i e B F AR K R A 26 5 o BRI Bk
BPHHR, B ET, SKOCH, 55 2A, il

G AL

AP, BEPE, ko, S AEE B ERIROR BT RE AR RE LT]. BRE RS, 2024, 19(6) ¢ 1539
1551.

ZHAO Danfeng, LYU Yanyan, ZHANG Wenbo, et al. Maximum clique enumeration and verification algorithm on
a uncertain graphs[J]. CAAI Transactions on Intelligent Systems, 2024, 19(6): 1539-1551.

TELE AL View online: hitps:/dx.doi.org/10.11992/tis.202304058

LT BRI HA S
SIFMCATE R PR R n B UR A R

An incremental atiribute reduction algorithm for incomplete decision system with weak labeling

BHER G 2A4). 2020, 15(6): 1079-1090  hitps://dx.doi.org/10.11992/tis.202001017
TN Page Rank el i M bR 26715 1 19 SRt SRS Bk

An autoencoder spectral clustering algorithm for improving landmark representation by weighted PageRank

BHER G244 2020, 15(2): 302-309  https://dx.doi.org/10.11992/tis.201904021

SMOTE S RAE B H S ik W5 2ide
Summary of research on SMOTE oversampling and its improved algorithms

BIBE R Gi244]. 2019, 14(6): 1073-1083  https:/dx.doi.org/10.11992/tis.201906052
BB IR A U E R

Hybrid reconstruction method for missing data

BHERG AR, 2019, 14(5): 947-952  hitps://dx.doi.org/10.11992/tis.201807037
GG AR5 LA 1) W B RIS

A semi—supervised spectral clustering algorithm combined with sparse representation and constraint propagation

BIRERGE . 2018, 13(5): 855-863  https:/dx.doi.org/10.11992/tis.201703013
YR S i)y RN RE U

Research on ensemble significance based attribute reduction approach

BIBE R Gi244]. 2018, 13(3): 414-421  https://dx.doi.org/10.11992/tis.201706080


http://tis.hrbeu.edu.cn/
http://tis.hrbeu.edu.cn/
https://dx.doi.org/10.11992/tis.202304058
https://dx.doi.org/10.11992/tis.202001017
https://dx.doi.org/10.11992/tis.201904021
https://dx.doi.org/10.11992/tis.201906052
https://dx.doi.org/10.11992/tis.201807037
https://dx.doi.org/10.11992/tis.201703013
https://dx.doi.org/10.11992/tis.201706080

5519 B4 6 W B OoRE R & % it Vol.19 No.6
2024 4F 11 H CAAI Transactions on Intelligent Systems Nov. 2024

DOIL: 10.11992/tis.202304058
W & H BR 2k htps://link.cnki.net/urlid/23.1538.TP.20240909.1130.012

A E B BRI R K B s K S IEE &

RS, B EWF, Tk !, 5 A4, FiES
(1. LB ERF 1ZEFR, LiF201306,2. LHER AR ©F 5128 TRFKE, L& 200090; 3. /7~ & £ 6 4]
A FRE], T A A 528311)

O OE A MR E B R B A 5 e B 4y — A — SR, AR AL BRI IR B, B AROR AN Y
P8 B P A R B B B 2 i, SRR 2RI B M. BRI, B8 R ROMO S R 6 IE B Bk (multiple inversion list enu-
merate uncertain maximal cliques, MILEUMC), £ T B4 43 FAL A 7, 8 I 3 LR BIE (o) A0 B, 381 46
AN R, P2 m A SR IR, R T 2 EEHER NI A, A REEMEWUEXRR 2 B
BRI R H, LIASTRI 25 H 845 B B 2 EAEHEDR, AR R 1 0 T8 1 58 ARG IE, 5] s 2h 25 55357 AH 1o 19 139
HER AW 2R, DL/ TARE, SRS I MR0CR . BJE7E 21 EL MEUE % F I, 45 R E T MILEUMC &%
B R RO o RN TR IS T AR BN B B L SRR R T R KA,

KRR AN E B ORI BORAZ I8 MO BRI 4 BIHESR W3R

FESES. TP3I XBFREL: A XEHS:1673-4785(2024)06-1539-13

RS AR RN, BEW, KXE, & THEELORXEANBERERWIEEE J]. FERFFIR, 2024, 196):
1539-1551.

#E5| A%: ZHAO Danfeng, LYU Yanyan, ZHANG Wenbo, et al. Maximum clique enumeration and verification algorithm on
o uncertain graphs[J]. CAAI transactions on intelligent systems, 2024, 19(6): 1539-1551.

Maximum clique enumeration and verification algorithm
on o uncertain graphs
ZHAO Danfeng', LYU Yanyan', ZHANG Wenbo', HUANG Dongmei?, GAO Feng’

(1. College of Information, Shanghai Ocean University, Shanghai 201306, China; 2. College of Electronics and Information Engineer-
ing, Shanghai University of Electric Power, Shanghai 200090, China; 3. Guangdong Midea Refrigeration Co. LTD., Foshan 528311,
China)

Abstract: The existing maximal clique enumeration method for uncertain graphs, which uses “subgraph division—enu-
meration—verification,” is not efficient for large-scale graphs. As the number of pseudo-maximal cliques increases, the
verification speed notably decreases. Therefore, the multi-inversion list enumerates uncertain maximal cliques
(MILEUMC) algorithm is proposed to address the aforementioned problem. This algorithm improves efficiency by de-
fining and constructing the a uncertain graph before subgraph division and enumeration, which reduces the size of the
graph and enhances enumeration efficiency. In the “verification” phase, the algorithm introduces a novel method based
on multiple inverted lists. The method involves two stages: the removal of inclusion relations (deduplication) and the re-
moval of pseudo-maximum cliques. During each stage, multiple posting lists with different indexes are built, and verific-
ation is completed in accordance with the attributes of maximal cliques. Simultaneously, the corresponding inversion
lists and mapping tables are dynamically updated, thereby reducing the workload and saving time. Compared to mul-
tiple real data sets, experimental results verify the efficiency of the MILEUMC algorithm. Furthermore, the algorithm is
more suitable for identifying maximal cliques in sparser graphs, where connections between nodes are closer.

Keywords: uncertain graph; maximal clique; data mining; enumeration algorithm; verification algorithm; subgraph divi-

sion; inversion list; mapping table
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RANHE 42 0 T Ao BIUSY i 8L 1) MCE
BRLE T O3 1 K 22 5 A R 5 5 | A o I,
I R 2GR 5 AN 5 T&] L 9 MCE [7) /i

Fil S AN o LB 42 4, o Al TR 2
W5, AR SASEUT 5T T N E 1 32 HE B % 1
I8 ), AR IR AR S5 U8 B 58 T AN B 42 40 0
HF IR R, A FH W T A e K B
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Fig. 2 Deterministic graph
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BT 534 o

IR AR 3 R BIHER BE N 0.6 1Y a-T K
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3 EAHEE
Fig. 3 Original uncertain graph
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Fig. 4 o uncertain graph
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(multiple inversion list, MIL) )86 1E 7532, S280 T
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Fig. 5 Enumeration maximal clique algorithm steps on un-
certain graphs
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Fig. 6 Maximal clique subgraph
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44 F B E 458 I MULE S 3, R g 159 3 ik &
B a-M K A Aume={{1,2,3},{1,3,4},{2,4},{2,4},{2.,5},
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1) ZFEEWKHA, ik, ZHEEHERMILEY
e R NN | RS = R B N
(size,sum), FEANFK 51 J5 A HoxF R By E HERIL, 78
L, BB S g5, BRI G 8K HE S
S, BRI A T RS i K H v, RO
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2) B E R RBZMKH, 7EIAL, MILI RS A
e K A B BRAEL, o8 N (size), ARG G RFEAH
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FE T MIL A 56 UE 5 7 76 A 38 P Al K P 45 i AR
Z 8L, RS A RN RHIE TAE &, 7 2L
i R, B0 A P9 e R 2 AR HE 4 R, BDAE R
BEAH TR PG 00T, #5 BEoT R Z F A R/ NHEY, aF
— 2 ) W7 3 26 5T 22 A5 AR [R], R MIL A 2508 45
¥ ok 25 Bk F A O A K A, RE WS 4 i B0 UE KR 5 7
AL SRR R, MIL AR AL 5 1 e g 3¢
REBR O KA, AT UL S 0 16 th 5 AT 3 28 R AiE
(AR AT, T 4 T B8 TR0
32,1 FEZHAHMKA

o, RPSE M Y -t R AT . A £
— A~ a - KA, AR 2R TR H X Y IL, R
B A B A B4 TR, R T 6) I 1 4 B B S
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ANEE W a-W KA FBTL iz R BRI
S, IEEZ A & 2 O K AT ) 45 R 4
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[ @I oL, # RO R Z A K/ANHEY, if—2
T 3k 2L 5T 2 A AR R, A SR AR ], 25040 [ Y
HAbITE, AT AU 157 B iE 1 Aume 5 & 1 FLAR ;
M H A AR AR R I, RBEE B SRAE A TRE

XF a- il K B A THRAE

TSI MIL, R 5| A a - K A Y B 45
TS 5 2 M, AR e, 13 MIL R 5
H (3,6). (3,8). (2,6). (2,7). (2,9). (3,21). (2,13).
(2,15). (2,16), BEAAS[A] 1Y (size, sum) &B A X N 1)
IL, ILM RS RS g5, R51F A% TR
W a-H g5 IS . BUES 1 T e-H %50 0,

26 I B B K A (2,45, 32 BB 2 4% B &R 5
B4 (2,6) IL, Wl LRI, BT I EE S # R
AL TEILT AR B A A A TS 2 R AR 4, %
XN A IS B, R RS 4 A, Ul Al
B TO0 053, 7 G 2 TG B A 0 %) T o, SRR IL Y
{8, e x5 0 g 5 A, B IR AN & A
2 Y a - K45 R 4E Aume’

TR I8 S0 A (2,4}, AR b AR, XF T
S22 RIS 4 6 AR A IO AR, ASHE R 2, i
ZA TS A TS 2 9P, BTt
TL A7 00 0 2 R ASE AR [R] A9 [T, R bk 22 R R
25, BLHZ A 5 2 A A, AL, B
Je EHER R 1,

x1 FHF Q6 TEBAEHEE

Table 1 Inversion list corresponding to (2,6) after updating

fEIHERILE S| BIRLEHR 2L AR
1 %) 2]
2 2 2
3 %] @
4 2 2
5 %] @
6 2] o)
7 %] @
8 2] o)
9 2] o)

I o R HEA

e R AR e AR B R 5 45 R4 Aume'=
({1,2,3},{1,3,4},{2,4},{2,5},{4,5},{6,7,8},{6,7},{6.9},
{791},

322 HEAXEZHHEKA

FEEXRMW a-W KA, ¥ Aume’ H FLAL
MK BN/ N ST Rk ) e HE 7, 15 214 A Aume .,
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HBFE LA a-tl K HTH

B Az I 2 — A~ - B KA, AER H TR X N )
T, W TS T A5 R RN 0, Ui B % 1A &
— AN Z R0 B A AT, e B 3l 2 T R AT XS
ML o 327 15 AT DA 32 H B e T e S B0
KA R RS L. B RGP
MIL 2 £ o H A kI 2 /9 41 8 B OE /9 o -1 K H
Bf, BB RFNIL o JCvE A B, I MIL 56 .
M T Aumc 2 FEPHET, 85 1 MR — 2 2 B IE
1) a -t KA, kI — i R AR, R 5 31
P AN SN O QN i ol B o 5 2| DO S i ]
ILUEAT AR N 354 o An SR B0 A A9 ML L 1 3 A 24 i
G I A B RS AT AR B9 T, AR B 24 i B9 B K AT,
FEST XA BT o SR 5 8 31 25 5 A %) T0 0, 8 T 0
X R B number 8 & BUAS B . WA A 4R N 25, Ui
YR AT S B Al A T, 2 R B e-Hl KA,
A RFNL; AR AR 2S5, Uk B AR D i oK
A, 75 B i FH falseSet ic 5%, fixJ5 7F Aumc H 5 25
falseSet FLAFTE B KA, IR 0] B 2845 SR 4E results

e LR ERAE TS, R 5 2 (6,7, 8} ), H T
AT 3 AN EA A TS S Y value (B 7E K I B Sk
0, [X Itk AE f% fr i 1 B A R AR B - 14T {1,2,3F
{1,3,4}, {6,7,8} AL IE M a-t KA, K252 {6,7,8}
Y REE I3k 2,

*®2 BN (6,78 FHIBLS R
Table 2 Mapping table after testing (6,7,8)

s> 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
Bt 2 1 2 1 0 1 1 1 0

Ko (2,4 Bf, TH0 5 2 IO 5, 4 A8 value B 3 R
A0, BT DL B B MILAS U 2 5 & R
i K AT . A 3] 2, SYEsE, TS S A8 valuefE 4 0,
Fr AA2,5) 2 — A a -t R A . ] B, AU £0{4,5)
{6, 7} H1{7,9}Bsf, X6 07 T 13, 114 value fE 3 A0 0, 75 2L
fEBYMIL 250 . #5100 {6,915, 9 ) value {8 & 0, [
6,9} Fa- KA, 255K ILEE 3.

&3 WNEMREHBRE R
Table 3 Mapping table after testing

WSS 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
A% 2 2 2 1 1 2 1 1 1

TE AL 5 F B DA R AT IR, ASHIF 52 [a] A A
FIMIL % £h1, MILEZR 51 o P RILRE, B> AR X
B —5KIL o X1 _E 3RS, R 20 R LS 3 AN

A Ry 2 BYIL, i FH 5€ RS 55387 AY B X IL 45 5
R AMFES,
F4 MEHIHEEEER

Table 4 Inversion list of size 3

BIHERILRS] SHIKERE 2R ERS  SR3UCEn

1 0 0,1 0,1
2 0 0 0
3 0 1 1
4 @ 1 1
5 4] %) %)
6 %) %) 2
7 4] @ 2
8 %) %) 2
9 %) %) %)
RS MERN2OEHER
Table 5 Inversion list of size 2
HHERILE | EAN/CE SRS

1 @ %)

2 4 4

3 (%) %)

4 @ %)

5 4 4

6 %] 7

7 %) @

8 @ %)

9 @ 7

M1{1,2,3}.{1,3,4}.{6,7,8}, HLHE C B K,
— SEANSH R A o 32 SRl MIL X
(2,4} {4,5}.{6,7} A7, 9V AT HRAE . B TR0 1Y
ISR 2, HE R, il iR e
FUBRTF 2 B AT e BT

oz ) (2,4} B, FE FLAR S 3 Y IL 4R 2 T A5
2 T A 4, % T 5 Y number£E & BUAS£E, SB4E N
25, Ui B A A 1 TO0 5 R A7 7 T 2 10 B9 AT 4] [
o HUBTIL AR . [RVER, A 00{4,5) , 255 R a-H K
B, BB ZL A1 R 4RI 2] {6, 7y B, Fy T T
6 AT &5 7 i number 32 4E 8 2, A 2S5, v B T A5
6 F1 7 % BLAEH] 2 v, 30 % falseSet[MC] H A
true . KE(7,9}, 45 Na - KM, HHHE.

RANLAY 425 5 0L 3% 6 F1 7,

K6 FZESXRETRPRNFLER
Table 6 Final results of mapping table on the eliminate
containing relationship

WS> 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
Bt 2 3 2 3 2 2 2 1 2
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Table 7 Final results of inversion list on the eliminate con-
taining relationship

HIHER EAR/ 2k 3K AT
ILE5] WEE O WEE EERE z
1 0 0,1 0,1 0,1
2 0 0 0 0,3
3 0 1 1 1
4 @ 1 1 1,3,5
5 @ @ @
6 @ %) 2
7 @ %) 2 2,8
8 @ %) 2
9 %] @ %] 8

)5, B ATE falseSet H Y I MC A7 7E result
o, TR B B R AR result={{1,2,3},{1,3,4},{6,7.8},
{2,4},{2,5},{4,5},{6,9},{7,9} } o
33 EEBERESN

ARUFFEHE M T oA E B B AR R A H 28 K5
ES L MILEUMC, L 45 R 56 530 12 14 4 3
BT

Bk 1 MILEUMC()

WA AWER G, R EE o

Bl ot ORHT S R AE result

1) Aumc < @, result «— @

2) I19B% E PRER/NT o By

3)foralle € E do

4) if P(e) < o then

5) Delete e from G

6) end if

7) end for

8) return G

9) Amc « Degeneracy(G) /3l i3 - & K| 4380 72:
GEILONZIEREE Sy

10) for each subgraph g in Amc do

11) Aumc «— MULE(g,a) /% 45> K A7
J8 Fl MULE 5.3

12) end for

13) Aumc = EarseDup(Aumc) //#£ Aumc H 2k
1 52 A AR AR AT HE

14) MIL = GenerateMIL(Aumc) /¥ i ft. £ &
{8 HE%

15) falseSet = FindAllFalseMC(Aumc,MIL)//A3
I 22 E A HE R R B B A A 5 G AR 0 Ol R AT

16) /15 B DA R ]

17) for each MC in Aumc do

18) if MC is not in falseSet then

19) result «— MC

20) end if

21) end for

22) return result

B3k 2 GenerateMIL()

BN ELHFMEEELE Aume

W ZEEHEE MIL

1) /P4 R B R ) P 547 A 38 22 T fB HER v

2)IL « @, MIL « @, C < Aumc[0]

3) for each vin C do

4HIL[v] <0

5) end for

6) IL.MCsize « C.size

7) MIL « IL

8) return MIL

&% 3 EraseDup()

MIN VA MULE #9245 24 Aume

WL A HEE M REIRE Aune

1) /it Ab £ BRI HE R (MSIL) K51k A A
00 G o 2, bR A 0 55 A ) s 2

2) MSIL «— @, Aumc’ «— @

3) for each MC in Aumc do

4) IL « MSIL [MC.size,MC.sum]

5) X « IL[v]

6) for each v in MC(v£v,) do

7) X «— XNIL[v]

8) end for

9) if X= @ then

10) for each v in MC do

11) IL[v] < MC.index

12) Aumc” «— MC

13) end for

14) end if

15) end for

16) return Aumc’

B3k 4 FindAllFalseMC( )

BN EEEEIRE Aume, 2 B EHER MIL

wE mE KRN IRHIES falseSet

1) R — @, falseSet «— @

2) //R F Wit 3, falseSet ic % P K A

3) for each MC in Aumc do

4) //%F B A SE Al B S R B IE, R[v] {E
0 Ui IZ A1 2 ot I, AN 2 ] MIL 3k

5) for each v in MC do

6) if R[v] = 0 then

7) UpdateMILR(MC,MIL,R)
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8) end if BB B, #3E o A 1 2 8], H Degeneracy
9) end for FIEN TR ERIAE R R E RO -377), K

10) if BREFZAG I o~ K] then

11) continue /4% %% T — K A1 5 iE

12) end if

13) /15 22 T B Hl 2 v e BRSO /)Nt P 481 HE
FRYGAE, X 4B HER IO A, 52 4R 45 O 25 3%
CibSL ONCi N ey koL PN

14) for each IL in MIL do

15) if IL.MCsize < MC.size then

16) break

17) end if

18) X «— IL[v]

19) for each v in MC do

20) X — XN IL[v]

21) end for

22) if X= @ then

23) UpdateMILR(MC,MIL,R)

24) else

25) falseSet[MC] = true

26) end if

27) end for

28) end for

29) return falseSet

H%5 UpdateMILR( )

BN CHET o-H MC, ZHFHER MIL, B
#R

W BORE 2 EEHER MIL, MUK R

DILL « @

2) /45 G i A RS 5 22 (B R R b dR /N AR
181l 2 KUASEAN [, U5 207 (B HE 5%, e =2 fdi ]
e/ NS EIHER

3) if LastIL.MCsize == MC.size then

4) ILL = LastIL

5) else

6) ILL.MCsize = MC.size

7) MIL < ILL

8) end if

9) /145 1 g5 fi A IR, O B8 2 H B HE SR
GRS RES

10) for each v in MC do

11) ILL[V] « MC.index

12) R[v] < R[v] + 1

13) end for

14) MIL « ILL

15) return MIL, R

o, o TR TR ECE G T Y TR A
B Hn, 767 K F 8 FIMULE S 32 1 5 30 it ) 2
HREERHOm -27),

BBy B, Li 4520 [ 56 1E 33 DPMC fie 38
HHE) 52 4 M O (- 377), FEHA SR A FDPMU
BRI A A 2 B O (- 377), Socdif 18 DL 1)
IHE & 24 BE A O (377), ik 224524 (1) 56 UF 3% IRPMC
BHE R 28 O (n-3"7) . WMiAHFE 42 3L T £
AR HE R 9 B0 T v 2B D AR R 1A 1 fe SR B[] 2
ZRIEROMm 3P, A E M T WiEo(3"?), HZ&
FEDCRT R ZEBE R, T AR &R 220 TAE T 24k,
T AR /DN, $ 0 560 5 BT A6 9% i s ] 78 K
ZRUEBLT, #E T 2 FhI6IE A H A 2t ] b

A O AT DAAS Y, B9 MILEUMC Y 5 U s i) 45
FRBE RO 377, 57T o B A R Y 2 FpE
HEUMC+ . EUMLA e, FAAT 80K 55

4 SLip AT

Shy ey UE SR 1) T PR AU AP, AR ST kAT
T3RR3R S5 AN [ I S AT
Bk
4.1 SEWIE

S5 f B9 B4 F- 5 /2 11th Gen Intel(R)
Core(TM) i7-11700K i 4 3.60 GHz 1) CPU, 16 GB
1 RAM NAF, #4E R 45/ Windows10 64 i 1) i
45 ; S )31 4T PR BE /& Microsoft Visual Studio 2022;
APREH N CHs
42 HiE&E

AW FEAE T 7 > B8 5 o PEAG TL A ARk 1
it X LEH a5 amazeS | yago5 . mtbrv5, cite-
seer5 . anthra5 ., ecoo5. agrocyc5, H:H' anthra5., mt-
brv5. agrocyc5 Fil ecoos iR T A9 1k 2 Fl & H 41
Z BB A W) 24 7 5] 5 amazeSH iR T A= W1k N 1 1k
22 I 2% 5 citeseerS TR T 8 5T S vy A58 1Y)
4% ; yagoSHHIR T AN[RITE L& R Z M H)E A5 B .
XEEAE B4 AR T AR G A0 G R, #R 2R
TR A E B, B0 A BRI (E R .
FREAREAE B 8. Hiv | VIFAR A E K
TS A H BRI AN E B i i ECH .

43 LRSS

ARG FZHAT T 3PS, JE 1 AR IR
T S N ¢ O N Dl 3 I | D N U o
W R A2 1 B8 R AR R LG S 5 S5 2 N AR 4R
JE [/ — > o LA B A O, it 3R 8 By Bl
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EEHE AN R RS R I, A 3 MULE ™
EUMC+2% | EUML!*! | IMULERPMC > Fl A& fiff 5%
H2 M 26 54 MILEUMCAE 7 /A [6] 1 5098 42
AT B B R EOCR 5 SEES 3 S AE A — Bl 4R
5 EIEAEATE R o fF 0T B RIPERER B,
J5 38 3 6 b, E 52 MILEUMC 353 19 e 4501k o

*8 HIEE
Table 8 Datasets
LigiiE s 4 |E|
amaze5S 3342 7200
yago5 6 642 84 784
mtbrv5 9 602 20 490
citeseer5 10 720 88 516
anthra5 12 495 26 208
ecoo5 12 620 26 700
agrocycS 12 684 26 816
43.1 ABF) B & T 69 R A4 2 B 69 Fik
Lo

R B G b IR B AE o AN 2 ] ACES o - K A
AR A, EHEA RN 2 P EEELE, 45
G E|/ IVUEAE 2 /247 i) amazeS 5035 4 F|E) / |V
TE 12 7245 1 yagoS B4l 42, 43 54T T a2k 0.6 FlI
0.8 1Y 2 FhSZEG . HEAT HLER WAL 3 B & EUMCH |
EUMLFIMULE®. %, WE 7 F1El 8 BiR .

O o RHGER O FARHE A

35
30|
25|
= 20}
& 15r
Bl

5»

0

AT /s

EUMC+ EUML
RS
B 7 a2 0.6 &E %7 amazes HIFEBE FRIEITHE

Fig. 7 Running time of each algorithm on amaze5S data set

MULE
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R
E 8000}
=
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1§
o 4000
2000 H
o L 1
EUMC+ EUML MULE
AR

8 a 0.6 Bt EEIXTE yagos iR & LRI 1T AT iE
Fig. 8 Running time of each algorithm on yagoS data set (a
is 0.6)

HE 7 FE 8 nT LA H, 3 A& 7 7E amazeS 3
Y5 E Al yagoS B 4L I, TE o AN 2 B L) is 17 i)
[ ORI Ak ke Xt b, 3 Fh R TE o R
B 2 1] 3T BE IE A A2 BT A Y - AT
B &9 FIIE 10 /T LLE i, DL <X] 40— Fe % -
55U A S8 B EUMC+ M EUML 575 76 o A B 5
Bl I e AE JE B o B s AT SRR 2, 7 MULE
Bk, BT T . BT yagoS B
\E|/IV{E R 12 224, BIFEsL B 2 0 KRIE -, R H
5y FEE Ik, iTRe S AR m TR, Wik
RS T B AR RO 4 BB AR, T MULE 5.
e BRI, A A S A S
AR AT, BT DAAE SRR Y [ R B2 LT,
I, 16 o AN 2 B A0S 3 5 138 f7, MULE S
DA JFE AN 2 s 17 A TE) 2 FE 7E o AR E TR
Fb— 28 {H AR 22 A K
350 OoAfER O EA#ER
30 ~ - B
= 25 F
Eoot

‘:[
ShT
i 10 +

5t

VEUVML
FREATR
B9 a} 0.8 &E L amazes B 5% FHIEITH A
Fig. 9 Running time of each algorithm on amaze5 data set
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3500 0  OaABfER O FEAHERE
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FEARR

10 o 0.8 Bt & HE L TE yagoS HIEE FHIE TR E]
Fig. 10 Running time of each algorithm on yagoS data set
(ais 0.8)

432 BIEAE R T 694048 E ATk 5236
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LA a9 E, X HEa N 0.2, 0.6 F10.9, 45840
E 11~13 fis o

Mo BN 0.2 B, AT LIE H MILEUMC 5. 7%
FENE B RN . EIE/\VIER KT
yagoS B s 4 Ml citeseerS B 4 I, 204 1k 5 HiAh
VLR XK, B RN i, R 2 B 4R

EUMC+ MULE

e
MULE
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&, FLIMULERPMC . EUML HIEUMC+ & 31K .

[ MILEUMC [ EUML 71 EUMC+

Il MULE & IMULERPMC
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Fig. 11 Running time of each algorithm on 7 different data
sets (a is 0.2)
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Fig. 12 Running time of each algorithm on 7 different data
sets (a is 0.6)

2000 - JMILEUMC [ EUML 1 EUMC+
B MULE X IMULERPMC
1500 - B 1
=
= 1000 F
\C
1§
500 -
0
5 5 5 s 5 5 5
& $ & & & O
(b&‘b 4? &\ é)\@% é"\ O <§/o\0
13 aA0IRBEEZETNARANHEFEELWET
B+ 18]

Fig. 13 Running time of each algorithm on 7 different data
sets (a is 0.9)

TE yagoS F 4 4 Fll citeseerS B 4 1, 1 Tk
R 14 AR 23R S (B /DN, 2R FH < F B 3 o — A0 2 — B i
% ) EUMC+ , EUML AIMILEUMC 2 #c % H 8¢
Z 1) - K A, B E A s (] 58 B £ ; MULES. %
TR T B0 IE Y B, e BT A5 G5 R0 4 ML ke
G T Pl KA Y = A4z 5 1 IMULERPMC 8. 325 75 2k
HEMULEBSE 2 1) 3 i vhid 2 138 9 e 5 i 46 4 i
RIGF TS R a- 7, W 5k 3 T OB, I M BR
O TS X, $E5 T RE BT RCE,
RMULER A0 L, 2R &, Bk, Mo W E
/N, IMULERPMCAE 5 R b, IR RCR .

H & 12 A A, Y o B K 0.6 B, MILEUMC
SR AR I TA) 5 b R T A 4 Fh AR,
Refs 3 TAR KM m o A 7 citeseerS B 4 4 11
yagoS i 4E I MILEUMCHE. ¥ A J& e i, IMUL-
ERPMC I ] %% 2% &% i, {H J& MILEUMC & & [
EUMLMEBUMC+ BB 17808 i . JLHAE yagoS
4L I, MILEUMC 8% IR EUML #.3% fl EU-
MCHE AR E, B T3 1 4%

HE I3, Kol B 0.9 B, HSak
0.6 B} Eb, 7 yagoSHliciteseerS K P 46 I R A Py
F2TF, AR %4 IMULERPMC, H 5 7K &14>
JEL % AF ] (9 EUMLATEUMC+ 8 36 4 [, B 1) 250%
P T~8 5. FEHAMIE/IVISh 2 224 m B 48 &,
MILEUMCH 3 4R e Hofth 4 NAER £, HR 5

— 2L 15 ) 5 T AR LR A R R AT

Gia R 9 MLIMEE R R, MiE oK,
MILEUMC 5.7k i 38 17 200% 23 1Ok #sr, B4 48
BLYS PR ER R IS % T B, FEE| VIR
KW L, MILEUMCH VL & e i 8, ol L5 2y
— L[ I [R]

Fx9 FHEEMSFBLEER

Table 9 Comparison of vertices and edges on the each

dataset

G IEI/1VI
amaze5 2.15
yago5s 12.76
mtbrv5 2.13
citeseerS 8.26
anthra$ 2.10
ecoos 2.12
agrocyc5 2.11

433 HIEFEANE T 64 BAEAT b 2 3
AT IR AT T A [F e X MILEUMC . EUML .
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EUMC+ ., IMULERPMC FIMULE % % ) s} 1] 4 fi
W S . &EXT|E|/\VIE H 2 ) amaze5 38 1R
£ IE|/\VHE N 2 101 55 T 2 () anthraS 2045 45 1
|E|/|VI{E R 8 & £ By citeseerS B PG LK T o hy
0.1~0.9 B, 5 FVEVLIZ 1 THI T A8 4k . (K] 14 FTIA 15
h SR B S5

60 - OMILEUMC [ EUML
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Fig. 14 Running time of five algorithms with different a
values on the same data set amaze5
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Fig. 15 Running time of five algorithms with different a

& 15

values on the same data set anthra$
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[, T MILEUMC 5.3 (1) 32 47 B (i) i fe b, Aisf (i)
BORR AR R . T 1 o YA AR i MILEUMC
BRI, LHE S e 0.9 B, MILEUMCH
s L MULE 5.9 42 7 B o) B 2 %, L H At 3 F
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2 0.6 i}, MILALFF 4, MILEUMCH k16 5 FhA

R R, B oh 0.9 % B2 RCR AR i
008
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A IE] 91 #E 4 /0 s BUMLE iz 17 i e) 5 BT e R
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Fig.16 Running time of five algorithms with different a
values on the same data set citeseer5
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