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Abstract: Expansion relevance which combines both relevance and diversity into a single function is resorted to a submodular
optimization objective that can be solved by applying the classic cardinality constrained monotone submodular maximization. However,
expansion relevance do not directly capture the dis-similarity over a pair of nodes. Existing submodular algorithms are sequential and not
easy to take full advantage of the power of distributed cluster computing platform, such as Spark, to significantly improve the efficiency
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of algorithm. To tackle this issue, in this paper, a distance metric, which is defined by a sum function of personalized PageRank scores
over the symmetry difference of neighbors of a pair of nodes, is first introduced to capture the pairwise dis-similarity over pairs of nodes.
Then, the problem of diversified ranking on graphs is formulated as a max-sum k-dispersion problem with metrical edge weight. A
polynomial time 2-approximate algorithm is proposed to solve the problem. Considering the computational independence of different
pairs of nodes, a MapReduce algorithm is further developed to boost the efficiency of the process. Finally, extensive experiments are
conducted on real network datasets to verify the effectiveness and efficiency of the proposed algorithm.

Key words: graph data; personalized PageRank; diversified graph ranking; max-sum k-dispersion; MapReduce
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Fig.1 Illustration of deficiency of expansion ratio on measuring dis-similarity between two nodes
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Fig.2 Demostration of distance metric between nodes
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Hk, T DA< DM, HETm4:
D(A") < D(M")
k(k-1)/2 ~ k/2
SEAR, 1 MOPT 2 C(Q) Ity KRR AN k/2 VUL i 4, X ik D(M™) << D(MOPT), ik 1y 3 1 24 X (14) (1 45 18 AT :

< D(A) < (k-1)D(M") (14)

D(A") < (k-1)D(M") < (k-1)D(M°"T (15)
T M SR [13] AT S
D(M) = D(M) _ D(A)
T< D<A)©T/2<k(k—l)/2<:>D(M)<(2/k71)D(A) (16)

K D(M) < (2/k ~)D(A) [, M J& MOPT ) o35 B, B D(M %°T) < aD(M) 2585 24 20 (13)~ A 3 (16) 1

gh AT A
D(A) < (k-1)D(M") < (k ~1)D(M ") < (k ~1)aD(M) < 2aD(A) (17)
HEEE, O
FT 3 A MIGEE, AT M Bk 1 ki TopkDRG [ f3 T BU I Bk A2 B30 1 b 6 F p=1.0 Mt o, 3%
TR B MWM SR AR C(Q) I 5 KA ki2 LT 4k B SCHR[A5]19 4518 v %1, 56 T MWM Al 45 3] o=1-32 L1 C(Q)
13 KB /2 VB 8.1 0 AE b 5 B 3 518 1) — /MBS I 145 1 T 50E 1 K1 TopkDRG il & (14 30 BA PE e



606 Journal of Software #k#F3#& Vol.29, No.3, March 2018

#I 1 Y p=1.0 B, W REIL 1 KA MWM SRfEE C(Q) e KA ki2 VUELIA AR, I 4 S5 T B 3 1 4518, 1%
1 15 3] TopkDRG [n] i 1) 2 o o=1)- LT 1BUfi%.
22 FITHHMZHEREFEE

F1E C(Q)AE L 1 TS ACH Y 85t ey (0 43, HLOCHRAE T-oH 55 Q v o1 0K 119 88 2 R B (L. 2208 R 2 AN [) 15 i onet
P 25 T S AH ST )RR T 4 DR AT A 0 22 R IR HE P 5L PMALPMA 5 MA B K AN RIE T-:PMA K
I MapReduce 4 AR 52 1 C(Q) 1 O(IQIP) -1 s b 18 Het i B o 57, T4 i T 2 B 1k B HE 7 S0k (0 2 b 1
PMA 5 MA FLAH 3 A1 IR, AN 45 PMA (#5754 4.

LR 3 AN T A28 35 T- MapReduce 4 F i 58 MOt C(Q) Lk 7y 4.

(1) #AE X (key-value pairs)Z: i

BN E4L PageRank $R75 & ) AH o< Ai4E Q, HHb ,veQ,v.ppr>0 J 15 15 v i) PPR {H.3% T Spark GraphX H
) aggregateMessages B4, JFAT AL I A Q FIT A 1 s R AT Jai A% B ORHAE 2719 i v, LR J B 45 B0 voNbrs B I AR
T A RDD, A &A% 2 (v,v.ppr,v.Nbrs) 5 1, RDD i cartesian iz 85 (85 /R AR), A2 e B4t o &, Horh (R = M
XF R

key:(v,u),value:(v.ppr,u.ppr,v.Nbrs,u.Nbrs) (18)
(2) Map % %
SEHL v, u T R PR R 212 5 R K 2 X (18) s B A SR Ay R BN
key:(v,u),value:(v.ppr,u.ppr,v.Nbrs@u.Nbrs) (19)

(3) Reduce %l

St BEAN R AR 5 2 5K (6) 58 1 v,u 2 TR B 35 115

FF ik MapReduce ZFEf A, AT ATV Q T SR R B R B A C(Q)IE AR S, T MWM
bR H B AT A top-k HEF 45 R

A% 33T Apache Spark!2 (i) 3474k B Bt v 55 4124 GraphX SZBL T PMA S13:. #k 2 A 3 8 4E (resilient
distributed dataset, {&#% RDD)& Spark _F 431 4 1) B A 42 7 Spark “F & b, B 54t LA RDD 1) J5 AT
Tif T GraphX [t PMA Skt 23 53 5 & RDD 36 (19— & %148 #e (transformation) BA }2 47 5} (action) 11 £ LA
SEILE).

4 450 T 3 FiRE T GraphX 1) PMA S350 ATl & B i) RDD LUK jifi 721X £ RDD i — &R 4
(RAZ $ AT B, Herp PPR X IOHI N5 200 7 5 LR 1~2D B8 5 58 jli 5 f00S (¥ 5 6 R B o 55 2P 3R 6 AR 31
T FERAE Topk 2 HEPEHEF 1Y Ri4E.

o o
1
e | o
8
P —@
- 1\ 15
/Q, \

@* /‘k \
11 ‘/
6

Fig.3 Agraph used in the demonstration of PMA algorithm
K3 PMA SR K
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vsCartesianRDD « vsWithNbrsRDD

pprRDD « G.personalizedPageRank(gid = 1) S . cartesian(vsWithNbrsRDD)
” a sy (1) vsWithNbrsRDD  LNbrsRDD z .map(vid1l.nbrs@vid2.nbrs)
vid | ppr | Vi ppr .innerjoin(pprRDD).cache - - - -
. . . vidl | ppr | vid2 | ppr | vidl.nbrs@vid2.nbrs
1 ] 015 ] 9 |0.009 (2) vsWithNbrsRDD « sampling(vsWithNbrsRDD)
1 015 | 2 |[o0021| {3481011,12,1516}
2 |00z 10 | 0015 vid | ppr nbrs vid | ppr | nbrs 1 0.15 3 | 0021| {28910,12,1516}
8 |002] 1 | 0.004 7 1 | 015 |{238121516}| o | 0009 | {13143 1 [ 015] 9 |0009| {2381213141516}
1
SR 4 |0006) 12 | 0021 2 | 0021 {4,10,11} 10 | 0.015 | {7,11,13} o oY
2 - 3 | 0021 49,11
5 | 0002 13 | 0.008 s | oozt 010} 1 | 000 © = { }
5 loooz| 14 | 0002 2 - 9 | 0.009 {4,10,11,13,14}
4 | 0.006 {56} 12 | 0021 )
7| 0004 15 | 002 | 5 0.002 {6} 13 | 0.008 [} 7 0.004 | 10 | 0.015 {11,13}
8 |o0021| 16 | 0021 s | 0002 P 1 | o002 P
021
7 | 0.004 [} 15 | 0.021 ] 12 |00 16 | 0021 9
I_NbrsRDD « HopsNbrs(G,1) 8 0.021 ? 16 | 0.021 [1] (1) disRDD « vsCartesianRDD
- - .reduce(dis_reduceFunc) S
vid nbrs |vid| nbrs (2) disRDD. sortBy(distance).collect | £ 5
23825 o | ;e | 1 —m——m—m e e =
1 9 | {1314}
161 r vid1 [ vidz |_dis 1)S<su | [Viar [vidz | dis
2 {10113 | 10 | {71133 L) | > 9 0.342 {end points of top} | 1 10 | 0727

(2) disRDD «

1 11 4 0.256 1 2 0671
: 10103 1 | 2 disRDD.filter(not in S) 1 9 0.659
2 56} 12 2 2 12 | 0229 VES !
. Py " p 6
. P v P | LR 10 | 12 | 0223 2 9 [ 0342
| 10 | 16 | 0223 4 10 | 0333
! i 1 i 9 10 | 0211 2 7] 0213
8 [ 16 0 |
7 1 02
a7 : 7 ui 0.023 6 | 0023
L Y — = 4

Fig.4 A demonstration of transformations and actions of RDDs in PMA algorithm
Kl 4 PMA §iik RDD 28 #1475 7 11

3 X Iy

3.1 NWIERE

(1) S5 Hok 4k

FEAR L PR 4 AN ESER) . AFRIZER B B4 (38 T 4B http://snap.stanford.edu/) _E AR T A S5y Hodp,
ca-AstroPh Ei8 A & 1F 5= & M 4% soc-Epinionsl & #:28 M 3 Epinions.com W™ 2 18] B 15 & M 4%,
amazon0601 /& Amazon i i 3 3¢ % M, Web-Google /&K H Google ) Web T 1 < % M.

Table 1 Information of experimental graph datasets

F1 EHIEGER

GRS REPsE L FER  CPFRHRERM
ca-AstroPh 18 772 198 110 14 0.630 6
soc-Epinionsl 75879 508 837 14 0.1378
amazon0601 403394 3387388 21 04177
Web-Google 875713 5105 039 21 0.514 3

(2) BEiEbruE
K SCHR[8] 52 X ) A i AH < PE (relevance) 1 k£ v AH S M BE s Ar e, id b rel JF5@ LR
rel(S) :M (20)
2ea®)
o r(v) 25 5 v I PPR {H,S & PMA 5033 [BIf) top-k HEF 45 B A 244k PageRank 5323 11 1) top-k HEJT
g5 L AT I, rel (S)(EBR K, S 1) £ U AH DG 1t Bk v
BA TS B2 R S FE AR O O T b, A SCR A SOk [914 HE B R AH 2% T (expansion
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relevance)1f 4 £ £ 14 & S AR e, id A epRel I8 L.

EX AP A S AT AR NS S I 12540 i 4 i 4 1

Ni(S)=SU{ve (V-S)|3veS,d(v,u)<I}.
IS P 1= JEAH DG E Sk
epRel, (S) ZZVEN,(s)r(V) (21)

epRel fli#s T S I AT HIAH SR 2 2 epRel 8K, W7 G FE St bl IR HE 7 5 SR 22 PRI AR P i .

WP A, AR S st e SCYT A5 T B ok R VT A TR SRR R S TN T 2 o 6 22 R P R A e SN

FEX 5. A S RAE KA AU AR, (v, U) A 2 S SIS A v, U 2 [ 10 B s B o, R4, S 1100 T 350 8 8
o Xk

aveDis(S) = Y d, (v,u) /(k(k ~1)/2) (22)

v,ueS

ANHET HiaveDis #K,S P T A2 1] IR 22 5 B R OK S 20 R Ik A ey

FEX 6. &S ZAE KA ST AR, de(v, U) A2 A S8 ST R v, u 2 T ) B s R o 84, S HP T AR B
/NP R A

min Dis(S) = min, , ¢ d; (v,u) (23)

25 501:minDis(S)AK,S PY 8T AL IA) (¥ 25 5 BE MR K, S 22 2 i 8 v

(3) S x} Lk iy oAb B HE 7 vk

551 A PPR, BRI AL PageRank 3 A SC AN 1k PageRank SR Apache GraphX $& 4t (1) API SZHL.

55 2 Bl SCHR[O14 H 1 ik T 745 o £t 4L epRel 15V, I ol SMUARAE SCHR[9]111 45 16 ,epRel S LAY 25 PPR
E A BCE A 2t T epRel @A T A HAR SS PRI 8 2, 6 1 H e 4 BL 10 2 B 1 e o HL Al v L I
b, 2R S0 5 SRR 918 H (¥ S0 AT S 38 o LK. SML 2 — Pl B bk bR B0 S0 ST, FRATT SR F TR L7142 HE 1
CELF Jj 5%t roC i R AT 3kt A e SV AT 2%

(4) SEEGFREG

PMA,SM S iL35 R F scala 18 5 928 SEU0 /£ — & 32G P 17,2x12 #%(2 4 Intel Xeon 2.66 GHz CPU)[H)
Linux 14.4 Il 45 %% 52 1%.Apache Spark K 2.0 A,

32 BEMEEMRNZIN

T SR IGAIE S 1 P IS B0 PMA S RE G S . BAR AL ES LR T

(1) AR 75 PMA S92 50

H1 2 3K (8), A ST AL H Bk AH SC M A 2 R SR EG IO UEAS [F) (9 AN T PMA B 8 1 52 ) ol 1ot 1 2
A4k PageRank T f# £2 $i, 48 43 |Q| I /£ 2000~3000 . A) . 45 Yk 52 By I, Bt WL 45 5 % 6F 0 5 #5440 ) B )
2=0.1,0.3,0.5,0.7,1.0 iX 5 Fh i 4 75 1 top-k=30 HE 7> 45 B A & 45 T2 50 YCSER - B 1.

5 45 TAE 4 DR EYESE B PMA Sk (K) rel,epRel,aveDis,minDis iX 4 N EEBrvE S ASHN 5 R E.
W 5(a) Bt i Bl 5 AR 190K R AT BE B8 V1SN, 22 9 1 38 49 PR ASC 98 K, i 4 5% P AR T A, TR Ik el 2 37 PEAI,
11 FEAth 22 B Pk R AR 15 2 58 18] 5(0)~& 5(d)4h H (15246 &5 T AIE T 1X — 52 epRel,aveDis,minDis iX 3 £
PEFRFRBEASE BT tH T AR T 0.5 J5 rel S 3 BEAK, IRk A8 J5 S HLL 0] L s 56 Fh PMA LAY B4 0.5.

(2) HIEEZ p % PMA S 50

YA 2.1 5 BTk PMA S92 ] LG £ #)AH 565 25 48 Q LA PPR i 4 BUHEAT B HLAhAE 13 B BE LY T4 Q,,
HETTZE Qp TR I T FA LARAT PMA S K A1 SC B0 B E A AT p ot T PMA SE3:E AR S04 47 380K 30 2 p

IS, E— D BRAR T AL PageRank B3 1 (M e 4 48 v T A A DS 147 U8R, 45| Q 7 4000~ 5000 - Ji].

i e WL 50 WRSZ I (1S4
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Fig.5 Effects of A to the performance of PMA
Bl 5 4 K7 A% PMA S5

6 45t T HEE R p X PMA SV 5 (1) 5006 45 L.

B (sec)

¥ RHF H(epRel)
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socEp —5— 1 2
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— § Il
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L | L 1 L D | ' 1 L
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Fig.6 Effects of p to the performance of PMA
6 FFEEE p X PMA BIER R
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Wil 6@~ BEE p HIHIN,Qp T A Z 38 N M 1E C(Qp) T F1 T 77 BT S BE B X 5 H M 38 Jn (7%
O(IQuA) ¥ B 1 51), PMA SLIk i [ th bt 2. b T+ AP 6(b) il W.: 24 p<0.5 B, 1 T4 75 25 1K) PPR 4 AU HEAT £,
FAH AT S LR R I P N Qp R B AT 4 R A A WA OCHE B p B3 N, vy fE SE R VS Py IR

F1 aveDis XA Z A TR AR LBl p (1938 T30 [R) A S 20 p>0.5 )5,k web-Google 4b, 75 4% JLAN Hdl
4E I, epRel,aveDis i br 3 K AUk 281X ZRAG 1IN Q 7T M BUF A RE 2 3T Z FETEFR AR

NS5 5 448 SR AT 2600 SR ORI A DG R AT B BRI I, 75 CRAIEHE 3 45 SR 10 0 100 AH DG PR 22 R 1 9 T
N AT KR PR S22 AT BN )X — R PR A 73 PMA S530% B 5 w20 20 e Js R R P 5090 11 22 1 TR R AT 45

(3) CPU A% %) PMA $UAT 22 7] F 5% 1

PMA %5y5:3LTF ApacheSpark 34T BvH5T-4 GraphX SZHL, i@ % & Spark [HAT AR PMA
BEIAEE.Qp T UM M BE B T R PMA By v B A3 4 M8 A B2 0E T AT VLR 4 SE S 50 E T
R A 4,8,12,16,20,24 FT5 5L R PMA 1L 21 top-k=30 (14017 I ). 5256 45 W 7 B,

35
30 - &) ca-AstroPh —*—
LG socEp &— |
'g 25 \\\_ amazon
= 20 \i\k_web—Google
E N :
15 S -
T
10 e
5 J—

4 8 12 16 20 24
CPUHE of PMA
Fig.7 Effects of CPU Core number to time of PMA
B 7 CPU RZEU PMA $AT 1] (152 W)

P S 86 &5 SR R 20 B o R T 3 0, PMA B35 (R 3R AT IR ) 9 2D X — 45 SRAR BGIE T BE 28 1 S0 T AT
SE RSN HL S E F PMA [ CPU K%y 24.
33 BEiEMIEKINER
FTATHEL T PPR,SM,PMAIPMA(LL PPR AL HEAT 15 sUBEHLAFE 1) PMA H35)iX 4 Pk 3 AT I 18] | A
Kk LA R 2 RE VRS AR 52060 2 508 B 1| Q|=2000~3000,4=0.5,p=0.5.%5F /X S I BE AL 45 78 A5 75 141, 20 9145 21 k=10,
20,30,50,100 (1] top-k HEF> &5 S e & 45 I 50 YR A S (11 44
K24 H T SMPMAIPMA X 3 Fh &y (1047 I 1) Bl 45 L.
o TH5E,PMA FI rPMA 447 i IH) BH 5500 T SMLAE S Hh 78 5¢ 5 17 B 11 top-k HE/F i, rPMA Lk SM 5 £5~10
£, HA R A2 78Kl O A i 4
o MR, T SM BRI AR R, B K (EI 0, I HAT I TR) 2 2 0. PMA 5 IPMA R TS AR 11
RIS R, AT B ) B k(B B9 I -1 2%,

Table 2 Time comparisons of different diversified ranking algorithms (s)
F 2 AFEIEPATI R R ©)
K ca-AstroPh socEp Amazon Web-Google

SM_ PMA PMA | SM PMA PPMA | SM PMA rPMA | SM  PMA rPMA
10 4.6 5.8 2.1 11.2 141 2.7 5.8 54 2.3 7.6 8.8 3.6
20 6 5.6 2.7 142 146 3.2 12.2 6.4 4.3 17 10.6 6.6
30 | 128 10.2 3.2 18 15 3.6 16.4 102 4.6 234 112 6
50 | 19.8 13.2 3.8 272 176 4.6 25 12 5.6 43 12.4 8.6
100 50 16 6.8 81 24 8.5 583 17.3 10 104 24 16
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# 3 & SM. PMA UL rPMA 7E rel #8555 L1 bbig g 1.

Table 3 Relevance (rel) comparisons of algorithms
F 3 ANFEVER A A O ELE (rel)
K ca-AstroPh socEp Amazon Web-Google
SM___PMA PMA | SM__ PMA PMA | SM__ PMA PMA | SM__PMA PMA
10 | 0962 0.935 095 | 099 094 095 |[084 085 087 |09 098 097
20 | 0849 092 094 | 095 093 094 |084 08 087 |092 094 096
30 | 0825 089 092 | 091 092 094 |08 09 09 |08 092 094

50 081 0.874 0.9 0.88 0.9 092 | 081 0.92 093 | 0.88 0.91 0.92
100 0.8 0.84 0.88 | 0.82 0.88 0.9 0.79  0.93 094 | 087 0.89 0.9

i+ rPMA LA PPR A EE HEAT 5 5 B AL A A4 18 7 1, 5 PPR BT AU B MR E N Qp 4, 3L rel Fo ARl
SM,PMA ZE Bt R Beds 4 1 PMA 1) rel $84RFHAL T SM.
2% 4 7% epRel Fa b5 A ELE 45 1.

Table 4 Expansion relevance (epRel) comparisons of algorithms
x4 AFSERY AN L (epRel)

ca-AstroPh socEp Amazon Web-Google
PPR SM PMA rPMA [PPR SM PMA [PMA |PPR SM PMA rPMA |PPR SM PMA rPMA
10 | 0.3 033 0413 038 | 048 051 056 051 |041 047 045 042 | 05 059 0.73 0.7
20 [ 044 052 059 054 |068 071 0.82 077 [048 058 054 051 |058 071 082 0.78
30 | 052 062 0.7 068 (073 079 089 083 |057 07 069 065 |067 0.76 0.85 0.82
50 | 074 084 083 079 (085 093 095 089 [063 075 074 069 |[073 085 088 085
100 | 0.81 0.9 094 0.87 |0.89 0.97 0.95 09 |075 085 082 078 | 08 09 093 0.88

SM,PMA LK rPMA #8517 HEFP 45 10 2 #EME X 3 FELVE R epRel F5 45 W A0 T PPRAE 15V R 02 B,
SR PMA S030: 35 A AL epRel fH 4 S 53R 1) ca-AstroPh,socEp LA M web-Google iX 3 4N B % L, H: epRel
FRARUIE T LL epRel 44k H AR SM. LN, 1T PMA 1 rPMA B #:41k aveDis, i3 5. 3 6 ({52545 f ]
JL,PMA i1 rPMA 5Lk 4E aveDis. minDis 5 #kx F W] Wt F PPR Fl SM.

Table 5 Average distance (aveDis) comparisons of algorithms
F 5 AFEVEN I IR 1 L (aveDis)

ca-AstroPh socEp Amazon Web-Google
PPR SM PMA sPMA |PPR SM PMA sPMA |[PPR SM PMA sPMA [PPR SM PMA sPMA
10 | 073 081 1.2 11 (127 14 187 167 |086 058 1.7 14 079 065 145 1.2
20 [1.03 14 153 1.4 12 123 201 178 |0.88 051 163 128 |0.68 052 21 1.9
30 (083 116 151 135 |[1.34 137 205 181 [0.89 061 21 156 [071 05 189 178
50 (149 173 227 191 (126 134 199 176 |0.86 043 141 1.2 |039 028 1.7 1.4
100 [ 0.98 0.97 1.54 13 |124 134 189 171 [044 024 091 072 [0.13 0.23 092 0.79

Table 6 Minimum distance (minDis) comparisons of algorithms
F 6 AL /MR E H L (minDis)

K ca-AstroPh SocEp Amazon Web-Google

PPR. SM PMA rPMA |[PPR SM PMA rPMA |PPR SM PMA rPMA |PPR SM PMA [rPMA
10 (031 03 039 035 (018 0.23 025 021 [0.06 0.06 017 0.16 |[019 0.03 058 054
20 (017 023 025 023 [0.07 01 017 0.16 |0.02 0.02 006 006 |[0.04 0.02 038 0.4
30 | 0.07 013 0.16 0.14 |0.06 0.067 0.5 0.13 |0.02 0.02 0.04 0.03 |0.03 0.008 0.15 0.12
50 | 0.05 0.08 0.07 0.06 |0.02 003 006 0.07 |001 0.01 003 0.03 |001 0.004 0.11 0.09
100 | 0.03 0.03 0.04 0.03 | 0.02 0.001 0.04 0.03 |0.01 0.01 0.02 0.02 |0.01 0.001 0.08 0.08

g b AEEAT Z AR B R I PMA R IPMA TE DRAIE AT ) 45 AR OGP 2 FEPE R T $2 1, 38 1 0F AT ok A0
BEHLAAE, IR 3 i 1 S0 R BT R LT SME 2 i) S AN B il AR B3 A L35

4 R #

b

A8 I P FUSIZ (1 0 v VRl A YRR R MR PR 5 00, DAy 8 036 i O 1 VRl P 45 2R O 5 v P 480 900 Rl A
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A7 23T rp AH RN 22 A (K Pl e e Bk e P e A 2 i s PO T Sk

BEXT EAT BIBE I AR AEHE R 45 R 2 RV s A SR 28R I W5 T AE IO AN AR A8 AR SCHR T — i i
A R ASARACLE B 0 12 32, LA A Rl S ST T 0 22 R R R AR O 2 A R B e R — i B8
AP B AL P R L T SRAR B IR ) 2-3 AL SRVA DA R i SHUE AE MapReduce g FEBERY 11 R AT AL SEEL
T3 AR B R B T AN SO i, S 45 AW AR SO AR A AT I 18] WA S A 2 FEPE SR AR
BT eIk

ASLTFEIERW T B0 A5 B AEAR 2 552 11 P i K R 1 ) o s R AR A s 7 3 o 1) R A
SNV (a4 AR STy A e B0 1 1) J 1 P& (attributed graph) () 22 Ak B HE S R SR AT R 5 W ST AR
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