=Yy Y —FDODRENERBET LT X LDIRESE

1BEERALIE S

SHMFE T—42~N—2X Vol.6 No.3 29-39 (June 2013)

O OKBILTLY) THEE M Bl AR R A8
ZftH 2012F12H20H, #$%H 2013548 13H

BE . V=2 x b —FI2E, 721032 XEO vy MR —VHOBINCE b v, IR
FEET 2 F TOREREM?EL 25 V) HEFD 5. KL TR, ZORBEIZHILT 2 720 ORI

% topk MERT VT AL ELT, 3207 NVIT) ALERET S, 1 2HIE, & XE,LMELL1D
O¥RiE 7 7 A VEFIHT 5 Single Index 7V TV XL THA., 2 O0HIE, —FTLITHEL2CENS
R LTS 7 7 AV E Y — 2 v V7T 71230 &Eafi L CTRIF$ 4 Social Index Graph 7V T AL T
5. 32HIE, Single Index 7V T X 4 & Social Index Graph 7V T AL % v MMia 3EiEICE) )
%i%n%iUwF?»jquféé.Tmmx@?~9%mwfﬁ%$m%ﬁof HR, LFEOE Y
AV S WA Single Index 7V T ALADEGETH D, by MK E WA Social Index
Graph 7V TV ALDEHETH A I L ER LI, S5, N7y M’)I/:IUXA BiFs22o07)
T AL DGR 2 FUELFERR L 72,

¥—7— R ERBE, Vv —F, V=Y x iy b=

Efficient Algorithms for Personalized Social Search

Hirok1 M1urab 1) Hironiko Suwal Fujio ToriuMi2 MAKOTO ONIZUKA®

Received: December 20, 2012, Accepted: April 13, 2013

Abstract: In this paper we consider efficient algorithms for top-k personalized social search, in which a
document score is synthesized from the relevancy to the query and social closeness between the searcher and
the author of the document. Since the score is synthesized from the two factors, there are three approaches
for the social search; the first algorithm builds a unified single index that efficiently computes the document
relevancy to the query, and the second algorithm builds a social index graph that efficiently determines the
top-k documents based on the social closeness. The third algorithm switch between first and second algo-
rithms on the basis of the number of documents hits. We use Twitter data to compare the efficiency of the
two algorithms and show that there is a trade-off between them; the social index graph is superior to the
single index approach when the hit ratio of the query is high, because the search space is efficiently reduced

only to the documents whose authors are close to the searcher. From the result we show validity of the

change rule on the third algorithm.

Keywords: information retrieval, social search, social network
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TAEBEN RO RPRONL Y =2 v VAT 14T
T, 2—HFE 7Ly FEKRR 7+ 10— - 75 0 TERIC
FoTEEENDL Y=Yy Ay VT =27 FEOANDDLH
DICEDSWTIEREZIIE L TWE, V=Y v VAT 1 7 E
DUEENRETAIMETIE, 72 EEORESGE L, X
FERE & DL —FRRICIED AT T R ER S /28—
VFITAXRNY =T ¥ =TI L o THRERBE O LS
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EZoNb, Dmirs Y —x Vi —F0f %% R
FEHRSINTEBY, MBEHLERE LDV -2 XY VT T T
FOHEEZHEDOWTEE S NS Friendship [1] 21— %0
L 2 F D { Similarity-based network & 1.—F D HLH
FEZHEED < Familiarity-based network (2] DV — 2 v )b
2y b7 =7 FOL—HFRERICEDS AT THARFEEINT
Wa, LAL, INHOZEOERIEA T 7 REOFIT
Y, PENZICDERBOREIIOVWTEHERLL TRV,

V= V= F OMBERETET B £ TOIRERERH
ST A0, - FRERICEDSS AT TORME L
GEROREALE FEBT 5 ULE DD B, Turtle 5 [3] 1%, 7 =
) BT AEBOBIEIC L > THEATALEESEZRDY
AOBIZ, HEES EORMBPEEOHRTO AT OFmVILE
W2 LT, ROEGEL S 95% maz-score optimaization
IZX o THZREEDOT/O I A PEHIRCTE A2 LEA/RLTW
%. Brown 4] 1, #5iE 7 7 A VDN FEHIZLHFOHE A
ENDOFGHEDNEE TR SN D CEOMBEFHRE R
52 LT, MEMEOBEME R D) D UEEGOKD AR
EiToTWh.

COEIICLEEEVIVNEL D L) AT T DR
BIEFEZ2EZ252 83V —Vvy b —FICBVWTLEE
THhb. LrL, 2—HEMRA 7 IIRREFHRLCEICE
INDHEEIKIE L R\ 720, WAESTERSE D720 DgE
T 7 ANVTIIRYEN 2B L v, F7-, A3 7 0%%E
BT R D720, TRTOLEI L TEED 2 21—
FRIOZ a7 ZHFCEEM T2 2 L, FHEERA v
T 7 ADKEEOBHENSBENTIE RV, L >T
V= ¥y V= F OIRERH 2 AT 57201213, MR
AT OFAELERE BB TE LT LT XL
VETH LD, TNHITIY MAZZ SR REAN T %
Ieidfrbit T,

Lo TRHLTIE, V=t bT—27 EOa—F
RIS A7 2 LEOT VX v ZIHAT 57200
BRI top-k MRET N TY AL RRET D, RETLHT
VT X 4%, Single Index 7V T X 4, Social Index
Graph 7V T XL, NA Ty K7ILITYXLD 3D
DT NI ALTHAS. Single Index 7V T AL, 7
I L EOHAE R NENIFIETELT VT XALT
HhH. ELEIPSHEE L1 O0EE 7 74 V2 HNT,
MEHFEIC L o TUHEFEEZMY AALRIZ, £30F I
LTa—¥RRAIT 2 EHMT 52 LT, MEHREDT
FUURMEET A, WET 7 A VIEREHRZ ST 5
Lo TR EOEE R E 2 FEHLL TWw5b. Social
Index Graph 7V TV X418, 2—HRRA 3T 2R
WCRIECELT7VTY AL THL., EXEZEHREBET LI
SEIL CEAERCEDLE 7 7 4 VL, — RIS
EONWTENLDIE 7 7 ANV EER LT — 7 idE%
Az, MEHETRIBEEELTCED T I 72 HRT L
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LT, MEREFEFRIC -V OERELFITHTES. N7
1) v K731 X 4% Single Index 7V 1) X 4 & Social
Index Graph 7)VIY) XL D2 OO T)VIT) A L%k, 7T
JIZky P A XHEROINI Lo TUYFHEZTHHT S
TNITY)XLTHAH, Twitter DT — % % I\ CTHREFEAL
%47\, Single Index 7V T1) X 4 & Social Index Graph
TNTY XLOWREREE S 22 L, ZORRSSFHE
ENBNA Ty RTIVTY) X LD 2 FHEDSF Y TH
52 L RMERT S,

KL OMBIILTOLEBY) TH 5. 2 FHTIIARGR LA
WRET D topk 8=V FITA AR = ¥ VI —F D7z
DD I3 ODNEN L TN T) ALOFMELT . 3FETIE
Twitter ®7°— % % W T, Single Index 7V T AL &
Social Index Graph 7 )V TV X 2 OHfelLE L, NA T
Uy 7)) XL OEMEDOKGEERAT) . 4 HTIE, A
WHELLZY =y VY —F L AT L THAB, Ego-Centric
Social Network search engine D& ZD Y A7 L% H
WIREG AR T A, 5 ECHEMIZE T bR, 6 T

Fm LD Fiam 2 IR 5

2. Top-k/N\—=VFFA XK= v LY —F

21 XEDNRATYLYT

KW TIE, XHFEORAAT % 3 OOEEY HWVTEIHAT
b, ZOWHUL, 7 1) EXEOBEEIZHEDCTHRIE S
N5 Relevancy, L—HHOBEEOFPEIIFED WTEHA
N5 Similarity, Y=Y ¥ VA v b =27 EOI—FHD
PEEEIC D W TEHE S NS Familiarity, T 4. Similarity
& Familiarity # b8 T —HFEHRAT T LIERZ &1
Th, MRBFILICRLLETH DL —FEHRA T 27
e 52T, MBEKEDOSS—VF T4 X EEHT 5.

MEHEZ u, 71 % q, XEZ I, LFEJIOELET
v(d) L L, X)) ICL->TLEDRAATEFHET .

Score(u,q,d) = aR(q,d) + (1 — a){8S(u,v(d))
+ (1= B)F(u,v(d))} (1)

ald, R(g,d) &2 —FEH{A T, B3 S(u,v(d) &
Flu,v(d)) O % & 5720 DEKLTH S, R(q,d),
S(u,v(d)), Flu,v(d)) IZDFO LI IZERZSNS.

e Relevancy 3L A O HIWIEMMELS LT F A MMERT
HrH2OTHAH. 7L q b UFBEIDHMEETH 5
TF-IDF [5] I22D0W T, XHEH D7 ) High t O3
BETHL tf(t,d) &, 7T ) HEEt 250GXEOH
BUHEE df (t) # O CRHE 2479 . MR RO&30E
BENET5.

R(q,d)=2{mx (”logdf(t])v+ 1>}

(2)
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o Similarity ®E A D HMIX, T —FHOEEIZELT W
BOHEFED LD DL —FELOFBHREIETE
5E9I2TH72DTHY, MFEE v & LHdOIERE
v(d) EDL—HFTT 7 7 A VOFPFEEIEDS N TEHE
ENs. FATL1—F 707 7 4 VIR EN,
BB - BAGs - GRS, AR DODEZLND.
B#FEH u D= 707 74 VESE U, CEOF
Fod)Dr—FTru 774 VEEEZV LT, UV
® Jaccard #2 3% Vv 4. Similarity S(u,v(d)) (£
TOXHITERSNS.

_wav]
[UUV|

e Familiarity 3 A O Hi1, KADITEHRSLKADKAND
BE LIS T v F 7845720 THY), BEH
Y30 d OVERE v(d) EDV— Y v bRy F T =2
DWHEZHERDOWTEEE NS, V=3 hy T —
7120w Td, 7L Y FEMR, 78— /7 4+ 07 FR
R, VTIAL/ARX DL BAI 2= a Yy
DEEE, BAcBEPOBETL I LD WETH L.
e DAL D728, AR TR Ty YOEALZ T
T1 e L7EoR%EE v & LE dOMERE v(d) &
DYRHEE hop(u,v(d)) T HVADY, HADH Y T v IO
ENOTNT) XL OPHRIEE S TH 5. Familiarity
Flu,0(d)) BT X ) ITEksh 5.

S(u,v(d))

(3)

1

F(u,v(d)) = log (hop(u, v(d)) + 1)

(4)

2.2 BREET7INIYXL

KILD/8=V F T4 X RV = v )b —F 3 top-k I
TThY, X)) DRAITICHESIVWTT yFrrani- b
MLk FOXEEZRFFHREEO D, MBWHIL S ) 12
by b AUELREL, R(q,d) 25 % Index lookup
&, S(u,v(d)) & F(u,v(d)) Zat&EL, A (1) 1> TA
a7 OERRTE AT Personalization D 2 DD AT v 7
ICHEILTERDILENTEL., TNENDAT v TOW
IS HEDEZ 5N 575, KL ClImE I
MuRE L E 2 55, Single Index 7 )V T1) A L & Social
Index Graph 7)VT1) X4, D 2 0% flAEbLENA
Ty RTNT) AL iRET 5.
2.2.1 Single Index 7JLJ 1) X L

Single Index 7V TV A A7 1) L LEOHAGETH
% Relevancy Z XIZEMICEHHETE 27V TN AL TH L.
EERBEDOELENHLHEE L2 1 DOmE 7 7 4 V% v
THFRHGEC L 2 CEEAORD AR EAT o 728212, K30
W23 L C—HBEHRA T7 CTH 5 Similarity & Familiarity
TEWT D I ETRERMRDOT F 2 72T 5.

Algorithm 1 Single Index 7 )V T X 4

Require: u : searcher, q : query, k : # of highest documents
Ensure: docs : top-k documents

1: docs <+ empty priority queue

2: D(q) < getDocs(q)

3: for all d € D(q) do {in descending order of R(q,d)}

4: v « author(d)

5: Score(u,q,d) «— aR(q,d) + (1 — «){BS(u,v) + (1 —

B)F (u,v)}
6: Score(u,q,d) «— aR(q,d) + (1 — a){BS(u,v) + (1 —
B)F (u,v)}
7. if docs.size < k or docs.kthscore < Score(u, q,d) then
8: docs «— (d, Score(u, q,d))

9: else if docs.kthscore > Score(u, q,d) then
10: break

RIS FIEREE RO ) B L0 D LR nZ EATRE
ncws 6.
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11: end if
12: end for
HEEER
Ew S
OEEE TEREIET
R(g, d)D

S(uwv(d)), Fluv(d)) @
EHE

| AMCEHRIFESH |

M 1 Single Index 7V ) X LM A X —
Fig. 1 Schematic of the Single Index Algorithm.

1 1%, Single Index 7V T X LIZBT 5 top-k 73—
VFIAR) =T W —=FOFEEHEAMICEKL T
B, MBI TOL)ICETENS. 1) REFRICER S
LEEE D POIUSLACE dIZOWT R(q, d) EHET
5. 2) XEd O v(d) HFET 5. 3) KR u &
E L72AERE v(d) & 2%12, S(u,v(d)), F(u,v(d)) ZEIHH
T2, )R Lo TAITOEEEIT, B kGO
LEEEET 5.

COTNITYXLTIE, XEOEREDRFEICERER
NVt 2 0H 5. LEOEREDRFEIZIX, WHiE 7 7
AN DEILE ID I LHEDOIERE TG Z AT 53R IS
Lo TEFEZER L TWE, — KN GEE7 74 VT
X, EID L AaT7OMTH S, <docid,tf, HEEDNE T
> LW T4 T4 RIIITUF U TENDD,
7 7 ANILEDOIERE DIE#RTDH % authorid & #H oA
A <docid,tf,authorid, HEEDERH > LIEZITH 2
LT, YRR T ORI, YTy VAT 7R
DAZNZ R, Sl % CEERE DR E RIS 5.

Algorithm 1 ZHRET NV TY XL DM FIEEFE L
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Algorithm 2 Social Index Graph 7V T X 4

Require: u : searcher, q : query, k : # of highest documents

Ensure: docs : top-k documents

1: docs <+ empty priority queue
2: Nodes «+ empty queue
3: Visited «— empty list {visited node list}
4: uw — Nodes, Visited
5: while Nodes not empty do
6: w «— Node
7 for neighbor v of w do
8: if v ¢ Visited then
9: v — Visited, Node
10: D(v, q) < getDocDivIdx(v, q)
11: for all d € D do {in descending order of R(q,d)}
12: Score(u,q,d) — aR(q,d)+ (1 —a){BS(u,v)+ (1 —
B)F (u,v)}
13: Score(u,q,d) — aR(q,d)+ (1 —a){BS(u,v)+(1—
B)F (u,v)}
14: if docs.size < k or docs.kthscore < Score(u, q, d)
then
15: docs «— (d, Score(u, q,d))
16: else if docs.kthscore > Score(u, q,d) then
17: return
18: end if
19: end for
20: end if

21: end for
22: end while

TWwb., P kHEENT 5% 21— docs K HET S (4T
. CEEE DI LTHEE SR ZEE Y 7 41V E AW
T R(q,d) %318 35% (472). XFd % Rlq,d) DIEDF
JECTHAG L& d TEIMERE 2 RET 2 (T4). 2—HH
A7 S(u,v(d)), F(u,v(d)) DFtHE L, 237 & %1T
v Score(u, q,d) Z5HHE$ 5 (AT 5). FKEZ, S(u,v(d)),
F(u,v(d)) ® _ERAEZ2E2 v T Score(u,q,d) @ LRl

Score(u,q,d) #5535 (176). 2T, Score(u,q,d)

% H\v»C Threshold Algorithm [7] Z#H$ 5 2 £ T, 5
DITHEE) Y HEE AT A k hoMBHER LT 5 (T
7-11).

ZOTIVTYALOF I, ENEIINTL7T) X
FOWMEE R(q,d) * 1 BEIFIETELZLTHAE. 1FK
BB L26E 7 7 A V5 OSTEERSE O %
BEEAT) ZEDMFETH Y, R(q,d) 1220V TRIFIZIEN
b7z y PICEICH LT, EEFICK (1) EowTRa
TOEREITH) ZENTESD. LA L, topk LEDIER
FHD S(u,v(d)), F(u,v(d)) DEPIRKEVIGEFIZIEZO
FIRiAs) F CARE L v, S(u,v(d)), F(u,v(d)) OEIZD
WTIEY = P LTHEMENTWARWDT, MEED» S Ik
DEERBE D AT TE R 2 AT 5 Z LB TE .
2.2.2 Social Index Graph 7J)v3J 1) X L

Social Index Graph 7 )V IV X A1, MEZ E/EHE &
DFFEE DV TEHE & N A Familiarity % #5602 515
TELTNVI)ALTHD., ELEFFERET L I125E L
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B

5(uv(d))
Fluv(d))
MEE

- EEETEEORMEREEER
- BEEITTILICHLTE Y FXEORE
ER(q, d)DEE

fEfESEIC, ANICEDRITESH
¥

FUkFOXESREE LEMES, FREBEEALTRE

2 Social Index Graph 7V T X AMZALELA X —
Fig. 2 Schematic of the Social Index Graph Algorithm.

TENETNIF L THE T 7 A VEREEL, 2150 OlnE
T7ANE) =¥ )ty T =7 DL—HFRRICH - T
7T 7GR LTy ER A BREREEE L
ELTHRERTY =Y v VT T 7 RERET L0 L [FFIC
I—HERA T OREE L, BERLEREOIE 7 7
ANV EHWTHEELED Relevancy DFIHEE A 3T OEK
2479

2 13, Social Index Graph 7))V T X 2 % FI\ 72 top-k
W=V FFA4 X)) =2 ¥ W —FOFIEEERAIZE LT
Wi, REGDTOL)CET SRS, 1) BREEZ b
ELT, MRESETHEE 1 OEREOWRE 7 7 4 V&R
T5. 2) WRLERE v D S(u,v(d), Fu,v(d)) &k
B b, 3)MERE v OLFEE D POSRFL72HF IS
DWTC R(q,d) DFMEE AT OEEEFTH . 4) ALk
DXEDHEE L WAL, S OIERIEHZ L CRE
T5.

Algorithm 2 1Z Social Index Graph 7V IV A A2k 5
MFEMEOFEMZ T L T 5D, ST EDOIERE & 3R
HOVER G % #5409 A Nodes, Visited x HEL, V—T %
V7T 7 @B THREST S (T 1-7). 1EHE v 5KFHR
% 513X Visited \ZA&EI L, TERE v DRRE 7 7 4 VIS L
THFEMIEZITV, R(q,d) %5183 5 (f78-10). BUfHL
7e#EdISH LT, 237 Score(u,q,d) xit%H 35 L
B:12, R(q,d) ®LRIZEDSWT, ERRA 27 Score(u, ¢, d)
#FMH 4% (47 11-13). Threshold Algorithm % j# i L,
Ik FOMBRERATEET S (1T 14-18). T OFTFEIEHT
LYY AREL VIR D $XTH/ — F%FT % F TfF
bha.

COTNTY XLOF| I, B & HLICIRERT 7 7
T ERET L L THBEO ERE 2 EE L, F(u,v(d)),
F(u,v(d)) DFHE%ETD LD WEERETH D, HoOHL
OIESE T L ICLENFEENTVEDT, XEZLED
EREO R EZLEE L., £72, Rlq,d) #3845
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B df(t) 3BT A lEE VS LEND B
7%, Social Index Graph 7V I A LTI, HEET 7 1 )V
RVERCE LB T A 700, RIS AT ER L df(t)
D% fR¥EE L TB . Threshold Algorithm (& S(u,v(d)),
F(u,v(d)) 2 ZHIATHNI, BMEED?S HEHEOTWERE
2 HNEICHIEN 72 top-k LEDMENWHETH 5.

2.23 NAT Uy R7ITY XL

ZOTIVIY AL, 2.2.1 THTH L7 Single Index 7
VT X4 & 2.2.2 IHTHHH L 72 Social Index Graph 7 )V
TNVALD220%, YINEZTHEHTAILIZL>TET
VIT) ALOFEEZFIRAT A7 VT ALTHA. Single
Index ld b v MEAOKE BB IZoN, IDEE-ATKRE (&
HEFEZOLNL, ZUELy PLAELEORZTFAITO
EEE AT LELRH B T IR T A, Social Index
Graph &, v b T2 UENLVITLE, EREDOEKET
top-k LEPMEET A WHEESEHVOT, by MIATRKE
B BIZONIDEREMAVNS S BB ENEZLND.

COTNITY)ALATEEREIZ2DO0T VT XL%EY)
DEZDLIMEDRETH L., TTFHLI-—TEEEL, #
Bovy NVEHFREED 7 ) L COREMEZFRIT 5.
FORREH T, FREFRLOTIVITY XLIZDOWT, b
B A B AR, 7T ) 2y b A ER R M 2SR
LB LD RIIRS ATV, 22007V T ) XL DOVERE
AR B LHEE SN, W ORYFEMR DI & 2
DFEL v MR ET 5.

ZOT VT X LT Single Index 7 )V T XA THW
51 DODOKELREET 7 1)V E, Social Index Graph 7 )V
TYALTHWD, T—FR-RPEERMT SN T2 55E
SNTHRE 7 7 A VO 2 FEDEE T 7 4 VE BT 540
BB, LELh—HERBL TIRE T 7 A VOFED
K& b, LaL, IWEERIZDWTIX, Single Index
TIT) ZLAHBAF e v ML WA L, Social Index
Graph B"AF b v NS L WIEEDOZENENDRIT
RHZ B0, 7TV T Ay MIUKTFEE T, Bl
% topk X—=VFFTA XY=Ly VI —FHARTH 5.
FEBOMBRL Y T, AV—Ty MNEA L&D
HiY® 53T —EAZ LS WL ) ICiE T 7 1)V
EEOTELENT LIS THL. BMET 7 (V%
ZEALT HIINA 7Yy F7TIVT) AL %52k
T, $HEALT S L RIS ERZ M LS5 2 L0k
7% 5.

£1 KT7TNVIT) XL =
Table 1 Complexity of Algorithms.

TN T) XA =
O(wlogT + h + llogk)
h h
Social Index Graph  O(m(wlogT + —) + m— log k)
n n

Single Index
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2.2.4 7ILIJYXLOEEE
ENEOHERE T, 7T |IZETNLHERE w, b
MMiz b, FTHU) T TIEHR L2CERT [, 22—V
o, FTHUD FTIERLIAEREDOEE m &35 &,
BB SROFERIIR 1 DX ) IEEINS,

Single Index 7V T AL TIE, 7T )IZHEETNLKH
LI ARNT THEA VT v 7 ARFERELTEYD
HEEIZey ML XEESTHETEL (ZA M wlogT),
sx)iley bEAELEZIGETS (TAMDIA). Y
MLZXEZ L IZRA T T A % 4T\ Threshold Algorithm
HWT R kFOSCEEZFET S (T A M8 logk). —
77, Social Index Graph 7V I X4 TlE, &XEIIn 5
HXNL7D, 1 N\OEREDIZE 7 7 A VT )|l y
M EOBIITE L L b RAIICE T 2 30E K
I3 Threshold Algorithm (2 X W VEE#E m N3& 5. b8
KEVWEE, m<<n &), 2ROFTHEEIV/NS RS,

3. MEEERVE

T BESEAT €13 Single Index 7V T A A & Social Index
Graph 7 VTV XL D 20D T )V T1) X L DIEERR % 5]
B ETETNT) XLDOURIFBERT. $7220
BREHNTNALA Ty TV TY) XL 082 Hkilke v
MADFZ B R TR T 5.

3.1 F—&a2tvy bk

FHECH VW5 DX 201143 A 5 H b 3 7 24 HIZHxAE
ENT: Twitter DY A — T =% ThH b, REFTIE, A
viay (BRICEFEND @ScreenName) HHEICV — v
WAy NI =2 B fHT L, 722218, 2—F AP a1—
PBOGIENLRFLHEMLGE, -V AP
BIZxLTHRBIZ Y YABRONDL 2 L% 5. 72721, &
NV A—=FEFEARNY VA - NIEF RV, T—FDFF
MER 2R, 1 VA= MIEIFNLLTHITFY 514
LT TH5b.
ZETNT)ZALTHWAA YTy 7 ADY A X%K 3
T/ARY. WEOEE 7 74 0VIE, —KNICETHREICH
WD OISR DO EREN D b DTH S, Single
Index 7 VT AL THHATAA v 7 v 7 ZONFU, fniE

+* 2 Twitter 7— % OFEA
Table 2 Overview of data sets of Twitter.
EH -V oV CTYTI o U
69 M 108 K 1.3M 12.8

K3 KETNITYZALDA YTy 7 ADH A X
Table 3 Size of indexes.

JHHE DLE T 7 A
14.8 GB

Single Index
25.7GB

Social Index Graph
20.3GB

33



IEHMAIPHASH/YEE T —42~N—Z Vol.6 No.3 29-39 (June 2013)

77 ANV174GB, FRETE L 72 S(u,v(d) & F(u,v(d)) D
T—%83GBTHH, 47 25.7GB TH 5. Social Index
Graph 7V T ALATHHT A4 v 7 v 7 AONRIL, iz
B7741201GB, V=Y ¥ V757 15MB, 2—¥FD7
o7 74V 150MB ®O&E 20.3GB T& 5. Single Index
TNITY AL TIREEET 7 4 VISCEOEREHBRZ
HGLTWwb728, @EOIRE T 7 4 VIZHTIRE Y 7 1
VDA XHPKEL A, Social Index 7V T XL Tl
I TEIILEEGE L CEHE 7 7 A Ve HET 572
®, Single Index 7))V TV X4 &KL CHE T 7 4 VD
B4 X 15% B L TV 525, S(u,v(d) & F(u,v(d))
DFEFAFEDIARE L7280, &R E LTI 20% T 1 XHV
S o TWnAh,
ISERHOWEIZIE, MRFL L TEL—Fnrb5T v
F A2 1,000 L—HEEIRL, HEs ) 3 LEFNS
5,000~100 Tk v M9 5 X9 HEE 100 FEL SR L7z, H#
ELT, B4ty MEEM 20 FOHEERT. top-k
MO BT B = 100 & L7z, k Offlx Threshold
Algorithm |2 X %5 A3 7 DEKEHHE THIET X 5 CHEH L
MRS BA, & XERIH LT EDHEITH51/h S VW&
1 Single Index 7V T X L & Social Index Graph 7 )V T
DALOWMT7 VT AL E D, &y bCERICHT I8
R ORBRICZEILIZ D v, k DEIVNSI W EiE, B
ERDOTERN L NE V) ZEZERLTEDY, Single
Index 7 )V T XA & Social Index Graph 7V T XL D
7V ) X2 &b et R g £ C IR IR B AN S
N5, kOMEIPIKRE WIS, W7ILT) X4k HhL
B 2 CEBDEINT 5 - 0REHRIEEL 2 5.
REBRTIE, T—FOHEIN 200 FOHFEFICE TN L H
EOBWT, BE 2R 720 2 TR EOHEZ T L
WHEOWIEZ4T) . O L) REFEOHEAEO R CHIME
JEN S\ B 100 HGER, 2—F7H 774 IV EED D,
COI—=FT1 7 7 4 VEEE I Similarity Z51HT 5.
AREBETHW, £4072)12B80WT, 728213 K]
V) 7 ) R WA OBRFERERIE, MREEDPO AT,
Similarity % Familiarity O\ EEE DK T 2 15HA
HNns., KREBTIE, 2011 FITHE L ZHTHARARKELFD
Twitter D7 — % # HWTWb 728, Wik, #HK, FIZH
T HIEMPRERRIIL CBNDL LERONS.

® 4 JLERHOHEICHWRERRE (v v MR 20 B
Table 4 Top 20 queries using for the experiment.

AL HEE
1 FiE 6 nhk 11 i B 16 LA
2 HA 7 AXZ 12 L= 17 Ea2
3 w8 g 13 HiTE 18
4 Hulo9 ik 14 it 19 %4
5 A 10 EEEE 15 —=2—2R 20 #HuE
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3.2 ERIRE
FEERICHW/ N—=F 27 BIXUY 7 by 2 7 OEER
R5DEBYTHA.

3.3 R

3 (%, Single Index 7V T X 4 & Social Index 7 )V
TN A LxHWigE0 7 T )l v  LoCERE, o
ERHEERL TS, 7))y PLAEREE, &
LEPTHEZONZ7 D)y b ATEOGKREEL
TEY, MEMHELLTEDSL Lk FowE L ITRL
LHAETH 5. Single Index 7V TV XL T, 7T
oy b L723CERS LR ERE R AR IS 2 @1a)
RERONSE. Zhid, LTEORAITHEDOHEIGERT S
b DT, Single Index 7V T XA 4lE, 7TV IZky b
BHYLERBRNCTNTHIGEL, T2 LEICH L TA
AT DEREITHEEAIT) 720 TH 5. Social Index Graph 7
VIT) ALTIE, 722k y b L72CEBOBEMIZE D
%o T, IWERBOKEZEHIRONE. ZOoT7 VT
AL, MEZEEZHRLICY =Yy Vi b7 — 27 ZIEES
THEL, EBOEREDOEDILMELIT) FETH Y,
FAT k RIS T B SCEDOIERCE DS, O 21— IR E
ENBWGEI, BELRENTEICRL. &2 XELEDD
Iy N AR LEOEDL VS, EEOERE DS
vy NCEOIERETH LR E R 5720, RRN
GETBYY AT LW TH S,

4 3RO EREREZ, 7)1y N ATEDN
L R(q,d) OFH %479 Index lookup &, S(u,v(d)) &

=5 MRS

Table 5 Environment measurement.

CPU Intel Xeon 3.06 GHz
Memory 12.0GB
OS Windows 7
Bl Java SE 6
EXERITATT) Lucene 2.1
H AR RE S A Sen 1.2.2.1
*
1500 + Single Index
m Social Index Graph
. .
¢ -
o * *
£ 1000 ‘e
b0 . . -
2 so0 R .
e * *
* *
*
."f'- R LT -
[ | Sy w
0 500000 1000000

HTYIzEyhLI=XEH
3 22007 NI XALADIRERKE 7 ) IZe v b g5 CEHE

Fig. 3 Response time and the number of documents.
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+ Single Index (Index lookup)

© Single Index (Personalization)

m Social Index Graph (Index lookup)

0 Social Index Graph (Personalization)
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2 o o 7 " il. [ ]
oo 0 ho
0 ® o® o oodm 8 gy °

14 . .
0 500000 1000000

HT)IZEyhL=XXEH
4 %70V T X L% Index lookup & Personalization (2§ %
IR

Fig. 4 The response time that Index lookup and Personaliza-

tion takes.
1000000
K 4
X DMK R
100000 AR TN
i PN
ﬁ ?(’ 10000
+~
U
e
£ i 1000 ]
£y e W RS B n L
&
= I 100
)
é +\~‘; 10 * Single Index
== m Social Index Graph
FR )
0 } . T
= 0 500000 1000000

JIVICEVRLE=XEH
5 Threshold Algorithm |2 & 27541 ) F CIZFHET 5 308K
LrIVICey MY AEK
Fig. 5 The number of the documents making a hit for the

number of the documents and a query to calculate by a
break by Threshold Algorithm.

F(u,v(d)) OfF & 2 a7 OFKEHR %17 Personaliza-
tion D2 DODAT v FIZHGEILT, HEOWHREEKL TV
% . Single Index 7 )V TV X LT, Index lookup DILE
Bz v ML TH 100 msec FELEDLE L 7202
% > TV A5, Personalization ([ L Cldk v MK
B> TRIFIZHEM L Tw 4. Social Index Graph 7V 1)
A2V TIE, 72T bty MDD VEED
Index lookup DIERERNZL, IKFEHO -2 HER L 2ITN
X b wnizd, EL > TWwh. Personalization 2B L
TIHMERE DIFENAETH Y, 222 S(u,v(d)), F(u,v(d))
DEWMAEHTH A Z & L, Threshold Algorithm 2%
MICERRE L T\ B 728, 0B ASH .,

F72, M7NT) ALZE o TEEREFETH S Thresh-
old Algorithm DZIF DWW T S 5 IZFEM 2 SR % B & A
123 5. 5%, 22071 3T) ALIZBIT 5 Threshold
Algorithm O&H%E K L T 5. Single Index 7V T X
L D4, Threshold Algorithm O&JFIE, 7 =)l v
A XERICMZ T, Bk fEoSEDO R T T 541
YIRS 2, 7 )icey b3 AXERICKH L TR
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# Single Index (a=0.25,=0.5)
A Single Index (a=0.75,=0.5)
® Social Index Graph (a=0.25,8=0.5)
o Social Index Graph (a=0.75,8=0.5)

3000 - N R
A
2500 L &
2000 a .
. * *
* A
1500 - “ L, .

TS BERE / msec

0 500000 1000000
HIUISEyh LB
6 o =0.250.750=0.5 OEDISEEERE
Fig. 6 Response time (a = 0.25,0.75,3 = 0.5).

# Single Index (a=0.5,8=0.25)

4 Single Index (a=0.5,8=0.75)

m Social Index Graph (a=0.5,3=0.25)

o Social Index Graph (a=0.5,3=0.75)
A

ISE B / msec

0 500000 1000000
HI)ITEYLE=XES

7 a=0.5,6=0.250.75 DG DL
Fig. 7 Response time (a = 0.5, 3 = 0.25,0.75).

WIAZHEINT 5. Social Index Graph 7))V T1) A ALIZBW
TiE, Single Index 7V T X4 & [b# L T, Threshold
Algorithm ORIFEAK E W,

R (1) DEATH D, o, B OMEEILSEHEOIE
B OMEZIT). B 613, a=0.25 0.75, 3=0.5 DY
HAOIERHOMTCTHL. B 71E, =05 =025,
0.75 DGEDINEREMOMT TH L. MBHOERTH S
a, BICHIFL CTHEAITAENZALT 5720, BRI
BABLDLN, vy NI WEAIZ Sin Index 7V T
AL EHETHY, v MEIAKE VYA Social Index
TN T ZLDEETH D &) PEREFFEII 2L L v,

34 NATUy R7ILIUILICEIZE2E%EE Y
ML DAREE

3OMERLY, Iy T LUERDS DRV
A%, Single Index 7V 1) A 477 Social Index Graph 7
VT XL L) BIDERMAEL, 72135y b
¥h % 413 Social Index Graph 7V T X A B
2SR WS DR TE 72, N 7Y v K7L T X 4
1281 % Single Index 7 )V T A L & Social Index Graph
TN T X LD RYFEMROZE S HEE S B U 2 il
vy MIE b B E, ZEMGEEEHWT hy 04
FRGE L7z, BT 10 & L. BV —TTh, BHEM
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K6 K/NV—TTHEENI hy EIYHE r OfE
Table 6 Value of hs and r estimated in each group.

1 2 3 4 5
hs | 59,739 59,779 58,288 60,147 57,953
0.852 0.844 0.841  0.861  0.850

6 7 8 9 10 SFHH

56,857 62,193 56,912 59481 58,784 | 58,940.9

0.840  0.843  0.842 0.850  0.841 0.846

L, BODIZV—=TDOF =7 LTT AN 24To72. 2
Tz y b L2EHD b, K OB;A 13 Single Index
TIT) XL % FCIGEDOIERMAE L, hy LEDO
413 Social Index Graph 7 )V 1) X 4 O i & R 2555 <
LAGEDONETHL, Whxr Z5H L. ZOHR%E
R 6 IIRT.

B ORI 0.846 TH o 72, hg, 7 EDITKT
W—THOEINE L, PRSI REVI ENs, [
SRS L B EMEY v NEOHEE I RUTHL LE
ZoNb, LoT, "M 7)Yy F7TVIT) X2 N5
&ET, 7V IZk y M B CEBIRAFE T top-k /¥ —
VFIARXRY) =Ty VY —F D THLENR D,

4. BEME

V= b —F IS AR, B TR A R
R UMBREEE & 55 A 0198 &, B I I o 45 <2 I 2%
EOHNEE OB RE & 3T 2D 2 oD 5. £h
FN 41 HTIEIREICET A58 %, 4.2 B E i
MIZBES B AT 2 @S 5.

4.1 V= vl —FICHWSLNZXOT

V=X WV —FIHWS N A a7 O, —
VFIARXDEMECTHET DI EDTED, REERD/N—
VFTA AP ENBWIRIEE LT, 2—F D8 ST
2DV T X STV TY) AL TH D, FolkRank[8),
SBRank[9], SocialPageRank, SocialSimRank [10] % 25%%
EEINTVD, 2R LINSIEIARMROM R L T 58—
FIAXRY =2 v W —FIZET HHEETE 2.

BEHER DNV F 54 DI HIREIE, FITRTE
PO R EDY =2 v VT T O — IR
VDb D%\, Bender & [1] 1%, Z— VR OHEEC
O WTEIRE EN D Friendship &\ ) 18IEE YV — 2 v )b
v T —=27xF LT PageRank D% 2 5 %M L7z User-
Rank EAEDLETCLEOAIT ) Y 7IZHWDL I L %
R’ELTWS, 72, Carmel b [2] (T2 —FELOHPE
CHBED2OORRL )=V xRy N T =2 2HkD
CHEEEARELTVL. 2—F 707 7 4 VORUE%
9 Similarity-based network & L — VR OPEE KT
Familiarity-based network @ 2 DD A I T2 & o THZHE
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RON=VF T4 X270, ET—F MO THHREERED
ARIMEEBFEL TV A, ABEIIS T TR IN TV
oz, I-HFHOBBREH V=V I XY —
VUt — T BRSO R L) s b o T
H5.

4.2 V- v LY —FOERIL

IN=VFFARARY =y v —FOEHLEHERT 5
Feife LT, Aa7EK, a7 7 AV ERWo#Ee3GE
DRSS, Z—HWEHRAI T ORSE, O3 TICHETLHI L
NCEL, FNENOWRIZOWTLUTCREL {33 2.

BROHGESL A a7 2 FIHT 256023 T HBICE L
T, HEEOMEMANER R A 2 7 OFMENER BT 5 0F5e08
HENTWS, Turtle b [3] 1, 72 2 MK T 28 KD
HEFIZL o THAET 2 LEEG TR AL, HiEZE
DIWFEEDFTH AT T DOENLEIIT LT, ROHEE
AEASEL L THREOI/O A MEEIRTE 22 L
R LTWwb. Brown[4] I&, HEE 7 7 4 VDN FHEIC
WEOBEEANDEGRIENE T ENL LEOMBEE
WeRIET 52 LT, MBEMROBEME Y ) HUEFEES
DR AR EFTo>TVD, I—FHRAITIE, 72U R
LEOWNEIKAE L W EITA, ED MRS T &R
b1, BELEOHUSD 720 DE 7 7 4 LV TIIRHE
AL C &S, EED 2 2 —WIZET 5 A3 7 % B
JTHMT 5 Z 81, FIEESCEROBELOHENTI
L,

WA 7 7 A V& F 72l A SCEIG O B2 oW T h
Fx fff5e057% SNCTWwb. Zobel & [11] I3HEE T 7 1V
B 5, MREETN, EMTE, A%y 7)) A MRLEHED
FEAINE D T Fe 25 0 @ AL 12D W THEIBERY IZ ) — XA L
THEY, MK A N OHIRICIZHZED HIBBEE R 2 2 7~
DHELBRI 5 72858 7 7 A VDR Z DR TH 5
ERRTWE, ZOHTL, Anh 5 [12], [13] OIFFETIE,
MBS HFEIR SR E SNEMREFEMICFEITTE S
LB 7 7 A VORSEFEEREL TV L, BEEOE WL
FNEIHRE 7 7 A VEET L2 LICL T, ImE7 7 4
VOBEONEE B % $ 5 2 & THREFBROE R
EEREHL TS, Chen 5 [14] 1&, Twitter D7 — % D
HrElE EAL L G ORI BHE 7 7 A )V ORI
FIELTWA. BET 7 A VIR OB EZHOIAR,
70y 7 EATHEYIT) LT, FHtkomuERTE
MLCEOMBEOBRILEZER L TE, s D%
X, BB 7 7 AV EET ABICRO SN BEREICL o
TXEZHEMNT 2FEZREL TN,

PERIFFETIRE SN TV B FHEERIIFETIRET 5 Fik
EDEVIIREE MG T L LEOA AT HHNTVD T
Thb. HERMIEOTHTIE, MEHIEKEL 2WITED
AAT7EFALTVL 720, T XNTOMRBEIIIEBD 7 —
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AWF7E THRZE T A Single Index 7))V I AL TiE, 1k
BHEDIERZEE 7 74 VIHORALZ L I2L-T, &
B DR EZ I L T\WwA. T 72, Social Index
Graph 7V T XL TlE, ik T I25Esh, v —
VXNT T TDOL—FERICK o TR INEE 7 7 4
NVEHWD Z L& 5T, WMEBRHIPHZ BRI W ERE 12
RETAHI LT, BELRBENTRETHDL. Floby b
DRNZE > TRIFEN R AT OFENEFEL 5720,
NATYy RTLVI)ZALIZEST, 22007 VT XL
EYNBEZLZETey MRIZEIOLTICEdE LY — 2 v b
H—FEFEHLTWAES.,
I—HFEBRAITOREI A MWK TOERTH
B, NeMBEWNRETDLYV— VYV —FLL I THD
Aardvark [15] TlZ, BEEL7cY — v v V7T 7 RELE T 7
AWV 5 2 & T, MERFIT 52 —-HFEM/RAT
DEEZBUSZEB L T 5b . AR TEFEMETEI LT
7% Single Index 7V 1) A L TIXICHE [16] O FiEx A
T2 - WM kDT 5. Social Index Graph 7
VT AL TIEIRERFICI— OB ZFE L Wb 7z
O, YRR TT 2N B 720 ORI 7% LFRATLE
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5. Ego-Centric Social Network search
engine

Frlzy—v vV —F 1Y [Ego-Centric Social
Network search engine] *f5EL72. ZOH—F1r T ¥
EB 8 D& ICHFTMRAE 2 MO L TERT S, X
EOHEEOARIL > TRIBE SN AITIZLET VX
7" (Nomal Search : /&) & (1) Lo TRIE SNz A2
TIZE 5T %7 (Social Search © £) @ 2 D DOME#E

8 Ego-Centric Social Network Search System o [j[i
Fig. 8 UI of Ego-Centric Social Network Search System.
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[63] Author:
Path: 84809,44155,103370,36816, [3-HOP]
@ . WO, < E T ) (47)

D]

(1 Author:
Paih: 84809,75807,88, [2-HOP]
R

[64] Author: =
Path: 84809,26323, [1-HOP]
EFSFHETREIAS LT, (4117)

2] Author: %
Path: 84300,20003,44485,1596, [3HOP]
TS

65] Author. =
Path: 84809,42233, [1-HOP]
ANRBNIES TREEL TET © (4880)

3] Author:
Path: 84300,7308,49552,7024, [3-HOP]
e

[66] Author:
Path: 84809,42233, [1-HOP]
P+ 2 $2 105 o RERER 20721 (4590)

4] Author. ***
Path: 84809,22082,4428,417, 8002, [4-HOP]
B

[67] Author: =
Path: 8480952575, [1-HOP]

9 I SHEEE ORERKER
Fig. 9 Retrieval result (“Hinan”).
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Path: 106150,31275,12331,41128,10542, [4-HOP]
NH K THofoRFOEiE T e .

1 Author: OO
Path: 106150,34378,70981,67372,52966, [4-HOF]
K

[187] Author OO
Path: 106150,65506,33096,20960, 11496, [4-HOP]
fak LT Bnofe

[2) Author: QOO
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[188] Author- OO0
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BB g ERIZ DL !

3] Author: OO
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gk

[189] Author: QOC
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fak T o TEET

[4) Author: GO0
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ek !

[190] Author: QOO
Path: 106150,26103,99091,94770.13375, [4-HOP]
4HIFfEKERDDPL D,

[5] Author GO0
Path: 106150, 65506,38095,20960,31, [4-HOP)
faokiid

[191] Author. OO0
Path: 106150,31275,50975,51722,13547, [4-HOP]
BTGB RO KRR !

X 10 Normal Search |2 & 2B FEOUHET VX2 7 (7 1)

u,l:é\j 77)

Fig. 10 Retrieval result of normal search (“Kyu-sui”).
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Path: 40577 76626, [1-HOP]
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TR o 3 E LR htp: - (2002)
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[19] Author: GOO RT@ (] $EOR, SAERINELL, 5
Path: 40577,18933 90025, (2-HOF) B34 DO TERR, FFOEEE AN St
RT@ FRERETO LT TRR AT RS UL ESUTHMBEIIAB LGN BT 5STHNE
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11 HWmFEH A, B, C, DOMEFEFHR . XxHF I F7 (F 1)
KT

Fig. 11 Ranking of documents of searcher A, B, C and D
(“Kyu-sui”).
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12 WA A, B, C, D ORERE MEHELY bT—2 (U
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Fig. 12 Author’s network of searcher A, B, C and D (“Kyu-

sui”).
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