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Link Prediction on Complex Networks

LU Lin-yuan
(Department of Physics, University of Fribourg Fribourg Switzerland CH-1700)

Abstract Link prediction aims at estimating the likelihood of the existence of links between nodes. The
predicting of existent yet unknown links is similar to the data mining process, while the predicting of future links
relates to the network evolution. The traditional methods are based on Markov Chains and machine learning which
usually involve the node attributes information. Although these methods can give good prediction, the high
computational complexity limits their applications in large-scale systems. The approaches based on maximum
likelihood approximation also suffer this shortcoming. Another group of methods is based on the node similarity
that is defined solely based on the network structure. Extensive experiments on many real networks show that the
similarity-based methods can give good prediction while with lower computational complexity comparing with the
above two kinds of methods. This article introduces and compares many representative link prediction methods,
and outlines some important open problems, which may be valuable for related research domains.
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AFAE )32 o A7 B S B TR0 SRV RS 0 B2 TR FR BT AUC
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SCHR[33]Ks LR 10 I 745 5= 345 B K AH AL
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RERR ., 6N R 2% 4y 0 s AR BRI AR T 1 4%
(PP, RFFEFEGVEMZE(NS). 25 H HL 7 M 2% (Grid).
BUA TR M 45(PB) 1 a4 M4 (INT) LA K2 36 [ fii ==
K 2% (USAIr), NGtk &2finr. HAN,
M3 591l 3 7% 19X 8% (1)1 ) BORIA 2, Nk I 4 1) 45K
I AE ], 2 375/927 /PPI 2% 47 924N I i 4
Fl, KBS 52 375, e WM IIRCE,
CHMEERZE, rAFRIBCRE, Hl W%
PEo 045 R AN 3R . BT 45 FL 3 LLAUC Hy Tl
KV Fabr. o] WAELOFN S, RARILELT,
HLUOECN, FREAA. BRI, PARIIEZ,
5 A L) TN 8 R B i I g, SIOIRG FE IR AN
F0.5, A PASLVLAEIZX AN I 28 Hh FIOIIDRG B 1B A
5 4 BEAL T ) &

FT2 6N LIEMERIFRIMER

Networks N M Nc e o] r H
PPI 2617 11855 2375/92 0.180 0.387 0.461 3.73
NS 1461 2742 379/268 0.016 0.878 0462 1.85
Grid 4941 6594 4941/1 0.063 0.107 0.003 145
PB 1224 19090 1222/2 0.397 0.361 -0.079 3.13

INT 5022 6258 5022/1 0.167 0.033 -0.138 5.05

USAIr 332 2126 332/1 0406 0.749 -0.208 3.46

R3 10MET TR SFRE S HIHEMIE
FE6 W 48 SR TN Fh RO HE FE ELAR

Index PPI NS Grid PB INT USAIr
CN 0.889 0.933 0.590 0.925 0.559 0.937
Salton 0.869 0.911 0.585 0.874 0.552 0.898
Jaccard 0.888 0.933 0.590 0.882 0.559 0.901
Sorensen  0.888 0.933 0.290 0.881 0.559 0.902

HPI 0.868 0.911 0.585 0.852 0.552 0.857
HDI 0.888 0.933 0.590 0.877 0.559 0.895
LHN-I 0.866 0.911 0.585 0.772 0.552 0.758
PA 0.828 0.623 0.446 0.907 0.464 0.886

AA 0.888 0.932 0.590 0.922 0.559 0.925
RA 0.890 0.933 0.590 0.931 0.559 0.955
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leol[l—i—A] D™, M A W AR KRR,

¢ N SHIBE /N T LR AR HE T R 2 W SR [22])
18 ) LR 3L T B A% K AH UM § bR 1B AT B %
i, 435 FHAUCHIPrecision(L=100)3E1 T VEAY, 45
RURARIEKS/R . LPHIS BRI SH o W15
FF; LP*I 45 2 TR 3 24 o« = 0.01 T3 21 (1)
FH 5% B T2 9 288 R IR IR 2 R S5 1), AEUS AT P 2 o
B a =001, WRHATLIFH, EHAUCHE N
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R ) 1 L g 9 2% il Internetit 28 M 2%, AUCTT
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U R TR0 RS B, B 43 AF PB R USAIr /4 2% h 36 B L
Katzfig brit if « L J5 RIAE T-PBATUSAIr b 45 (1)~ 3
R B AR/, RIS T = AR I LPHEAR L T
AR AR (M) Katz Fa b A8 05 58 U M 737 £ I 4% 1) 45 A
Ao A3, e IME T, PR AR 16, It
I 2% 8 = AR I LPERAR LA RE R T« S TF
35 B B8 AR R B P B A28 K T 1) O R AE SR [36] A
PEANHE .
R4 ETFHZMMACIMEERREEAAUCE S A
TN R LR

AUC PPI NS Grid PB INT USAIr
LP 0.970 0.988 0.697 0.941 0.943 0.960
LP* 0.970 0.988 0.697 0.939 0.941 0.959
Katz 0.972 0.988 0.952 0.936 0.975 0.956
LHN-II 0.968 0.986 0.947 0.769 0.959 0.778

&5 ETREAEIMEIEFREE R Precisionfsy £ i
BT #E B LA

Precision PPI NS Grid PB INT USAIr

LP 0.734 0.292 0.132 0.519 0.557 0.627
LP* 0.734 0.292 0.132 0.469 0.121 0.627
Katz 0.719 0.290 0.063 0.456 0.368 0.623

LHN-II 0 0.060 0.005 0 0 0.005

A, AR ERRETTIN, T LPYabr L% 18 )R
HAE R, U E R AR L B A R B Katz Al
LHN-NZ/MEZ . LPIITHE R 24214 O(N(K)®) ,
I KatzFE AR FLHN-NRFR T 2 3500 O(N?P) .
AL, 6 TRIARE EOQINOR) EL A B (1340 BE (k) /) I
W%, LPFabRfevh Sdi s b RATI Wi,

2.3 E-TREHRFERBIAEIRFR

AR R L TR E 2 X,
5S35 38 B ] 7] (average commute time)®™. Cos+4&
b B8 A7 S ¥ BE L GE (random walk  with
restart)®], SimRankf&h5HY, DL FTR PR A
TR AL E T kR

(1) “F¥yiEEh e E (average commute time)fijFx
ACT. & m(x,y) J—BENURL 7 AT six BT sy
BLE 820 5, WIS SOy 1~ 35 38 ) I 18] 5
Xh:

n(x,y) =m(x,y) +m(y,x)
L HAE i r 30 3 SR 1% I 8% b A RE B Y O L
AR, [,

n(x,y)=M(; +1, —213)
BANG S W VS X I S VA VA e b e S DS 1
L0 PR AN T S5 34 3 Bl I ()N, DU AN

£ I 1| - E2 2 I ~ &I E SRS ] NE % -J gV
BEAH BRI ) T S B R 381D . ke 3ETACT
(RIAARLE Ay (FF 1T 2088 s KM «

ACT _ 1

A A T

(2) H=TBENLITEAE A L ARITE (Cos+) o 7E 1]

v, =AU e JEIFMRC S0P, L e L
FORAPA T v, Ay AL BT =viv,, Hoh
U —ANRUAEIEASHERE, S i L AE 17 4 X B
FIRFIEAR MR BN HESFTAS, Ak LURRAEAR by o) £
TR MBI AR, EARTRRIEFEELE, e Kn—
A4 B HAT HxA R N, HALES 0. Hitk
5T SUAHZARBIPEEE Yy

cos+ __
xy

+
Xy

(3) H 3 KIKENLITE (random walk with restart)
{6l FRRWR o 1% 45 b5 o] LUE Jloa2 M 00k ) 55005
(PageRank) (K14 & 15 FH B9, HCAB e Bt L3 2 1
A B I H UL — 8 B IR [T AR A7 B . ORIk 1]
BN 1-c, PAMZE I D RBER R, I
JEE By, =a,, [k R A R R A B
SYFIBER . B SRRy HEN &, =1, R0, H—
BLF UG I ZIAE T mixkh, Tt+LI Z1 208 7 23k M
25BN RURNEZR ) 508

q,(t+1)=cPTq, (t)+(@-c)e,
K e RARVIERESEE X Scos+H A [A) . A
M2 E RSN g, =@-c)(1 —cPT) e, , H
HICER q, AT RIXH AR T i 25 DL 2 D A8
BT Ry. I E SCRWRAHBLE -
Sy =0,y + 0y,

KT RWRIF — Rl PRod 5752 WoCHR[41], 145
bR C N T TR R EERT T p A,

(4) SimRank}EFR A FRSIMR. & [IFEA BE S,
R T B (R SR, T A,
BB E XA

DI

SSimR -C zelr (x) z'el (y)
” kK,
A B s, =1: C e[0,1] AAMBIEAL I 1) ZE %
28 SIMRIEHR AT LU T3 544 317 xRy
R PR AT IR AR
(5) JEEBBE NI AL FEF5 (local random walk)
FRLRW B9 %45 b5 b5 1 b A LT BEALIEAE 1 D)

s cos(x,y) =
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PEAIR], H HE 8 AP BT E R —
RLF I Z Y mix A, € X, (t) A+ LI 20X A4
LT IEGFE 201 Ry IR, I8 AT 159 2 R Ge AL
Ji R
mr,(t+1) =Pz (t) t=0
AP 72, 0) AN NI, LEEXNITTEN
1, HAtoho, Bz (0)=e, . WESAT AHIHILHTE
WAk g, SETURBEHLIEE RAITE L -
Sy (1)=0, -7, (t)+0, - 7,(1)
SCHR[36]4 th T —Fi 5 BE oA — SUR ) 46 B U
oA, Bl =k /M, FFAERIEA EREAT T K S
Ky, SIG AL AR TRIRSHTR . LRWARIME: T
I8 TH WA BENIEE, BT R
LT 42 SR B E ACT . RWR, Cos+LL A&
SIMREVEHE/MEZ, PRI TR K BB
(R 2 iE H
(6) & N1 J=) ¥ BE ML IE AL Fi5 FF (superposed
random walk) & #RSRWES, 7ELRWII LA st &%
FLLART R85 R S 15 2ISRWII{E, B

sa ()= sy () =a,> 7, )+, 7, (1)

XANEbR I H R 45 483 H AR ) i 2
B2 5 H bR A .

SCHR[36] EL A T b dd W ol 5 1 Jed 508 B AL U 2 AN
T4 R BE ML AE I ACT FIRWR R br £ 54 AN [ 471
IS8R 194 245 v PR B B U AR o 250 W9 28 4 ) Oy S 1
WS P 45 (USAIr) . BEEF A EM(NS) . L 4%
(Grid)~ & 1T AH FLAE F 9 4% (PP1) R HLU i 25 19 45
(C.elegans), HAn4bgiigeilfetk RRILT%6. 1
B, 53 HdEA RS, X B IE T Kk
WA, (k) FCd) 23 T2 134 B RS- 1) o B 2

6 SAMERAEBE R GITHE

Networks N M (k) (d) C r H
USAIr 332 2126 12.807 2.46 0.749 -0.208 3.464
NS 379 941 4.823 4.93 0.798 -0.082 1.663
Grid 4941 6594 2.669 15.87 0.107 0.003 1.450
PPI 2375 11693 9.847 4.59 0.388 0.454  3.476

Celegans 297 2148  14.456 246 0308 -0.163 1.801

FTRNIFR8 4 T R0 T B WL AE A AR B
BEBRTRINKS R, 459 F AUCH!Precisionfii & . 55
o (R 50 2 7 LRWRT SRWHE bk T X6 I3 1 e 0 AT 8
HH L, B NSk LIS, LRWHISRWEEFE L
WAUCIE f&Precision#i i T-ACTFIRWRE br. T 7E
NS¢, EARRWREINFHAF, (HR&H I 245

e KT LRWHISRWER b . HHFACTRIRWRIF T4
I%PEH O(N®) , 1MLRWAISRW A O(N(k)") , Hir
NN BENLIEE D E . b nT DUHEST, X T NS 45k
Ui, VFERWRIP I ] 5 2% B2 22 LESRWTE 1 0002 %,
MAUCH$E R T T2 —
7 ATHETHENEENELEFRAUCEHER
HOTMIAE FE P

AUC USAIr NS Grid PPI C. elegans
ACT 0.901 0.934 0.895 0.900 0.747
RWR 0.977 0.993 0.760 0.978 0.889
LRW  0.972(2) 0.989(4) 0.953(16) 0.974 (7) 0.899 (3)
SRW  0.978(3) 0.992(3) 0.963(16) 0.980(8) 0.906 (3)

8  AMME T BEHLITE R EIE 7 E R Precisionfs) 8 1Y
BT #E FE EEAR

Precision  USAir NS Grid PPI C. elegans
ACT 0.49 0.19 0.08 0.57 0.07
RWR 0.65 0.55 0.09 0.52 0.13
LRW  0.64(3) 0.54(2) 0.08(2) 0.86(3) 0.14 (3)
SRW  0.67(3) 0.54(2) 0.11(3)  0.73(9) 0.14 (3)

2.4 IETEHERIUN S EER
AL 45 (1) R TR A — N L T Ry,
B H F R 1IEIEEAT RGIFIE TAE, 6T ] 56 4
iz FACER ()45 I AR vy B B Yool F G it B A e A
WA 5. SCHR[A3]KE3FIRETILCNL. AARIRA
FRE N EROEA, & XWE .
Sy = z w(x,2)“ +w(z,y)*

zel" ()N ()

w(x,z)* +w(z,y)*

gWAA _
xy
2er (N (y) lg(L +s(2))
e W02 w(z,y)'
xy
2er (NI (y) s(2)

A w(x, y) kR Ry ) 3 R AR
s(x) = Z W(x,2)* I X o Z8H T

zel(X)
WREATTMHEH. 4 a=08, WCN. WAA
FIWRAFE 573 Al 113 5 A A AL B 20(Z W 1531
e X))o FE3ANSERR ML, 18 H 3RS BUE bRt
ATHERE PN, &f 5 R IR B s PO o A7 AL 59 1 B
RN, B JERAS TR AR PR K (AR T
T 5 SRAN K 1R 32 R T 35/ B AL (redlistribution)),
FHBT IR 249 31 50 L R 00 A5 SR o 8 FEL 2 ) 5%
RS S eSS N d 5 S B <3 R A o
AR A, g R, A LI AT
VR RATIRIR PRE o M R 45 21 35 S B E I B
SR o BN T0, AR B RAS H K P 32 7 A i T
PER AN T, T JEORAER /N AR s R
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0.40 - eeree RA -
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B SREpT M TR 5 2 5 o IR R

BEAh, AERHE R A AR R AL T 95 180N .
H 2 AEC elegansZ Hipfi 28 0 2 £ SR AH e, B
RILSEAEH R T L, B A i ez,
SSPCTIERE,  RIRR O B TN () SOE R RN, A g
T BN AF (I 45 3 . SCHRR[43]BE ) 32 F motif 73 #r
JIiR e VEMRRE T3 )22 I A, H 2 IE AN REREAT
SE RN o A5 AR 28 IR T T VAT 9 HATIR K
Fodp e e),  [FIREIR 2% ity ANTR] )& RO AR
S B TN R B R 1 L T REAS —FF . BRI XL
(], s i B SR A A BRI T T A

3 ETmAMAMITHEIHER TN

e 5 T 1) ) — 207 VR S B Tl R ALAR Ak T
(F1. SCHRIBIIA A, 1R 2 W44 13 3 ] LAE A Sy
TR 2RGS0 e, JETtk, SCHR[BIHE H T — b
B RARAG VHSVE AT RE B 00, 1207 VR AR b B L
A B k2 U A 2R I 8% (L R s 28 o I 48 R R
YBE) I AT B UF IRORS 3 o HE, Fh Ak T 2
AR ZAFEAR MG, I R 2 B R
SUBE AL FR AR AN A K 1 B0 45 o SCHR 1O 13 WK 42 3] (1)
W 2% 12— AN B KL 4> BT (stochastic block model)
R — R SEI,  (E IR Ty (e o o T, P
AN R R A % HUE AT N IR AR A 0% SCHR[10]
JIT 4 HH I T B AL 2 BB 2R (1 e TN 73, W LA
PENE LT R, 25 AN AT AT B 2k
11, ST DATRIN X 2% (AR R R, A2 IE AR PR AH
FAE R 48 b A R e . SE T Js AR A i1 ik
(K] —AN g5 K ol U THS S 2R B R, PRI IR AN A
FE R 1) W 45 v 13 1
31 BigEsnl

S 52 19 48 S K B SR T R WY, AEAR 22 15 10

Ty W& EAT 2 2R H S R, FEA
AN RS R DL A EATNAS Y
AIN=L1A4 P B9 o A RPIR B s o R3S P ST s I
TR p, (e[0,2]) » 1PN RUAE S 1R
U T B AT 1) S [ SG FY  F 3 £
o —ANHBE AR RIS AT RS2 IR
SR B2 o B AT L S LRI R 23 R IR
0.5, TR LRIAT RIS MR 0.3, Y 3T
RAER IR 504,

0.3

0.4

il

05 0.8

Cg .g g Cg -_CIQ
K12 BT I 7 0 246 1 2 I S A 7 46

25— NG R IR KR EIED,
JUPE AN B0 H A 9 2% G I ALR A LA -

L(D{p,}) = H pE (1— p, )~ &

A LRI R, 43 AR DL BT A AR 6 A A
AT PR 745 2550 H 5 B, 2o Ak Sl L Al A
e ST AEGH B BOE L I S H s X T
Gy D, AR A T B K I A
pr=E (LR, FEHILA DR A HEAT MR AL R
s XTMEGHEZAMIEE, L(D{p}) kFr
M T P K I 2 1R Z0 i R L D) o T RERS A 2 K
BURAGTHE P AR IE—AS, % R 2 AR
TEE P38 45 B o SR S IR B SRR v ]
73841 n] F FRE R T R TE I, AP IR AT

Q) HhL e MM ER, IR AR
pr =E, /(L R,) SR PO AN R A

(2) BENLEE: AT r IFE RS
TR S TR S B ORI L L&y A R Y
MRS C.

(3) WA T HEES B FI C H TR SRAGHT
BRI D', 3 D FI D' A

(4) MW fer D P BENLIERE— A, X4
lgL(D) = IgL(D) I £z 52 ¥ MR & D', 75 U LA
L(D")/ L(D) IR 5% D' o SR J5 8 I 325 (2) 25
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(5) % /KRB EEWNCSIC TP AR, TR A2 e n]
IR, 45000 4

2, AT ORIETL A Y Ay m] REE L
(1) AE 5 4y T A Y T P e 19 T 5 3 e A 36 1) ST 349 i
(P ) o SRJEHG BT AR Y RORHZ IR A
KBNS, HELE S AT ) H B T AR K

SRR BoR, ZITEN T AW R KGR
W28 I IR 4 a8 ot I 0% M i ) R 5%
XS T R IR G R AN R R 2%, InRb 2 58 S A A
Yo izt W 4%, B AN G e ] 5 R 3 ) 0 i L%
HARECE S WOCHR[36] . 541, MBE RS T s HI 4 1
FARERVE, T TEI TSN A A AR R R, T A
L IRBERBE SR ZE O(N?) 2B, it — b3 & /b2
AT ERBIRQ) 2P E@E) IR I AEH TR
LONIITES
32 ML sragsl

BEAL 7> BRASEARY AR — PR T d RASRAL ) 7
e, A AR AR 9 2 HAT RV IR A,
WZ T o0 20, AR RO L 2 AT
FTAE R AR E 1) o T H AR 2% )19 BN, 38 1]
BEATL 7> B R HEA T B TR, B SR T NS Y i
A, RIS RN AT —MEEMAE Q,, (e [0,1]) »
P AP B RIM . R 225 B AR T LA
FIFEM o WIS RORITEAL BN IR AR
P(A; =1[M)=Q,, - %/ PRI H b 45 1)l 5
P

p(AIM)=]]Q4%a-Q,)" "

a<p
el A FERI SRR 1, B e
o IR AU AL B I SIS 1, il a
PRI AL B T A SETIE R . T L
BT SRR B AR SR
QL =,y 1, A LIV IR W B 5y St
TIM, I 1 U B S0 (T S
I

R} = p(A, =1| A) =
[ p(A; =1IM)p(A|M)p(M)dM
[_palM)p(M M

AU kBT AT A 40 BB S A (S BRE B
ST LUER IBHFA ) 7 G55, 10 p(M)
By AN TR AR T R . B
BUAM BRI AR 0T DL BR S, S T B T £
PR PUBTOIEE R B SR, B2 TR T4 1 5

AN BEHL > B R 210 5 R B EL 2 K
SRR LT, JCHOEAE TN DOEI N . ERE S
JE AR RIS A AL VTSI ) SR P8 v F)

4 WEERIER

I R AR S TR 04 7 B TN F 366 AN JEL B ol A2 7
SLANEH S EIG AL, SRS AR
W R BRI S B, AT B (KRR RE % T 4T
b P P 48 1 45 R R 96 RRAFAE, I 48 TP AN R
ST T RO MR S TR IR R RS HCT
EATZ A= AL R A A . SRR A AR
(FFAEBAAEAE) B LI 1A 1 5 0 e 6 7
) 00 0 272 g YOO 320 £ e o M), AN T A
IR g Mt O & B R HE 42 (probabilistic  relational
models) SV F1 45 1] TE R Ak 2R 52 A 5% Z HE 42 (directed
acyclic probabilistic entity relationship)®. &A1 1fX
SAE 0 Bt PR ) AT 5 AN IR], AT SR T oG R
7t (relational models), J&# 2T SEAA G R 2 (entity-
relationship model).

MBI AR A TR I TR B, A
AU T 2% 1R 45 F A BRI B 1 i i S A
BRI 5 4% B DA S A 385 P 1 2 $5 4k L3 3
Pl =2 1 PR A
41 BERXRRE(PRMs)

MG ZRARAL ST W MR A R OC RS A 45
()P UM TR o ME R OC R AL RN I 4852 (1) %K
P ¥ 4% (data graph) B AT AU IZREE, (035 IR AR 5L
Pifs Hs (2) YR 2% (model graph), 2341 Ed M 4%
73 F0 1 FH 1 Z0m0 9 2% EARJEEZ R e R, iRk
ARG KRN IEEZ KR, AR
[\ RS2 AR O &R (3) HEBE M 4% (inference
graph), SRR R4 55 H b 2% (IR AE) AH 45 5 1
W2, T E AR P2 RPN o AR PR AR TR 1Y 285 FR) AN
[Fi) g 3 7 ¥ SR A M 23 0% R A 43 Ky DL o i 1Y 4 5
Z M7 (relational bayesian networks)?. T JRFHR MY
2% % M7 (relational markov networks)PHHISE F ik
361 4 455784 (relational dependency networks)®2 5%,

(1) UL S0 R 2% A 8 (RBN)BO DL i 47 90 4%
G(V,E, p) h—H o, thac PR 2 45 A1 Rl ) 45
SERIPES o LB FoAV ={v, vy, v PN T RS
BN AR AN R, HRCH 9 2% b BT 2 )
VAR R, ENH LSS, RRBRZMAXR; p
AR, p(v] pa(v)) R v SR T s
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pa(v) UMLK o WA 2 1A T AT Xt 1)
Ly, WY TR T Ry A%, % DU
WX 228 (1 IR 5 M 25 00 A1 A«

POV, V) = [ | p(vi | pa(v)

(2) TAREH RIS OB RMNY, ) o
% G\V,E,@) b, fevFfrfE. HPVAHIE
PR R B RERRES, O FoREReRi. &
XCHMzgrhse e TS, &M TERX N
RN @, TR SR A MR AT

POV 0) =5 [ [ @) JEoby, e 11

T R AR —f R L

(3) < Z MMM 45457 (RDN) 3, S Z A I 2%
T b IR P AMEE R 1) B R X A T H A AL 3
ARG B 5 A, 1M At iz H O ABL AR Ak 1F (pseudo-
likelihood)P1 7 4k 43 il o 45 4 A5 5k ) 4% 1 MR 6 305 AT
flivh, W2 Ui A EER p(v| pa(v)) I IFA
H ISR p(pa(v)|v) « TR R4 TR g
S, AH EERBNFIRMNAR B L1 453 % 4 B AR AR
% . RDNLRBNARRL, 0 & F A m) R om a2 1)
AT &R, AH RS RVPIR AL .
4.2 BETIER LKL RER(DAPER)™!

DAPER & DA SE AR ¢ 28 A5 B Sy JEAilh Jfr 2 37 1) A
R, R SEARZ AN O R NS AR FEE L
DAPERE Y AU $E6 I 2H 1 53 -

(1) SE4AZ(entity classes), HJJ 2% i sqk, ok
SR PR R 2R A R

(2) %% (relationship classes), Ik siz {4
PIRAR, WA R RE TP R R R

(3) JE T2 (attribute classes), R SZAKE # 2% & 1K)
JEYE, W R, SRR S R

(4) YRZ:K (arc classes), H Tk %> @ 1t (7]
(RIOGER, Ny AR IR VRS 3 K02 310 27 A2 v AR A A
FE P50 o Je kG ZR A 11 D9 288 1 A ) TC A I 4% (5
RBNZALL).

(5) JAAE R 43 A1 2 (local distribution classes),
X I JEB IR A 50 A, S5 PRMsH RIS Ak

(6) PRAHIZ% 12 (constraint classes), 77+ & 1%
FR A () BRI 25 Ao

SCHR[A9LEHL T 145828 55 PRMSHRE R g [X 1) FH 1k
o BRI T LR 2% U AR (4 1 b 2 o0

DAPERFIPRMSEE . Y, 43 5l an ¥l 3ai3b /i 7
| Diff
1 course[Diff]= ! .
[ ' course[Diff]=
' course[Grade] + | Takes course[Grade]
@ ---- -] course
--F- Student
: student[IQ]= | L_Grade
: student[Grade] ! student[IQ]=
-1 Student | /student[Grade]
Student  |--- Q0 ]

a. DAPER #i % b. PRMS #i %
K3 DL Ed i 2% A R A il i
DAPER# A FIPRMsH# 7!

5 REERE

Zr ERTIA,  Joil kTS5 R B AR AL T 7 v
W JE T B KSR THI 77, B MR AR A i
S A R L N s 1R AT e L) 1) 2 i 1 7
SEILR, AR AT E B AR BT S5 A
PAVER 7 R M I R fE S, FENFE—A
0 REXT T W 2% 1R T THI R 45 Ay s g AT Z1 i,
R EH R (R SRR TT IR AR 25, BV AT 49 2048
UF RTINS o B AR T 9 4% &l A AR ARLEE 19 v T
B, TR ARG, R T A
MR, H & S AN T VEAE AN [ P 4% v IR T e
KAFHIE o H BT I B A S BE AN 9 4% 45 3 e i
Z AR RBER NI . 0T B R 2R M 4%,
TR A 2 220 W 2 DL A S i
(PRI 2%, GnAn] T8 et 5 A 45 AT Tt ey i L/ HL
ARG T f KRG T (077 ik B ARt 2
e S NSy AT (EP N S DO P £ S B0y ralTiT]
AU ER T — 5. %R T EE
B, ANATREN T RUBR NI 2% . S0 8 N X
TV PR B AR A AR o MRS H i 2%
PRI GEA T, e n] L[R2 L8 R0 2% 1) 45 a4 LRI
R PSR, DUSKAS 2 S A i Pl A R . {H
T % DA R s JB A5 A SR b () A
B, I8 ORI TR N FH I R B -

BT HE, HRMEBIRAERZ RS2,
B, B, SRR T, AR
HRA WAL T4 s I 4 AL I N AEBR B R 55 . (X
LLTCHT £ M % (scale-free networks) 4 5118, - Z4R i
(] DAP= A A B A A I ALH B4 T s
(rich-get-richer) HL#HIBY . #f 3% 45 ‘% (good-get-richer)
BN, 4531 (optimal design)Bkzh1®, ma 2
Z) J1%% (hamiltonian dynamics) 3%z, 584 (merging
and regeneration) HL 1 ® . F& 5 1 B ) (stability
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FIRFIE I GE v Fabr R 2, ARMELLBCRUAE A4
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