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H A B ( Clustering Coefficient ) 5.

255 n DTSR m 2RI TCAL T E G(V,E) B H 295 5 u filw
PR RS d(u,v) Ron uw Fl v ZEIEBEERKE; BIWER D @ =
max, . d(u,v) FREPAER 2 G B i KA IR R R : =
min, _ max, _,d(u,v) 7 B 5L 53] AL BT A e R B B R fie /)
1B, 12 05— AL FR Ry [ 14 0 15, ( Center ) 5 BB TS S22 T & rp e il
PREE AL s IRy o B FH RS R B rp A s B, E RO R
HU B2 ( Closeness Centrality ) A1 % 10> BE ( Betweenness Centrality ) .
K o R PO CC(v) 58 SO R v B HABFTA ff-F 2 i
B CC(0) = (X d(van) /(n = 1).CC(v) M WUFDIE 0 S

Pk E) b A L B o A ECPD EE BC (v) 58 U v s
R 2 ) R AR U T A R R B AR 2 LU A1), T AP R A0 i 5
R AR A A T VR D R BRI AT TR T R o A BN B e O
BC(v) =3, o, (v)/o, Pl M fREDSR T oo, s,
¢ Z AR FE AR o (0) R s o ZIAVGESE v iR S AR 1 4 T8
A UM R B R R B BC (v) 39 5080 LRI BEFT R IR 23 (3 GN 5
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v BN R 0 BOSRZE R B C(v) (Clustering Coefficient) ffif &1
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1 BXEPXEEZNA

1.1 SPREERBEHERMEE

TSR AR R AR R4 e A S JT R R S
TR A S 2 (8] 5 46 42 (ALl Pairs Shortest
Paths, APSP) , R J& #R 4J8 1l 1) B A% 242 e S, T L
TR Gy KAk 2 A FEAS P 358 1) . X6 e A & 1Y
APSP, HUits B AE n > i 1R 4T 58 AL 5B 18 &
(Breadth First Search, BFS), H B} [6] & Z% B 4
O (mn). 3320 1| F PGSR B AR, STk [ 6] % TE il
KIS T — D IRIE 24 B2 O (nlog n) W [A] YA
ORI X B o Sy 20 DR P AR 3 5k Pl 5
R TR] P8 5D 1 MR SRR [ 5], 224 7 bhe 3o R ¥4 A
R/NFEEIA T o < 2.372 864.

1.2 HSEHhXEEKRBENEK

A v B R Sk P11y L T LA el o e g
RO AIE AT — R BEFS S5k S, HO R] 52 2% i Oy
O(mn) . FUCRIRHT N () SET I, SR 7] 2
T AR R O(n?) B )Y 75 25 dn o] X ]
1 AR — AR E S 0 (n°™°) (e M0 B 1 1Y
W) MR IR A TF O I SR
SRR/ RE () | TR AR A 4R 2 45 7
FRERR B, DT LR 3 45 e i) 4 v ORS00k B
T AR IR BEAC R AR, BEXEJG 0] & Gl AR A
BB — W e R g SOk [ 9] 4 ih
T 0(n’) B[] PR (B KR 2 B SEOHE B SR Ak 23 1k
IR TE IR FEASE A kb, 25 b 9 EE  SCER[10] 45
T A 0(m*™") WA b IRER A 2 ko
AL IZSC A T — A0 (m® ) R A b 2R
FEOR AR
1.3 SEHXEERBENEZROEMNHPOE

Xof R AR e BT AT R R L B, AR X
AT BT SR SR AR 1L SSSP (Single Source
Shortest Paths ). Pl 11t X Tt A & 0 18] &2 2% B Ry
O(mn) (X n A EIPHNIELT—IK BFS k).

XoF TR A Rt BT AT AR b B — ROk
FESS 1 XA X (3 n® AT ERT) SR R e
PR BRI, H TR S AR O (min) 555 2 2072
X 5 v 3R BC(v) . A EE BC(v) HSRAFHR TS
B 0(n®) ARFERAE, R IZ 7 0 IR &2 2 2
O(n’).Brandes' " H&H T — AP T8 A Hob 0 B
MY S R 24 B2 O (mn). X T8 % (5], %)
[F1] 5 25 B N — i 7 A A [

1.4 SEHhREERBENBEREY

RIERIERBE X, A o RIFHBEER
B C(v) FreE B HSR AR AN o 4B A = AT 5L
Xt F = AR Bk A, — A B R S R
SRR A SRR SR 2 NS A R RS
FE—2k i, MR — B WA -4 =MmE. 4
deg(v) FTRT AL v BIARFEAEL, M Bk B e) &2 2%
B Z Fevdeg(v)z <2mn= 0(mn) ZE X6 E
BElllm = O(n) BIAYBIRIEZEE R O(n?) (HEX T
W EE M m = 0(n®) MBHHEZREE 0(n’). B TR
AR R AR B AR T LR AR AR A T 1. &
AHEIRIABEEAE R H AL j] = 1 IS 5 Ay 5 A
AR M ALL] = 0ERFIA[] = X (i,
k)« (k) > 0 EACKAEE—A Sk A B P AR
2 55 (iLk) R (Ck,j) , B82S B AE AR (4,5)
W (0,7, k) FIR— = AT, BF LKA ik w deit
THHEREAHTRITS A SRIG B O(n®) B[R] B X 4
ANRFOMA[i,j] BEmAL,j] BWARTFO0, ik 24
EHH KT 0, WAL T A i W=MEHERN
(2 AP ) /2GR L S 2 2 PRl i 86 T A
=R AN =M AT 2 ). H AT
MEAHSR TS M I [ 2 2% B Sl O (n® 775 ) T LB
AR BRI AR O (0775,

X PR I R A T LIS S
Pt 24 B R O (m" ) AR B L %
T A T S BT B A R low-degree”
T (AR <) T high-degree ™ 77 15, (717 15 B4
=1) X} T low-degree 17 5, F&AT32 47 5y 181 i 4 X
BT ST AR T S A 2 AT s TR A 1
2, RIS 28N O (me) K5 FEXT R R (1 2=
% 0(2m/1) 1 high-degree 15 55 K FH B 1] T i ) P
FEPEARSRA L O M B 24 BE R O ((2m/) > 775,
T AR BB () 52 28 B O (2m/e) 77 % i ).
M= m™ Y A B R B 2 B BN, R
0(m1A407)‘

2 SHREEEER

2.1 AftaRRASHREEREE S IEE
MULE 3T 0] LU Y 4R Hh QU000 i i 4t 5k
A B 1 A ] RBUAR e 22 T 8 2 57 7 Y I () 52 2%
JEE, BIVRER G AL B i, I 1) 52 2% B2 — JBEHR
O(n?) B O(n®) W] (AR L LU TIE ) .35 X0 531 B¢
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AR B KRR & SR AN AT 3532 5 Sh— T T, ER AR AL
i AR B AC | BT AR 22 R LRSS 141 SR AE 6 S AL Y
AR B 20 A 3R 45 A A BLL AT LT
B AT 5, AT AROR IR 12 g o 1) S 2R

2.2 SHXEFER

SR RG DA n DT m 2B TEm]
P AN TR RS — DTSR (9 s AR ), B 5%
TR R —A> R o) 38 075 £ 0 (BE B ) A o —
ARZSHL, HRHEH S AR 248 Al 2 1y 3 B ek s [ SR
A AR B AR L A R R R X RS
T Y RO AR S AT B A R P ] s
ARAS, B R B BB RL & A5 s #0A ME— AR
A5, I HLNTE A 19 S AR AT X S {5 B pk i
TERASTT AR IR AT S LLR D Y O Uk
TAERE RGNS R PIT S B % R 1 =0,1,2, -
(IR ] 75 40 RV RO AT AR — 58, A 1 s m 4B fE
R IEIE R (TR AR JE 7 sl ) | IR AT
AR R TR RN B AR i R A AR
PR 58 B0 T A T S B R/ INER A BIR . 5 vh B A
2 Zhetkid 0(log n) LWRHL RGZ W HEMN A
WAEHL EITATH B b A TR R R
IR,

H T IZRGREAVR HIBRE T B A5 HE S - REfE 1S
18 R A B Y RIS R AL Bk S FE AR A ( CON-
GEST model ) "> 5l Sy 3 5 228 38y il 24 43 A s3T5
BB, BT DL A SR 32 S e Tl A
TEE T 2008 25> 757 A0 Jg 85 1 ). o3 A B ik
it H br R 58 B S TH AT 5T R R R
(rounds) , AR A o34 X Bk AU B[R] 2 42 3.

PRI A R P81 A1 AR5 A 7 ) 9 J8 A% 328 e 1)
F T (WA SRR TR ) B RA Ry TR AT
REFARGA I O ) 8] 52 J% B2 5 AT RELETE 2715 i
I BT A5 S AHJ B T 2% S B 4
REZFM R W — A8 (), W R 22174
FE PR I An ey B A B 220 Je K AR A AT SO0 AT A
A LU o AT S B A 2 2 BT HIR AR 4% B2 0 A1 U031
) fe R HR AL

3 SN EEKEE S 76 R
3.1 5% BFS &%
ME AT DL SR ) B AR A T DU

S B v BE ) JEUER FH R it ET Y APSP 1) %% D AH
I FETCALTC T [l R A SSSP AT LA 2 #43 BFS 44

SRR DRI SR A% APSP BT DL i %R Y S Y as AT
—K BFS SLSE il AR ZER R Sk [ 2-3,13 ]
P THHEE A2 0(n) WX APSP SR fif 57
Fo SR 2-3 ] A SEAS JEUABJZAE 4T n IR BFS B39, 1
SCHRL 137 D02 1 7 B — M i B k. B 43 A =X BES
B 1R,

&%k 1 Distributed BFS Algorithm

1:Initially the root ry sets L(ry) :=0,and all other nodes v set L(v) :=o

2:The root r, sends out the message Layer(0) to all its neighbors

3. while There is a node v which receives a message Layer(d) from a
neighbor w do

4 if d+1<L(v) then

5 parent(v)=w;

6: L(v)=d+1;

7 Send Layer(d+1) to all neighbors except w

8 end if

9.end while

Bl st BFS 5k
Fig. 1 Distributed BFS algorithm

3= BFS AR F .

DX FLE PR 5y, SRR L(r,) =
0,2 HABFT A 5 o 8] ry WFEES N TESF K. (51
% 11T)

2) MR ry RIETHE Layer (0) 4 H T A 1948

3) M A v U B A AR R w MIH B Layer
(), H W d+1 Z2//NT L(v). R d+1 /N T
L(v) P w B AR 88 L(v) EEN d+1,
I H AL B Layer (d+1) 8 H A BIEE w LLANEY
SBJE. (B 1% 3—9 11)

DA 2 B B 1 BT I R i e e T
RAVEREIR AR R IR L(A) 1= 0,4 L(B) |
L(C) L(D) \L(E) .L(F) ¥y o  JEH T 5 A [5]
E 2R s B.C Ki%ETH B Layer(0).B.C R ENH B
Layer(0) J55 A CARAFI L(B) 5 L(C) W#, BT
L(B) 5L(C)#H R o KT 1+0=1,K1tk BEHH

K2 —Ep
Fig. 2 An illustrationof distributed BFS algorithm
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CRACET RN A L(B) N 1,CWHEH A S AR
TR ALL(C) RH 1. ZJE,B 5 C [FRE 5 & ik
Layer(1) 2| H LR FE T 5. D 555 E S SH080k
F B 5 Layer(1) ;i L(D) 5 L(E) ¥4 » ;K
F1+1=2,HDEEE SRR HCCET A
WH B, HHEH L(D) =2,L(E) = 2.F J2HER
H C il Layer(1) ,HH T L(F) Ho , KT1+1=2,
PRI F SO A ORISR e ¢, HHT L(F) =
2L.HBIRE FZJEYE KRB Layer(2) %45 H B RI4E
J& AR TR EICENE BT 8 v 19 L(v) ¥/ T
2 +1 =3, KA S R, A S A
W AGEME, BICAEREH I HA R 1 O
— AL A GRS BFS B, HEEAS S AR
JLRNART A A PR .

3.2 &% APSP ik

AYMTEEE 1 ORISR A & 24 Ol BFS
PEAGTR BE . B T & f4) i 19 BES A4 O TR BEAS KT
FITAR, R4 A X BFS Bk R HE 2 24 0 (D)
(D HEBEAR) . R T K@ APSP, o] LLid i3 i iz
T n IR BFS Bk, FERF R 422 O (nD) . SCHR
[2-3] R T —Fp ol LUINARAE 43 4 AR NI4T n
UK BFS F9: 19 7 . LI A AU 2 005 #4047 n A
BFS B3k, B AR =22 ) 23 ek 53 oA Bk R R AT
PUATE AT B BFS Bk A e 8 A4
BR02 ] A5 Ak R A 3 k.

&3k 2 Distributed BFS Algorithm by Parallel BFS

1:Choose a node as a root,and build a BFS tree T root on it
2:Send a pebble P from root,and pebble traverses T by DFS
3.while P traverses T do

4 if P visits a node v for the first time then
5. Wait one time slot.

6: Start a BFS, from node v

7 end if

8.end while

K3 spfiat APSP #pk"
Fig. 3 Distributed APSP algorithm'?!

I3 APSP BE P (B 2) MR IR .

1) ZEE BRI~ SR AR i, DA AR
ST BFS W TL(BIE 255 1 17)

2) WIS s & th—AME 5 P, P XA T AR B
15618 ( Depth First Search, DFS) . (%54 2 %5 2 17)

3)% P RIA—AHARL T v B —
8,2 5 Lo AT ST BFS M BFS,. HLE P &0t
Pl eb i A S SRR A R (R 2 5 3—8 4T)

DL 4 A B A S 2 Y PAT I . 14 S BTy
SAE AR SR BES B TR 2 MY
BFSH 7 a0l 4 frn. N A RIBGES PP X T
MRS R P IS 1 BB S B, BT P
1 VG 5 B, P TE B AR 1 %, 25154 B
DI AR BES. P 4k 2 (BOR B AR SE 48 2, IF HAE SR
3 FFNIATT A DRIAE, T D A 1 IR, P
e D SRR 148, Z 571 40 D IHCH AR5 BFS. P
URSEMOIREE R C I R O HAES 5 8k B T
BBV T, P RETAE B 158, i e k2L i
RSB R  IF HAES 6 AA S E, T E Sk
P 1 RVIIN, P AE E SFHE 1458, 25 E DI R
WA BES. B P U B A F, B F 58 BFS
J& , TR A S B P ViR, HAA S G
T BFS, %43k 2 4%

(1)

B4 DLA 9IRS A BES #if
Fig. 4 A BFS tree rooted on A

YRR 2 WA, BT Pl R A e i R
[RJB T I TR] S 2 B2 O (n) , BFS HYINFA] 5 23 5 Oy
0(D) ,HtHe 5 — s 01758 BES IEHE A O (n+
D)= 0(n). FHEFATIEAE L 2 B IERE , BIUEIZ
R AT 4 BETE 2 CONGEST A5 78 iy B s 45 42« 45—
AR BN S R AETE B s DI, FRATH
T ZLUE I AT B — A 0w, B AT BE ] B 32 YR AT
B2 5 u Flw ARIY BFS A BFS, Al BFS, 1M E.
Ly, dn SR —A~ S B2U8) T 24> BFS #7101 (1Y)
THERIEEE 2 AR, F—REH LR HE
TR BFS AU n) 14 8 0 TH B 25 AR JE. I SR ax 2
HEREH KT 0(log n) IR 245157 CONGEST £
TR R, 1 AT E. T m 45 ) EASIERA .

BB LT, P SSAERTR] ¢, P51 0, Z I FERT
) e, Vil w, M ¢, <t,. % v 5w ZRIBEEE R d (v,
w),u G w ZEEER d(u,w) 05 v ZEHIE
BN d(u,v) ,BFS, TEEFEA w TE R ¢ (w) ,
BFS, HiHERNIK w BIEFRE] R ¢, (w) ARYEH 2, 7]
e (w)=t,+d(v,w),t,(w)=t,+d(u,w). X P &V
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RS RUT DT T, ¢, =t,+d (u,v)+1>t,+
d(w,v) (FEAEE3) o, P BTR R L0t ()19 A5 i 245 88
1 AeRfa). g5 & LA TS5 ¢, (w) =1, +
d(u,w)>t,+d(u,v) +d(u,w) =t,+d(v,w) (5 14
KFETF 1,51, +d(u,0) 55 2 PRFETET =
AN SR 5)  BILE BES, FIH R F5A w B[]
THRFAE BFS, Hi B 303K w (R R] AL, 2 AR
AN[E Y BES #4310 35 [l — A~ s i I RS [] ) B g 4%
N EARS I E R, % B2 2 CONGEST
FEEAY.,

d(w,w)+d(w,v)=dv,w)

K5 UEMIP A =M
Fig.5 The triangle inequality in proof

SCHR[ 3] A F B RS SCHR[ 2 ] 2540, S X P i
— IR DFS, B9 s sk H S DFS Vsla] iy a]
A RJFEG BES By RIS BATEE 1 Ik #E DFS Pilnl
B 2 A5 R BEIE BT 24 0(2n+D) = 0(n).
FETSCHER[ 2] f AR, RATHE T — A I
APSP WE: B E 2 N 0(n/log n+D) " %
A1) 42 2% B Al DR L T JE A 1) P b A A X
APSP [ B T oA R k.

SCHRL 13148 T —Fh o 3 (1) 50 Ik
BEARPLIFEAG N 5] B ( Source Detection Problem) : %5 H}
— AR A, EROR Y E R T A A 5
B DA SRR R MU AR 1T AP-
SP iR HE NS 115 22 U 5 B 46 1% 4% [A] 8T ( Multi-Source
Shortest Paths, MSSP ). 3CHk[ 13 ] A 575 4N &l 6 Fios.

o3 APSP B35 (5% 3) IR I T

1) BN v MR — A28 L, XT3 %k
PN ITCR (B0 RE—MEY (d,s) , H
s RS d, R B s IR E — AT R
sent,. (1L 3 5 1—217)

2) XFTEIRESR S S o, WItH1k L, 2 ((0,
v)), Kb (0,0) RoRBE » BB N 0, 3F B
sent (0,v) WE A FALSE, /8 %A & % o 8 X}
(0,v). (B4 3% 3—6 17)

3) XEFAAN A, WA AR L, AR —

&i%3 Distributed APSP Algorithm by Source Detection
Input: Source set S

Output ; Every node in S knows the distances from the other nodes
1:L,:= )

2.sent,:L,—{ TRUE,FALSE |

3:if v S then

4. L,:=((0,0))

5. sent,(0,v) :=FALSE

6:end if

7:while TRUE do

8. if3(d,,s) esent(d,,s)=FALSE then

9. (d,,s) :=argmin{ (d/,s") €L, lsent,(d/,s")=FALSE}
10: send (d,,s) to all neighbors

11; send,(d,,s) :=TRUE

12. end if

13, for received (d,,s) from some neighbor do
14. ifF(d/,s).d!<d,+1 then

15; Ls=LA (- ,s)d

16 L,:=L,U{(d+1,s5)}

17. sent,(d,+1,s) :=FALSE

18. end if

19. end for

20 :end while

Fl6 spfist APSP Bk ™
Fig. 6 Distributed APSP algorithm""*’

AN B Ak I BB T (d,,s) 4 (d,,s) A
PRI L, Th e/ NI B K 32 5k i B X, 2 J5 1
SRAE X Ak g T A AR R T S, I HIRE S
sent,(d,,s) N TRUE, F/miz (a2 g & 1%, (Bk
3% 7—12 47)

4) G —A~ S AR R SR B R (),
D] DB R A7 51 3% rh R A AT — AN BB XS (d) ,s) T 2
d! <d 6 + LUWSRAFEFEXHER (d!,s) , W30 rh
FIFA LA s a5 R R S A SRAEX (- ,s) MHIBR, 2 Je i s
XF(d, + 1,s) BAFNFRS, I Hik B SE sent,(d, +
1,s) A FALSE. (5.3% 3 %8 13—20 17)

DL 2 Al A 3 AP TR R (B 45 e TR
MAES=1A,D,F} BRI R B A s 2105
AD F RS F0E 3 MBI AR AT A D F 535
eI L, = ((0,4)) L, = ((0,D)) L, =
((0,F)), [FIBKE sent, (0,A) sent,(0,D) sent, (0,
F) YR FALSE. H T 5 A D \F ¥ sent,(d,,
s) = FALSE, [R5 55 A $5(0,4) Kk HALE B,
C,THEDK(0,D) Kk HARRE B, ¥ 5 F¥(0,F)
KIRB AR C E,JFH A D F 53514 sent, (0,4) |
sent,(0,D) sent,(0,F) % E N TRUE. H T B &3]
2 404 8(0,4) 5(0,D) , H L, WAFFAEIR A A 8L D
FARAELXT, R 5 B (1,4) 5(1,D) JAA L, 7,
WAt L, = ((1,A), (1,D)) HiXE sent,(1,A) 5
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sent,(1,D) N FALSE. [EER), 35 5 CK5(1,4) 5 (1,
F) A Lo, e L, = ((1,A), (1,F)), [AIAfi% &
sent (1,A) Hsent (1,F) HFALSE, Wi i E¥4(1,F)
A Ly MU Ly, = ((1,F) ) [RIEE sent, (1,F) 2H
FALSE.tH T B .C .E W47 sent,(d,,s) = FALSE, At
T B N Ly kB de /N A A % 1 ) R X
(1,A) Bk HARIH A C D, ¥ (1,A4) Kk
HABEA B F, WS E¥(1,F) Bk HARRE B F.B
BARBEIEDR A &4 CE BTHE (1,4) (HETE L,
CAETE(0,4) AR O < 1 + 1, itk B ZB&3% 2 4404
B FE BRI Rk A EMEE (L F) T B A
FEAEXRT F BEXT, BRI 55 BB (2,F) A L,
o, Hi%E sent,(2,F) J FALSE. [F]38 45 5 D #4 (2,
A) TRAE L, W % E sent, (2,A) § FALSE, 55 E
B (2,A) AR L, o BEE sent,(2,A)  FALSE. %7
MOF W (2,A) AR L, W, B E sent (2,A) K
FALSE. 5 & [FIFE i # B 2 B b B 1 8 k36 &
2 R L, = ((0,4), (2,D), (2,F)) L, =
((1,4),(1,D),(2,F)),L, = ((1,4),(1,F), (2,
D)),L, =((0,D),(2,4),(3,F)),L, = ((1,F),
(2,4),(2,D)),L, =((0,F),(2,4),(3,D)). 4k

SCHR[ 13 ] Z0HT T W fa) 52 2% 3 (R 45
H TR SR I RN &, WG 1k 1 1sf () 52 2% 5 Oy
O(k + D) AZIE B 2 EARIETESS 0(k + D)
i e T R L C Iy Ny e Sl A = R N T
[ 0LSCHk[13].

iz X 8 4 A 28 APSP 85k, FRATT AT LA & )
—SeVE R AT AT b B A, 2R R 5E APSP 25,
BT SR G R I R b B R, 4 A X
SR H A A A B o B A 1 I ) 52 2% R AR T SR
APSP [A] @I E] S 425 O(n).

Dol APSP B3y B, ib wT D g3 A 0K
R AR AR R = T RS A S T A i
7). T T 430 T LA 4.

3.3 HHAKREENERMER

SR B AR A SCER IR 7 R %
A R IRATT

1) AR E R APSP. (51 4 %5 1 17)

2) B 0 T ece(v) , Hi ece(v) 1R A
BB o S ECREEE. (BIL 455 2 17)

3) MEIFRBEFLIEBUS, r, LA r AR 57 BFS 4.
(B 453 17)

4) BT o WHIRINE L, HF ecc(v). (BIE 45
417)

5) XMFRAN S0, Y L, N AESER AL,
HHICE p, W p LIk o 7 BFS W H A AC R 4, TR
EA L, IR p. (55 4 %8 6—9 17)

6) MR v IARTRFEUENEE p,o ¥4 p BOME L,
WL (B 455 10—12 17)

7) WA B EAE D RE N L PERAMITE,
bt REE R L, T/ NAT R, (k45614 17)

8) FIFH BFS i) #& H 42 D 52 R (B 45
1517)

&i%4 Distributed Computing Diameter or Radius

1:Compute APSP of a graph.

2:Each node v computes ecc(v) :=maxd(u,v) where u#veV
3:Randomly choose a node r,and build a BFS tree rooted on r
4. Each node v initializes L, := (ecc(v) )

5.for each node » do

6: while L, # () do

7: Choose p € L, ,and send it to v’s parent
8. L, =L\ {p}

9. end while

10. if v receives p from a neighbor then

11 L,:=L,Uip}

12. end if

13:end for

14:Node r computes the diameter as max|{ DD e L | and computes
the radius as min{RIRe L, |
15 : Broadcast R and D by BFS tree

7 AR R AR S R

Fig. 7 Distributively computing graph diameter and radius

WEEESE DEFE o) ,582) 4) 1)
TO()5,$3) 8)EHEOD)R,HE5)—06) 4
it O(n) %t BT RIZ 23R O(n).

3.4 HHXKREBEMEK

A3 2R A E B Bk an B 8 B, % Bk )
BB

1) BAT S 0 MR — A2 803 L, X T8
R TCE (BN TR S —MREEXT (d,,s) , Hp
s FRNE  d, TR E] s R ) B E— A & sent,.
(B 58 1—217)

2) XTEFRES S HIS o, WML L, R (0,
v)), Hd (0,0) TR o IR H 0, JF H K
sent,(0,v) W N FALSE, R/ A K 2% 1 B AH X
(0,0) , WIHRIEIET AT 5 s BT S parent (v).
(B35 5% 3—717)

3) X PR, IR AR L, A —
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BT YR % BB X (d,,s) , WA (d,,s) AH
TRAFI L, P/ N T K 3% 3k 1 SR X, 2 5 1%
ST 8 45 HL T A BRAE parent (v) BLIARJE Y 55,
I HiE BB sent,(d_,s) HTRUE, F/RiZEEN T
PR (B 5 5 8—1317)

4) 5 850 ISP w BIENE B (d, ) B, an SR
L, PERAFAERAENT (d! ,s) , MFTERIE ¢ (v) = d! +
d, 5 5 W B W7 R A7 5 3R 2 5 A — N EE XS (d] s)
R d) < d, + 1, WRAAEAEXHFEN (d] ), WA 5
TR L s SR TR SRR XS (- ,5) B, Z 5%
BEEXT (d, + 1,s) AFNRH B E S sent (d, +
1,s) A FALSE, Jf HWf w ARG T s s A9 ACTT R 4R
& parent (v) H.(FHE S5 5 14—2517)

5) B AR g, = min ¢ (v). (5
%5526 17)

6) B HEL2, BA LI g, (LS5
27 17)

7) A ARG E N ¢ = min g, (B35 5
28 17)

SARTRR S AL B S 1) —4) BHE O0(n)
55 AWEO() .5 6) HHEO0(n) 1,5
7) ATE 0(1) f. WILE L 5 B EE & 24BN
O(n).

3.5 HHXKRB=AEIE

A A = MR ENE 9 FoR A AR

1) BT HOE A8 RS B T
R (2655 117)

2) A A o VIR AR i count, M 0. (L 6 56
217)

3) XFFRATT A o, RAFLERRTE T S uw w T
JE ww Z A —SHAHE WK count, 38N 1. (5%

6 %5 3—717)
4) FEHLZEE—T7 5 r, DL r AR EE BFS 4.
(P65 81T)

5) ANRE—AT5 4 v S BFS BT, 0K
count, KR4 BES B R AL 15 5L (B8 6 55 9—11
1)

6) H— A w FEIR A LT 0 BT
& count, B}, w ¥ HARAFE W) count, L count, , WY
Mou BRI KT AR THE  u $5 count,
Sk g AR BFS BRI ACETT A5 (5% 6 35 12—17
1)

&% 5 Distributively Computing Girth

O 00 N N hRW N =

10
11:
12
13
14.
15.
16
17:
18
19:
20;
21
22,
23;
24

:L, = )
:sent, :L,—|{ TRUE ,FALSE |
.if v € V then

L,:=((0,0))
sent,(0,v) :=FALSE

parent (v)= ()

.end if
:while TRUE do

if 3(d,,s) eL,:sent(d,,s)=FALSE then
(d,,s) :=argmin{ (d/,s") €L, lsent,(d/,s")=FALSE}
send(d,,s) to all neighbors except for nodes in parent (v)
sent,(d; ,s) :=TRUE
end if
for v received (d,,s) from some neighbor u do
if 3(d/,s) then
c,(v) :=d +d/
end if
if ¥ (d/,s):d/<d+1 then
Ls=LA( - ,s)
L=L,U{(d+1,5)}
sent,(d,+1,s) :=FALSE
parent (v) = parent (v) U {uf
end if
end for

25:.end while
26:g,=min ¢ (v)

27 ; Using Algorithm 2 to broadcast g,

28 :Each node computes girth g=min g, where ve V

P

17)

K8 A R A
Fig. 8 Distributively computing girth

7) W B = AR count,/3. (1L 6 55 18

&% 6 Distributively Counting the Number of Triangles

1:Each node tranfers which node it connects to its neighbors
2:Each node v intializes count, :=0

3.for each node » do

4 if (v,u) eE,(v,w) €k and (u,w) € E then

5: count, :=count,+1

6 end if

7.end for

8

: Randomly choose a node r,and build a BFS tree root on r

9.if Node v is the leaf of BFS tree then

10:

v sends count, to its parent

11.end if
12:if Node u receives count, from its child » then

13: count,, :=count,+count,

14, if Node u receives all its children’s messages then
15 u sends count, to its parent

16. end if

17 .end if

18 : The total number of triangles is count,/3

Ko AR =M%

Fig. 9 Distributively counting the number of triangles
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PR 1) WRE 0(n/log n) §e, AR AR
ALK AR SRR B AR — A n A (e R — AR
R —A i IR S HARE , WP AL
“17LRE 07 AR R AR AL 0
(log n) D8, IILES 1) 2 TE 2 0 (n/log n) ¥ 7%
W 2) 3) DAHE 0(1) 48,5 4) 5) 6) P
O(D) %, I, 58 2 S RN B2 2 2O O (n/log n+
D) %e.

3.6 HHAKRBAYFLE

SCHRL 16 14 T B oA A0 Eorh oo /Y
Fri iz DA RCCHA [ 11 ] #2 H Y Brandes =)
734 AR . T8 o A ke A =X R v o e AR
B  R) A e R B AR AR BOTT BE Dy A ), e
BR[ 16 ] A3 sBIE R R B2 28 B2 O (n+D) . 3CHR
(16 ] UE W T 20 A A Borb o LAY R

oo )+ FUULTARSE b A RLR . BE51, S0

K[ 17 ik X REALIE E A Bob o0 B R T B A2
A 2GRN E GELEE R (1-¢) e H/NEED %TT
1 FEIE TR AT e, A S 24 B0 O (nlog n+
D) 38 i 2 3CUE W 9 73 A3 2T 5 BELIE E A Koo

BERTR A (D + ——) %SRS 0 st Ny
SRR A
4 HHRETETR

4.1 HHNXTHRKEHR

oA FCTH AR 1A PR e B A i ke 1 i
b s AR IF HAR 2 18 23 Mr R AR A 58 L B 5 2
T T B T R AR B B (D) FE R I [E]
AN ] ke G 2RI S B R/ NS Z BRI, IR A AT A &
[AIREHER AT LAAE O(D) &) figg gk — 4> SR 1 7] 2L
I FEFERRLT | fiff i 26 [51 3 5 n) ill d /Df BE 2
I T) 7 3l 2 o A X IR S ] SO
[ 18 ] Ul BB IE— A DR AR AT U] THIE
AR A M I B 5 B8 1 5 ) 0 SRk [ 15 ] 5 22
[ B — A R B S — AR EAR R Z .
PRI T A X ER ERERRT 478 F
BRI B T A R BT R S
Gt e R T — A B R, AT AT L BE A
R 8 E ) AR 2 A SRR SR g X T — S BRIk )
SRR SRR A, w] U 24 D388 5 52 A BE 1) 1 St )i
e o A 7 P i) 3 i 52 2% T et 2 [ Py B 2%

(D +

log n

Pl ] BT 249 DAy 388 475 2 24 JBE ] AL, DA TG e 1 e £ 52 %
JEE IR RBURY) T 525 B IR TR AT T

4.2 BIEERE

15 52 2 B ph Wk Se A= e SOk [ 19 ] P iicas
HE AR SCFRATT 32 2 AU 38 {7 52 A B A5 3 Ay 451 4 i)
RN LR U 4 A 2T S

FEXU)T A7 2 R BRI oh 7 2 A TR 5
T FRA Alice F1 Bob. B4~ A 4T BIHHA — 4 k
R F AT o e {0,1}" il b e {0,1}" . Alice FlI
Bob P LA B AR AR M T35 — D R h(a,b)
{0,135 x{0,1} " — 10,1} HEHKHEEKIE 1 bit
A R AR S R B R T T € Alice F11 Bob 3T H:
BRI b Fir e S0 HURP R AR Alice F11 Bob #F2R JH 22
L BE AL R % (public randomness) , i 4 pub. % A,
FESRMER R & BFIEES, A € A, /& Alice il Bob
TR b BRE AR o F00 BREOLT , 1H5E A
A3 175 52 A B UM
R™ (h) = min,_, max, . o1y 0 BRI (A(a,b) ).

TR R FEh A R &PEW ry T At
A, b i RS2 2B AN AR AE ) (set disjointness
problem ) .3X ™ [A] U HIWT 2 AN K/ANK |k IEE RS
FASE, BT E @ 1 b o 75 A S AR ) 1 A2 AR 2 1.
BRIPREE X
Dig, (a.b) = i), die [0,k-1] such that a[i] =b[i] =1,

Xof T A — AN 15 52 2% BE ) R, 2% SCRk [ 20 ]
e TR TN REBAN e 0,
RI™ (Disj,) =k, RISK AR AR G ASAHAE ) B3 5 /b 7 22
kR T .

TR v I [E] 52 2% 8 02 P e Ok i 1 10, T
PRI 58 ) i 00 {5 52 2% J32 [ il G e O SUAH KL
R S N7 9 5 22 ] PR R i XA [i] g P 5 ) R
SRS Tl g T

4.3 HHERBEHTETRKEN—IEZ

AR LASCHR [ 15 ] 09 23 A =X H 350 T ) B AR ) A
RG], A 2SR R — a0 A SR R R R A
HIAE SR il 14 22 IR 3108 1) R A A =T S B
AHRRIT T MCHELE BRI SR 1617 ] %5

TR A5 R 2 FERLR A 2 M iE e
TCBR A Alice 1 Bob, PRIt , 78 [n) B | 5 B0k
Kl G Fom R 2 AARHBETRS 6, 1 6, 53 3 EE
X2 MR AERE 6, M G, MR R EIL, A AR
AT HEIE C, AR 75 073, vl L X

otherwise.
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TR At oA SRR IR R RN A 52 2% B (n) R
IXRZRMT

fa6,,c) ,(G,,C)) =f(G) .

ok, X F 4 2 0 B 6, % it &
rae,,c) ,(G6,,C)) B, Alice 18 % #H A
(G,,C,) ,Bob A (G,,C,) fEi% Alice il Bob
R E A, M°(r) 2 Alice i A A BT EAESS
rfERIEIIEE, M'(r) J& Bob i L A B2
TESS r 5 R IE I . Alice F1 Bob 7EIE ¢ i34 7
AR AT

1) Alice 7€ G, FHATH L A, PP ETRERKILS
Bob MTH B A M (r) SRJFHT C, WEERHS r
¥R IEY Bob.

2)Bob 7E G, LHATH D A, P EFREKIKS
Alice FUTH BEES M'(r) BRIGE T C, MEERHES r
BEIEL Alice.

X F A5 R ) P A R A
h:{0,1}F x {0,1}" — {0,1} , AT LA&E ST F 8y
ISESP

Red: {Alice,Bob} x {0,1} " — {(G,,G,,C,) | .

P, X F o2 b %A o, b, AT 5
h(a,b) = f(Red(Alice,a) ,Red(Bob,b) ) .45 &
B AL, v Ll H ST s b B R £
TR RE™ () A B LT
B IE , e, = [C, | B HB—RREFNRZD
AT DUE S Y FURRE, T A5 5]

RE™UD e

e < RS (1)

XSGR, X F—A B 7, iR
AT LK FLUA 24 30 38 5 52 2% BE R 7, I8 4 e vl L g
7 AR H) 2 2% B RGE A7 42 2% BE 22 (W] R &, AT T
A R TR ) R A XA HE SR T LI ] 10 B8R

4.4 HHEXNTEEERTR

PG 10 Fr4 i) N SR fRAESE  iX — 5 s Bk
A el UE B 4 A O R AR B TR

X B B AR TR, 15T R AN A 2 )
FeIR N 0T LA 29 008 20 AT SCHE AR T s fE =
FeJE T B — A0 W R Bk, T BRI
XAERIE L FRATT T 3 e AR TR R 1 AR B
JEE 2 22 /0 AR X T 1R 1 [ i o — A R AR
/N 37 AR LA N 19 3 2 Sk [ 18] &G
WRIAT, —N R [ T 0] LR R O 5 )
R L3S T ABRAR Oy, i R AR R /N T

a b

Red(Alice, a) Red(Bob, b)

\ ,% C),(G,,C))

AA

G
P10 P&T DRI {7 52 2% B8 ) A UA 249 1) — B HE SR
Fig. 10 A reduction framework between distributed

graph computing and communication complexity

3 B RS NF i EAR PR R, AT e LA
HFFRRITREERN T A XA 14k, 3847
HFZORM e — MR ERRS/NT 37 XA R
BT B SGX AN ) R Diam,(G) |, WIHIE AL
FESUH

1, Diam(G) < 3,

0, else.

BRI £ 2] £ I IE 2. QG STk X B
PRI 52 2% B HL A0 28 ) {8 A5 N AR A [l R AR
S5 2R BE LR b, BV EEAS Diam,(G) I
290 Disj, (a,b) FRAMEHSCER[ 15 ] H AT T7 vk
M EARN 3 W SRR TR G, G, B
)77 R AR M B i AT a
b FEH, XA BAR I HI WA Disj, (a,b) BEFRE
e e X F .

DI 2 T E G, MG, , Hrh G, H1 A 1
Loy s Loy iV G, H AL To* " Thoy 5 Tt " Ty iV
B (1,1 ,0<i<j<hk—10F 0 1,_ HHl—
AP (PIFZ AT AR ) ; R 1, 1, JE AR
—ANHLXS G, H ) A ALABORE I ) S 4R AR

2) AR (1,r) G, B G, R —A - 6.

VB ¢, cp , T (¢, ), (c1,0)
(cx,r) T G A2 —AEE A

FEXAF I G, AR 345584 o FI b
K hnidy , o 1A BLAR AR s AL R AT

X TFAFH e e {0,13 % Flb e {0,137 4R
ali] =0, WERH (s lisin)) AR B[] =0, 00
BN (ri modk’rk+Li/kj) .

MR ali]=08F b[i] =0, FEAL,,, 7
Theelivk ] MIFEES N 3 A8k 2. BIAn IR WA ali] =bli] =

Diam,(G) =
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LB 2B AR 2 3 480 2./ 11 45 T —A
{1 ELFR) 75 B3,

Bl WK k=2,a =710,1,1,0] ,b =1[1,0,0,1].
TR L AR o A b TSINEYH, B AP OASTEAE
ali]=b[i]=1,FILEREREH 3780 2

Fig. 11 An illustrating reduction example between

distributed diameter computation and set disjointness

M X FER — A& G 5, s Sr 1T W HESE o i
BHf((6,,C,) ,(6,,C) ) PAEPHERER o
b WhE , FATA] LI IE IR A9 29 ; Alice B %A
M a,Bob B AR b. Alice Fl Bob i i3 H A0 & 1% 18
B E o R b 2 A HE A A R A7 & R 1. B
Disj(a,b) = f'(Red(Alice,a) ,Red(Bob,b) ) =
£(6,.,C,) ,(G,,C)) .0l a T b JEAEAHZE AT AHE S
R B R AN 3, B DI R

) 1, Disj(a,b)=1,

Diam,(G) =

0, else.
2, WATESL T Disj(a,b) F| Diam,(G) Z
X ) i R:™ (Disj,»(a,b) )
]I &R ARG (1), AT LIS 5] 2B
< R (Diamy(G)) . ML #E ¢ #k [15], A
R (Disj(a,b) ) =k ¢, = k, B = logn I
R (Diam,(G) ) = k/log n AN k = O(n) , FrLA

[R5 Diam, (G) BT 5H Q(D + ).
log n

QT SCHNE , 8 — A B EAR R TR/ T 3 1
MERE /N TR R R BAR, R R R BN T
FEIEARR T A 0T L RE™ (Diam, (G) ) KeFmit
S EARE N S B R A 4508 X TR F i 28 L 2R
R A L TR R ERE DT E 2D +
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log n

n
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TR AR A A AR A R 2 8w v ZIRIAF
TE 2 2R84, U AT BE Y B0 H b — 2% 428 1 S AN S AH
XFHE/IN, T 2B A 22 | i 53— 2% B AR DU B AT
S B0 A B 4% BRTCAL KT ST BFS BRI HRAETE A AL
B EHE w v Z IR BYEE RS, R L u AR EE ST BFS
B AT BEAAAESE B IK v s ARAUE R T R, &
A RS I, 43 A1 2 B AR PR
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A A R

A28 Y FE R A SR L6 R 3 i ) R
WM AR SR 52 2% B R SR i 225 S 22 TR b AT 4 v, B 43
A1 2 AR X R R A — N ) TAE.
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Abstract

cal graph analysis problems include computing the graph diameter, the radius, the girth, the clustering coefficient

In recent years, large-scale graph analysis has played an important role in big data computing.The classi-

and various centrality indices.To solve these problems,centralized algorithms generally require square or even cubic
time complexity,which is obviously not applicable to large-scale graphs.In this paper,we aim to briefly review some
low complexity (linear time) algorithms for these basic graph problems from a perspective of distributed algorithms.
In addition, this paper also shows how to prove the lower bound of distributed graph computing by utilizing the com-
munication complexity theory.

Key words graph analysis; distributed algorithm; distributed complexity ; communication complexity ; CONGEST
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