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Abstract The label-constraint reachability query s—,¢ is used to answer whether there is a directed
path from s to ¢ in the given graph, such that every label on the path belongs to L. Considering that
existing approaches suffer from long index construct time, large index size and long query time, we
first propose to construct a bidirectional path label index based on £ nodes with large degrees, such
that we can efficiently construct a smaller index, while at the same time covering a large portion of
reachable information. For this large nodes based index, we propose several optimization techniques to
reduce the index size, which can in turn speed up the processing of reachable queries. Further, even
though the index size is small for large nodes based bidirectional path label, it does not cover all the
reachable queries, and cannot avoid the graph traversal operation during query processing. To this
end, we further propose a bidirectional path label index which is constructed based on all the nodes
and therefore covers all the reachable information. Based on the bidirectional path label index, a label-
constraint reachability query s—,¢ can be answered by comparing the labels of the two query nodes s
and ¢, and the traversal operation on the graph can be completely avoided during query processing.
Finally, we conduct rich experiment study. In terms of index size, index construction time and query
response time, the experimental results on multiple real datasets show that our approaches achieve
smaller index size, and can construct the index and answer label-constraint reachability queries more

efficiently compared with the state-of-the-art approaches.

Key words graph data management; directed graph; reachability query processing; label-constraint

reachability; bidirectional path label index
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AARABETEZR . AREFNAED A AL EBE LS ATEPHEBHBRMAE AR, F—FRE
BEVIATEAZLNRGRZEFRERIN ATZEI  EOARNTUAT AR LE Lok i H#4E R,
AT EMAFHBEESATNR, FBLRNEZ KA R MEN R Ao 0w &6 R 7 @IEGET 45
AT ILA ok B R B HLAE D & 3 At R 42 B 6 R S e e AR A

KigA
REZESES TP311

AR T RO I AR — T
Il 2255 ) ] rp A B 2 A4S T ()2 S AR 7R A ) B
1, fe it F— Bri [ A5 80 TR AR ATk e A
VAT T AR 45 A= W I 4% L o SC I 4% 58 38 I 4%
S5 R D48 72 1) T A5 ] 2 75 A7 AE SRR e R R AT
A Ry FEAS () Ji - 454 L T Bl 10 2 11 ) 5 4 Ak e 1)
i XQuery 3 # SPARQL (SPARQL protocol and
RDF query language) 2235 2. fifi & 5C b b FH A B HL
AN BT 384 DR R A 9 249 S 4% 14 %) 189 s ATk M A iR 1Y
A 3 5 VAl B SRR 2 Y A ) 2 R SR AN, A
SR B L B SR R T 3R R W 2 (R B ]
KOG RN 8K B A R OR OC R RRAE 1Y SRR
2 AR IS R T 200 a5 22 (8] 7 AT ik Ak, AT
Rl ARURE E — 25 JH1IE PR 22 (8] AT 3R B AR b i SOAR bR 46
S T AR E AR B LY AT R A AT A
IR H R S i v TR AR R AN P AR
P B R ERS TRSE SR HP A M
FHP B & A A7 AR 53 I 2% 1 G Bk 45 3 46 (1]
RO B A s 25 24 ST 3 A 1) ) Ak 3 ) R

SRS TS U B e IR O R
T 2P ER G B AR R T A v m R BT Hvp
SR TAE R SCHR (21 142 0 09 25 7 M bR R 51 09 J7 1.
T IEGERE b AN HBR AL AR JF ST 2 PR DR
H bR Y AT I8 R B H e/ BE AR AR 25 4 5 2) R ML A
(TR 43 AT 38 A e H B AR AR 2 4R A ) AL B, 2R R
1A [l 2 A i) D) 3 ] 2 2R 5 o ) o A A [ kg 45
PEAF BN 45 RS Br iz 07 B il r B R 51 1 Al kR B
B BRI R BT B B Y 1 3k T A

BEOXF DA b o) B, AR SO e 4 — il R TR A3
(9 0L ) BEAR AR 2 R 51 Tk AL 3 2 T AT GRS B
A 78 5 R T L 285 | RASE B 2 R A1 3% vk 1 4 o 3k
FLIR WL AR BT v ATk TS AER N M 2
Al A v TR S A D)3 A SCRY I i, A0 3 o i SR Y
ALRTH A X R 2 (M XN [+ M|+ [N 3C
R 21 JHe) e R B0 ) R 51 A s | N[ A4S AT 38 T e

B3R A e B TR S0 AT AT B2 R T A M B B AR AR A & T

XA RN T AR SRR 2R 5 Ak B 2 36 AT A 2 a0 ]
i Dy AR SE T R G BE. LU, AR SCHR H — MR T
PRAESE A AL % R A R 4 DL AL S mg L ik — B i b R
FURMURE e LAl B A SCHR Y —Fh S e R G HR
FHLAAE 5 B A3 T80 s %k 9 AT 36 4 6L o DA 7 A5 30 4k 2
R 58 sl O 115l D7 4 AR B I o i T S A R AT
X LSSy S H6 25 SRR W] T AR SCHIT B 7 1 Y e A

1 BEEMAKMEXIE

1.1 X

BEA B LHIRER G=(V,E.L,A),V F£mR
G TRITEES ESVXV X L FRG T K
BEL KRG PAFRENES A RECE LS
E—>L T s BT S 0 Gt EVIFFEAE 1 KRN 1
A 3 HAiE A G D EE.

AR SCAE B AT 1) TG FR AR 2 B 6 T AT I
. T 15 % SOk (20 T O ik iE AT Ab B R LA
e R TEIA P — A 1) TG IR & A ) i AR BT T
SR AT R DR 56 2R L 38 1 #FHE R RTORE T Y R
PR N5 R &5 R T 5 0 b HE
FEak R S TR B AL BRI N s B 1 MRS
X)L, MXTEFAEZEMN s Bl 098 WG, kUL,
A X )X () ARYE ] 35 LB Fe 1, X s ATk
RS ¢ RV, FFEAFTE X () <X (). HIL, &
XHO>X @ WA, W s Arfik e,

EX 1. AR B E G=(V,E, L) P IAE
H2AWE G €V BIMNTIA s BT ¢ A

el €2

1 &84 p:s — v, *ﬁuy"v,ﬁli’t L 2 i 1%
TR ETRIRN L, =Ly 10 :pLerA (e)ss
e MEAAFREEERNLG.o)={L,lp HMNs 3
t BERAR .

EX 2. LR AAE LA EER G hi 2 A
T st DL RbR 246 L, b 25 29 1] 3K A% 9 5 2
e s B¢ REFEARMBEREp WL L, =L, H
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st FoR R s B o AETE— SRR BR S L B
At Es— e, AR 1] true, B WGEAE s e, &
IR 7] false.

B L, ={aiazssa, }JREWIRT O T
R AE B R SCARFRE LT A SCLL 7T R
XERL, B L, =aia,a, XL, =aia:a,
HL, <L, WZKERWAT7E BT CAaFrmiEie T
TN aiara, Saaza, R 1IN TARLEF
AT 5 R

Table 1 The Symbols Used in This Paper and Description
R1 AXFAFSRESEX

Symbols Description

G=(V,E.L.2) Labeled directed acyclic graph

children(v) Outer node set of node v
din(v) sd o (v) Indegree and outdegree of node v
L, Path label of p

L(usv) Path label set from node u to node v
inLabel (v) inLabel (v) ={(u,L)IL=L (u,v)}
outLabel (v) outLabel (v) = {(w,L)|L=L(v,w)}
X (v),Y(v) Two topological numbers of node v

1.2 #HXTIE

1.2.1  TCARM ] Ik P A i)

A ) T R TR R B H AR SR AT
FEFEAR. AE BB B9 BF 58 b, SCRR L1403 ie T
2hop label B9 47 44 H HE WS , 32 22 A F Il 25 o S e
T RN — R TC 2 L AT 3k A i SCER [ 15 Jiie 1T KA
b AL AT s A ) Ak B IR R O AR T T R0 A ke T
LCHRL16 B H#E T 2hop label L& i i 25 & I
1) e BRI A A 9. DA b SRR 2 T8 1k Ok Il 28 A 4 2
TRCA AT 3K A, RIA SO IR AT L.

1.2.2 X SR AR AT b5 25 20 S 1% W] 35 M A )

R AR PRAR B SR ER AT 0, O H
SR EA Z AR, 2 T W R 58] B bR
FUE SRR JF HLBE AR b BT A R 1Y b 2 R
T 2 45 78 AR 2 24 S BT X S A, SCHRC17 b4
HTE ZRAFREHELL 1 IT & B DB 40 $MFE A e £ 47
fili AR 25 {5 B AF A A2 B A7 A% . Yung 5 M 4R
HE — b R TS S Y B v R AR AR R P 58
567 HIE) oK EOCHRE TR A2 1 220 B 25 e S5 8RB 4R
FEREBOIVE AR AE A7 A% v A i g IR &
FAT T B A S5 7 (breadth first search, BFS)/¥E
FEHL SR 7 (depth first search, DFS) , i 57 i) i3 2
PP 30 UE BB AEL. X T AT BE A AR BE) i 98 Y T s s

) 555 1) I3 - 45 v A it 1) B 285, 3 e L X s 4%
RS SR AR 0 ) 12 93 S i 4 T R R AR 2 SR

A AT 3 T 2 B 3k 28 R ] 3k B b i
15 1k 1 3k Dy 3% [B]AS A] 3K

1.2.3 Uk i1 a0 AT s 2 249 B 1) ATk 1 A i)

IZ A EEEH TR 4G 2 A TS B AR
A Il B A, AR T B A5 30 09 AR 28 AU H Bl S
B TP IAR A A X R A L B AT T 2RO
[F] A figp e s B 4 Tl

D BT ARG ik

SCHRL 19 142t — A 35 T BIR 45 44 19 2 51 HE 42,
B T 2 AN TN ] Y /N B AR AR 2 AR SR TR
FHA 1) $5e RALAE BB 38 k FIR AR H R N B G A2
— AR A R T T B AR 2 7 — S A A
BAE R s A NT T TR A
BRI 3 PP, PP, 5T A R
P O e 1 KR T W — 00 P BLE T A N
e EPRE1IFLRET W—89:P, S E
BT AL A 1 KRS 1 AR TE T .
NT (u )5 u Flo ZH P, SR IT A B A2
B SEBR L 32 07 102 78 TC 240 3 AT 3k A ) 1 R IR &
G FEal b 30T AR AR L SRS DR G TR A
FEAR 22 T0A A 01 HLBAT IR 2 51 %8 A 285 51 4b 3 4%
BRI R

2) BT RETI Tk

SCHR[20 14 H ) FH 58 3% 38 43 & (strong connected
component, SCC) ¥ &l 4 Sy — 43 [ o S AR 25 24
AT IRPEA . e B G R Rk & C
Cy oo O JEHE A C, BRFRAL S A, B C,
e T A5 HG Al 1) i R B A AR 2 ARG L 00
B, BB C, B HF AL A 2 1Y 1 5 A )
JC ¥ K] Caugmented directed acyclic graph, ADAG)
G o s TR 305 40 0 HE P B T AR R G Lo
BB TS o P S AR S R 5 IR u
(WEC, s ud G, M I AR 2 %7 15153 5]
R G RAE T B R TS Y o8 8% AT Gk PE{F B, B
b2 L 1 8 4 A% 3 DA 0. TR 0 A 300 07 28 A Y T &R 5
i AT B A R (AR S IR Rl R T AR K.

3) BT bR SRS

SCHRL21 46 0 2k FE b Am AT ST R 51, IF 4 K
&3 P AL v TS AT S8 {5 8 Y Hb bR R 5] (landmark
index, LI") 75 HASRYE K B b T 4% 5 A
BE SRR )T HED) , FEBERETT £ A s AE S H bR T A5 %
TR L TR B A N B AR AR B AR L IR
B & 5| o VR oy AR R 51 5 X AR Hudz o5,
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TR Iy B AR bR 25 AT I A R 2% A i) 1 Y
Je AR A U A P AR R T EAT [T 25 7 U A Rl
PR G BRI Al bR AR 5] BV U kAT o
Dy o 3t g b A rpon] RUE o A B R 51 AT BT R % T vk
Y B R R T Y AT A MR B R AR 1R A
.

4) T BB AE SR AR F

SCHRL22 12 T REAIL T A2 A9 R AR5 00 1 24 B A7
Y1 ] 2 D) 2 3K 3 24 S Y T 0k P A A HL AT R B
VAL B2 53 R A3 ) 2 A A e 1) 30 0 e R T %
ARSI A A AT HE k.

2 ETEHSRHNEES

SCHR[21 ]38 2ok #4 2E £ A> Hb bR A5 A B ) AT G R
51k 01 22 A i) AR T AL o FTIR AT S A 02 N L 1
A HAR ST R G RE R v 5 N[4S sy Al ik
KRARMT £ 05 BTGB L) 308 16 B
FCHRL2T 4R M Y ) AR R 51 A AT AR BE R
I o A i)t R vp AN AT AR T ST R B B Bt Y o T
ERAE AT XTI R R AR SO S S A o B W] B AR
PRAE R GRS RS AT A E BB S R R M2
AR o BT R T A SOy 7 5 A0 3 v G0 sk Y
AR TS X B 2 M| XN [+ M+ N[, K
M F R T GE o AT I NI, ATk TS 6 2
R IMI XN, IMIFRR M T8 v B A] 3K T3
TR, N T3R8 o AN AP IO 5 0 T 38 T01 05 5
iR EARN AR R Ty k.

2.1 FH5HME
2.1.1 FEAJLAY

ARISCHEA R v BOE 2 DR 53312 inLabel (v)
M outLabel (v). Hof, inLabel (v) ={(u,L)| L=
LCuso) ), AFIE R0 3K o BT 5 R 9% T 65 21 35 v
BY % 152 45 25 5 outLabel (v) = {(w,L) |L =L (v,

w) b JHTFIE R v WK A TS K o B 3K 2% T A5 0 B
B G EBE s Pt WA KF outlLabel (s)
FlinLabel (¢) W TH s ZEHE R FI BT s 2 45 AT 3k ¢ 2R
LA R A UL s AR ¢ A I 5 2 — 20 A
TR AR 22 15 6 2 oK, BRI 5 VA R X T A AR
(R B A THUR o o R X IO 19 B AR A 25 E AT 5 0T L O 4
GIFMEE R E R R LI 82 W30 bR 28 T
K A5 WA 75 2 — 20 1 W

B 1. BT T AR B 8 A BT 2 v, >,
vy >, ARG DL ST R 5 g
2 R AR X R R 51 B AT (8] A A, BAF
TEARZITUR AR R BI B KB, inLabel (v,)
] B4 (oo s ) s Cogyac) s (o s be ). 25 45 7 2 1A
vo>yUs s outLabel (vy) 5 inLabel (vs) 38N
{0001 502 505 505 | K 3 ER TS XTI 1Y) s 28 BT 4.
$tFTAE v : DUab=ab, D Uac=ac,DUabe=
abe s FTFTAE vy e Ua=ac,c Uab=abce ; 37 F T A5
veibUa=ab,acUa=ac; 3 TTHE v,:acUb=
abe ;XTI vs:ab UD=ab.ac UD=ac,abc U
D=abc 3X $ I LR B B 22 ) 245 0 LR AR 28 b
FE I vo s BER, AR E AT A, 23R
RORAR.

The values outside the vertexes are the topological numbers.

Fig. 1 Labeled DAG G
K1 AimEHmgR G

Table 2 The Initial Path Label Index for Fig. 1
x2 MRERERERS

Node inLabel

outLabel

vy {Cuo D}

{(vosc) s (01D}
{Cvgsb) s (vgrac) s (visa),(vs )}

w3 {(vosac),(vr.a) s (vg, @)}
{Cvgse) s (vgaac) s (g sbe) s (vysac) s (vsse) s (vg (D)
{

(vosab) s (vosac) s (vorabe) s (vyya) s (visab) s (vsva) s (og b))y (vs ()}

{(vos@) s (vis¢) s (vash) s (vgsac)s (vssac)s (vasc)s

(visac) s (vi,be) s (vs.ab) s (vs.ac) » (vs abe) )

{Co1 4@ s (vz5a) s (vgsa) s (vysac) s (vsra) s (vs.ab)}
{Coz s @) (g se) s (vsha))

{ vy, @) (vs,0)}

{Cos N}

{Cos @D}

Note: (vo{Lpi+Lpss+*sLp,}) is organized into {(v.L 1) +(vsLp2) s s (v L)t
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BEXT LA 1 IR, AR SCAKS B T £ A TO A 1 A
SR G/ INE TR, [F) B i 2 A O Ak O ok
BEAR 2 5 A T 1 HL AR A 25,

L HETS o, T o HITARERGIW
I AR a0 2R B O AR B A MBS A, MITET M

IEW. EOELTEAN o MR E gl sk T
A ow B w AT IR T 0 AR bR 2 DA S AT 3R w9 T A
B w Z A B AR AR LUK FEAL B o B G 2Rk g
RSP T o, — L TR o R AR F] v
w Z B AR AREE , 55— T, W 2 BFoR L Xt w ]
KEE BT S 2 kb B o BT 2453 7 9 % 2 18] iy
HEARAREE A HE o B ARV B o 4R SR I ] o, W)
BREARE SN T o« B o CREINIRES v 8 u
Z BRI T X EERC A H&, B
EFHETTIEF v 8« AR, i 5.

Fig. 2 Illustration of landmark nodes

K2 Mk s B

R 2. HEDE o MEHET o @R RGIH
bR X TR P B A TR w R Do IGE w, B
PRI Ly 52)0 Flw Z (8] 38 i i g 3F bR 5045 31
M RPRZE 2 L, R L, 2L, AT M w ik 4k
Sk .

. 2 FrR, oo ARSI AR R T
WIHE] w B KB o ATIE w, HER AR 2 L) =
L UL H oo sl AE R 508 I B w B B AR AR 22
LR L SL o, S T w 2 J5 i 5 3] 4
— il o M B P AR A g AR AR A R L U L,
TS A e THE AT B A B AR bR A0 Ly U Ly, AT i
FF b A B A b 25 U 22 3 5 b A A A T
BT N w Ak 2Lk 1] . ikt

FEXSE T R 2 A AR AL v, il o, 4B B
WUF 5 v, JG oy WIE T B3R 2 i1 O 12 4
RIBRARAR R I R 3 Fron il an, kb P58 o, FEAL
oo, Il it BES i 1 8] 0, o 1T o, B4R,

HiE B 1 Al A HUR R 51 HA IR A S T
FEIVIR T — 45 70 SCAY i 1. 2 BFS 3 i #% 4% <o,
w50 )3T E] v B AR Lo,y —ab.
CR IR 3 T 1o, SRR £ 0, 13K v, o 0
OB AR BN Loy = a. AN Loy 2
Loy oy op - HEH 2 13, ARG HIEH M v; 46
SSLYIR
Table 3 Optimized Path Label Index
x3 MUNBEERERS

Node inLabel outLabel

Vo {Cv12¢) s (v24b) s (vgac))
v (o1, @) {01, (vs1a)}

Vs {Cv2. D)} {Cvs. D}

vy {(via))

vy {(vy.0)}

vs {(vy,a)}

2.1.2 REIMEHE
Bk 1R T LA L 2 A R L) AR bR A R
5| (bidirectional path label index, BPLD).
&%k 1. genBPLI(G).
BWIA:G=(V,E.L.2);
By < A IO B B n] B AR PR 2R R .
@ M (d oo o)+ 1) X (dy, (o) 1) X T [
FHERE TR HERT & TS
@ for each node v do
@  BiBFS(v);
@ end for
Function BiBFS (s)
[ * AT IE [0 BES SR B 5% « /
D (s AR Q;
@ inLabel (s) ,outLabel (s) 43 B A1 H (s
2)F
@ while Q#J do

@ I Q MIBAK TR A ICAHE (v L)
®  if isSuperset (s,v,L)=true then

©® continue;

@  endif

inLabel (v) TR A (s, L) ;

®  for each w € children(v) do

() if marked (w)=1 then

) continue;

) end if

®
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@  end for
©® end while

©® T 47O~ @HMAT M BFS 5K 2R 5

@ marked (s)=<1;

end Function

Function isSuperset (s ot ,L)

@D if s can reach ¢ then

© WO&W#ENRITTERBNTN s 2
Mot SRR SR L

® if L’ZL then

@ return true;
®  endif
©® end if

@ return false;

end Function

ARSCR A SCHRE23 T B S B3 AR (g Cod -
1) X (d iy, Cod 1 3 19 TPy X Pl P 00 HE P B85 i
kAR AL T D) B bR 5 o I BiBES (v)
MNTE S 2 A5 o] R 47 30 17 53 59l 2 S7 B 1 1) T A 1Y)
inLabel FloutLabel (17 Q). FEH& T Hi bR s 44 £ #%
AR R G Byt FE b, (6] B 07 8 B 1 RN E B 2 HF
A7 B RO W/ IN GRS | AR T T [ 3] 19 0 o B
isSuperset (s t IO THRIEETH 2 LI N EMH 1A
W 2 75 340 20k 2 [T 122 4 3

Bk 1R RE R O VI+HED . 212
AR OV DR —A TS 4T BFS #:4F 1 5
WRMIE OUVI+ED R E AU T £ A
T (e J2 HE R H 80 . I, i 8] &2 4% 2
OCIVI+IE . esh, BFS 4 E 7 2 A% B — A~ 4l B
BAF SR/ OV D LA TSRS 2 M
N RS A R A OV D).

B2, X FE 1L RIE (o (v) +1) X (dy (v) +
1) %of T v T e 4 40 45 380 1 TR I 2R 2 0, —
v v >y v, o SR EEE 2 A HuAR A AR
FUAL B 2 v, =0,

D LB o, B BVIR AL inLabel (o,) = { (v,
O YA outLabel (v,) = {Co, s @D} N v, H K AT
BFS i J 8| v, F1 vs, T marked (v,) =0, 75 F| B
outLabel (v,) 5 inLabel (v,) B ALTE T E A K
outLabel (v,) 5 inLabel (o)A LHE  HILH (v, .
DA B inLabel () P[RR, ¥ (v,0a) 4 A F
inLabel Co;) L) v, EDA HARE N v, H &
17 In] BFS 3 7 2 v, Ao AR v R #EARIC H
outLabel (vy) 5 inLabel (o, )& HIEHE ¥ (v, 0) 4

AF| outLabel (v,) H. A #, # Cov,ya) i A 3
outLabel (vy) 1. 4k 2L Jz ] BES 3 7 2] v, , B & 14
Y outLabel (vo) Fl inLabel (v) AR Loy, 0y, =b s
T30 7 B2 Con v 0n v 00 S BIRRAE R Lo, —ac i
PEEEG LEZW (vyyac) AT outLabel (vo) . &E
oo, TE 2 A5 In) B D7 45 R, F H AR e ok
marked (v,) =1.

2) TEAEH o BN o, W R AT BFS i I 3
vy T v, CibRical, E B 115 . AEH RS IF
15 13253 SR o T A6 T — 0 SR g o BRIV sks g 3
v5. R outLabel (v,) Fl inLabel (vy) %A L, ¥
(vy»a) 1 A B inLabel (o) H . 4K 22 04T BFS 3 i ,
LA AR Coy s sy 050 388 T B g, X B B AR bR 4
Ly, o, =abs B O E# BRG] H outLabel (v,) 5
inLabel (vs) [ T0 5538 56 R v, XoF 0 14 s 28 BT 4 7T
B Lo =a. X Loy 2Ly s BB 2
BOAREF RS HILTHEM v QRS20 1.3 T KN v,
& AT BCIn) BES 3 3 2] v, R v, R BARIC HL
outLabel (vy) Y inLabel (v) A IEHE s (v, O FFA
B outLabel (v) H. 2B v, 1IE 2 77 1) 1938 T 45
WIFFRIE marked (o) =11 &3 E 1 @7 R
Sl 3 frs.

2.2 EWRRE

BB s>, A8 R B ourLabel (s) Fl
inLabel (+)WIZZERFNW s BT IE e MR E R
25 ULHT s 38 O M bR SN AT IA ¢, T SR AT D )
AR MRS A N S U] sl ik e, o Bk —
A ARG A R 25 R A AR SR LA T Ty vk R X
TRETHEN M o Lo 5 Lo, )T A
JE KA IR R R SR LW A, W
B2l ik, 415 ) o5 22 47 0k P

B, 45 E A v, > vs B, outLabel (v,)
5 inLabel (vs) W TR ZEHE N vy o XN Y B A2 HR 25
Ly, oy =aSabe s JTLL vy =005 Y B E AW v,
v, B youtLabel (vy) 5 inLabel (v,) A L, A fE
EHGE R G FIW TE AT TR vy v,

A LLE B T 8R4 M b sk 1 B AR R G IR
AE i RIOAL BEAS AT 35 A 3, O I AR SOk — 28 ] SRR
(13 v 4 H 090 36 7 108 5338 0 4 MUY T ik ok e i Ak
FERT A AL 5 2 8 R ENIY X 5 e
A HAMIUT Y I IR AR SE DT R MUY X b
A a5 R HL T A R s X Bl U7 R) i T L A R
YEAD B8 WL SCHR[13 ], L AR AN P35O
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P SCHR LT3 R 0, SR 2 A B30 40 F I 1 B
FARH S OUVI+HIED  HEXP R RMLET
A A T 5.

B3k 2. BPLIGs.t.L).

BN s>t

B true 88 false.

@D if s=¢ then

@ return true;

@ end if

@ if L= then

®  return false;

® end if

@D if XH>X) [ Y(s)>Y (@) then

®  return false;

@ end if

@ if isSuperset (s,t,L)=true then

@ return true;

@ end if

@ for each v € children(s) do

@ BPLICv,t,L);

® end for

EA) s WL ESERI 2 N RENFE S X
Y iR AT IE A LR X (O >X (O Y (s) >
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Table 4 Path Label Index for All Nodes
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ﬁﬁ/\:s*,,t;

i true o false.

@ if s=¢ then

@  return true;

® end if

@ if L= then

®  return false;

® end if

@ if isSuperset (s, t,L)=true then

@ return true;

@ end if

@) return false.
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Table 5 The Information of Dataset Statistics

RS HEEFRITER

Dataset [V [E| d
Amazel1%] 3710 3600 0.97
Human® 38811 39576 1.02
Anthra® 12499 13104 1.05

Ecoo® 12620 13350 1.06
Vchocyc® 9491 10143 1.07
Keggl'®] 3617 3908 1.08
Xmark!" 6080 7025 1.16
Mtbrv® 9602 10 245 1.07

Nasal” 5605 6537 1.17

Go® 6793 13361 1.97
Citeseer® 9000 40028 4.45
Pubmed® 10720 44258 4.13

Yago® 6642 42392 6.38

Email-EuAll? 231000 223004 0.97
WikiTalk® 2281879 2311570 1.01
Soc-LiveJournal® 971232 1024140 1.05
Web-Google® 371764 517 805 1.39
10cit-Patent® 1097775 1651894 1.50
05cit-Patent® 1671488 3303789 1.98
Cit-Patents® 3774768 16518947 4.38
Dbpedia® 3365623 7989191 2.37
Uniprot22m® 1595444 1595442 1.00
10go-Uniprot® 469526 3476397 7.40
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