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Abstract:  The growth of the Internet and the emergence of online social websites bring up the development of massive networks which
are large in scale, complex in structure, and dynamical in time. Exploring latent structure underlying a network is the fundamental
solution to understand and analyze the network. Probabilistic models become effective tools in diverse areas of structure exploratory due
to their flexibility in modeling, interpretability and the sound theoretical framework, however they incur computational bottlenecks.
Recently, several approaches based on probabilistic models have been developed to explore structure in massive networks, which aim to
solve the computational problems from three aspects: representations of a network, assumptions of the structure and methods of parameter
estimation. This study classifies existing approaches as two categories by the methods of parameter estimation: approaches based on
stochastic variational inference and online EM approaches, and analyzes in detail their designing incentives, principles, pros and cons.
The properties and performance of classical models are compared and analyzed qualitatively and quantitatively, and as a result the
principles are provided to develop approaches of structure detection in massive networks. Finally, the core problems of structure
exploratory in massive networks are summarized based on probabilistic models and the development trend of this area is projected.
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B A5 E I 1) R T L R N 28 B )y ARV T G SR T R A K D % T s 5 ) AATD 1 A 9Ty A A T 854 A T R
I RE PR R K A P A RS 109 20 Bt I R R 1 T A A P T o AT R B — L6 ) ) B R 45 H )
AR 0 B B 45 R AL S A Y B R VF 2 1 R O A AT W 3t A VR REAT A% U3 Bl T 3540 B K 1
P 4% R0 110 785 A AR AR P I e 0 AT T4 At B2 47 1) IR 45, 34 1T 3R A B 22 (1 50 2 2 I 4 45 ) R IR, 5 23 A i et
) AR T — S S, I T I A I v FE TR R S A i SE T B I T S TR AL )
VRSE TR RUER SE R0 A s I I T 28 o i R A5 1 9 24 50t 25 - MR S A Ry 3 DA 0% 1) e I g
T3~ PTRE VR 1 B M ST (1) MGE 256 P TR A 2, Ay Ak B O MRS 53 2 ) 5% 5040 1) e A e %
PUA 1R I 4% 8 Ky S AL 0 A5 R0 K 22 i 1 ] B B L BB . SBM (stochastic block model)**¥1.SBM A5 7 i
F A e b 2% AR HA R — ol ] B L 400 ST o IO 8% 1) Bt AT FE RS 200 A A i B ) 4% 5 ) R BIATE 55, 36 i TR A2 B T
2% FR LS K 1 S ) B R K AT R B0 T &Rl SBM KR TR (AR R 9 A S e R Bt WL bR B R MMSB (miixed-
membership stochastic block model)®? . %L PLSA(probabilistic latent semantic analysis) 1) B il 7 fifi #L B i A B
3 B WL A5 GSB(general stochastic block)l 2 i Ji {75 G A B LB AR I B) BRI AL DX 45 g 1 AR B 32 IX
S BRI T L 30T S A o 1 B s BE A LR R S 50 CSBM (constraint stochastic block model)l. 44 44
SRR LA X O ESBEHLPRE L Ry 5 404 i) PPSB (popularity-productivity stochastic block) i1, %
H55 R X DL A 75 00 3k S R 3 380 A 0 2% A il e TR 2 R S e KD I 45 ALK S A R () B3 A7
TEVE SR 0) 85, A AL 33K RIUASE Do) 8% 25 b, i A 12 1 BT 1700 7 ¥ e e B e 7.
TR, 4 RIS I 2 A R A IR 22 AN R 4 T R AR E R 2 MM 5 2 TR e KRR A 4% 45y % B
I 5L SR (1 ) 4% 2 7 B TG Ry eI T 0 286 5 4] R T AR B S T B, ) 8% 4 O 2 BRI RN = AR TR B4R R
Tl 227 T A DX 4 65 ) P T DX R ([ T B S . S RN B ) R B A ([ 1Y L
A5 ) e A X0 ) A IR 2 SR it 7 VN B 5 T T A B I 4 B L B P SR A R A I 4% 4 ) B
R AR TR f) R B AR AE £ EM B M BE AL AR 20 0 B0 5305, H T ©A — Se B 50 A T & 115Kk % SBM LAY (29201
J2 MMSB 4 Ji i 774 14182022058 e {1 AT PRI 5 8 AN AL AR s R 190 9% 5 g o EULAER 81 (1) ) 10, A7 00 2 3 45 0L
A3 B AR R BE F R B A7 A W) 8,k B AT R A A 4R i 2
MR T 2 HUA T J7 20 I T RS Y 6% &5 ) S SRR 238 D7 v U A P 26
1) 7E4k EM Jiik fdf:Christophe Ambroise #F51/NH % It T 2010 4R SBM BRI i 1 7E4: CEM
(classification EM)53: 119 7£4: SAEM(stochastic approximation EM)#1 7525735 4 EMPO ix e 7 2 47
R U0 B 6T SBM A5 R S 40 AT BT, 78 SV VAR PR RN RS b A IR AT T

2)  BUHLAS SRV, AL Blei HFFU/NLR B T 2012 4 2013 4E3E T MMSB B2 I (X % e 4
X &5 K 11 455 780 141819 MM SB (assortative MMSB) #i #1 14351 - AMP(assortative MMSB  with node
popularities)#: 4] HDPR(hierarchical dirichlet process relational ) %8 Xing fJf 5% /N 41 j b2 T+ 2012
L 2013 4E NIPSPR 2e 5048 I B A R T R T B A R R I K R AL X R BB A
MMTM(mixed-membership triangular model)# 7151 PTM(parsimonious triangular model)f& 74122,
PTM HZY {555 MMSB 5570 S A5 20 56 X0 = 1 T ABE A4 A jiocd 7 e 105, R ) = A TR ASEAAC e, SR s o 41X
&5 K T Ak ST B Bt B AR 43 B AR $E v BB AT K.

RS 28 285 4 e B 5 323 (R T 0040 Ab T WD 4R B B, A I 90328 328 AS 1 05 A TP 28 7= 24 149 D I ASE IO 245 9 7 A
TR PR T 3R, 38 75 R 50 3 45 % O AT 10 AR Y g X JHASE 199 4% 45 ) 2 B ) 8 4% 1 5 4 10 A5 2R RN B0
FIF, 040 A 6 87 SR A7 351 W R A TR 1) A RUABE D 4% 45 ) e I AR AT I 45 0 43 T, AR SOGS I 8 5§80 4T
SR HT, A Z A T 3 R FH R0 ek ik e R AR 1)

ASCEE 11 8 SRR W 285 45 1 e A 26 7 15 (M AH DG M & B SRV 36 2 " A 6 T 10 48 EM 00 (1) R B A
P 2% 5 K R I 570 55 3 AT A S T R LAR 2 4 B 10 RS D 4% 45 K R IR 5 70 55 4 X AR DG B AR R Ry vk
HEAT 72 PR RN 8 5 1) BE o R A T 32 S 7 VA I e b E L2 5 71 8 45 % AT ) A% O 9 R B, B R ok R R
.
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1 HRBSINEZE

RIS (9] 2% 45 Ky 2 BN 236 7 305 i i T A S A 7R F) ¥k, IS T 46 3R 2% KA 7R A S Mt o B sl st 312839,

TEX L= RRAEIR). W) 4785 6 45 K AR A ASE R 5 DL Ay ST G I 548 BH i 199 28 3 7S Ay B K 11 o %
A A B T B R T ek X AT 45 (21220 JHC R o 4% R H BILES) k-1 P, = R TR il 3 AT S T AR 118 AT 4
K=MK () 584 =M% (b) 2L =M ZE =ML LL 3T Ayt (c) LA =M TE;(d) =&=MIE.5%
SAIEAN 2 30 = AR N R AL X G5 TR, 24 a5 K B K DI I 2 = A I 1 B A ANk ND;
T A5 BEAR KIS X = A R EAT SR SRAIE A AT 5 SR AN B B, A AR T A AR [ 50 4 AN
N2,

EX 2(BESEM AT EERR). W4 R IR BB T i an i 1 s 19 VUm0 ) 4 4 5 3878,
45 25 1 e SR 2 AR ) S T A AR 0] I 48 JT A A BB O R AR, A = A TR A AR R AR R TR B G )
SR z={z, 1, ERTEL WMHITTR x={}, . BZHa

a

Zj Xi
N

Fig.1 A graphical model
K1 e ey
AR Ak AL PRI R P A 3 i (KI5 20 A1 20 i b R T K
p(x.2.81@) = p(Bl [T}, P(%. 21 B) (1)
TEX SHEEFRS ). WA R AR & 4y A 8 5 A i B o0 A RO 1B 1 42 R A & B s B Ryl o 42
i A BIER AT B R A SR EUR 73 Al 58 SR

p(xi,zilA)=h(xi,z)exp{ft(xi.z)-a( A} O]
pP(A=h(Pexp{a"t(A)-as(a)} ®)
P(Ax.z,a)=h(Bexp{ ny(x,2,2) "t(A)-ag(14(x,2,2))} (4)

h(-)F1 a(-) 2 2L FE 5 FIO6E 550 I W IR & B8 4%, () R t() 2 BARSER 8 oy Sl =
Ja B A IS A R

p(BIxz.a)x p(B.xzla)=pBla)]]] p(x.2|5.2) )

B 28 2X(2)~ 4 38 (5) A8 B AN A I 3L 9 56 R, 7T 45 F 4%t
7,(%,2,@) :(a1+zi’ilt(xi,zi),a2 + N) (6)
UA=(B-a(P), a=(a1, ) @

EX AP EE R TR AREY ), 190 2% 45 K S LR 5 RS AN 8 190 296 45 g AR AE A AL, A DAy AT AR ) B A58
TR 258 T (R 2A AH B A I Pl R e DX O IR 0 A 20 oo B 22 I TR 11 o 9% 0 M) S A, ek IX 6 Ay R AR
Gilly. ZoyEEK. JRIGER S SBM LR K LA Y 245910 g - o 4 28 g R DLASE AL

90 25 5 Ky S ILREE 3 77 125 S AT B SR AR T T 0 AR I 4 TR B M g AR R R AR RAE AL AR
AT R MR AT 10 4 24 ot e A 2 B R LA M PR B MR AT PR A B AR O A L ) A B A 4 SR
A R Al T A B R AR . AR AR RS A1 p(z, AX).

R4 R R P I o3 AT p(B o) N5 T UL Al v S50 (G2 5 D -S4y 4 ) A T A5 AR 1) 3 A 75
V), e ALV IR AL T S0 (A EM S ) A TS 2R AR i f) A J) 0 e I A1

EM S35 5 S B A PRk, A d K AUR Z Bl v (0 P S0, AT B Lo 1 6 A ST 1] 3 A B 1) 2
2 EM SRS EM SR I KA AR 2 U I B A TR R A R A R B AR, 22 YA T R A A
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A R SR B TR E D ARYE B UGEAR I S B T A I X S 1 SR AR e M AR R A e R A
JAAR IR AR Lk EM ST CappéO $H AL EM STVARRAS AR Lh DA 8 28 57000 5 ff 2 AR B ML E 2P A 1B
TF6E 52 1) o 0 A8 e, M 5 5 O ) J=5 0 A R 1 4 S 2 B 24 il 4 Sy A J B339,

A543 DU T B 43 A5 7% q(z, 838k p(z, AX), 35 MEBIAS 93 A KL 8O A Bt (1 g (2, 2324

KL(a(z, B) || p(z, B1x)) = Eylloga(z, B)] - Ey[log p(z, B | X)]
= E,[logq(z, B)] - E,[log p(x,z, B)] + log p(x) 8
=-L(q) + const

I /M KL BB AH 24 T de A 1R 3 L(q), L (o) FR AL 6 H ALl 4k T~ 5t ELBO(evidence lower bound). #
SRR Gy Sy A iR a(z, P33 o A ik

az.8) =a(BI AT, Tes 0 1) )

¥ %€ 42 JR) A2 7> 24,0 ELBO 5 Ja #4270 2 K { gu Y B8 K X F A b 5K S 45 g 354X B8 B0 T 5 ) 7 A2

S ZH0H H bRk B ELBO TS Db 4 JR 48 43 2 B AN o B, 6 B b o B8R 345 A8 B X7 AR BT R AR 4y S8
{434 R A8 5 504, 51 ELBO YUK,

A4y DU Jr 4 A AR T R S AR RAG K A2 43 2 5O 1 AT JR 0 A8 4 S8 R AR 4y S T A
—ANBENLA JRAE 5y S B TF U6 ANV T AT B0 AR AR 43 2 50 B A RE S e S By 2 400748 o 0 A BRI T Ak
VR B 35 LA VAR 5 5 T AT S8 1) J=5 02 4 2 8 AR R i T,

FEREAR 43 UL 3T 4 B A B 45,2013 45 Hoffman. Blei 25 A4t 7 BEALAS 2 #1007 {55 05 4 Pl 0 6 A 4 #
AT N B0 O B E e b % VR A AR 1 S R 40 B A T IR AR 4 2 5 AR 5 R X A SR AR 4 2
Kol o v ) 42 R AR 4 S8, T P ) 4 R AR 2 2 80R B UGB AR A AR 4y S BOIBCT 3915 B 24 /T I 42 )R AR 9y 3
H A% 7 A 4 T BEALRRE S0 SR 1 AR B AR A B I F FTAIE W, 2K T 19 AR B0 110 55 K ADUAR i T Wi S50k
J3E T4 B Bk i SR Bt KL AR 43 B A U B RLARE — A RSt et o5, A i 17 A, DL AN SR D B B AL AR
A3 HEPE AL A 5 flRE £ 1 ELBO Ly(A)E U A $dii 44 1 ELBO L(A):

L(2) = E,[log p(B)] - E,[logq(B)] + 3. max, (E,[log p(x.z | £)]- E,[loga(z)) (10)
L, (4) = E,[log p(B)]- E,[loga(B)]+ N max,, (E,[log p(x;,z | B)]- E,[loga(z)) (11)

Li(A) M3 55 T L(A), BRI, DG T4 SR8 40 2 5000 R 450 Ly (A) 1 AR 0 5 2 L) I 2 1 T A i -

o EEEE 10 B AR 43 2 B H U SR B 0 R AR 4 2 4 .

o IR 4 SR AR 43 2 MO T ML R B B 4 SR AR 4 B R B E VL = o+ N(E, ([t(%,Z)1.D) - 4,

TS m Yk AR i oh )4 R AR AN S8 A, S R

Ay =+ N(E, ,[t0%,2)1.0) (12)
o A JEAR A SR B I T RENLIE B (robbins-monro) 77 PR B 4 m R A4S R AR A S O Ak T
A =20 4 p (G = 2" D) = (= p) A + oo (13)

Hrp, pn — 2B S SENEF LK, pn=(m+17) ke (0.5,1].
PAT ik 3 B4R, HE ELBO 8L

2 ETHELZEMBEEMAMENELEELZINTGE

P 286 304 ()1 SRR AR R R R AR 2k EM B3SRBS OG 2R B4 1) 485 40 R B0, Il i W, g KA 58 4 4
X HUABL AR 1) ) EE 8 R JR) S A e A LI P 8% T A3 AT p(z|X) R T SR T A AN RT3 iR, R SR M AT DA S I K A
Zanghi %5 \M92ULF MixNet BB 33 T p(X) A9 LRPE 51775 MixNet 2 SBM A58 — k41, i 1o 4
MixNet #BFx 1 SBM #5274,

SBM 5 TR T I 4% (1) A AN 19 0 SR — AL X, I 246 Hh R B AR e R A D

1) BRI T DR o FRIRBIEE r ANAEIX
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2) AR L) PR X BORER RN Bernoulli(B) 4y A, 2 B s 251 BE R R M By KK q
RIS | I () e MR 6.

{E4k CEM Hik. {64 SAEM HLFIEL AR 7 EM SEAEAS THBE A S50 FE oh % p(X)HEAT T 3 AN
MRS, N3 HTIX 3 R AL fE 28 EM SE v vk Zhbil. JEAR L 5 R A ik A
2.1 EZCEME %

A LE Erdos-Rényi B LI, SBM RJ LA B I b A0 A5 552 s 199 28 A 0 2 H0ql v S 30 B A L B RE A 31 200 A5
R 280 Daudin 25 A H A8 50 J5 VA Al T SBM AR K, T AR BT 17 AN A 1 45 T2 g Aab R R K AR
(¥ 15 2%, Zanghi 4 \OME B AE A 52505 2 O 071, 10) logp(z|X) ) 57 1 1k Ay A A 5 28 M 5 1 e B, 1P
log p(z| X) =Dz, logar, ,BETMH AN i X CEM U 9 2% 45 1) R L5105 A 2k CEM SV E A2 A 489 15 i

i

FRIR AR, M 2R B e IR A UGEAR SR 417 S8 EN E P F M 2 H 2L
SBM B CEM $32: 1) 56 4= H i X HBh R 8 £l
L(X,z;@)=log p(X,z;B,a) =Yz, loga, + Y. z,z; l0g(By" (1-B,)) (14)
iq

i>j,q,l
A me AN B4 BRI ) XL ERIRAEE g 2™ (@)@ B IR, s AR m A
P08 24 16 5 2 B IO ML Bt
LE(X",2"(@" ) @) = Lzl(xml,z“;@)izmq{logaq + 2 2, log(By" (1—Bq.)”mj)} (15)
q

j=m,l

EH AR 24 3 (15) AT A0 B 38 40 A0 X IR FR IR 5 010 s B S S 400 o0 e KA A S (15) 26 2 0433 10 s 28
B QA M A5 3T 25 2 RR AN S m—L YK (0 2 505 B A A S5 4 T AN S, T SR o VR ) R A
G IE BOLLAR (199795 5 FEFR IR BT ) AR, T T S 4, BB AR R EOA B 9 558 A B USRS TR n . i 4
R K 7E LR CEM S92 TTHIE W 2 2 850 1) B ATLARE 32 430281,

{2k CEM SVEAE E B 1T SE S 24 1% 2 O(NK),M 25 52 2% 15 g O(NK?), % 55 325 30 3 0 AN 25 E 3% AT eN Ik,
Herbc g, WA A ST 24 2l O(CN?K?). BR8N 5 24 1% 5 CEM B35 —HF (2 CEM B kAR 75 B e BT
H R B HE S RS CEM Bk TR B 55— RO OC S 80 A0 24 T3t g 2 A0 /> =K.

L CEM 843 AR R i g 35 A HR IR B4R, 4L T p(|X) 1 5 52 7 32 i o1 2 $0H 12010 4R,
Zanghi 25 AP TREHLE L EM 52353 0 T 78 28 SAEM(stochastic approximation EM), 3t T-45 4> 7 k& i 7 7
A8 5y EM BTV
2.2 HEESAEME X

Zanghi 25 N\ &1 SBM R v T RIS I 4 &5 4 & BLAE 28 SAEM 415 SAEM 59037 BE ML AL P 18 it
TE 58 A 5P X BUUR FE 28 SAEM S11006 SAEM B354 e 78 26 WA, BT I N Y 2 B BB 3T 417 240 SAEM
g T EM HES AR E DR BEALE LB 18 U A 56 4 200 5 BURUR 78 M 2D d K AR E 1LY 56 4= 2l 4is
KT HUBLIR SR AR 2250 SAEM 553 E 35 SR AR 1K) 58 2 B AT BUBR L, (B B™) A A7AE AR, HAI 45 m se
BRI AME L (8] B™Y) 5 m—1 YEAR I 58 4 Bt nd BUBLAR 9 2 (A5 Sk Bb B Sl n oL L, (B ™) -

Loa(B1A™) = Lo (BIB™ ) + p (Lo (B1 ™) - Lo (B1 ™) (16)
Horprm IR 5 p BB K L, (B A™) 8 ik S v BERLAS 21, t A 58 A Bt ALK (01 S48 24 i
SE B R BUIR T ZAR I p(z]X) 155 A 304 0 o i 2 S .

1ELk SAEM 5k SAEM SyEA7AE W A AN [FAR Y p(z)X)HEAT B 2 B RAE A [, SAEM 503k 75 i A1
SEREAGVF BT AT 90 2% 15 S0 2805, 7E 2 SAEM 5033 FUR 3 In N5 A5 9 285 55 L (B B™) H 7 5 7 Tk 58 4 3
P 5 B R ZEAH I, SAEM S350 J AT 1 1 28005, 7E 26 SAEM SEAN 587 I N0 s 2RbR A OC FE 2k SAEM 5
VRIS m I H AR e TS B m—1 IRH b R S BT N T R 2 1 R B T O B KAk E AR R T S A B
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BRI 250 BAF U PO i R 3 25 Sl

1) R m—L AT AR 2 m AN I e X LT 5 A O AR 75 40 i e (0 T IS4 m

AN R X BIFEIR N [OBEE (2 q= 11X, 2™ ) MR % LRSI E € K oy MO HEIR;
2) IR (16) U t ASREEE AT L, (8] B") S5 U AR I 2 8ORU 1 AR YRR B B £
EEP S

3)  HKAL L, (B B™) T A4 GE i HE T E BB

ELk SAEM S35 FH W 3% AR LR 25 (ELAE by 1 b R 550 FR 66 B FET 195 AL AR 7 25 (B4R B AL 6 P S0
A I ) R 2 ) B HLBR B S0 A% S RO AR (K T 5T ST 2 B O(NK?) BN ST A4 O(NPKP).
L5154 CEM S35 11 52 2% B 20, 1H 52 6 iE W), VEE T 364 I 412 7.
2.3 ELHTHEMEL

4% SAEM S35 3 collapsed 7 A7 A U571 4 B 24 IR 308 17 AT 155 p(z]X) 5 42 B b B bL4R i
9B 5 4 0 X O AR (300 2 2 2 AN RS b iR 8L, 3 TR DB, R 22 A0 5 Bk — 25 B BV S AR
52 2 AE AR 4y EMSEEEAR 6 I 8, . Daudin 45 A B () SBM BRI HE T8 4 EM 503, 92 L% 5002 0 78 4
RASARAT R S8 4 EM ST 59 28 53 J5 ), 8 2 p @lX) I AL AE 2 230 A R AL Iog R(2) = X, D 7,0 log 7
T MO T A o 2R AR 4 S0 R MR 4y 43 A R LS4 A X)) KL BB A 2 T A A 5 4 e 1L
ORIV EE AR 43 43 A R BRARS FR R 5 4 BCHRALUAR AR LA v R 2 T I S BLAE 2645 4 EM STV IS m
o 85 0576 4 0 L8 F B O LOXRG™) B+ 20 (S, g =) L E im0}, 3R o s
{tnate RARKIH 250, BHOEARL T E N5 m=1 ORI FE 5 o v R {am o bq 1A B0 B AR VT S5 45 110
{tm oo I S TR S 40

LRIy EM SEGUCE R T B {an g}y FISBINE T 5154k CEM, fE4k SAEM Af [, 4 S 2% e
O(N?K?).3 Fili 75 42 552 032 AR YK BT 15745 1 50— 380, 10 FT Oy BL 3 5. B 0K 5 2 38 5 0 EML 090 — R (R 2 B A
(1 509 308 31 A 500, BT NP 10 52 o VBT L A 2R S0 /D DR IR I A5 sy 4 SRR W3 8 4R STV 18
AT 165 TRDEABA, 75 2875 43 EM B354t 1 2 501 280 R B 4

3 ETHNESHEEMAMERELSEZINT

MMSB #2008 4 Airodi 45 AF H A b 3 4 1 1) 268 Hc s 10— AMRRER %A R 48 & 7 BE KBRS AR R
£ S JaE AR 1 A0 R K % 28 TR ) 00 % 45 ) 3 A, S PR T SR 2 A AL X R P AR MMSB A5 A
(1) 2 B 3R A 08 1 2% 3 B 07 30, SV T A P O(NPKP)(N 3010 s B K 2 R AN B0, AN R Ak B AN B
%\ BUBUK I M 44.2012 4F . 2013 48, Blei /NALIKITEFUAL b2 T MMSB B4R 1] 3 AN R Y :a-MMSBE 91,
AMP #1181 HDPR(hierarchical dirichlet process relational) 281 {15 15 [ £% Ay 25 P 4 2 % %5 (1) assorative %L
DX 85K, 5 SR FH B AL AR 43 BT AR SRR g A58 75 2 00, A ASE 7R SR AR 6525 T Ak LK RARRE ) 4 A 1X 45 ) 2 B ) 8. Xing %
LN B Ho, Yin 32 i MMTM B2 RT PTM SR ] = £ T 4 26 715 X 46, MMIT M 5 8 R T 525 A 307 R A o
X 268 45 4 PTM 20 S BB AL A8 43 3 R0 AN AT BRI A 5747 A 0 A 0 i B == 1y T S 700 21220 1 2 4
Rl IX SR BT AL SR ER PR R B AL AR 2 4 1 B 5 5K
3.1 a-MMSB#&E3!

MMSB A 15 AT 75 19 A 285 1) #0547 A 2, IS I 0 M o6 2 e B0 K228 9 DL ST 3 4 o A ST 2
S O(N2K), AN B b FIE XA K 22 1 K U 190 2% .a-MMSB AL 70 LAV 8% 0 245 m A7 0 4k DX 45 g ek X P 4 e e T
SRIE R Ak DX AD Y o5 MR /N ST 1Y A ) () P A (assortativity ) (AR 4 X B I MER S50 K 4, R B HLAZ
53 DRk S0 HE R AR A T AR 2 2 A 12 B T A B O RIS Y 4 .a-MMSB A2 A1 1 Y 4% A o R 2

1) AFEALX k #4298 E B~Beta(n);



T Sk TR 6 KPP 4445 0 K L ik 2759

2) W ie NSRS L ) B g~Dir(a);
3)  FRHEIN T 5 R s R L) A A A e R

3.1) A AT RIRAEX ziL,;~Mult(8);

3.2) N jIRIRALIX 7 ~Mult(8);

3.3) R4 Bernoulli(A) /> A2 i A j 245 P AR R, W S i A j )8 T — kX kA= 75 N, A=
LTS EUG WA p(, B, aY, o, m) 13 2 1 4% 4544, mean-field 2273 #% q(z, 8, )3 AL Ji5 4 53 Aii -

a(z, B,0) =1:[(I(ﬁk M«)HQ(@ |7i)HQ(Zi_>J- l#)a(zi ;| ¢;) (17)
i i

o q(B)=Beta(Bi A4, A(zinsi=Kl 4o)) = bisj o A(Zi=K i j)= b0 () =Dir(&; ).

T T S5 AR 1 28 3 BBUAR 1ogp(X) T 5 ELBO SR SRAL AR 43 43 41 ELBO 5745 2 B, 045 4y Z K Ak y
HIII Ky 4 J5 35 (global terms), 15 z 2553 Z 4 i Bl gh s HI IR I 4 J3 35 0 (local terms). B MLAE 43 $i BEAS 75 224
T JR AR 43 B 80U T N2 AT 56t E AL S A (0 M G R T 48 40 2 B AR X 46 JR B A8 4 B A 42 R
A543 23 0T T R M 1 AR B 13 1T - B LR B S0 T 4 R 78 4 2 B B L AR o3 Bl o Sk n

1) VIR WA RS SHR 2,

2) AW AEMEESPRRLES S

3)  JREAR S S EAL T S AR (L) M R R AR S 8L g Rl g

4) &R BEAN ARG R AR 4 5 5OE B A A

HE LR )~ 1% 4), 3 ELBO Y Sakik 31 & K541

55 2) 25 W SR A [R] RO 7 9 AR 2 a0 ZBUCRAIE At A 1) S IR M SRR e A | CRAIE DA A AT 1 10 P 57 61 85
VA 2 L AT A PEE 1) AR A U At A 1) SRS A AR 22 I B LT s A . BEAILT s bR . BE R AR L P B R
S DT 285 1) e 2 S A5 HhRE S 30U W 32 Bl R D7 v fi LA s e (0 7 ) 30 0 52 LSS PR A X 45 0, AT A B 1 Y5 P
P % 1 SR At - S AR R 2B (RO AL 5 A0 A R T AR Ay o 2 B L o P A Y OB A 7 21 0
B AVERENIAAE T4, 75 28 7 V2t BATLARH 55 B30k DALt v P B9 2 T 5 A BB B

a-MMSB 57 B B 17 44 9 45 1) i Bz A5 5, £ 2 8502 2D B BOR FH B B AR 23 #E BB R,  DEAR UF 5 =3
Ay SR I FE R O(SK),S S A5 UCIE ASHAE 1715 S0 B0 il F 42 R 78 4 S 8053 2% 1 & O(NK). A 28 2 4 1) b
BLAR 23 #E BB B T R A 24T O(eMK)(c A £5). R Bt,a-MMSB A58 114 a4 L AR 43 Hi B 45092 m) FH ok Ak
KRB Do 28 4 X % T v 0, 11 2 L B A T 2 5 2 (1 4L DX 5 460 s MIMIS B A5 28 4 27 R vy AL Ml iy 1 11 I 8¢ 4%
P AT 22 .a-MMSB A5 R 0] 1547 541 (¥ 1 122 £ (bridgeness), BT 2502 422 2 AN 4 IX (R T
3.2 AMP#&EE!

P 255 4 X 5 A R IR ARE 2R3 5 6 AN T 5 2 AR — AN Y SR SRAT M (popularity), 3T % 8 1k A= B
28 T S I 28 1D J8 P, a5 Il AN T A1 53— AN 2 4 S [ (homonphily) sl AH fBL 1 (similarity), 56 T 1%
P 2B R T T 4% LA AL DX G5 A O B G e R IO 8% SR, T 9% Ak 3 A TR R S GE Y 0 R AT R R IR B M AR 2012
A, SCHR [B3]HR VR AIF T 24 W, 5 0 AL AT 42k A0 ) 4k T B 7 b 0 6 1/ 22 B 2 199 45 1) 3 738 A B B4 X AR AR MMISB
500 ) B 1 M AL S 0 8% H AN BEARRE T A RAT 1. a-MMSB BB 1 MMSB A5 R LGt b 3 AT DA B i s R
W A5 [T AMP RS IPL i a-MMSB B8 2 11 s AU AT 1, A 4 I 4% 7 st A R

1) M N(up 00) 5345 ALK K R RERRE L B R
2)  AEATT A ieN;
3.1) M Dir(e)iF: 5 E E = a;
3.2) M N(0,07) #BETT A IITATHE 1;;
3) MR T ARk A AL A A A
3.1) AIHF(iLj) B R SRR T FRIRALIX 2, ~Mult(6);
3.2) hyaluxf (i) MR R | FRURAEIX zi~Mult(6);
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3.3) M |Ogit71(2i_>j,Zi<_j,Lﬁ)i\r%ﬁfﬁ% i1 A e A
i SR AMP BRI S 55504 p(z, B,0,1| X, @, g1, 05, 0 ) SRAG VAL D I 5 &5 44, 1 2R 4Ll a-MMSB 57
1) B ATL AR 4 B 2 A V1 S0V 2 IR R AR 7 SN A R AR 0 S8 S8 S a-MMSB S804l T4
R O(CMK)(c 2 & £5), 7T FH SR PAT 4 X R BRI B HE 000N A 45, ] o B304 PR AT B2 e e 45 SRR I 2 T
AMP 1557 [ B T &5 500 T 5 T MMSB 3L 1 45 5
3.3 aHDPR###!

SBM,MMSB,a-MMSB Fll AMP 15 8 S5k 45 5 41 X AN B AR VE 2215 T8 R 4L XA EOR &1, HL B 19 2% 10 389 K T
B8R o I ) B i 45 A3 G R B0 1) D07 AR 2 06 R AR aHDPREE, So v/t XA RO S A ki 3
JB 2 AN X A% I T 2 O R T T i R HDP, A8 14 X AN $ Bl 5 UL 0 4 555 48 I i 48 4. 4 ) HDP A3
HOR IR B R S R i R KR % 3] 250, aHDPR A 8 AB J& F HDP #5842 55 1 ANFI FH B LAR 434 20 01 45
ML HDP FLAL . LT BN B X BB 4 RS

aHDPR H1 8 44 5% T 1) [7) Fie 45 440 0 2% i@ 451 52— A4 )= DP(dirichlet process)$iiid & N X (A 5 %1 4
S TR DX I KN, LT @ T stick-breaking ik FE A4 i

B =vil15 @), ~ Beta(t,7) (18)

I A X SR FE m I FE B BRIFE, m~DP (o, B), 3L, o AL IX 5 B 2 50, 100 i O 72 A ek R Dy

1) ARIE AU RS AL X SR B A HARIRHL X 7, j~categorical(m);

2)  RHETT AL BB AL X SR B b HARIRHLIX zj~categorical(7);

3) MR ziy FH zi AAHFIALIX K, (i) LA oo ex~Beta(a, b)) A= 42 77 W, LN 2 o7 A B 2.

3K A# aHDPR B [ S 40, T8 SE TSRO AR Bt L B AR 5 U IS 70 A1, 284 a-MMSB F1 AMP 557 1)
SRR AR LR, R BEALAR 43 HE 3R AR 75 48 12 R AR 4y S R 42 JR A8 0y S BN 4E R E PR 1), 7 B
NN AT R K A58 — AN HILEECR I KRG E T2 A I it v 3 B 1 A D (9 40 DX 2 0 o A o
T a-MMSB BEAY I3 3 2550 UL 7 J7 325 0 S SRk AR AR T — i 10 SR 7 8 A 2 A8 7R A A 2 11 1R 1%
B 25 T S B TRAT M SRR I R R 5 S AT 2R R S i i
3.4 MMTMIEEFIPTMIRE!

a-MMSB,AMP,aHDPR #5514 F 1% 15 X 4% 2 735 B 6 oAy a2, 7 ) 6% &5 4 LA 45 v O AN T 0K S0 A RN
L2 5 [ IR ) R 445 i) £ 9 . Ho 45 A3 HE 1K) MIMT MR (30 5% 190 2% phy = £ TR A A 4 2 W0 MR A0 5 S 1 T 1
FFE = A TERARAHCR O(N)Z, Ay e vt PRI 1% 3558 BE A MMTM BB AB 1 — A B2 AR il ad R R
1) HAE 3 ALK xy,z(x<y<z) [ Byy,~Dir(4);
2)  HEEREATT A ieN RJEE & 6~Dir(a);
3) WA= IeAl(i, k):
3.1) A= Iedl(i,j k) BT TR IRAL X s ~Discrete(8),s; x~Discrete(8),sy j~Discrete( &4);
3.2) MRHEAT RUHRURAN By, 5 (1,),K) 77 A AT 2 A (¥ = A FE B4
MMTM A5 78 3 3o &5 A 107 SR B 6 = A B AA 1) 1 R AT 40 DR FE R e KSR Al T B ZL S 4 B2 N
O(NSK®). 1% A b 7Y AR T LA ek = A P B i A ik 20 T 5 00 6 52 AR AR VAT B = R A [ AL 6 SR 8 A%
I3 2LV SR s B R A T i TR AR S = AR TR AR A DT s A R IR AR A [F) 2 2 = TR AR R I
AT R AR, A4 AU 2 W], 51708 AR B8 3 35 A R A 15 2888 1 S R B R EERE I . Yin 45
A PTM B 81221 538 358 3 b e ek MMTM B (i 4k — f TR B4R 3 A a5 (0 b X A TR e 3 40— A
TEASEAA Yok /D> B2 F 50 5 ) FH BE AL AR 23 41 BEFD HEAT BEAR 22 )R S 5 MMTM B v (0 4k X 2 458 5 2 40
B & KNS HLPTM ¥4 B 4341, i% S 5 H s O(K) .23 B 4k 3 2K
1) H I 3 A AIRIRAS R W =S AT KI5 A 2 28, A AR B RS2 (VX,Broee 4);
2)  AESRIE 2 AT SHRIR X U AT AR A 3 2 A B R H By B (VX,Byxe A);
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3)  WR=AMIEMN 3 AT SR IRESAS M = A IR TR b 2 28 AR A B Bg Y 5B (Boe AY).

PTM BRI = A TR AL it 25 MMTM B SR A AE 2D B 3.2) A i = M TE AR A7 A 22 57

BEREAE S BN T A R BT A B B HEER SRS T Ak 2R T A B R SR IR 8 I ek D SR B
W6 Gk D S IBAT I TR Ay 1 850925 R B AL A 43 44 BN 47 B0 AR SR A e 5 A4 il ol e 3 4 2 WA okt 1 4 vy L
IBATRCA3 Fh e L A B AR T 2 500 SO0 B 28 B T S B T R O(NSPK), 2 F T Ay L B A
TR S 02 ) BRI IR T 10 AR TR I S B 0 25 20T s TR SR B R P SR R SR A X 4% T EE B AL X R
2 S AR AT S R AT PR [R] M A
4 KMEMBEMEZIRAEILRE DR

N T R E b AT 5 AR KRR I 28 45 44 R IR AN [R) 2 50l o D7 RO I 1 g BRAT 1 1 S X FE 2R EM
ks FENUAS o HEBE R L MR Ty v AT e M L, 3R 1 LRSS P AP R 36 2 Lhs e R 7k AR R i B LA Rk
P PR B9 B R AR N 1 T 8% 5040 0 AN () WA SIZ e 0 8% B i 80 47 1 iy 526 R 47 280K 0 7 TR X B s 56

Table 1 Contrasts of parameter estimation methods for structure detection based on

probabilistic models on massive networks

R ORHUBER 2% S5 R BB R BT S A o D7 ik L AR

It B A% o ffE B 1EL% EM ik
i | VUM RS A v SA AR O HEB AT ORI | SRR A TS EM BB AT ORI
St R BB T AR AT B S B0 AR, AV K A,
- BT B USSR AL TR S 4 BT AN L YGRS B BT 2 4
Gare st )R A8 5> 5 B B D LB A I 2 BB D LSE 32 570
oK R il Sl 1 4 v B0 A K it 2 s i 5 2 50

Table 2 Contrasts of classical probabilitic approaches for structure detection on massive networks
F 2 KFUAL 25 2548 e IS BN 3R 7 vk LR

% 7 ik S 41 U SR SR
a-MMSB [14,15] b FEIX [ Bk i 171,725 - 4 3 O(MK)
AMP [16] 2] FEIX FFEHEMBAT . BHLAR MR O(MK)
aHDPR [18] i FEIX IF) i 1 BEALAS 43 HE 22 O(MK)
PTM [22] =B X [ J BEHLAE M HERL O(NOPK)
1Lk CEM [19] b} Hegiky R E Bk £k CEM O(N?K)
74 SAEM [20] b2l Pedhiby SRR R 74 SAEM  O(N2KD)
fELAE S EM [20] %] Hegiy A A LA 5> EM O(N?K?)

4.1 EMELERS R

& 1R TR BRI (10 RS 199 45 45 1 R IS B0l v g vk A 22 D TITEAT LA, Ao i 1

1) BEALAZ o> DUk o 57, 2 2R EM SRR T 5 K UK il v B0k BE AL AR 2 HE BRI 42 4% EM 5.
BT FH R A B ST [ 3 A 1) K AR 4R 1 90 2 5005 VI, B3 ke D 380 K AR D 4 B I

2)  BEMLAR S HEBE A PR A R AR 2 AN B AR G 10 B B R R AR 4 2 8 R R R AR S S 0
SRR 1) AR OBR T B T B AL B2 A5V B T A R R 43 5 0 % ARV T A 2 AR ) R SR 2D BT 1
TR AR 2R EM S UGEARAN V137 7= 2 55008 00 2R B0, 3 B 2 B A b UG AR I 2 500 B A
B,

3) PR ERE i B kAR D R AR e I U AR R B AR R B O B BT U B KRR R U ) R A A
FAVERPEREAR AELE EM S35 nT B VEREA LB 5 5095006 1 R M RE 142 5 VR AL 2 U MU REAS, BE AL 3 45
Al AT B AR AR 2R S0 BEALAE o3 HE BT 4 R 7R A S BN B HLBE B2 550925, 7 % EM BVE R AR 2401 b
BLAH 8 B

2 2 45 H HL ARG 7 v 1) Bl T AT G4 I 4% B G &5 R i T 45 4 ) (R IX &5 R g o R 3 i e T L B 5
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57 0 28 TR AT S5 K ), 71 B P 1Y e B AT DG IR 3% ([ M 3 () SR 1T sl R, S P 98 5 28 s B AT P 4
T o AT A R ) R EER S B T R R M RIS K RIS AR XA B, o T

KEE.

H13& 2 H vl A

1

2)

3)

4)

5)

RIS (99 28 45 ¥ R I )7 40 e v B2 2% SRR AL I 4 45 MY AR e . ERASE R ROR . S U TS5 I 35 PTM
BT SR FH = Sy T RS AA 2 7% Do 28, 5 4 19 24 45 R A 8, R FH BB ATL AR 3 HE B R R0 IR AT B AR SR B 2
H Gk 2 AN 7 10 $ R S M T S DT I e T A BT T e 0 T Y

T8 X5t I 2% &5 A A7 S0 50 10 4 1, T LA Jol A 7R A 8% 7 A A 7R, D i i 7R 2 R A VR R A
%AF.a-MMSB,AMP,aHDPR,PTM  # {] £H. A5 20 1) 15 pii B 2 A5 5 Aol A5 20 St 182 24 200 e A8, B (IR BV 2
Z% FE B BRI T A 2R SR ) 465 A, R T I 2% 5 R OB B6 B4 TR T LSRRI g T A A 2R 1) JELARL
fai PR BE WL E AR R I 7E 645 7 EM. 7E4E CEM. fEZk SAEM SEIR & S5 TR FEL A7 EM &
AE B A 6 da e S TR T RO (0 5 R 5 2 AR ST % o T BB AL AR o 4 T

DA 8% 45 g i I A A o 7 T BN 0 AN R B S e . TR . AT R SRR R Y S
N A R TR T R R YT S R A XY R A R AT M e B O T A AR R R 00 BT g
K. H IR K 22 W 2 8 1 [ 1, 4 i o D) 4% Sl A e T RN A AN R B
S HIU AL aHDPR 1] LASHAT #E X AN B M4 1F 10 AL X R AT 55, F1) i Bt AL A% 43 #2485 i
R0 22 K0 AH AR TR AN fi R T 5 R T AR DX, 4 550 01 i I A e AN A AR 5 1 AN SR B AL
A5 Ay HERR SR A AR S B DU WA R AR IE AT AR A HER R IR T Bl — DR

42 TEEEERMOH

AR 2 B AT S0, O AT OSSR 4 4 X R ARS8 SR P A e 20 e s 3 B 70, BT SBM B 21 A
MMSB FE 7 (147 FE AT S 50408 TS P 9 28 5 325 00 45 EM 030 00 B LS 43 4 B0 G0 T 5 S 280y vk 7 P 381 i
by B b33 FEE R (rand index) 5 384T R0 (N 17):s), Ho i Rand Index 2k b 840781 20 45 5 5 92 b il 4 —
(A i 20T Szt BR85S h AL B S Intel(R) Xeon(R) E7-4807 1.87GHZ, 77 128G, fli# 160G #:1E & %4 Linux
(ubuntu13.1064).F2 /% i c++3Z I, LR H G AL 45 3 4i:

1)

2)

3)

N L% 5 H Mixer 1) R FE PP A AR AN ECR 10,854 41 X747 55 b 28 AH 1], 45 0%l 200 1
K3 6 400,71 % i 6K~6M.R 2540 1] M http://stat.genopole.cnrs.fr/software/mixnet N #;

FR N R S B Y 2% 1 S, 0 5 karate(K=2,N=34,M=78),adjnoun(K=2,N=112,M=425),dolphin(K=2,
N=62,M=159),football(K=12,N=115,M=613),political(K=2,N=1490,M=19025), polbook(K=3,N=105,M=
441),risk(K=6,N=42,M=83),lemis(K=11,N=77,M=254), H:tf [ K A 2EAHN 75 SBM R il 8 BodE
W BT http://www-personal.umich.edu//~mejn/netdata/ ~ #;;

IR ) 4% $ 3, A hittp://snap.stanford.edu/data/web-Stanford.html K #.

FEL EM SEkP AR AR ) EM SEE S D0 B T BEALAR 20 4 B IR 7 0 p T PTM B ) 508 S 2% P I 1K
HPEHET PTM B 5030 5 A2 228 7 EM SEVRHEAT X LU, BT A S S AT LAD a6 A0 N T 19 2% 1 B3 0) L &5 2R L
W3 EHRW] AR AR ) EM FOERIMER AR W] S s T PTM Rk,

Table 3 Contrasts of online variational EM algorithm and PTM on synthetic networks
F3 ALK ALY EM Hik. PTM HLEL

I 2% TELAZ 5 EM 5% PTM
Ri=Y U4 Randindex i 1) Randindex A 1]
200 6 064 0.996 9 0.47 0.1223 13120
400 24 028 1.000 0 0.70 0.2332 3.028 0
800 95 664 1.000 0 2.84 0.1345 4.8550
1600 384 406 1.000 0 21.01 0.5491 9.640 0
3200 1536 480 1.000 0 318.12 0.296 9 22.5570
6 400 6 146 902 1.000 0 6161.51 0.2340 64.788 0




e

S TR AR 44 K MU 42 M) K I ik 2763

H/N S B P 2% I PR ] 2 RO 3 s, AT TR AR 4y EM BETEAf MR AR L PTM A8 2R (1) Bl
HUAZ 43 3 TR TR o5 D0 35 IR 0k, PTM 5 8 1) B AL AR 4 4 B A9 A o /N BB 090 288 000 35 AN W S PTM A 7R £ o4
SR Fo 1) 2 S IR S D 24 4T s A D I BT G A5 T R R SR A — 2, SR N Tk A XA s I A
(0797 R0, 5 SR 2 T R A 3K A SR B e SRV M AR AL T IS ).

1.0 20

0.8 =SBM [ 16 =SBM IN{EZALS EM
=PTM =PTM [f B 175 43 HE 3L

0.6 12

0.4 8

0.0 I I 0 m -..I m BN H =
S £ 3 -98’-55 S £ 3 & 2 8 § B
2 5 £ § = 5 ¢ e £ £ 5§ § = 8 ¢
5 © 38 - © T 2 5 © 8§ x — o5 T =
< © — o o — < kel — o a =

Fig.2 Comparsons of precision on real networks Fig.3 Comparsons of runtime on real networks (s)
B2 Sz o 2 Hdl b v aff 1t bR B3 SR M2 £ Fas AT i ] EEAs(s)

AR SBM BB GAE LA 7 EM SEFT PTM (¥ BE AL AR 73 #E BE2E M i KRS 199 26 b 0s 47 200 i 4%
Stanford K2 Leskovec HIFFEZH R AL 3 AN KP4, MK [R] 41 XA 0N PIAS EE I 4T I 1), 45 2R W3R 4.5 4;
A5 5y EM SEIAE KR 2% | (K132 47 R AR, Wi 4 Brightkite M4 L 41 X ANKC 64 1,408 5 KRB IE1T
S5 IV ) S ANTE 28 50 B AR TS B AT IN (B BE G0 PTM 1R B AL AR 43 4 38 B30 ml i FH 7 28 20 1)
905 ] P 2 HH R 23 5 T 2 B I DR R AR R AR 4 EM SR AR g O(NPK?), 1T PTM () Bt LR 4 4 B S0 M) 52 A 1
A O(NK).

Table 4 Comparsons of runtime on real large networks
FT 4 SRR FIsAT i R E R
RES R AR ks FELLAT Y EM  PTM BEKLAS 4 4 B

Brightkite 58 228 64 428 156 - 2061.72
Brightkite 58 228 300 428 156 - 10 419.48
Slashdot 82 168 100 948 464 - 8618.96
Slashdot 82168 300 948 464 — 24 312.56
webGraph_20 281 903 100 2 312 497 - 20540.14

4.3 KHUAR W 48 5540 K AR B i R

R s B 8 0 SIZ o IS P (056 B 23 BT, 4 HE 8 T DR RS ) 485 45 g e BB 70 I 7 22 2% FE 1 BT 35

1) FR W G G540 R U B A T NGO AR R . HEFE L S B0 2] 2 4 25 T8 I 45 (R k)
G 3 7 LAY R BRI O T I 29 56 G AR e AR B B ] Y, S0 0 SR R BRI A B R

2) MR EEEE AR R AR B S B 2 Ay TH Y R M, AT 1% (popularity) [R5 (homogeneity) |
S (heterogeneity) 28, AN RIS R BRI N B 2% P I 20450, JZ2IRGH . B 450 55 BB 1)
AT WA A3 AT AABRI AT 2T A0

3)  HMUARIP 2% &5 b A BIASLZRY 2% 18 4 61 A A D 1 T LAt A B 15 B4R i R e

4) SRR aHDPR R FH )2 IR AR T 7 Tk RR AT P90 235 1) AR i dod R S 8, A 5 A 2 )N S IR
1, RS [0 4 45 R R I 2 SR RN BOR Fn 1 15 T

X AR O A 1 2 1 R RIS Y 266 6 1 i IS 20 i 2 T 2 R B e o IS U] 7 224 A4 JEL TG A% 1) K i 1)

AR T TR FR T 22 (14 TR 38 SRR v KRR o0 4% &85 ) R I g ¥ 1 Pk
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5 REMREMFANEE

AE LA AT W 3 7 A T KR S 0 A 2 ) 9 3% 5l T DK S Bl i S L R LGB AE G A T D 2 0 A ROK

ZETE AR HE T WA (¥ 530k B A A 48 5 e R DL ER) 2 908 5 1% AEAZ 2 D5 A7 A T SRS Iv) AL S mp o 3l JL4F
EH I PR — S8 KA 199 2% 5 4y e BT VR I R B MR D R 1 5 BB L R AR EAT R 45 20 O AN BRI AN SE B
I HIREAT LA G0 AT 20 W7 48 R AR WA O OR RS A X R B A T V53 AN e PR BB VEBA B A SRR 5K, %
A (R T 58 Ak T B BE AR R T 09T 1A% O IR EUE AT VF 22,

1) RlE 2R R ECHE A BB ARG v 19 28 45 K R I 2 I A P A vk A AN — A T T v Y 4%
IR, DL ST BB ¥ 7 R 2% 2] A 2 TR A O Hidis b BB A

2) MR 0 A, T A S ok I % A ) A el R AR AL X 0% A A e R R A R Y I
JEE . BRI o AT SR B, T BT PR AR 2 Ak i 0 R TRT AR okt ) 8 A il i s A

3) LA IR N 4 A R SR IR i K 2 B A X AN B A, LA R 5 2% 000 B 44 DX A B0 B 1 I 4% 45
RIAT 55 J2 UK 5 T 3o i Ay A e b ) R0 it 77 AR 7 PR B R AHLIE 75 B 4 4 &5 45 S o i 0 41 4 A5
MR,

4) R S R A AR A RN — T TS R At A R R A B A A I 8 4 A R TR R AL
T P DR T ) 8% 2 ) ¥ 3 S I 4 (1 A JEL RSSO A TR S 3 W e A L L IR 4 11 B T A
RN At B s SRR A, T AT 5 Ak B K RS X 4 K 0 9 A 45 4 R B ) A

5) AT I SR 5 A A5 B AR ST B, G g s e A R P 38 A 2 4L AT WA 1) 5 IR 25 b R
55 K VEN LAY (KI5, A 1 A Al e 1 ] R

6) KRR I 4% 45 b i T NRE 38 AL (R F Sk = 2 T a4 0 SR T B — U R AL AT I AR B (A A o 7
SR HHE 5, LU RIF 0 8 A 4 A R R SR (A 55

PR AN AR T2 AU I 3 43 % O TR A A S o I8 FH R IS 4 7 AR T 2 (RIS P 2 4 T 0 9 R T

AE ) SRAR i, U2 Ak B FUASE 100 25 Bt H w0 T — 25 P Ab B RRF- 15 BUAESE, 1 SNAP,GraphLab, A f#1K
TR 100 255 25 K B DR AT T IR B R, S5 5 TN 5 (0 L A 2 T SRR R0 48 23 1 H b, A REBEVE HH AT AR 199 2% 5

K RIS
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