1305.0507v1 [cs.SI] 2 May 2013

arXiv

Hub-Accelerator: Fast and Exact Shortest Path
Computation in Large Social Networks

Ruoming Jinf Ning Ruan*
f Kent State University * Google
{jin,byou}@cs.kent.edu

ABSTRACT

Shortest path computation is one of the most fundamentabepe
tions for managing and analyzing large social networks. ugho
existing techniques are quite effective for finding the skgirpath

on large but sparse road networks, social graphs have (ftfie-d
ent characteristics: they are generally non-spatial, weighted,
scale-free, and they exhibit small-world properties initdid to
their massive size. In particular, the existence of hubsseahver-
tices with a large number of connections, explodes the begace,
making the shortest path computation surprisingly chgilegn In
this paper, we introduce a set of novel techniques centemechd
hubs, collectively referred to as the Hub-Accelerator feamrk, to
compute thet-degree shortest path (finding the shortest path be-
tween two vertices if their distance is withk). These techniques
enable us to significantly reduce the search space by eitbatly
limiting the expansion scope of hubs (using the nadistance-
preserving Hub-Networkoncept) or completely pruning away the
hubs in the online search (using tHeb?-Labelingapproach). The
Hub-Accelerator approaches are more than two orders of magn
tude faster than BFS and the state-of-the-art approxintaieest
path method Sketch for the shortest path computation. The Hu
Network approach does not introduce additional index cagt w
light pre-computation cost; the index size and index caiesion
cost of Hubi-Labeling are also moderate and better than or compa-
rable to the approximation indexing Sketch method.

1. INTRODUCTION

Social networks are becoming ubiquitous and their datarwelu
is increasing dramatically. The popular online social reekwveb-
sites, such as Facebook, Twitter, and LinkedIn, all havedteds
of millions of active users nowadays. Google’s new sociainek
Google+ attracted 25 million unique users and was growing at
rate of roughly one million visitors per day in the first moatfter
launch. Enabling online and interactive query processinipase
massive graphs, especially to quickly capture and discihneere-
lationship between entities, is becoming an indispensedniepo-
nent for emerging applications ranging from the socialrsms to
advertisement and marketing research, to homeland securit

Shortest path computation is one of the most basic yet aitic
problems for managing and querying social networks. Thé&bkoc
network website LinkedIn pioneered the well-known shdffegh
service “How you're connected to A’, which offers a precise d
scription of the friendship chain between you and a user Aiwit
3 steps. Microsoft's Renlifang (EntityCube) [37], which oeds
over a billion relationships for over 10 million entitiese@ple, lo-
cations, organizations), allows users to retrieve thetebbipath
between two entities if their distance is less than or equél The
newly emerged online application “Six Degre€s”|[38] pra@sdcan
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interactive way to demonstrate how you connect to otherledap
your Facebook network. In addition, shortest path compmrtas

also useful in determining trust and discovering friendsitine

games([4ill, 42].

In this paper, we investigate ttiedegree shortest pathquery
(k < 6 in general), which can be formally described #@iven
two vertices (usersy andt in a large (social) network, what is the
shortest path frons to ¢ if their distance is less than or equal to
k? In all these emerging social network applications, (oneytsh
est path between two users needs to be computed generally onl
if their distance is less than a certain threshold (such)asSuch
a focus directly resonates with teenall-worldphenomenon being
observed in these massive social networks. For instaneevir-
age pairwise distance on a large sample of Facebook (isgisg88
been shown to be onky.73. Also, around half the users on Twitter
are on averagé steps away from another while nearly everyone is
5 steps away [[39]. Not only are most of the users in large social
networks separated by less th@steps, the longer connections or
paths in social networks are also less meaningful and/dulise

Computingk-degree shortest path in a large social network is
surprisingly challenging, especially whérns relatively large, such
ask = 6. A single BFS (Breadth-First-Search) can easily visit
more than a million vertices i steps in a large network with a
few million of vertices. Though existing techniqués|[20} 24,
31,13, 171530, 32, 28, 14,135, 4] are very effective for figdi
the shortest path on large but sparse road networks, saeaiahg
have quite different characteristics. Instead of beindiahavith
edge weight, and having low vertex degree, social networks a
generallynon-spatia) non-weightegdscale-freg(therefore contain-
ing high-degree hub nodes), and they exhdnitall-world proper-
ties in addition to their massive size. Indeed, due to tHecdlfy in
finding the shortest path in social networks, the recentiesudé,
[47],42] all focus on discovering only the approximate onesdér
than the true shortest path). Furthermore, even with theoajpa-
tion, the fastest methods, suchSletch16], TreeSketclfl6], and
RigelPathg42], still need tens or hundreds of millisecond$ (3
second) to compute an approximate shortest path in a sagtial n
work with a few million vertices.

The central problem of shortest path computation in massive
cial network comes fromhubs those vertices with a large number
of connections. The number of hubs may be small compared to
the total network size; however, they appear in the closghaei
borhood of almost any vertex. Indeed, hubs play a critickd o
the small-world (social) networks; they serve as the commen
diators linking the shortest path between vertices, jlstthe hub
cities in the small-world network of airline flight. In fadheoret-
ical analysis shows that a small number of hubs (due to thepow
law degree distribution) significantly shortens the distabetween
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vertices and makes networks “ultra-small? [8]. Howeverb§iare
the key contributing factor to the search-space explosikssum-
ing a hub has, 000 friends and normal persons have ab®0@
friends, then a two-step BFS from the hub will visit 500, 000
vertices; in the Twitter network, some vertices (celebsicontain
more than10 million followers, so a reverse one-step BFS (from
that vertex to its followers) is already too expensive. ThHusbs
are at the center of the problem: shortest paths do not eittsbut
them; but they make the discovery extremely hard. Can wendise
tangle the love-hate relationship between shortest patthabs?
Can we make hubs more amicable for shortest path compu®ation

In this paper, we provide a positive answer to these chalgng
problems on shortest path computation in massive sociahgra
We introduce a list of novel techniques centered around,hudds
lectively referred to as the Hub-Accelerator frameworke3dtech-
niques enable us to significantly reduce the search spacé- by e
ther greatly limiting the expansion scope of hubs (usingritneel
distance-preserving hub-netwodoncept) or completely pruning
away the hubs in the online search (using Hheb®-labeling ap-
proach). The Hub-Accelerator approaches are on average mor
than two orders of magnitude faster than the BFS and the-state
the-art approximate shortest path methods, inclu@kegtch[16],
TreeSketcl16], andRigelPathg42]. The Hub-Network approach
does not introduce additional index cost with light pre-gomation
cost; the index size and index construction cost of Huabeling
are also moderate and better than or comparable to the apyrox
tion indexing Sketch method. We note that though the shiguteh
computation has been extensively studied, most of theestuatily
focus on road networks [20, P1,134.132[ 3] A7,[158,[30[ 32 23, 14
[35,[42[1] or approximate shortest path (distance) contipatan
massive social networkE [lL6,142]. To our best knowledges, ithi
the first work explicitly addressing the exact shortest watmpu-
tation in these networks. The Hub-Accelerator techniqueskso
novel and the distance-preserving subgraph (hub-netvdiskpv-
ery problem itself is of both theoretical and practical intpace
for graph mining and management.

2. RELATED WORK

In the following, we will review the existing methods on stor
est path computation, especially those related to socimlanks.
Throughout our discussion, we ugseandm to denote the number
of nodes and edges in the graphrespectively.

Online Shortest Path Computation: One of the most well-known
methods for shortest path computation is Dijkstra’s altyami [12].

It computes the single source shortest paths in a weightsohgr
and can be implemented with(m + n log n) time. If the graph is
unweighted (as are many social networks), a Breadth-Faatch
(BFS) procedure can compute the shortest pat(im + 7). How-
ever, itis prohibitively expensive to apply these methads $ocial
network with millions of vertices, even when limiting theaseh
depth to6 steps. First, the average degree in the social network
is relatively high. For instance, each user in Facebook enage
has aboutl30 friends. A straightforward BFS would easily scan
one million vertices withir6 steps. A simple strategy is to employ
bidirectional search to reduce the search space. Secoadp dioe
existence of hubs and the small-world property, a large raurob
hubs may be traversed in bidirectional BFS (even withinglsteps
of the starts or endt of the shortest path query). For instance, in
the Orkut graph (a frequently used benchmarking social o
which consists of ove million vertices and220 million edges, a
bidirectional BFS still needs to access alm80K vertices per
query while traditional BFS needs to access almasmillion ver-
tices per query.

Shortest Path Computation on Road Networks:Computing short-
est path on road networks has been widely studied [20, 28134,
(3,17 153032, 28.14,85,[4,12, 1]. Here we provide only atsho
review. A more detailed review on this topic can be found[id][1
Several early studies [20,121.,134], suchH=PV[20] andHiTi [21],
utilize the decomposition of a topological map to speed ugtsist
path search. Recently, a variety of techniqlies [11], such‘g&5],
Arc-flag (directing the search towards the goal) [4], highvzer-
archies (building shortcuts to reduce search space) [1]7 tréh-

sit node routing (using a small set of vertices to relay thertsh
est path computation) [3], and utilizing spatial data dtices to
aggressively compress the distance malrix [30, 32], haee de-
veloped. However, the effectiveness of these approacligome

the essential properties of road networks, such as almasapl
low vertex degree, weighted, spatial, and existence oflgéical
structure[[16]. As we mentioned before, social networkseldif
ferent properties, such as non-spatial, unweighted, $ede(exis-
tence of hubs), and exhibiting small-world properties. iRstance,
those techniques utilizing spatial properties (triangsguality) for
pruning the search space immediately become infeasiblecials
networks. Also, the high vertex degree (hubs) easily leath¢o
explosion of the search space.

Theoretical Distance Labeling and Landmarking: There have
been several studies on estimating the distance betweereany
tices in large (social) networks [26,,[9.116] 411 42, 29]. Eheeth-

ods in general belong to distance-labelingl [13], whichgisseach
vertexu a label (for instance, a set of vertices and the distances
from u to each of them) and then estimates the shortest path dis-
tance between two vertices using the assigned labels. Thiaale
work, referred to as the distance ora¢lel[36], by Thorup aniti
shows &2k — 1)-multiplicative distance labeling scheme (the ap-
proximate distance is no more thak— 1 times the exact distance),
for each integek > 1, with labels ofO(n'/* log? n) bits. How-
ever, as Potamiast al. [26] argued, for practical purposes, even
k = 2 is unacceptable (due to the small-world phenomenon). Re-
cently, Sarmaet al. [9] study Thorup and Zwick’s distance oracle
method on real Web graphs and they find this method can provide
fairly accurate estimation.

The pioneering2-hop distance method by Cohenal. [[7] pro-
vides exact distance labeling on directed graphs (venyjaira the
2-hop reachability indexing). Specifically, each verierecords a
list of intermediate verticed ...+ (u) it can reach along with their
(shortest) distances, and a list of intermediate vertigg$u) which
can reach it along with their distances. To find the distanomf
u to v, the 2-hop method simply checks all the common interme-
diate vertices betweeh,.:(u) and L;,, (v) and chooses the ver-
tex p, such thatdist(u, p) + dist(p,v) is minimized for allp €
Lout(u) N Lin(v). However, the computational cost to construct
an optimal2-hop labeling is prohibitively expensive [33.118].

Several works uséandmarksto approximate the shortest path
distance [[2B22, 26, 41, 42.129]. Here, each vertex prectespu
the shortest distance to a set of landmarks and thus the &kdm
approach can be viewed as a special case-lobp and distance
labeling where each vertex can record the distance to diftarer-
tices. Potamiast al. [26] investigate the selection of the optimal set
of landmarks to estimate the shortest path distance. ialo
observe that a globally-selected landmark set introdumesriLich
error, especially for some vertex pairs with small distarzze so
propose a query-load aware landmark selection method. Zhao
al. [42] introduce Rigel, which utilizes a hyperbolic space eab
ding on top of the landmark to improve the estimation acaurac
Approximate Shortest Path Computation in Social Networks:

A few recent studies aim to compute the shortest path in Eogial



networks. They extend the distance-labeling or the lankimguap-
proach to approximate the shortest paths. Gubi&tel. propose
Sketchwhich generalizes the distance oracle methot[[B6, 9] to dis
cover the shortest path (not only the distance) in largelyaba].
They observe that the path lengths are small enough to bédeons
ered as almost constant and therefore store a set of pretednpu
shortest path in addition to the distance labeling. They pl®-
pose several improvements, suchcgsle elimination(SketchCE)
andtree-based searc{TreeSketch), to boost the shortest path esti-
mation accuracy. Zhaet al.[42] developRigelPathto approximate
the shortest path in social networks on top of their distastina-
tion method, Rigel. Their basic idea is to use the distantiemas
tion to help determine the search direction and prune sequate.
Sketch is the fastest approximate shortest path methaggthRigel-
Path and TreeSketch can be more accurate. In addition,RRitiel
mainly focuses on the undirected graph, while Sketch caudlban
both directed and undirected graphs.

Other Recent Progress on Shortest Path Computationvery re-
cently, there have been a few studies in the database raszare:
munity on shortest path and distance computation.[ I [4Gi W
develops a tree decomposition indexing structure to findskuet-
est paths in an unweighted undirected graph;h [5], a htieal
vertex-cover based approach is developed for single-samalisk
shortest path (distance) computation.[In [6], Chehgl. introduce
k-reach problem which provides binary answer to whether tve v
tices are connected Bysteps. Also, thé-reach indexing approach
developed in [[B] is not scalable and can only handle smafiltgga
(as it tries to materializes the vertex pairs within certdistance
threshold). Finally, Jiret al. propose a highway-centric label-
ing (HCL) scheme to efficiently compute distance in sparsplgs.
Leveraging highway structure, this distance labelingrsfie more
compact index size compared to the state-of-the-art 2-dfogihg,
and is also able to provide both exact and approximate aistan
with bounded accuracy. However, it is hard to scale to laogéas
networks as real social networks are generally not spardegan
tentially lead to expensive index construction cost angdandex
size.

3. HUB-ACCELERATOR FRAMEWORK

In this section, we give an overview of the Hub-Accelerakbh]
framework for the shortest path computation. In the eadiscus-
sion, we observe a love-hate relationship between shguédbtand
hubs: on one hand, any shortest paths likely contain some dmudb
thus need to be visited in the shortest path search procesbeo
other hand, in order to provide the fast shortest path seaveh
need to try to avoid a full expansion of hub nodes. We note that
in general, the notation of hubs is rather informal thoughegally
based on degree; in this paper, we simply refer to the setref ve
tices whose degree are the highest (fapumber of verticess is a
constant and can be specified).

The design of Hub-Accelerator aims to utilize these hubs for
shortest-path computation without fully expanding theiirghbor-
hoods. To achieve this, the following research questioresl rie
answered:

1. How we can limit the expansion of hubs during the shortedt pat
search? A hub may have thousands or even millions of coromecti
(neighbors); what neighbors should be considered to bengske
and given high priority in the shortest path search? To axditds
question, we formulate thieub-networknotation, which captures
a high-level view of the shortest path and topology betwéesd
hubs. The hub-network can be considered a highway struatire
chored by hubs for routing the shortest paths in a massivalsoc
network. Due to the importance of hubs, most shortest paths b

tween non-hub vertex pairs may need go through such a network
i.e., the starting vertex reaches a hub (as the highway )eniten
travels to another hub (as the highway exit), and finally ésathe
highway reaching the destination. In other words, the hetovark

can be used to limit (or prioritize) the neighbors of hubs;uf h
should only expand within the hub-network.

2. How we can effectively and efficiently utilize the hub-netio

for shortest path search? Note that the hub-network capthee
shortest paths between hubs. However, not all shortess jneth
tween vertices need to go through the hub-network: they noay n
contain any hub or they may consist of only one hub (in ther late
case, no traversal may be needed in the hub network). Thess, th
problem is how we can extend the typical bidirectional BFS to
adopt the hub-network for speeding up the shortest path gemp
tation?

3. Can we completely avoid the expansion of hubs? In this way,
even the hub-network becomes unnecessary. But what edsenti
information should be precomputed? When the number of hubs
is not large, sayl0 K, then the pair-wise distance matrix between
hubs may be materialized. FaOK hubs, this only costs about
100M B = 10K x 10Kb (assuming the distance can be hel&in
bits), but additional memory may be needed to recover the-sho
est path. Given this, how can bidirectional search take radge

of such a matrix and what other information may also need to be
precomputed?

In this work, by investigating and solving these problems are
able to utilize the hubs effectively to accelerate the ssirpath
search while significantly reducing or avoiding the costxqfand-
ing them. Specifically, we make the following contributions
Hub-Network Discovery (Sectiorf4):The concept of hub-network
is at the heart of the Hub-Accelerator framework: given ¢eotion
of hubs, adistance-preserving subgrapgeeks to extract a minimal
number of additional vertices and edges from the originapbs
so that the distance (and shortest path) between hubs cacde r
ered, i.e., their distances in the hub-network are equivatetheir
distances in the original graph. As we mentioned beforehtie
network serves as the highway in the transportation sysbeem-+
able the acceleration of the shortest path search: any Hutowbe
fully expanded (in the original graph); instead, only thegighbors
in the hub networks will be expanded. Interestingly, thotighdis-
covery of a distance-preserving subgraph (and hub-nejvgedms
rather intuitive, the computational aspect of the probleas hot
been studied before (despite similar notions being definebeo-
retical graph theory [10]). In Sectidn 4, we show the NP-hags
of discovering the minimal distance-preserving subgrapth \&e
develop a fast greedy approach to extract the hub-netwaorktte
distance-preserving subgraph). Our experimental studyslthe
degree of hubs in the hub-network is significantly lower tktzat
in the original graph; thus the hub-network can limit theaxgion
of hubs and enables faster shortest path computation.
Hub-Network based Bidirectional BFS (Sectiorf b)As we men-
tioned above, it is nontrivial to incorporate the hub-netwmto
the bi-directional BFS. In general, if we use the hub-nelwamd
also expand the hubs within the network, then the searchastin
directions cannot simply be stopped when they meet at a cammo
vertex. This is because the hub-network does not captureetho
shortest paths consisting of only one hub.

Hub?-Labeling (Sectior{®):In this technique, we further push the
speed boundary for shortest path computation by complatelig-
ing expanding any hub. To achieve this, a more expensivegthou
often affordable precomputation and memory cost is usefhfber
online search. It consists of three basic elements: 1),Hirstead
of extracting and searching the hub-network, this tectmiate-



X
X
X
X
X

0142122472193 L(14{121)
14162122193} L1812
QR{121.17:1) L1617
3)(6:1,121) L(20)={19

1
121,171,192
1
1
B)={4:1.8:1,18:1) LI
1
1
1
1

8:1)
22,172}
9:1.4:3)
19:217:3)
L(23)5{19:1,17:24:3}
L(24){19:2,8:3,12:317:3)

11
A1
4,1
A1
TF{4:161,182) L@2r{122
9)-8:1} :
10)={4:1,8:1,19:1,18:3)
1)={8:142,182,17:3)  L(25)-{18:1,4:2.8:2}
12117101} L(26)={12:1,18:1)

(c) Hub-Labeling

(a) Original Graph (b) Hub-Network

Figure 1:Running Example of Hub-Accelerator Framework

rializes the distance matrix of those hubs, referred to astib?’
matrix. As we mentioned before, even ftd K hubs, the matrix
can be rather easily materialized. Rub-Labelingis introduced
so that each vertex will precompute and materialize a smai-n
ber of hubs (referred to as the core-hubs) which are eskémtia
recovering the shortest path using hubs and hub-matrix. \&nG
the Hul distance matrix and hub-labeling, a faster bidirectional
BFS can be performed to discover the exXactegree shortest path.
It first estimates a distance upper bound using the distaratgxm
and the hub labeling. No hub needs to be expanded duringdie bi
rectional search, i.e., hub-pruning bidirectional BFS.

4. HUB-NETWORK DISCOVERY

In this section, we formally define thdub-Network(Subsec-
tion[4.1) and present an efficient approach to discover ib$8c+
tion[4.2).

To facilitate our discussion, we first introduce the follogino-
tation. LetG = (V, E) be a graph wher& = {1,2,...n} is the
vertex setandv C V x V' is the edge set. The edge from vertex
andv is denoted byu, v), and we us&é’(vg, vp) = (vo, V1, ..., Up)
to denote a simple path betweepandv,. The length of a simple
path is the number of edges in the path, denotedo, vp)]|.
Given two vertices:, andv, their shortest patly P(u, v) is the path
between them with the minimal length. The distance from ver-
tex u to v is the length of shortest pathP (u, v) betweenu and
v, denoted byd(u,v). Note that for a directed graph, the edge
set may contain eithefu, v), (v, ), or both. For an undirected
graph, the edge has no direction; in other words, it can bsidon
ered bidirectional, so the edge set contains either botesdgv)
and (v, u) or neither of them. In undirected graph, the shortest
path distance from to v is equivalent to the one fromto u, i.e.,
d(u,v) = d(v,u). The techniques discussed in the paper can be
applied both undirected and directed graph; for simplicity will
focus on the undirected graph and we will briefly mention haahe
technique can be naturally extended to handle directechgrap

4.1 Distance-Preserving Subgraph and Hub-
Network

Intuitively, a hub-network is a minimal subgraph of the ama

Given a collection of vertex pairs whose distance need ta®e p
served in the subgraph, the subgraph discovery problem @ims
identify aminimal subgraph in terms of the number of vertices (or
edges).

DEFINITION 2. Minimal Distance-Preserving Subgraph
(MDPS) Problem Given graphG = (V, E) and a set of vertex
pairs D = (u,v) C V x V, the minimal distance-preserving
subgraph (MDPS) problem aims to discover a minimal subgraph
G% = (VY EY) with the smallest number of vertices, i.€";
arg min|y,| Gs, whereGs = (Vs, E) is a distance-preserving
subgraph with respect t®.

Once all the verticed’;* are discovered, the induced subgraph
G[VJ] of G is a candidate minimal subgraph. Note that its edge
set may be further sparsified. However, the edge sparsificati
problem with respect to a collection of vertex pairs (eglgrato
the minimal distance-preserving subgraph problem in tevhike
number of edges) is equally difficult as the MDPS problem (se
cussion below); and the number of edges which can be remoged a
typically small in the unweighted graph. Thus, we will noptre
the further edge reduction in this work.

Given graphG = (V, E) and a set of hubgl C V, let Dy,
contain all the hub pairs whose distance is no greater thamen
the hub-network is defined as the minimal distance-presersib-
graph of Dy in G.

ExampPLE 4.1. Figure[d(a) shows the network we will use as
a running example. Figuilel 1(b) is the corresponding hulwoek
with H = {4,6,8,12,17, 18,19} (degree> 5) whenk = 4. Since
the pairwise distances between these hubs are all less4han
contains all the hub pairs with a total ab vertex pairs.

Note that an alternative approach is to build the weighteat hu
network which explicitly connects the hub pairs: for ingtanif any
other hub lies in a shortest paths between two hubs, an eddeeca
added to directly link them. Indeed, most of the existingl&ts
have adopted a similar approach to build and utilize shigkway
structure (but they target mainly road networks, which are rather
sparse). However, this approach can lead to a number ofgmsbl
when searching a massive social network: 1) Such hub-nktwor
would be weighted and could be dense (many new edges may need
to be added between hubs) and to search through it, Dijkstita’
gorithm (or its variant) must be utilized and would be slowen
BFS (because of using the priority queue). Higher edge tleasi
acerbates this slowdown. 2) Bidirectional BFS is typicaibed to
search an unweighted network and could be adopted to sedsch t
remaining network (excluding the hub-network). Howevenne
bining bidirectional BFS with Dijkstra’s can be rather diffit; 3)
Significant memory may be needed to record such a hub-ne#gork
it is rather dense. Moreover, to recover the shortest pdtfitianal
information has to be recorded for each added new edge. @&onsi
ering these issues, we utilize the distance-preservingraph as
the hub-network, which does not induce additional memost,co

G, such that at least one shortest path between two hubs can beyng can naturally support (bidirectional) BFS. Note thaSec-

recovered in the subgraph (the distance is preserved). riiwafty
define the hub-network, we first introduce the conceptisfance-
preserving subgraphnd its discovery.

DEFINITION 1. Distance-Preserving SubgraphGiven graph
G = (V,E) and a set of vertex pair® = (u,v) C V x V,
a distance-preserving subgraghis = (Vs, Fs) of G (Vs C V
and E; C E) has the following property: for anyu,v) € D,
d(u,v|Gs) = d(u,v|G), whered(u, v|G5) andd(u, v|G) are the
distances in subgrapty's and original graphG, respectively.

tions[§ and[B, we will study how to use more memory for higher
query performance (without involving the difficulty of wéited
hub-network).

To discover the hub-network in a massive social network, we
need a fast solution for the Minimal Distance-Preservingdsaph
(MDPS) problem. However, finding the exact optimal solutisn
hard.

THEOREM 1. Finding the minimal distance-preserving subgraph
of a collectionD of vertex pairs in a graph is an NP-hard problem.



Proof Sketch: We reduce the set-cover decision problem r to the
decision version of the minimal distance-preserving saplgprob-
lem. In the set-cover decision problem,débe the ground set and
C records all the candidate sets, where for any candidat€ se€

set of basic pairs. Given this, it is easy to see thasubgraph can

recover all the vertex pairs iy, then it is a distance-preserving
subgraph ofD (and thus the hub-network]) his indicates that we
only need to focus on the basic paif3;( as the distances of com-

andC C U. The set-cover decision problem asks whether there are posite pairs can be directly recovered using the paths leetwasic

K or fewer candidate sets &y such that);C; = U.

Now we construct the following MDPS instance based on a set
cover instance: consider a tripartite gragh= (XUY UZ, Exy U
Ey z) where the vertices itk andZ have one-to-one correspon-
dence to the elements in the ground &etand the vertices it’
one-to-one correspond to the candidate sets.irfFor simplicity,
letu € U <> x4y € X(2u € Z) (vertexz, (z.) corresponds to
elementu); and letC' € C < yc € Y (vertexyc corresponds
to candidate sef’). Then, the edge sdfxy (Eyz) contains all
the edges$z., yc) ((ye, z.)) if elementu belongs to the candidate
setC. Note that the tripartite graph can be considered symmetric
(X =7 andEXy = Eyz).

We claim that the set-cover decision problem is satisfidlaad
only if the following MDPS problem is true: there is a subdrap
with 2|U| + K vertices to cover the shortest path distancélgf
vertex pairs £, zu), u € U.

The proof of this claim is as follows. Assume the set-covebpr
lem is satisfiable, leC, - - - Cx(k < K) be thek candidate sets
which covers the ground set, i.el(’; = U. Let Y¢ include all the
vertices inY” corresponding t@, - - - ,Cx. Itis easy to observe
the induced subgraph 6f[X U Y& U Z] can recover the distances
of all |U| pairs (., zu), u € U. Note that their distances in the
original graphG and the induced subgrajgh{ X U Yc U Z] are all
equal to2.

From the other direction, l&¥s be the subgraph witR|U| + K
vertices which recovers the distances of th@sepairs. Since the
vertices in the pairs have to be included in the subgrapte(aiise,
the distance can not be explicitly recovered), the addididn ver-
tices can only come from the vertex Sét(there are2|U| in the
vertex pairs fromX andZ). Note that the distance of(, z,,) in
the original graph i€ and to recover that, a vertgx: in Y has to
appear in the subgraph so that b¢th,, yc) and (yc, z.) are in
the subgraph (and in the original graph). This indicatesctivee-
sponding candidate sétcovers element. Since there are at most
K vertices inY’, there are at most” candidates needed to cover alll
the ground set/. O

Based on similar reduction, we can also prove that finding the
minimal distance-preserving subgraph in terms the numb#reo
edges is also an NP-hard problem. Due to simplicity, we vatl n
further explore this alternative in the paper.

4.2 Algorithm for Hub-Network Discovery

In the subsection, we will discuss an efficient approach fer d
covering the distance-preserving subgraph and the hwierlet To
simplify our discussion, we focus on extracting the hubaek,
though the approach is directly applicable to any collectibver-
tex pairs (and thus the general distance-preserving spbgr&e-
call that in the hub-network discovery problem, given a Heof
hubs and a collectio® of hub-pairs whose distance is no more
thank (for k-degree shortest path search), then the goal is to re-
cover the distance for the pairs i using a minimal (distance-
preserving) subgraph.

To tackle the hub-network (and the distance-preservingrsyti)
efficiently, we make the following simple observation. Foyaer-
tex pairs(z, y) in D, if there is another hub, such thati(z,y) =
d(z, z) 4+ d(z,y), then we refer to the vertex pdit, y) as acom-
posite pair otherwise, it is dasic pair, i.e., any shortest path con-
nectingz andy does not contain a hub ii. Let D, C D be the

pairs.

Considering this, at the high level, the algorithm of the -hub
network discovery performs a BFS-type traversal from eadh h
h and it accomplishes the two tasks: 1) during the BFS, alldbasi
pairsincludingh, i.e.,(h,v),v € H, should be recognized and col-
lected; and 2) once a basic pdit, v) is identified, the algorithm
will select a “good” shortest path which consists of the mmiai
number of “new” vertices (not included in the hub-network)yén
other words, as we traverse the graph from each hub, we dhadua
augment the hub-network with new vertices to recover thedce
(shortest path) of the newly found basic pairs.

Recognizing basic pairs:To quickly determine whether thé, v)

is a basic pair during the BFS process starting from huye uti-
lize the following observationLet vertexy lie on a shortest path
from hubh to non-hub vertex with distanced(h, v) — 1 (i.e.,y is
one hop closer than with respect tdh). If there is a hubh' appear-
ing in a shortest path from to y (»’ andy may not be distinct),’
definitely lies on a shortest path fromto v and (h, v) is a com-
posite pair (not basic pair)Based on this observation, we simply
maintain a binary flag(v) to denote whether there is another hub
appearing in a shortest path betwéeandwv. Specifically, its up-
date rule is as followsb(v) = 0 (not basic pair) ifv itself is a hub
orb(y) = 0 (yisv’s parent in the BFS, i.ed(h,y) = d(h,v) — 1
andd(y,v) = 1). Thus, during the BFS traversal, when we visit
vertexw, if its flag b(v) = 1 (true) meaning there is no other hubs
lying on the shortest path betwegrandv and we are able to rec-
ognize it is a basic pair.

Selecting a “good” shortest path between basic pairsTo select

a good shortest path between basic pairand v, a basic mea-
surement is the number of “new vertices” that need to be atiled
the hub-network. As a greedy criterion, the fewer that necloet
added, the better is the path. To compute this, for any sétqrégh
from starting pointh to v, a scoref records the maximal number
of vertices which are already in the hub-network. This measan
be easily maintained incrementally. Simply speaking, fidaie
rule is as follows: f(v) = max f(u) + 1 if v itself is in the hub-
network or f(v) = mazf(u), wherew is v's parent in the BFS
(a shortest path from to v go throughu andw directly links to
v). Also vertexv recordsu which has the maximaf for tracking
such a shortest path (with maximal number of vertices in thte h
network). Finally, we note that only for verticeswith b(v) = 1,
i.e., when the shortest path betweemndv does not go through
any other hub, does a scofeneed to be maintained. Otherwise,
and its descendents cannot produce any basic pairs.

Overall Algorithm: The outline of this BFS-based procedure for
discovering the hub-network is described in Algorifhim 1réid ™

is the set recording the vertices in the hub-network. liytidl* =

H and then new vertices will be added during the processinge No
that in the queue for BFS traversal (LiBg we always visit those
vertices withb(u) = 0, i.e., they and any of their descendents (in
the BFS traversal) will not form a basic pair, and thus theego
does not need to be maintained for them. Once a hub is visiigd a
itinitially hasb(u) = 1, then(h, u) is a basic pair (Lin&); we will
extract the shortest path which has the maximal number titesr

in the hub-network and add the new verticed#d (Line 6). Now,
since the descendent of this hub (in the BFS traversal) wilform

a basic pair, we simply change its flag to false, béu,) = 0 (Line



Algorithm 1 BFSExtractionG = (V, E), h, H, H*)

1: Initialize b(u) + 1; f(u) « 0O for each vertex;

2: level(h) + 0; Q + {h} {queue for BF$;

3: while Q # 0 {vertices withb(w) = 0 visited first at each levgldo

u 4+ Q.pop();

if u € H andlevel(u) > 1 andb(u) = 1 {basic pai} then
extract shortest path P (h, ) with minimal f(«) and add toH*

b(u) < 0 {all later extension will become falge
end if
if level(u) = k {no expansion more than le¥kelor k-degree short-
est path then
10: continue;
11:  endif
12:  if b(u) = 1andu € H* then
13: f(u) + f(u) + 1 {increasef}

e ouk

14:  endif

15:  forall v € neighbor(u) {(u,v) € E; expandingu} do
16: if v is not visitedthen

17: addwv to queueR);

18: else iflevel (v) = level(u) + 1 then

19: if b(u) = 0 {updateb} then

20: b(v) + 0;

21: else ifb(v) = 1and f(u) > f(v) {updatef} then
22: f(v) + f(u) andparent(v) < u;

23: end if

24: end if

25:  endfor

26: end while

Level O

Level 1

b=1->b=0,
Level 2

Level 3

(a) Flag b(v)

(b) score f(v)

Figure 2: Incremental Maintenance of flagnd scoref

7). Also, since we are only interested in the shortest pathimwit
k-hop, we will not expand any vertex with distance/tdo be k
(Lines9 — 11). Before we expand the neighborswgfwe also need
to update itsf score based on whetheiitself is in the hub-network
(Line 12 — 14).

The complete expansion of a vertexs from Line 15 to 28. We
will visit each of its neighbors. If v has not been visited, we will
add it to the queue for future visiting (Line5 — 18). Then we
perform the incremental update of flafpy) and scoref (v). Flag
b(v) will be turned off if b(u) = 0 (Line 20 — 22) and if f(u) is
larger thanf (v), i.e., the shortest path fromto u has the largest
number of vertices so far in the hub-network. Vertexill recordw
as the parent (for shortest path tracking) diid) is updated (Line
24 — 26). This procedure will be invoked for each hub#h

ExAmMPLE 4.2. Figure[d illustrates the flag and scoref in the
BFS process. Here the verticés 2, 4, 9, and 11 are hubs. In
Figurel2 (a),(h,2), (h,4), and(h, 11) are basic pairs; the flag
changes fronb = 1 originally to b = 0 (Lines5-7). After the flagh
of 2,4, and11 changes to falseh(= 0), all their descendents in the
BFS traversal become false. For instance, the Hlag vertex5 is
false as itis also considered hls descendent. In Figufd 2(b), the
shaded verteR indicates it is already included in the hub-network
(3 € H™). Therefore, vertex1 points to vertexs (parent(11)=8

and parent(8)=3) as ity score is higher than the that of vertéx

THEOREM 2. If we invoke Algorithnilll for each € H, then
the induced subgrap&'[H *] is a hub-network off with respect to
the k-degree shortest path.

Proof Sketch: The correctness of the algorithm can be derived
from the following two observations: 1) for any basic péir, u)
with distance no more thah, there is at least one shortest path
in G[H*] as the algorithm explicitly extracts a shortest path and
adds all its vertices t@¢7*; 2) for any composite paifh, h’) with
distance no more thah, then it can always be represented as a se-
guence of basic pairs, which has at least one shortest pat].
Thus, for any hub paith, k") with distance no more thah, their
distance (at least one shortest path) is preserved in theéadsub-
graphG[H*]. O

The computational complexity for hub-network discoveryglas
scribed in Algorithn{ll is basically equivalent to that of anple

BFS procedure. The overall procedure tal®3 ), - ,; (| Nk (R) |+ Ex(h)]))

time, whereH is the hub set, and/, (h) and ' (h) are the number
of vertices and edges, respectively,ils k-degree neighborhood.
We also note that this algorithm works correctly for bothivected
and directed graphs. Interestingly, we note the followingpprty
of applying Algorithni for an undirected graph.

LEMMA 1. Let(u,v) be abasic hub pairin an undirected graph.
Consider AlgorithniIl performs BFS fromfirst and it discovers
the shortest patty P(u, v). When it performs BFS fromand dis-
covers the symmetric basic pdiv, «), the algorithm will not add
any additional new vertices.

Proof Sketch: The scoref guaranteeg (v) = |SP(v, u)|=|SP(u,v)|
and thus a shortest path as “good” & (u, v) will be extracted
which does not need to add any new verticeglta O

This observation leads to the simple bound constraint offitte
network (the final size ofi*) and the result of Algorithn{]1 will
match such a bound.

LEMMA 2. Let DY C D, C H x H be the set of all unique
basic hub pairs whose distance is no more ttathen,
>, e

|[H*| < v) = 1)+ [H| < ——(k - 1) + |H],
(u,0)ED?

2

where B is the average numnber of basic pairs per hub.

Proof Sketch: The termzwv)EDz(d(u, v) — 1) corresponds to

the definition that any basic pair needs to recover only oletsh
est path; this also corresponds to the worst case scenadb in
gorithm[d, where for any basic pair, all non-hub verticesgla
new shortest path need to be addedrf6. Note that for undi-
rected graphD?, treats basic pairéu, v) and(v, u) as a single one.
This directly leads to the terid | B /2(k — 1), which contemplates
the maximal distance between any basic hub pairasd only one
shortest path needs to be recovered for symmetric basi(pair)
and (v, ). Algorithm[d also holds that (Lemnid 1). Note that the
result holds for directed graph as well wheBes the total degree
of both incoming and outgoing edges.

5. HUB-NETWORK BASED SEARCH

In this section, we describe the hub-network based bidaeat
BFS. The main challenge here is given a hub-network, how we
can leverage it to maximally reduce the expansion of hubsstihd
guarantee to discover the corrdetdegree shortest path? Recall
that a key reason for introducing the hub-network is to uge it



constraint the expansion of hubs. Thus, a basic searchigenc
is thatany hub will only visit its neighbors in the hub-network
But what about any non-hub verticesin the hub-network, such
asv € H*\ H? Should they be expanded only within the hub-
network or should they be treated as the remaining vertioesde
the hub-network? Furthermore, in traditional bidirecibBFS,
when two searches (forward and backward) meet for the firs, ti
the shortest path is discovered. Unfortunately, this do¢sieces-
sarily hold if the hub is not fully expanded and thus the goest
becomes: what should be the correct stop condition? Thecsiop
dition is crucial as it determines the search space and thieate
ness of discovering the exact shortest path.

In the following, we first describe the hub-network based-bid
rectional BFS algorithm (Subsectin b.1) and then we prose i
correctness and discuss its search cost (Subséciion 5.2).

5.1 HN-BBFS Algorithm

The Hub-Network based Bidirectional BFS (HN-BBFS) algo-
rithm consists of a two-step process: Wdeting step A bidirec-
tional search will traverse both hub-network and remairgraphs
until the forward and backward searches meet at the first @amm
vertex; 2) Verification step) Next, the searches continues in the
remaining graphs (not hub-network) to verify whether thénmhs-
covered in the first step is shortest. If not, this step wikdiver an
alternative shortest path.

Expansion Rule: In the Meeting step, the forward (backward) BFS
follows the following rules to expand vertexin G: 1) if a vertex is

a hub, then it only expands its neighbors in the hub-netw2yif,a
vertex is a regular vertex (not in the hub-network), therxgands

all its neighbors; 3) for a vertex is a non-hub vertex but i liub-
network, H*\ H, if the BFS traversal first reaches it through a hub,
then it only expands its neighbors in the hub-network; otiee,

it is considered a regular vertex (no shortest path front gtad)
vertex to it going through a hub). In the Verification stepthbo
forward and backward BFS traversals will continue but they w

Algorithm 2 HN-BBFS(G, G[H*], s, )

D Qy + {s}: Qp < {t}; {Queues for forward and backward segrch

D dist < k+ 1, met < false;

- while (Q; # 0 AND Q; # () AND NOT met AND d(s, Q 5.top) +

d(Qp-top,t) < dist do
ForwardSeardfQ ¢, false); {not Verification Step
BackwardSeardit);,, false);

. end while

. stopy < false; stopy, <+ false;

. while (NOT ((Q¢ = 0 OR stops) AND (Qp = 0 OR stopy))) do

NOT stopy: ForwardSeard@ s, true); {true: Verification Step

10:  NOT stopy: BackwardSeard®y , true)

11: end while

12: return dist and shortest path;

Procedure ForwardSearcld ¢,V eri fication)

13: u + Qy.pop() {if Verification is true, only out-hub-network ver-
tices will be visited

14: w is set to be visited by forward search;

15: for all v + neighbor(u) {if u is a hub or there is a shortest path

from s to w via a hubneighbor(u) is within the hub-network do

©CONOUA WNPE

16: if vis visited by backward seardisearches megthen
17: if d(s,u) + d(v,t) + 1 < dist then

18: updatedist and the shortest path correspondingly;
19: if NOT met {the first time megtthen

20: met <+ true

21: end if

22: end if

23:  endif

24:  if vis not visited AND NOT {eri fication andv € H) then
25: Q s .push_back(v);

26:  endif

27:  if Verification AND dist > d(s,v) + df + 1then

28: stopy 4 true;

29:  endif

30: end for

incrementally computed (similar to using the ftaig Algorithm([I).
Once a forward (backward) search visits a vertex alreadiedidy

not need to expand any hub, and any regular vertex and non-hubthe backward (forward) search, a candidate shortest pdthdasv-

vertices in the hub-network will expand all their neighbarghe
entire network.

Stop Condition: The stop condition for the forward (backward)
BFS in the Verification step is as follows. Létst be the shortest
path distance discovered so far;dét(d?) be the distance between
s (h) toits closest hulh; letlevel (levely) be the current level be-
ing traversed by forward (backward) BFS. Then, the forwhetk-
ward) BFS will stop when the following condition is met:

dist > levely +d" +1 (dist > levely + dj +1) @

Overall Algorithm: Hub-Network based Bidirectional BFS (HN-
BBFS) is sketched in Algorithia] 2. Note thBackwardSearclis
essentially the same &srwardSearchand is omitted for simplic-
ity. Initially, dist is set to bek+ 1 for k-degree shortest path search
(indicating no path withirk-hops) and thenet condition is false
(Line 2).

The first step (Meeting Step) is carried out by the first wholed

(Lines 3 — 6), where a forward search and a backward search are

employed in an alternating manner. FarwardSearch(and Back-
wardSearchy, a vertex in the corresponding que@g (Q») is ex-
panded. The expansion rule as described earlier is used@l Li
Basically, if a vertex is a hub or is in the hub-netwofk; \ H, but
the BFS traversal first reaches it through a hub (there is aesto
path froms to u via a hub), it is considered “in-hub-network”. Oth-
erwise, itis “out-hub-network”. For an in-hub-network tet, BFS
only expands its neighbors in the hub-network. Note thaigaiz-
ing these “in-hub-network” vertices is straightforwarddazan be

ered andmet is set to be true. Note that whénerification is
false (at the first step), every vertex (both hubs and norshwill
be visited and expanded.

Oncemet turns true, the second step (Verification Step) is car-
ried out by the second while loop (Lin8s-11). Before the forward
stop condition is metstopy is false), the ForwardSearch will con-
tinue. However, only out-hub-network vertices will be tésl and
expanded (Lind3 and Lines24 — 26). Also, during the expansion
process, the candidate shortest path can be updated (l7irek)).
Finally, when the stop condition is met (Lié: d(s,v) is the cur-
rent BFS level being expanded, thlssels), stopy will become
true and no forward search will not performed (Lio)e Note that
d" (d?) can be easily computed during the BFS traversal: the first
time a hub is visited, its distance #ds recorded ag”.

5.2 Correctness and Search Cost

We now discuss the correctness of HN-BBFS (Algorifim 2) and
then its search cost (especially in terms of the new Stopitiond
Formulal). To prove the correctness of HN-BBFS, we will make
the following important observations:

LEMMA 3. For any hubh € H, during the first step (Meeting
Step), the distancé(s, h) computed using the forward BFS search,
i.e., the number of traversal levels to reakhis the exact shortest
path distance betweenand h. The same holds fai(h, ¢) for the
backward BFS traversal.

Proof Sketch: If s is a hub, then based on the hub-network defini-
tion, this clearly holds. I& is not a hub, then one of the following



two cases must hold: 1) All shortest paths betwéerh) do not
contain a hub except, so the forward BFS finds the shortest path
distancei(s, h) by traversing only non-hub vertices in the original
graph; 2) There is a shortest path betwéenm) containing an-
other hub, so there is always, such tha{s, ") does not contain
any hubs andh’, h) can be discovered in the hub-network.

So, what is the average number of steps HN-BBFS needs to take
for a typical (random) query in the Verification step? The bem
is close tozero or at most one. To illustrate, first consider the dis-
tance between two vertex pairs to bgsince most distances are
less than that in social networks [39]), and assuna@dt are not
hubs (because there are few hubs) but each of them has ahditect

Lemmd3 demonstrates the power of the hub-network and showsneighbord” = 1 (d?' = 1). Note that both directions typically tra-

that HN-BBFS can correctly calculate the shortest pathgdie)
between query vertices to hubs (and between hubs). Howasrer,
spite this, the candidate shortest path being discoveréuedirst
meeting vertex may not be the exact one. The following lemma
categorizes the exact shortest paths if they are shortetliescan-
didate shortest path discovered in the first step (Meetieg)St

LEMMA 4. Assumingu is the meeting vertex where forward
and backward search first meet (Line® — 26 in Algorithm[2),
the candidate shortest path is denotedS&3(s, u, t) and the dis-
tance dist is d(s,u) + d(u,t). If there is a shorter path, then
it must contain a hulh, such that the exact shortest path can be
represented as two segmei® (s, h) and SP(h,t). Moreover,
either 1) SP(s,h) contains no hub other thah with distances
d(s,h) > d(s,u) and d(h,t) < d(u,t), or 2) SP(h,t) con-
tains no hub other thah with distancesd(s,h) < d(u,t) and
d(h,t) > d(u,t).

Proof Sketch: We prove this by way to contradiction. It the lemma
does not hold, then the following two types of paths cannot be
shorter than the discovered candidate shortest path: 1@ ike

no hub in the exact shortest pa8P(s,t), and 2) there are two
hubshs and h:, such that the shortest path has three segments:
SP(s,hs), SP(hs,ht) and SP(h,t) whered(s, hs) < d(s,u)
andd(h:,t) < d(u,t). For the first case, the bidirectional BFS
should be able to find such a path (if they are shorter thanghe c
didateSP(s,u,t)) earlier as it only involves visiting non-hub ver-

tices in the graph. For the second case, based on Ldrhma 3, Al-

gorithm[2 computes the exadts, i) andd(h., t) before the two
BFS met atu and the hub-network encodes the correct distance
betweend(hs, ht). Thus, if d(s, hs) + d(hs, ht) + d(he,t) <
d(s,u)+d(u,t), this shortest path should be discovered (met at an
in-hub-network vertex) during the first step (Meeting Steince
both cases are impossible, the lemma holds.

THEOREM 3. The Hub-Network based Bidirectional BFS ap-
proach (HN-BBFS, Algorithrl]2) guarantees the discoveryhef t
exactk-degree shortest path.

Proof Sketch: Basically, we need show that when the stop con-
dition is met, no shorter alternative paths exists. By Lerfdind
a shortest path exists that is better than the candidatéeshpath
SP(s,u,t)), it must follow one of two simple formats. These for-
mats suggest we only need to extend out-hub-network verticg!
they meet a hub already visited from the other directitiz,(hs) <
d(s,u) ord(h,t) < d(u,t)). If such a path can be found, it must
be shorter than the already discovered distafice, i.e., dist >
level; 4+ 1 4 df (the best case situation is when the shortest path
extends from the current step by one step to a hub closeseto th
query vertices). Clearly, if this does not hold, any sharpegh in
this format will not be smaller thadtist. O

In classical Bidirectional search, once both directionginat a
common vertex, the search can be stopped and the exactsthorte
path is discovered. However, in HN-BBFS, in order to redune t
expansion of hubs, some additional traversal (Verificafitap) has
to be taken. Clearly, if we need to wallk'2 additional steps, then
the benefit of HN-BBFS can be greatly compromised.

verse at most three steps, ileyel; = level, = 3. Thus, at most
one extra step needs to be taken in this case to make the stdp co
tion true:dist—levelf—d?—l > 0, wherelevely = 4. Similarly,

let us consider the distance to hend assume each direction has
taken2 steps in the Meeting Step. In this case, there is no need to
take an additional step (assumingndt are not hubs), and we can
immediately recognize that the candidate shortest patidezid the
exact one. Finally, we note that whégst — level; — dh—1=1,

i.e., the last step of BFS for Verification, there is no neeéxe
pand all the neighbors of a given vertex. Only its immediatb-h
neighbors need to be expanded and checked (Ldmhma 4 and Theo-
rem[3). To facilitate this, the neighbors of regular veican be
reorganized so that the hub-neighbors and non-hub-neigtdre
separately recorded.

6. HUB?-LABELING FOR SHORTEST PATH
COMPUTATION

In this section, we present a Hsbabeling approach which aims
to completely avoid visiting (and expanding) any hub. Toiew
this, more expensive though often affordable pre-commrtatnd
memory cost are utilized for faster online querying processin
Subsectiofi 6]1, we will describe the I-?ulmbeling framework and
its index construction. In Subsectibnl6.2, we will discuss faster
bidirectional BFS.

6.1 Hubr-Labeling Framework

Hub?-Labeling replaces the Hub-Network withHub® distance
matrix andHub Labeling
Hub?: The distance matrix between hub pairs (referred to agHub
is precomputed and stored in main memory. Indeed, only the di
tances of pairs with distance no more thianeed to be computed
for k-degree shortest path. As we discussed before, nowadays a
desktop computer with moderate memory size can easily lugld s
a matrix for10K (or more) of hubs.
Hub Labeling: In order to effectively utilize the distance matrix,
each vertexv in the graph also records a small portion of hubs,
referred to as theore-hubs along with the distances. Basically,
those core-hubs along with the distance matrix can helkbyues-
timate the upper-bound of distance between the query vpeg
and can be used for bounding the search step of bidirectiiral

Now, we formally define theore-hubs

DEFINITION 3. (Core-Hubs) Given graphG = (V, E) and
a collection H of hubs, for each vertex, we say vertexr € H
is a core-hub forv if there is no other huth’ € H such that
d(v,h) = d(v,h') +d(h', h). Formally, L(v) = {h € H : 3h' €
H, d(v,h) = d(v, ) + d(W, h)}.

Simply speaking, if no other vertei' appears in any shortest
path betweern andh, h is v's core-hub. Note that a paiw, h),
wherev € L(v), is similar to a basic pair in the hub-network (Sub-
sectio[4.R). The original basic pair definition only refewshub
pairs, but here it is being extended to vertex pairs with arednd
one non-hub vertex.

ExAMPLE 6.1. Figure[d(c) illustrate the core-hubs (along with
the distance) for each non-hub vertices in the original dr#pig-
ure[d(a)). Here the hubs aré, 6, 8, 12, 17, 18, and 19. For



instance, Vertex only needs to record core-hulds 6, 12 and 19,
and it can reach hub8 and 17 through them in some shortest path.

Using the core-hubg and distance-matrix Hidb, we can ap-
proximate the distance and the shortest path for vertex pai in
the following fashion:

dH('97 t) = mianL(s)/\yGL(t){d(s7 1‘) + d(:l?, y) + d(y7 t)} (2)

Hegg,d(:g y) is the exact distance recorded in the distance-matrix
Hub”.

The construction of the distance matrix Huind the labeling of
core-hubs are also rather straightforward. The BFS praeeitiu
Algorithm[d can be easily adopted: 1) each BFS perfoknsseps
and thus the distance matrix can be directly constructesyhgn
a vertexv has flagh = 1 (basic pair) from BFS traversal &f, we
simply append: to L(v). Thus, the total computational complexity
of the pre-computation i9(} ", . ;; (Nk (h) 4 Ex(h))) time, where
H is the hub set an@V;, (h) and E (h) are the number of vertices
and edges, respectively,irs k-degree neighborhood. We note that
for directed graphs, we will compute bath,, (v) andLew:(v), one
for incoming core-hubéh, v) and the other for outgoing core-hubs

(v, h). To construct such labels, we need perform both forward and tween L' (s) and L' (t); then on(L*(s), L?(t)), (L?(s), L'(t))

backward BFS from each hub.

The overall memory cost of HGbLabeling is the sum of the cost
of the distance matrix (H{#) together with the core-hub labeling
for each vertex X (v)): >, .y O(|L(v)|) + O(|H|?). This turns
out to be rather affordable. In the experimental study, wadbthat
for most of the real social networks, the core-hubs of eactexe
v is only a small portion of the total hubs (in most case, leasith
or close ta2%). Thus, the Hub-Labeling can easily handle graphs
with more thanl0K hubs. Furthermore, since the second term
(the size of the distance matrix) is stable, as the numbeeices
increases in the original graph, the first term will scaledirty with
respect tqV|.

6.2 Hubr-Labeling Query Processing

To compute thé-degree shortest path between vertex pait),
the online query process in Hith abeling consists of two steps:
Step 1 (Distance Estimation): Using the distance matrix Héb
and core-hubs labeling(s) and L(¢), the distancels (s, t) is es-
timated (Formul&lR2).
Step 2 (Hub-Pruning Bidirectional BFS (HP-BBFS)): A bidi-
rectional BFS frons andt is performed and the search step is con-
strained by the minimum betweén (for k-degree shortest path)
anddg (s, t). In particular, none of the hubs need to be expanded
during the bidirectional search. Mathematically, the HRioning
Bidirectional BFS is equivalent to performing a typical Bet-
tional BFS on the non-hub induced subgragty’ \ H| of G.

THEOREM 4. The two-step HubLabeling query process can
correctly compute thé-degree shortest path in graph.

Proof Sketch: We observe that any vertex pair with distance no

If an approximate shortest path computed in Stejg not an
exact one, then the shortest path does not involve any hubs Th
Step2 can guarantee to extract an exact shortest path using the
bidirectional search in the non-hub induced subgrap¥i \ H]. O

The time complexity of online query processing of a peénd¢
can be written a® (| L(s) || L(t)| + Ny 2(s|G[V\H])* Ei,2(s|G[V'\
H))+N}, 5 (t|GIV \ H])*+ Ej, 5 (t|G[V \ H))), where]L(s)|| L(t)|
is the distance estimation cost and the remaining termdaredst
of bidirectional searchiVy. /> (N}, /») andEy » (E}, /) are the num-
ber of vertices and edges in thg2-neighborhood (reversed neigh-
borhood which follows the incoming edges) of the non-hulu et
subgraphZ[V \ H]. Since the hubs are excluded, the cost of hub-
pruning bidirectional BFS is significantly smaller thanttba the
original graph.

However, if the number of core-labels is large, then the dis-
tance estimation can be expensive (a pairwise joinL¢s) and
L(t) is performed). To address this issue, the core-hubs(in)
can be organized in a level-wise fashion, each level coorebp
ing to their distance ta, such as.! (u), L (u), - - - L* (u). Using
such a level-wise organization, we can perform a much more ef
ficient distance estimation: the pairwise joins first perfed be-
(L?(s), L*(t)), etc. Given this, let us denotéto be the shortest
path length obtained by pairwise join so far. Assuming wecare
rently working on(L*(s), L9(t)), if d < p + g, then we terminate
the pairwise join immediately. This is because it is implolesfor
(L” (s), LY (t)) to produce better results singerq’ > p+q > d.
This early termination strategy based on the level-wisamization
can help us effectively prune unnecessary pairwise joimagpas
and improve the query efficiency.

7. EXPERIMENTAL EVALUATION

In this section, we empirically evaluate the performancewf
algorithm on a range of large real social networks. In partic
lar, we will compare the Hub-Network approach (denotedtHily
and HuB¥-Labeling approach (denoted B ) with the following
methods: 1) basic breadth-first search (denoté®F); 2) bidirec-
tional breadth-first search (denotedBiBFS); 3) the Sketch algo-
rithm [9] (denoted a§*), the state-of-the-art approximate distance
estimation algorithm; 4) the TreeSketch methiod [16] (dedais
TS*), which utilizes a tree to improve the approximation accyra
of Sketch based shortest path computation. Here the syrddeb
indicates it is an approximation method.

In addition, we have also tested the two latest exact shqrégls
distance methods, including tree decomposition basedestqath
computation[[4D] and the highway-centric labeling apphod&9]
based on authors’ provided implementation. However, peittfi
them can work on the graphs used in this study. This is as &gbec
as their indexing cost is very high (tree decomposition ticeger
approach) and they are mainly focusing on very sparse graphs

We also tested RigelPath, another recent approach on approx
mate shortest path discovery in social netwolks [42]. Haxgets

more thank can be categorized as: 1) vertex pairs having at least query performance is slower than that of Sketch (also coefirm

one shortest path passing through at least one hutf;imnd 2)
vertex pairs whose shortest paths never pass through any hub

For any vertex paifs, t) with distance no greater thar(d(s,t) <
k), if there exists one hub’ € H satisfyingd(s,t) = d(s,z’) +
d(z',t), then, we can always find € Ly (s) andy € Ly (t) such
thatd(s,t) = d(s,z) + d(x,y) + d(y,t). In other words, Step
1 (distance estimation), which uses the distance-matrix*Hurtal
core-hub labeling, can handle this category. Also, the Stel
help confirm the shortest path belongs to this category (uaind
a shorter one).

in their own study [[4R]). Furthermore, its current implertaion
only focuses on undirected graphs, wheres most of the reahbe
marking networks are directed. Thus, we do not report RajblB
experimental results here.

We implemented our algorithms in C++ and the Standard Tem-
plate Library (STL). The implementation of sketch-baseprapches
(including S* and TS*) is kindly provided by authorg [16] (also
implemented in C++). All experiments were run on a Linux serv
with 2.48GHz AMD Opteron processors and 32GB RAM.

In experiments, we are interested in two important measures



query time and preprocessing cost, which consists of prpaem
tation time and indexing size. To measure the query time,ame r
domly generaté0, 000 vertex pairs and obtain the average running
time for each query. For the index size, since all Sketclrcieglare
stored in RDF format, their indexing sizes are measuredrinde
of the corresponding RDF file size. If the preprocessing otha
finished in48 hours,we will stop it and record “-” in the table of
results. Furthermore, we note that all Sketch-based besdism
can only approximate shortest paths, where approximatico-a
racy is influenced by an iterative sampling procedure. Apatar

r is specified to determine the number of sampling iteratishsch
leads ta2r log | V| sketches for each vertex. To make a fair compar-
ison with exact query schemes, we set 2 as suggested i [16]
which can produce sketches with good approximation acywad
efficient query processing. Also, in this study, we focus empar-
ing their query time again the new approaches despite tieegrdy
able to provide approximate solution whereas our appreachs
provide the exact solution.

The benchmarking datasets are listed in Table 1. Most of them
are gathered from online social networks, with the numbereof
tices ranging from several tens of thousands to more tldamil-
lion. Others also exhibit certain properties commonly obse in
social networks, such as small diameter and relatively higitage
vertex degree. All datasets are downloadable from Starifarde
Network Dataset Collectidh Max Planck Institute’s Online Social
Network Research Centlr and Social Computing Data Reposi-
tory at Arizona State Universiﬂ

In Table1, we present important characteristics of alldetdsets,
whered is average vertex degree (i.€[F|/|V]) anddo.o is 90-
percentile effective diameter [24]. Finally, in the expeeintal study,
we focus on th&-degree shortest path queriés=£ 6) as they are
the most commonly used and also the most challenging one.

7.1 Experimental Results

In the following, we report effectiveness and efficiency loé t
shortest path computation algorithms from different pecsipes:
Query Results on Random Queriedn this experiment, we ran-
domly generatd0, 000 vertex pairs with various distances and ex-
ecute all algorithms on these queries to study their perdioca.
Here, we select0, 000 vertices with highest vertex degree as hubs.
Table[3 presents the average query timelfar000 queries on all
the methods and TaHl& 4 highlights the average query tintadse
vertex pairs whose distance is no less thglonger path) as these
are the more challenging ones (the longer the path, the/likere
hubs will be expanded). Note that for BFS and two sketch nektho
Sketch(3) and TreeSketch(TS, we use thenillisecond(10~ %) as
the unit, as they typically have much longer query time, amd f
BiBFS and our new approaches, Hub-Network (HN) and Hub
Labeling (HL) approaches, we use timicrosecond10~°) as the
unit, as they are much faster. Their corresponding averegeis
space per query is reported in Table 5, where column “HP-BBFS
records the average number of vertices visited by HP-BBR$&{H
Pruning Bidirectional BFS) in HubLabeling (HL) and column
“Join” records the average times of pairwise join on the durbs
labeling L(s) and L(¢) in HL. We make the following observations
on the query time and average search space:

1) The HuB-Labeling (HL) is clearly the winner among all al-
gorithms, which is on average more th2@00 times faster than
BFS. In most of the social networks, like As-skitter and Wik,
the average query time of Héthabeling (HL) is only tens of mi-

http://snap.stanford.edu/data/index.html
2http://socialnetworks.mpi-sws.org/
3http://socialcomputing.asu.edu/datasets/

croseconds10~® second), and except for one (Orkut), all of tham
are less thanms. Overall, HuB-Labeling (HL) is on average3
times faster than BiBFS. Specifically, we observe that caega
to BiBFS, the Hub-Pruning Bidirectional Search (HP-BBF$) o
achieves significant improvement in terms of search spah&hw

is arounds00 times smaller than BiBFS (Taldlé 5).

2) The Hub-Network (HN) is on average abQutimes faster than
BiBFS (with no additional storage cost but reorganizes #tevark
structure). It is about two orders of magnitude faster th&S But

is about10 times slower than the HdbLabeling approach.

3) Sketch (3) is on average about) times faster than BFS but
it fails to run on a few datasets. The TreeSketch*(TiS on av-
erage70 times slower than Sketch. Both Hub-Network and Hub-
Labeling approaches are are on average more than two orflers o
magnitude faster than Sketch, the fastest approximatiaghade

4) For long distance querie§u,v) > 4 the exact shortest path
approaches require longer query time (Tdble 4). Howeverjrth
crease for the Hub-Network (HN) and Hishabeling (HL) are
smaller than BFS and BiBFS. Also, it is interesting to obedhe
approximate shortest path approaches do not show perfomuzn
crease though both of them are still very slow.

Preprocessing CostTabld® shows preprocessing cost of the Sketch-
based approach along with HL, consisting of indexing sizk@e-
computation time. The first columri*$ecords the index size (MB)
for the Sketch method. The second column.kL; records total
index size of HuB-Labeling (HL), which is the sum of core-hubs
labeling cost and distance matrix size. Colupfifv)| record the
average number of core-hubs stored by each vertex. Renhgrkab
the core-hub labeling scheme in Hubabeling (HL) is very ef-
fective, as there is a very small portion of core-hubs reedrdy
each vertex. In most of the network, the average number & cor
hubs per vertex is no more thafy of the total hubs. In particular,
for network WikiTalk, only2.5 core-hubs are stored in each vertex
on average, which potentially leads to efficient query amswge
However, for LiveJournal, the HdbLabeling is too expensive to
be materialized in the main memory. In terms of precomporati
time, Hul?-Labeling can be constructed faster than Sketchi ont

of 10 networks. The construction time of HubNetwork (HN) is av-
erage more than three times faster than the?Hudbeling (HL),
and it does not need any additional memory cost.

Impacts of Hub Number: In this experiment, we study the effect
of different number of hubs on query performance. Here, wg va
the hub-set size frorh, 000 to 15, 000 and conduct the experiment
on 10, 000 randomly generated queries with various distances. Ta-
ble[2 shows the average query time of Hub-Network (HN) and
Hub?-Labeling approaches using different number of hubs. Intmos
of these networks, the best query performance is achieved e
number of hubs lies betwedl® K" and15K. Though a large num-
ber of hubs may potentially help reduce the search spaceeof th
bidirectional search in HibLabeling (HL), it may also increase
the size of core-hubs associated with each vertex. We obsleay
the query performance obtained by usiig< hub is comparable to
the best one). Note that here due to space limitation, we ticeno
port the detailed precomputation cost in terms of constrndtme
and index size (for HubLabeling). Overall, as the number of hub
increases, most large networks, show an increasing trejaddieg

the average index size. Interestingly, when hub-set sizeases,
significant reduction of average index size is observed daTafk.
This is in part explained by its very small diameter. In tewwhthe
precomputation time, as more hubs are chosen, the congnahti
cost of Hub-Network and HibLabeling becomes larger, because
more BFS needs to performed. Indeed, the precomputation tim
increases almost linearly with respect to the hub-set size.




Dataset V] |E] 3 do9 | [ pataset [H] = 5000 | |H|=8000 | [H| = 10000 | |H]= 15000
Facebook 63731 1545686 48.51 8.2 HN HL HN HL HN HL HN HL
Slashdot 82168 948464 23.09 47 Facebook 0.043 | 0.018 | 0.044| 0.017 | 0.042 | 0.017 | 0.040| 0.019
BerkStan 685230 7600595| 22.18 10 Slashdot 0.023 | 0.002 | 0.021| 0.001 | 0.022 | 0.001 | 0.022| 0.002
Youtube 1138499 4945382 869 | 7.14 BerkSta 0.011 | 0.005| 0.005| 0.009 | 0.010 | 0.004 | 0.014| 0.002
As-skitter 1696415| 11095298] 13.08 59 Youtube 0.106 | 0.006 | 0.119 | 0.005| 0.125| 0.005 | 0.136 | 0.005
Elickr 1715256 22613981| 26.37| 7.32 As-skitter 0.051] 0.016 | 0.044] 0.015] 0.040 | 0.013] 0.041] 0.011
Flickr-growth 2302925| 33140018] 28.78| 7.19 Flickr 1.600 | 0.112| 1.671| 0.073| 1.739| 0.067 | 1.888 | 0.061
Wiki-talk 2394385 5021410 4.19 4 Flickr-growth | 0.998 | 0.138 | 1.130 | 0.113| 1.193| 0.100 | 1.236| 0.136
Orkut 3072441 223534301 145.51 57 Wiki-talk 0.014 | 0.002| 0.016 | 0.002 | 0.014 [ 0.002 | 0.014 | 0.001
LiveJournal 5204176| 77402652 29.75| 8.34 Orkut 0.952 | 3.653| 0.955| 3.314| 0.978 | 3.356 | 1.078 | 3.282
Twitter 11316811| 85331845| 15.08| 24.97 LiveJournal 0.466 - | 0.526 - | 0.513 - | 0.577 -
Twitter 1.850 | 0.306 | 1.947 | 0.314 | 2.083 | 0.340 | 2.121 -
Table 1. Network Statistics Table 2:Average Query Time with Different Hub Sizes (ms)
Dataset BFS| & | TS | BBFS| HN] HL Dataset BFS| S | 1S | BBFS| HN] HL
ms ns ms s
Facebook 17| 05| 20.4 55.2 41.9 17.4 Facebook 19| 05| 19.6 61.2 45.7 19.9
Slashdot 1.4 0.7 34.5 31.6 22.2 1.3 Slashdot 171 07| 46.8 31.4 20.3 15
BerkStan 0.3 | 4.7 | 559.1 33.9 10.2 35 BerkStan 0.3 | 2.1 | 206.7 36.1 10.6 3.8
Youtube 15.3 2| 171.2| 312.2| 125.1 5.4 Youtube 16 | 1.2 95| 325.8| 130.7 5.6
As-skitter 49| 15| 114.9 86.7 40.4 12.7 As-skitter 541 12 84.2 94.7 46.3 14
Flickr 426 | 2.7 | 288.7| 2887.9| 1738.8 67.3 Flickr 452 29| 182.1 3060 | 1825.2 79.1
Flickr-growth | 71.8 | 5.1 305 | 1607.4] 1193.3| 100.3 Flickr-growth | 71.9| 3.7 | 332.5| 1616.6 | 1219.6| 103.6
Wiki-talk 18.8 - 56.4 14.1 15 Wiki-talk 21.7 - - 58.3 14.2 1.1
Orkut 2025 7.8 | 258.5| 1338.7| 978.1| 3356.4 Orkut 2258 3.4 268 | 1372.9| 1111.1| 4639.5
LiveJournal 131.4 - 749.6 | 513.1 - LiveJournal 127.7 - - 699.3 524 -
Twitter 221.4 - | 2311.8| 2082.6 | 339.7 Twitter 250.4 - - | 2384.3| 2190.1| 2545
Table 3:Average Query Time on Random Query Table 4:Average Query Time on Random Query with Distapee
. HL - - .
Dataset BFS | BiBFS HN oeBBRST Jom Dataset - Indjxmz Bc)iostw . freproc.Tlme(mljlrli)
all v
Facebook 30589 1723 1867 208 466 Facebook 10 955 82 37 >3 38
Slashdot 41030 1380 1358 3 20
Slashdot 26 496 11.1 6.5 1.3 4.3
BerkStan 11099 1462 405 78 39
BerkStan 193 291 21.6 64.3 0.3 1.7
Youtube 505842 | 13941 | 6303 78 90
- Youtube 217 757 38.9 | 100.8 155 66
As-skitter 161878 3580 1551 292 265 -
- As-skitter 391 1229 | 101.9| 109.9 7.1 31.7
Flickr 580315| 36161 | 15494 1431 1330 -
- Flickr 626 1536 232 | 163.8| 434 202.5
Flickr-growth 777994 | 23738 | 12412 2382 1431 -
il Flickr-growth | 1004 4403.2| 3159 2428 71.8 363.5
Wiki-Talk 1178526 4255 1111 1 7 o
Orkut 1522640 29341 | 21954 71331] 5367 | —ukiTalk ' a81] 2.5 | 125] 412
.r u Orkut 8397 13517 | 749.3 | 773.2| 412.5| 1431.6
LiveJournal 1784211 14172 | 15554 - - CiveJournal - - - 13342 -
Twitter 3275797 | 55558 | 54884 13866 | 10757 Twitter - 56931 267 ~T23391 3902
Table 5:Average Search Space on Random Query Table 6:Preprocessing Cost on Random Query
Dataset [H[ = 5000 [H[ = 8000 [H| = 10000 [H| = 15000
[T [ di(H) | () | 1T | di(H) | () | THA | du(d) | do() | THA] [ da(H) | do(i)
Facebook 20854 247.7 217.1 27364 202.7 184.5| 30554 182.2 168.1| 36188 146.6 137.5
Slashdot 23359 204.5 179.5| 27581 150.1 135.6 | 29500 128.4 117.2| 32665 95.2 88.0
BerkStan 8290 769.3 177.8| 16563 574.3 152.8| 24618 | 492.8 138.1| 34342 364.6 110.3
Youtube 49516 587.5 299.9| 69474| 429.9 2549 | 76894 | 369.4 231.1| 100595| 279.2 189.3
As-skitter 41371 958.9 211.0| 56245 701.3 184.8| 64785 601.4 171.3| 82439 453.0 146.3
Flickr 19198 | 2539.3| 1433.3| 32972 | 2005.8| 1364.7| 42312 | 1776.7| 1295.0| 63774 | 1403.7| 1128.9
Flickr-growth 22715| 3175.3| 1626.7| 38819 2555.4| 1615.5| 49450| 2284.0| 1565.4| 74569 | 1833.5| 1407.7
Wiki-talk 24139 984.5 294.7| 32435| 669.2 220.3| 36081 552.4 188.8 | 41567 385.9 139.9
Orkut 124607 | 3808.5| 1720.9| 189686 | 3022.9| 1763.0 | 225678 | 2734.3| 1763.4| 319989 | 2305.0| 1720.0
LiveJournal 151348 | 1172.3 702.1 | 229836 | 1004.5 673.4 | 278203 932.8 653.7 | 392423 808.8 611.0
Twitter 201521 | 9556.6 | 2877.8| 346091 | 6762.9| 2641.2 | 424853 | 5749.2 | 2463.3| 564435| 4267.5| 2084.0

Table 7:Hub-Network Statistics

Hub-Network Statistics: Finally, we report the basic statistics of
the discovered distance preserving Hub-Network. Spetificae

are introduced in two following two questions: 1) given a s&t
hubs, how large the hub-network will be? What is the sizgof|?

2) what are the degree difference between the hubs in thmalkig
network and in the Hub-Network? Do we observe a significant de
gree decreasing? To answer these two questions, in[Tlablke r&-w
port|H*| (the number of total vertices in the hub-netword)( /)

the average degree of hubs in the original graph, &rd?), the
average degree of hubs in the extracted hub-network, wéheict

to 5K, 8K, 10K and 15K hubs. We observe for most graphs,
the size of|H*| is a few times larger than the hub number; how-
ever, for Orkut, LiveJournal, and Twitter, the hub netwodcbmes
quite large att0K and 15K hubs. Also, in general, the degree of
hubs in the hub-network has been lowered and on several graph
the average degree is reduced smaller than 1/3 of the driagiee:



age degree. We also observe that the ability of loweringesegr

correlated with the search performance: the better the kegbed

is lowered, the better query performance improvement wegesn
from the Hub-Network based bidirectional BFS.

8. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we introduce a set of novel techniques cettere
on hubs fork-degree shortest path computation in large social net-

works. The Hub-Network and HdH_abeling algorithms can help
significantly reduce the search space. The extensive empetal
study demonstrates that these approaches can handle nggryné-
works with millions of vertices, and its query processingrisch

faster than online searching algorithms and Sketch-bggadaches,

the state-of-the-art shortest path approximation algorét To the
best of our knowledge, this is the first practical study on potimg
exact shortest paths on large social networks. In the fuiugewill

study how to parallelize the index construction and queignaan-
ing process. We also plan to investigate how to computiegree
shortest path on dynamic networks.
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