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Abstract: To apply link prediction methods into large-scale complex network, this paper designs and implements
a parallel link prediction algorithm based on MapReduce, which includes nine similarity Indices via local
information. The parallel link prediction algorithm has a time complexity of O(N) in sparse networks. First, the
paper verifies the validity of the algorithm on public datasets, increase in the extraction factor, recall ascends, and
precision descends. The experimental results on ten large-scale datasets of variety network types show that the
parallel link prediction algorithm is more effective than traditional ones, and its running time decreases with more
compute units. The upper and lower bounds of AUC (area under a receiver operating characteristic curve) are
proposed. The experimental results show the median of the upper and lower bounds are close to the real value of
AUC, which focuses on whether prediction score is zero rather than the actual score value. The network average
clustering coefficient has the greatest impact on AUC among most topological features and AUC rises as the
network average clustering coefficient increases.
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0 e R 28 4 10 BE S T AUC PEOT FiE AR EEAT 20T, 45 Y AUC 19BN S U AR, 3 o G i 000 B 47 T AR AL s,
53 BT 199 268 4 41 G R4 0 R B TN F) 520 265 5 R AR SO B 4G R R I 2P T AR

1 ETEHME BN

1.1 MEXRERFMR

FES G(VE) N T Mg, Horh VBT RS E WILAEG W EE BN T B NILECh MU I 45 LA
N(N=1)/2 A5 sk, B4R U458 — FhaE I 10000 1) 5 ¥ 6 RS R I 2 1749 55T (x,y) e U—E T2 B0M S,y 2R
i WRZ 43 B K BN HE P R A o T (49 0] HE B 42 T 23 0 K

JEF SRR AE B B T — 6T 10 AP OTVAL % 1 B4R T 10 RPIETRERAE S MM AERR BRI s A K.
X T P 4 TR R x, T8 SCEIRAR S R 1TX), () =1 7T)) 24 15 8 X B EE; Sy R s 0T (x,y) B T 3 4, RIUARABL . 5 oAtk
9 TR AR AR, PA FEAR I 1A H B IE 7 48 Ja 1045 BN DR 4T — B0 A SRS I AL TR 305 AR Fe b A
i PA 1815,

Table 1 Ten similarity indices based on local information
F 1 10 BT AR B A TR bR

Indices Definition Indices Definition
Common neighbours (CN) Sy =L X)NTY)| Hub depressed index (HDI) W SEEACIALAC)IE
max{k (x),k(y)}
Salton index xy =W Leicht-Holme-Newman index (LHN-I) :w
Vk(x)xk(y) Y k() xk(y)
Jaccard index x =M Preferential attachment index (PA) Sxy=k(X)xk(y)
() (y)l Y
Sorenson index W :w Adamic-Adar index (AA) Sy = 1
k(x) +k(y) zer(onr(y) 109K (2)
_1rnry)l 1

Hub promoted index (HPI) Resource allocation index (RA) Sy =

Y min{k(x), k(y)} e Giro k(@)

T BUAR SR (O HER O K ST E ) B o VIR ET RIDUASE EP AR IR TII 4 B 1 Ak L B
A P U ZRAE 145 L. AR E=ETOEP, H ETEP=@ 48 b ¥4 8 T U HANIE T E (M5 SO AAEAE I E i
B OO0 9 P b A AUCTBL., it 2 R 4 [ 0 b At A 5 0 609 7 A0 00 B 053 AR ), AUC 2 A3 6 1
7 SR ORS00 R R e U TR A BB AR AR T L A7 PR 2 A TN M, 4 (] 3 U B 2 2% R 2 YU YR A 1Y) A
o B SEAE R LIV L 451
EX L(AUC, B £ T EFR). AUC H fefiiy 54 s ToU I S50 vk (R RS A 12, s Sk
n'+0.5n"

AUC = 1)

n
53 SN EP R E o B AL I B 4% i BUAS TN 43 B 1R /I n LR IR vk B,n > EP il 1 43 BUE K T E rhad iy
73 BRI URH N D 23 SR A5 R K

TE X 2(Precision, FE#GER). WA AE A T — BRERFR A M7 5B i U0 S0 RORSHE PZ 5 SR
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774 [, 054 AUC g 0.5. D5 1tk AUC>0.5 1175 B i B8 1 B30 7E 20 KR LU B ATLAE 36 110 77 92 05 s D200, ol oty < T LA
B Ay TR 43 B HEAE A7 L (020 52 B A7 A A 2R A [ S 4 8 1) 0 7Y 4 36

TE X 5(Ad),5BER). K G=(V,E)MIAB IR i — MV PRI S Adj BT, o A TR ST N T V
HIR AT 0 T8> ueV, 4R35 Adj[ult & BT AT i 2 46125 (u,v) e E (T3 5 vl

FEE L KT E G=(V,E), 785 T JR # A5 2 A A AL 48 b v 25 32 (u,v) (K 23 BB AN 0,18 4 13 u,v 6 8K )
i BLAE AdjIw] w2 uv B SE R AR JE A I uv AR AR & Adji]H ieV.

T B (U V) PR 23 B S D 0,000 £ u,v 06 £ 3 R 48 5 w, BT (w,u) e E HL(w,v) € B IS4 £ u,v 36 R HE B0 7E Adj[w]
o5 0 u,v AT SE R AL B AR A T 45 (,u)eE H.(,v)eE T BL uyv AN IEF HILAEAT & Adj[i]H ieV.

TR 2. 4 THEE T AUC PN 4645, 25 EP Al o Bft -l 0 MR N py, E 3 Uik 0 (AR p,,
0 p,p, +(1’2p1j p, < AUC < p, +[1‘2p1) D,.

TE A AE O N EP R E AP BEHLIE L — 4530, Bl ey R ey, LB AT (0 23 $dii e 20 B AE O H. e, 20 B Mt N
0 MIHER A papa,es A ey 20 FUAE RN 2 O (RHER A (1—p1)pa.er AT e, 23 B FIIN R 4 O A4S K pa(1-po).

eI TR A O M SO N T E ik 0 E@ﬁ}iﬁzﬁ,ﬁtﬁz\iﬁ(lﬂﬂ,%’: o.p, n_%" - p)p,,

(4)

! . n 1_
pruL Auc =2 +25n > p1p2+( 2p1)p2;

FEBAF I BL R EP AR 0 M B s AT E ik 0 E‘Jéj‘?ﬁﬂﬁ,lkhﬁ/&ft(l)ﬂfﬂ,%: PP, + p(L-p,)=p, H

' '+05n" 1
2 - pp, ikt AuC =IO < (1B

25 LA, p1p2+(1_2pljp2<AUC< p1+(1_7p1j D, . 0
2 FATHERR TN E X

2.1 MapReduceF{TitE#ER

Hadoop & — ™ ok b B2 ifg 5080 1) 23 A X R 48, HAZ L 4114 & MapReduce F153 A1 2 3C 14 R 45 (HDFS).
MapReduce #1118 4T 78 KBTI b 1) 2 A X £ 4 b BEASE 7Y, MapReduce 42 43 4 AN BE:Map By BEAI
Reduce [ Bt AR B L key-value S 4 A i A AN %y HY . Hadoop 5 %y A\ B8 20 21 /N B B, Ry AN B g e 61 12t
—AN Map 45 %4 4 LA key-value 3T HIIE RN, 43 Map o6 B4 3 5, MapReduce HE 4254 5%+ Map % Hi 1% key
AT HE P, 75 %0 N\ 21 Reduce /145 H . Bt LA key {ELAH [R] ¥ 20 85 44 4t 1% 48 [R]— 4~ Reduce 1145, Reduce 1T 55 Fi- ¥ key
B [ 5008 U9 3 1 — 4% s 147 4 B2 MapReduce T AEHLHIan & 1 frose),

MapReduce #5571 JFA fo V7 BEAL S BB A 071 ARG 45 B, DR ke B 43, MapReduce 0036 & T IR Lk
CL pi oA ot s 9F BT 201 R 345 2 0 00k 170 50R 3As E R AR AL Ha b T 2075 s i — B Al e 45
SR A 3)3E AT MapReduce #E 7,
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Fig.1 MapReduce data flow with multiple mapreduce tasks
1 HAZ4 reduce {14117 MapReduce £4fi i

22 HTEEIUREST
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v L1 GV, E) P A s 2 T ) L [R] 488

1. A BEEHEAT Key: x Value: 7T1~n]
2.FORi«~-1TONn-1

3. FOR j«i+1TOn
4 IF ID(UTiD=>IDUT])

5. #E Key: (LTj].21i]) Value: x

6 ELSE & Key: (/Ti].7Tj]) Value: x
7 it (Key, Value)

Reducer
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Hueh I G(V,E) P9 U0 1 TR0 43 H

1. AFEEAEAT Key: ([Ti],7T)]) Value: Iterator(xy,Xs,Xs,...
2. BE Key: (ZTi1,7T1])

3. WHEIMILLTIMSLIRAR 5 m

Xm)

(7] 408 Jai A 6, PR A AT SR S L AT — BOPE AT BE i WU S50 20 B R s, JF 48 i T %

7 30 199 2% (4370 OB N K I8 K358 E 43 B IR 4 BT U BYFIINASE EPCSLAE C);
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4, KRYGA R I FE AR T ST 40 Bl 5 T H 5 LHN-1 354%, W36 # Value: m/(degree(BIi])-degree(BIj]))

5. %t (Key,Value) I RO PR T 3 A

MR L AT LU YRR TR A5 S PR e PO 500 o A 2 B 1 o S 5 R )40 R A DG (B T PA 8 H%), T
LA, 40 SR P AN T s AT L TR A0 8 T o B A e o 0. B 1 i an SRS a A1 b ILFEABSE ¢ 4 a fl
b & R AR T Adj[e] s S W RS i a Rl b B A7 3[R 4R Ja 8 4 a Fl b 4 A 23 [ AR AT 4] — /> BB
ohr B DAL R PR 2R rp VT SR [ TR 43 M, 1 T R X A AR AT R AR S R 8 b Y RS B R
(K, (Ky=2M/N, T8 2 % F B AN AR SR S T 78 T A1 ORI H R (R (CK)—1)72, T LA AN 405 452 3 i L F 5 11 st
B (R ((R)—L1)N2. DR kb, B S 8 A5 Jo P B 9000 5 9 PO B 1) A2 AR 3 0 O(NKKY?), B8 - O(MICK)); 4% 11 42 2% 1%
O(NCky), Bl O(M).

Barabasi 1 Albert $ H 7 B0 9 46 r 44 B (38 08 i, B3 5 BERON K AOHER AN K e S EB T, 9 46 oK
G375 IR BE AR /AN T 30 5 A 7 oo 8 D 20 2% 46 DA 43 408 A s ] P38 BB () ot — AR /N [ 0 5, B DK T
F1R3 DR o 6% A 18, S0V FR) I (1) 52 % B2 2R O(N). T S 7 A7 7 B 00 505 a2 70 R B 2 AN b B B e L e A
152 2% O(N/U), U Ab BT (A $.

2.3 HEIERA

B2 45 T — ARl G(V,E) R MapReduce FI% A/ 3L T2 SR CN F5 AR5 9 P s 6T B0 T30 4 H 4.
155t map SRR B 403 5 A AdjIv,map BRI SRICH H 0 — AN U (u,w), T8 SARATT IR 3 R A R
v —UGAR G AE reduce TR TE Y AN (u,w) (3 )40 VK B FE CN R AR R IR TI0IN 43 Hfi . Reduce i £OxT
TR0 73 B0, BT R () 50T S0 43 BiE 3k 0.

Map1: Map2:

Input: (key-value) Input: (key-value)
(0-1,2,3,4) (1-0,3) (2-0,3,4) (3-0,1,2,5) (4-0,2,5) (5-3,4)
Output: (key-value) Output: (key-value)

(1,2-1) (1,3-1) (1,4-1) (2,3-1) (0,1-1) (0,2-1) (0,5-1) (1,2-1)
(2,4-1) (3,4-1) (0,3-1) (1,5-1) (2,5-1) (0,2-1)
(0,3-1) (0,4-1) (3,4-1) (0,5-1) (2,5-1) (3,4-1)

Example graph

Reducel: Reduce2: Reduce3:

Input: (key-value) Input: (key-value) Input: (key-value)
(1,2-1,1) (0,4-1) (1,4-1) (2,4-1) (3,4-1,1,1) (0,3-1,1) (0,2-1,1) (2,3-1) (0,1-1)
(0,5-1,1) (1,5-1) (1,3-1) (2,5-1,1)

Output: (key-value) Output: (key-value) Output: (key-value)
(1,2-2) (0,4-1) (1,4-1) (2,4-1) (3,4-3) (0,3-2) (0,2-2) (2,3-1) (0,1-1)
(0,5-2) (1,5-1) (1,3-1) (2,5-2)

Fig.2 1/0 of Map and Reduce tasks
K 2 Map Fil Reduce 155 (% A M e

3 XUHERRES
31 MEENA
KR GALEE 3 NIRRT 10 A K 5 Je TR 4.3 A SN R 2 B R 5 A R 4 (NS)T, 2%

Il Ht ) 19 2% (Gridl) 8T e 5 61 2% 199 4 (US AN PO e TR e i P e 281 30 LML 3 52 05 I 46 1445 R
HIL K NC Ay W 2 (1) e K I £E 141,81 41, 332/1 7k USAIr W4 HpAT 1 AN JE Tl 4 1, Jme K Tl 45 A AL 332 A1
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e A P EE IR %ACC kP48 (1T 35 SR 82 AR G r D RIIEC BRIy o 2% 1R 715 P 2 B NS 28 4] 4645 1 589 A~
R HA SO B 128 M PRAL A.
Table 2 Basic topological features of three example networks
F 2 3PS K M T
Datasets N M Nc e ACC r (k)
NS 1461 2742 379/268 0.016 0878 0462  3.754
Grid 4941 6594 4941/1 0.063 0.107 0.003  2.669
USAir 332 2126 332/1 0406 0794 -0.208 12.807
B K TR X 24 K ok 11 Stanford k28 9 20 Hcai P00 AR SO R ER T 9 IR [ S AR AR I 4%, 3 10 AN Hd 4R,
TG (1 5 B 4% B R g R0 L3R 3 BB AR LS T AL RS 4% L Internet B 45 R SC I £ 4510 AN K1 Y 2% 11
GEHPEBUILER 430 M R A TG ) [ S D 45 A 5 N(SCC) FIT M(SCC) oA dpe K st 18 4 1k 1Y) i FHIZL 3 1y 4
ARG LD ML EAET B Z MBI ECOE KR 20 (A A 0 b B 4R b s K R 4%
cit-Patents 1015 B J7 AN sy T 4534, e/ IR 19X 45 A AT H00T AN ORI AN [ 9 28 1R 0 b P AT IR 22 .

Table 3 Ten large-scale example networks
FR 310 ARSI 99 2%

Network type Network meaning Datasets
Social networks Nodes represent people and edges interactions soc-Epinions1
Web graphs Nodes represent Web pages and edges are hyperlinks Web-Google, Web-NotreDame
Collaboration networks Nodes represent scientists and edges them co-authoring a paper ca-AstroPh
Citation networks Nodes represent papers and edges represent citations cit-Patents
Internet peer-to-peer networks Nodes represent computers and edges communication p2p-Gnutella24
Communication networks Node represent emails and edges communication email-Enron
Amazon networks Nodes represent products and edges link co-purchased products amazon0601
Road networks Nodes represent intersections and edges road connecting them roadNet-CA
Signed networks Who-Trust-Whom network with edges represent trustiness s0c-sign-epinions

Table 4 Basic topological features of ten large-scale example networks
F 4 10 D ICHUBETZLE 19 2% 1) 3 40 4 5

ID Datasets N M (k) N(SCC) M(SCC) D T ACC  Average AUC
G1 P2P-Gnutella24 26 518 65 369 4.93 0.240 0.351 10  0.00410 0.0094 0.509
G2 email-Enron 36 692 183 831 10.02 0.918 0.984 12 0.08531 0.4970 0.922
G3 ca-AstroPh 18 772 198 110 2111 0.954 0.995 14  0.31800 0.6306 0.972
G4 soc-Epinions1 75879 405 740 10.69 0.425 0.872 13 0.06568 0.2283 0.836
G5  soc-sign-epinions 131 828 711783 10.80 0.314 0.825 14 0.08085 0.2424 0.844
G6  Web-NotreDame 325729 1117 563 6.86 0.166 0.204 46  0.08767 0.4540 0.814
G7 amazon0601 403 394 2443408 1211 0.980 0.975 21 0.16560 0.4179 0.889
G8 roadNet-CA 1965206 2766607 2.82 0.996 0.998 850 0.06039 0.0464 0.531
G9 Web-Google 875713 4322 051 9.87 0.497 0.670 22 0.05523 0.6047 0.901
G10 cit-Patents 3774768 16518948 8.75 0.000 0.000 22 0.06714 0.0919 0.663

3.2 FHITEZXBHIEWIE

60 I 250 32 HO T TR 4 B BB 2 K A R M 4 S H D i LA B S TR 2 ) it AR 2 O T i T ) ST iR T
BEFIE 3 ANBHE ST S5, DA K A SC IR AT BE B TN G905 1 4 SRR AT TR AT ) L T LSS I IR AT S (9 I A
P T 3 ol 9 4, AT B TN B9 1Y) AUC 153045 SR L3R 5.6 T4 — Bl 9 4%, 28 1 41408l >k [ SCHR[6]; 26 2 41
A AR SCIEAT R I VO SRR AR AR 3 A SR B SCER[21), B IR AN RA Fe AR AT AL T LR
MapReduce J 17 #E & TN L7543 HOR ) AUC (B AT 20 95 58 S0k 11 AUC BB A AR — 3, AUC 11
2649 0.035,{F A B2 B 2 .

e B R - 0 A 0 2 0 4 (] e f g 1) 3 FR I 4 B B SR R B A S ECR 7 4 3 n  ife 2 FAAE, H
[0 2 32 W Tty 6 T NS 28, 24 41l B DA <0.1 B #E A 22 K T 80%; T 4T T~ USAIr W 2%, 441l B K -1-=0.05 ), #EAf
HOEAT 50%, HEfiff 26 Bl B R 7 )38 KR BEAR AR, Bt DL R A AR 2D BT 4 H5 i 5 v (13 A BRI kA2 P
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YA 00320 B P =1 i, [ 3R I AT 3k 21 10096, U W AR 3 AH AL i b, — 38 90 BT SE A7 A (13 43 308 R 0%
T NS WE AU 25% (1 L2 4 H0E K 0,3X Ui BA L T J5) 315 S IR AR BUI: $8 A7 AN B AR IF MR B NS M 4511
P 25 1) DR 3 A R OK B4 T 2 I A6 A AT R 0B 7  US A 9 25 HETF 2R 2K T NS M 4%, A I 28 2275 T NS
W 2 55 F Grid 4%, AUC {13 {E A7 0.558, 24 SR AN AL ST v AH T, 1A 26 foe v A Ik 3] 7.67%.

Table 5 Comparison of AUC results in three papers

5 3IMIECHFH AUC TS RIEE

Indices NS Grid USAIr
CN 0.933 0.890 0.9370 | 0.590 0.564 0.5881 | 0.937 0.948 0.9345
Salton 0911 0.868 0.9371 | 0.585 0.561 0.5880 | 0.898 0.893 0.9075
Jaccard 0.933 0.883 0.9371 | 0.590 0.558 0.5880 | 0.901 0.895 0.8963
Sorenson 0.933 0.884 09371 | 0.290 0.555 0.5880 | 0.902 0.888 0.8963
HPI 0911 0.868 0.9370 | 0.585 0.561 0.5880 | 0.857 0.853 0.8676
HDI 0.933 0.881 0.9370 | 0.590 0.557 0.5880 | 0.895 0.900 0.8896
LHN-I 0911 0.865 0.9367 | 0.585 0.559 0.5880 | 0.758 0.769 0.7613
AA 0.932 0.881 09373 | 0.590 0.554 0.5880 | 0.925 0.923 0.9462

RA 0.933 0.883 0.590 0.555 0.955 0.954
Average AUC | 0.926 0.878 0.937 | 0.555 0.558 0.588 | 0.892 0.891 0.887

1.0 1.0
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08 —a— Recall rate 0.8
0.6 - 0.6
0.4 - 0.4
L —*— Accurate rate
021 0.2 —=— Recall rate
00 L L L L L L L L 00 1 L L I
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
Extraction factor o Extraction factor o
Fig.3 o versus Precision and recall of NS network Fig.4 o versus Precision and recall of USAir network

B3 NS R 2 R A A 0] 3 Bl R 1 off) R 3R 4 USAIr X 2% HETif 30 44 19 5 Bl il B A1 of ) 0% 3

33 AMRHIELI

A F FEAT BE B TR0 ST 10 AR BRI % b HEAT S0 SE R IR P> Hadoop SEHE AN R HE R 2 MR 55
PRALR SR L IOHLAS T SN 6 AN SR 2 1071 S0 20 A S8 111 Hadoop MRAS 47 0.20.1, BN HLES 1 A
Bc & b —A> 4 % CPU,CPU 145 Intel(R) Xeon(R) CPU E5504 @ 2.00GHz, N7 K/~ 4GB, S 2 A A H.#%
DB IR T O 11.2MB/s~12MB/s 4 16 Tl 25 2 3% 4,76 10 A KBS 9 Fs s AHBLIE 8 AR 15 HH 1)
AUC {HIEF #1E, BU B AR W45 1738 AUC {H. H v ca-AstroPh 4% 111734 AUC {E ik 3 0.972,
P2P-Gnutella24 [ %% [1)-F34) AUC Ak, R 0.509, {0 FIBE AT LA H 1 AUC EARIT X5 T 10 S KB M 45, AUC
THAEA AL FE bR T R bR v 22 20 1 4 0.004, T 3 AN S [ 24 1) AUC {8 ks e 273948k 0.02. 5T LA A [H]
AEABM: Fi ) DK 28 09 2 AUC B (1 52 e 27N T 568 /I8 8 19 45 1) 5 W

HATHERR T EVETE R 1 ENasATIN ] 5 B, B b B AR 9 B8 2R 1 1D, P AR AR A 38 AT 1) I [,
MIiRi 4 15 & ¥ Map 1 Reduce {145 1/~ 7] LUE L B Map A1 Reduce {14550 %385 0, B i To0i 55092 (138 47
B [ AS W7 T B OB I 1% B Map FH Reduce {145 BIANECA 1 SR ABAEL 5L 038 4T 1) 1), A T m] DU HY 5474 % T
DSLVE AL S8 SRR AR LU AT BRI AR, 9 ELAG SRS FEAT RUASE IR 38 I i 58 o . 18] 6 O 5 ALK Eda 48
TEWANETE LIS AT 45 R R R LSRR 2 FIs AT IG5 ) 2 MER6 I M20R20. )\ & i LUF H 5 7 2
MIZAT I A LG AR R 1 KR B, I B BE 25 £ RS 1) 38 K, 1847 I TR) sk 20 1 Lk 22, 23 30l 2 34.9%,38.2%,
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Fig.5 Running time comparing of different MiRi Fig.6  Running time comparing of two clusters
5 ARl MiRi 34T I )% Bl Kl 6 HA Hadoop & HEIZAT I [A] X L

4 SERRINN AUC BN IERRS T

41 AUCLETHSH
ST B T 000, 1 SR EP o 0 0 5 B IE © (AR py A E S HE A S O )
R o T LS54 204 AUC (8109 1 F 50, 45 58 2 B py, +(1‘2p1j b, < AUC < p, {%’j b, B,

AUC [ b F AT UF RS AUC (ESHE,AUC | N A Z I ZEMEAN p(1-po), I FIX A ZEAR N, B4
AUC St fE B ER 5.3 6 A T 3 AN R 2% (1) EP R E i A 7000 43 BAf 2 35 0 [ EL sl . AUC | R S0
AUC [ ELSEAE . AE NS F 44 1 USAIr (4 EP e ida i 4 St Il O 9 A9 2528 1 1 20 B ek O O BEAB, 1 £ E o
IEHFAR 6T Grid B2k, EP w2 B el 0 i ik 3 7 R 8 11.77%, 3% /2 5 8 Grid 4% AUC P 1
45 0.558 [ A,

Table 6 Upper and lower bounds of AUC in three example networks

T6 IANMBRLN AUCH AR

Datasets Edg%set M Non-Zero (%)  Zero (%) | Upper and lower bounds of AUC | Average AUC
NS EE 1 0;24788 705.'2802 249"188 [0.8773,0.8789] 0.878
Grid II:_; 12 115??(:376 101.'0777 gggg [0.55846,0.55854] 0.558
P L R 0712208573 oo

FEARZ & EP R E pr s 1 43 B (K K AN % e 20 BB A 45 0 (R L N, AUC bR F (1 v {0 552 s
AUC AR L X FIX 3 AP 4, AUC EF S B RS2 B AUC B ¥ L 2653 T3] 4 99.78%,100%F1 92.56%. 1X i3
B AUC 724 28 B8R EE A5 102 23 B8 1 K /8 (B AUC (B S0 gk T EP N1 E Al T 20 B0 2 75 24 O 1A L g v o
il 2 1A B L 0N 43 B M 42 S 19 L 45300, 3K L 4300w 448 K 22 S50 TR0 0 A A0 AN 24 0, 3T LA HE A = ) 2
14 2 TR 43 B0 1R /N AUC FIHER 2 vk 5 IR0 B s [ 3 i 77 AUC FERfl 2R 25 51 By 22 S
42 MEFEHBERKFTAUCHE T

S T 5L UG D 235 40 45 M AUC (19 5 0, AR SR T NeSVA 5250 4 s 900 JE A7 7T R A JiE o ek
BN 45, 1 HC AUC {8 85 o FRARALLPE S5 B R R AT AT AL 75 0 T NS R 45 R T CN F5 45 10 %) T+ USAIr 9 2%R
HI RA Fi5 b5 1T Grid ¥ 2% T () HE A SR AR, e AE BEAS BT MLAL 7R D NS W% — 3847 2 742 2500, 7
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RO I3 NS P28 I 2R I Zhde— 54T 1 914 453,38 (1) 828 45124 A MR 4 A8 1l K 7 24 0.05
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Fig.7 NS network after link prediction Fig.8 USAIr network after link prediction
K7 A 2% TN S 1R NS 159 2% K8 HERR IS 1) USAIr 9 2%

P 4% (4 0 P BRI AUC {2 [ Pearson #H5< R & W 9 B A5 REMIH AT 3R 4 A3 H 2R M4 H
% D I AUC 247 AH %, I 4% f 1 35 B 51359 8 4R R B0 AUC {1 B 5% W 8K A % ZR 304> il 2 0.78 i1 0.90, i M
257 B R AUE R AUC R 5 T 2 1 DR 36 FH 36 4 0 LAAE 21 10 AN K1 W 4% 1) 31 35 SR 48 R 50R1 AUC P39 {H
Z IR R, H%JF%%%?%W AUC (52 ma4m 1 10 B, P2P-Gnutella24 M %% () ACC 4 0.009 4,AUC )
54 0.509, 5 BEHLA 4 i) AUC i 3F % #6300 B2 ACC 5m %) 0.2 LA, AUC {8 & T 0.8, 4 KI5 i T+,
A 24 S 34 S 4 R B R AR TR 3 W 48 R = AR o G 2L A LB s SR — AN T e 0 A Y a5 B = A
B H 2 A 6T 0 3 1R 40 8 AR B 22 AU I B e TN 43 B O B R R, AUC i Rl A R 4%
SPYA B AR FR A HG I T vy E L T X 4 ) SR AR R BRI AN IE A TS T R S B R AR U i bk
AT B B IO, T R 2 SR T R T A B AL U0 A 100 A DL R . AN AT B B TN A5V (138 AT B SR TR AR R UK
1o, SR B TR0 3 B0 AR 2 (0T S50 B 22 M At ) % 4 A [ 9 15 R 2R B R RO R 4 9 S AT I
NGRS

1.0 1.0
5 os N 09
g 06l 0.8
s - § 0.7
'(_% 041 0.6
£ o02f H 0.5
o
0.0 0.4
(k) N(SCC) M(SCC) D ACC 0.1 0.3 0.5 0.7
Topological features ACC
Fig.9 Correlation between topological features and AUC Fig.10 AUC under different value of ACC
BLO &4 $h I TR AUC fE.2 1] R AH O R 2L K10 M g5 2 3R A R 00 AUC 1520

© PERREERSMROT  httpy/ www. jos. org. cn



1RE % :MapReduce 35T 69 4T 42 W 4444 TR 3185

KT NS W45 R USAIr 944 R GN 1230 4 HEA7 4L 10145 A HI NeSVA B o J 45 St el 11
FIt s Wl e g — A Ak AT A [R] AR B €8 1E AT 375, Vel P i € 1) 3 AR T 2 B M) 525 TR £ 32 o 5 e

LT HEF 4R B ¢, T A 80, BUM O A8 50 04 ¢0 2 149, 1 10(b) 1 USAr 46 3 UF AN BB I, £ 24
D HEFR A A — AT, 5 XU o I RE T IR0 20K 30 9 4 ¢ 2 102 SRR 10 R S B0 A T 4 AT
AR R A TS L, T AT 0 N o AL T H A TR K U, 030 s ST L 31 0 2R R e
M T LA 0 46 o4 S8 AR 0 5 L 47 A T 0 T SRR M o T3 R AL 0 7 1454,

(a) NS %% (b) USAIr %%

Fig.11 Link prediction results and communities in networks
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