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ABSTRACT

SimRank, proposed by Jeh and Widom, provides a good
similarity score and has been successfully used in many ap-
plications (e.g., web spam detection, collaborative tagging
analysis, link prediction, and so on). There are many algo-
rithms proposed so far to compute SimRank, but unfortu-
nately, their computational costs are very expensive.

In this paper, we propose a very efficient algorithm for
SimRank. We first observe that the computational difficulty
of SimRank comes from the “non-linearity” in its definition.
To reduce this difficulty, we introduce a novel technique lin-
earized StimRank that gives a linear formulation of SimRank
that computes exact scores. Note that the similar (and much
simpler) modification has already appeared in some papers
and they claimed that it is equivalent to the original Sim-
Rank. However, we point out that their modification com-
putes some scores that are different from SimRank (Indeed
there is a counterexample to that claim).

Our algorithm, which is based on the linearized SimRank,
consists of two-phases: the preprocessing phase and the
query phase. The algorithm first estimates some parameters
in the preprocessing phase, and answers single-pair, single-
source, and all-pairs SimRank queries in the query phase.
The preprocessing runs in almost linear time, which depends
on the (arbitrarily) desired accuracy. Once the preprocess-
ing is done, we can answer a single-pair query in O(T'm)
time, a single-source query in O(T2m) time, and the all-
pairs query in O(T?nm) time, where n and m denote the
number of vertices and edges, and T' denotes the number
of iterations. Concerning space complexity, the algorithm
only requires O(m) space for all phases. Note that these
complexities are almost optimal.

We conduct our experiments to implement our proposed
algorithm. For small networks (n < 1,000,000), the algo-
rithm only takes a few minutes for the preprocessing and
answers a single-pair query in 100 milliseconds and a single-
source query in a few seconds. It can also answer the all-
pairs query for networks of size n < 100,000 in a reasonable

time. For large networks (n > 40, 000, 000), it requires a few
hours for the preprocessing and answers a single-pair query
in about ten seconds and a single-source query in a few min-
utes. To the best of our knowledge, this is the first time to
scale up to such large networks. We compare our algorithm
with the existing results, and it is 1000 times faster than
them.

1. INTRODUCTION

In recent years, much effort has been devoted to extracting
useful information from large graphs. With the rapidly in-
creasing amount of graph data, searching graph databases to
identify vertices has become an important research problem.
This is because vertex similarities play a central role in many
applications: link prediction [27], graph clustering [38, 45],
spam detection [14], and recommender systems [2]. These
techniques adopt a link-based similarity measure, which com-
putes the proximity between two vertices based on the paths
connecting them.

The development of similarity search algorithms between
web pages is motivated by the “related pages” queries of web
search engines and web document classification. Both ap-
plications require efficient evaluation of an underlying sim-
ilarity function, which extracts similarities from either the
textual content of pages or the hyperlink structure. In this
paper, we are only interested in the hyperlink structure mod-
eled by the web graph, with vertices corresponding to web
pages and directed arcs to the hyperlinks between pages, be-
cause in contrast to textual content, link structure is a more
homogeneous and language independent source of informa-
tion and it is more resistant against spamming.

Several link-based similarity functions have been suggested
over the web graph. Functions introduced in social network
analysis, like co-citation, bibliographic coupling, utilize only
the one-step neighborhoods of pages. To exploit the infor-
mation in multi-step neighborhoods, Jeh and Widom [16]
proposed SimRank for the similarity search in the World
Wide Web. The idea behind SimRank is:

two pages are similar if they are referenced by
similar pages.

They formulate this intuition by the following recursive def-
inition of SimRank:
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Table 1: Complexity of SimRank algorithms. n denotes the number of vertices, m denotes the number of
edges, d denotes the average degree, 7' denotes the number of iterations, r denotes the rank for low-rank

approximation.
Algorithm Type Time Space Technique
Proposed Single-pair O(Tm) O(m) Linearization
Proposed Single-source  O(T?m) O(m) Linearization
Proposed All-pairs O(T?nm) O(m) Linearization
Li et al. [26] Single-pair O(Td?n?) O(n?) Random surfer pair (Iterative)
Fogaras and Récz [11] | Single-pair — 1 — 1 Random surfer pair (Monte Carlo)
Jeh and Widom [16] All-pairs O(Tn2%d?) O(n?) Naive
Lizorkin et al. [31] All-pairs O(T min{nm,n3/logn}) O(n?) Partial sum
Yu et al. [42] All-pairs O(T min{nm,n*}) O(n?) Fast matrix multiplication
Li et al. [25] All-pairs O(r4n?) 0(n?) Singular value decomposition
Fujiwara et al. [12] All-pairs O(r*n) O(r?n?)  Singular value decomposition
Yu et al. [40] All-pairs O(n3 + Tn?) O(n? Eigenvalue decomposition

where ¢ € (0,1) is a decay factor, which is usually set to
¢ = 0.8 [16] or ¢ = 0.6 [31]. While there are several algo-
rithms proposed so far to compute SimRank scores, unfortu-
nately, its computation complexity (in both time and space)
is very expensive; see Table 1. The naive (and original) algo-
rithm, which is proposed by Jeh and Widom [16], requires
O(Tn?d?) time and O(n?) space, where n and m denote
the number of vertices and edges, T' denotes the number of
iteration, and d is the average degree.

2. CONTRIBUTION

In this paper, we shall reduce the computational cost of
SimRank. We are not interested in approximate (heuristic)
approaches [8,18] that do not actually compute SimRank,
but we seek for the exact solutions for SimRank.

We propose an algorithm that is based on a novel tech-
nique, linearized StmRank. We shall observe that the com-

putational difficulty of SimRank comes from its non-linearity.

Hence we introduce this technique to give a linear formula-
tion of SimRank that computes scores exactly. Note that
the similar (and much simpler) modification has already ap-
peared in some papers (e.g., [12,25,40,41]), and they claimed
that it is equivalent to the original SimRank. However, we
point out that this “simpler” modification computes some
scores that are different from SimRank® (and we experi-
mentally show that the scores based on this formula may be
different from exact SimRank scores by as much as 0.1, see
Subsection 7.1 and Remark 2).

Our algorithm is a two-phase algorithm that consists of
the preprocessing phase and the query phase. In order to
achieve the desired accuracy, we need to estimate the param-
eters for a given network. This is done in the preprocessing
phase. In the query phase, using the estimated parameters,
we can answer the following three fundamental queries for
SimRank:

1. Single-pair SimRank: Given two vertices i,7 € V.
Compute a SimRank score S;;.

2. Single-source SimRank: Given a vertex i € V. Com-
pute SimRank scores S;; for all j € V.

3. All-pairs SimRank: Compute SimRank scores S;; for
alli,jeV.

!Not mentioned in the paper [11].
Indeed, a counterexample is given in Ezamples 1 and 2 in
Section 4 (also see Remark 1).

Note that the most of existing methods can only solve the
all-pairs query, but in practice single-pair and single-source
queries are also, and sometimes more important. Our method
can answer all of these types of queries.

Our algorithm has the following appealing features:

e Efficient in time: The preprocessing takes O(T'LRn)
time, where T' is the number of iteration of SimRank,
and L and R are the parameters that are estimated for
the accuracy of the algorithm; see Section 6 for details.

Once the parameters are estimated, in the query phase,
the algorithm only takes O(T'm) time for a single-pair
query, O(T?m) time for a single-source query, and
O(T?nm) time for the all-pairs query (that applies
single-source queries n times). This is the first linear
time algorithm to compute SimRank. Moreover, for
a sparse network, the complexities for a single-source
query and the all-pairs query are almost optimal (be-
cause we definitely need O(n)).

It is also worth noting that our algorithm for the all-
pairs query is distributed computing friendly. If we
have M machines, we can assign initial vertices to each
machine and compute the single-source SimRank inde-
pendently. Thus the computational time is O(T?nm/M).

e Efficient in space: Both in the preprocessing phase
and the query phase, the algorithm only requires O(m)
space to store the network (so this is the best possible).
This is the first linear space algorithm to compute Sim-
Rank. Note that for the all-pairs case, we do not really
have to store the similarity of all pairs of vertices.

e Accurate: It gives an exact score of SimRank. More
precisely, the algorithm can compute an arbitrarily ac-
curate SimRank scores by taking parameters L and R
for the preprocessing phase suitably. Furthermore, the
accuracy of the algorithm (i.e., maximum absolute er-
ror) can be estimated in the algorithm.

We point out that the accuracy of the algorithm only
depends on the accuracy of the estimated parameters,
which will be done in the preprocessing phase. So if
we want more accurate solutions, we only have to ap-
ply our preprocessing many more times. Hence the
only preprocessing takes more time and the query time
stays the same.

We conduct our experiments to evaluate our proposed al-
gorithm. For small networks (n < 1,000, 000), the algorithm
only takes a few minutes for the preprocessing and answers



a single-pair query in 100 milliseconds and a single-source
query in a few seconds. It can also answer the all-pairs query
for networks of size n < 100,000 in a reasonable time. For
large networks (n > 40,000, 000), it requires a few hours for
the preprocessing and answers a single-pair query in about
ten seconds and a single-source query in a few minutes. To
the best of our knowledge, this is the first time to scale up
to such large networks. We compare our algorithm with the
existing results, and it is 1000 times faster than them.

Technically speaking, once the preprocessing phase is done,
the query phase is straightforward; see Section 4. So the
difficulty of our algorithm is in the preprocessing phase.
We apply an iterative algorithm for the parameter estima-
tion that alternatively updates the parameters using Monte
Carlo simulation. We can prove the convergence of this al-
gorithm under some condition, and in practice the algorithm
can efficiently estimate the parameters.

3. RELATED WORK

Link-based similarity measures

Similarity measures are divided into two classes: content-
based measures, and link-based measures. Content-based
measures use content information, such as textual, image, or
music information and link-based measures use only graph
structures. In this paper, we are only interested in link-
based measures for large real networks.

There are many link-based similarity measures, e.g., bib-
liographic coupling [20], co-citation [35], SimRank [16], Pa-
geSim [28], Extended Nearest Neighborhood Structure [29],
MatchSim [30], and so on.

SimRank is introduced by Jeh and Widom [16] for the sim-
ilarity search in the World Wide Web that exploits the infor-
mation in multi-step neighborhoods by the recursive defini-
tion (1). SimRank and its related similarity measures (e.g.,
SimRank++ [4], S-SimRank [9], P-Rank [43], SimRank™ [41],
etc) give high-quality scores in many areas, such as natural
language processing [34], computational advertisement [4],
collaborative filtering [39], web analysis [16], and so on. The
reason is that SimRank exploits the information in multi-
step neighborhoods while other similarity measures, such as
bibliographic coupling or co-citation, utilize only the one-
step neighborhoods of pages. This is a similar reason for
PageRank, as used by the Google search engine, because
both SimRank and PageRank can take “global” information
of given networks into account.

SimRank computation

Here, we briefly survey existing computational techniques
for SimRank. All proposed algorithms to compute SimRank
can scale up to at most n < 100, 000 size networks, and there
is no proposed algorithm so far that can compute SimRank
for at least n > 1,000,000 size networks.

In the original paper by Jeh and Widom [16], SimRank
is computed by recursively evaluating the equation (1) for
all 4,5 € V. This “naive” computation yields an O(T'd*n?)
time algorithm, where 7' denotes the number of iterations
and d denotes the average degree of a network. Lizorkin et
al. [31] proposed a “partial sum” technique to reduce the
time complexity of the naive algorithm. This leads to an
O(T min{nm,n?/logn}) algorithm. Yu et al. [42] applied
the fast matrix multiplication [36,37] and then obtained an

O(T min{nm,n*}) algorithm, where w < 2.373 is the expo-
nent of matrix multiplication. Note that the space complex-
ity of these algorithms is O(n?), since they have to maintain
all SimRank scores for each pair of nodes to evaluate the
equation (1).

Some acceleration techniques to compute SimRank are
proposed very recently. Jia et al. [19] removed “dangling
nodes” of a network that has no in-links, and this resulted
in a bit faster algorithm, since SimRank scores of dangling
nodes are zero. Cai et al. [8] proposed an algorithm to set
some certain threshold to discard SimRank scores that are
smaller than the threshold. This technique works effectively
on scale-free networks. Jia et al. [18] proposed an algorithm
to maintain only vertex pairs of small distance. This tech-
nique works effectively on small-world networks. Unfortu-
nately, these methods only give rise to approximate solutions
for SimRank. In this paper, we are interested in the exact
solutions to compute SimRank.

Jeh and Widom [16] showed a random-walk interpretation
of SimRank, which is called a “random surfer-pair model”.
Consider random walks that start from vertices ¢ and j and
follow the in-links, and let 7;,; be the random variable that
denotes the first meeting time of 4 and j. Then SimRank the
score is obtained by s(4,j) = E[¢""7]. Fogaras and Récz [11]
evaluate the right-hand side by Monte Carlo simulation with
a fingerprint tree data structure. Li et al. [26] also use the
random surfer-pair model, but their algorithm is determin-
istic, which is an iterative algorithm for the first meeting
time.

Some papers [12,25,40,41] proposed spectral decomposi-
tion (or low-rank decomposition) based algorithms but un-
fortunately their algorithms are based on an “wrong for-
mula” of SimRank and hence their algorithm does not actu-
ally compute SimRank. Indeed, a counterexample is given
in Examples 1 and 2 in Section 4 (also see Remark 1). For
more details, see Appendix B. This is also our motivation
to compute the exact solutions for SimRank.

Organization of paper

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 4, we intro-
duce the linearized SimRank, which is the main idea of this
paper. In Section 5, we propose algorithms for three funda-
mental queries for the linearized SimRank. In Section 6, we
propose a parameter estimation algorithm for the linearized
SimRank, which is needed in our preprocessing. In Sec-
tion 7, we evaluate our algorithm on several real networks
in accuracy and efficiency. Finally in Section 8, we conclude
this paper with some future work.

4. LINEARIZED SIMRANK

We first introduce a matrix notation of SimRank. Let P
be a transition matrix of the transposed graph G, i.e.,

p,_ {V6-G). ) e,
O’ (Zvj)€E~

Let S := (s(i,7))s; be a matrix whose (4, j) entry is the Sim-
Rank score of ¢ and j. We refer this matrix as SimRank
matriz. Then the SimRank equation (1) is simply repre-
sented by

S=(cP"SP)VI, (2)



where V denotes the element-wise maximum, i.e., (AVB);; :=
max{A;;, Bi;}. Our task is to compute SimRank efficiently.

In our view, the difficulty of computing SimRank by the
equation (2) comes from the element-wise maximum, which
is a “non-linear” operation. To avoid the element-wise max-
imum, we introduce a new formulation of SimRank as fol-
lows. By observing (2), since S and ¢P 'SP only differ in
their diagonal elements, there exists a diagonal matrix D
such that

S=cP'SP+D. (3)

We call such a matrix D as the diagonal correction matrix.
The main idea of this paper is to compute SimRank by this
“linear” recurrence equation.

To be more precise, we introduce the notion of linearized
SitmRank. Let © be an n X n matrix. A linearized Sim-
Rank S%(©) is a matrix that satisfies the following “linear”
recurrence equation:

st @) =cP'S*(©)P+0. (4)

It is important that the map S is nonsingular. So, for
every ©, ST(©) is uniquely determined; see Proposition 1
in Appendix A. By the definition of the diagonal correction
matrix D, we have S = ST (D).

By introducing a linearized SimRank, the SimRank com-
putation problem is now divided into the two parts that
exactly correspond to our two-phase algorithm:

1. Estimate the diagonal correction matrix D,

2. Compute the linearized SimRank with the estimated
D.

The second part, computing the linearized SimRank is straight-

forward and much easier than computing the original Sim-
Rank. We discuss this part in Section 5. The first part is
the difficult part of our method. We propose an iterative
algorithm that alternatively updates the parameters using
Monte Carlo simulation in Section 6.

Let us now give two examples that can illustrate what the
linearized SimRank is.

EXAMPLE 1  (STAR GRAPH OF ORDER 4). Let G be the
star graph of order 4 (i.e., a claw). The transition matriz
(of the transposed graph) is

0 1 1 1
_11/3 0 0 O
P= 1/3 0 0 0|’
1/3 0 0 0
and SimRank for ¢ = 0.8 is
1 0 0 0
g = 0 1 4/5 4/5
“lo 4/5 1 4/5
0 4/5 4/5 1

Since
S — PSP = diag(23/75,1/5,1/5,1/5),
we can take D = diag(23/75,1/5,1/5,1/5) for the diagonal

correction matriz. Let us emphasize that D # (1 —¢)I.

EXAMPLE 2
the complete graph of order n with self-loop at every vertex.
Then the transition matriz P (of the transposed graph) is

(COMPLETE GRAPH OF ORDER n). Let G be

E/n, where E is the all-one matriz. Note that E* = nkE.
By the symmetry, we can assume S = al + (1 — a)E for
some a € R, and D = dI for some d € R. Substitute these
to (3), we have

al + (1 —a)E=dl +c(E/n)(al + (1 —a)E)(E/n)
=dl+c(l/n+1—a)E.

By solving this equation, we obtain d = (1—c)/(1—c+c¢/n).

Ifn =1thend =1—c¢, and if n — oo then A\ — 1
(with increasing monotonically). This shows that the diag-
onal correction matriz D is close to (1 — ¢)I if n is small,
and close to I if n is large.

REMARK 1. Some papers used the following “wrong” for-
mula for SimRank (e.g., equation (2) in [12], equation (2)
in [15], equation (2) in [25], and equation (8) in [41] ):

S=cP TSP+ (1—-c)l. (5)

This formula says (1 —c)I is the diagonal correction matriz,
but this is wrong; the above two erxamples are counterexam-
ples. See Appendix B for more details.

S. LINEARIZED SIMRANK COMPUTATION

In this section, we assume that the diagonal estimation D
is already given, which satisfies S = S*(D). Then we can
compute SimRank S via computing the linearized SimRank
SE(D). Since the linearized SimRank satisfies the linear
recursion (4), all the problems about SimRank can be solved
efficiently.

Specifically, we here consider the following three funda-
mental problems for SimRank:

1. Single-pair SimRank: Given two vertices i,7 € V.
Compute a SimRank score S;.

2. Single-source SimRank: Given a vertex ¢ € V. Com-
pute SimRank scores S;; for all j € V.

3. All-pairs SimRank: Compute SimRank scores S;; for
alli,j e V.

We propose algorithms for these problems. Our algorithm
answers the single-pair SimRank problem in O(T'm) time,
the single-source SimRank problem in O(T?m) time, and
the all-pairs SimRank problem in O(T?nm) time, where T
denotes the number of SimRank iteration. As mentioned
before, for all the queries, the time complexity is essentially
optimal. The space complexity is O(m) for all queries. This
is definitely optimal as we have to read all edges of a given
graph.

All of the algorithms are based on the same idea. Consider
the following series expansion of SimRank that is obtained
from (4):

S=D+cP ' DP+*P"DP? 4. . (6)

This series converges with convergence rate O(c"); see Propo-
sition 2 in Appendix A. Our algorithms compute the Sim-
Rank scores by evaluating the first 1" terms of the above.

Let us look at the single-pair SimRank problem, the single-
source SimRank problem and the all-pairs SimRank problem
respectively.



5.1 Single-pair SimRank

Let e; be the i-th unit vector (i = 1,...,n). Then the
SimRank score S;; is obtained by e; Se;. Hence, by applying
e; and e; to the both-hand sides of (6), we obtain

Si; = e; Dej + c(Pe;) DPej + ¢*(P?e;) ' DP%ej + - .

Our algorithm computes the right-hand side of the above
equation efficiently by maintaining P'e; and P’e;. The al-
gorithm is shown in Algorithm 1. The time complexity of
the algorithm is O(T'm) since we have to compute O(T') ma-
trix vector products, i.e., P'e; and P'e; fort =1,..., T —1.

Algorithm 1 Single-pair SimRank
1: procedure SINGLEPAIRSIMRANK(i,j)

2: a0,z e, yej

3: fort=0,1,...,7T—1do

4: a+ a+cte" Dy, x + Pz, y + Py
5: end for

6: Report Si; = o

7: end procedure

By applying e; to (6), we obtain
Se; = Dej +cP'DPej + P ?DP%¢j + - - .

Our algorithm computes the right-hand side of the above
equation efficiently by maintaining P'e;. The algorithm is
shown in Algorithm 3. The time complexity of the algorithm
is O(T?m) since we have to compute O(T?) matrix vector
products, i.e., PTt/DPtej fort =1,..., 7 —1 and t' =
1,...,t.

Our additional experiments show that using outer-product
form for the product of P and inner-product form for the
product of P, we can obtain a faster algorithm.

Algorithm 3 Single-source SimRank
1: procedure SINGLESOURCESIMRANK(i)

Report Sij =i fori=1,...,n
end procedure

2: 'y<—6,:v<—ej

3: fort=0,1,...,7T—1do

4: v+ P Dz, x + Px
5: end for

6:

7

It is worth noting that we can exploit the sparsity of P
(i.e., the network structure) for computing the matrix-vector
product Pz in line 4 of Algorithm 1. In general, there
are two algorithms for matrix-vector product called inner-
product form and outer-product form [13]; see Algorithm 2.
The inner-product form is preferred for a dense vector and
the outer-product form is preferred for a sparse vector (we
can skip the inner-loop if z; = 0). For a single-pair query,
we can greatly improve the performance of the algorithm by
using outer-product form.

Algorithm 2 The inner-product form and the outer-
product form for matrix vector product
1: procedure INNERPRODUCTFORM(A, x)
y=0
fori=1,...,ndo
for j=1,...,ndo
yi = yi + Aijx;
end for
end for
return y
: end procedure

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

1: procedure OUTERPRODUCTFORM(A, )
5 =
3

4

5

6

7

8

9

y=0

for j=1,...,ndo
fori=1,...,ndo

Yi = yi + Aijz;

end for

end for

return y

: end procedure

5.2 Single-source SimRank

We next consider the single-source case. We can observe
that the i-th component of Se; is Si;. So to answer a single-
source query, we only have to compute the vector Se;.

5.3 All-pairs SimRank

Let us first emphasize that computing all-pairs SimRank
is an expensive task for a large network. It must take O(n?)
time since the number of pairs is ©(n?). If we actually want
to compute all-pairs SimRank, in reality we must avoid using
O(n?) space, because O(n?) space is quite impractical for
n > 1,000, 000 size networks.

Our all-pairs SimRank algorithm just applies the single-
source SimRank algorithm (Algorithm 3) for all initial ver-
tices, as shown in Algorithm 4. The complexity is O(T?nm)
time and O(m) space. Since the standard SimRank algo-
rithm requires at least O(Tnm) time and O(n?) space, our
algorithm significantly improves the space complexity with
the almost same time complexity (since the cost of factor
T is much smaller than n or m). Due to the small mem-
ory requirement, our algorithm can handle networks of size
n > 1,000,000 (see in Section 7), but on the other hand,
algorithms with space complexity O(n?) would not handle
this large size graph, because O(n2) is much bigger than
O(m) (at least 100,000 times bigger, in our experiment),
and hence it is impossible to store all the pairs.

Note that we can slightly improve the computational time
of this algorithm by replacing the vector x to an nx w matrix
X in Algorithm 3, where w is a small integer (e.g., w = 64).
This does not change the theoretical complexity but due to
cache performance, this reduces the computational time by
a factor 2-3, in our experiment (see Section 7).

It is worth noting that this algorithm is distributed com-
puting friendly. If we have M machines, we assign ini-
tial vertices to each machine and compute the single-source
SimRank independently. Then the computational time is
O(T?*nm/M).

6. DIAGONAL ESTIMATION

As seen in the previous section, once the diagonal cor-
rection matrix D is obtained, SimRank computation is a
straightforward task. In this section, we show how to esti-
mate the diagonal correction matrix.



Algorithm 4 All-pairs SimRank

1: procedure ALLPAIRSSIMRANK

2 fori=1,...,ndo

3: Compute SingleSourceSimRank (i)
4

5:

end for
end procedure

Since the diagonal correction matrix D is introduced to
satisfy ST (D), =1 (k= 1,...,n), the diagonal estimation
problem is naturally formulated as follows:

Find a diagonal matrix D

such that S*(D)px, =1, (k=1,...,n). (7)

Note that this problem is a linear equation since S* (D)
is linear in D. We can prove that (7) has a unique solution
D. Therefore D is equal to the diagonal correction matrix,
ie., S¥(D) = S. See Proposition 3 in Appendix A.

We here propose an efficient algorithm for the problem
(7). We combine an “alternating method” (explained in
Subsection 6.1) with “Monte Carlo simulation” (explained
in Subsection 6.2). We obtain an O(T'LRn) time algorithm
to estimate the diagonal correction matrix (see at the end
of Subsection 6.2). We also estimate L, R in Subsections 6.1
and 6.2, respectively.

Note that the accuracy of our framework only depend-
ing to the accuracy of this estimation phase. Formally, we
measure the error in the maximum off-diagonal difference:

error = mjx |Sexact (4, §) — Sproposed (7, J) |- (8)
i#j

If error is at most €, then we say accuracy e. Note that, since
there is a small number (e.g., O(n)) of pairs that have large
SimRank scores, the maximum error is a better measure
than the average error.

6.1 Alternating method for diagonal estima-
tion
Since (7) is a linear equation, we can solve the problem
by using standard method in numerical linear algebra. How-
ever, since evaluating ST (D) for all k is expensive, we have
to develop more efficient algorithm.
The main idea of our method is the following intuition:

St (D)kx is the most affected by Dyy. Hence it
is enough to consider only ST (D)gk for Dyy.

Admittedly, the above statement is not always true, but this
idea leads to an efficient algorithm for the diagonal estima-
tion problem (7) as follows.

Let Exr be the matrix whose entries are zero, except for
the (k, k) entry that equals to one. According to the above
intuition, we introduce the following problem to update the
k-th diagonal entry for the current estimation D:

Find ¢
such that S™(6 Ey, + D)k = 1. (9)

Our algorithm starts from some initial solution and itera-
tively (more precisely: cyclically L times) solves this prob-
lem and updates k-th diagonal entry of D as Dgy < d+ Dik.
This approach only considers SL(D)kk to update Dy for
each step but by solving the problem iteratively, we can
gather all information of S* (D).

The whole algorithm is shown in Algorithm 5. Under
a technical assumption, we can prove that the algorithm
converges to the solution of (7) and the number of iteration
L required to compute with accuracy e is O(log(1/¢)); see
Proposition 4 in Appendix A. In practice, the algorithm
converges very fast; see Subsection 7.1 in our experiments.

Algorithm 5 Diagonal estimation algorithm
1: procedure DIAGONALESTIMATION
Set initial estimate of D, e.g., Dix = 1 — ¢ for all k.
for {=1,...,L do
for k=1,...,ndo
Solve the problem (9)
Dyy < Dy + 6
end for
end for
end procedure

6.2 Monte Carlo based evaluation

The remaining issue of Algorithm 5 is how to solve the
problem (9) efficiently. Since S* is linear, the solution of
(9) is given by

_1—S*(D)ik

= B (10)

Therefore if we can evaluate ST(D)y, and ST (Exk)wk, we
can solve the problem (9). However, this seems a hard prob-
lem. We can adapt an idea of our single-pair SimRank al-
gorithm (Algorithm 1) to this purpose, but this approach
only gives an O(T'mn) algorithm for the diagonal estima-
tion. This is too expensive for a large network.

To deal with this issue, we develop a Monte Carlo based
algorithm. Consider a random walk that starts from a vertex
k and follows its in-links. Let k® denotes the location of
the random walk after ¢ steps. Then we have

Ele,o] = Pley.

We evaluate the left-hand side by Monte Carlo simulation.
We perform R independent random walks simultaneously
and for each step t, we count the frequency pgt) of random
walks that is on a vertex ¢. Then we have

Zpit)ei ~ E[ekm] = Ptek,

and hence the k-th diagonal of ¢-th term of the series expan-
sion (6) is evaluated as

n
(Ptek)TDPtek o~ Zpl(-t)QDm'- (11)

=1

By combining (10) and (11), we now obtain Algorithm 6
for the problem (9). Note that « in the algorithm corre-
sponds to ST (Exk)kr and A in the algorithm corresponds to
ST (D).

Using a hash table, we can implement this algorithm with
time complexity O(TR), where R denotes the number of
samples and T" denotes the maximum steps of random walks
that are exactly the number of SimRank iterations. Plug-
ging the alternating method to solve the problem (9) (Al-
gorithm 5) in Algorithm 6, we obtain an O(T'LRn) time
algorithm to estimate the diagonal correction matrix.



6.3 Accuracy of the algorithm

Since the algorithm is Monte Carlo simulation, there is a
trade-off between the accuracy and the number of samples
R. By Hoeffding’s inequality, we can estimate the number
of samples R required to compute St (D)kr with accuracy
e with desired probability § as O(log(1/5)log(n)/€*); see
Proposition 5 in Appendix A.

In practice, the following accuracy estimation is useful.
Recall that we measure the accuracy by “off-diagonal” er-
rors (8), but these values cannot measure directly. On the
other hand, in the algorithm, we can estimate the “diago-
nal” errors |SY(D)ir — 1| by Monte-Carlo simulation. We
can prove that the “off-diagonal” errors by “diagonal” errors
as follows. Suppose that maxy, |S”(D)xx — 1| < €. Then we
have

me|SL(D)ij = Sij| < ce/(1—0). (12)
i£]

See Proposition 6 in Appendix A.

Algorithm 6 Diagonal update algorithm
1: procedure DIAGONALUPDATE(k)

2: a+ 0,8+ 0,k < kka+k,....,kr+k
3: fort=0,1,..., T —1do

4: forie{kl,k27..,,kR} do

5: P #{r=1,...,R:k, =i}/R
6: if i = k then

T o 4= oz—l—ctpl(-t)2

8: end if

9: B+ 6+ ctpz(-t)QD“

10: end for

11: forr=1,...,R do

12: kr + 6_(k,) randomly

13: end for

14: end for
15: Update Dix < Dir + (1 — 8)/«
16: end procedure

7. EXPERIMENTS

In this section, we evaluate our algorithm in accuracy
and efficiency. All experiments are conducted on an Intel
Xeon E5-2690 2.90GHz CPU with 256 GB memory and run-
ning Ubuntu 12.04. Our algorithm is implemented in C++
and compiled with g++v4.6 with -O4 option. We use the
datasets shown in Table 23.

7.1 Accuracy

Recall that there are four parameters in our algorithm:

1. The decay factor ¢ of SimRank,

3ca-GrQc, as20000102, Wiki-Vote, ca-HepTh, soc-
SlashDot0811, soc-SlashDot0902, soc-Epinionsl, web-
BerkStan web-Google, web-NotreDame, web-Stanford,
and soc-LiveJournal data sets are available at http:
//snap.stanford.edu/data/index.html [3, 21, 22, 23, 24].
dblp-2011, in-2004, indochina-2004, it-2004, twitter-
2010, and uk-2007-05 data sets are available at
http://law.di.unimi.it/datasets.php [5, 6]. flickr
data set is available at http://socialnetworks.mpi-sws.
org/datasets.html [33]. Cora [32] set is available at
http://people.cs.umass.edu/mccallum/data.html. See
the web pages for detailed information of datasets.

2. The number of iterations 7" of SimRank,
3. The number of outer-loops L of Algorithm 5, and

4. The number of samples R of Monte Carlo simulation
in Algorithm 6.

To evaluate the accuracy of our algorithm, we have to discuss
the relation between the parameters and the accuracy.

In the previous section, we analyzed L = O(log(1/¢)/ log d)
and R = O(logn/e?). However, since the theoretical analy-
sis is for the worst case, we can set much smaller values in
practice. To compute SimRank in large networks efficiently,
this is an important optimization.

We here discuss the suitable setting of these values. Let
us first assume that computed SimRank scores should have
accuracy € = 0.01.

Decay factor / Number of iterations

Jeh and Widom [16] suggested using ¢ = 0.8 and T' = 5, but
recently, Lizorkin et al. [31] pointed out that these param-
eters could cause (numerically) inaccurate solutions. They
suggested using either a small decay factor (e.g., ¢ = 0.6) or
more iterations.

We therefore set the decay factor ¢ = 0.6. We can show
that, the approximation error of T-th iterated solution is
¢’ /(1—c); see Propositions 2, 7, and Remark 5 in Appendix
A. Therefore we set T = 11 in order for ¢’ /(1 — ¢) < 0.01.

Number of outer-loops / Number of samples

To optimize the parameters, we empirically evaluate the
accuracy of the algorithm. We compute SimRank scores
Sproposed (%, 7) by our algorithm. We also compute the “ex-
act” SimRank scores Sexact(?,7) by the original algorithm
proposed by Jeh and Widom [16]. Then we compare these
values by the maximum off-diagonal errors (8). Since the
above evaluation is expensive (i.e, we have to output n?
pairs), we here use four smaller datasets: “ca-GrQc” dataset,
“as20000102” dataset, “wiki-Vote” dataset, and “ca-HepTh”
dataset.

The results are shown in Figures 1. In summary, the pro-
posed algorithm can compute SimRank with the desired ac-
curacy by setting parameters suitably. More precisely, we
can see the following.

e There is “accuracy limit” that is determined by the
number of samples R, i.e., even though the number
of iterations L increases, the accuracy cannot be im-
proved better than the limit. For example, for ca-
GrQc dataset (Figure 1 (a)), the accuracy limit is 0.1
for R = 10, 0.02 for R = 100, 0.006 for R = 1000, and
0.002 for R = 10000. If we want to compute SimRank
with desired accuracy, we have to increase the number
of samples R to improve the accuracy limit.

e Before achieving the accuracy limit, if we increase the
number of iterations L, the accuracy improves expo-
nentially in L. Since we estimate the number of itera-
tions L as L = O(log(1/e)) in Subsection 6.1, this fact
coincides with the theoretical justification.

e The quantitative relation between the number of sam-
ples and the accuracy limit depends on the network
structure. So from Table 2, we simply set R = 100
and L = 3 to compute SimRank score with accuracy
0.01 for the experiments in the next subsection.



It is worth noting that the accuracy of our algorithm
only depends on the accuracy of diagonal estimation.
Therefore if we want to compute more accurate scores,
we have to increase the preprocessing time for the di-
agonal estimation but we do not have to increase the
query time.

REMARK 2. Since we used Dy, = 1—c forallk =1,...,n
as the initial guess for the diagonal estimation, L = 0 in
Figures 1 shows the accuracy of the “wrong formula (5)” of
SimRank that is used in some papers (e.g., [12, 25,40, /1],
see Remark 1 and Appendiz B).

For all instances, the wrong formula only gives inaccurate
results that have maximum errors greater than 0.1. This
shows the importance of introducing our linearized formula-
tion (4) to compute the SimRank values.
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Figure 1: Number of iterations L vs. maximum off-
diagonal error of computed SimRank.

7.2 Efficiency

We next evaluate the efficiency of the algorithm. We first
performed the diagonal estimation as preprocessing. Ac-
cording to the previous experiments for accuracy 0.01, we
set R = 100 and L = 3 for the parameters. Then we per-
formed single-pair and single-source queries for several real
networks. For very small networks (n < 100, 000), we also
performed the all-pairs SimRank queries. To see the im-
provement from the basic algorithm, we also performed Jeh
and Widom’s original SimRank algorithm [16] for very small
networks.

The results are summarized in Table 2. Here, the results of
single-pair and single-source computations are the average of
ten trials. From these experimental results, we can observe
the following.

e For small networks (n < 1,000,000), it requires a few
minutes for the preprocessing, and answers single-pair
queries in 100 milliseconds and single-source queries

in a few seconds. This efficiency is certainly accept-
able for online services. We emphasize that these net-
works are considered as “large” in the previous lit-
erature of SimRank. For very small size networks
(n < 100,000), we can compute all-pairs SimRank in
almost two hours.

e For large networks, n > 40,000, 000, it requires a few
hours for the preprocessing, and answers a single-pair
query in about ten seconds and a single-source query
in a few minutes. To the best of our knowledge, this
is the first time to scale up to such large networks.

e A single-pair query is answered much faster than a
single-source query, even though these theoretical com-
plexity only differs by a factor of T". This is because
the single-pair computation can exploit the sparsity
more than the single-source computation.

e The computational time of our algorithm depends on
network structures. Specifically, we can observe that
the algorithm is faster for web graphs than for social
networks (e.g., the computational time for in-2004 is
faster than that for flickr, the time for indochina-2004
is faster than that for soc-LiveJournal and the time for
it-2004 and uk-2007-05 is faster than that for twitter-
2010). One reason for this is that exploiting sparsity
in web graphs is easier than in social networks.

7.3 Comparison with existing results

We give a brief comparison with existing results, which are
shown in Table 3. From this comparison, we can observe the
following;:

e Cao et al. [10] implemented the standard (all-pairs)
SimRank algorithm on MapReduce environment. Their
algorithm computes all-pairs SimRank on wiki-Vote
dataset in 32,065 seconds and ours computes in 35
seconds (including preprocessing). So our algorithm
is 900 times faster than the standard algorithm. Ac-
tually, their main purpose is to establish the efficient
variant of SimRank, called “delta-SimRank” which is
2-30 times faster than the standard SimRank. How-
ever, our algorithm is even more (20-450 times) faster
than their delta-SimRank.

e Zheng [44] considered SimRank join problem: given
two sets I, J C V of vertices, enumerate high-similarity
pairs (¢,7) € I x J. To solve this problem efficiently,
they first construct a landmark type index, called “h-
go cover index”, and then compute SimRank score
with pruning, using their index. Since our algorithm
is also a two-phase algorithm, we here compare each
phase.

For the preprocessing phase, for Cora-direct dataset,
their algorithm builds 188MB index in 1,617 seconds,
and ours builds 8n = 1.8MB index (8 byte floating
number for each vertex) in 3.8 seconds. So our algo-
rithm requires 100 times smaller space, and it is 400
times faster.

For the query phase, their algorithm computes the
single-pair SimRank in about 20 seconds, but our algo-
rithm can compute it within 0.02 seconds. Therefore,
it is 1000 times faster.

We would note that our algorithm can be extend to
the SimRank join problem by a simple modification.



Table 2: Computational time of the proposed algorithm. All results are in second. We set the decay factor
¢ = 0.6 and the number of iterations 7' = 11. For the preprocessing phase, we set the number of iterations
L = 3 and the number of Monte Carlo samples R = 100. Accuracy is 0.01.

Proposed Jeh—Widom
Dataset n m Preprocess  Single-pair  Single-source  All-pairs All-pairs
ca-GrQc 5,242 14,496 0.507 0.000 0.003 8.148 17.931
as20000102 6,474 13,895 0.180 0.000 0.002 5.968 9.024
Wiki-Vote 7,155 103,689 0.346 0.001 0.007 33.926 205.247
ca-HepTh 9,877 25,998 1.296 0.001 0.007 31.189 89.262
soc-Epinions1 75,879 508,837 9.485 0.010 0.077 2971.845 16727.039
soc-SlashDot0811 77,360 905,468 10.749 0.019 0.152  5444.616 61244.310
soc-SlashDot0902 82,168 948,464 10.167 0.018 0.164 6809.800 68413.026
Cora-direct 225,026 714,266 3.869 0.014 0.218
web-Stanford 281,903 2,312,497 39.191 0.012 0.660
web-NotreDame 325,728 1,497,134 14.427 0.018 0.206
web-BerkStan 685,230 7,600,505 29.005 0.043 1.094
web-Google 875,713 5,105,049 89.420 0.068 1.820
dblp-2011 933,258 6,707,236 169.109 0.080 2.064
in-2004 1,382,908 17,917,053 114.920 0.093 1.925
flickr 1,715,255 22,613,981 325.397 0.352 6.728
soc-LiveJournal 4,847,571 68,993,773 1092.296 0.497 27.209
indochina-2004 7,414,866 194,109,311 661.137 0.498 17.762
it-2004 41,291,549  1,150,725,436 4221.735 2.775 121.562
twitter-2010 41,652,230 1,468,365,182 18113.276 16.924 961.583
uk-2007-05 105,896,555  3,738,733,648 11408.209 7.236 517.306
Table 3: Computational time (existing results).
Dataset | n m Algorithm Type | Time[s] Comment
ca-GrQc 5,242 14,496 | MapReduce [10]  All-pairs 9,712 8 nodes of 2.4GHz/16GB
ca-HepTh 9,877 25,998 | MapReduce [10]  All-pairs 33,120 8 nodes of 2.4GHz/16GB
Wiki-Vote 7,155 103,689 | MapReduce [10]  All-pairs 32,065 8 nodes of 2.4GHz/16GB
Cora-direct | 220K 710K | h-go cover [44] Index-build 1,617 index 188MB, 3.0GHz/4GB
Coauthor 338K 1040K | h-go cover [44] Index-build 2,673 index 948MB, 3.0GHz/4GB
Coauthor 338K 1040K | h-go cover [44] Single-pair 20 using above index, 3.0GHz/4GB

8. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we propose a very efficient algorithm for

with a suitable diagonal matrix D. Therefore we can possi-
bly extend our algorithms to P-Rank by the above formula.

SimRank computation. Our algorithm is a two-phase method

that estimates the parameters in preprocessing phase and
computes SimRank scores in the query phase. We conducted
our experiments to implement our proposed algorithm. The
algorithm is accurate and scales up to the real networks of
n > 40,000, 000, and it is 1000 times faster than the existing
results.

For future work, it would be interesting to extend our
method to a dynamic network [25]. When a network is
modified by adding or removing some vertices or edges, we
have to update the matrix D efficiently. Establishing such
a method seems noteworthy both in theory and practice.

Finally, we would add that, in general, our linearization
technique can be applied to recursively defined values with
maximum. For example, let us consider P-Rank [7,43] which
generalizes SimRank as follows. Let P be a transition matrix
of G and let @ be a transition matrix of G. Then P-Rank
is defined by

5= ((1 — AP SP+ AcQTSQ> VI

SimRank is the case of A = 0 and rvs-SimRank [43] is the
case of A = 1, i.e., SimRank only uses the in-link informa-
tion, and rvs-SimRank only uses out-link information, but
P-Rank uses both link information. We can give a linear
formulation of P-Rank as

5= ((1 NP SP + ACQTSQ) +D
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APPENDIX

A.

PROPOSITIONS AND PROOFS

We here give some propositions and proofs mentioned in
the paper.

We introduce a vectorized form of SimRank, which is con-
venient for us to analyze. Let ® be the Kronecker product



of matrices, i.e., for n X n matrices A = [a;;] and B,
a1 B ainB
A®B = : :
an1 B Ann B

Let “vec” be the vectorization operator, which reshapes an
n X n matrix to an n? vector, i.e., vec(A)nxit+; = ai;. Then
we have the following relation, which is well-known in linear
algebra [1]:

vec(ABC) = (CT @ A)vec(B). (13)

Remind that a linearized SimRank satisfies the relation
st@)=cPTSs*(©)P+6.

By applying the vectorization operator and using (13), we
obtain

(1 — P ® PT) vec(S*(©)) = vec(O). (14)

PROPOSITION 1. Let © be an n x n matrix and let ¢ €
(0,1). Then there exists a unique matriz S*(0) that satisfies
(14).

ProoOF. To prove this proposition, we prove the coeffi-
cient matrix of (14), I —cP" ® P, is nonsingular.

Since PT ® PT is a (left) stochastic matrix, its spectral
radius is equal to one. Hence all eigenvalues of I —cPT QP "
are contained in the disk with center 1 and radius c in the
complex plane. Therefore I — cPT ® PT does not have a
zero eigenvalue, and hence I —cPT @ P' is nonsingular. [

PROPOSITION 2. Let ST (0) be a linearized SimRank with
a correction matriz © and let S¥T)(©) be T-th iterated lin-
earized SimRank, i.e.,

SEM(O) =0 4+ cPTOP + -+ PTTDepTL,

Then S*™) converges to S* as T — oo. More precisely, for

all i, 7, we have
CT H]glln ekl CT nllcalx @kl

< 8"(@)i; — 8" (), <

Proor. We have
S4(0)i; — S*(0)i; = e/ (S*(©) — $¥ T (©))e;
—c (PTei) @PTej +CT+1(PT+16i)T@PT+1ej I

We evaluate each term of the right-hand side. Since PTe;
and PTe; are stochastic vectors, we have

(PTe;)0PTe; < max{z' Oy : z,y stoch.} = max Ok,
(PTe;)OP"e; > min{z' Oy : z,y stoch.} = nkuln O (15)

Substituting these inequalities, we obtain

SL(@)ij - SiLj(T) < (CT + 4 ) max O
_ ¢’ maxy, ; O
o 1—c ’

§H(©)i — 55" > (CT +c 4 ) min O

. T ming ; O
1—c
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PrOPOSITION 3. The problem

Find a diagonal matriz D

such that S*(D)gx =1 (k=1,...,n) (16)

has a unique solution.

Proor. Since S* is a linear operator, the problem (16)
is a linear equation problem. In short, a diagonal matrix
D has n variables and there are n equality constraints, the
solution is unique.

To be more precise, we can give an explicit formula for D.
Let us consider the linear system (14) and let Q := PT®P".
We partite the system (14) into 2 x 2 blocks that correspond
to the diagonal entries and the others:

—cQpo

) [)

where X is for the off-diagonal entries of S*(D). Since I —
cQoo is nonsingular, the diagonal entries D are uniquely
determined by

(I —cQpp + Qpo(I — cQoo)”
O

I — CQDD

—Qon (17)

QOD) = diag(D).

PROPOSITION 4. Consider two independent random walks
start from the same vertex i and follow their in-links. Let
pi(t) be the probability that two random walks meet t-th step
(at some verter). Let A := max;{d o, c'pi(®)}. IfA <1
then Algorithm 5 converges and the convergence rate O(A").

PROOF. The key observation is: Algorithm 5 is the Gauss—
Seidel method [13] for the linear system Adiag(D) = 1,
where A is some matrix. Recall that if the coefficient ma-
trix is strictly diagonally dominant, [4;;| > 3., [Ai;], the
Gauss—Seidel method converges and the convergence rate is
O((X i |A:5/A;;1)"); see [13]. We check this condition.

In our case, we can write our system as follows.

SE(Fi)n SE(Enn)11 D1y 1

SL(Ell)nn SL(Enn Dy 1

)"n

We prove the coefficient matrix is diagonally dominant. By
definition, each diagonal entry S*(FE;;),; is greater than or
equal to one. For the off diagonals, we have

S 5By = 33 (Ple) BulPley)
7] i#j t=1
< Z P €j) Z c'p;(t

Therefore, if A < 1 then Algorithm 5 converges and the
convergence rate is O(AY). [

REMARK 3. Let us observe that, in practice, the assump-
tion A < 1 is not an issue. For a network of average de-
gree d, the probability p;(t) is expected to 1/d'. Therefore
A=Y, c'pi(t) ~ (¢/d)/(1—(¢/d)) <1/(d—1). This shows
the algorithm is expected to converges and the number of
iteration for accuracy € is O(loge/ logd).

LEMMA 1. Let kgt),...,kg) be positions of t-th step of
independent random walks that start from a vertex k and



follow In-links. Let X,it) = (1/R)E, e - Then for all

l=1,...,n,

P{’e;— (X,(:> — Ptek)‘ > e} < 2exp (72R62) .
PRrROOF. Since E[ek(t)} = P'ey, this is a direct application
of the Hoeffding’s inequality. []

PROPOSITION 5. Let us assume the notation as Lemma 1.
For any diagonal matriz D such that 0 < Dy < 1 for all k,
we have

T-1
P {| STXPTDXY — SH(D)ik| > e}
t=0

_ N2p.2
< 2nT exp (—%) .

PROOF. By the union bound and 1+c+c’+--- = 1/(1—c),
we have

T—1
P{| ST EXPTDXY — §H(D)ik| > e}

t=0
T—-1
<SP {|X,§t>TDX,§” — (P'ex) " DP'er| > (1 — c)e} .
t=0

So we evaluate each term of the above.
P{’X;“TDX,S” - (Ptek)TD(Ptek)‘ > (1 c)e}
< P{‘Xlgt)TD (X,(j) - Ptek)) > (1 0)6/2}
n P{’(Ptek)TD (x;;) - Ptek)‘ > (1 0)6/2}
< 2P{‘elT (X,Et) - Ptek)‘ > (1 — ¢)e/2 for some l}
< 2nexp(—(1 — ¢)’Re*/2).

By combining them, we proved the proposition. []

REMARK 4. In Algorithm 6, we use the same samples to
estimate S (D)kr and SL(Ekk)kk. This could result in that
the estimated values are stochastically dependent. We can
easily modify this point at the expense of twice the computa-
tional cost, i.e., use two different sets of samples to estimate
SL(D)kk and ST (Erk)kk independently. Our additional ex-
periments show this this modification does not change the
accuracy in practice.

PROPOSITION 6. Let D be a diagonal matrix.
that maxy, |SL(D)MC — 1| <e. Then

Suppose

c
1-c¢

PRrROOF. We use the same notation as Proposition 3. Let
D* be the diagonal correction matrix, i.e., S¥(D*) = 8,
and let (d,Y) = vec(S*(D) — §), where d corresponds to
the diagonal entries and Y corresponds to the off-diagonal
entries. Note that ||d||c < €. Then, by (17), we have

—cQopd + (1 — CQoo)Y =0.

max |S™(D)y; — Si] < €.
i#]

Therefore

Yl < ellQopllse I (1 = ¢Qo0) ™ [loce.

Recall that Qop and Qoo are (row-)substochastic matrices.
Therefore we have ||Qop|le < 1 and |[(1 — cQo0) oo <
1/(1 — ¢). This proves the proposition. [J
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PROPOSITION 7. If a diagonal matriz D satisfies S*(D) =
S, then 1l —c< D;; <1.

PROOF. Applying e; and e; to D = S —cP 'SP, we have
Di; =1 — ¢(Pe;) " SPe;. By (15), we have

1- CnllcalXSkl g D“‘ S 1- cn;ilnSkl.

Since 0 < Sk; < 1 by the original definition of SimRank, we
have 1l —c< D; <1. [

REMARK 5. For the diagonal correction matrix D, i.e.,
SE(D) = D, by combining Propositions 2 and 7, we have

0 < §H(D)s; — SHT(D)i; < T/(1 - o),

stnce ming; Dy = 0 and maxy; Dy < 1.

B. SOME MISTAKES OF SIMRANK COM-
PUTATION

Some papers use the following SimRank “formula”:
S=cP'SP+(1—c¢)l

where S is the SimRank matrix (equation (2) in [12], equa-
tion (2) in [15], equation (2) in [25], and equation (3) in [41]).
However, this is wrong. Let S be the matrix that satisfies
the above recursion (we must distinguish S and the true
SimRank S). Then S does not necessarily satisfy Sie = 1
(k=1,...,n); Examples 1 and 2 are examples of Sie £ 1
for some k. Experimentally, as mentioned in Remark 2, the
error between the wrong SimRank and the true SimRank is
greater than 0.1. So S is in fact different to S.

Actually, the above recursion gives the linearized Sim-
Rank S%((1—¢)I). Hence their algorithms is indeed for the
linearized SimRank S = S((1 — ¢)I). However, in our view,
their algorithms can be corrected by replacing (1—c)I to D.
In order to make this work, we need to compute D by some
algorithm (e.g., Algorithm 5), which should be preprocess-
ing.

Next, let us look the following “equation” (which is a sim-
plified version of equation (8) in [40]):

U ' AvU=(U"AU) VI

However, this is incorrect. The following is a counterexam-

ple:
11
1 0|’

U NAVIU = [(1) g] :

(U AUV T = E ﬂ .

It is worth noting that the following “linearized” version of

the equation is correct:
UM (A+DNHU=(UTAU) + I

Hence their algorithm can be, again, regarded as an algo-
rithm for the linearized SimRank S*(I) for an incorrect di-
agonal matrix I. This mistake can be corrected by replacing
“ VI with “ +D” carefully, and then their algorithm can
also compute the exact scores of SimRank.



