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HE5FL AMFRTET 777 —XR—A2HRL, 526NV 757 HUT2H9 77 72%RKT2 [H
PR 72 7R ZE DS . BUEREE LTJ 5 7REERE (graph edit distance) ZHW5%. 77 7%
FREE 52 0N72200 77 710 LTEHET 2 2 BRI ETEEMNCREELRFMETH D, Liadl-> TREEHEDE

RCHLT 280277 7% 7 —ZRX—ZA» bR MEIFREORKRTRELF Yy LI 2MHS.

Z D % i

172D 7NV XADEBRAGEN S 720, AFFETE 7 LY X6 BT —XEEOBE 21T- 7. BRI
WD 75 THRRRE DRI BIBEREZTIE L, T4 KISKENT 2 2 8 T LFINEKT % DFS OFERZHEIC
115 e TRHERDHIREZITS, WO 7LIVIXLERET L. MRS F 77— ZRXR= I L TRET VT
VALZEHEHAL, 71TV AL%AT—NVLEE5EDOREOMEE21T- 7.

F—O—R FI7F-AN—X, HLERR, 75 7 e

1 L &®IC

757 T = AN= R T 2 RBRIGEARN O BREZET
5. 7TV hBIUOER=Fy N5 7 gBEI6N
&, g h EERRES I 7EELNE DD, BHET
5#8453 22 7 [AA (subgraph isomorphism) [ l% NP-hard
THdIePHIoNTWS., —HTEGG 7S 7 RZBEREZ,
ZETENTFISIT7 g BDHBEF—T7257 h2E&LH?) ¢
WS KO RIEHEEERZAR 7 EELHDTH 5.

AT BBERS T 5 TREME I OS>, ZAUIES
777 7ABMEO—Bbr ART N TELMETH 3.
Thbb, V57 hBIXUOEX—=Fv 757 g BEZ
LN E, b EBTEE5R g DRI S TERRTS
RRETH 2 (ARNICIZ 2 ECTERT 3). RABETHR LT
WEHT 22T, MEMCEMN L2 T 713 2550
DEP, T—RZR 7TV ) A ABEENTVWBIEETHH
ROATREIC IR 272, & D EERLE AR 5.

—5T, FES Y 7 RRMES R REETH B
BUTOXSICHRET 2 e TES. 7T 7EOEMREEE
d(g,h) L FHV5E, HENENERRE d(g,h) <7 2R
DEG T ITERRET S, WIBDIIKRDED, 1=08 LT
A2 Y, ZOMBEIXHD 7S 7 FREE (NP-hard) IZ)@& L
TLES N

AR TIIIEBERI S e LT 5 7#REERE (graph edit dis-
tance; GED) Z W3, 7'J 7HREHEHHILZ / — FPzy 2DV
IRY VT, FEA, HIREECX-oTZS7 g % b ICEIT
2 DICRERB/NOBERE Y L TERI NS, ZHUILFF

1: HEEEORNE d(g,h) =0 = g = h (FA—f) 2IKEL TV, 2
NP-hard THRWE S REBH D 27 7MR7 AT 603D 5 L THUE, 0
IR O N 7 X K S R EHEREC O b O TH B,

DIREEREFERE, ERWrOBRLDDOTHD, HREORNHE
W-F EOBHORVDBDOTHS. 2O kb, 77 7k
PRI similarity join [7] %° supergraph similarity search [5],
REDRZ I TIRSMRINATWS. — CHEEIEH &S
NP-hard TH 2 Z & 2H 6N TED 6], FHE 22~ OHIEA
7o IREFRHICE S A =V 7T Y X ATIREEIZ
5.

AIFZEDEHBRIZUA T OED TH 3.

o UT THREIEHEN — 2 OB 77 7 MR & E
L7z (2 ).

o W DPDR=RFIA VY TAIAVALEER 3H), %
NoOMELRRT 2T, MENLT—-2BEBLUT7 LT
VRALZIRET D (4 5).

o FERRCKkoT, MRS Z 7T AR LTI
T ERANALEEETT, METUEEEBARRTHZ I
BRLE (5 ).

2 BAEER

2.1 JS7iREEH
APFFIZBNT, 977 &/ — R LBIFTy Y IL
EHOMAS T 7 EERT DL TR, 57 gD/ —FE
BE V(g), Ty IVREE E(g) LY. 77 7RERNE, &
5057 gD 7 h ITE#T272DD ) —FDI~IL
DEH, BXU/ — FifA - HIBRREOR/NDOEE L L TESR
TNz, = VERBRERB5E (V(h)] < |[V(9)| TH2HR),
hiTZ2Eo L ¢ BROMNL — FEBMUTEERZTEL Z
L TY T T IRENERE ed(g, h) IZLTO X5 ICEL Z M TES
ZeBHILENL TV,



d ,h == i d t 7h7 1

c (g ) soeérﬁgl(g)l) ist(g tp) ( )
[V(9)l

where dist(g, h, ) = Z cn (i, (1)) (2)

=1
IV(9)l—1 1V (9)l
+ Y cel(,4), (pld), 2(5)))

i=1  j=i+1
ZZT ®(m) X {1, - ,m} OBBWEEKROESR, cu, cc EZH
R —FSRL, ToIS5NVLEEXRZE-0DREaR
FTHD, AFRTIETUDBFECHEEF 0, BR258F1
THHERDBPMR T —ADAEERS. BREHAWEZDER
DEKREVE 52 /) — K<y FrIe2E2580mEaR
FEEZ, | TTRTD /) — Ry Frr2EZTaX Mg/
BBTYFUIEFHATZ LWVWIDTHS (/ — FEDE
RAGEIEBMENEZS Ve vy F 7L — FidiRE
KkoT THIBR) Sharakans).
HHEE U7 VRERME LI OER > TEHET 2201
F77 7D 7 —F8 n=max{|V(g)],|V(R)|} LT O(n!)
DEMEEZERTIMHEND Y, BERRI T 7ML TEEHHER
Hohs, EHE 77 7REEEMOFEIZ NP-hard TH 3 Z
EHBRCHISNT WS [6]. Lizdio TERRY S 712x$ %2
7 VREEH O BN TH 20, FEMEREA LIS
DOKART T —FPBRHNINTEY, HIEEOI A XF
TOZS 7 ETREIRAMRETH 5. BRI, ERL =B
(7 —=F=o¥r2) % A* 71 3Y) XaZHWTRELT 3
TATY) XLDFFAREETH S [7]. Fi2, B3 LIRINORE
B TR, BEOMREE#MO LRE 52 20071030 X0d
i hTnd (BlZIE[3]) 25, SEGELLIITH2R0.

2.2 HEEERS Y S TRRME

EE 1 EUBD Y7 7BRREE). 2577 —&2x—2
G={g} ., BIUOZTVZ57 h, BIULEWHEr 235
Zbhlr &, UFTERINIHELULLS 2T 7DES R %
FHT 2 MR EUSD Y 5 7RRME L KT 5

R=1{g]|3g C gi s.t. ed(g,q) £ 7, g is connected, |V (g)| £ k}.

ZZTgChidghhod (/—F)FELSZFST7TH?
CLEEKRT S, REBEOSKE V()| <k IIERT 2 HD 75
7DH A4 XEFIBRT 2 DTH B (Z DEMIEEMAI 22 HH 2
SCEAINHDOTHD, AlEERRDRKELED 72V, 2o/
FEICOWTIX 4.4 BT 5 3).

3 R—=X71>

Fex DHIBIR D, MREEHICES CEUES 275 7R ME
BINETEZONT IR > RBETH 2D, 75 7iREENR
HECBI S 2B OHEEEHAWDS Z 2 T GhREEENRL )
W ODDIEERERT 2 Z L EARETH 5. 2 2 TIER—Z
SAVERBTILIY A L% 2OWMNE (FIBEHER, B
O g-gram FK5l). ¥7z, AL OMERICOVWTHERML, (X
fiiiic) MEOMAHI LR E K S .

3.1 FRIBRIFER

HIERID 7T 7 g DI BT ed(g,q) LT RDHBDEHRR
FTE2DD Y IR TATY X0 U TERIEBEHFER (DFS)
EHWE Z 2B TES (Algorithm 1). ZO 7T Y X LM
=k S={veV(g} BEL (Line 4), (2) S Dl —
FEA N(S) HD/ — ¥ E2—DBAT S ITBMLTHIFT 2
(Line 10), WS FfiETh 3. ZOHRFDO@EFTIE, FIRD
J—FHEE S OV A XN kAT THIUE S OFBE D75
7 g AL (Line 6), fREEHE ed(g,q) £ 7 2Fzv 2T
3 (Wl FHEERe LT RV, HlRERT2). 20
FhEITRTDGDITT7 g BEUZD/—FveV(g) K
M UTHEITTS (Line 2-3) 22 THA X k LUIFOFTNTOH
KRS 7 g TN L Ted(g,q) L7 2Fzv Ll
W25 7E0, ZO7LIY XLZELLEETS. ZO—5T,
ZO7ATY X LFD TEOMREER R LB 357
DIE TR,

Algorithm 1 Baseline-1: DFS-based similarity search
1: function SEARCHBASELINE-1(G, ¢, T)

2: for all g; € G do

3 for all v € V(g;) do

4: S« {v}

5 DFSNAIVE(gs, q, 7, S)

: function DrsNAIVE(g;, ¢, T, S)

if |S| £ k and ed(g,q) £ 7 then

6
7 g < DERIVEDSUBGRAPH(g;, S)
8
9 > Graph ID and its derived subgraph

output (4,9)
10: for all v € N(S) do
11: DrsNAIVE(gs, q, 7, S U {v})

3.2 g-gram %35|

Algorithm 1 1281} 2 iEEHERETRE O Z S 372912,
Zhao et al. THWBHMNT: g-gram K5|[7]) WS Z & BT
5. XTFHNDIREIERIIN T 2 g-gram K51 (2], [4] & FBICER
5IXMRE 42757 g5/ — K g D path graph 235X T
5|23 %. Z®d path graph @ 7 ~LF| (7 — F Z~0UL ¢ fél,
Ty Y7L g— 1 HOER 29 — 1 DT 572 5 XFF)
@ multiset (g) ZE R 2L %, ed(g,h) £ 7 HRBIFX (g) &
II(h) 3P D

max (|[(g)| — - D(g), [TI(h)| — 7 - D(h)) (3)

D g-gram ZHET 2, tWS ZepHSLATWS[?]. ZZ
T D(g) = max,ev(g) [l(g,v)] TH Y, (g,v) &Z77 g D
J—FK v 28X 57 g-gram D multiset TH 3. L7zd-o
T, 9 €G DFEID 57 g Tedlg,h) <7 ZWETHD
PFET 5745613 11(g;) & TI(h) B3P D

LBpagn(h) := [II(h)| — 7 - D(h) (4)



D g-gram ZHETZ2HENDH 2 >, X 51T prefix filtering
R [?] £V II(h) D (7-D(h) + 1)-prefix IZEFFN 5 g-gram
2L —DbDEINRTTFTT g, €G EEDHEID /= F

B S CV(g) ERBITELINZ D23 2.

&b, Algorithm 1 OHEEZHRE T2 L3 TES. g,
WXt S % g-gram IRBERF|Z{E->TEE, 72V h D g-gram
s € (k) DEEBREG| Ls 5 IVF| s RO X587 T 7
g BEXUOXET 2/ —FEE SCV(g) ZF5IEL, Zh%
Algorithm 1 KB 2UHAS —F /) —FEE S ¥ LTHVT,
FIRRICR S BARKR T2 2 THRERHHZRET 2 2 2T
x5,

Algorithm 2 Baseline-2: g-gram-based similarity search
1: function SEARCHBASELINE-2({Ls}, h, T)
2 a<« [I(h)]| -7 D(h)

3 for all s € a-prefix of II(h) do
4: for all (g;,5) € Ls do
5 DrsNAIVE(g;, h, T, S)

> Postings-list of s
> See Algorithm 1

4 REFE
4.1 3

MEBETEALERN=—R T4 VIET—EN—R G DKT T 7
gi TNERZOVWT DFS KXo TR 77 72 BHRT2HD
Tholz. —F, T—EZX—2HZRARZEDT 7T 7 D
EHEIET 2 (F2F, LAEMT — X RX—ZAHFDONV ¥ VR Y).
RNR=2AF4 T, TR T 7T L TEELTY
S UMREHEHEGELTCLE I, IheEETcEIFEa
2+ OHIBIC DR 2 B TE 3. 2 2A027 5 7EAMD
HEBRDPHERORERIETH 2720, ZOT7ATT7%RE
T 272DIETRPDBEICRS.

REFETIE Yamada et al. TIREE N7z AcGM a2 — F [5]
EFRHWS. U2 7 ABEOHE % LT B ORI E
32 5ETH 5. FONIXFH% trie IZI8HT 2 Z & TH
By 275 7 B8 trie D— D DFIEITHEIT B e N TES
2%, HEOEEERENETZ e TES. DIFTTIE, 38
FEhave 7 EREAL, SWTREFEIIOWTHERS,

4.2 DFS ¥ AcGM O—F

IITRYI 7 LEn s 7 7 %51%F %5 DFS LB# S %
W& Td % prefix-connected permutation ZE AT 2. X5
2, /= REEFEE > TW3 &S RED 77 7%k XFF e
LTEHRT S AcGM a— FIZ2oWTilN 3. Zh s O
Yamada et al. [5] TEAZNLDDTHS.

2:Z2Z2TER (3) DX IIC max FWZ Z L IFTERV. RERS, HEOR
D g; DFGEDI 77 g 3ZHDY, g; DHERDOAHS |I(g)| — 7 - D(g)
DIEZHEIEZ LT TERVEZDTHS.

3! Multiset II @ a-prefix &%, EAEZHEIZ global ordering % RKE L T
V—bhLIEEDRX a O prefix LE#KIND. ¥DX 5% global ordering
ERELTD KW, BRI M2 T30 HBSEE DKW g-gram HEEE
ET/NE 722 & 5 RIEFZIET 2 DH K.

a) Prefix-connected permutation
Qf(g) 2 g D/ — FEEDLTOBBROES L EHT 5.
ARV = {Ul,vg,vg} el ?5,

Q+(9) = {(U17v2,113)7 (1/171/371/2), (1)2,1)1,1)3)7

(v2,v3,v1), (v3,v1,v2), (1)37”27”1)}

¥ 72%. Prefiv-connected permutation (PCP) 1% QT (g) ®
55T, EED prefix IT X 3FEEEH D77 70 EETHZ B
DEEFRTS. 757 gD PCP DEEE Q(g) v&EL. &
FED Q) CQT(g) TH3 (FBHIIE g BEFEHDOL &
WIR2). 722218 v1 & v2 < vz EVWHIHT I 7%2E 2T
BE, Qg) = {(v1,v2,v3), (v2,v1,v3), (V2, 3, v1), (V3,v2,v1)}
L%, BHRED, 3 Qg) DER (viy,-,vi,,) DEZ k
D prefix (viy -+ ,v5,) POFEINZET T T 7I3HFETD
5. ¥7, PCP Z—oOBERZ L v, D vi, > >0, &
WSIEFD 227 EDODFS L3I 2L —FLTWS, R
ZEMTESL. LENoT Q) 2%2EZ5Z8Tg LT
A[HEZ DFS DNV Z—> a Y EFRTHIEL TS, tEX
BZZEeNTES. A Qg k) A X k< n = |V(g)
XTO PCP OEBLERL, k-PCP L X, T4bDb
Qgik) = {(vir, - ,vi) | (Vi vi,) € Qg)} CERE
N5, (n<kDEEFQgk)=Q9g) £I3)

b) AcGM code

757 g BXUED/—FEEV(9) BEZ, /—FES
WIERE 7 = [v1, 02, ,0n) DHZZLNTNVEDDL T 3.

EER 2 gBIUnBERONLEE ZD AcGM 2— R
clg;m) = fiforr  fn DEXIEXFI f1, fo, -+ fn AL T2
DY LTEHRINS. ZIT f; ¥ AcGM fragment & I
BN BREX i OXFH fi = 1(vi)d1,id2,i - Pim1,i EEFRSN,
() &/ —=F v; D/ —F I,

l Vi, Uy Vi, Uy
b {( ) (wve) € B(g) .
: (vi,v0) ¢ Eg)

TH5b. 1L, (u,v) 1FTy Y (u,v) € E(g) DLy I IN
NTH5.

AcGM a2 —F e 526N &, 20607 7%— K
WHEITT 228 TES. Lo TAGM a—F ¢, X
FHE L THELWEE, WET 2777 g,¢ QAETH 3.

4.3 KiEEICL S PCP DFE5l1L

TIITTF=EN=AGDHETT7 g HLTUTDES I
R HERT 5.

(1) ¢; D k-PCP ZFIZEL, % PCP (v, ,vs,) € Q(g)
WHLTACGM a— REFHHETS. 22Tk IZ2—F»NRE
TERTRA—RTH5.

(2) Trie I AcGM 2 — FZIEMT 5. EfRIVIZIE AcGM
I—FRe=fi - fu LT, BX i OFIC f; ZEHHETS8
MUY TAROEEERHT S, Leaf ICIZ77 70D id i BLK



PCP (viy,- - ,v;,) ZAEMT 2. T TIT leaf DFEL TV S
HBERBVAMERTIRTOT—X 2R/ T2 L5125
ZDOESWCLTHEINS trie 2 T 22T, ZOLS7%
F— RN X > T T OB 2 leaf ITHEMSINT=ERD 25 713,
HEDP OV A X kLI THD, POITNCERBERS. £z,
root 2> 5 leaf NDRERE LICH IR d DRI leaf I X
N7y 7o 7 0GR A X d DED 7T 7T 5.

4.4 HELUERDORER

72 g ITHLT trie T Z2MEKT 5 2 & THURRZHES
5. T @D root »5H 3 leaf FTORMIEIDFS I 2l —
FLTWRZEIHERET 2, RPN « THERS 2877
77 gu THNLT g & OMEHERZEIR T2 2 L TRREFEB
FTHRIENTES., 742V IREDEFERVILEZ{THIR
WHiIHlZR 7L R LG T D & 51725,

(1) wk T oOL—F/—FETF53.

(2) wiTHEFT2FHFLEHT 7 7%2EZ, ThE g, & T
5. ed(h,go) 7 HOIIHREZL TS, ¢

(3) wDOF/—F W 10U TRBRDLIE % FIRIICHE D
KT

O E BRL L 72 DA Algorithm 3 TH 5. FAEHE
D777 g/ —F wdhb—F /) —FETD AcGM frag-
ment ZHEELTHESNS AcGM code ¢, »H1EILT Ak
M TE % (Line 5).

Algorithm 3 A simple trie-based similarity search

1: function SEARCHTRIESIMPLE(T, h, T)

2: (w, cw) < (T.root,e) > Trie root, empty AcGM fragment

3: DFSTRIE(w, ¢u, b, T)

4: function DFSTRIE(w, cu, h, T)

5: 9w  GRAPHFROMACGM (cw)

6 if ed(gw,h) £ 7 then output w >
Descendants of trie node include the corresponding graph ids
and the subgraph information.

7 for all (w/, f) in w.children do
child nodes and its AcGM fragment

8: DFSTRIE(w', cw f,h,T) D cwf: Extended AcGM code

> Iteration over all the

ZOT7NITVRLZLTOMEN S 5.

[RE 1] #1725/ — F w T ed(h,go) ZitETI2LEDIDH
h, FHRENKEW.

[ 2] DFS OFTHEI D DRV, trie T D&/ — K
BHNB Tk .

[[BR8 3] Trie DX k kXD D KELRY A XOHEMUHS 75 7
EHRETZIeBTERN.,

DTFTIEch s ofBEIcoOWTHERER Y2 EHT 5.

4:7—F w DFROE ) —RI2Z5 7 ID BEUOEHD 75 7 DIERSEHES I
TWb7ed, ZIhOETLTLILNTES.

a) TREIEEGEIEORE(L (RRE 1)

it/ —F w BT edhg) 7T OF v
DD ORMERMITEETEZ22EVEMT 2720, &
EHBOTREZHWEZFEaX FOHIKETS. BANI
¥ LB(h,g.) < ed(h,g.) £ 2% GBIEEO/NIR) B
LB(h,g.) %38, LB(h,g.) > 7 £ RAUTEFRIC ed(h, g.)
PR T2 22 %< edlh,gs) £ T TEHD IRV DD
»n5.
ZOEIRTRE LT, RIFRIZTNAGHICEIL D%
EZD. NI T T h ¥ g, OREEHN DN FIUE, TR
AGHBIENZ EBHRTE S, LWHIBEZIESILDOTH
5. BIZIE, 2220075707 —=F 70 {AA AL B
YU {B,B} TH2LT 3. ZOLE (TvIDEEERICH
B2 ) DR d IV A D/ —REEZ—DHIRL, OO
2DODTNIVAD)—FDIFLE B REFETIZNEND 5.
L7=23 o THREIRREZ Y A RN TH 3 TH S, & HED
Z3ILMTED.
MUEDEZFZ—BtTS. 757 gD/ —FI7\LEBIN
Ty Y FALD multiset & L*(g) BEL Lo(g) £EFL Tk
T3, 2T/ = RFINUGM L (g) & L*(h) IKEET 212
& x(A, B) := max{|A], | B[} ~|ANB| ¥ LT x(L"(g), L*(h))
ElOMRMEFMELRETH S, Ty P T VLGB LT Bk
W2 x(LS(g), LS (h)) EOMRERIENBLETH D, GFFT 2 LR
MR TR %

LBiaver(g, h) := x(L"(9), L" (h)) + x(L"(9), L*(h)) ~ (6)

AL MNTES. ZHEMAWT LBubal(g, h) > 7 @
LA SRERMEIE T2 22424 ed(g,h) > T BHEET S Z
EMTES.

b) DFS oiTHY]h (FERE 2)

b5 —ODER(LDULHS ¥ LT, Algorithm 3 TIZFTXTD
F/ — RIS 2HRFHEZITI2, W D20DF/ — FER
MY T2 THEBRZHIBT2ZehEZONS. D/ —
F wiZBWTZD &S BEADBAREL 125 720121, w it
BT 2B T T T 9o BEOCEIBERDA—N=TF 7
g (i.e., go CVg Cg) THLTedh,g)>1 PHEELTNS
REDRHS. ZHUIER L7 LB(h, go) > 7 & D BHEWEHT
Hb. ZOXIBFANY ZERT 270D TR%Z ELB(h,g.)
rELZL T35 BANIKIE ELB(h, g,) G TR 23
BHTH 3.

ELB(h,g,) >7 = ed(h,g') > 7 (9. CVg' Cg) (7)

O LS EMERZIEO ELB ¥ LT, AWETIEI NS
WERSLSHFEEEZ 3.

B8 1. T(A;B):=|A\B|=|A| - |AnB| 35t
ELBiabel(h, gw) = T'(L"(9w); L (h)) + T'(L* (9w ); L*(h))

i3 ELB T» 5% (ThRbBR (1) &ilirzT).

5! ELB % extended lower bound DH.



SEER. FELBiabe(h,gu) > 7 &L, Vg st g, C g Cg %
B2 LMg) C I'g) THEOT, D(LM(g); L'(h) <
L(L"(g'); L*(h)) TH 3. HOHIZ T(A;B) £ x(A,B) TH
BOT, T(L(g.): L*(h)) < x(L™(g'), L*(h)) TH 5. FkkC
T(L%(g0); L°(h)) = x(L°(g"), L°(h)) BRDILD. 3 (6) & D
ed(h,g') 2 x(L"(¢'),L"(h)) + x(L°(¢'), L°(h)) THH I & &
D, FELBiape & R (7) Zifi7z 7. O

c) Trie DESHIFI~DOXIL (FIRE 3)
ﬁ@Tﬁ%éﬁkifKﬁ%éﬁfWﬁ@3%):mu
MERARERTRY 7T 7D ) — RBID k ICHIREnTnwbd e
,%JH%L’CM%. Trie T 1Z1% permutation ZA&HN3 % DT ©,
ZOH A XE kI UTRFEINICRES RS, R[N 5545
75 7D% 4 X% kICHIRT 258, UTomEnkSicrx
V297 h @7 — RN T IURREE RAGHRE RS Z & HMR
XS,

& 2. [V(h)| £ k—|7/2] DEBE, Algorithm 813 G H» 5
ed(g,h) £ 7 LR DEREREH T F 7R REL LR ERT S
ZEDNTES.

SEBA. ed(g,h) £ 7 &RDB KD g B trie T IZE5MLE N
TWAZ e ERBIZEWV. T IZRERF—ZRX—2Z2 G NDY A
Xk UTOITRTOEME T 7T 7HFNEENTVSBDT,
ed(g,h) 7= |V(g)| £k THB I EZREETHTH 3.

(V@) = V(M) + (1E(9)

TH2 7. Zhib g/ —FBIT h XDbEL [7/2] {E
Z2WVWIEFTHLZEBUTOEIIIILTHO2rS. £F g ld#
FETHZDT hIZ [7/2] D/ — FEEBMLLEE, ABD
Iyy%i_bné“éﬁﬁﬁfbé L, gD/ —FEP h &P

b |1/2] + 1 EAMU EZWHE, g & h KEHRT 212, PR
<t%2hmj+2M®/—b Ty I DENMIREHBENT IR
D, ZAUI T KDBREWVED, ed(g,h) L7 IIKT57DT
Hs. LEXD [V(g)| - V()| L |7/2] £k —|V(h)], $7
bH V(g £k TH3. O

| — |E(h)]) £ LBiabel(g,h) < 7

L7zhioC, b BMREREKL b 2B T 22 THS. T
TIZIRNZE D, RE VA4 XOMETHESLE S b IQIRAL D
L0, BlZIZERR—=R7% trie WS REDHKDEZ 5N
3. MoEHREY LTI trie D leaf FTERELZL EiZ, &
512 DFS 3 258X HIUE, WS 2EEDOS S 7%2a—F
LT, 7771 LTZENZN DFS Ot =% DrsNaIve B
8 (Algorithm 1) ZFHWTEITT 3, WO HELHD 2 5.
Z OB L TEAMETEERADET, SHOFEL T 3.

6 : PCP Q(g) 1¥% permutation QF (g) OHHEEHEDT, ¥4 XiF—Hc
13 QT (g) DN EVD (BT g BRAS—ZRIBR), TATHRIID kot
U CHRRBIRI 723 e 72 %

7T 2 o0HEE A, B LT, max{|4|,|B|} = |A] BXU
|ANB| £ |B| TH2DT x(A, B) = max{|A|, |B|}—|ANB| = |A|—|B|
A D LD,

d) BRIV

I ZETOHMICEDWIARR 7 LT Y X 4% Algorithm 4
WRT. 2072 X A0E Algorithm 3 2 FHEIL TW3 28,
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Algorithm 4 Proposed trie-based similarity search

1: function SEARCHTRIEPROPOSED(T, h, T)
2: (w, Cw) “—
3: DrsTRIEMODIFIED (w, cw, h, T)

(T.root,e) > Trie root, empty AcGM fragment

4: function DFSTRIEMODIFIED(w, ¢, h, T)
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6 if LBabel(gw,h) £ 7 then

7 if ed(gw,h) £ 7 then

8 output w
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10: for all («’, f) in w.children do

11: DrsTRIEMODIFIED(w’, ¢ f, b, T)
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