arXiv:2110.07872v2 [cs.SI] 1 Apr 2024

Role Similarity Metric Based on Spanning Rooted Forest

Qi Bao, Zhongzhi Zhang and Haibin Kan^∗

Shanghai Key Laboratory of Intelligent Information Processing, School of Computer Science, Fudan University, Shanghai 200433, China Email: {20110240002, zhangzz, hbkan}@fudan.edu.cn

As a fundamental issue in network analysis, structural node similarity has received much attention in academia and is adopted in a wide range of applications. Among these proposed structural node similarity measures, role similarity stands out because of satisfying several axiomatic properties including automorphism conformation. Existing role similarity metrics cannot handle top-k queries on large real-world networks due to the high time and space cost. In this paper, we propose a new role similarity metric, namely ForestSim. We prove that ForestSim is an admissible role similarity metric and devise the corresponding top-k similarity search algorithm, namely ForestSimSearch, which is able to process a top-k query in O(k) time once the precomputation is finished. Moreover, we speed up the precomputation by using a fast approximate algorithm to compute the diagonal entries of the forest matrix, which reduces the time and space complexity of the precomputation to O(ϵ^{−2}m log^5 n log^1_ϵ ) and O(m log^3 n), respectively. Finally, we conduct extensive experiments on 26 real-world networks. The results show that ForestSim works efficiently on million-scale networks and achieves comparable performance to the state-of-art methods.

Keywords: Node Similarity; Role Similarity; Scalability

1. INTRODUCTION

Structural node similarity is a fundamental issue in graph analysis [1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9] and is adopted in a wide scope of applications. For example, node similarity has been used for role discovery [10, 11, 12], protein function prediction [13, 14], anomaly detection [15, 16], recommender system [17, 18, 19, 20], and community detection [21, 22]. Due to the vast applications of node similarity, many measures have been proposed to estimate the similarity between vertices [5, 2, 23, 24]. Among these works, role similarity [25, 5, 26, 27, 28, 29] stands out because of satisfying several axiomatic properties, including automorphism confirmation, which ensures that the similarity score between two nodes that are automorphically equivalent is 1 (the maximum similarity score). Thus, role similarity measures have the good merit of indicating automorphism, which keeps these measures from assigning counter-intuitive similarity scores.

RoleSim [5] and StructSim [29] are state-of-art role similarity metrics. However, these two measures have bottlenecks when finding the top-k similar nodes for a given node in a large network, which is the task

*Haibin Kan is the corresponding author, who is also with Shanghai Engineering Research Institute of Blockchain, Shanghai 200433, China.

that receives more interest from the end-users [30, 6, 31, 32, 33, 34]. For an undirected unweighted graph with n nodes and m edges, RoleSim needs O(n^2) space, which makes it unable to handle large graphs. Although StructSim only needs O(nL log n) space, it still requires O(nm) time to compute the indexes in the worst case. Moreover, StructSim needs O(nL log n) time to process a top-k query, which is inefficient in large networks. Therefore, it is challenging and of great significance to propose a role similarity metric that only requires nearly linear time and space for precomputation and can finish a top-k similarity search in O(k) time.

In this paper, on the basis of spanning rooted forests, we propose ForestSim, a new node similarity metric. ForestSim uses the average size of the trees rooted at the node u in spanning rooted forests of the graph, denoted by s(u), to capture its structural properties. Two nodes u and v are similar if s(u) and s(v) are close, while they are dissimilar if s(u) and s(v) are far apart. We further devise the corresponding top-k similarity search algorithm, namely ForestSimSearch. Once the precomputation is finished, ForestSimSearch can find the top-k similar nodes for a given node in O(k) time. However, getting the whole forest matrix still needs O(n^3) time and O(n^2) space. In order to speed up the computation, we use the fast approximate algorithm to calculate the

The Computer Journal, Vol. ??, No. ??, ????

diagonal elements of the forest matrix, which can finish the precomputation within O(ϵ^{−2}m log^5 n log^1_ϵ ) time and O(m log^3 n) space. Finally, we conduct extensive experiments on 26 real-world networks. Resluts show that ForestSim works as effective as other state-of-art role similarity metrics and is the only one that can process top-k queries on million-scale networks.

Our contributions are listed as follows.

C1. New role similarity metric : We propose ForestSim, a novel node similarity measure based on spanning rooted forests. We prove that ForestSim is an admissible role similarity metric.

C2. Efficient top-k similarity search algorithm :

We devise ForestSimSearch for the top-k similarity search. ForestSimSearch can handle a top-k query in O(k) time once the precomputation is finished. Furthermore, we use the fast approximate algorithm to compute the diagonal entries of the forest matrix, which enables the precomputation to be finished within nearly linear time and nearly linear space.

C3. Extensive experimental studies : We test the effectiveness of studied role similarity metrics on six labeled networks and estimate their efficiency on 20 real-world networks, including several large networks. For effectiveness, ForestSim achieves comparable performance to RoleSim and better results than StructSim. For efficiency, ForestSim is the unique role similarity metric that can process top-k queries within 4 hours on millionscale graphs.

2. RELATED WORK

In this section, we review two state-of-art role similarity metrics: RoleSim and StructSim.

2.1. RoleSim

Jin et al. [5] first defined the five axiomatic properties, including automorphism confirmation, that an admissible role similarity metric should satisfy. They also proposed RoleSim, the first admissible role similarity metric. RoleSim computes all-pairs of node similarity iteratively. The time complexity of computing RoleSim is very high since it requires a costly maximum matching during the computation. Moreover, computing RoleSim requires O(n^2) space, which makes it unable to handle large real-world networks.

2.2. StructSim

The main drawback of RoleSim is the O(n^2) space occupation. To solve this problem, Cheng et al. [29] proposed StructSim. StructSim that follows the hierarchical scheme and only requires O(nL log n) space, where L is the number of levels defined by users. Furthermore, once the precomputation is finished, it only takes O(L log n) to compute the similarity score between a pair of given nodes, which makes it able to handle ad-hoc queries on billion-scale networks. However, StructSim is inefficient in handling top-k queries. To find the top-k similar nodes for a given node, StructSim needs to calculate all similarity scores between all other vertices and the given node, which takes O(nL log n) time.

3. PRELIMINARY

In this section, we briefly introduce some basic concepts about graph, role similarity metric, and spanning rooted forest.

3.1. Graph and Related Matrices

Let G = (V, E) be an undirected unweighted simple graph, where V = {1, . . . , n} is the vertex set, and E = {(u_1, v_1), . . . , (u_m, v_m)}, the edge set. Then, the graph G contains n = |V | vertices and m = |E| edges. The connections of G are encoded in its adjacency matrix A, with a_{ij} representing the adjacency relation between vertices i and j. If (i, j) ∈ E, then a_{ij} = a_{ji} = 1; a_{ij} = a_{ji} = 0 otherwise. The degree of a vertex i is d_i = ∑_n j=1 a_{ij} . The diagonal degree matrix of G is defined as D = diag(d_1, d_2, . . . , d_n) and the Laplacian matrix is defined to be L = D − A.

3.2. Role Similarity Metric

To theoretically describe the role similarity measure, Jin et al. [5] formulated a series of axiomatic properties that role similarity measures should obey.

Before introducing these axiomatic properties, we first review the concept of automorphism. In a simple graph G = (V, E), an automorphism is a bijection f : V → V such that for every edge (u, v) ∈ E, there is (f(u), f(v)) ∈ E. Two nodes u, v ∈ V are automorphically equivalent, denoted by u ≡ v, if and only if there exists an automorphism f of G satisfying f(u) = v. We next give the five axiomatic properties as follows.

Definition 3.1. In a graph G = (V, E), let Sim(u, v) be the similarity score between any two nodes u, v ∈ V . Five axiomatic properties of role similarity are shown as follows:

P1. Range: For any u, v ∈ V , there is Sim(u, v) ∈ [0, 1].

P2. Symmetry: Sim(u, v) = Sim(v, u) holds for any u, v ∈ V . P3. Automorphism confirmation: If u ≡ v, there is Sim(u, v) = 1.

P4. Transitive similarity: For three nodes u, u^′, v ∈ V , there is Sim(u, v) = Sim(u^′, v) if u ≡ u^′. P5. Triangle inequality: For any u, u^′, v ∈ V , there is Dist(u, v) ≤ Dist(u, u^′) + Dist(u^′, v), where Dist(u, v) = 1 − Sim(u, v).

The Computer Journal, Vol. ??, No. ??, ????

FIGURE 1. The toy graph G0 and its all 40 spanning rooted forests. 16 forests in F11 are marked in yellow.

If Sim obeys P1, P2, P3, and P4, it is an admissible role similarity measure. Sim is an admissible role similarity metric if it satisfies all five properties.

3.3. Spanning Rooted Forest

Spanning rooted forests have pertained to multiple applications in graph mining [17, 35, 36, 37]. For a graph G = (V, E), a spanning forest G = (V^′, E^′) is an acyclic subgraph of G with V^′ = V and E^′ ⊆ E. Each connected component of G is a tree since the spanning forest has no graph cycles. A spanning rooted forest is a spanning forest with a root marked in each tree. Let F = F(G) be the set containing all spanning rooted forests of G. Let F_{ij} = F_{ij} (G) be the set including all spanning rooted forests of G, where nodes i and j are in the same tree rooted at i. Then, F_{ii} is the set of all spanning rooted forests of G, where the node i is a root. For example, for the graph G_0 = ({1, 2, 3, 4}, {(1, 2), (1, 3), (1, 4), (3, 4)}) in Figure 1, it has |F| = 40 spanning rooted forests, among which there are |F_{11}| = 16 forests where the vertex 1 is a root.

We then introduce the forest matrix, denoted by W [38, 39]. The forest matrix is defined by W = (I + L)^{−1} = (w_{ij} )_{n×n}, where I is the identity matrix. By definition, there is |F| = |I + L| and w_{ij} = |F_{ij} |/|F| [40, 41]. From Figure 1, the forest matrix of G_0 is

W = 1 40 16 8 8 8 8 24 4 4 8 4 19 9 8 4 9 19

By definition, for each w_{ij} , there is w_{ij} ∈ [0, 1].

FIGURE 2. Each tree rooted at u in the spanning rooted forest F ∈ Fuu for u = 1, 2, 3, 4 in the toy graph G0. The size of each tree rooted at u, denoted by |F |u, is labeled in the top right-hand corner of each picture.

We finally give some properties of diagonal elements in W .

Lemma 3.1. In a graph G = (V, E), let W be the forest matrix. Then, w_{uu} ∈

[_1

d_u+1 , 2 d_u+2 ] holds for any u ∈ V [41].

Lemma 3.2. In a simple graph G = (V, E), let W be the forest matrix. Then, w_{uu} = w_{vv} holds for all u ≡ v [42].

4. ROLE SIMILARITY METRIC BASED ON SPANNING ROOTED FOREST

In this section, we first define a new role similarity measure, namely ForestSim, based on spanning rooted forests. We then show that the ForestSim score can be expressed in terms of the diagonal elements in the forest matrix and prove that ForestSim is an admissible role similarity metric. After that, we propose ForestSimSearch to process the top-k queries. Finally, we speed up the computation by using a fast approximate algorithm to calculate the diagonal elements of the forest matrix.

4.1. Definition

The key point of analyzing structural roles is figuring out how a vertex connects with its context nodes [43]. To some extent, the sizes of those trees rooted at u

The Computer Journal, Vol. ??, No. ??, ????

in the spanning rooted forests of a graph reflects the connection mode between the node u and its context vertices. Here, we use the average size of all trees rooted at u to capture the structural information of the vertex u. Definition 4.1. In a simple graph G = (V, E), the average size of the trees rooted at u in all spanning rooted forests of G, denoted by s(u), is defined as

s(u) := 1 |F_{uu}| ∑ F ∈F_{uu} |F |_u, (1) where |F |_u is the size of the tree rooted at u in the forest F . In Figure 2, we present each tree rooted at u and its size for u = 1, 2, 3 and 4, respectively. Thus, each s(u) for u ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4} is

s(1) =

1 × 3 + 2 × 5 + 3 × 5 + 4 × 3 3 + 5 + 5 + 3

= 2.5

s(2) =

1 × 16 + 2 × 3 + 3 × 2 + 4 × 3 16 + 3 + 2 + 3 ≈ 1.67 s(3) =

1 × 8 + 2 × 4 + 3 × 4 + 4 × 3 8 + 4 + 4 + 3 ≈ 2.11 s(4) =

1 × 8 + 2 × 4 + 3 × 4 + 4 × 3 8 + 4 + 4 + 3 ≈ 2.11 Note that two nodes 3 and 4 are symmetry in G_0, and there is s(3) = s(4). Thus, for two similar nodes u and v, s(u) and s(v) should be close. Comes from this motivation, we define ForestSim as follows.

Definition 4.2. Given a simple graph G = (V, E) and two nodes u, v ∈ V , the ForestSim score between u and v is defined as

ForestSim(u, v) := min(s(u), s(v)) max(s(u), s(v)) , where s(u) is defined by Definition 4.1.

Although the definition of ForestSim is succinct, it is impractical to calculate s(u) by enumerating all spanning rooted forests in F_{uu}. We next propose an efficient way to calculate ForestSim by expressing s(u) in terms of the elements in the forest matrix W .

4.2. Computation

We first evaluate the sum term ∑ F ∈F_{uu} |F |u in (1). Lemma 4.1. In an undirected unweighted graph G = (V, E), let S_u be the set defined by S_u = {(F, v^∗) | F ∈ F_{uu}, v^∗ ∈ T (F, u)}, where T (F, u) is the tree rooted at u in F . Then, the following relation holds: ∑ F ∈F_{uu} |F |_u = |S_u|.

FIGURE 3. Construction of the mapping f : Su → F

We next prove that the cardinality of the set |S_u| is equal to the size of the set F.

Lemma 4.2. In an undirected unweighted graph G = (V, E), |S_u| = |F| holds for any u ∈ V .

Proof. We prove this lemma by constructing a mapping f : S_u → F as follows. Let (F_0, v^∗_0 ) be an arbitrary element in S_u. The mapping f can be considered as the following operation on the forest F_0. We let the node v^∗_0 be the root of the tree containing u, which results in a spanning rooted forest f(F_0, v^∗_0 ) ∈ F. Figure 3 illustrates the construction of the mapping f.

We now prove that the mapping f : S_u → F is a one-to-one mapping. We first prove that f is injective. For any two elements (F_0, v^∗_0 ) ≠ (F_1, v^∗_1 ), we distinguish two cases: F_0 ≠ F_1 and F_0 = F_1. For the first case, F_0 ≠ F_1, f(F_0, v^∗_0 ) and f(F_1, v^∗_1 ) have either different set of edges or different set of root nodes. For the second case, F_0 = F_1, we have v^∗_0 ≠ v^∗_1 , with v^∗_0 being a root in f(F_0, v^∗_0 ) but not a root in f(F_1, v^∗_1 ). Thus, for both cases, f(F_0, v^∗_0 ) ≠ f(F_1, v^∗_1 ), implying that f is an injective mapping.

We proceed to prove that f is surjective. In other words, for any F^′ ∈ F, there exists F_0 and v^∗_0 satisfying f(F_0, v^∗_0 ) = F^′. For an arbitrary F^′ ∈ F, let v^∗_0 be the root of the tree including the node u. We let u be the root instead of v^∗_0 , which leads to a new forest F_0. Obviously, f(F_0, v^∗_0 ) = F^′, which indicates that f is surjective.

Therefore, there exists a one-to-one mapping f : S_u → F, which indicates that |S_u| = |F|.

Lemma 4.2 leads to an efficient way to calculate ForestSim.

Theorem 4.1. Let G = (V, E) be an undirected unweighted graph with its forest matrix being W . Then, for any two vertices u, v ∈ V , the ForestSim score between u and v is

ForestSim(u, v) = min(w_{uu}, w_{vv} ) max(w_{uu}, w_{vv} ) . Proof. By Lemma 4.1 and 4.2, we have s(u) = 1 |F_{uu}| ∑ F ∈F_{uu} |F |_u = |S_u| |F_{uu}| = |F| |F_{uu}| = 1 w_{uu} .

Therefore,

ForestSim(u, v) = min(s(u), s(v)) max(s(u), s(v)) The Computer Journal, Vol. ??, No. ??, ????

= min(1/w_{uu}, 1/w_{vv} ) max(1/w_{uu}, 1/w_{vv}) = min(w_{uu}, w_{vv} ) max(w_{uu}, w_{vv} ) , which completes the proof.

Theorem 4.1 shows that ForestSim score between two nodes can be represented in terms of diagonal elements of the forest matrix W . Thus, the ForestSim score for all pairs of nodes in a graph with n vertices can be exactly calculated in O(n^3).

4.3. Admissibility We next prove the admissibility of ForestSim.

Theorem 4.2. ForestSim is an admissible role similarity metric.

Proof. Trivially, ForestSim obeys Range (P1) and Symmetry (P2). It has been proved that Transitive similarity (P4) is implied by Triangle inequality (P5) [5]. Thus, we only need to prove that ForestSim satisfies Automorphism conformation (P3) and Triangle inequality (P5).

Since u ≡ v, there is w_{uu} = w_{vv} based on Lemma 3.2. Hence,

ForestSim(u, v) = min(w_{uu}, w_{vv} ) max(w_{uu}, w_{vv} ) = w_{uu} w_{uu} = 1.

Therefore, ForestSim obeys Automorphism conformation.

According to Definition 3.1, there is

Dist(u, v) = 1 − ForestSim(u, v)

=1 − min(w_{uu}, w_{vv} ) max(w_{uu}, w_{vv} ) = |w_{uu} − w_{vv} | max(w_{uu}, w_{vv} )

. (2)

Since for any three nodes u, u^′ and v in a graph, there is w_{uu}, w_u′_u′ , w_{vv} > 0 based on Lemma 3.1. Thus, according to [44], we have |w_{uu} − w_{vv} | max(w_{uu}, w_{vv} ) ≤ |w_{uu} − w_u′_u′ | max(w_{uu}, w_u′_u′ ) + |w_u′_u′ − w_{vv} | max(w_u′_u′ , w_{vv} ) . That is,

Dist(u, v) ≤ Dist(u, u^′) + Dist(u^′, v),

which indicates that ForestSim satisfies Triangle inequality.

Consequently, ForestSim satisfies all five properties listed in Definition 3.1. In other words, ForestSim is an admissible role similarity metric.

4.4. Top-k Similarity Search Algorithm In this subsection, we propose a fast top-k similarity search algorithm, namely ForestSimSearch, to handle the top-k query. Like StructSim, ForestSimSearch also needs precomputation.

In the precomputation phase, we first compute the forest matrix and store all its diagonal elements in the list w. Then, we sort the vertices in the ascending order of their corresponding diagonal elements in the forest matrix and store the result and the rank in a and rank respectively.

Therefore, the following lemma holds.

Lemma 4.3. In a simple graph G = (V, E), let W = (w_{ij} )_{n×n} be its forest matrix. Three lists w, a, and rank are defined as follows.

w := [w_{11}, w_{22}, . . . , w_{nn}] (3) a := [a_1, a_2, . . . , a_n] w_{aiai} ≤ w_{ai+1ai+1} (4) rank := [rank_1, rank_2, . . . , rank_n] a_{ranki} = i (5) Then, for any u_1, u_2, u_3 ∈ V satisfying rank_{u1} < rank_{u2} < rank_{u3} , the following statements hold.

ForestSim(u_1, u_2) ≥ ForestSim(u_1, u_3) ForestSim(u_2, u_3) ≥ ForestSim(u_1, u_3)

Proof. According to (4) and (5), we have

w_{u1 u1} ≤ w_{u2 u2} ≤ w_{u3 u3} .

Thus, based on (2), there is

Dist(u_1, u_2) = w_{u2 u2} − w_{u1 u1} w_{u2 u2} = 1 − w_{u1 u1} w_{u2 u2} ≤1 − w_{u1 u1} w_{u3 u3} = w_{u3 u3} − w_{u1 u1} w_{u3 u3} = Dist(u_1, u_3).

Due to the fact that Dist(u, v) = 1 − ForestSim(u, v), we have

ForestSim(u_1, u_2) ≥ ForestSim(u_1, u_3).

Similarly, we can prove that

ForestSim(u_2, u_3) ≥ ForestSim(u_1, u_3),

which completes the proof.

According to Lemma 4.3, for any node u in the graph, we have

ForestSim(a_1, u) ≤ ForestSim(a_2, u) ≤ · · · · · · ≤ForestSim(a_{ranku−2}, u) ≤ ForestSim(a_{ranku−1}, u)

and ForestSim(a_n, u) ≤ ForestSim(a_{n−1}, u) ≤ · · · · · · ≤ForestSim(a_{ranku +2}, u) ≤ ForestSim(a_{ranku +1}, u).

Therefore, inspired by merge sort [45], we devise the top-k similarity search algorithm, namely ForestSim- Search, detailed in Algorithm 1. Obviously, ForestSim- Search runs in O(k) time.

The Computer Journal, Vol. ??, No. ??, ????

TABLE 1. Time and space complexity of the studied role similarity metrics

Metric

Time Complexity (Worst Case) Space Complexity Precomputation Top-K Similarity Search

RoleSim O(rn^4 log n) O(k) O(n^2 ) StructSim O(nm) O(nL log n) O(m + nL log n) ForestSim-EX O(n^3) O(k) O(n^2 ) ForestSim-AP O(ϵ^{−2}m log^5 n log^1_ϵ ) O(k) O(m log^3 n)

Algorithm 1 ForestSimSearch(u, k) Require: G, w, a, rank 1: procedure ForestSimSearch(u, k) 2: l = rank_u − 1, r = rank_u + 1, S_{u,k} = ∅ 3: for i = 1 to k do 4: if ForestSim(a_l, u) < ForestSim(a_r, u) then 5: S_{u,k} = S_{u,k} ∪ {a_l} 6: l = l − 1 7: else if 8: thenS_{u,k} = S_{u,k} ∪ {a_r} 9: r = r + 1 10: end if 11: end for 12: return S_{u,k} 13: end procedure

4.5. Fast Approximate Algorithm

The key step to compute ForestSim is calculating the diagonal elements of W . It takes O(n^3) time and O(n^2) space to get all diagonal elements of W by inverting matrix I + L, and we call this method ForestSim- EX. High time and space complexity of ForestSim-EX hinders its application to large real-world networks. To reduce the time and space complexity, we use a fast approximate algorithm to calculate the diagonal elements of the forest matrix, and accordingly call the algorithm ForestSim-AP.

Jin et al. [36] proposed a fast approximate algorithm, based on Johnson–Lindenstrauss lemma [46, 47] and an efficient linear system solver [48], to compute the diagonal entries of the forest matrix. Given a graph G = (V, E) with n vertices and m edges, and an error parameter ϵ ∈ (0, 0.5), the fast approximate algorithm [36] returns all w̃_{uu} for all u ∈ V . For each node u, there is (1 − ϵ)w_{uu} ≤ w̃_{uu} ≤ (1 + ϵ)w_{uu} with the probability 1 − 1/n. Calculating the approximate values for all diagonal entries of W takes O(ϵ^{−2}m log^5 n log^1_ϵ ) time and O(m log^3 n) space [48].

Here, we simply set w_{uu} = w̃_{uu}, which already reaches satisfactory results. Once we obtain the diagonal entries of the forest matrix, it only takes O(n log n) time and O(n) space to compute a and rank . Therefore, ForestSim-AP can finish the precomputation within nearly linear time and nearly linear space.

5. COMPLEXITY ANALYSIS

In this section, we systematically analyze the time and space complexity of RoleSim [5], StructSim [29], and ForestSim in finding top-k similar nodes for a given node. For each role similarity measure, its time complexity includes two parts: precomputation and top-k similarity search. Precomputation of the studied role similarity metrics is shown in Figure 4, and we list the time and space complexity of each measure in Table 1.

We first analyze RoleSim. In the precomputation phase, one first calculates the RoleSim score matrix R, which needs O(rn^4 log n) time where r is the number of iterations. Then, for each node u, we can compute its similarity list [v_1, v_2, . . . , v_{n−1}] satisfying RoleSim(u, v_i) ≥ RoleSim(u, v_{i+1}) for i = 1, 2, . . . , n − 2, which requires O(n^2 log n) time. For an arbitrary node u in G, one only needs to output the first k element in its similarity list to obtain the top-k similar nodes for node u, which runs in O(k) time. Therefore, it takes O(rn^4 log n) time to finish the precomputation, and O(k) time to process a top-k query. For space complexity, it requires O(n^2) space to compute R and store similarity lists of all vertices.

For StructSim, we only consider StructSim-BC in [29] with L being the number of levels defined by the user. In the precomputation phase, it computes the BinCount set by doing breadth-first search for each node in the graph, which takes O(nm) time in the worst case. To find top-k similar nodes for a given node u, one needs to calculate the similarity scores between the node u and all other nodes, which takes O(nL log n) time. After calculating these similarity scores, one also needs to sort to obtain the top-k similar nodes, which takes O(n log n) time. Hence, it requires O(nm) time to finish the precomputation, and O(nL log n) time to handle a top-k query. The space complexity of StructSim-BC is O(m + nL log n) since it requires O(m) space to store the adjacent list of the graph, and O(nL log n) space to store the BinCount set.

We proceed to analyze ForestSim-EX. In the precomputation phase, we first obtain all diagonal entries of the forest matrix by calculating W , which takes O(n^3) time. Then, it requires O(n log n) time to compute a and rank. We use ForestSimSearch to find the top-k similar vertices, which takes O(k) time. Thus, it takes O(n^3) time to finish the precomputation,

The Computer Journal, Vol. ??, No. ??, ????

FIGURE 4. Precomputation of the studied role similarity metrics.

and O(k) time to process a top-k query. The space complexity of ForestSim-EX is O(n^2) since it requires O(n^2) space to store W and O(n) space to store w, a, and rank.

We finally analyze ForestSim-AP. In the precomputation phase, it uses the fast approximate algorithm [36] to compute the approximate values of all diagonal elements of the forest matrix, which requires O(ϵ^{−2}m log^5 n log^1_ϵ ) time [46, 48]. Computing a and rank takes O(n log n) time. The top-k similarity search of ForestSim-AP is the same as that of ForestSim-EX, which takes O(k) time. Therefore, it takes O(ϵ^{−2}m log^5 n log^1_ϵ ) time to finish the precomputation, and O(k) time to handle a top-k query. The space complexity of ForestSim-AP is O(m log^3 n) for the solver needs O(m log^3 n) space [48], and storing w, a, and rank requires O(n) space.

RoleSim and ForestSim-EX cannot work on large graphs since they both require O(n^2) space, while StructSim and ForestSim-AP only need nearly linear space, which makes them able to run on large graphs. However, StructSim needs O(nm) time to finish the precomputation, while ForestSim-AP only needs nearly linear time. Moreover, it only takes O(k) time for ForestSim-AP to process a top-k query, while StructSim needs O(nL log n), which is unacceptable on large networks. In brief, ForestSim-AP is the unique measure that can efficiently handle top-k queries on large realworld networks.

6. EXPERIMENT

In this section, we compare ForestSim with RoleSim and StructSim in terms of both effectiveness and efficiency. We implement ForestSim, RoleSim and StructSim in

The Computer Journal, Vol. ??, No. ??, ????

TABLE 2. Detailed statistics of real-world networks used for effectiveness evaluation.

Network n m Labels

Karate 34 77 3 Brazil 131 1,003 4 Europe 399 5,993 4 Expressway-status 348 675 2 Expressway-starbucks 348 675 3 Actor 7,779 26,752 4

Julia (version 1.5.3). Our code is available online^2. For ForestSim-AP, we set the error parameter ϵ = 0.1. For StructSim, we set the number of levels L = 3. All experiments are conducted on a machine configured with a 4-core 4.2GHz Intel i7-7700K CPU and 32GB RAM.

6.1. Efficiency

In this subsection, we evaluate the efficiency of studied metrics on 20 real networks, all of which are publicly available in Koblenz Network Collection [49] and Network Repository [50]. These real-world networks are preprocessed as simple graphs. In each network, we find the top-10 similar nodes for all vertices. Statistics of each network and the experimental results are listed in Table 3.

Due to the high time complexity, RoleSim cannot finish the computation in 24 hours on the graph that contains more than 10,000 vertices. For StructSim, it fails to finish the computation in 24 hours on the networks including more than 300,000 vertices since it needs O(n^2L log n) time to find the top-10 similar vertices for all nodes in the graph. For ForestSim-EX, it cannot handle the networks with over 50,000 nodes because it requires O(n^2) space. ForestSim-AP works well on all 20 real-world networks. Moreover, it only takes about four hours for ForestSim-AP to finish the computation on Flixster, a graph with over 2,000,000 nodes.

Note that for large networks, RoleSim, StructSim, and ForestSim-EX cannot finish the computation due to their high time and memory cost, while ForestSim-AP works well on all these real networks, which shows the significant efficiency advantages of ForestSim-AP.

6.2. Effectiveness

We use six labeled networks [51, 52, 43] to evaluate the effectiveness of the studied measures. These datasets are extensively used in machine learning studies [52, 43, 53]. Each vertex in the datasets has a label related to its topology, and we thus use the labels as the ground truth of roles. Related information about these realworld networks is listed in Table 2.

2https://github.com/Accelerator950113/ForestSim

We use Average Precision@K, defined by Definition 6.1, to measure the effectiveness of studied role similarity metrics in top-k similarity search.

Definition 6.1. Let G = (V, E) be a labeled network with n nodes, and let Sim be a node similarity measure. For a node u ∈ V , let S_{u,k} be the set of the top-k similar nodes for u based on Sim, and let k^+_u be the number of nodes that have the same label as u in S_{u,k}. Thus, for Sim, its Average Precision@K on G is defined as

Average Precision@K := 1 n ∑ u∈V k^+_u k . Figure 5 shows the Average Precision@K of four studied measures on six labeled networks. Note that the difference between ForestSim-EX and ForestSim-AP is marginal though the latter requires less time and space. Moreover, ForestSim achieves comparable performance to RoleSim, the state-of-art role similarity metric, and it clearly outperforms StructSim in most cases.

In brief, ForestSim achieves much better performance than StructSim, and the difference between ForestSim and RoleSim is marginal in terms of effectiveness.

7. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we propose a novel node similarity metric, namely ForestSim, to quickly and effectively process top-k similarity search on large networks. Different from previous frameworks, ForestSim, based on spanning rooted forests of graphs, adopts the average size of all trees rooted at node u in spanning rooted forests to reflect the structural information of u. We also provide the top-k similarity search algorithm, namely ForestSimSearch, that can handle a top-k query in O(k) time once the precomputation is finished. Furthermore, we use the fast approximate algorithm to compute the diagonal entries of the forest matrix so that we can finish the precomputation within nearly linear time and nearly linear space. Extensive experimental results on the real-world networks demonstrate that our proposed method works efficiently on large networks and achieves comparable performance to the state-of-art measures.

DATA AVAILABILITY STATEMENT

The data underlying this article are available in Network Repository, at https://networkrepository.com.

REFERENCES

[1] Lu, W., Janssen, J., Milios, E., Japkowicz, N., and Zhang, Y. (2007) Node similarity in the citation graph. Knowledge and Information Systems, 11, 105–129.

[2] Jeh, G. and Widom, J. (2002) Simrank: a measure of structural-context similarity. Proceedings of the eighth ACM SIGKDD International Conference on Knowledge Discovery and Data Mining, pp. 538–543.

The Computer Journal, Vol. ??, No. ??, ????

Role Similarity Metric Based on Spanning Rooted Forest 9

TABLE 3. Statistics of large real networks used in experiments and running time (second, s) of four studied measures.

Network n m

Running Time (s)

RoleSim StructSim ForestSim-EX ForestSim-AP

Diseasome 516 1,188 28.07 0.32 0.04 2.91 EmailUniv 1,133 5,451 749.40 1.48 0.17 1.25 Hamster 2,426 16,630 7816.60 7.91 0.91 3.84 GridWorm 3,507 6,531 1358.08 16.51 2.06 2.61 GrQc 4,158 13,422 4568.81 24.71 2.99 5.29 Erdos992 5,094 7,515 1944.24 36.16 4.63 3.17 Reality 6,809 7,680 2380.87 63.88 10.17 2.60 Dmela 7,393 25,569 22392.88 82.98 16.95 10.66 HepPh 11,204 117,619 — 194.00 43.11 67.07 PagesCompany 14,113 52,126 — 298.49 82.41 50.65 AstroPh 17,903 196,972 — 523.13 162.16 135.71 Gplus 23,628 39,194 — 883.34 354.28 29.13 Brightkite 56,739 212,945 — 4468.01 — 259.99 BlogCatalog 88,784 2,093,195 — 13589.79 — 1318.71 Douban 154,908 327,162 — 45183.37 — 504.17 MathSciNet 332,689 820,644 — — — 1965.01 Flickr 513,969 3,190,452 — — — 5008.16 IMDB 896,305 3,782,447 — — — 10236.09 YoutubeSnap 1,134,890 2,987,624 — — — 7897.06 Flixster 2,523,386 7,918,801 — — — 13051.02

FIGURE 5. Average Precision@K of the studied role similarity metrics on six real-world networks.

[3] Fujiwara, Y., Nakatsuji, M., Shiokawa, H., and Onizuka, M. (2013) Efficient search algorithm for simrank. Proceedings of the 29th IEEE International Conference on Data Engineering, pp. 589–600. IEEE.

[4] Yu, W., Lin, X., Zhang, W., Chang, L., and Pei, J. (2013) More is simpler: Effectively and efficiently assessing node-pair similarities based on hyperlinks. Proceedings of the VLDB Endowment, 7, 13–24.

[5] Jin, R., Lee, V. E., and Hong, H. (2011) Axiomatic ranking of network role similarity. Proceedings of the 17th ACM SIGKDD International Conference on

Knowledge Discovery and Data Mining, pp. 922–930. [6] Zhang, J., Tang, J., Ma, C., Tong, H., Jing, Y., and Li, J. (2015) Panther: Fast top-k similarity search on large networks. Proceedings of the 21th ACM SIGKDD International Conference on Knowledge Discovery and Data Mining, pp. 1445–1454.

[7] Xie, Y., Gong, M., Wang, S., Liu, W., and Yu, B.

(2019) Sim2vec: Node similarity preserving network embedding. Information Sciences, 495, 37–51.

[8] Wen, T., Duan, S., and Jiang, W. (2019) Node similarity measuring in complex networks with relative

The Computer Journal, Vol. ??, No. ??, ????

10 Q. Bao, Z. Zhang, and H. Kan

entropy. Communications in Nonlinear Science and Numerical Simulation, 78, 104867.

[9] Mollgaard, A., Zettler, I., Dammeyer, J., Jensen, M. H., Lehmann, S., and Mathiesen, J. (2016) Measure of node similarity in multilayer networks. PLOS ONE, 11, e0157436.

[10] Wasserman, S. and Faust, K. (1994) Social network analysis: Methods and applications. Cambridge University Press.

[11] Serrano, M. A. and Boguná, M. (2003) Topology of the world trade web. Physical Review E, 68, 015101.

[12] Henderson, K., Gallagher, B., Eliassi-Rad, T., Tong, H., Basu, S., Akoglu, L., Koutra, D., Faloutsos, C., and Li, L. (2012) Rolx: structural role extraction & mining in large graphs. Proceedings of the 18th ACM SIGKDD International Conference on Knowledge Discovery and Data Mining, pp. 1231–1239.

[13] Milenković, T. and Pržulj, N. (2008) Uncovering biological network function via graphlet degree signatures. Cancer Informatics, 6, CIN.S680.

[14] Davis, D., Yaveroğlu, Ö. N., Malod-Dognin, N., Stojmirovic, A., and Pržulj, N. (2015) Topologyfunction conservation in protein–protein interaction networks. Bioinformatics, 31, 1632–1639.

[15] Rossi, R. A., Gallagher, B., Neville, J., and Henderson, K. (2013) Modeling dynamic behavior in large evolving graphs. Proceedings of the sixth ACM International Conference on Web Search and Data Mining, pp. 667– 676.

[16] Akoglu, L., Chandy, R., and Faloutsos, C. (2013) Opinion fraud detection in online reviews by network effects. Proceedings of the seventh International AAAI Conference on Web and Social Media. The AAAI Press.

[17] Fouss, F., Pirotte, A., Renders, J.-M., and Saerens, M. (2007) Random-walk computation of similarities between nodes of a graph with application to collaborative recommendation. IEEE Transactions on Knowledge and Data Engineering, 19, 355–369.

[18] Liu, D., Huang, J., and Lin, C. (2018) Recommendation with social roles. IEEE Access, 6, 36420–36427.

[19] Symeonidis, P., Tiakas, E., and Manolopoulos, Y.

(2010) Transitive node similarity for link prediction in social networks with positive and negative links. Proceedings of the fourth ACM Conference on Recommender Systems, pp. 183–190.

[20] Güneş, İ., Gündüz-Öğüdücü, Ş., and Çataltepe, Z. (2016) Link prediction using time series of neighborhood-based node similarity scores. Data Mining and Knowledge Discovery, 30, 147–180.

[21] Pan, Y., Li, D.-H., Liu, J.-G., and Liang, J.-Z. (2010) Detecting community structure in complex networks via node similarity. Physica A: Statistical Mechanics and its Applications, 389, 2849–2857.

[22] Saoud, B. and Moussaoui, A. (2018) Node similarity and modularity for finding communities in networks. Physica A: Statistical Mechanics and its Applications, 492, 1958–1966.

[23] Pan, J.-Y., Yang, H.-J., Faloutsos, C., and Duygulu, P.

(2004) Automatic multimedia cross-modal correlation discovery. Proceedings of the tenth ACM SIGKDD International Conference on Knowledge Discovery and Data Mining, pp. 653–658.

[24] Henderson, K., Gallagher, B., Li, L., Akoglu, L., Eliassi-Rad, T., Tong, H., and Faloutsos, C. (2011) It’s who you know: graph mining using recursive structural features. Proceedings of the 17th ACM SIGKDD International Conference on Knowledge Discovery and Data Mining, pp. 663–671.

[25] Jin, R., Lee, V. E., and Li, L. (2014) Scalable and axiomatic ranking of network role similarity. ACM Transactions on Knowledge Discovery from Data, 8, 1– 37. [26] Li, L., Qian, L., Lee, V. E., Leng, M., Chen, M., and Chen, X. (2015) Fast and accurate computation of role similarity via vertex centrality. Proceedings of the 16th International Conference on Web-Age Information Management, pp. 123–134. Springer.

[27] Shao, Y., Liu, J., Shi, S., Zhang, Y., and Cui, B.

(2019) Fast de-anonymization of social networks with structural information. Data Science and Engineering, 4, 76–92.

[28] Yu, W., Iranmanesh, S., Haldar, A., Zhang, M., and Ferhatosmanoglu, H. (2020) An axiomatic role similarity measure based on graph topology. Software Foundations for Data Interoperability and Large Scale Graph Data Analytics, pp. 33–48. Springer.

[29] Chen, X., Lai, L., Qin, L., and Lin, X. (2020) Structsim:

Querying structural node similarity at billion scale. Proceedings of the 36th IEEE International Conference on Data Engineering, pp. 1950–1953. IEEE.

[30] Lee, P., Lakshmanan, L. V., and Yu, J. X. (2012) On top-k structural similarity search. Proceedings of the 28th IEEE International Conference on Data Engineering, pp. 774–785. IEEE.

[31] Liu, Y., Zheng, B., He, X., Wei, Z., Xiao, X., Zheng, K., and Lu, J. (2017) Probesim: Scalable single-source and top-k simrank computations on dynamic graphs. Proceedings of the VLDB Endowment, 11.

[32] Sun, Y., Han, J., Yan, X., Yu, P. S., and Wu, T. (2011) Pathsim: Meta path-based top-k similarity search in heterogeneous information networks. Proceedings of the VLDB Endowment, 4, 992–1003.

[33] Ding, X., Liu, P., and Jin, H. (2017) Privacy-preserving multi-keyword top-k similarity search over encrypted data. IEEE Transactions on Dependable and Secure Computing, 16, 344–357.

[34] Zhang, J., Tang, J., Ma, C., Tong, H., Jing, Y., Li, J., Luyten, W., and Moens, M.-F. (2017) Fast and flexible top-k similarity search on large networks. ACM Transactions on Information Systems, 36, 1–30.

[35] Senelle, M., Garcia-Diez, S., Mantrach, A., Shimbo, M., Saerens, M., and Fouss, F. (2013) The sum-over-forests density index: identifying dense regions in a graph. IEEE Transactions on Pattern Analysis and Machine Intelligence, 36, 1268–1274.

[36] Jin, Y., Bao, Q., and Zhang, Z. (2019) Forest distance closeness centrality in disconnected graphs. Proceedings of the 19th IEEE International Conference on Data Mining, pp. 339–348. IEEE.

[37] van der Grinten, A., Angriman, E., Predari, M., and Meyerhenke, H. (2021) New approximation algorithms for forest closeness centrality–for individual vertices and vertex groups. Proceedings of the 2021 SIAM International Conference on Data Mining, pp. 136–144. SIAM.

The Computer Journal, Vol. ??, No. ??, ????

Role Similarity Metric Based on Spanning Rooted Forest 11

[38] Chebotarev, P. (2008) Spanning forests and the golden ratio. Discrete Applied Mathematics, 156, 813–821.

[39] Golender, V., Drboglav, V., and Rosenblit, A. (1981) Graph potentials method and its application for chemical information processing. Journal of Chemical Information and Computer Sciences, 21, 196–204.

[40] Merris, R. (1997) Doubly stochastic graph matrices.

Publikacije Elektrotehničkog Fakulteta. Serija Matematika, 1, 64–71.

[41] Zhang, X.-D. (2011) Vertex degrees and doubly stochastic graph matrices. Journal of Graph Theory, 66, 104–114.

[42] Bao, Q. and Zhang, Z. (2021) Discriminating power of centrality measures in complex networks. IEEE Transactions on Cybernetics , ?, 1–11.

[43] Ma, X., Qin, G., Qiu, Z., Zheng, M., and Wang, Z. (2019) Riwalk: Fast structural node embedding via role identification. Proceedings of the 19th IEEE International Conference on Data Mining, pp. 478–487. IEEE.

[44] Tiakas, E., Papadopoulos, A., Nanopoulos, A., Manolopoulos, Y., Stojanovic, D., and Djordjevic- Kajan, S. (2009) Searching for similar trajectories in spatial networks. Journal of Systems and Software, 82, 772–788.

[45] Cormen, T. H., Leiserson, C. E., Rivest, R. L., and Stein, C. (2009) Introduction to algorithms. MIT press.

[46] Johnson, W. B. and Lindenstrauss, J. (1984) Extensions of lipschitz mappings into a hilbert space. Contemporary Mathematics, 26, 1.

[47] Achlioptas, D. (2003) Database-friendly random projections: Johnson-lindenstrauss with binary coins. Journal of Computer and System Sciences, 66, 671– 687.

[48] Kyng, R. and Sachdeva, S. (2016) Approximate gaussian elimination for laplacians-fast, sparse, and simple. Proceedings of the 57th Annual IEEE Symposium on Foundations of Computer Science, pp. 573–582. IEEE.

[49] Kunegis, J. (2013) Konect: the koblenz network collection. Proceedings of the 22th World Wide Web Conference, pp. 1343–1350. ACM.

[50] Rossi, R. and Ahmed, N. (2015) The network data repository with interactive graph analytics and visualization. Proceedings of the 29th AAAI Conference on Artificial Intelligence, pp. 4292–4293. AAAI.

[51] Tang, J., Sun, J., Wang, C., and Yang, Z. (2009) Social influence analysis in large-scale networks. Proceedings of the 15th ACM SIGKDD International Conference on Knowledge Discovery and Data Mining, pp. 807–816.

[52] Ribeiro, L. F., Saverese, P. H., and Figueiredo, D. R. (2017) struc2vec: Learning node representations from structural identity. Proceedings of the 23rd ACM SIGKDD International Conference on Knowledge Discovery and Data Mining, pp. 385–394.

[53] Donnat, C., Zitnik, M., Hallac, D., and Leskovec, J. (2018) Learning structural node embeddings via diffusion wavelets. Proceedings of the 24th ACM SIGKDD International Conference on Knowledge Discovery and Data Mining, pp. 1320–1329.

The Computer Journal, Vol. ??, No. ??, ????