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A Set Similarity Self-Join Algorithm with FP-tree and MapReduce
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Abstract Given a collection of sets, the set similarity self-join (SSSJ) algorithm finds all pairs of sets whose
similarity is higher than a given threshold, which has been widely used in various applications. The SSSJ adopting the
filter-and-verification framework and the parallel and distributed computing framework MapReduce is an active
research topic. But existing algorithms produce large candidate sets when the given threshold is low and lead to poor
performance. To address this problem, we propose to compute the SSSJ with frequent pattern tree structures and their
derivatives FP-tree*, which are used to compress data in memory for computation, targeting at reducing the size of
candidate sets. First, based on an investigation on existing FP-tree* and the characteristics of SSSJ computation, we
propose a more traversal efficient linear prefix tree structure, i.e., TELP-tree, and an original SSSJ algorithm
accordingly, i.e., TELP-SJ, which includes a two-phase filtering strategy: tree-construction oriented filtering algorithm
and tree-traversal oriented filtering strategy. These algorithms will reduce the size of TELP-trees and tree-traversals.
Then, we design the parallel and distributed SSSJ computation algorithm FastTELP-SJ with MapReduce. Finally, 4
groups of empirical comparison studies have been carried out on 4 sets of real application datasets. The experimental
results demonstrate that FastTELP-SJ achieves better performance in term of the execution time, memory usage, disk
usage and scalability for similarity joins over large scale collections of sets with high dimension.
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Fig. 1 Transpose of sample data

1 RGP

ek B G MHRE A %4, ATE B2 Hoh
B BB R/ T BB Al Sy T B I A2 4

AITHEE. I, e B X RYAT S5 8045 2 xR B, X T
B2 AR A ) FA Q) 385 R /MA ) 0 Aup)I 3
B e i x0T AR (u,, up) it B 45 IR fi,_;‘m A9t
B xR IR AE (uy, M3)tHme/‘J}/F)ﬁ{kﬁ% = 3,/7?1%73!&*}%
HA (u) VA (us)l = {ay, a, as}l =3, fis =1A @) NA(us)l.
T3Ah, X — I A 1 B AT 5 X 1A ) PR Y
AR AL AH 55
1.1 FP-tree & Hik £ 4514

FP-tree j& — Fl " Ji& 5 S804 25 4, % B O B T B
A IR RS B, 25T FP-tree 7T LA 336 U9 b 47 4 1
JIT A B0 BT A, FP-tree HUHE 25 M BT ¢ 2 35441
s Sk R R kR =eH RN Oo R, BUK,
kAR AR, Horb Sk R W S5 T oT R AR Y
55 1A A5, S 3R 1y =0T 2 e BRI R 3 R T . A
sikass oo FRon o, UK, THE, A4S AR
Br, FaisdEEE, T A u R AR S TR E ), Hrh
“THEC T8 0 2 I [ A 2D IR TR, <R — Aot
FARF S J TR 57 0 TR AR 51 8%, 428 b HA A1
) JC 3R B 45 s O

¥y 3t FP-tree G4 44 1 Sk R H IR 4544 . X P AL —
7 affy P &R B AR IC R U (@), U(a)J0 3R 4% BT
W e 1 e 00 5 S AR IC A S (an). B JE 90 I Ak Sk R AR
SEK 5 B 4R b A w S — UK fide BRI 5]
Fo A Sk v, AR Sk 48 B L (o)) 56 A Ry 25 8 B, B
FROVHE Ry 25 R 45 0 ) 4R Ak T 3R O 23 AR 45



10 B L4 . BT FP-tree fll MapReduce AY4E G LR [ 3% 28 16

2893

SR IE R X AT — T a A B B1LS (i A Sk 3R
FIAR AL . X — FP 1S (@), RS HTIG TR E S
S (a) A e K I [R] A28 1 A2 O P, WU 45 38 [R] i 28 e
A S5 ST 1, K S (@) AT S [ 28 Y oT
AR PR AR b () B 25 a8 122 B0 ROC R B R 5
R AR . 5T 1 1 KO A A A FP-tree L AT 2
(a). 24 T fi L8 2 o, W 4 A B AU 7R Horh i
330, I L = o s OL s, B, 1150

o I 4f FP-tree Ji , ] 5 (4 45 5 A BLBE A 3% 432 7T
PAIE i AT e 58 i B AR A Sk SR AN R T B
Dt I GE Tt B A A 3% X 6 45 1 0 R 19 I0UHE H B0
UK, RIVAA L 46 45 S8 4 R/INs SR Bk 2 4R 5 AR DL 2
SRR T BUE; fom i iR T B B S A X ok 4t
TR IR A AT R B RO R N R
B, Sk R B usdtin, R 51T S 1A A R
(us,3,3), Wi 0 S AR A8 K7 1) 38 3 9 98 3160 3% us il
IR AU, A (s, 3, 33w, S, SFY I RUE L

INE N 3, (s, 3, 35w, 5, ST EAR g 3, W £, B2
93 EHEMEE LA SR, KRG 5 R A 1
A5, W iy =30 BIA (us) N A (uy)| = 3. 11T A (u3)] = 3,
|A @)l =5, 5 X (1) 15 sim (A (uz), A(uy)) = 0.6, Jifi &
B (1 25K, i Hh B AT (s ). T A ug R IR, R 51T
B 1A 2 S (g, 2, 1), V93 S R AR 25 50 1) ik )
15 3 (us, 2, Ly, 5, W THEAE N 1, W £ B B IE 0 1.
AR 1A R, B w51 EE 4K F FP-tree
) — AN 25 1 (s, 2, 1), [R)BRAS B (us, 2, 1wy, 5, 5911
BAEA LW for= fia+1=2, HNA @) NA )| = 2. 1
Aug) =2, A(u) =5, M4l =X (D) sim(A(us), A(uwy)) =
0.4 < 0.6, ANk G XS (1, ua).

H 3L T FP-tree 19 22 T 00 Y 1155 UM %6 &2 20
SEAZ T BB VA R, B AT WA R S X — T
B, N-lists™ SR FH 2 B 5040 45 14 32 7% FP-tree B 25 4,
FP-tree i 25 M M @ it B & 2 4. DI —Fh 2%
oL FP-tree 1Y B 25 44 -1 17 J JF 4t 4 % (pre-order post-

root
5,5 [«
w | S| Lu) ) A w>
U 5 /s ¢
P y| U 55
bl T Y
us |3 — > u;,3,3 us, 3,1 o 2, 1
1 A
Dl <
u A U, 3,2 ey 1,1 ,
. > 4 A %
) ad
Ug 1 N /
\ u,2,1 —7
—_ -
(a) FP-tree4fit
root
Null, 0, 0, Py, ?
u
' /V
u
"N parent —
\
w NY w55 mulf |/
uy, 2, 1, null,
y y/ 1 4 f
Uy N u,, 5,5, null, f K,L
N / parent
us \ uy, 3,3, null, f |
5,3, 1,null, f
Uy \N us, 3,2, l'lllll,f T) Us null, f
Hs \N u,,2, 1, null, f ug, 1,1, null, f
~— - A

—_— ————

(c) LP-treeZh#t

(1,7)
root
05,5 7 4 5, (1,7)
0, 8) u;
2,6 , /
( )¢ % 4 52,06
w, 5,5 |G, FEm) (| 1]y
ol N T wfq 362
us, 3,3 \ Uy 3, 1 Us Ns,o Ns,l
(7.%5)
. 2:4, 1) 1,(7,5)
@1 1, 2,1 P (
6,3
uy3,2 | &3 ug 1,1 U 1,(5,0) || 1.(6,3)
(5, 0)1 (8,4) Us
1,(8,4)
Uy, 2,1
! PPC-tree N-lists
(b) N-lists4 14
N, parent P root
- — = > H5|4E
child
—> LT RFR
U; f u, 5,5
U 1, 5,5
e arent
N, P N; N,
" child parent parent
\
“SNY w33 child child
\
NS w32 B30 u, 2,1
\
A U, 2,1 | —_———— 4

(d) TELP-treeZs#)

Fig.2 Construction of the FP-tree, N-lists, LP-tree, and TELP-tree over the sample data
&2 HETFREEAER Y FP-tree, N-lists, LP-tree, TELP-tree



2894 WHEABIR S5 KkE 2023, 60(12)
order code tree, PPC-tree) ; 2) ¥4 & PPC-tree 4% /=i 41| 3 N- £ GG FP-tree MM 45 5 Kt 2, $REHSS S0 T

list. W1/& 2(b) fff 7R, PPC-tree 7 15 FP-tree 4544 A 101,
AN F Z A AE T PPC-tree AL & R 514, W] I A5 44 45
SN T AR IR G5 SR S T A 3 T NS T R b
B i A RS g . PPC-tree 45 5 55 31 16 5
T, 22N R EF RS, LR T i, 454 2
ANGE S5 58T gt U5 T g B R PR SR T 2 A 45 AN
Z R R R R RS S e F wd K H G
JF4m g /N, A I, PPC-tree W XA I R B4 N T 2 YR
(%) 388 [ : 56 3k D RN JS 38 I3 . N-lists /& B PPC-tree
rh G 2R A [A] 9 45 4 0 7 g 8 T HE R 1 41 3R,
BOHE 25 0 AL Sk SR IO R 45 s 51 3R N-list. Sk R 45
¥ B N 25 S 2(a) 25 0L, HOR Sk 48 &4 100 AH B T &R
(R N-Tist & Huhik. A SC 18] 2(b) o Hm sk % b g ot
FAF IS N-lists 1Y 45 s B0 2544 2 = oo : (HH4EL,
(S g, Jo e g ) ). Sk 36 90 K wiff) N-list A9 56 1
ANGE SR ITIL N Nio, 55 2 45 SR ITE N Ny, KL
KA. Wusi2H 1458 Nso = (2, 4, 1), K, k3R
JGE Y N-list 45 30031402 F1h o6 2 By S350k, 491 1,
usf N-list 71 2 T 620 1 1802 AR Ns o 750+ Ns 3t
B =2+1=3=f.

B E TR (g, ) BB S HE T 0 04, w5 )7
G h /N TFoug, W) (ug, ;) 9 N-list WL ST i S T T HE
1981 26, 7] 38 1 B w5 w9 N-lists 322 88 00 47 32 45 5
T A8 s 43 500 B R e B N-lists | AT B — 45 550 Niy
FUN; L B 85 d 22 o) A7 78 1 58 J5 AR o6 &, DK
(N T (N APt N JE PR DR A (e, u))
N-list H. 50, s Rl s X5F 137 £ N-lists AH 58 45 FF 77 A 1%
(u3, us) ) N-list, T 58 usf) N-list H AL & 14 45 45
Nso=(3,(3,2)), usi N-list 7% 2 > =Ju Ns o = (2, (4,
1),Ns, =(1,(7,95)). \:ﬂl He % N3,o$ﬂ Ns,oﬂﬂ‘ s T 3<4H
2> 1, Naof& Ns o tH 5, BIE i1 AR R KR,
) ] (us, us) B9 N-list Fffi A1 /I\éﬁklf'\N(s,S),o = (Ns,o-ﬂ'ﬁ,
(N30 567 4fi5, Ns o J5 P 4RA9)) = (2, (3,2)); 4 HLHK8 Nso
FINs B, B F3<7H2 <5, BATZE&A HEE R
KF, AN 18] (us, us) () N-list 375 AR B9 45 5. R,
IR S, B TS AT DL S X (g, ) A N-List 25 J50 450K
A H], W fis =2, BIIA @) NA(us)l = 2, T 1A (u3)] = 3,
|A (us)| = 3, AR 45 X (1) 15 sim (A (u3), A(us)) = 0.5, A~V
JE (R LR, AN S ER XT (us, us).

LT N-lists (19 22 9042 000K 11 58 02 25 T N-lists i
138 A I, AN 2B W, 27+ T 15 ag,
EAE P53 I00 K ) 5 75 2Ry 2 A~ N-lists (9 JIF A T
FH PR L B TR, P B ST AN AR TR IR ) R AR

ik A [R]H , Z8 A7 Vs ) i rh S38AI, ARG 1 3 T A PO R0
2 1 AT 28 B (linear prefix tree, LP-tree) ™, 7 FP-tree 4%
) B A 1R S R T R F RSN R ROR, AF
it Z AU R AR, Wb AR DI Sk, i 2
(c) 7, LP-tree [k R KN 58 2 (a) 56 42—
B, i DAAS SO i Sk R P i e AT R R A3 45 A
RO 2 BN D RAEITRE B, 5
o A R R R — ) B S ] T A AR
NOTHR, W, THEL T — D IC R AR 45 S IR, 43
SChRaR) . Hdr, R AU R M E LS AR T
MR T8, 558w R — A0 R A E UL 5 — > 45
SR TR A B AC SN TR I HOAT SR R — e
RITTE R 25 0 M AR A my o . o, 2 — oo R
WA T — AU R A [F A 25 s, AH B35 £ Dy Null, 73
SCARE RN FRRA KT T 2L ERF 80 By
B KL FT 2 L T IZ TR, fRAR AR S) 3. LP-
tree Z5 A5G T 20 RS s nfE R, W T FP-
tree #4 45 UECEE, 8] 2(a) TP %) FP-tree 47 9 /45 54, T
Fl 2(c) H i LP-tree H A 4 45 i . LP-tree il i % 25
AR TC R AR B TSR M RCE, (H45 N B A 1E
(R 43 3. 52 25 1 ks I it A R i AT 01T 4
1.2 TELP-tree ${#& 454

h it — 254 AL T FP-tree* B A5 A AL S H 34 352
AOTE R, FRATTHRE T 7 — ol Py 208 T e A 2k
A 22 TELP-tree( traversal efficient LP-tree) B9 2% #% 45
. 55 2 VR i A% LP-tree 4 b1, TELP-tree 14 4 45 55
W R FHZ MBI A7 Ait 2 D o0 R A5 B LATSU/D 4 45 58K
i, i R 3 g 2R T AS 8] 1Y & , TELP-tree 1Y 45
KON AR 73 32, kb N o S0 R B AR R Is AT
093 g gt A4S 3, DT 9820 A L (435 A7 30

TE X 1. TELP-tree. TELP-tree, ¥ #f5 4% 14 {1 & 3k %
HFWE54, 3 % HY FP-tree — # 25 #4 . TELP-tree f#f
24 1i (TELP-tree node) N1, 7 H ) 13k Js 44 BT 7 79 3
TN 25 L85 5 P T 45 8 C FIAE A e 215 B Al
E, =M &Sk IT R NEKR NN, =(P,C E={E,,
Es, -, Ex}y BT R EN ) =Judl Oo R, ik, it
B FoR . — A eS8 5 2 B TELP-tree 1 DL 26
78 NAH, Ny, Ny, ==+, N

TELP-tree Y 3k % 5 FP-tree — ¥, I,
TELP-tree 3k 7 15 4 # FP-tree 1 J7 0 & —FE Y. 1M A%
45 5 R AEAE 22 52, [N I TELP-tree #4 45 44 fly A4 1t 15 FP-
tree, LP-tree [ 4 B2 A7 75 22 3] . XHE—F 1S (a), 5
FP-tree, LP-tree #H 8L, 4 T MR 45 /5, #% 3] TELP-tree



15 & 35 . LT FP-tree £ MapReduce B8 & AL A 4 B2 58 %

2895

58 (a) A e KSR AT 28 09 B A2 P, W P AR N S [ Aif 28
A ST AT R IR 1, R E R X TR
S(a)h %, LS @) WS @) | =0, XH% 751 #)
WEFRSERL. I, WP EdR e 1S AP S S (a) A B
S FE T T AR 45 RN Nowee, TRAE 2 S SLHT SIS BE
JEAT R 0, B 45 a5 04 ) A VAR 25 0 A A B 25 K T
ARl DA EE R 0 B, # #— A3 0 45 1, K S (@) h
(R JC 28 MR A7 32F A b, 1B % 45 U AR 254
2% R TR R T 8RR, X FpE &L 5 LP-
tree 19 B4 &5 F B 2 — 20095 20K E AR 0B,
Nowee I 22 FERTEE BT ITHEOM 1. 2858 S (@)
EASLHTH E ot BB B, B S @), R
|S(a)”| =0, XFiZ% 5 5 i 4k B8 58 1, 3 B A B 5 LP-
tree (1B 45 P 4 1 — B R[S (@) | = 0, KAy
—AFZE RN, S (@) T 1 T R AR T A AR
A rpr [F K Noee AR A ILRTE BT R A ), &
) — A7 B 45 55N B S K R R R 5 5 NTRD N A
AR, B Noee S N'FLN (AL 25 53, 14 N'FI N3 5]
B 422 3 %V OC R MR 51 BE R OR B X — P J& TELP-
tree 55 LP-tree [K 2 W 45 45 45 14 AN [ 4 >k i) 4 485 4 4
AN R Z AL, G5 55 A 4332, TR TR 2 A
(7] B, 755 £ 7 4 45 A 1) 4 e

BT 1 BSR4 A TELP-tree W1 & 2(d) fIF 7w,
Hort(uy, 550, 5)J2 FIr AT 5 AT 50 09~ JERT S, LT
R LI, (g, SYF (g, SYHs 53 531 B TELP-tree (1)
1 A5 B 2 M OCER. TS, 55u0, 55u3, 3 us, 3;
ug, 2% £ LRI ), 5, HZ IF W JE 2 R Bl
(us, 3sus, 3314, 2), (uy, Ssu, S3u3, 33us, 3)F% B 24 2 A 28
(1, 55u2, 5) i 52 (us, 33us, 3), (w1, S;uz, Syus, 3 BR 4> $
ﬁﬁ %X&(ul, 5;up, S)E = (u3, 3), (u3,3;  us,3) = (u3, 3;
us, 3suq, 20 T T, W0 (us,3) FI (,,2) WA 2N IERTER,
FE LA (u,5), (u5,5), (u3,3) 3% 3 DECAL TR AL 1 4505,
THEUE 3 52 3,2, 1, HZ5 SN ER A 43 32 . et
A TELP-tree A 5 445 4.

AH LI 2(a) H1 9 4> 45 5 1Y FP-tree, 8] 2(d)H 5
A 4h 5 1Y TELP-tree 485 55 /0 44, &5 SN B T £ 3
HEe. HH G IE] 2(c) 19 4 A4~ 25 43 LP-tree, TELP-tree 1Y
R T A, A B AR B, BaT
T AE G LTS 1) J5 2 Be T A4 A, R T 45 A
P 0 3, T A I s vt ) i 1
1.3 TELP-SJ &%

1.1 453 T 1) 5049 3L T FP-tree* At 5 & A0 UL &
H AR, BT 5 R A R o R -5 ik
HEZR . Sy itk — 25 4 i 3 F FP-tree* i 42 A AL A &

B A0, AT BTk T A -5 IR HE 42 F TELP-
tree (A5 HHRUEE H 3% 4253012 TELP-S).

TELP-SJ i FH < 2 4o 308 5 s o it Hoad g 50 vk
K IR SRS BN ] T 2 S AL 1 3 e
Hr, 1 FS-Join. 4 4R & R BE BB Jaccard O, K
JIE 3o 9 o s s B 1T BOR.

BB 1 4 E 2 MR A ARIB,JAI < |Bl, BI{E, G2k
|Al < tx|B|, AR 4 sim(A, B) < t.

SCHR [19] 45 Hh 2 B 1 B E e, JE g B T, 2
AL RS BT F LR RN, e Z, 868 R/ANAH
LA EE A XF IR RLEEAR. 55 AR AR RLEE R T% T
T A G, S KR/ —E /N T 55 T A/t H I,
AR AT IR AR A RN R TIAN/ R 4R A AR 1.1 55 A
1.2 75 fR A ok AR TR, P 81 ) A 5 e AR ) TR
FRE MR, R BB, A 1 3k B A A v g 9/
A 1 AR A RS, AR R 1, AT S T T A
AR R DR R A L e BTN BR 4 PO
o 5 HAAR G IR R L BE & T B AR B X I B
4HEZRDA 2D I F IS (@), 7655 B il A 2
TELP-tree i 1] 46 I FH 54015 1 % 1) T8 1) ) 82 Y 1) 2o
B SR X FL R AT WAL B AN AT 1) ZE S (a) T B IT
2, R AT ) 2 S A RBIT R S ) 2wl g, T 2R
A ()l > £ |ACu;)|, H4S (@) ¥ BR 2.2 755 4 34 i) e v ok 7
i A TELP-tree. U1 A (uo)l < £ x|A(u;)l, #¥5 & B 1,
FATTA sim(A(ue), Auy)) < t, BV o 5 w19 AH AL EE AR T 1
{Ez. 7 90 Fr BOA% 0 3= UK e RS, IHE IS, o 1 Y
TG 2 (i, A )P DN TF 510 S (@) b I B3 . B 5 4 2R
IS (ai)I<1, TR aXf b Ji 1 1) v it A 56 2R A {82 45
T BIMH o, I 509 & 5, A5 W 4k 2 qn bk ad ik
FRALBES (a;). ThT 1) ¥4 RS ) a0 80 A0 B30 1 BT
PR getrightmost (S (a;))ZR 7R RIS (a) i AT AT R

S 1. I 1) R AR Y e A

LTINS J_‘?A@JS(%);

s 1 DRSS RS (@)

D S (a) « S (a);

(@ while ]S’ (a)| > 1 do
(uy, A (wy)) « getrightmost (S’ (a;));

§"(a;) < 8" (a) — (ug, A(up));
(u;, A(u,)) « getrightmost(S" (a;));
if A ()] > 1 |Au))|
break;
else
S (@) « S (a));
end if
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@ end while BN JCEw, WL SN, RS [

@ return S’ (a;).

i, B X1 R B ECHE L S (as) = (w55,
S;us, 3;ug, 1), MEWEE%S (as), T ATIHIMIA (ue)l = 1,
177 3ok 8 VA AR R A A (B3 1), A A 1 2o At
B Al AR B R IA (us) = 3, 1/3 < 0.6, R4 T
Tia] ) 2 AR 11 2o 208 S K I R O 4 (ue, 1), 45 B S (as) =
(w1, 53u, 55us, 3). WIS AT I AYIA (us)] = 3, TIA (up)] = 5,
3/5=0.6, ¥ S’ (as)ifi A %) TELP-tree. )i FH I [w) 44 7 44
0 3t U8 4 1 4 E2 Y TELP-tree 40141 3 7, 5 &1 2(d)
A I 2 0 8 SR VR AL 2 Y TELP-tree AH L, 141 3
" TELP-tree Jai /0 1 1 /4 25 5 Na, B Y 245 550 N3 Y
BATTRW AT 14, kR ITORIHBIE AT 14, 1

DT uahH N AE B

N, parent

child

u; u, 5,5

u, Uy, 5, 5

FON TN

parent N,

4 child parent

Us

u;, 3,3 child

" U, 3,2 P us, 31

Yl <l d

uy, 2, 1 - — — » K|
—> 4ERXTRA

Fig.3 A TELP-tree is constructed based on filtering algorithm
B3 ST IR A TELP-tree

P HE4F TELP-tree J&, 38 i Wy %5 Sk R 45 M K 5| 5%
i AR -G T A LA B4, A5 R S5 4R ISR IR,
R A5 ARS8 R AT, AR 85 A5 70 38 A0 e A B AL G
T 235 A P9 B304 TG AR AR R B HE YL R 3 D7 AR
PR 38 T3 1) 45 A BORN &5 o5 9 5006 JC 3 B0 6T
BT |4 AL B AR5 A 1 4 1) 25 ARG A1 O )
i DAY, GE it E 51 EESE RO R 5 A T R Y WU
U TRVRE, AR PR 1, AEAR 45 5 0 2w S A S A
JC Fuw 0 R R 1A ) < rx|Auy)l, T 15 sim(Au;),
A(uy)) < t, BIX 2 S Jo R AR RUEEAR T B(E, e, AT LA
155 1E VR 25 X 45 o0 32 1) AR5 5 m ge i, B ad i
N7 1 B A 6k LAY /D 3k 7 T ] 3k 7 AR 1 Ao i Tk AL
Bk 2, Hor, Ancestor (N)ZR 7R 14 v NI #H 56 45 55
Noxtffy . 32 BUES 55N 0 A B E0CHE B, G NLE[1]
FOREUEE SN IC R B E SN TR,

B3k 2. 18 [ 3 I3 AR ) Ao R

fan th: BRORGEIE S
@ while N AR ZE 5 do
[ —|N.E|-1;
while /> 0 do
if [A(u)| < t X |A(N.E[1])|
goto @)
else
finvem+ = N.E[I].713
endif
end while
N « Ancestor(N);
@ end while
@ return f.
LT T [0 AL AR Y o 98 5505 A TELP-tree, 1%
PO 3k A% IS B S AL L D Tk R H
T T SR w, IR f5 2) 38 i w i) R 51 6, 8 D
HC T A AR 8 A, R S R 8 A T ) s R ) 3
DR WL, RSO £ 3 MRS £F S R A AR, I
EEARBL M DR T B B 1Y B 5 % 491 4 T 3 0 Sk R Y
(ug, 2)TF UG, WG 251 A 1B 45 5 MR BT R
(g, 2, DIF U6 58 1F 0 & iy — T AR A 50 Y.
(4,2, Lius, 3, 200 W IH B B /N E R 1, W fis =
0+1 =1 [A M F A @) =2, |A(w)| =5,2<0.6X%35,
P, 510 (ua, 2, 1), DA N Ju) 35 A 45 5 A9 J7 [0] 368 13 A%
i, G 2 7 N, T R R B, AN G T N
PRI fos = 1, BIIA (ua) NA (us)] = 1.TMHA ()| = 2, 1A (us)| = 3,
R A5 2 (1) 75 sim (A (uy), A(us)) = 0.25 < 0.6, A iy H 4E
B (g, us). 8 2 FNIE 3 PR A HE R JT R Rm Ge it
T ug ) ZIGTEE AT N T ) TR, A A R A Y
HE 1Y 235 s R oo 3R 3R R I e I i JS st R i
I, $F X5 TELP-tree, 48 110 7 uafY — T0UHE #4510 2
I3 (R 235 BB 2 TT 3R 43 02 1R 2, i A fif 2ok i
RO, B P 00 45 SOBCRECZH T R 19 4
J& 316, i 7 RO R8Tl RO
LA THT i) g AR AR 3 D Y 2 A dok il B vk )
A DLl F H At 3 FP-tree* 19 4 & AHALL B H i 42
Bk, £5 b, TELP-SJ B3 i O AURD WL ARk 3. 6 T
FP-tree i 4E & AL A 18 4558 1% FP-SJ, %£ T LP-tree
(% LP-SJ ¥ 5 TELP-SJ {3+ 5 8 B e A — 2, Al 2z
AbAE T8 3 AT @, B SR 2 FP-ST, A4 & FP-
tree; W15 S LP-SJ, WU 4 & LP-tree. i [Jj #4 fif) — L& 4
A R X B, G0 Ancestor (n) 9 52 3R 45 5 1Y 52 07
SFERAE, X EORZGR M EE T N-lists AYAE S AHALLEE A

SECHECRESRORONCHTNT)
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i He Bk PPC-SI, WIS 44 1 PPC-tree J7, 143 N-lists,
SR 5 XAERE 2 > N-lists B BT A7 I8 28 P9 X L 36 3iF 5¢
A% 1% FP-SJ, LP-SJ, TELP-SJ, PPC-SJiX 4 fft 3t T
FP-tree™ 1Y 42 G A BLRE 1 7% 3550 1L GE FR A FP-tree*-SJ.
B 3% 3. TELP-SJ Hik.
A BHRED = { (w, {an, apn, -,
B s R BE AR B XHE S P
QDU —2,5 «2,5 « 2, P—;
@ for each u;, A(w;) in D
@ foreach a;; € A (u;)
@ Ula;j) < Ula;j) + (u; - |Au)l);
® end for
® end for
@ for U(a;) in U
XF U (a4 B e HE P A5 31 S (a)s
@ Xt S (ai)iﬁjﬁﬁﬁif 1 ﬁ%?ﬁjs'(ai);
10 end for
@ MRS tree;
1 for each u; € tree.H
@ WA f;
for each Ny in u; )R 5| 4%
®  Xfw, N, fREHSEE 2
@

ag}) ), B

end for

AR £ sim(u;, u;);
P — P+{(u;, uj)s.t.sim(u;, u;) > t};
end for
@ return P.

2 EF MapReduce WESHMUEBREREE
7% FastTELP-SJ

MapReduce J& — Fft 5 20 19 317 70 A LRI
HEHE. —/> MapReduce {T:55 (517 FEALE 2 B Bt
e 55 (Map) By BRI R 24 (Reduce) [ Bt . Map By Bt B 5
B A70f 78 o A X OSCPF R 58 HDFS 1 i A B8 3 43
KA s SRIGENE o R BERE 2 AR S
SLIHEATIB AT R map, AbPREHE I LA (Key, Value) 1Y
T =t A28 5. 2 5 v (R 25 R e B Key (A EAT &
Jf (combine) , H#7 4 Hit (shuffle) . HE ¥ (sort) J& Fi- 43
RE 1AL ZEZ A 54T Reduce B Beiz 5, 237 JF
T84T BREL reduce AT B\ . 5 24 45 A B BT reduce
B 25 AT L ( Key, Value) X} 89 77 3K 5 JF £ 17 7
HDFS [I-.

1R T RPN T FP-tree M H A T 4544 11

LA HIL B B % 325835 FP-tree*-SJT, X S8 1k AU 4R AE
SRR S, R AR B AR N TR, AR
B BUBLHG B, B A B ABE 3 O, X A B R 3R,
BRI G R A/ TR Iy N B ) 7 Y =R g i = K G 12
AT 3 T TELP-tree £ MapReduce 445 4 4 ()&
Fl % 325775 FastTELP-SJ. [ 4 J /R T FastTELP-SJ 1)
i1 55 & . FastTELP-SJ %% 2 > MapReduce 1F: 5%, 43
TS B ECHE R L A AR S AL BRI
13 2 By Boad VR s, 3 m i H TR 1
5 2.
21 HEBEHEE

155 1 89 B8 map 151 A w8 B IA )|, i
i (Key = aid, Value = (u; : |A(u))) XF, 23 T JB B 6
SRR B 5 Key(A AR R (1) Values 9 5 I F ik 3 [7)
— > PR reduce. fT: — I ] aiff) ValueSE & F5ic
U (a;). PR%K reduce i U (a;)7C K $ BT IR 1% )7 HE P 15
FFHIS (a), VAL 115818 (ay), iﬁ‘ﬁ&%ﬁﬁ(l@y =dai,
Value = S’ (a;)). 10, 1 4 /555 1 B Reduce FEEHS (as) =
(ur, Syuz, 55us, 33 u6, 1), PREL reduce XS (as) BT 1,
WA [ 2348 S (as), A L HIA (ue) = 1, T A (us)| = 3,
1/3 <0.6, M B %0 (w6, 1). [F] B 1A ()l = 5, 3/5> 0.6,
PR I B o 45 SR Cas, (g, Ssup, 55us,3)) . A 55 1 19 BRI
map 5 reduce W) I GE 73 A 5 B 1L 3 7@ ~O M AT
O~ BN FEHA.

YA reduce PRALSE OIS, W 8 master ¥
Jei Bl — A ST AR X T R A3 A, i BRI UCK T R
J¥, PR seq (u) KR w55 B gNum3R 7R AL, g
Fonu ) H AR gid. & T FP-tree B 19 3147 43 41 3
TR 2B 4 43w B, i3 B SR Y 35 T 35 Al A 2k
D S 3 i SR, Bl g: = seq (u;) mod gNum.
22 MERAHEESSHMUERERE

FastTELP-SJ >R 14 & %046 70 Bead v 5 56 3iE 1 15
TR, itk AR5 2 H AU A, i A Bl 4 4R
P, SR 5 AR A ER s 4R 43 v JF A7 4 57 A4 2 TELP-tree
THE ARG AU B % 4. Horb R 8 map 5¢ 18R 5
R 53 TAE. XHE—S (@), PREC map 19 TAERFE R: 1)
RIS (@) AT TCER gid i 1 S (E XS ( Key = gid, Value =
S(ai)) s 2) WA 1) 2238 T3 S (a)Hh 9 J6 3R we, TN 5 gid
B g AH 55 B B (0T 2 L UK i DS (@) N 255 5
WIS (a) A as, BEIE 1D gk gk AR AT, flan, & 4
fE55 2 19 bR B map X ¥ 51 S (as) = (w1, 530, 55us, 3)
B 2 44558 (1, (uy, 55u0, 5)) 7ﬁ]<0, (w1, 5;uz, S us,
3)) AR5 2 U)oy e A0 PR AR AN Ak 4 .

=0 WS IR B = R
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WA CHEF TS (a)), TR 5yl gid;
By W4 R R ={(gid, S) ).
DR—2,G«a;

@ while |S (a)| >0

@ (i, |A (up)l)  getrightmost (S (a;)) s
@ ifgueG

®  R<RU{{(gwS@)}

© G <« GU{gul;

@ endif

S (a;) « S (a;) — (u, |A (u));

© end while

@0 return R.

JIA Key B gid K [R] 14 17 51 A BOKE 900 B 465 ) —
AT G PR reduce. PO ARG ARDLRE A 2 120 2
A LU R IR0 U, 45 5 T ) MapReduce

BT BT KK 7] FP-tree(reduced FP-tree) ™ [t 45 4 4%
i, PREY reduce 7F #4 7 TELP-tree i}, 1V 4 gid 5 Key
(B AH [R] () 70 28 48 sk R MR 51 BE, i b 9 A7 28 1] 9F:
Y/ R B R], AF N 8 TELP-tree 5 S 3] TELP-tree.
BRIt 2 A, BBy g 5 1.2 AR ).

F4) 47 RS 8] TELP-tree Jii, 18 3o X sk 45 55 & 51
5 7 P TR ] gl P A ) ok i R DUk A R, R STt TR
L3k S8 25 f3 A J 280 AR H A . G AR 3l
RS 13 TR B AR R, T AR G AU gid
5 reduce I} Key {E M [R) 04 45 s AT G811 AL 55 2 9 R
B reduce 55 4 AT O~QZEARL, MO FRAEIE.

23 I, FastTELP-ST 5 vk i 11 55 Ui A2 7 191 L 151 4.
HoAth, FP-tree*-SJ /i) MapReduce 315 AJ 5% Ji 25 1 A4 %
T, AN H, T MapReduce A FP-tree*-SJ 8. 32 8 fiy
%4 M FastFP-tree*-SJ.

: MapReduce f£451 1 MapReduce {1552 :

| Map Ffr B¢ Reduce frB | : Map i Bt Reduce ffr Bt o

| ot T |

Key | Value < reduce S Ke Value .\ %

| h Vi Y |
HU H 3

: o s 5 Key - !fa_hfe_ iy th, g; ta g; reduce TELP-tree 1 parent ‘- :

| @ |5 ) T s, 5: 0, 33 : : 0 Zj, 3 us, 3;; Key Value w 17 T2 child |

] I i > : 5.5, i i i

: as u, 5 ' us, 35 1y, 2 ! {map | uy, 5; y, 5;5 Z; 3ZZ 3! |$ u |5 || u1, 5,5 :

| map di | w5 G| 5iu 5i s 3 o 35ty 3 f uy2 u, |3 u,,5,3 I

immmmmmmm oo Ty, 554y, 5; 1, 33 L 55w, 53 i, 5 =~ !

| i :—’ as | u,S LS 55, 5515, 3; : : : 0 z; ; Uy, 33 u, ;, uy, 5; w2 N 2 03,3 |

! 1 a 5 | 3 H us, -

| Ry K L MR s HKH e B\ |

! © el | : uy, 55 Uy, 5; u;, 3 uu; | w, U2, 1 !

| as Uy, 5 ,:> S S i ! 1 3 3 i Y ij |

! E) SRR U, 3115 3 | w3 ] 0.6 !

| @ | U3 uid | 4w, ol 0 |u S Sik u, 5 e |

| 4 | 45 w | s i 3 N Sl :
HU NN )

: e Key | Value u, 5 . LJ) %ﬁ)\ﬁﬁ 1 Bk 1 :

| _____f7_| a | uy,3 u; 3 : I . |

| i 8y 83 a3 a, uy, 3 Us 3 | ! g reduce TELP-tree 2 !

| 0, @, ay g > - H ! parent Vil

_______ ' | £

: as | u,3 Uy 2 H Key Value | Ji | EGw) child /‘- :

| a, uy, 2 L U 1 : : PR $ u |5 5.5 |

| ay | g, 2 | B T i s, u >

| ! ‘ [P 4 .............. ; : | Key Value Uy 2’”5 35 2|3 14,55 :

| map | Key | Value " reduce | ! 1 w5 u,5 s < \ |

| [ 1 . el 1 uy, 55 Uy, S5 parent 1

| :ui a,asdas :" a4 us, 3 Key o _Ifa_hfe_ P I ! 0 u, 5 us, 3;us, 3 e \\ hild Pl
i ; » O5lts chi i

. weas [ e [uy3 (OO O ASE R AN PN AP B I I A L R s [ Kbl B

: as | us,3 as u, 5;w, 55y, 3| : I us, 3 : w5 usw | 0.6 \\ Uy 3’ > child |t :

: " s U, 1 RS B -P-a;tItl-o;l-Z-l : 0 [u5 U us, 3 usuy | 0.6 U2 2> u,, 3,1 i ; :

" - Y : H K . A\ A LS
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Fig. 4 An illustration of the computation process of the parallel and distributed set similarity self-join of FastTELP-SJ with MapReduce
Kl 4 3T MapReduce 3474345 NE S HIMLEE A %45 FastTELP-ST (Y3 B iR &l

3 HEBEERS

I T FP-tree™ 1Y 5 vk 38 0 6 B 15 46 7F P A7 rh ik
TV, W80 1O #ehE, Wi/ M e 48, $2 i 50 00F PO P 4E
BHRUE RS R T BENEITH0R. (HX Rkl

B 7 Zh Sk A A s AT A TT A, [R)I, ERRAR  p
PR R AE NAE R AT E 5, XN AE T SR Fe g k. FRATHG
MBATE ] PIAE o P2 R 0 R X 3 2848 4538
i 3 4 b SE B VP 4 FastTELP-SI 2 i PEfE: 1)
TELP-SJ . 1 5 3k T HoAt FP-tree*-SJ % 15 1Y L4585 2)
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ST 5 EAT 2 B TL Y LU

Apache Hadoop"" il Apache Spark"™ J& 2 /> %
% R 12 i ) MapReduce 2 A5 455 28 () 1 5 52 30
WG 2 fc K X 531 2« Apache Hadoop %) 8] 353 2% S
PR-AFTE Apache Hadoop 434 2 SC 14 22 48 7, 1T Apache
Spark 7B A (8] B9 45 REAAE N . Wik, Xt &
YRS 1 16 AR . 28R RO i T AT 55, Al
H Apache Spark AJ DL Jik 2> 1/O MM #2532 17 80% . A
2R AT, A A UE A EEITEA R E
22 AR A 1 2 AR TT 53 D A, i AT SE R T ) 22
o AZ AL B9 MapReduce SZ3K, U1 Phoenix"™”, Mars"™
& BB A 28 LR T 2 BE T Apache Hadoop 55
B, B, AR SO % b SE 5 T Y6 7E Apache Hadoop I
IR ML, SRS LA SO T R

SIS — L 17 A BB O TC4600 T 77 54
& #1¥) Apache Hadoop 4 #f, H i 1 ANy 715 44,
HoAth A R TS 05 BEAS T R #2410 B 19 Intel”
Xeon" E5-2 680 v2 2.8 GHz [ &b 3L 2% . 24~ 1 TB (1
# .64 GBI N 17 1 1 Gbps i LL K M. T A | 22 3
CentOS 6.5#: 1F & 4., OpenJDK 1.8.0 I Apache
Hadoop 2.7.1. #13¢ Apache Hadoop Z % it & W% 1, H:
by 35 5% FH i 45 TG

SR ok [ 4 21 FL SR I H BE 4« Facebook
W O 4 TL(fAT3C M facebook) ™™, £ ZF i 78 £k i 6]
117 s o i B 4E kosarak™ | 2015 4 Enron HL - i
F 50955 Enron™ 1 52 3 55U 48 accidents™. &
T A 2 K 4 v 4 B — i 1 0 85 iE 23 ) gk A T 5

56, AH U ¥4 i 44 R B 4R 44 PR I I £
i, Q1M facebook FHEAE HHHRHL 10 J7 258540, 10K face-
book10w. 4 ZH %4 45 0 45 BT 30 J7 2% 0 i 4l 1 -+
A8, FLHH B RRAE B g e R 2 v, Hoh, FAEX =
{x(, x5, 0, x, ), THRR/PNENXY| =n 8 T IT R &
B, AW) =A(ULx) = ta), @b, -+, a, VR SR SE I A
TR AR, X(a)RmIiA R keIt max(1X(a))

1<ism’

TR B J0 R B R A, ave (|X(@))E

1<ism’

7N T A JE PR T R 11 /l\*;éil,{ggs(lA(x,’-)l)i'%/%ﬁi
WA JE T B KA 3K zg/(lﬂ%‘)l)i%x%ﬁ%?ﬂ%ﬁ@
1 24 dev (ACODF A I 3 4147 I8 14~ 4
W7 2% . BT RER 21T 3 IR, SR s 1T R ]
PIAE i FH 25 05 007 25 ol FH 3 FH T R R S B0 485 2R
M.
3.1 TELP-SJ 5 & F Hffl FP-tree*-SJ B tL &

A% 3C 43 ) 52 B FP-SJ, PPC-SJ, LP-SJ, TELP-SJ iX
4 Fh 5L T FP-tree S HUR A 45 40 19 45 & M RLBE A %
e Bk, I8 X 2 53k 4 5l iz 4T 7E facebook30w,
kosarak30w, Enron30w, accidents30w i% 4 20 5 d% |-,
18 ¢ (9 BUE 5 4 0.6 ~ 0.9. 2T FP-tree*-ST (45 4 4H
U B EB A A 25 5, B n b 25 R

—FER, PG 4 B SR G R R A 22

X 4 21 BRE ) DRI AE TR 45 48 1Y) 25 5 B TR I ok i
T A [y B AR A 22 5, FRATDRE FL X 4 B R R
(1912 47 s 18] A1 AL A7 i SR 0.

1) iz 47 (]

Table 1 Apache Hadoop Parameter Configuration
% 1 Apache Hadoop S# i &

ZH e filiig
mapreduce.map.java.opts/MB 4096 Java BRIWUR S SEL, R oL map 15 & R HENAEFN
mapreduce.reduce.java.opts/MB 20240 Java EUNUE S50, N eREL reduce ¥ B e KHEINFER/IN
yarn.scheduler.maximum-allocation-mb/MB 40 000 FAANT S5 AT I R R B N A i
yarn.scheduler.minimum-allocation-mb/MB 5120 AT 55 0T HRIE (VB MR A A
yarn.nodemanager.resource.memory-mb/MB 41440 AT SRR AR N AE i
yarn.nodemanager.resource.cpu-vcores 20 ZA 8 1 YARN Tl L CPU A4

Table 2 Characteristics of Experimental Datasets

F2 EREIRESHE

% max (| X(a’ avg (1X(a))) max (|A(x] avg (JA(X)] dev (|A(X.
Fedide 1| IAX)| max (1X@) 1<i§n' ; max, (AG)D 1<i<gn’ i (dev, (A
facebook30w 297474 13 604 253963 428.8 774 19.6 591
kosarak30w 300000 31976 182107 76.0 2498 8.1 556
Enron30w 300 000 791 165 239119 534 3162 140.8 34588
accidents30w 300 000 458 299 969 22131.3 51 33.7 9.2
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