy PALA 3 AT A Cog vs 05 ) BET ) . F T 43 B7 38 A 1
WA R . LA R TS o R 3 FATRE — SO s F

¢ 25t vy BIERAR p, 0Cp) <<y WE AL, H I v JB T I3

L RDZBEAN R . SR . UDist (ss vy »y) +UDist (40,5 7) <5
AN /2 UnEnum 1) 87K 5% 44, B I v, JC 7% 8% UnEnum 41 Bk,
AL AT I, — AN TR o Wi & UDist (s, v, y) +UDist (1,0, 7)<
ks RREARIE R DAFfE — 2 40T o A AR, I o 7T BE 2
TR A,

0.8 0.9 0.7 29 0.9
s 0.9—( v3 0.7 v 0.7 \®
0.9 04 0.9 08 Qb 08
V1 0.7 Vs 0.8 v 0.8 v

(s, q(5,1,5,0.5)

&l 2 UnEnum £77E [0 25 A9 7R 1)

Fig. 2 Observation of the problem of UnEnum

2)UnEnum 7E ¥ 72 028 2o F2 vh JC 6 i 90 5 42 Y 09 B A
Wi. 3 DFS il Ji (£ 5 WU o B, o5 T AR 46 57 B A% 10 0 7 2
5 HE W BT A L 2 T Ok 3l 3 B o B A AR B T AT A W B R A%
PR T AR A2 B T

3) UnEnum 7 B 12 # 2 B Be 2 B8 73 07 A% To 301 R 7
o LA 2 i Gy RULBIIX A, Gy 250 B 0 AL TH RS

BEINFE ., £ DFS i v, YIRS Z R p= (5.0}
W [ pl +UDist Coyoy s 7) =14 2<Tk o AT JE B KL 5518, PF I
DFS ¥4k m T # %, R0, X &R0 m F#EIFTL
giR,

A L RS HT L AR SCHY B b Rl S — 2B i B R A
B 48 2% 23 [0 10k 5 TUAx 1 T30 0k 12 v B AR MO8 1 S IR M e
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H T REX — BAR, E RO A A R K E A
TR T ABE 25 130 {30 S 63k T 5% T L 1) B A B vk L SR A R —
R G PN AE 2R K T R sl G AT A D BRI, RS R A
B AR A S B 1 o — 25 X TR R R 43 S HEAT B A

B4 7R XA 3% PlEnum (Pruning and Index based
Enumeration) i B &MY . W& % 1 s, X F— AN
qCsstkyy)  PIEnum B 5538 i 8 34 ¥ ExcludeVertices 3 5l
B IERL T [ AE R T M TR A E RS S P 117D,
RJ5 » PIEnum A S i M @ % 5] ULCH 2 19) . e
PIEnum i ] B A2 A28 53 1% PathEnum % ) JIF A 45 & 510 (1
B R 3 4T) TR RN R, RS R LB AL
&%k 1 PlEnum
HIA:G,Gryq(s,t,k,y)

i P

1. S<~ExcludeVertices(G,G,,q) ;
2. Ul<-BuildIndex(G,G,»q,S) ;

3. P(q)<PathEnum(G,q,UD;

4.2 TINS5

TR A R € LT .

TE X 1 (e KA & R BUE . Maximal Product of Probabili-
ties, MPP) %5 MEZ I G T w Al o, % F M w Bl o 9T A
B4R, MP P (u s 0) 375 3X 86 B A2 19 M 38 SR BR(B 19 e KA

MR SCEMWIE L, E R TAR G LG, PTE s Ao,
Bl,s B v, HWEER pr={s.v ) Al po={ssvs 0}, I T
0Cp1)=0.7<0(p,)=0. 81, B I, MPP(s.v,)=0. 81,

HT MPP 1952 SC.A T R,

B GEMRE G AW qGot ks ) M— AT o, 0
R MPP(s,0) * MPP(t,0) <<y, B ARAFE— Z5 42 p [ I
WE pEP(OIFH vEp,

WM R A TE — 25 B AR p IR p € P( )f H v €
P p o 53X AELPIESARE] py A po WA 0Cp) =
OCp ) XOCp,) =y, WY MPP & X, H 0(p, ) <<MPP (s,
) ,0(p, )Y MPP(t,v), XEH MPP(s,v) X MPP(t,v)<v,
PRI 0Cp ) XOCp) <7 Bl 0(p) <y, BRE 0(p) =7y F &,
JEEE,

HR A B 1L B2 5 1 45 YRR N, LA 2 7 B A B2
Z IS R TE AL T A

SRR 1 4 MERIE G R g ook, y) X FAE
BT S o€V, R UDist (s,v,¥) +UDist (ty0,7) >k B
MPP (s,0) XMPP(1,0) <y WL W v 22— DT .

FET BRI 1,48 50 B JE 8K TR 1Y 76 ExcludeVer-
tices, WS WE 2 FFR, X T — A&, WA AL Ger
UDistMPP 3] 153 1F 1] & #1152 1) P DS i 0 26 5 21 18] 1
2R AR 29 R B8 UDise Rl K AE2% R FUH MPP (56 1
1) RIGHWIFIA N o€V K dr o =AW L TR 1. fn
R K o BIBR BN o MALEEG SEE 2—51) . Wa
4% UDist MPP FIH R BUSIIES S,

&% 2 ExcludeVertices

HIA G, Graqlsst,k,7)

i it : UDist, MPP, S

1. UDist, MPP<=GetUDistMPP(G,s,.k,7) ;

2.S<0Q;

3. for v€V do

4. if v cannot meet Pruning rule 1 then
5. S=SU{v};

FVL 3 TR TR S s B G T EE — A1) UDist
FMMPP (k#8581 — 2 15 8 B 0 & — 4 T8 91 46 1k
UDist M MPP . % 3 {39161k s 9 UDist fl MPP ,3f¥ s B
JNEIBAF Que . 55 4—14 FTHAT BFS K I3T5 s B BT A T AT
B UDist F1 MPP ., X T 24 Bl A Que i BN B T 58 o, G 2
UDist Csyv, 7)<k, WIAKSE T [l 2 MPP (s, 0) X 0(v,v )=y
WIEB IR o (55 5— 7 A7) . W5 o WA Ui, Wi E
UDist (s,0,7) Fl MPP (s, o) fAH . 350 o ABLCER 8—1147).
MR o'W R MPP (s,v) X 8(v,9)>MPP(s,v), W8
BIMPP G0 DL I O 5 RME 5 BB, IR0 o 5258 A BA
E 12— 14 41)., &M E s BB E A &AM UDist Ml
MPP, 7E 10 Bl G, ER% g ¢ 21 E A S0 UDist
MPP )35 F2 I 1) B — 350, B A s
Hik 3 GetUDistMPP
BIA:G,s,t Kk, Y
i . UDist, MPP
1. for v€ V do
2. UDist(s,v,y)=k,MPP(s,v) =03
3. UDist(s,s,Y)=0,MPP(s,s) =1,Que={s};

4, while Que is not empty do

5. dequeue v from Que;

6. if UDist(s,v,y)<kthen

7. for v' € nbrt (v)s. t. MPP(s,v) X 8(v,v)) =7 do
8. if UDist(s,v',v) =k then

9. UDist(s.v',y) =UDist(s,v,7) +1;

10. MPP(s,v') =MPP(s,v) X3(v,v);

11. Que=QuelU{v'};

12. else if MPP(s,v) X&(v,v')>MPP(s,v') then
13. MPP(s,v') =MPP(s,v) X8(v,v);

14. Que=QuelU {v'};

Bl 2 LA 1 Iy Gy SR ok 4 R Bk 2 S I TE AT AR
MR, Ak 2 WA 3 11 H UDist Al MPP, H 45
mE 2y, Hh p=5,y=0.5, K. AE 2 @lIKE G
FP AR TH A SR A BB I 1 ke S Bk T AR 0 A i 2 15 B
B2 G Bhos 9B U6 B2 Al g B 0 . H 3R 2
A5, MPP (s,05) X MPP (t,05) =0.5X0. 9=0. 45<Z7, 1§ /&
SRR 1, PR v S TG AL A L AT LA S B

£2 Gy EAEATULK UDist fl MPP

Table 2 UDist and MPP on G,

A v UDist (ssv,7) UDist(t,v,7) MPP(s,v)  MPP(t,v)
v, 1 5 0. 80 0
) 1 5 0.90 0
v, 1 2 0.81 0.63
v, 1 3 0.90 0.56
0, 1 3 0.90 0.51
v 3 1 0.56 0. 90
g 2 1 0.63 0.70
vy 2 1 0.72 0. 64
vg 4 1 0.50 0.90
vy 3 1 0.58 0.80
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ERPE S 2 RS A A AR A B . B AE A
— A BT v R B BRI 1, S UDist (s, v, 7) +
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Y S X FARE — &M s Bl ¢ I &ad o WEKE p.0(p) <<y 1H
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I TG o 45 Lo S — TR AL, 7T LA SR

B ] 52 2% B R0k 2 1 S SR AT IR BFS SR 35 UDise 1
MPP 5 145 B 24 5 O VI+ED . 5 3 7 i
B EAA TS B B 4B 0 OV D, Wik, Bk 2 A
R E 2 H OUVI+HIED,

SRERRE B 2 %P T G A TS A UDist Al
MPP HILHZ RIEREH A OV . 4 S M2 hE K
FEROUVD WA S T FAEIVIATIS, Hik, Hk 2
B RRZS R 2 OV,

4.3 RSIMHE

BN B X FAEEH RS L p' UnEnum 5
Kid | p'| +UDist (s p' Ll p" 1157 >k & S R p/ 2
T REPL YA, SR RITF 4 i K. AU — R RN
LRG| Ul ki fe EaRIEm &AL,
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HA:H,0,P,q(s,t.k,v),p’

i UTCp)

1.v=p'[Ip'lJs

2.b=k—p'|;

3.i=H[v];

4. num=O0[i][b—17;

5. ULpH) ={PLi][j] ;€ [0,num) };

TE AR UL R Bk 5 iR, Bk
UL 2B 1—4 W iRIE H.O.P MI—A S Bh s i 55 5— 13 17
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&% 5 Buildlndex
BN :G.G,.P,q(s.t,k,7),UDist,S
Hith .Ul

1. H<-a hash table;
2. O<=a |S| Xk two-dimensional array;
3. P<—a two-dimensional array with |S| rows;
4.i=0;
5. for v€ 'S do
6. H[v]=i;
7. row=10;
8.  forj€[0.k) do
9. pairs={ (v'.8(v,v")) [v'€nbr" (v) A UDist(t.v'.y) =]} ;
10. row<row U pairs;
11. O[il[j]1= |row| ;
12. Pli]=row;
13. i=i+1;
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AARARSE . —J7 T, UT 4 5 R AR IE 1 i A 48 i 32 i 5]
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6 iR, RER qCsytaky) B 6 LA IHMIE K AT,
JH SEARCH R HR B (55 1—8 7). EMkUl. 4 2 17
BCSRTH Ry I T — AT 0, 58 3 17 R UL (p)H 135 v
P RAR B S IRl T B — AR o . 5 4 AT AR
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FCE 7T—817) ., % 9 178 SEARCH, fix & th i A7 A R4 %
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#3% 6 PathEnum

A :G.Gyyq(s,t,k,y), UL, UDist, MPP

i P

1. function SEARCH (p")

2. v=p'LIp'lls

3. for (v',pb) € Ul(p"Hdo

4, if 0(p") X pbX MPP(t,v/)=vAv' &p' then
5 if v'="t then

6

add p'U{v'}to P(q) 3

D http://snap. stanford. edu/data/

» http://networkrepository. com/networks. php

iy

else if |p'[+1<Ck then
8. SEARCH(p' U {v'});

P(q)<SEARCH({s});
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Table 3 Detailed information of datasets

HAr & HE A Eulk-id T 3
Skitter SK  1.69x105 1.109x107 13.09 Mixed
Web-google GG 9.16X10° 5.100x10° 11.10 Web
Baidu-baike BK  4,15X10° 3.300X10° 15. 80 Web
Soc-Epinionsl EP  7.60X10* 5.090%10° 13.40 Social
Slashdot0922 SL 8.20X10% 8.700X10° 21. 20 Social
Bio-grid-yeast ~ YE 6.00X10% 3.140X10° 104. 50 Biologic
LiveJournal L] 4.80X105 6.850x107 28.30 Social
WikiTalk WT 2.40Xx10% 5.000x105 4. 20 Mixed
Web-uk-2005 UK 3.95X107 9.213x108 46.70 Web
Twitter-mpi TM 5.20X107 1.960X10%! 74.70 Mixed
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