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Abstract: P-Rank enriches the traditional similarity measure, SimRank. It is also a method to measure the similarity between two
objects in graph model. Different from SimRank which only considers the in-link information, P-Rank also takes the out-link information
into consideration. Consequently, P-Rank could effectively and comprehensively measure “how similar two nodes are”. P-Rank is applied
widely in graph mining. With the arrival of big-data era, the data scale which P-Rank processes is increasing. The existing methods which
implement P-Rank, such as the MapReduce model, are essentially synchronous iterative methods. These methods have some shortcomings
in common: the iterative time, especially the waiting time of processors during iterative computing, is long, thus leading to very low
efficiency. To solve this problem, this paper uses a new iterative method—the Asynchronous Accumulative Update method. Different from

the traditional synchronous methods, this method successfully implementes asynchronous computations and as a result reduces the waiting
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time of processors during computing. This paper implements P-Rank using the asynchronous accumulative update method, and the
experiment results indicate that this method can effectively improve the computation speed.

Key words: asynchronous accumulative update; big data; similarity; P-Rank; large-scale computation
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18. i 1 :key=(i,j),value=S;;.

19. t++;

>

20. End of if

21. END of Iteration
3.3.2 Maiter SZH

Maiter F11 Hadoop ZEMLL, tH 2 — A0 A0 sUAEBE, B3 — A master 45 15 R 2 A worker 45 4,45 55 2 Al i MPI
BLHI AT A5 B worker 1 5T — A EUHE 4597 A N4 T Receive 2R Update 4; 2. Maiter £
Asynchronous Accumulative Update 535 i S2H - & T & 2k 58 4 TR A A 44 W SCHRT8).

5 Hadoop — -, 7EAHH Maiter REAT THE 2 W, 75 ZET Z040 MEAT Tl Ak 21, th, 75 TERL I 00 4R B8 A2 1 &5 R
AN BEAF B30 AN R 1) 52 :Hadoop Ak BE (A 52 F &5 f SR H 192 vertex-centric( BA T & 2k A0 ) (19 1 5 77 28 10
Maiter Ab 20 (K E 45 J& 45 SO B, FH 12 Graph-centric( UL b 300 P R F 55207 20 8 B Maiter 75 22 10 42 45 2500
NS B

W EAE SO Ak

& SCHAFAEAT 1030 a—b. 280 PR PR, 9145 Kot A2 DA 45 monh 1)t N BE TR 20,31 A% X0

(a,b); out_a: x:|I(x)|,...; out_b: m:[I(m)|,...; In_a:y:|O(),...; In_b: n:|O(n)|,...

AL 5 T2 4 R0 (a by, 4 A a i H AR R (out_a:Jm Y A %), 45 A b 9 HH 2 AR L (out_b: 5 R 4%),
g a INJEAS B (In_aJa 49, 46 1 b NS L (In_b: S 1R A 2%).

Forp x 3o a [N RS K00 IR R 46 i x AN EERGm 2R b 19— A BESS 5L IR 7R 45 i m A
FERGYy 2o a 10— N A BZE 5L IO R 8 sl y 1 BERGn 2o b K — AN AN BESS 45, |O(n) |37 & s n 1R HH RE A

FHEE T Hadoop RATEEAN 45 s (1 N BEAS S, Maiter JE38 0 T &FAN HONFEGE sl (N BEAS AR T B,
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Maiter HiAAG B 2 T A% T 9z b HCREAT H TAL 21 A I Ay SEEE hadoop MK (AR B T 441 0

e T LN [R) 2 AR F /IS 10, T A AN T DR A R A S 8 38 2 vl B0 T AR B ) I TR) g is 25 7

Maiter )44 4146 4L A1 Hadoop AL KEBEA 45 kAL B 5 A BUEZ 04646 2 1,3 EAR 5 i W16 46 0.3X
Tt a e 7 X Tt BRAR g R, 5 stk 2 T P9 A AURE A 300 e A 1 20 A 38 14, D e 00 14 A% 33 U5 St 2 B A 45 05 B B
Fa) J 1 45 R TR Maiter (R4 4646 S AR A 20

ik 2 E T AAU 5230 P-Rank BEMAAHE 348 T ZE U2 AAU 8L CE%E TR MBS,
SULE VE S50 2 v R 7 O B 6 1 E 4R A, 3 45 A0 2, I A5 1 o AR B AR R AR X TR T R TR BEAS AN
3548 BAVEE /N S AR ICA 0 LLAKH S O B IRSL T, T2 th 54 1.
H3% 2. AAU 523 P-Rank 41+ 5.

1
2
3
4
5.
6
7
8
9

10.
I1.
12.
13.
14.
15.
16.
17.

18.
19.
20.
21.
22.
23.
24.

Computation BEGIN
read data, f5 &5 £ (a, b)) HY N FE A5 EAE N statetable;
HIUEAE Sap FNAS;
P4 delta [f) S A1 sum_of_delta;
if (sum_of delta>[#{#) then
T ASap=AS gyt AD g+ ADY, 5 IARAT receive
if (time_interval==VALUE) then  //— & I} [i] J5 $4.47 update
T Sap=Sav+tASan;
for (a BEASH B2 45 15 h)
for (b (AR HH B 45 50 k)
T 5 ADp=AS ,ox AC/[1(h)x1(K)];
4 ADpy K 3E 25 (0K LE ) worker;
H
for (a HIEEAN N JEL: 5 X)
for (b MIREA N E 45 5 y) |
T AD;y =ASpx(1-2)C/[O(X)xO(y)];
K ADy, KIEZE () BT[] worker;
b
ASp=0;
End of if
else
EARL IR
End of if
END of Computation

4 KBWRERGH

41 RBRE

A B s 46 K FLS B4 p2p-Gnuttella08, K IR T http://snap.stanford.edu/data/p2p-Gnutella08.htm]. X
AN B A S — AN o) 45 0 29 SO I O B R A T I 4 AR R LA 103 R R ENLZ IR RO R AR
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FraA S REAE T AT R ZR B9 5 P-Rank # F 7 % 2145

Ft % 6301 455,20 777 414 3CAF R/ 1 000M, SE B i 2 v 5K 28 54 18 170 868 4% P-Rank i3k,

SIS IS AT IR B Intel 54 2 W% CPU,2G WA Ubuntu 12.04 #:4E & 45 Hadoop AN 1.0.0,Maiter
WA 0.1.Hadoop ZEEEAT Maiter F£HEXI KA 1 4> master 45 5 Ml 3 4™ worker &5 5.

AU T 2 A5 1 SR IR LA P-Rank [A]25 v 507 M7 20 oF 5177 A BRIz 47 i ) 55 2 41
S AR T 5 28 ok 5507 s PE g, W B Worker 88 0, 7 20 T S50 I ) ) AR A i 35 3 1 21 S 06 #4002 1 18 o 6

B TP 2 A R i A 6 0 R DR R DR AR SCAE S 3.2 T e TR T P-Rank S U7 VARG AL,
RIGAEEE 3.3 e T P-Rank 5725 /7 VA 1 B BRI 25
4.2 AAUTEREWRE SR

AT NI B PEUEW] T AAU SEVE ORI PR 26 1 A% SRk AX 77 V& MapReduce Fll 57 45 BB BT 7770 AAU
XF A~ P-Rank B 5~ (#1 vH 5545 R HUEL IR B T /NS 6 2. “MapReduce 45 R7HI“AAU 45 7P 51 7R 45 mih)
FARABLEZ B 3L T MapReduce 45 R kA8 20 K5 f45 R sk b AT 10 DORAURTHE S R D2 2 s,
B2 74 &5 SR S il B AX T 20 IR

Table 1 Comparison of the P-Rank results computed by MapReduce and AAU
#F 1 MapReduce fll AAU 1545 R Lh i

4 R MapReduce 45} AAU 451 S ZEAE IR
1,4 0.132 332 0.132336 0.000 004
1,5 0.033 877 0.033 877 0
2,4 0.413 551 0.413 551 0
2,5 0.105 865 0.105 865 0
3,4 0.042 346 0.042 346 0
3,5 0.330 829 0.330 841 0.000 012
4,5 0.088 218 0.088 217 0.000 001

MR 1 W] LU AR ] 3 20 575 AAU X P-Rank (I TH5E45 58 JLT- Al MapReduce 45 R 58 42, —# ZE{H AL
NEREES 6 A7 A I AT R L 50% H v A AR R B FRAT A Bl AHAE P-Rank 5725 J7 V2 R RE A 14
43 AAUTETTEEE ST

AT FRATT R TR A R B R AR T R P-Rank S35 77 35 v 5180 (1) 5% .

4.3.1 SRR R B

Sh T BRI b 4y A v 2P 5 AAU R MapReduce 5 P-Rank [ 1], 52 56 o4 i 46 2088 4R 4% 45 1) 12 4%
43 1% 500,1 000,3 000,5 000 3£ 4 4> Z 51X 4 A5 (¥ 4H O Ed Ay WL A& 2,385 b E St mh M S 1R AR G 10 £k
PR 4 st bRk BEHE B0 — 13X — 51 7 S8 B 7w R AR AL 1R 45 s 0 1 =

5 B B B 1 MapReduce 11570 (8] (14811 :MapReduce 40K £, 45 B SGB 5 B R I 315
I i) L, 20 0 S A S 0 v, 2 e A () 2k A IR B ) LA, R ATI A L 4598 3R AR 10 TR 4 R AR A Bk BN RTIR AKX 10 1R
&5 R B2 e ST f A S SIUE. Rk, g T & WP MapReduce 1 AAU [ THELIN R, 3% 2 H[#) MapReduce
TEECT ] LAY 10 T AR S 2.

Table 2 Impacts of AAU computation time by different data scales
F 2 B0 S R R R
B % SR EEOEAS SR MAL(MB) MR IEl(s)  AAU B il(s)

1 500 8069 0.2 360 120
2 1000 29 697 0.8 425 230
3 3000 228 715 6.9 840 443
4 5000 1266 876 40 1500 929

MF 2 0 LUF G IR R = /N, 520 77 AAU % P-Rank 905508 )3 20T+ [] 25 5 1% MapReduce: % T*
Hn e 2~Kfnte 4,50 JrE TSN R RAT I8 AR 00 TN B S LA 2 E S T =2
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Z IR TR].
1 A& 2 vy DS U g 52 31 AAU R RE A3 AN 2 BAiT vy AAS H 53— A5 SR, B0 it o a0 ) 484
5728 T K v S )R A 52 T[] 25 5 .

1600 1500 1600
1400 1400,  —@—MR
1200 1200 ——AAU
1000 1000
800 800
600 600
400 400
200 200
0 0
i1 w2 HdE3 B4 Hm 1 HoE2 HdE3 K4
Fig.1 Comparison of computation time by Fig.2 Comparison of computation time by
MapReduce and AAU --column chart (s) MapReduce and AAU --line chart (s)
Bl 1 AAU Fl MapReduce P15 [0 %} H(s) Kl 2 AAU Fl MapReduce P55} [0 %} H(s)

I DALy A R] LAAS S 4518 P-Rank 5 A0 5 15 IR ol B30 B A0 7 [ 28 O vk, HLBCHE B 3K b It #48 ]
432 BERFHUBON v SN E] 1R 5
AT FARRERBON AAU TSI ] ) 52 000, A< SR Maiter SEHF ) Worker 45 si%07r 0 1,2,3 38 343801,
I MK 3 AEAIEAT T2 2 P IEEE, gevt T AR 45 5k 503X 4 AN Bl 4R K I ). 8 v 45 R LR 3.
Table 3 Tmpacts of computation time by different cluster scales

F 3 BB AAU THEI R 11 5% i)

=y
s | e | semmi s e Wor]zr ,q,éiiﬂz%iAAU HJ[EJZES)
15 28 38
1 500 8069 202 151 120
2 1 000 29 697 366 284 230
3 3000 228 715 643 529 443
4 5000 1266 876 1283 1123 929

3(a)MIEL 3(b)Za 1 v IR ) It 42 T A A A T PRI e T, X v vy S o e 0 M o 14 - 6 8 e
eI R/ B worker 45 fUEUR 3G 0,57 20 7570 AAU AL P-Rank ¥ TSI (0] B4 4 TN e 94 X R AG 1155
AR D B B 3(b) e T LA HY - A PR B0 RO, T S 18] P ity 288 B8, U W1 ok Al g e A
O M, FRATT AT LLAS 5 18 SR A AR KC, T A3 PR P L A K, 3 o P AL 4 )

5 REFARKRIE

R IZ ARSI T 50 B SR, B T R D UL T AR B 10 A AR I TR B T SR
BT K P-Rank B ] 205700 SR BV B 5% 45 T P-Rank 1) 57 20 B 30, S8 8L P-Rank 58 TR A1 6 ——
Maiter - &, JF 45 1 T AE P & _EEAT P-Rank 520 7SS0 RN, 796 0E AAU S35 (FORS B V5 A s 2k, A
W A4 T P-Rank 1 Hadoop &5 LRSI T AAU BEAT HUEL S, AL S B0 UE W] T 5720 SRS
WL AAU I UE S0 A0 T 1 4 i) A0 35 AR SR R UK, v S0k Pl e L i ot K 3 il JEE L 3
LIRS

HT TSI A R A, A ST 0 A sCERIE R AE T T 3 S LS, B T LA R REAT B, 75 A0 B B KRB K4t 77 i 47
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A ITAS DR 0, B K RIS P 0 Ak B3 A 2 AT A SRAE 5 AR 1 5

1400 1283 1400
1200 1 worker 1200
M2 worker
1000 3 worker 1000
800 800 A= i 3
= i 4
600 600 A
A
o R° '\-\;
200 200 0\‘\‘
0
Bl B2 BR3 Hh4 1 worker 2 worker 3 worker
(a) (b)

Fig.3 Comparison of AAU computation time with different worker numbers --column chart (s)

3 AEBEIUBNT AAU TF SIS ] [ 52 W (A7 :s)
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