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Abstract: With the coming of 3G ages and the high-speed growth of Web resources, there is a trend of rapid
development in mobile Internet, making resources accessesible and information obtainable conveniently by using
mobile devices. However, in mobile Web search, these are very challenging tasks to geo-tag Web resources,
integrated spatial data and Web data seamlessly, and provide valuable and high-relevant information to users. A
framework of mobile Web search is proposed in this paper, and the key research techniques in mobile Web search
are classified and surveyed according to this framework. Based on the comprehensive comparison and analysis of
existing techniques, the suggestions for future research are put forward.
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I SCA K R B, Cong 25 N PEIR Y T —Flolr 10 M T AL B LKT #5119 K 51 45 #)——IR-tree(inverted file
R-tree), %45 KB 451 FE SC - F0 R-tree 454, SEBL T % R-tree HI¥ &

IR-tree [RE/ANTY RIS T BIZT ORI 8% o B3 % R IR0 B AG SR SCAS P9 5 IS 1] 5 BT 71
IR-tree H, 775 s 4 — 3 H = 76 41 (o, rectangle,o0.di) & 7=, Ho o RaRBdEIE D (— 4251 Web %%,
rectangle XA % o 1) MBRjo.di ZX % o [WICRIFRIEAF, AN E AL — N 1] X G SCAR SCRS R 450 1k S A
(inverted file)$& 4. AEm 175 55 v 48— 5 ] = Jc 4l (cp,rectangle,cp.di) & 75 ,cp S48 171 % 11 S 1 45 % rectangle
AT P AE A T MBR;ep.di A& O SCRYAR IR RF, 1% SO R R #4717 a5 P I AT T SCRY AR A TR AR U
— AN 5% T SORS SCARAE S PEI RBR A

[invEite 1]€=Ry:| Rs | Rs |
|InvFiIe ZI(—RS;l Rll Rzl |InvFiIe 3|<—Rsil R3| R4|

\

R1:| 01| ozl R,: |03 |04|08| R3:| Os | R4:| °6| 07|
v
|InvFiIe 4| |InvFiIe 5| |InvFiIe 6| |InvFiIe 7|

Fig.5 Anillustration of IR-tree
K5 IR-tree 5145 7Rl

t+ IR-tree A& FE R AE R T B R, 8 T — D4R m a1 M 58,0 IR-tree HEATH &, T 42,
AW EIEH T —FF A DIR-tree MRS R 45H,1% R 512/ 1% 1T 72 P 456 2% R A A5 B AN SCAR AR B
i IR-tree 1] LLE 1 J& DIR-tree Y —Fh 4 ik 45 .

o bR*-tree

S T A O AT R 7 2RI m SR 0T AR O - (m-closet keyword) 25 1], Zhang 24 T — Rl &
5|45 F)——bR*-tree.bR*-tree J&XT R*-tree 4 J&, THIH R*-tree XJ T 7% [BIX G 15 HoO0F B 1) OB 7 1EAT
EGIR

bR*-tree [ REANTT SR T & MBR {5 B0, 1IN T N5 5 UG5 s8R AT ™ R, BRI J2L el 9 35 43 20
AL BT S T RS RN S T MBR N 6 s AN s B S 7 A PR 3 s B S e A
Bl R AR e NS GBS s SR8 7 e A TR/ oA N (R 7 B SRR 7m0 1 P AR A IR B
WNZRBE TR EE LA WR 00X FhRom 7735 d7 FAAR /N B A7 6 2 1) b A, v 3 00 — 3 Sl AR b b 77 ¢
240 R AL B OGRS wy (R DG B 7 MBR 2 AT B w AH DG I BT R S MBR, B 38 7 O B 7 w11 % 1)
V7 T T A R T LA T T R v A A (K B0 A X
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w
‘e " 1|11 Node bitmap
wi$ C, 3 - Pl
3
W it \Wa W3 Wi
W;
Wi o
\,V1 Cz \1 Wi V.Vz W. =~ [
® e W,
W 2 : 3
p W
| | aw,;
W,

W2 eyword MBR
Fig.6 Node information of the bR*-tree
6 bR*-tree T pifs B 45 H

7F bR*-tree H, Al 75 b A — 550 DY G 4 (ptrs,mbr,bmp,kwd.mbr) & 75 ptrs 4 5 71 % 7 s dE
BFmbr 29 R /N8 U B omp J2 G HE AL B kwd.mbr A8 R N R IR T AT OGBS MBR 7]
S I 5 R 10K = 76 4 (oid,loc,bmp) % o, Je v oid 2 4R 6 BRI 4R £ loc IR A ] 6 5 ) AR
Fr,omp g < 747 B bR*-tree B L FEIRAL T R*-tree, U TR JEUUAR HLVE B LR LR 0 T S M oLk
MBR B #7453 /F . [R] £ Hy bR*-tree MR B8 4E -t 2 0] JRU 4R VA AT I 78

e Light-Weighted & 5|

71 Web 2.0 H BN H = &Ry LUy Map STk i) 108, 5 20 Map Hh 1967 & 50e DK M ST IR 4745 (tag)
B AN W 0, D)t R A3 e s 2 TR E 26 5 A 6 %2 AHL 2 bR*-tree R 510 BF— A tag #8H AN A7 i 7 1A), 24
tag U 2 I8 A 3 AR F =1 110 AR i, SCHR[30]9E T R*-tree FIRIHE SO HE —FRE AT UM R 51 4544
——Light-Weighted & 51 £ 4, W&l 7 7.

aa aa ab ab ba ba bb  bb
o] aalloclly] aafloc2s| ballocss| bb[locs]

a—| aalloc],| ballocs],| bb[loc7]
m—>| aalloc2ly| abloc3]s| ab[loc4,| ballocs|s| bb]locg|
*—> abloc3]s| ablocals| ba]locé]s| bb]loc7|

Fig.7 Light-Weighted index
Kl 7 Light-Weighted & 5|45 #4

Light-Weighted 2% 51 A~ EEA7filf A 7519 el (10 MR 45 SR, T2 035 R X0l R o 3l 2 b ) Tt 2% 46 ) 8 AT K A
LIRS R0 R B — AR 45 ) 1 52 23 S5 A B 20— A 22 [ R 5 LA — MBI R 51 S R 5 R R*-tree
R ZR G5 AR B AT 10 () A, RS R B4 AR 5 (label), F SR 3 171 s BIURRCTY i ) 42, 44 11 4y ik
JiE Rr-tree AHIA]LELA I 7 S R Ry A Ry BURRTY 5 1 BR AR AR 7], MO E AT AR 5 810 a4 5 — 5 sl (1
b ANt B3 ) R*-tree b LA T4 8 A7 & AR R T FR A7 B 7 A A0 3 PR A7 B T RE A A IR 955 bR S TSR, A
AL T TR A P, DO 3 A I s 5 DAL, T AR - SR A AL 88 6 5030 et I f 22 1] P 38 R
G RS Kt 17 rh B A b A AT R 51 B HERR P R RE— S D0 ER YT RUbR I AN 2 4R IR R 5 5 R
AIRGF Y FEVE, B 24— B ARG B IR s R*-tree FOEIHE 4 AT 13 N SEFT AR M0, ot SR A0 % 3k
AT AR NARAE, TH S AR S & B T AR 2 RS PN ZER bR, v LRI Lazy 773k, Dk, A 7E
L7y ZE4RAE W 4 04T S8 Light-Weighted K 51 55 K ] bR*-tree X AR %5 FI L HEAT R 5141 EL, B #9170 A4 K
AP
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R R GG Lo B T W3 2.
Table 2 Comparison of hybrid index

F2 RAHIHIAL TR
Ak AABA TAA TERE
IR A TR T e

Tworphrase | SHHELIA R e ST g reg g1 B, B T AR AR

index®27il | BB REAee | gy g e s VO b 22 P AE 3%, ko

s S B (A A
— Retree 1L it meA, Sty | e SEIREIIULLAILAE
' Retree+4: 44 3 1 S f I 4 RN R oY iy
LR 5 B LA R 44 S

— Rtree v JLH, TAMMBR. TAGAN | AR (il N A
Retree+ S fF SO BB S R R K 8 A AT

bR*-Treel?

R*-tree JJyFLAili,
R*-tree+1v. /4]

W H MBR. A ST
BT LA S B MBR

DRI 5% B - 240 SRR A 6 A B
i AR /D B A fif 25 ]

Light-Weighted
%500

R*-tree FIEIHEZR 5153 FF 17 i,
R*-tree 28 51 5 bR B AHIE 1)
2 AL E BIHER S BT

R*-tree 7 s :MBR Fl % i
T ARAR Y SR AR 1Y Lable;
EERPER TR ReARAIND

PR AT RE B 110 AN,
B R AT S0 AN RAE I,
AR AR & 5t

BT R

223 AEHAE

5 1 Ak B AL BRI PR A R 51 7k 25 DA A% T AR Ak A0 SCASAR S Mk 508 3 v i 4 — AN % o HE
X H(0.1oc;0.doc),0.loc &% 4 4% 1A v {1 AL B IR 45, 0.doc & X% e A i Q=(loc,keywords)H,Q.loc J2& v B il
R FF,Q.keywords &Sl T HE A AT ) 4 R LA B PR L, SCAR AN S A TR R A 5 My
2 top-k JCHE T AN, 7 BIR AN top-k SCAKLR A HI(LKT)), LT Prestige (147 B &1 1 top-k SCAKIR

(LKPT) A% m I3 455G B 5 (mCK) 7 POV A7 3 s 48 DG I 2 40 00 1 AN I F 5 A 7 58, 75 SR IS
[F] PR 1 2% s

o Top-k 7% i) e 4 - 21 ]

T IR B R e T AR S HBE TR A T RO %, SCIR[2714E T R A R R v B R B A
IR*-tree VAR IR*tree i X PR 7L #CR IR -tree R 5| 454, 45 #4143 3 56 T 434 B2 #g¢ 300 4% (incremental
nearest neighbor) 51, 41 1 S 28 4 S5 B i) Q A4 SO AR UG L, T LA BT 41 LLIZ T s 8 MR 1 38 AR 10 3l
T 2 1) BY A RN 45 44 SCPE BB PR B R B B g A AR AR S M top-K 2 TR B 5 29 B, U5 1) (59
IR>-tree 1 a5 Rt 5 40 B8 55 /b, 48 22 5 450 v iy LA 9 R A0 10 B K IX 0 7 1R I HE 44 WLARIAS ) e o0 56 2
PP IA I A ) Q AT R Z Ak BRI — A Bl 28 2 SO 248 Q vh i — AN SCsE My i — A1
S [1) 488 44 SC A A AN A, 15 350 4 SR <7 (R 06 Gtk mT AR DAy 5 IR (],

o (BN top-K LA R (LKT) &

M 37 R SCA ) R AT top-k A ) B4 A 5 SR AL T A ARLE PR R SCAS A DS i, Cong 45 N\ 12814
HT OB I A 1R g T SN top-K SCAKE 2R (LKT) 252 R Al IR-tree VB4 R 51 45 #4, R F S 2
3 JJ7 5190 (best-first traversal algorithm) i 2% 7% (8] Web Xt 42, JF V150717 23 00 HE 44 4305, T 46 H AT top-k X4 1)
H % AE AW AL H K R BB AR E MIND, B R 25 Q A5 7ET AN [ MBR I %2
V¥ F4) 25 [ - SCAS B B89 109 ds /N R 6 98 22 0 R o 0 A P AR 2R 5 ) 1) A 53 B R A e A U e e g
o A — AN S BA B 25 R R A SIS AT AR T B U [n) [ SRS B BRI B T T SUAE T MINDsr(Q,N)E
B /NP 5NV SR AN R il (9755 R, ) FH 72 [0 (0 30 20 RN SCAR FR) A G 48 28 2 ) B B, >4 top-k A B il 40
1975 [H] Web X G #8465 J5 40k,

o LT Prestige AL B ECANIT top-k SCAK R (LKPT) &

A7 B AR ) DG B A DR (B B A AR O LS ) SRR AR DT I 1R 6 B H i AT (R ST R S A
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2[R Web X5 2 (B AH TRl R il b SR 7E 52 B 25 [R] Web % 5 2 8] - ASAH TLS7 T R — AN G J 3L
B 1R ) 50 15 2 0 AH 5 I8 4 120) 52 T8 L S B A AT AH S 0] 2 16 S BN AR 6. 6 T, Cao. 2 A BB Y 17— NI Mg
X% Prestige, H A 1k 55 A5 1) AH O G H B AT (1 0 00T 2598 45 SR 1) R i LKPT 25 AL 4 24 T+ Prestige 1)
FHICHE (R PR EL) A0S B R A A0 1 5o 5 SR o6 G 44, T 3R 15T top-k AN 45 8L

%W B % 08 3 S22 PR(prestige-based relevance) i (1K)t &%, 30t 85 05 L A4k Pagerank [ &
[R5 5 PR A R S ARA RTINS ) AN B AR 0 e SCRR[33]4%2 tH W R I PR (B THEL (W 7% IR TR Al B 45
THRMIZ R LKPT & i1 77 %&.—FP 2 ES-EBC(early stop extended bookmarking coloring), {1 55— 5 fi Fl £ 1)
SRR B I — B, T ROk AN S 6T top-k XS PR E 7 AR 52, B LA PR AL 38 AN 75 2% L& B 30T 1)

PR LR/ T3 k+1 XTSI PR AR N FHE, BE L L i T ES-EBC BUAEREAN & FAL#H PR (E, 880 T
TEELARAN T LUK G BL - 51 5 i:——S-EBC(subgraph-based EBC), & 7 2 ¢ H! 1 45: 4 T fiE 115 top-k 45 511
T B BT PREMHE R T B AL BT R 3B PR AL 7+ R34 53 5500 PR R S5 B A 5 % 164 )
PR . {0 55 BA S A U 1) 19 Sk 49 s de /N AT BEHEAG (K T 290058 kA 45 S5 G0 23 (I gl ] LR T 4% 31wl
top-k R G JG I IS AT I )3 2 nl 9 gk, S-EBC ) R Ak e #B ZL4L T ES-EBC.

o M HITAR K T (MCK) A if]

T — P A0 2 1) S - 5 30 7 VR R R L 1 B 12 b S P PR AT m AU HL A S ) E
AHIE AR 0 TG A% T VEAT T 43 2 bR*-tree 2R 5| 45 M4 20 2102 W) 52, R FH 56 30 48 2R SR W& 445 /N 480 2R 25 ) 5N 5
J RN S R A S0 B MR AE S B LR A R HE bR*-tree [ R BT B 75 B B IN 2 5 3 R bR*-tree It
FEep, B AR BT 0T B8 AL AR T 25 10— 771 8, T B8 AL B 2 A 1% 7797 0, DR 75 AR IOk 8 7% 1
11 A W] R T A T8 119 48 22 7% R B A P 40

1) WRABEE—NEZT T AW,

2) MRFMEGHZ AL 71 A

TR — AT RS T 1 m AN ST % R — A5 48 2R 2 ) AR, SR 2 /Mg ik ™ 1)
AW m AT OCEET, I B S AT, D04 A o 148 22 4 i) e R A A% B 48 R 2 [R) R Y R AU 1
AN 22 AN R FH A R] I 18 22 S B4 05 48 2R SR P 5 50 S92, 4R T ST (0 4% 10 AR U A v DG 2 HL
AR5, 2 71 AU R INY RE 1R 56 50 BVEAL I B 22 A1 U T B 0 4% 7709 s & M R AR AU 4R 3R
P05 2 TSR BRI AR B3R AR JE A UK i) 3 X e 3o 4 S A R R BAT i R, B B 7 R B W E ULEL m
AN BRI FOR b TR B i Y SRR A R T AT AT m AN T A B T A 2R A R SR F T 28
TR R AR B 2 A A 1) 5 S JL T 5 0 DR AR R R

o JLILAT EARZE DL A

XK B A FHAE IR (L& B BAREE) 3 % 3: 47 2R & (MashUp), 345 F #h 6] API 422 11 (Google map,
Yahoo map) K Hric /el b, H 25 Web 2.0 (19— AN HE 22 B X 66 5 R /s Jvg 7038 M bR 4 /1
Fi s M BT 1 AR bR SEAE DG I, th T D B 42 3R B R S0 AR SR Web R R 2R SRS AE IX PRI R AN KIS
7E3CHR[30]7 ,Zhang %5 N B Je 2 B 7 — Rl LAARZE Ay 700 (tag-centric) () 2 ) 4b 2H S, B 1 2 BLUC I m AN 28 n) £
YRR R G2, 33K 8 %o G 245 ()b 40 S B ] 250 3 8 v e 5 0 1 7 2 MBI HE S A1) m AN BUER R R T
A RE M AR A AR IX B AR R LA e 78 20 L IR AR AR 2 b 1) 28 (045 5. b I, Zhang %8 A SRR T —Fiiw
FERR YT V:,1Z 07 VR B Se A Light-Weighted 225128 )5 1 Fl bric (s BN BAS S B bR*-tree. B4 IK
bR*-tree K R 1) b (075 sURIER 6 N I E HAR S (0 m ANMBIHEDI AR 2 I 1 W S R & R — A
J7 41 3% S8 I 3t A 410 3%, w] DA [E] [R] —FRAc 6 A 15 A X 8 pOR FH SR A T — AN B 14 R AEL T RS AN B
M5 RGE R*-tree IR S B ARG R 25T 28 30 (4 R 7 VA% L bR*-tree AT R ) 48 2,
IR [ A A A ) 5
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A b BT VERT LG43 A R LR 3.
Table 3 Comparison of query processing

&3 EMALPLTTIER LB

WRFH TRk EElERs HeZHA B S SRR
e B ET 2% [ B A A PRI TR S5
N ! [27] 2.
Pk RMTEIT | pirmeny | IROVe [ AT HE B4R | Real estate sk 0%
TR R .
R e PO B TRV S I e
E A top-k | SRR SERY IR-tree GREHIESCAMR | ey | EBOOURE
SO KR A2 3 v P2 A 1 %?fm%;% b Map JIi: 4 «
LA A Travel & 4%
FE T B R S
5ET Prestige 1 SRR 1 Prestige (%) L RN TELR I TURSS
7B AT top-k ‘f‘jﬁim ﬁg% IR-tree HIZEHE (PR ) F1 PR _F il 543 i Map 45«
SCAK % A B AN ISR Eplgas HATEI A IR
Travel ¥k it
. . {1 B B8 1) .
m i 46 BT ARm Syeitnad! IR FR A
. bR*-tree ¥ FOCHE T 1 .
E it 2 [29] | S 1 Al A
AT A R g et Web R4 %%
ST R A& _E4E | Light-Weighted geo-tf-idf gigﬁgg Web 2.0 H17E 2k
D E 7 3y B 48 % SR e HE44 751 }Juiﬁij;ﬁ)&z ' b T U5 A7

224 MHXMEHRHAR

45 AT 2 B AR P RO 2 — HEP SRS Rk o THER ORI S B sh & & BT B 51
e HURE S P SR AR/ I B OB, TR VR R B S B R A P i TR EA WS R S SRR P
WS T B R R 45 R T 5 B A 2 R F P IR SCARE S AL B AT SRR [ A B4 H T,
ELA 1 o b B R S AHE 7 AT 345 5 VR I 8 T AR 33 7 T R AR X A

7 top-k 2% ] S5 7 2 127 v 2 16 &5 S 44 T HE 44 B 8L f(diistance(o.loc, Q. loc), IRscore(o.doc, Q. keywords)) ik
ATHEF SR 5 X A3 B top-k X G AR A 4% IR HE 4 20 B3 % VB AR B T HE 2 BOR LR A 2 18 SCA Ry
PIAS PR 23X W, I F AT 4 1 BRI A BV BT 0 BT top-K SCASKY R (LKT) 2 10 2B B (4 HE 42 7 vk
LR 25 8T SCA IR AH S PR 25 () (R AR T o, 906 38 AT I3 — R T I AR b B — A% o R
ANRXHATH A

Dy, — arx D, (Q.loc,0.loc) +(1—a)><(1— P(Q.keywords|o.d0c))v
max D max P
Hodr oe (0,1), F SR ABUH 2 1) AH 3 M R0 SCASHH S ME T o 19 EE 22D (Q.loc;0.1oc) 2% /s Q AT o 22 [a) fé Rk L A 4 2 5
maxD ZHHEEE D AN G2 ) 1 B K EE 2, SR BE B AT U — A AL B SCAAH G kA S B EAT O
B, maxP ISR SCASHEAT 10— 4L AL 2.
SEBLAE B FR AL REOME ] geo-tf-idf HE 44 J7 ik 25 3 B 7E 3 — B I 3 B bR 45 (geo-tags) (1 M G P B L 4 4%
el tf-idf HF 42 J7EAT 9 e A 2 B Scrb S Al Q ARG R X I R R HE 44 BR U X

Score(Q,R) = >’ weight(k,Q) x score(k, R).
keQ

TR weight(k, Q)4 7 e - K AHXT T 25 1) Q BSR4 2 H M v AR i T — M kAR F X3
R F 3 score(k,R) Y AE & ) A0 40 SR AR i k R X 38 R 45 & DR 4k

1) Fric k AUEH LRI 38 R 1 A L

2) brid k ASEHIIERR R LA HARX 3,
M score(k,R)HI{H 4> T &,

TEAZ T V5, SCRS IR & LA O, B A B — AN FR B IR 08 A 7 A — s AN R 8 R 21 il — A K
47 B AU SCRY AR T AE S B Web 2.0 B o V8 22 B0 U502 (b P STk A 00, 38— B R p IR 4B AN BE 58 4 A4
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H e AR BN SOME R T B 18 B AR 28 R A p AL S .

M 3 — AR A6 A5 2 (degradation model) sk Sz s R X 35k -2 1 1) 96 3R, R FH o 07 o 3 ik BB Ak, b
2 T L 3] B DX ) S T P AR I 1 DX R e
225 Ailgs KA AT

HAR A% Web 3553 B 18 3 15 #% T DL 3507 In) 37 00 (4 4% 22 DU (& % 3 47 7] Web {5 B A B &
IR 2 7 . i TR gl e o [ A 1 — 2o R BR (bb i bR/ WA IR 5 P A T RE ) 25%), © A 1 Web
HRAE B RIHUHI I AE G B S 58T £ 1) 45 10 T WAk, TE5E X 48 3l e 45 LUK F 7 IR B4 R (9 1R 31 38 o
TG LR e, T 6 A ) 45 R T TR AT 110 R R A B A L R Nl A TR Bl 4 1 PR BT SR LA,
3 H 05 SR SR I TSR T g, A5 R A B0 T AT 5¢ LUK TV BB 1) &5 S, 75 ZEE— 20 A Web T Al ECHH EEE
B LG & PR SEAAE IR A 2. H AT, 0B B ¢ g 1 1) 45 S IR0 R Web TUTHI I 1 3 #5845 — & I 9T,
{RAT SR Ab T3 B B

A, V8 5 5 1 45 SR 1) Web BT L 35 A 5 50 UE 4% 16 57 ) 7 32 K B30T LAY oy 3 28B4 B 451 45 it (scaling)
F 1L giHE(manual authoring) F1%% # (transforming).Scaling 77 72 v DL 24 My 2D 328 2l (B[R] st FRAE T 0 T ()
B2k, Manual authoring J7 VA S8 3 1 2% ), 75 B G LA Web B3t T TR i LB A AN B ka5
AR L, TUTH 3l % 5 v:——Transforming 58 256 2%, & v LA B 4 Web TTTH ) P9 25 R0 45 14 3004748 124 A0 30
B /N BESRER T S AT LS TN — S35 [ 2 4R 45 1, G 9 2R 3K (table of contents) Bl At — 5 M 5 B 1L O AT 1 4 45t
JIERLUE JURD:

o JETH B 7% (the summary-based approach)

DR Web T I ) — 23 s 1 2205300 {1 P B T 840 Y B (snippets) B B 2 S w4 A0 A

2 IV A 2R
e %75 (the single column approach)

¥ Web LTI 22 7147 o) R 48 B30, T 982D 7K S HR 30 B i, Opera. SSR & 4t AT LA A /N - 44 K /N FH L 50K
/N 0 DT AT Joi 2 480 D 3@ A /N B e (1 B 270 S 7R X 7 VA AR I M B 77 7K S 4 R 30 AR B0 R 38 n 77 28 L 4
7R B K Xie %5 NPT H O 1 43 B — 22 90 B0 B A — Bl SR P B 270 Sk 7, 0 T8 5 g ) I 42 ke e T 1k
WoRgE .

e Fisheye FJ ¥4t 5 % (the Fisheye visualization approach)®&=

FE TS ] P S 7R T T R ok o A 1 L 8 T S T D P 2 S 4 1 DT At S 1 P R
RS T T R P B A S e U, AT DL K TR 4 N SO SR AR TR N A

o UAMEE +Detail 1) 77 (textual overview+detail approach)

TR 50K Web T T 43 1 22 AN 58 43, 4R I 75 MR L Ti (overview page) A FH SCAS 5 B %A 0 B D
Sk, 1T LLE— 5 A B PEAN 19 Web T P 245 SRS 4> 31 26 7% R 45(DSPS)“UF Standford Power Browsert 4612 % 77
VA PR AN SRS ) R R AR A AR T AT N A R SR T R R R T R4 Web LT R iR A0 0 1 B (A
Style. &5 55), 543 FH 7 1 58 0 Y 2 96 78 R 0 H ARAS BN S REAR U M 7R 78 2 2o 43 LARIH .

o Mg EIREE +Detail #7757 (thumbnail overview+detail approach)

5 SCACHE B 14 75 T2 B 24 s A ) T LAGRAT SR R Web 5 B SE B R S0 L Baluja 45 NHTE —
RAZ AT Web TUE B 7s le—ANEL S 9 /N ¥ 4 g ], AN X 3 S5 5 3 e 4 BI85 1~9 AHXS R, H P vl B
et Horh — AN X I AT JBOK 25 . Collapse-to-zoom™ 8 iy 77 v [ 7 ] DL SR 4 s 18] 75 75 H 0 I8 % IR F 1 40 P9 2
A JRTT LA A VR % B HEAT 7 8 Bjork 45 ANUOSOGR T 3 ol L i B A A8 X 45 i 1S A L O] A R R
7 A A .Chen 4 NBMSA W T % RS & 207 3265 T I K120 o P9 R B AE B O 2R R A A 4K (table-of -
content) {4 % 5| 5T SearchMobil ®3V s ] 4 i 1] A8 2 2 475 JEL 48 2 3o R 412 1k 0y (6, T SR 42 0 1 A 2k 80, 000 S o ¢
A5 ) ] MR P X i AP H e E B A8 (block importance model), Jy BT T H ) AS 7] B 2 i
IEEF IR T 3 B SR 45 W T ) 5 v P, e e R A 5 R TSR AR, T s R R PR
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P A7 I VAR S - e 1 T TR A A A P 22 O b 2 T T AR ORI 4 PR AR AR R AN IS
N SR A B, Xiao 45 PR ) I 7 2 J2 B SP-Tree, ik 4% SP-Tree ()53 H i LA K o J&F A 75447 %
P 1 R oA A W3 I, L e o ) D L ] R D
g5 R AL L5 AT AL JT VAR EE 3 b W3R 4.
Table 4 Comparison of result processing and visualization
R4 GIRLEILE PRAL T VEN EE AT

Jiik FEEEAR s e s
SET AR | R ARSI | B I I e AR DR A P R 5 S A D
B g 12820 2B Jei i 4 BT, TR R ) Bn T YRR B L
P 2RI 5 J A 5, 44 e A 5 2 oy bR CHiE R E K
Fisheye Al #l1L PR ST FRAR T A2 Bl 7E T IR S AL B N 1) ABEN T F A
J7 1503 AR B 5 I I 1) B8 AR 55 VAL S 2=

JR U Web TUT_F T &5

SR - e RN H A ¢ o T S 1A 2, o
Do o | Sormmsimbaze | PTITER DI R TR s i o
. LA M AR 3 2 AU
GEBEE | UM | AT L oot
Detail Jrik®-48) | JhFGus PRI HA | SRS LT 0 M 5 e for

3 RERI(ERE

B8 85 AT B B AR . THR IR BRASE AUB E) Web Rk TV 2 BBk, H AT 7R AU O
A SeAH I IR TAE AR SIS RS 3l Web 48 32 (U HESE 6 O TAERET T 40 JERIMEHG 5 &5 AT T IR AN [6F
Fb A3 BT AR, R 2 AR AT SR b T4 R PR B, A3 6 A B 28 4 WIRIGEE 25 B A7 VF 2 1n) AT A AT S IR N
IR,

(1) HbFEARIC Web ZEJ5CHEMG . A7 280 4k Y Web 5 50GF IV () Hby F A 5 of B 80148 2R ok R — S DR 11 )
L H AT C A KR T, X I8 A T A TR AR A 6 ) S A TR v R T A (L ) A X B B A
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