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Abstract: The big data from online social media represents the relationship between the actors’ self-organization. It contains multi-level
social entity relationship. As an emerging field in recent years, online social media sampling method has important research value and
practical significance in social computing. However, there are some problems in existing methods. For example, large Markov chain is
difficult to parallelize, sampling is easy to be trapped in local, and there is concerns with Markov chain burn-in process. To address those
issues, the paper presents a multi stage cluster sampling for online social media big data (OSM-MSCS). The proposed method first
decomposes integral cluster into small cohesive subgroups, then uses delay rejection (DR) to sample typical online social relationship

with parallel processing, and finally uses Gibbs sampling methods to choose interaction relationship in different cohesive subgroups to
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PR R H 2 I 25 T b A 1 B 5 10 H (SN2012-YS-13709)
WA 1) 2013-09-11; &MU 1a): 2013-12-18; E R A]: 2014-01-27
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obtain the random sequence. Experimental results show that OSM-MSCS is an effective method for online social media big data, and its
sampling technique is better than BFS and MHRW.

Key words: online social media; big data; Markov chain Monte Carlo; multi stage cluster sampling

RSt BRI A£G A BRIy 55 A ALV VA 2 9 2% (103 284 E I I o2 ), 4 284
R SR AR R Bl dEBE . AU S Rl o ARAZ Rl L PP A AT AR o [ LI A R P R
A EBEFTAR Al 2013 4F 6 FR e B RS RS RS0 o o 3t T A R D B D 2238 ) 19.06
AC, B35 ) L $e 2 23.34 ACNIR, I S R A ELI0E W I P K ) BRSAE FH AE e ph e A A AR s 15 6L L S ST
o ARALAH G LD A FRA R A B A Tt e 3 T L A 0 25 A 2 1, 2 AR e A 2l R A I R A ) S i TR
A RAELAL A BRI O AT R 55 B B Baz i . SRS VRN, Sl PSS 22 A sk 2 2 0L

JAE AN TR 2 RIS AR LA 2 A0 SR BIE S RO 0 B 25 2% ANAR [ (E R S T BB 5 1) S il 4 M T AE At 2 1k
BEAR KR A 2 At 2 A AR B 55 % 84T D b2 B3 AR EEAT 9 A 58 S IR
o R EUE MBI BRI A A A AR e, TR KB R OO T 6 R AR REAT A A R
A RAT R, R G FE AL 20 BT
o TRMURE MR IR AL LA S AR R TS H HALRRIE S LN AT T 2 RN 5
MR ER ARG iR 5 5 XE LLAR PR A0 e SRR 1K) A A A T 1
SEUERIE T W, AN I 24 B 1 R 2 L p 7 2 Ak 2 (0 A 1) G5 4 O 3R B 3 g 2 R L DRI 7 e A S AR I A i
7 BT A B A 2 ST — W X T AT R R At e ) L ME A R R SE A By TSR AR U iR, A
AE E A A IRAE 2t 2 b 04 T2 A0 TR PR G 2R KA SRy A, 50 6 A 2B 1R S0, D i 486 1 il RO BE 9 37 0 6, 2 v
FF 5 A A P T £ 44
ARTCE 1R AE LA 2 A A REE Il R 7T AR BLIRIEAT A 4158 2 15 45 22 i BB A el R D7 35 10 B A
HEAR UL K 25 70 A PR B W28 3 o IR . MK gl . MR PP AN D7 ik B AT T A 4150 4 T 2B
HEREHIRE DT VA AT SE BRI 55 2 BT 58 5 R SCHE T S R R BN R BEST AR,

1 tHXEXIE

SR I P A SGAIE S SCHR, B HT R R TR 2 it S A A R B A 5 iR AR T AR SR . - R
F P 5 ey R PR HES T LR BENLAT & R 510735, N T 20 77 LA ARV .

(1) J7JEAR S 7% (breadth-first-search, & F% BFS)

FEA TR DA I 286 v S BT AR TS TN S 338 2 HH A, T 5 4 2R 5 2 AR B TR T AL 0 IR BT s AR B B
FP AR B DU RN BA T SR 2T AR AL s B, T AN BN T B g — 7 Rt A A RV AH [ A B, B % A
FI 2k 2 T BFS J7350] DY) IR R AEAN W 245N 2 5 T 2w F 58 0L DRI 1 7 22 A4 15 2132 .

ﬁ’ﬂ%fﬁﬂ:iﬁﬁ[ﬂﬁim 58 G M55 25 40 B K AR BE XY Flickr, LiveJournal,Orkut, YouTube ) 7E £k 5¢ 2 £04 2 il ik
ATPNIR, 45 S B IR A UE A R AE 85%~95%. SCHR[6,7]%) FaceBook [I7E £k 5¢ 2 Bl HEAT T W 9%, 45 R B 7R A VK
FEHOE 5 10 AT 45 A —BovE, AR I R M AR R BB N I 4% B4R I 1(a)45 T BFS SliAE i
G FEAR IR ¢ R, A% B AT DL L BES J7 3k R J5 6 v 58 A A A A

(2) “Ri-17H1E% (node-edge sampling, i #% NES)

FEAR TR 5000 R VA B L AR 2 B B ATL A e ¥k 2 G R 9 ek Uy 2 R G R BE AL s il B v 5 Bl L
TR 75 1) 3 A REUARL TS 2 DA A5 MR 30 A T8 [ 7 7 X L J — a0 1 Y e B, T 5 0 X S A () R R
BEAT 3 B AT 5 H il 7 9 R0 g B L s A e 3t 5 226 F5 RPN(random pagerank node) /7 745l RDN(random
degree node) /7 2. 4L 784 {y B A1 320 il BF 2403k 7 7240 #5 RNE(random node edge) /772 HYVE(hybrid vertex/edge) /7
VA1 TIES(totally-induced edge sampling) /5 2.
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Fig.1 Comparsion of existing sampling method for social media
K1 A TR At o A AR R H i il A BB o0

(3) H P #I53h#E7% (uniform sample of UserIDs, ffij# UNI Sample)

B AR UNI Sample J& —FhEF X 78 2 kb 25 A0 SR (0 65 7 v i A 754, UNT Sample J7vE 5 h Wi 5 56,11
P8 FHRE X G 1) 2 B R0 00 2 AR R [0,Max User ID] R A A< 2% i), B 7 E B 30 ik A — A UserID, I B A A7 76 1)
UserID, ¥ 855 % W 52 B AH — BULE A4 1T 5 AR A0 el R 0Tk ) 2RSS ME 26 A . UserID AR W B FREAT R R K
I, H RIS BHIFE K.

SR Z A5 SCER[9] R FH UNT Sample J7VEREAT T R AR, IFAK EAE 4 b s FCAB LAY T VL 64T T Lo
7,45 3 7R, UNI Sample X TN & ¢ R Wb 7R e At AL AR B — @ AL 3. B 104 T B SR R4t
UserID 53 A FEAE, % M0 2 A8 JILIU 43 A5 19 7E £ 41 2 AL B 44 UNT Sample Sl FER S AN BLAR.

(4) [A)BEHES) R A2 (respondent driven sampling, fij #X RDS)

B SBARLRDS 00T T BEAL v AR 3 AN 5 TR T DK S8 1) R 46— R 5 R v SR 1) S A ik v T
WTUE Pl SO T o B R A FH DURR - A A TV TEAT 43 TR N AR, LUYR D i B A 2 s = 2 P S AR AR R
IIANFENEZ T ERUE B — HEA R 2 HBRIEHL 3~4 )5 GRFE A, LA B A 7] BT i 22

BT LA SCER[10]4E ) RDS V5% Twitter BEAT T 15%24 /N (88 R4, 45 1 2 7) RDS #lifE 5 o ik &
A A P 1(d)T7s). SCER[LLR FH RDS X A 45 (B LI 2% . BA JOFRBE 2% /ML 45) L B4 P2P W 4%
(Gnutella PpisO) 53 AT T HhAF LU IR, 45 B 27~ :RDS 7572 W 45 FL AT BT IR Hh A 25 L (EL 2 ) T Bl A W 4,
FhAF I 22 28K

(5) FiHLAT & ¥ (metropolis-hastings random walk)

FEA SRR BE AT AE & — PP & B BEMLAL 77 2, SCHR 410 28 7 PR 7 SR RW e 5 7 Random Jump(RJ)
Ji %5 Forest Fire(FF) Jj . RY J7vEREARHE RW 5 i AH AR5 £ [R] PRI A2 T 28 2 LA 15% 114 R % 7 3 A 1] p 164 T Bk
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B DU A AR BN R 1 W B 1) JLFF 7 7208 M 46 19 1K D0 R A8 B — R0 J2 (R0, LA SLb A 4 i 18 3 i L 93 5 1)
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% Metropolis-Hastings 5973 & —Fl L1 (1) Ey /R W] SR 2008 R 77 ¥ (Markov chain Monte Carlo), & F #2173 47
BR B AT R P, AR 3 — AN BT AR T AN AT &y, 3 R vk HL S R A A7 P(X)— 3L Markov 851211 i%
VR BB A DR A2 BRI B SR AT SR LA AN 50T A0 P e e, DR T A6 A T S A 4 A A4 e Y 1) 7 2.
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ARG SRR [ 18I FH 1 1) wi Bt SR A2 LE S B R 22, 38 57 T < O M 2R A0 A% — 1 K% B — 438 4 B 2 423X — 3
AU AL 75, B LiveJournal 5F5#E BA Jobs B2 W 28 A5 A B 5006 GibAT T e ik, 25 B 8 s Sl 0 R T-hs
HERIRENLAT E 7 V5.

Z 7 1 B D w5 T R I B NI e 4 AL AT S T VR G BT I, I O S RSP AR A AT

PL b5 3 7 AR T 0 et s A A B RE A T 1) 8k &5 & RE . BFS J7 V@ i g 7 v AR 18 R 51 3 1
TUIRHEL b oK =0, Bl 170 2 kb 2o A B AR B 7 50 IR — ) 38, R i fF 0 38 i 56 4% BFS i F T4l
FERIF SN A% 01X 2 7 58 T B S R, O e A 3 6. A T 2R SR B BFS J5 VA AN REREAT M 46 428 o, JL A A £l
8730 A BR AL XA (T 5N, i -1 W0 3 vk I8 1T A TS Ve BB ML A il 0 2 BB WL e, L 6 A R AR 2 4
TE S A 2 A JREAA P9 8 1R 709 S BB D0 R A B T R AR AR W SR, i 100 R R Y 0 A A AH T 1 208, 7™ L S T A
LAt SR AR P A 0 S5 R P, S SR b BES 5 vEIR B 25 A T i 28 0 vt U 2 — L

BFS Jj %5« m-T M I8 VE AN L BUR T R0 8 R & B R 1 S 32, UNIT Sampl J5 b < HHE1. 5 BES J5 &4
Ft,UNI Sample J5 ¥4 BE g & B 18 T ), tH 8 028 014 A7 1 i, L R AR PR R BE ) i SR B 4 15 2 0 ) T (K
2, HLRA AT S 75 2R 41 23 A A B T BB M G A 2R R L Ak by A MU 3R e, el AR O A R S8R A T e
0 5 bt 4 13— TSR g AR I ST R 78 20 IR 2R 25 ) 24 4% B 20U 31, UNT Sample J7 ¥5 56 5 2 —Ffss ek
Ji ik, FURE T T A k2 A0 A T ek BRI 0, 0 T A B A AR LS A 00 R 4y F I 45 AR IR 4% 0 JE e
H .

RDS J7 ¥ 1) H BLREF 78 26 4h 2 A A R H0a 3 AR T 70 A B 2 1 3 S AR 35O SR G RDS U7 v W 2 4
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ST ARG R IR 2R 8 0, B 0 T AL 0 1 R T e R A e R A AR S R A B — Bk [ P O R U SR
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2 HREE FEAN AR O AR A AFE L0, X T SO S /R TR BEAE LOFAT A FEAS R BEPE BN . 5 R AT R BEA
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WAL S22 (A BER TR DR /2 — e S, JLRR BT 20 G5 4, DAL T 5 2 A2 A B0 AR R B4 e BRI 9 1) 5
JOUBR A A ST AT DA 52 5 A (R ML, A5 2 RES S iR X 52 P9 A R et 2 A7 01 SR DAL A e, R B i
BALTAEL AL A A A FE KA T8 2 5 00 AR IR OC R IR JUN s B A BB T R4t 2t AR AN ]
IR ) e G A £ A T P D e, JRAT TP 7 1) S B A i 3 7 BB 008 1] S e A A A P 350 5 M e I PRI L
LA RE S A A AR S AR R

2 ZMEBREREELZ
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BT I A G i RO R — NIRRT ) T AR A QA G OB 3 0 B 01 A,
BEI AT G = 0T R NRER TR IR BECRE RER TRE N I T OB 5 =
PR 5 —BEORTRINIAGN 1) ZIBACE —BER TR IO KRG UERIE B ) — BER TRV IL
ST I BT L R B LA,

BEHIR 25 P PR ISR 10 2 FF P A A5 78 2 A S A BRI L VF 22 35 DL i A0 LA 9 A X 544 ) o 4
TEF 55 JR A P A e R i 452 () 2 UL AR 5 OO T e 5, DR 7, A 7 1 e A48 7 A 2 A S PN P 26
G5 SO ST IR AL R FSCA B 2 A 2 P PR AU £ 5K BT
22 BRIEZR

SRR BRI R PR RE AR B0 T A RS AH R AR B 15 B R AR IR I S K e A 2 R bR oE R 4
AN T B 53 T EAREAS - O il R 50, LUBE AL A6 J5 ) AN o 4l SO T R EAT WIF 5, 3R U7 ikt RE A ik
B REARRE TR 0 SRR AR, U AT e BERIE T 40 il A B T6 (PSU) IR T AT — A 5 T (SS U, i 2 i
ANl ) PSU X SSU IR A A X A0 1 B B RS RESifRE . LSS HE 2 il SR TT AN i 4 20, AR e vk
hy 22 Wy B BE BE (multi stage cluster sampling)!'?2%),

DATE e Ak 25 A0 SR IR 5 W R AEVE D DIN 5, 7T LR F 22 B BB AR J7 V5 (online social media-multi stage
cluster sampling, fiiFX OSM-MSCS)¥} 7 £k #1 23 b AR R BOHE BEAT i RE 23 BT 1% 75 125 (R 6 A HE 24K TR e i Jek
B BEREO R T RERNRE LLRCHIFE PRANIX 4 2014 B, W 1] 2 T os.

HOHE AN T ZR G800 A 2 50 A At S AL AR B 10 R AR 5 0 20 R AR M 1 Meta-Data iC 5 76 )
D75 | 2 v i S AR AR DU TG 3R 1Y R SRR B BT B PR 5 0% 2R A o 1Y) daf 2

HERE > 1 F 58 ) 2 AT R Ak P S R B0 e J T P 0% 28 K 88 T T S 8 A it F) Dt ) l) 2 J AN
7 P48 2 1 T 1 I 3 A 45— 0 2R 1 A A 0 FR) 20 AT RP ALE 4 A R A S A AR < PR 7 AR e L 1, 0 i Sk
AN IR A 5 & BE A FiR 5

TREAIRE T R G0 LR 9 JFAT FlORE IR (7] 5C 28 45 9 36 43 4 B0 R A JTAT SillFE R ] Delayed  rejection(DR)J7
25, BLFAT A 7 ORHRE— A 1 AR T (B 45 12 S P P Rk 5 7 ) B AT A A i DX B RE 42 vy A AN 46 IR i
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G R T A ARG T (Markov burn in). 76 58 BORE N IEATHlURE 5,5 Gibbs R 77 300 B 18] 56 R AT &
1) Ak S T 24 ) A SR ALk B R () P60 AH -G 2R, AT J2 30 A o 5.

T VT T 2R G2 ) 2 A P SR D TRT ST 3% 40 5 iR F) VA P A £ ol A 5030 1 06 i A A 40 ] AL
SO B A B bR AL 5 P AR R G v 4 b . R T REGE U AR . ORHEAT B M e v S A
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Fig.2 General framework of multi stage cluster sampling
Kl 2 HERE L B BObRE 7 v SUAHESE

2.3 HHENA

(1) #ERES i

A 3CA# 1] SLPA (speaker-listener label propagation algorithm)#t[X & B 5 ik 47 4 BE 40 122 2% 07 e
A T 0 4 (1) 4 Bl AR R M BRI OCR . A IRE AL X DL AR AR DX 8 BT B A X R IR
A 77 FH S FH Ve, T DLV AR AT B8 TR 1 7 40 IR R B AR 2 #2510 I A 20 A 1) R 22 . 2% SR B A [ 4 XL
T VE 5 L) AR B 5% ), A SCIE SR ] CORPA 77 i (community overlap propagation algorithm)®*! SLPA 777
AT LRI 5T, AT IE 22 B B A48 T b A 77 v R A 80 2 0 A B0 S5 ) L3 1.

Table 1 Data structure of the integral cluster decomposition

ROREREO R AR 45

XGRS FRMA TR AU A X
Commu-ID,; {C-IDy} {C-ID,;;...;C-ID,} {user-ID,g;user-ID psuser-ID,;...;user-ID\ }
Commu-ID,, {C-ID.} {C-IDy;...;C-IDys} {user-IDyy, suser-IDapsuser-IDs.;. . .;user-ID,,}

.....................

Commu-ID, {C-ID,} {C-IDy;...;C-ID,} tuser-IDygsuser-IDypsuser-IDye;. . suser-IDp.}

HI T A 2 A 2o A AR 10 B0 RSN 5 B O, JRAT T T DA i 7 ek 2 (S AT P T AR 55 % o T ) D 285 A it 1)
WA K AR I PR AN T 87 o, BT R 0 1 e ek P S 2 O ) 5 A R P DK 2R JR T SR 2 A S/
RURE 78 b T AN RBER TR A OQR AR R R (L2 2), T ) B4 — A B RS B (AR L 1 B A
A PSUCHE ) % 28 AN F N A 6F 50), 3 B At T LUK A 2 A 2 P S A K B0 ol 1 e A D0 AN 2R 1 BRI DR AT
filkE.
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Table 2 Proportional distribution of relations in different coffesive groups

R2 BRI AR A L

SRE Ty Ik X o 1 I DL

DO BENRR  BERDCR Pl | BEAORAR BEMORA  JIral | BENORAR BERMICR  ASraR
SLPA (%) 87.17 1.62 11.21 91.19 1.32 7.49 76.83 0.8 22.37
CORPA (%) |  85.65 3.12 11.21 90.87 1.64 7.49 74.28 3.35 22.37

(2) THREMEE

A AH ] Delayed rejection(DR) /7 V2 HEAT T BEAIFE, 12 52 1 3 2 JE AL FEREAT MHRW $ I, 4 S8 4 32k
SR 48 SR AN R ST RS AZRE AT SR L — > 75 0 A, vE 55 eh e — G 4 95 43 A BUASHA0% 328 5 1) 42 52 ML
28, LU Sy < s SR 1 7 1328 P AR (W B 5 DR J7 V25 AT AR E 22 G HEAF 43 A1 B3k sl EAT B 5%, oy 40 01 R 4125 0 AT
AR5 LA 5 128 5 49 22 52 BCHE 4 9 175 50 1R AT 152 58 , I G R 2 i 1% 0B A A IR NP 286,38 e ) 41 35 7 A 10 AT )= 30 1
e DLTE IV 58 R T TF I 06 AR (K B 2% o A 1240,

DR S5 1 B AR TARRERE 4 Markov B 4 i BT AR A XO=x, fEbRHE M-H S3E T iR 0 A ¢ (XY,
g% R Yy, RS 24 20(1), BE T 5% a5 Y B 44, 0] Markov #E DR B JFUIRAS X0=x.

: (%), (Y, X ) N
AXx* )’Yl):IA{;;(X;’));(]X(”,){)}:MDj (€))

Horp A FROREL 3 P RBUIMPAE.

75 DR 8 SR8 — A T HERE 0 A0 S HER 40 A A HE R T Markov 851 4 AR, B 558 | gl
I A (K13 52 AR LS DUAT R, 2 1% AHERE DA N qo(X, Y, ) AL IS 2 G0 5l Yo, SRR A 2 R AR 323
W2 R A5 (2):

AZ(XM’Y]%):M{ 7(1)g, (1 X)g, (8, 1, X )1 = A (1, )] }_MNz @
(XD (X (XL - 4O [ D,
DU HHE B quC) AR § GRS B ITER UM, IS0 § I S By AR 3):
OG0T, )T T, 1Y) (LY X

Ayl FEDRE DL T g (XY, T) )

[I_AI(Y[’Yi—l)][l_AZ(Y[’Yi—I’YI—Z)]"'[l_A[—I(Yi’Y[—l""’Yl)]
0= A4X DI = X )1 = A4, (X8, Y )]

FE¥s DR 77 ik T A0 St 2 A SR R B0Hs il A IR, 2 200 5 S 00 e P ) R0 A 2 A R A3 A2 ) MG 4 % T2
A(XOYVRURE B 0 B9 A1 PR B g (Y0, X385 15 00 F R (XY (Y, XA LAl AT e, B A AR S o
TRE I3 R RO FREAIR T 100 206 1) 5 ) S 20 P AR AR DS ATR ) 1A 300 5 AN [ T F 52 2 20 A DAL TTD 7 22 ik DR vk
LUE RV % 7 52 2% 3 A1

HUAE 2 A 23 A BEMAIX — 5 52 (Tl R X S0 3, A7 0 A6 328 10 R 2 WA A P B S 1Y s, A AL ZE R ) R
PUHE. DL AE A VI (L IRAT TR B DR D734 17 W9 77 1h A ek 56,7 DR &SR 1 )2 R Hansen-
Hurwitz JEAT ANSEHEAFE PG, 48 MHRW B R A% (K T 577595 982 vt R 79 a0 K 3 JEE A A 74 B 22 I 88 Ak 7
RLBE A FEA 1R AE DR T35S 2 2R A BN SR ITAS U HilvRe 1y 51 (6 B 75 22, 100 s T 0 5 25 AN W 3y
AU DR VRS R, TS W S5 S A R PR LR 6 AL A5 ) PR S I A I VA AT v, B AT D L 5t T R A
DDR(dynamic delay rejected).

DDR Jji& W R B TESRAT — & MBI AEAS s (il tr 100 (4 REH0A) LU, A W7 58 307 00 5 22 0 R, W) g 72 4E e
VR A K (@) R

C,=5,Cov(Xy, X,,.... X)) +5s,81, 4)
Horb e tfitr C, b ay i H BRI/ IE K s 242 ) S AR 41246 (1 A5 DR JUAEL Y LA [0, 1050, 0 @ 8 P 3 g A
3 d 255 00 J5 ZEIB S AR R0 BIE XA B X MARSE 7 A7 R EL X T Cov(Xo, X, X)), AT AR 7R g 2
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A (5):

k R
Cov(XO,Xl,...,Xk)—;{{ZXI,XI,T _(k+1)XkaT} %)
i=0

k
X,
Hf, X, = %C’J: 1)’ AN A UGS BT A3 2 — I 20 i 0 7 22 3 09 2 5K

OSM-MSCS {f i} DDR J5¥ABEAT 5 BESREAT AN B S R 0 s — bR, — R v

Pl P2 AR MHRW J5 3100 5 (9.8 MHRW U592 F 175 2t 23 (0 AR SRR IR, bt 3 e A 201 oK, BT g A
FAKE MHRW  J5 i M A6 2 23 2X(6), 41 Sab 4%, IX 4 < 3 KB AT 01T o5, & S0l A 2R AR F ;DDR . 5 A
Hansen-Hurwitz J5 VA HEAT 55 1 )2 ShRE8 I IORE, 2(QX) R g (X, Yyt nl L4y T3 42 JECYT 507 D 465 o1 () 3 A e 1 5 3
TERF R HEAT MR AN T, 9 T B R B AR W S v T RO AR AR

imin l,ﬂ , if w is a neighbor of v
PMH _ k, k

I—ZPV%H, ifw=vy

JTIRHE AR DR J7 21 5 1.DDR SR W 5 72 55 R AT — 40480 o0 A (R4 . B T B U7 Z 4 B R AR 4 N
B0 SN B 28 A s, DR T ARE AR 7 2 55 5 A () 308 DX 38 8 2 3 /N SR il B 205 ) S B 488 vy Jmy S i A i B 75 b,
DDR J5 &3 BEAT RORICT T N BB BEAT B 8 TR (R AH T 50 2R, 1Kl AT A1 T P 30 110 328 30 1 5 A S B BT
SRR, DDR 7 VETE— AR B A SE I T REBe, 70— Ao AT S I T A0, IR 5 A B i L 2 A% ik
B AE R 1 AR o SR RS A 5 AR A O w1 — Bk

(3) TfE A

AICAEH] Gibbs 77 0% T RE ] ) 5C SR BEAT AT, 1% 05 108 T 1 2 w] RSB HL R Y, e R 43 TR 2
M A8 (divide and conquer), AU #EWT— 41 ZH0N 5 € H AR S E b5 B 2502 X AR 1AL 1k 5 m] 41 179 JLAS
BEHLAS 558 7 4128 BRI PR 23 A ok POXG) MR Gibbs SR J7 3, I POXG) P il kE f) 25 B a1 1260

51 b s e AR A T X = (XL X0,

52 NS PO | X3, X ) R A XN POX | XD, XD, X)) R EOREAR XD

53N POX | X0, XL XD XL X R A X

4N P XD, XD X)) R A X

F LB R B 5 il XOF) X = (X, X0, X0 11 RS XD R T R 1 S B

55 ORI 2 05,40 ¢ OEALEE] X = (X0, X)), I B A5 B T SR ) B ) S B AT, Ty 2R Af
KA W2 e B~ X (7):

P(X, X )= P(X,| Xy X )P(Xy | X} it X, ) P(X | X s X)) 7

HI A B XioyHH 2,24 t—o0, 2630 ] 4 AF 1, T LA 51t %1 XO R 32 i 43 A1 - B o A S s 2 i Sl v A
B AR R AR 1477 ORI s AR Markov B 1¥ 38 [ 74, T 1 555 MCMC 1048 1 3 I #0842 7615 Markov #E C 22
WS 45 A T EAT IR 0T LALMCMC (R WSESICPE 2 W T FERSESEL IR A A R AT ASE 7R W R AT o 3 A B A SR
Geweke-Diagnostic J7 % Gibbs IR /7SI EAT W Sk 2 127

OSM-MSCS 1% [T} Gibbs 75734 I T 1] 5 R FAL 1L Gibbs J7 i /2 IR A 78 56 B i RS P A AT B0 2 1 i
DU AR R RE 0 5 HUR ARSI 2 TR PR AR 05 R b T B AR AL I TR PR A T 5% R AR 2> HLA 3 ] (G 3 4
FE O3 i T LAIRA), 10 RE e w] LA 5 2 10 5 5 U8 SR s (491 San S ME N . S5 M0 NFE L hop AT B3 ANRE S8 1B EUE
T AR Z T8 AR T 0G5, T i Gibbs IR ) 48 FRE 5 45 B 6 B SRAG P B 20 A IR St A A9 5 — A 5 4k
T R B A ANFETT S AT e R (1) B AR 0

w

(6)
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3 IR

3.1 MR INE

AR 2R 5 P 43 1 B — 3B 4 R BB MU 7 R4, 5 — iy B i F R BRI F R4 40 &
2-CPU BLAE IR 55 % 41 i3l ik CPU 4658 B R, B WL IR 25 20847 4 AN 3057 B s S S A2, MU T R A4 T
RIS HILE 280~300, K5 [ B4R £- A7 TSLE A7 1k 22 e IR 50408 e .

BT T RGH 3 G 64 4% Linux & GE 45 48 41, 5 6 R4S 28 00 i 51 DA I AE 26 4 E 2 10 R R 58
PR RE 23 AT A5 e A ST, BN T30 AN R 45 30 B AE T i SAN W 48 H A W42 N S0M % £ L 28 R R 55 40 41
K 3 iR,

Servers Coordinator User account

Crawlers

Fig.3 Test environmenting
B3 WP
32 MREIEE
FeAr 1k £ 2 3 (http:/t.163.com/) B 2% 7 (www.mogujie.com) fLEE (www.youku.com)fE Jg 3 6 % (L
R 3). IR LU Ak S b G A 1 2 DR i e A L S A D KA P A A S B AT EE ORI s TR R
32 B A AT e F AR, B AT R 5T 1 B2 e R Ak = PN 0 45 4 52 2, LA A S B

Table 3 Test data-set of online social meida

R3AELA S BRI E R

o et ESE]
IR T I
Nodes 47058 432 1124 695 4391911
Edges 1473399506 20249370 74 662 487
In-Degree law exponent —2.432 -1.491 -1.371
Out-Degree law exponent —-0.087 -0.169 —-0.193
Degree correlation 0.147 0.274 0.089
Avg path length 97.82 41.23 153.67
Cluster cofficient 0.063 0.127 0.011
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FEMIRZ T, BATTR AR B AT 18 i (10 442 00 46 20 BT, A ECA R A7 o X A O A Rl )/ A
W %t A 5 KSR I e P B AL 190 206 3 A AL A 2 8 1) B 1) TE o J5E A % 3K 48 Bl 5 R A 234 —
I T H AR H R R B 0% AR DR T3 P R AIE 00 5 mT L7 23 D H 22 B BRI B e

3.3 MR AR

b}

i—1
F(‘x(i)) T
NO

K-S 656 & —Fherg I AL 36 J7 2%, 6 2 T AL 56 28 56 40 A bR 00 R 2 A bR B R) 11 22 S 0 8 i VR
T 505 P AN A A7 A ) — M 23 43 A1 3L A S B
B X=(X1,X2), - > X)) R FER X=(X1, X0, ., X)) AT TG0 5, R Fo() AR AR A3 81, U AE Ny AR AR A A7 7 R B
ﬂm&:iJﬂMM
i
F(‘x(i)) _F
A @) UL, I LU Dy AF ARG vt .24 Hy i B, D, 1 TAAMI 2 D, I K UAELE Ho 550 K-S
K07 56 I, AN 75 B B0 3 2, > T R 0 X T D BRI, X 5t A a0 DRT X 1 K1) 3 T 85 350 49 A A B30, T LSS R A
W T AE 2R kL 2 A AR B SRR 0 1 5 L R L K-S Y I8 48 A 1 R L 2 A AR RS B 5T P A R R
(L WIRE

Kolmogorov £ 45 A1 Smirnv #5411, i # H FR2 50— MR e AE A X2 & A SR04 Fo(x), )5 &
AL, HL A SRR - i £ i s R 5, (B BRS04 R Dy 28 5 (8):
®)
D, :max{ }
‘ 0
50 9 0B 5 A0 K-S GG 608 Ak AT SR B PO R AR A 6 KRR A B A S 1 ) 224 T S-W R G, I i AR
4 XRERS5HT
4.1 BERSBON

(1) BERE PR LB B
AIAFH SLAP 5 CORPA J5 15 SE 56 B4 SR AT T 4EBEA A, 0% 2 PRI 43 W 5 SR 11 4 B s B i i
AJ LA S A [ B4 e DX A3 A8 T 9 % Ti) — ot 5 i A R 2 S AR O, L PN 3 B R AR AR K B AN TR

8.0 2300 ey 90l I— 8.61
8.4}
7.50 8.81 82l
8.6 8.0t
7.0 8.4 H 7.8+
8.24 7.61
6.5/] 8.0} 74
7.2
781 7.01
6.0 7.6 6.8
i Il 1. 74|} 6.6 (I .
TS T M BT BET M R T HET M B TR BER T BET M R T RET M
SLPA-M 5 CORPA-M % SLPA-J 1 157 CORPA- % %ji 157 SLPA-{I CORPA-1I: il

Fig.4 Comparative analysis of cluster decomposition dendrogram

Bl 4 BERESH RIS R P LR T

N TS U b I AN [ A DX O3 i 5 3T A S A 4 5, AR AR R (KL divergence) b B AN[A] 73
T 22 Sk et g R LR 4.
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Table 4 Comparative analysis of integral cluster decomposition

R4 R R L BT

bRl %4 B bl i B i L
Dir(Psceal|Pcorea) 6.205.107° 3.769.107° 8.107.107°
D1 (Pcorpal|Psipa) 8.122.107° 5.207.107 6.315.107°

450 1 2 P B RO 8 15 AR AR 1) 2 20 B FRATT T DU AN R A X 20 i T VR AN TR R AE T R 20 i R IE
JE TR IR) BROHR 2 6 28 DA Kt s 7 A 1) A SR SR AR 1 A A B 1 22 3

(2) T HESS Kk A B 20 B

REARS) ) 27NN AERE— AN BRI, — e A7 AT A 23 Al il P B B ) o s AR R —
FIVGI I IE AR R FR XL KT IS R IE ™ BEAA RIAT 3052 2137 5C 22 100 56 W0 AN 24 o8, B B4 5 4 s A )
8.0 T LSRN [A] 71 P 8 (0 45 AR A, AT R R b 03 B rpn B A 3AaX 3 AMRRR T RN 45
R PEREAT LL AT 5T

© Erand

JEE L A A R TR T R A AN R AT Bl 3 22 T ) O SRR R AR R B i R AR O, R WA S P SR
R 10 2 R B S W R IR AR ISR AN v R R IR A AR B RO AE 1,0 2 0 2% T B i R
PR ME 0. 3Z 4805 v 524 200 24 0(9):
l_gzl[CD(n*) -Cp(n)]
[(g-D(g-2)]

(©))

D=

Horp Cp(n") g e K rhy 34,
@ FinH
PR A A R B R T A AN RV AT Bl 38 2 ) 0 2R SR 0 0 B A M 8 b, 12 1 s B K 3 W8 £k P9 A7 4 K
A EE KR IAT S R 2 M3 - B R [RIAT )3 1626 R LR i ize e /b B 482 00 R A 200 I 4 T 31 1% 3R
(AR KR 1,56 4% 0 48 BB IZ AR 1A% /ML 0.3 38 b (1 1H 52 500 24 30(10):
>0 [CL(n) = Ce(n)]

C. = (10)
[(g~2)(g - D(2g ~3)

Herp Con™) hy e K PEIT H #y
@ i
TR 0 A A U SR TR PN OC R v A R I AR R R A i R A OK R B R R TR A T 2
R ASTRIAT 3 R A 0 FARAT 3 8 A 68 I AR I0E 3R IR 2, SR s B A P 30 485 4 T e A0 A [ R AR T 20 &R 2D,
00 5% 35 K R Xof B 00 R R I 48 MR B AR AR IO AR KA. 1,24 AT AT 328 (R b o BEAH S5 I, 0 IS AE 1R e /ML 0.
IR EA X A A1):
C. - 22?21[C3(n*) - Cp(n)]
T gD (g2

1)

Horh, Ca(n") K A rho 3.

5 SRR FRD S AN R I SRR 1 B 0% AR IR Y EL A W N6 SRR A SR B 23 i TR AN IR B
SR AT AR I AR AU U3 AT e rb, 00 5 T e PR P8 o 3 vt 3K 2 DR Oy I 0 Bl v A A AR 22 AN
AR ) T AL Al DK T P SO TE T A SR R L AU O 2 3 T 0 R L I A R R A 73.27%, K 423
FI 7 B WA SR VE 2R AE 50.33%), 1 B T AL A2 Y 194 245 £ v 2 508 4 6 g AT L 5 35, 85 4 17 F) 2 v o 3 B
UG B8 A T — AN 1T 1) 75 45 Lok (R AR A TE S 1 65 12 R UL 77 4 L PR PR IR 18 7 SR ¥ T AN [ ) 430 (1
ALy WCHE . E 755, H T A0E 23 AR A0 B0 DA 1M s LA 1R AT A e AR T L AT, L RE rh L A B AR AE B 1 A
FEAL T i 2 AW BT 2 FALREAL AT IR 55 MK IR T AN RIAT 8 2 2 1 R IR AR R i e vh o 3k 31 7
PTAT IR GO G r (1 dpg AR A 2 U, B i A AR 8 AT B 2 I I AR R R A R R R AR D T R T KRR
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AL /N A 5 90 296 (1008 2R 5 A DTS £ BT AT W F00S G v g e P 4, S TRA PR B RL 190 2% % X 2 (95 T KB G
N JEABTE Y BE AR R, o B ik 67.24%, 3583 1 E IR BB EL/IN AT 13.83% 9 7 e o 1 WAl (¥ 4
TR AR I BT A MRS G2 ) SR AL, 10 LR SR 7 B 2 TR AR T 58 RABAR D LEAA 1.83/%. 110 4 5 Tl 18 2134 2]
T 8.79%(fIRFEAT B L 1A AR T A b B 59.31%, Wi BEAT B Z (A FAH TR &b B 5.07%, IR AT 3 & 5w
ITEEAT KRR 35.62%), 003 I A7 O S 1) di i fEL. i e B ATl AR HA 23 N0 B rby, A A8 46 ) de
SR 72 4 2 e, 1A 0 190 2 AN ESCRRAGRE K 2R 1 I e 22, i L5 1 I 2 TR0 A7 A K AN ) R R PR AR T 5K
G AFE A R A D A A

0.25

—— (i3] 0.45 « 0.50 : : .
5 I g 040 e U R —e— 51
2 0.20 ﬁé’;“ = 035 e 2‘ 0.40 e {1
£ " ' 030 —Y . E : e B ]
S 0.15 £ S 0.30]
£ el »
8 0.10 g 020 £ 020
8 8 0.15} =
2 0.05 2 010} S 0.10}
A 1 5 0.05 ) = ,
0.00 0.00 2 0.00
0 1 2 3 4 5 0 1 2 3 4 5 0 1 2 3 4 5
Community size (x10%) Community size (x10%) Community size (x10%)

Fig.5 Structural features analysis of cohesive group

5 BOR TR B

U AN T (R4 DX AR B0 P00 TR 0 A 4 SR A AR R 22 St LIS 1 TR 1N 50 100 465 R R A A7 88 LA 468 v P AR B R
(K-S 550 B A5 5 >=92%). b BATT ] LATA Ay < B 36 HUCA [vi (00 BT 23 At 7 92k, 35 2R 1 TR DAY 50 10 4485 g e P A 2 01
JUBE AT SR e 1 45 L 2 Ak, AR 25 R 49 4 i D7 20 A [ T o5 2% G P 3 1) 46 A AR A 3K — R AE A % T OSME-
MSSC 5 B A e 1w A7 P AN s k.

4.2 FEMESR

TH I AERE 7> % ,0SM-MSCS AT DU 15 AR 18 N AT 33 IORE 3R 3 A e AIE, 4% RN S A el 1) 7 k4T
A AR AR 2 BB AN S5 MR 47 1) 77 925 SR P DR - 24 A U5 A AN [] B8 3R 1 B P G % Rty MO 4 40 A R AR REAT A
FEF 00 R AR A 5 A B A AE AL 8 43 A KR AE.OSM-MSCS B A %5 v IR 4o A R0, 15 A Jy vl 7
G HRE T A A B 6 9, 1 P el 2 £ 455 S B0 T LA i OSM-MSCS 75 ¥k 1) s - 1078 5 il 0 A T S At
AT,
0.20

0.18/ gt MHRW
0.16-  —«—BFS

0.14+ OSM-MSCS
0.12}

0.10

0.08

0.06

0.04

0.02

0.00

0 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000

Relations coverage rate

Sampling iteration process
Fig.6 Comparative analysis of relations coverage rate

Ko HliFEA R Lha o Hr

OSM-MSCS 55 FuAt J5 AR Bt FL AT 5 IR AR 23 FORRAR J5U DR AE - L R AL IR 2022 MHRW. A BES U5 1%
RAE AT AL, R A7 Bl 2 2 18] BT 9% 28 4 P AU A — S S/ 2800 R, X At 3 SO FAT P IR e LA 5 IR A A 26 B
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ME.OSM-MSCS I H#E 1 3 fitk S I T AH ¢ 2R 1A 280, BRI w0 AR A — A i AR B IRAT S RE, AN T £
TS IO PE AR 5341 OSM-MSCS 76 T EHIRF I AV 3225 4 T KM BE LA A5 T PR R 2
43 BEEHSH

W AT T R 58 B S AT B 15 LS AE - Gibbs 7 3k AT B ARSI TRIAH TG 2R (1 il
FEH T Gibbs $illFE T SR IEWIARFEA PP 51,2 T 0 ORAEAS b5 S AR S0 8 g AR AR BL, B ATT 6 PR ) B i B 1K) hop
T R I8 Gibbs Hl R4 7 41 480 92 R R DI (30% (RIIBORE #2), /9 45 2142 (radius) 55 HL 4% (diameter) 5 S A AH 22
I 6.8%, 2 W FHAAT DG ZR W BI04 199 2% v o [n) 0 S 1 LA B LA AR RIS RURSE 55 A4 B ARBL I il 1 2 B A2
K S (avg path length) 55 5 A ZE AN I 3%, 8 Wl AE 5040 136 008 i IR AR T AR A oK AN T B A 2080 32 a2 K
R A A [0 5% 1) T2 T8 . 94 i) T e )l 2R LR 5.

Table 5 Comparative analysis of connectivity

x5 EWESHT

R 5 3 3 P R 22 R (%)

—
wiiE 5 B TR B
Radius 5.87 6.25 4.77
Diameter 6.73 3.27 5.87
Avg len 1.59 2.07 3.02
Sce 3.83 5.45 5.63

OSM-MSCS Z it LA fit % B A5 43 I 10 32 30 M, DB 7 70 oW RN 222 W R b 43 T3l 3 57 T A s R e e Ll 7
HFOWRBE R — ARSI P BAE A DR 7 30k SLIRE 7 B WK BEAT 208 BUAR T 20 R A RCHLOR B 1 o A b
IR T MR T RER) /N 270 B R BE A3 1] Gibbs J7 VR AS [R5 AR AC B 22 1) U AH 198 R AL T FFa )
A AR T ACA B 2 TR <RI 79 B SR A R AS B AE 2 00 R 5 v R R 3 T R, T AT K b 2 T
AR 2 4 s A U P o2 R
4.4 BREEGR S

TESE R A BT TAE LU JRATM AR . B3 T PRI . DQHRTY RUIX 3 AR B AN A 5 vERET T
LA LR AT AR

O FWFFER 6~3 8)

Table 6 K-S statistics of YouKu.com
F6 MLE: K-S KR

SR DU £30%1 FEAEE 56 A4l b L8520 B
In-Degree  Out-Degree  Correlation  Diameter  Avg.Path.Len  Cluster coefficien wce
OSM-MCS 0.054 9 0.0413 0.061 2 0.042 8 0.089 0 0.042 8 0.069 8
MHRW 0.096 7 0.077 4 0.100 7 0.0870 0.126 9 0.109 7 0.1279
FF 0.112'1 0.094 8 0.1429 0.098 5 0.1352 0.147 8 0.1229
BFS 0.103 2 0.120 4 0.137 7 0.126 9 0.144 1 0.145 6 0.130 5

Table 7 K-S statistics of Netease microblog
xT MHWME K-S K

SR T W 2 i £30% 1 BEA S o A4 B LB o B
In-Degree  Out-Degree  Correlation  Diameter  Avg.Path.Len  Cluster coefficien wce
OSM-MCS 0.0732 0.089 0 0.094 9 0.057 8 0.048 7 0.059 0 0.0317
MHRW 0.189 1 0.173 2 0.176 2 0.1710 0.1589 0.1799 0.2310
FF 0.207 8 0.247 3 0.1929 0.264 6 0.176 1 0.298 7 0.365 4
BFS 0.203 2 0.220 4 0.2377 0.276 9 0.204 1 0.295 6 0.320 5
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Table 8 K-S statistics of Mogujie.com
R8T K-S Kk
BT [30% ) FEACH 76 A< dili i LB BT

HFE In-Degree  Out-Degree  Correlation  Diameter  Avg.Path.Len  Cluster coefficien wcee
OSM-MCS 0.046 7 0.037 4 0.029 9 0.040 1 0.070 7 0.044 9 0.0197
MHRW 0.216 1 0.158 1 0.121 8 0.178 7 0.1843 0.200 5 0.143 6
FF 0.228 1 0.2316 0.196 7 0.2228 0.196 5 0.237 6 0.287 3
BFS 0.210 4 0.281 6 0.207 2 0.229 3 0.176 8 0.240 2 0.261 7

@ BERTREFELE 9)
Table 9 K-S statistics of cohesive group
RO BRI K-S Kl

ik IRbs
Sk Degree centrality Closeness centrality Between centrality
M owdE Bty e SIS et IRE SR et e
OSM-MCS 0.023 7 0.0171 0.0865 0.0175 0.0259 0.0328 0.018 7 0.0098 0.024 6
MHRW 0.092 8 02139 0.176 7 0.157 8 0.0978 0.148 8 0.128 9 0.0839 0.1158
FF 0.246 7 0.2356 0.1708 0.242 1 0.1443 0.197 8 0.1535 0.1047 0.1549
BFS 0.236 5 0.2899 0.1876 0.276 5 0.1544 0.2019 0.146 8 0.1377 0.156 4

@ KB R AR E(ILZR 10)
Table 10 Similarity of opinion leader between sampling and population

10 ST AT AL AU

— T

WIS Bl B %) L% AR
OSM-MCS 64.57 19.21 11.67 4.55
MHRW 28.38 17.29 25.56 28.97
FF 26.67 18.27 23.86 48.27
BFS 10.79 13.46 16.14 59.43

6~ 8 KL T ANFEHIAE T g5 LE 45 S N B 300 0] LA B AS TR 5 106 A & A g Ak o
R T 2 B TR RE B8 0 A7 A B S0 1D 28 S ST P % R A ) WA 43 T 0 sl A I, A — e A g 1 R
TR B G R T — 50 A2 o PR 38 5 40 5 2% 110 1Y) 5 ol o8 R 8% % 457, OSMI-MISCS (19 K-S A 56 26k TR 2 W 4l e
T MHRW,MHRW %28 & 47 T~ FF,FF 55 BFS &-H 03 3 9 [ W02 AN [l 77 72300 75 4 A 25 A Ak P 8 6 2R
TR 09 20 1 §E ), OSM-MSCS i 7 v2: 38 90 Ll A B 0 RO A0 34 b 3R AR il F i K-S ARG 45 R S
S g AT, RISEGT T 5 20k 7 R0 Y ) BRI P 38 4 X R P K R N B 2B 0 R A R IR e it & A AR AT 2R
B 45 1o by 22 T HE I o (R R DX . AR v S B (R 3504 7T LA H:BFS 5 FF (WEER FHEmAE e D IR AR, E 2
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