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Abstract  With the rapid increasing number of services and their types. how to discover the
composible services which can meet uer’s requirements is one of the key issues that need to be
resolved. Service recommendation technique has become one of the effective methods to deal with the
problem of service resource overload. However, the existing service recommendation techniques
usually ultilize service data which are hard to be collected and they also neglect the usability and
composiblity of the services to be recommended. To avoid these limitations, this paper, utilizing
service composition histories, introduces the theory and methodology in the complex network
research and proposes an interactive service recommendation approach. It uses an affiliation
network to abstract service composition histories (i. e. , composite services, atomic services, and the
affiliation relationships between them), obtains the service composition relationships by one-mode
projection, and introduces the backbone network extraction technology to filter out the invalid
compostion relationships; it uses degree and degree distribution to mine the service usage patterns; it
takes into account the situation of the failure of services and finally proposes several algorithms for
service recommendation according to three usage scenarios. Real data of services crawed from
ProgrammableWeb are used as subjects to demonstrate the correctness and feasibility of the proposed

approach.

Key words service recommendation; service network; backbone network extraction; k-core decomposition;

complex network

B OE MEBRSAERK IO RER L, TAABL AP EXGR SR RSB EGEER T
— RS EFEHEREAARBEBERRIRNAGARX T X — B2 AANRSEFEFT EHEHK
BEAFER A AL B EER SO TARE S CHRESG THASBER M. FE TR .B2ET —FLT

Wi EHE.2016—07—15;1& @ H B :2017—-05—03

BLWA [HK A KR ¥EETH (61202048,61273216.,61402406) ; HF 114 [ AR} 23 410 H (LY15F020004)
This work was supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (61202048, 61273216, 61402406) and the Natural
Science Foundation of Zhejiang Province of China (LY15F020004).



614

HENMR SR E 2018, 55(3)

MRFEem XM R ARG G k. ZH N ERNSREIRSAE N L (AR S R TIRS At
MZ R FEREXFZ) BEEEXYEPIRS R G Z, A AT T RIZHETIELLGRSHLE X
Fo AR B AR5 TR S 09 AL R s H JE IR F- 09 K AP A, FFAREIR S0 REIME A 9 X 42 8 T A48
RS HE L x. &5, A ProgrammableWeb M sh 32409 A F IR 2 HEIRIE T P38 7 % 69 £ A A

o A7 RO

X RGFEF RS M% B T RIAZHR -Z 0 B M

mEESES TP311

1fij 7] AR 45 ) 1154 (service-oriented computing.,
SOCM 2 B Ry Tl B2 AR BG4 8. B8
TR 55 20 A R R il A 1 R 0T R A, &
B RIE 2 A 7 O 5 i A7 I ORI T O 2RR
KA T ERAARS AR I A AE — A R S5 A R Y
TP I (1 PR et R IR 55 6 1 P 1
Lo MR 55 B4 Bl € M BCRE (IR 2013 4F 1 ] PWeb
(ProgrammableWeb)® I & #i #y JF it API #8 it
6400 ) 2R 8 i, LU 55 2 v O 19 BB R GE 7R B
JEE TGS A P A R 45 A Gl e B R P
SR IR 55 EL A R i Al 55 AR 2k — 20 R

A T AN Ay o fifp T 2 W YR 28 R) R A
WOy 22— AR N A B R B R T
JIR 55 155 Ak, oy PR v IR 55k AT e R Y 1R RE L
BALFES TR SR RS e T EY BT B
1R 45 47 R I T R I MR g5 A O i R
TV [ s A R 45 e O R AR B AR
7B BRI 2 AR Z AL

1) Hi i xfe LUAR M. BUA 1Y) J5 v A HR AR 2 5
W B i P TEHE B %R | 58 VA IR 55 s i
iz 55 98 A 2 P i 445 2 IR 95 19 QoS 1R B 4%
B SR IX BEHHIE X T P AN G

2) RF PR IR 55 v ] JHHE N2 5 2 A Ik gs
AT 2 A k. B Y 5 U5 B AR R 2 BT X P 7 oROR
B A I 00 1 55 14 B B2 5 IR 55 0T & (IR 55 4165
N A AR 55 7 50 S FEASHT 220 1 IR 55 i a] P (i
T2 R 55 I A5 1T LAT ) KM A2 10 Bl 55 5 2 A IR 55
(AT 2H 45 0] R

PRt A 7E 52 G i 55 T A B Be Ol 35 208 1
FE /D FH P CE WM S D s g R 55 8 AR . P
HE B R QoS 7 BAFHIN L T R & 7
Al B AT A A B I 55 B IR 55 HE A Y — A BT

[ L.

@D http://[www. programmableweb. com

BEXF X — )@, A8 7 — M T AT
9 5922 5 3R 55 #E % J7 % (interactive service reco-
mmendation based on composition history, iSee).
D %7 M IR 55 T W oh (28 IR 55 Ju {5 B
Iz 55 190 28 A5 R 5 2 fd Y 522 4 I 2% v i) 77 125 (A B 458
S T AR R D S IR S5 4 O R Bl
B 5 3) B T 55 W0 2% 3 18 ik 55 fe AR =X B e 55 2%
ROBHE B SR T BRI 55 19 3 Rl T 5% 4 h T
AH R B R 55 4 47 3 k. AT LA PWeb | mashup
PRI APT (4 5250040 o 191 BE AT 36 30E » JF 55 A 56
Ji ik HEAT XS HEE ST . S5 SRR B A SOy 7 7R S B IR
55 HE A7 7 THD A2 TE A LA R

1 [&EENX

TE 45 ) iSee J7 1 Y TE AN B2 2w, & Sl o —
A SR Sl A SCHL A e i 32 2 ) R OF 51 TR)

Unmeshm J&— 5 4t 3¢ (¥ 45 28 5] 19 72 )5 61, b
B3 11k 4 & Facebook, Flickr, Google Maps % 3 />
JFik APTJF & T —4> Blog on a Map i H . i ] /=
AT ATE ML & A . J5 K Unmeshm 1% b
RATIEM S T IF S 4 T 3% 8 0 o5 B Cn 24 5
R BRI B FF I APT 48D Mrowe 2 55 — %
28w} FR Y 5L IEAE A IR APT I & B 64 R 1
S P e A H Facebook b 4f & W {37 # . Mrowe i#
HHHRE® B T — I API Facebook, B4 # F
SR At N 1Z LR APT 5 Facebook 414 W7 4%
LRy IFR APTEC PE R it N T & A APL CRY =
A LIS Facebook 245 i APT 2 i H IR M 1. {H
s& . Mrowe i JF % B9 W ] 5 Unmeshm & JF & 1
Blog on a Map I H#£ D1 68 I A Kl Z 4b. Mrowe
Al 5 A Unmeshm 4 %2y 2856 0k S48~ — A~ 0] DU



WA T A B T A Tl Y 32 L UIR A5 A T 1

615

5 Facebook AJ4H &1 API Wg2

Mrowe A LA 915 1 248 FF it APT /Y
JUfR B AR R bR 245 i (B & I 55O 1)
JCA B CAn 44 FR LA 34 A5 28 Al R 9 R i APT 45).
TG 2 A5 2 P R NG B S B IR S
QoS 5 B F % s, Wik, WA MR L MRS HEH# T
PR T RE R .

PRI & T AR A SO AL e ) oy s TR
IR 55 FF A B B AN 25 58 52 G MRk 55 B it IR 55 1) — 4k
JCAE B Al R Dy s 04 B 55 6 15 8 I R e
TEWE B TR BT AT A r IR 5

R TP — (A2 A S A

A G

Service Registries .
Service

Failure Data

Service Recommending
Algorithm

e 52 A IR 55 A1 ik

1) Q] G2 Fl 26 0k 25 &
RO i & T K =0 W

55 ouf B I AR I
2400 11 55 1 A A

2) ffar gt 3 &2 5 W55 I K B A /] 37 50 O P
IR 55

2 iSee 5%k

g5 09 2 & D s 4 & T IR 55 il T R B
P iSee J7 M X il 22 2o A 56 19 60 PR S P
1R 55 AT 4 g B2 O 4 #9803, 18T 1 2 iSee J5
L IHEZL AL

Compose
0..*

1..¥__——>( Composite

Services

Atomic

Services Label

Build Service 1.*
Similarity Network

(L * 1=
Use ¢ 1 1;/_)
Composite Services Developerse ~ Use

Relationship Graph

Build the Bipartite Graph
of Composite Service and
Atomic Service

Service Usage
Pattern ;\nalysis

~

Service Affiliation Network
% Composite Service
Atomic Service

One-mode Projection ¢

’
1

Backbone Network Mining !

_______________

Fig. 1

Service Recommending

\ Infrastructure )

Framework of iSee

1 iSee JyikHESR

2.1 HEWE

HERM A K i RS T A ROR X
SE il 55 L AT BE A5 Bl 2 b 4R B . A S
b RS R AL T — AN E AL A CIF TR AL IR 55 1
W AT E S IR M (R A IS R BE Ik
B R 55 A — 2 e KR S 1 A U ASE AR T A0 b
RILHR ALY IR 55, a0 R R 55 1 44 BR AR R 4 SR
(55 M55 mI RE 3 A & FLAE 1 09 5 ik 95 48D iSee
T3 % 32 B ] 3X 28 B TR WO BUHE O S TF ke # HEAE

255 D, FRATTHS TR 3R (52 50D ik 55 1) X 22 TT 1R B
(), S 7 ORAIE BRI 0 VA L FRATT O o X R AR
W b B A6 IE PR AT Y R R ER R 0 (A IRk
S5 255
2.2 MREMERE

g AR IR 4 e 2 A IR 55 MR IR 55 o045 B
o A R0 R R sk S R 4R A R S5
1 =0 > I 5 R 55l DA — 2 19 2 72 41 T K. iSee
J7 K A I 55 A IR 55 18] 19 7 WL 2E & 5% 28 IR



616

HENMR SR E 2018, 55(3)

5 M BRI G, T SCHE B4 A G IR 55 I 2% 1 e
X.

EX 1. % H#JE M (service affiliation network,
SAN). B4 W55 vl i s+ IRk 55 416 R 25 k55
HEHEFRS RSN E P2 ARSE—
b d 20 SRR O R 2L Bk, iSee £ H R
55 @ SAN G 52 G IR 55 % 5t IR 55 1 4 FH ¢
#.SAN A7 b —A> Z 8L B SAN=(N...N.,
D). Horb s NG AU NG 5351 g 528 ik 55 AL 5 ik 55
BT A LI Do =1{{csis5 1} sc5i € Nuus; €
N, R 2GRS cs. X IEF MRS s; B H. SAN
A RS AR F RS 2 2570 AR EHE R H
RIBRAE M w ik oo R

N 1, {csia5;) € Dy s
o, st
Hrpoy 2 — NI NG XN ZAHFE R A ¢, =1,
W {cs; ;0 € Dy s W {esivs; } & Do

it X SAN AR F IR 55 J5 1) b A B R 4
A B R RS R AT LA L R

E X 2. ARS4H A W (service composition network,
SECON). SECON=(N,,DOn] H T %R TRk %
E AT A K &R Hob N [/ SAN 1 N, 1 5E X
D. 22— T B G 2 m I IR 45 0] ) 2 8¢
FUSECON WG v v i w 158, Hot % .

d = 2ipudy (2)
Horb, gy BT IR ¢ 09 A MRS %L . ¢ 2 R B
i IR 55« Ay B9 G IR S8 R 7 ¢ >0
MW {s;, s, €D BN s ys, ) € D..

FATH ¢ A SECON w1 iR 55 ¢ Fj 8] By %1
{sios Y TRAUE. S8R . oy AT LA BE IR F IR 55 @ Ay mf
HAE KR, o HBK R FIRS A AW
Al fe e K.

SECON {3 1 Jii+ Ik 55 (] J2& 75 7] LUZH 4 B 0
WL AHJE,SECON J& i SAN BB Y, PR
B ST ABEZ TN H S KR ME 2 Pos ik
BHEM%S CSHIETMRS Si.S. .Sy H L. 7T LA
AHIL Y SAN AN 2 f 7. [6] i), 3 %F SAN 7 5
TR 55 5 1 A B R AT A3 B A L 19 SECON , anf&l 2
LR ER LN S, LS, .S, #E CS b,
it LA SECON st ik 55 5 15 [] #% A 7 3% 300 . & W
EAIZE R LA, H2E. 4 Si.S:.Ss B HE
THERRMAE 2 £ o, Jrm. W SECON S, Al
Ss Al 2 oy, BRI D i 55 TR) L S A 4

@)

M2 .= (N, E) Ml SECON i e E.€ D.. li% &
B IR 55 EL 3G 8 0 #5245 2 SECON fE1E 25
LU 51 4% KB 1 TG 280300 ol AT D AR i o B 4 4 i
MR B MG RR WL, FoZERE LR
SECON iy Jeaiin.

SECON

Fig. 2 Illustration of invalid compositions by one-mode
projection

2 B E O A KRBT

SR R GRS Z R O g2 21 22 At
ST B AR W AU S A DL E DI RE L iSee HI N 4%
BERVIN G M 55 TR B 20 & G & L e R FRATT T A2 4%
DR 28 A 5 v 8 S ) B8 K T i & SECON 1976
LYEUN

iSee 5 A S % W £ F 5€ v (9 1 1 I (backbone
network) #2751 11 JE SECON ity ek il » 42
PR 55 206 i M. BT R Z R 7R AR 2 AR AT T
S 0 R S A0 A BT S A AT LA R
' Internet [ 43 Hr0°0 45 B A B 4L AR
AU R H A3 A FRAE 4248 BAA goit Xy, 3
ifdi H] Barabasi #f 5% 20 78 SCHR (23 ] b 48 i 09 5 1
W42 i 8 A5 4 IR 55 20 & i T W (service composition
backbone network, SCBN). F X & 44 &1
7 .

EX 3. 1AL R R s, E S
UM I Y A R A A BT

s, = Ew,j , (3
€,

Forb o 271 57 AR JE Y SR (P28 b 5795 55 i A
TEFE LYY AR sy S0 s 7 F G )3 Gau ) YA
fH. E 2 KPR »Ss, T Ws;s, JFws,sx =2.
EX 4. H— BB B w,; T s BIH—
AL p oy E XN
Dy =wi; (5. 1)
SCHRL23 AR & i 2 (1 — pi )% <<a BOTH
G PREE TR oy 1 5 I o 24 E M — il
DEAED . #5799 A1 AN AEAE X AR A 300 ) £ B 30 A B R
R — 2530 SR IR o5 LG8 T WA B R LR 1.



WA T A B T A Tl Y 32 L UIR A5 A T 1

617

Horfr, Network J2JIAUIC [i] 9 45 28 CERLF] SECON) »
Node & 3 5 2%, nodes /&2 SECON @y 5 & 4.,
getDegree( 1) iR B35 /& 1 B, getWeight(1) 1 [8] 75
ST S, getNeighbors (i) 3% [81 45 5 1 1948 &
A, wli[j A% Gy ) I RL, pow (x, y) 5§
T x,alpha St a.
B3k 1. SCBN 3433 bne.
Fy A : SECON i JE(H alphas
it : SCBN.
Network bne(Network SECON ,float alpha) {
O #HE—415 SECON [R5 55 (H %A 7111 M
2% NewNetwork;
@ for (Node i:nodes) {
int k=getDegree(i);
int kBak=Fk;
float maxWeight=—1.0;
it (B>1) {
float s=getWeight(i);
for (Node j:getNeighbors(i)) {
double p=1.0Xwli][j]/s;
if (pow(1—p,k—1)<alpha)
1t NewNetwork FIIAN Gaj) s
else{
if (wli]lj]>maxWeight)
maxIndex=j;

kBak——;

}
if(kBak=0)
455 G smax Index) il A\ NewNetwork
}
else if(k=1)
B HETE NewNerwork A 5530 5
else AT fa] 4b B 5

SESESHSNENENSESESNENFESESNSNCNCECNCESNCHT)

@ }

@ 1R Al NewNetwork.

}

BEITWXHELEZLRO~LEON for
& L ORI (] 52 2% B 2 O(n®) (n J2 SECON [y 75

iz 55 HHE 47 BF 7 T 4 108 D IR 95 2 AN mT T
AR T30 5% 5 Ik 55 2 REAHARL 8 R T D1 i 55 i
IR AL L iSee 1A 55 AR I FRAE J5E - ik 95 K
Ji 1~ IR 55 T B AHARLOG AR

E X 5. AR5 F LM (service similarity network,
SANE). SANE W] Ll % /R SANE = (N,, Dg,,).
Horp N MR 55 15 s8R Dy 22 T 1] 3 5 ROR
12 i I IR 55 18] A7 A6 AR AU » 321 B AU(E 3% 78 A A
PRI

iR 55 W T AR B & T O H T R R A k. E
1 TCAF B A A BB 4 CAn A 34 5 28 55 ) A AL BE (1 1155
AT A4S 3 Ji 5 IR 55 1] ) B 04 A BLEE. 5L iRk 55 oe 1R
S A BB A AR B R A AN — 1 SO A LR AR
A L i s (AR AT

FATUA 5 Bl 55 e A5 B v i 3 i AR LR R
T2 A 50 150 A i) et 2 (AU ASS AR () S it A0 R, 2 A ] )
ORI S5 B R AE B, N ZE2s (] ) 4t

d;=C(w ;sws s swn,;) s (5)
Hrbod; BT 5 B R1F 2 xR 5y 28 [ [m)
i, N SRR S B A W] 3 3 ) 20, w,; RoR
550 AN B BACE.

SRIG M 2 AN TR IR 55 i R ) it 19 42 5% R 8K
FER I IR 55 1) R4 3R 1T 7 A= 0 AR AL -

T

Zwk-i X wy,

Sim(d;,d;)=Cos(d,; ,d;) = “‘Tfl = i
Zw%, X Ewi,j
k=1 k=1

(6)
Hrp,Sim(d;.d;) 2 d. Fid; [ 5 H . Cos(d; .
d)JE d; Fid; [ 5% R 80 T &8 (el i) (1 4R
AL ITIRE T ot A%

Ji - Fi 45 D) g AR Ay JHL e £ 465 3 4 3
R 28 55 A B 1 2 P A

K
Sim (isj) = > aSimGigsji) s (7
k=1

Horpoi A AR 2 A RRFEIWEF IR Sim Gaj) i
M EEALE K &S50 M AHME T T
FREEBIE L MG B R RS R A2
ChnAi R FR2E%5) . Sim Gy jO VTR TG TESE B A

5 BRI o JEALE AR (Zak =1).

Al T IR 55 B oo {5 B A T R KA — /Y
SCAS. JE SO AL A 1 ) TR D B R RAR RSO
IR TR e B A AR FATT o0 ) A8 A R 1] B
23 (A A5 YA TE-TDF A58 7027 Sy e () 8 SCAS (b 4
S5 R SCAS (R 3 25D B B R TE AL o,y N T &0
W E XD P BIBUE a0 FATTIAGETE 2B P H H]

AR 5 Z B0 (coefficient of variation method, CV)P,



HENMR SR E 2018, 55(3)

TR AR EBEUBE LN S ES
M55 W2 B 5 DA IR 45 3 W v o0 @ B 55 149 o
T I T AR MBI T 5 SRR AR i B PR 15 B
B A I 4. FRATT I R 5 A A R S5 R 45 1Y
1 AR R A HT IR S A B L TR AT R E e
BUR 5515 B . 248K, FRATTAE 22 1) Al 55 099 245 b ) s
SY R —HAERNE ARSI, RFEFHNE S
IR %5 #) # SAN F1 SECON . #k J5 ¥ ¥ ¥ 2 1)
SECON 3 A JE 3k () SECON H (3 i 35 /9 35 45
R 30 B AR L AT S B A 5 b T T T A B,
T R R 1R AZ R A 3 G A B 341 R0 71 AL
AR 321 BT S A BB R IR S5 AR AL
R Bt LT AR U BB I A R DR IR 45 5 ) 4%
T T M 45 TR0 %) ARLARL B o 5 380 D M 95 S A g
B 31 0 AR ABL R 25
2.3 REEAERX

SAN #1517 52 4 IR 55 % U AR 45 (4 4 FH g o
M SAN #5153 8] SECON #1 SCBN HSRE T
B i 55 0] B T4 A 6 R SEBR B, SECON Al
SCBN WML E A E — M EAENE & 5. B
JE - IR 55 12 o] 20 A A — AR A W2 A T IRl 25 A4S
) 5, F AT A S R 45 A fiE AR S A 43 AT

FoAT 3 B ZE 2 A ) B AR 45 fai P A 2R g AT
ﬁ*ﬁ:

B 1. —AE A WS EE B2 DA R IR S
A K.

B 2. R AR SS S A A ) T AR AT B R
1R 55 i 4%

iSee fiff F X 25 A5 AU 41 52 52 45 IR 55 % D 7 IR 55 11
fili FH 56 28 B R T IR 45 R A 40 56 &R AT T DA 4%
O 7% 19X 4% v 118 5 48 e BT 7 1k 4 s IR 45 14 o R K
S FRATTRE B e B AR A BT T 2 AN St
FE bR,

EN 61, . B (degree centrality, DC).
O 7= W BIF 55 v, T A 14 R b0 B A T 4%
5% AR E A AR

16 SAN . 25 IR 5 DC ik 7 H A Y
JE TR 45 K. AL FATT AT LG o o b R A IR 55
DC 1953 47 B AT B A 1 — A A IR 55 BT 7 D57 i
SHUE R LA B 0. 2 95% By 5 4 IR 55 1di
(4 J5 7 IR 45 B #E 1, 510 A AR R[A L BIE N
[1.5].

X T FEA . B A P (k) s — A Bl L
TEBE T A ISR R BOME SR R BB o A ok
ESLL ) P (B)=P(K>k)~kF,

> 0 25 1Y) BE 53 AT A B R R 0 A B IR 43X A
E2 0 1l W 5 A 2 SN {2 Y 7195 2 A RN e
W HUS RO ASORE I L TR D T S S R T
AHIZE . PRI o D I 55 08 B 43 AT J2 To b BE 14, ) 3%
B IF e o A S R DR T R 45 M s B B IR 55
B2 RFE M TRBERTMIREFIRSWEE S
iR 55
2.4 BREEEFEHEE

A MRS I R B R R S5 A 3 5k
FAT 43R 3 R D IF R B I R B TS s 2) IF
RECHEBET IANEFIRS: D LECEET
multi(multi >DANJR TR S FEN 1, —HIF R
HEE T — DRI 8H S AL E L 2. iSee
A4 R 55 1 HE 45 0] 5% Ak A 7 SCBN 48 K415 45
SET R AR AL R B AR T T R A E T A
5 AR Y S R 55 RO A 0 IR AR 55 AR L A
SCBN LA H AR % . W) HoAd 5 48 o 1 A AR AT
B AR B S AR P K ME UHE R JT & E HOE W R
A G TR B AR E T — AT & RS
(A o 11T 58 88 19 52 5 IR 55 00 3 58 A B b 32 B A7
3k

R R IR 45 A 2E — A FF . Bh & 1 SR BE
JIR 55 09 i FHPEAS RE Hr 22 PR IE. 5 P e 5 09 5t IR
55 I FRATT b 201 g L HE 77 Ty e AR AL Y T % 46 I 55
M J5 - Ml 55 18] /%) Dy g AH ALV 28 & #F SANE .
I .iSee J7 4% SCBN,SANE, IR 45 1) ffi FH A2 =X L IR
55 2R OB S5 A Ry IR 55 HE 1 %) R A TR O T K
e A 55 .

Wik SANE W] D4k 2 5 2 20 e 55 A AL % il 55
BRI A AR FH 1 42 R 55 18] B4 ARARLPE S 208 T iR
F AT LR 25 5 ENZEARAUIR 55 46 b . A LE IR &5 T
RECL &) iz ffi 1l (£ SAN v DC {E K . f 1R
DE (FE SAN Hh DC B /IN) A 285 2 PR Bl il
FHaE. PR AR 0] B e R 55 AR L Ol TR B B R
IR 55 1) ) AELARL R S R 55 B s A7 1k FRATT 4 18 T A AR
IR 55 (9 HEFF 48 b5 sRank :

£, (8)

maxDeg’

o sRank; 7R85 5 j 1) sRank {H . w, &7 5 i
5 AL b 2T AL 7E SAN PR,
maxDeg J& SAN i g 55 15 s i) fe K DC {8 . a
@ AR5 B AUE . H o)+ =1, AR F AR 53
X sRank B TTBRAR BE. 5 sRank 5] 5 09747 M
e (L5 AE TEARBE) AT B B ) = 1 =0.

sRank; =ayw;; T as



WA T A B T A Tl Y 32 L UIR A5 A T 1

619

iSee Fi¢ 4N T 20 PR 3F 5 AT B e IR %5 DD AE
SANE v 348 5 2 &4 e 55 F0 4B 1 i A B JE 15 145 2)
HE sRank {8 [ J7 HE 513X 26 €8 & 57 #85 3) 3% [l
sRank B35 FH 25 1 Q8 Ja 15 SR S il 25 4 il 55 46
SR 2 PR 1Y 2 BN R U 55 ) R A 4 IR 55 4 A B
B resReal ( replaceable service recommendation
algorithm). H 1, Network & Jil #2 JC [a] ¥ 2% 2%,
Node & 5 5 2%, nodes & SANE ¥ 37 /5 84,
Jj.sRankRR5 5 j ) sRank JEOUH . j. k 275 KL j
M BE var Al o SZIE I 2. 2 15 iR CV SRAF AL FR
B, wlss]lj & Gssy, ) ERFRUE.

Bk 2. nIR RS AR L resReal.

i A : SANE f7Ait 5 3R 55 B8 10 B4 s 5
NRBRTS ss AFHERE A IR 55 4L resNum s

L A 1 e 95 A

Node[ | resReal(Network SANE,Node[ | fs,
Node ss,int resNum) {

@ Node[ ] nodeBak=new Node[ nodes. length ];

@ int maxDeg=0;

® for (Node i:nodes) {| * nodes 5§ SAN 7 15
B x|
int deg=getDegree(i) ;
if (deg=maxDeg) | * R H R E */

maxDeg=deg;
if (ss 5 ¢ SANE A BHE)
if GATE fs ®#)
B9 85 7 A nodeBak U4

®©®Oe e

}
@ for (Node j:nodeBak) {
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® BubbleSort (nodes) ; | * & )JE{H B 1 HE 7 (F%
JP) x|

© & [ Top-psNum B MR 55 5 HEATHEAT 5

@ }

Bk 3 ek AL IR R for TEIF LR D ~ 4 1§
@) WYL BRQ O] 52 24 B2 2 OGam) (nym 43
HE SAN 1 R MR 55 49 SUBORE A I 55 19 80

a2 FRECHEET 1 NEFRS.

iSee FEJEHT SCBN Jy H P #EXE MR 55, 1 i
T 55 RA 5 HAb R k55 7252 & IR 55 h 3L A g
HELE SCBN . X F— 202 5 -2 5 k551
 GZIE A M55 AL — A 7 IR 554 1) 50K 2 5 4T
fal 52 G R 55 4 1) i A 55 S AN T gt B AE SCBN
L R TR RE T 1 AR IR 55 1 R S5 A )
B, iSee K43 2 FPIE S . D E RS AR T RR 55
% fs, I BAFAET SCBN H2) 1B 1 Z AN .
PG O 1, 3RATT AT DL B H24E SCBN 8 & 5% Ik
55 ELHEAE IR 55 R A2, X TAE ML 2, 1See ¥t 8 0
g P R AT e 1) Top-resNum i 55, — B H 7
PEPE T A M55, B RAE O 1 A P #fE 7E IR 55
iSee ¥ ANFE SCBN (1 Ik 55t & 12k 24 R 45 I5 Ry
EATA D S AdE T s AT LA AT

R 2 s n Ao Xof 15 4 77 109 IR 55 e L o AR 2 S HE 7T
We? 4n 2.3 Ak . iR 55 i HE T R alk A IR 55 (8 AR
2 AR BRI 5 IR 55 04 B 43 A 2 S 0 A DU AR
S T MAT IR 5 E N T SR IR
SCBN il 55 % 452 5 B2 70 3 53 A %8 ik 55 408 e 9 iy
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o AT A SCRRE3 L 42 A AL k- 4% 43
it J7 1 (weighted k-core decompostition method,
Wi core ) 3BT IR 55715 s AR e 2.

W i core 282 T 15 0P JINASL BE DA R A £y BE 43 7 99 1
R AR B R 25 8 25 I T 1 R BE R AU
T B Y S AT AR SO IR S5 R S S E L
W 1 INELUE wDeg (1) & XN

Deg (i)

wDeg (i) = [Deg(i)“( Zw,,-)'g]*ﬁ, (9
j=1

Hot s wDeg ()2 45 0 19 MALJE  Deg (i) 245 4 i
Deg ()

BORE. >, 57 8 0 AT 03 00 AR, o i1 8

MR A B EL o B 1. 1% 2 4 B 4 5 %

wDeg (i) [ TR BE. A% S0 X 4015 45 5 43

AHXT wDeg () P TTHR K /N, B E a=p=0.5,

Deg ()

Deg(i) Z Wij » Jﬂj,ﬁﬂ:%ﬂwéﬁ

wDeg (i) =

(wy; =1) ,wDeg (i) ZE M F Deg (). XF F AL M 4% ,
wDeg (D AETE & — > 1E S8 AR H B Wtk il 5
Ho e H2 0 i B 5

B G= (V. E)JEl [ VAT G E| 4
L R — A AL TE 1] B 28, W) 5 W e AH OC 1Y 4R
BE XA

TEN 8. MMM k- ¥ (weighted k-core). &
8 S S A A EEAE /N T 8056 T = 971 5 SO %5
JERAHFE L IF Bz BOR B A X — P ek
Tl

FEX 9. 17 A KN AU EL (weighted coreness)
k. N STAFTE T IMAL kA% B 7E I AL (& +
D - o B 3% s B I B £y k. 1
PG BB 5t RABL v PR A TR 285 1 TN RUAZ K

AR SCHE Y R I AAZ BOE S o SR AR e
S, H B K HE 4 MR AT X T 0 S0 IR 45 n A
B BB 0. B 38 1A I IR 55 10 #E 7 d AR 5 k4
7.

ik 4. Bk 1 DT IR M HER R sigReal.

fii A : SCBN s SANE A7 fift 2 28 . 55 % ¥ 1) 50 41
Ss B SS selS FHERE 197 AL sigNum 5.
B 2 B resNum ;

AR 95 B

Node[ ] sigReal ( Network SCBN, Network
SANE,Node[ ] fs.Node[ ] selS,int sigNum, int
resNum) {

D boolean flag;int i=0;

@ Nodel | resNodes;| x fEA#ER ik 5546 « |

@ if (selS[O0JE T fs | selSLOJAAE SANE)

@  flag=true;

® if (flag=true) {

©® resNodes = resReal (SANE, fs,selS[ 0],

resNum) s | * P 2 % |

D it resNodes H1 Top-resNum ) 7] £

ol 55 . S5 Ff P B4 5
® selS[0]=resNodes[ s |; | » 5 FH P 1k
TH s MRS s€[0,resNum | * |

©®

1 for (Node i:nodes)

| * nodes 3 SCBN 735 548 = |

@ if G5 selSLO]MZE) {

@ BT 5 LA sibNodes 5

@ THR S AR BUE 5

@ )

© BubbleSort (sibNodes) ; | * FEIMAAZEE

HeRF (REFP) = |
@® & 7l sibNodes # Top-sigNum ) R 55 £,
SEREHI P IR,

@ )

A R RN CGLIRO~ L RO h
RO, LG I A 2 2 Ot o) il
Bk A IR E R AR O +ne) (n.e 53 2
SCBN 7 s ML H0 .

W 3. TTRECEWEFE T multi Onulti>1DA
Ji i 55

XFEEE T multi Gnulti > 1D A7 RS B9 IR
A AL, iSee $ 43 2 PG 0L : D B ik 5+ Ik 55 A
J& TS f5.FF BAFLE T SCBN w5 2) il
1 Z AN IS, X A5 0L 1. AT A L 7 SCBN
Al R AL TR IR S5 A0 B AR R HE A I 55 XTI L
2 FRAT A BB 2 O 2R AR MR 55 7 ) e IR
S [EEE 2.3 Wik, B A Mg — Ml LA BJA>
DA 18 J5 - IR 45 #  » JIF L iSee BR A2 HE 75 11 7 B %
AT e B LA ERE A IR 5 TR,

B 5. ©I maudii DRSS IHER R mulReal.

fi A\ : SCBN, SANE, 17 fift 2% 2% Iz 55 % 4 (19 %
W fs AR Bk Mz 55 1B sel S T HERE B 5
LR mulNum B 2 B8 resNum KA w& KT
HEB;

faw th HERF RO S5 R A

Node[ | mulReal (Network SCBN, Network
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SANE, Node [ ] fs, Node [ ] selS, int B, int
resNum) {
D boolean flag [ ] = new boolean [ selS.
length];
@ int cnt=0;Node[ ] resNodes;
@ for (int i=0;i<selS. length;i++) {
@ i GelSLIRET f5 | selSLIATE SANE)
® flaglent++]1=1i;
© }
@ for (int i=0;i<cnt;i++) {
® resNodes = resReal ( SANE, fs, selS
[flaglil]l,resNum);
@  HiH resNodes H1 Top-resNum ) 7] 25
MR 55 S5 1 F P i 4 5
@  selS[ flagli]]=resNodes[s]; | * &/
EPESE s MRS s€[0,resNum | * |
@ }
@ if (isInOneComp (selS)) {] * isInOneComp
O SB35 5 R 2 5 7 /) — a4« |
@ KselS WA — 1 SO A BEAEL | selS |,
BN AL selS v 4 e 55 75 5304 Fi
A TR B AR IFAF AR Node[ ][] path
s
@ if (path HEAEMHAD
® i AR R AR B PR T R AT
[lselS| . BINW I LHEFE”
else {
BubbleSort (path); | * & I 42 AL A%
BAE A WLHET (FEF) =
® e KRBt Top-mulNuwm B #§42
B P gk B [ x KE N | selS |,
|selS|+1,, B =/

e 6

®

}

@ else iyt #7515 B BT e 55 S ) AN AEAE T 52

HEMFEL

@ }

Bk 5 R IR R for TR LD ~O)
A TR® , i Hm A 2 28 & O(n®) (n J& SANE M
28 RED.

PRI « Y R 55 #7035 TsReal INFTE 6 FT /K.

Bk 6. T [sReal.

i AN : SANE, fs, ss, resNum, SAN, psNum,
SCBN,selS,sigNum ,mulNum,B;

b HERF IR S5 R A
(D while (true) {
Bz P ARG A7 T selS B 5
if GelSTERANE=0) {
L 3 1 psReal HEXEMRT5 5
}
else if (selSITLENE=1) {
FRETE 4 1Y sigReal HEFFIR S 5
}
else if (selS TLENE<B){
RS 5 1Y mulReal HFEAE IS5 5
}
else {
R AR B IR IR 5L £ L
A, R BHE S selS BUAH

©PB BB OO

®

® )

BYE 6 By ] A e
SRS L AR A B IE.

S AT VR DL 2% 7 37 5 R I Y

3 ZBISH

9 7B iSee (8 HAK S i o B[R] B 46 TE H: TE
WVEFNA RPE A SO 45 G5 PWeb | mashup i H
FHF i AP By B SERHE L 34T SEUE 43 At
3.1 BURESRIR

PWeb J& H §if i K Fl & i BR ) mashup L ]l
TEC APT M . 42445 T mashup F1 APT fy — 26§
Wt E B W& 3 Fr7/~. mashup &2 /1 APT 24 1 i,
M) E T X APT gy Dy . Btk mT R APT &
BB F IR 55 mashup B W A IR 55 6 B 25—
APL R R T, 76 H 4 5 55 04 & b &6 2 i B3
“Deprecated”. AL, J 8% APT ik 45 £ %5 5 1115
PWeb $dE 754 iSee Jy 5 X B8 () 2R .

FRATEE (B d 42 72 PWeb L #1k 2011 4F 12
H 14 HIYFFA mashup B FIF L APT #5015 B
(3 AR IR AE NAF 20 » T4 SCIR L3 ] v /9 5 v X 45
Pl e, B 2, LB AR & 2 A RS 6362 A
(mashup W ) JRF AR5 4506 4~ (JFiL APD.

3.2 LBHEBRRER

W 3(b) iz~ » B mashup W FH#SA — 1)
1% mashup B FF 0 AP 3 6. 3145 s My & T B
A mashup i 1 H BT API 8] () SAN, $:43 &
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6362 > mashup 7 5 F1 982 4~ API 7 5. 40 Fr ik , i API H A5 982. A] L, PWeb | API ¥ {di F % [ %%
e R Kt 42 APT Hf 4506 4> (H 2 SAN 5% Al A9 APTAY &7 6 APT #Ry 21. 8%.

APIs » Google Maps
s> APl Name

Google Maps|API
Mapping  Viewer eaereres APl tags

Google maps
The Google Maps API allow for the embedding of Google Maps

onto web pages of outside developers, using a simple
JavaScript interface or a Flash interface. It is designed to work
on both mobile devices as well as traditional desktop browser

Mashups » Ski Bonk X
a flag to denote whether the mashup is deprecated
Mashup: ¥ mashup name

.| deprecated

View real-time ski conditions for ski resorts all over the world
on Google Map along with webcams, resort information, trail
maps and weather forecasts. Snowcast feature predicts which

applications. The APl includes language localization for over 50 resorts will have the best snowfall in next 24 hours.
© TRACKAPI languages, region localization and geocoding, and has © TRACK MASHUP

mechanisms for enterprise developers who want to utilize the *

n ]j:] u n Google Maps APl within an intranet. The API HTTP services can © SUBMIT MASHUP mashup description

be accessed over a secure (HTTPS) connection by Google Maps

> API description “ ﬂ n

I

API Premier customers.

Summary Sample Code How To Developers Comments
Summary Comments Followers g
Followers APIs this mushup used
Rl
SPECS
SPECS y
. o Related APIs Flickr, Google AdWords, Google Maps, hostip.info, NOAA
API Provider hetp://google.com National Weather Service (NWS), Yahoo Geocoding, Yahoo
API Endpoint tps://www.google.com/maps/embed/ivl/ Local Search
APl Homepage evelopers.google.com/maps/ Tags Weather, Webcams, Sports
(@) The meta-information of open API(Google Maps®) (b) The meta-information of mashup (Ski Bonk®)

Fig. 3 Meta-information of open API and mashup
3 I APT B mashup i 9 JT4F B 0T

HAET SAN. A LARIE SAN 43 H7 I ik Table 1 Top-10 Open APIs with high DC
APT [ 558, 18] 4 75 (9 & mashup (9 DC 43 R 1 EHAGE Top-10 B FF AL API
fii. N 4 0] 0, 95. 8 % 9 mashup [ H: A #9 FF Names of Open APIs DC
i APT 30<<5 A 4. 2% (%) mashup 3 {8 FH 09 FF Google Maps 2303
i APT =10, 3 B0 W] K8 43 mashup [ AL 2> Twitter 661
AT APT A9 R, PRt FRATTHE 2.3 Wb dR B Flickr 590
JLHILA. B2 #HL1,5]. [ K DC HE4 Top-10 YouTube 589
) APL 4N 1 iR /8 757 APT.

Amazon eCommerce 403
Twilio 333
0.6 |
a Facebook 320
2 05
g eBay 214
% 0-4 Last. fm 206
S
En 0.3 Google Search 178
g 0.2
S {5 B % 0 2 FF e APT 75 0K AN 1 1
H
P (k) NELS AT UL, P GO 23T HEZR TEN LG K

o 102 ThiODCOfI)VIaShf;)S 6070 JERHE RS R? 3K T 0. 98 LA b i B A0 A . AR
O3 A R WY TF A0 ) TR SRR AT B T APT A4 g

mashup. K, 2 (8) H a, 0. A U X 43 IR 45 19 AH

I 5 AT X sRank W52 I E a1 =a, =0. 5.

Fig. 4 DC distribution of mashup
K 4  mashup W HE DC 54

@ http://www. programmableweb. com/api/google-maps

@ http://www. programmableweb. com/mashup/ski-bonk
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10° o

107 E

Poum(k)

1072}
1g(Peum(k))=0. 21014 -0. 978531gk B

R?=0. 9829334449

10° 10! 10°
The Degree Centrality k of APIs

Fig. 5 Cumulative degree distributuion of open API

(log-log scale)
Bl 5 JFi APT Ay SR BE 43 A RO B3

WX SAN 78 AP J7 AR 5% 454, T LLAR
F| SAN 1 ) SECON , 415 865 /4~5 5 Fl 10 966
. BT 117 AR B BT S A
API 7£ [d] — > mashup 33, SECON HEFx 17X 2%
AL 7 5. SECON B)F-¥9 DC K5 T 25, M 4% L
S TARZ TR, i, AT E -+ M2
PR (B D U8 SECON Wiy el e, 3,
14321 #9 SCBN A8 865 A5 £.7 702 Z%i.

[ B, FRATTAR 4 FF i APT (445 3R F bR &t 8 T
APT [a] A LB b 3 3R B TF-IDF 58 3155
PR FH AR R ] 28 [ B AL . M 5 T SANE (45
B A506 NI A 8629 141 &),

3.3 IWERSH

FEATT H, FATT A T AT LS8 4 A ] 0] 52 5 45
RAEATIRA ST
30301 BT I Ak 2ok uE TE G Y e A B

PRy s i R K= N7 U - oy 6 M IV E ) ¢
PE A IR 55 ) L S 3% 452 O¢ R 1 £ . PWeb |
mashup P& APT [8] 3152 1) 3% £2 ¢ R & ok K
AL Sk okt FRATTAE A AE Sk [32 ] v gt iy B30 4.
T L A AT AR R SO R IR T AR S Web JIR 55 (8]
2R T SAN (3 3 261 4 T4F i fi
358 /4~ Web IR 45). 38 i % SAN £ Web Ik 45 75 Il
VE# %3545 T A 19 SECON (4385 358 4~ Web IR
% H1 4252 43,

TATE AR 0.01 ZEX A0, 1] 2 HERT
101 A5 SR 5 43 B LAEX 101 A i AE R al pha (B3
1 Z%0 B BUE & SECON 153] 101 4~ SCBN. 3%
IR T 13X 101 4~ SCBN 4 & ¥ 52 IR 45 % i1
M (| (SCBN #h 8 N E LR 55 R E L 4) || B

SRS ) 3% 4 | Je SCBN Hf JG 3% i 1 B 1) (|
SCBN i - (SCBN i 4 (M 352 Iz 55 0] 4 i1
B || TERGLEE D . 53R K 6 Fis

1.LOF

0.8

o]
(o]
0.6} ﬁ 5
o]
(o]
(o]
0.4} .
#ﬁ °
0.2} S

e 0 Valid Edges
o o Invalid Edges
0.0 e
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
alpha

Ratio of Edges

Fig. 6 The curve of valid and invalid edg ratio versus
alpha
6 ARG HHGH WLBIBE alpha 197EHAF B

MK 6 7] W, 2% alpha €[0.60,1.00], SECON
30 IF A W B 982D 5 Y alpha € [0.50,0. 60),
TCRI B L AT 5 3 B AR T A Al 1 B 18 05 A ek 20> 5
2 alpha€ [0.40,0.50), TCHH M ) i 3 F %,
A RGH 9 2248 T R 4 alpha € [0.00,0. 40) T8
R B FEARTRE S ARG ) LA S 2 e D e Ut
A DL B T P42 4 B 3 6 T s D IS R i S AT DA R
) —E1EH.

SRS R R B alpha=0. 45, £ Fif
BEET A W45 1 S B0K A KB A s/, 1T DU
HRBR ORI A RGN, alpha W) EAR R E TR
WAL A g 38 o PR 7R K 33 4 o i) SECON
AR TR A T AE B RAR 19 SECON . - lf#fE 47
3.3.2 iSee JyyEHER A B X API fRE ) K 4%

ATV T A T35 LUK 36 AR SCT7 36 A 8K
PE FATHBIE T 10 AS SRR 45 3 # R,
3 AW A 4 oA, 3 4 A5 IR
FItEMXEMROA 4 EZA 3 AR AN
TENR 55 1T SN T 3 AEMIWF ST, 3 4 B L WF 58
ATENR SR GEE NS T 2 AERBESE. AT T
mashup [ J (9 FF & S PWeb F & #B 1L 5 2%, B
SEAUATTER S I AS T % iSee Jrik.

FESSE TR A ATTRE A Bl ST I R — A R U AH
KHy mashup N A HJE H AR FHFRATHF & GZF
BT iSee) KO- HEAEM APT B R, AT AT LA
RYEH C Mg, NEFE 0 4~ 1 A 24 APT I

34 5 U IF K mashup . MR T & & 19T &
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B A1 28 P 42 it Top-10 19 APT #E7# & WL
[F] Fsf o A ) P 2 5 3 3 TR AT 4 1 R 55« O i s
TEFE T MR ILAN MR 55 TEHERR ) 3 b i HE 45 L HE A A i
Vi) 2 it #7380 1 P 3o B i A 7 0 B B [RD) 455 .
A FH PR JRATTHE FE 19 25 S AN 6 o T L 3 et O it )
o 2 1 7 3K A R N A R 55

R T W M i B iSee 7F R 55 HEFE O T A9 E B
B IR E T OE YW HEF 4> (average rank score)f,
X TH—TFRHE w T F 55 s WHET 58 RS, & LR

RS,N=IZL, (10

Hop L, £RT IR EH w HEFER IS B L, 2
TFRH u MRS s 76 L, P IHES . B T A 1 T
RHWHEY 43 R RO B8 58 15 2 R 5 0y HE Y 43
RS. HEFP 438 /0, B0 3R G ks T 00 2 P i
SR 1 55 HEFE T T 5 )2 6 BH R G H P T I R
S5 HEAE T RS T

PSR, 10 AN 5 A SR T T 28 Wik, 38
A IR AT 35 406 14 Iz 55 #68 HE AL 4 1 04 I 55 91) 2% 1 i
6,745 RS Jy 0.3255. ;X BB iSee Jy L7 BT &
02 M55 5 T 2 AT A 1) — a2 1 Y L AR 1
JIR 55 RE W5 A2 TF & 1 7 oK.

3.3.3 iSee Jy ¥k HFZEI BN I

iR 55 4 77 07 10 B9 T AR AR 22, (50 2 DA 45 44 £
JE O 55 W25 & 10 TAEH A Z. FEARAT L iSee #4
105 25 f 8 & i LFH J7 5 & BIGSIR J7
EE T U

HT AN EMEESOR LS RATWH
B3 R 10 4SS 5 35 0 B UK B i et IR 5
W2 5 . NIk, AT AE X 10 B 5 H A H
iSee Y HE 7 LI AE . V1 i PWeb (98 R IhfE K F- 4%
APT, #2375 3K 19 mashup B DLk 56 2 75
FETE L iSee Ty i 4EF# 1Y Top-10 Ik 55 30 4F 9 IR 55
BAETEXFERY IR 55 ATV K L 5 iSee MY HEFELS R
B IF ARG B AT T X R IR 55 AT AT o0 HE T 4
HHTH Top-10 RS HEFEF . FRATHE thix 10 A~
H5E& B Top-10 IRk 55 #4451 R F BUR &AL
4 1 55 #1451 3%

EZEH N 2ASZEELEARAT 1
iSee Jrk Top-10 HEEAF (IR 55 . 1l HiX 2 A7 R 1E
AN TR Top-10 HE#E 51 % v HE 44 #0 He 4 5
Jei s 38 8.9 fii. ATIHIX 10 A2 5H N TX iSee
7 Top-10 45 R 47 HE T . LI A 1 fe 6 HE 7 45

o FHA 2 MR T H RS S 55 A
RIHIIR S 1See J i N HAMEFER) Top-10 IR % —
wSE5HE. MK B . iSee FEHESZ 1~6 {74
MR 55 e FHE S 7~ 10 07 A #7755 55 5 e HE P
1~6 7 (R 55 52 71 7~ 10 o7 19 R 55 48 G 88 2 N BR
A FEATE — B0, R RSS AH X HE4 A 2 5

9T A5 3] LFH J5 3 Al BIGSIR J5 12 4 ¥k 157 45
BLORATEE T 3.3, 2 o B SL 8 AU 55 HE 4 43
ffi J§ LFH Al BIGSIR J7 3. 76 52560 v, 3017 & L. 4
F LFH ik A0 17 ARG T H#EFEW Top-10 il 55
51 3 v 1 B 45 T EL 0 56 114 i 55 B HEAE 6~ 10 iz fa]
HoAy 11 Aok A T8 R A& 4 6 F BIGSIR Jrik,
A 10 AN R G LR 55 #4728 UL i L3 485 19 R 55 0 HE
TE 6~10 fzfa], Ay 18 Ml A T R A k.

IR 55 #E 77 S = 6t i 45 1 HE R B B R
iSee, LFH,BIGSIR Z [i] (445 » 7T LA3# i 1155 4 i
J7 W5 HE g5 R S B O HE R 0 A LR Ok A
Kendall 25 A 56 AL oY 8 T8 2 Fhik )y 45
SRR R B FLAR 55 . AR SOREAE < B B 45 Bl A
T SR S R HE T A R MM R o &
SLHy

= ¢=D . (11D
(N;—N)(N;—N,)

Hr.CHD 5 e Z 3 &4 XY h—FrE

AN—FHERH T EXNE; N, = an — D/2;N, =

SV —D2sN, = Du(u, — D2, n B4 X
i=1 =1

MY MICEANE N, AR X 0. 2 X P
INES GHRBITCR A —/MNEB B 6 25 0 /D
EAPHICER. N, AR Y 25Uk A5,

B o TP5E 2 A HEF 0 AH U — A AT A
PF B2 AHE R 2 % A1 R 1) o0 R 4 A 17 HEFP . iSee
(1 Top-10 fik 55 4 5 et M 55 4 o0 & 3 A — 2
LEH F1 BIGSIR % #i: 7 Ik 55 5 5 5 M Ik 55 4 Z [
JUE Z G K. LFH 45 B4 5 5t ik 55 471
HA 2.4 D ICE M A ; BIGSIR 145 B4 5 i Ik
FETVYHEA 1.2 Am R M. Bk, 1% H
o 8 LFH Ml BIGSIR (% HE 45 5 5 5% 00 HE i
AHARLTE. PR FRATTAE ] o AN 6 B iSee #7755 4
SR HE R AR R (B R 2 Fro). R4
NS H5HZ W o 76D EA B0 3,
TR RHEWE. X2 P RRMWESSEEZRER
oo MERARME. FETH5E 2 A HEA 00 A G M R KT
TR T 2 MR E WS 54, AR B 1
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) 7 T DL TICAE 6 11 AsE T B DL HE I 5 43 S0l HEAE
T 8 IS 9 .
Table 2 73 Between Results of iSee and Optimum

K2 See AEHFERERMHFEN

Participants B Participants B
Participant 1 0.556* Participant 6 0.467
Participant 2 0.511* Participant 7 0.564"
Participant 3 0.467 Participant 8 0. 600"
Participant 4 0.491~ Participant 9 0.644~
Participant 5 0.289 Participant 10 0.422

Note: * Correlation is significant at the 0. 05 level (two-tailed).

M 2 AT L iSee 74 10 L5 5 & B 77 45
RAEZ B O T #8-5 HAH B 1 S A7 2= DA e
FVEACF 005 B IE A S A 56 R BAE 0.4 BLE,
AAERE TLR B 3 AN A 7E B o i A DG . H 2 2 /b
BT TC T FEA R — 200, 7T UL, iSee J7 A FEHETE R
B E e LFH fl BIGSIR 3% if.

RS, — (25 E LR T — D IR IF L
API—alexa Web scarch, — 1S 5& % H T — 1%
B HATAT 2 A MR 55 A8 F 2 19 ik 95— 500px. iSee ¥
TR IX 2 A7 2 5 3 S A T 5 46 1 Il 55, DA T Ut )
M58 IUHERE. X 2 Fp4F 40, LEH 1 BIGSIR #f 2
TCRE R J3rY. TR o DA 2R B4 55 K T T s A6 g s
AR 55 SE i A7 SR F 5 1See ZLAL T LFH A1 BIGSIR.
3.3.4  iSee Jik MY AL U

VR — A 2B B I 55 4 757 07 125 » iSee H 91z H
TN [ A B E A B S — A IR 55 1 T 125 I 1) O
BARK P AR 2 To vk 2 32 . PRt FR AT 4 46 3
iSee 75 A [F] HL AR B 98 4 | 52 B AR 55 4 77 09 1 [A]
JHE.

AT T 2 A FLE LI 5 iSee 9P S PE.
iSee W MARZ 5 H P 19 28 HARAE 40 R 30U 55 10 128
P HEFF IS5 MR 55 O T RE S RO AR VR R B AT
FRT IR T8 8 » FRATTAR 35 - 5 IR 55 2% 300 RN e £ 1 44
55— By AR IR 55 5 F P A R R HE 44 2R — O A
IR 55 5 4 75 19 i 55 %k 10.

SEU 1. HdE MU XS B 1 B AT N R] B 52 )

SAN,SECON,SANE 4§ ¥ 4% #f & AR #& mashup
FAE B mashup By APT 31 3% 58 SCHY. W 2% 1) BB 1E
A LA 2% v ) 7 i BOR A 3. R T 0 A s R X
FIEERR M SE M FATTLA 600 (14 £ £ bl ALK A 15 5]
14 5 K AR B L g A A R AL 1 1 2% (SCBN & 78

alpha=0.45 WHGEERY) L I 75 18 P 09 A 5] i A1
Ol MR BB A7 I A) L S5 2R A1 7 s

600

500

400 [

300

200

Running Time /s

100 |

10~ Number of Mashups

Fig. 7 The curve of running time versus data scale

P 7 s A7 i )5 R A 1 A A h 2
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