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Abstract: To deal with the scalable and fast unbiased sampling problems in unstructured P2P systems, a sampling
method based on multi-peer adaptive random walk (SMARW) is proposed. In the method, based on the multi-peer
random walk process, a set of provisional peers are selected as agents which start the sampling processes, by which
the sampling process is speeded up with receiving a set of tunable number samples each time; Meanwhile, after
receiving new samples earlier agents are replaced with these new samples which repeat the sampling process. With
this simple replacement, it can be guaranteed with high probability that the system can reach the optimal load
balance; furthermore, SMARW adopts an adaptive distributed random walk adjustment process to increase the
convergence rate of the sampling process. A detailed theorical analysis and performance evaluation confirm that
SMARW has a high level of unbiased sampling and near-optimal load balancing capability.

Key words: unbiased sampling; unstructured P2P system; randomized algorithm; scalability
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AT AN KA B, SMARW 7 ik B A 42 3 89 R Am F0AE 48 ) A BGE A RAR 69 & 4 0l 3G HiA2 L.
KEER:  RApIwAR AR5 ML P2P A S ALk T Y R
FEASES: TP393 XERFRIRAD: A

B P2P I £ 8IF 5T I AN TR N, VR 2 5038 TN TR B 7R R AR HL 3 N 2% % 31 (1) P2P(peer-to-peer) &4t H1, 1%
I T2 b 8 R GOIRA BLORUE PR G 10 B AL SE0VE T8 24 A5 280 6 M 170 4l FF 2 A I 38 5] BE UL 3% &R e P 7R 2
peer 1 g ALV 13N, b KB BE AL SV 3 i 7 SEAE 1 1R Th BB (AR SCAN 25 1 P2P & 45 b i 13 I 4 (W 4 BE A,
FELEMIIL P2P RS SR ALV, Ik 8 P2P 412 i Y5 1k 1B i 20 R SL ST PP I 4% ML fiE
21100 ey A, P2P AR G0 i o 6 42 D AK T2 SR T, 3 Bt TL S 325 1 P A B T fl A R it R P A 2k, v k)
FHFE L 2 05 45036 A LA 41

o A I e B AR SR A S 0 2 TG 4 P, U I AT Y A A AR [

o PSS R R A AR S IR

o R R I A I R 0 2L A A i (0 R B I A R G L ) 4% 38 £ 4 5 (hotspot).

2 [EAE AR S5 M4k P2P FR e T 47 Ji 1 DR TC Sl 4 B S PR A2 AR 45 4 4k P2P 2 4 i 5 T BE AL Ak 408 S e A 17 e %
TR 2 1) P2P ARG AR AR I AR v B A RS R i H IR K R A A L T e s g R SO B i il
RS () R A SR T B R R P H G A 5 AR K e 8 A T R O S AR R R T RS
PR IE 8 T AR 8. DR L B 0l S R mT i e — AR 508 ) )

CA MRS L P2P R GEHARE J7 VA T T2 B0 T ol PR RN SIOH 2, 0 25 SR A KRB AR T I e
PR AT A RS L P2P REHIFE T VA R B FRANUATAE (BB 2.1 1% BEALAT & AT 44, Awan 55
BB pe A A G5 M Ak P2P 190 28 42 e it R o R 10 S S0 3, I T % 5 17 b RF 160 TG AR R B, AR T i 7 3
ITIRBUR % KT 2 A E S 5 80, 5 8000 2 78 S2br 4 46 3R 85K (1 [ 35 B fig F7.Stutzbach 25 A M8 v R

KR IS A 2 R v AR o R (R S0 . bk T AR T340 e A 2% re bR e R A T S

AL H B2 AE 6 FE T B ALAT A SR P O S SE R b T BRAT AR BT 6 B R G S AN S A e
T —F T 24 peer BE N BEAAT E AT AT M T A FE 7772 (sampling by multi-peer adaptive random
walk, 5 Fx SMARW).7E SMARW 1, 1| Fi £ B B HL47 2E (multi-peer random walk, {5 FX MPRW )ik #2— ¥k 7= 4 — 4
AT R EH AR A B T AR R B T SR AN BEATUAT T R I A A A AR [ N 3 R R T AR RS
AR RGBS peer TEAT 00 HAE IR, AE BRI b I B I 1] B 04 U7 25 m DAORIE 28 40 HL A 2 AR dse A 11 4 2 35 1l 72
B2 3 MPRW R I 75 00 TG A 0 32 1 T 1 38 . 1) 49 A1 BB AL AT A 18 10 3 AR 1260 A8 A1 =X 32 i B AL
A7 78 W SR BN RS o3 A (P 5, I AN 75 B B A I S8 B AE O(logN) A 2 P9 58 Fl, HL A 8 i i 3G BV g ) 3
WA BT RTLRLIE B, SMARW 7 72 BA 85 51 1R G s 7K 1 DL R o B2 R T 9 RE g )

1 AR P2P MK TR met

AET 3, MERE G=(V,E)y&m MR INARS iyt P2P W 45571 Jg 1a) P v 11745 i AUFR P2P M &%
(R4 g, P AT S TR] R G ) TR 7R P2P 19 21 s [] PR X 17 JHL A 42 AR SR R i AR 1), AN %6 B8 AR e v mT BE (VT 1Y
W
1.1 FelmimtEtERuS

TG4 G D A R A 55

EX UTmseE). — P LGm R AN IE 2 G=(V,E) PER T RUR MR AN B By 1N, Horp
N=[V/], DU RAEE 6 PR 1 25 A I D Sl

BEHLAT AE S AL T 20 A R R 705 90 2 b JEAS Y 0 B 2 O BEHLAT A T L R TR 0 77 50 R
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AT ETARE T S IR E T H I R0 754 0 e 4.

EX 2(FARMEERENITE). & NPT E L TR M4 G=(V,E) PAERT &L v I 1N,
WIFR AT A — AT m Al FEBEBLAT .

TEFRAS 10 109 2% [ BEAILAT 78 W] BATE QA g SO — M BRI )R S /) n] o8, HORAS ) Vgl EF%
R P=(Py) AFRALRE AT A 1 BB BN AL | MR, (1) eVxV, Z,B) =1i e[L N 4141, b5 7 5 ¥ e B8 A (L
Naive):p;=1/deg(i),(i,j) €E,deg(i) 4 ' s i MIERLEELCARL FIL P2P M4 I BEHLATHE vl AR — AT IR 1
[Fl Ay o JR AT S M e o A i e v SR BERLAT A R AT SRR A0, B Zv (i) =1, 2L v(i) i v R
5510, v'=vP HERAE T RPN A S A AL VP A v Bk SR BORE R 0 A1

ST AN BR 04 TR R4 By 7R n] KAk, BEALAT A 5 B AR AT 20 A0 x SR e S 8 — MRS A i AR A 43 A
A7 HLME—, LR 280 7 () x Py = 7 (y) x Py, FRIE BIRA T MR S0 A7 170 J5t v Dby R 401 1) et 4 A B v 20
EFE LA SR X TR 98 K0 1

o r BRI S IS AT 1) 2 55 0 LA (MR 3 A1 v = AH BT

o FRASIIAT () FSE AT 50, I H. 200 i 1) T2 852 5 i (9759 5, B 20 AN 2 To Al 1)

TESL BRI 48 FREE TR 6 T A — AN amBE Lo &2 1) B (AR5 /40 P2P (W 2%), BENLAT 2 e 1 3 25 0 A 1 Bk
A TR T R 2% b T R H S D r>O(log V)P BRI 0 B v A BEALAT AE 4 [ A S A% I (] 3X
B 45 W BENLAT & Tom AR 7S 20 A7 1K) 78 B4

5138 (ZREADBRBLEN. WM b BRI R R AT K EEM AR 2 A 2(x) o T M 24 L
A28 MR RS R A R I

¥ 7 (X)x By =z (y)x P, 15 O

I 1 A T 523N T0 I AR A 4 AT I — M7k BEALAT A A Ok TR e B B O e R At B )
Metropolis-Hastings /5 18 RS 4EFE Q

1 X
Q(x, y) = { max(deg(x),deg(y))
1-30.,0(y),  x=y

4R Metropolis-Hastings % &% %1 4 4 X3 % (1), I8 1 Metropolis-Hastings J5 277 245 76 i H e 2% 20 A1 4R 17 % 7
BRARE BB Qx,X), 1M B % ME 2 8 w47 7 (R AL S50 32 AT, TF B I 78 0L SCRR[13]. 0 L R 7E 2 7
FRGE AT AL BT U e P R /N T JHL A0 S = e B BRI LG N B ATLAT 2 10 A1 e S5 T 330 B o 5 el
1.2 EFREANATELRIER AT R

Shy 4 e BEALAT S 1 R W S i 07 R AT A o R 190 25 5 S 3 i) 30, —— T m DA B PR AIC S RE M LAT AE 1
R M DL v ik AR S A (103 P 130, 55— Oy T T A SEL I HRAT AT 0 22 A BEALATAE R R AN B AT A R
25 A% E IR BBV iy 5 TE VR B AR — AN BE LT SE (0 [ A 45 A% HF D60 i 2 el TR IR AT BEHLAT A 10 7 208 LA R e 4R
M0, J5 A7 RSl I 40 75 s KR I BEHLAT BV B T R S EIE AR S5 6 P2P 4% vt I 190 4% 3 A
i

BE ARG R AL P2P 2% F— AN T u(FR b ke 1Y ) JE T BEALAT A BEAT HhAE BE A LAT A 10 S S e 40 =
PUBEAT I B e o, A UK BE AT AE A A S B ) g D BB S B 1 R B 2 0E ) T AR R R B AR
QIR PIAN T A R RERILAT A2 V0 JEL 199 4 0 5 67 8 2 Jnl At W] RBAR DRk — D b, 40 1 WO AR IR IV o BRI B
RBEBUAT 2 W JEL 1% D09 2 ST A S 280 B RS 9 e (W G 20 4 2 AR B IR, B 7 2 T 77 B ) AR 4 S A8 A 8 ) AL

IS SERATEWE BN ST AN R w BRI A u oy m BE M BACH T S w R R R
u R BB ECA m.

EIE 1(Naive BT RE S AZEF). € RYRH Naive BT E 7 BT HFE, 5 R EE R MK

=Yy
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R B R AU m BB R maL R AR AR R Vin B Vi, BB RUFE R AR J 1 AR % — 8 B R BE LA T
ST BT Vin 5 Viner TR BB LB R IR (1702, ), PR O(d). 21, Ay ey 40 5000 B 4501 10 £

Vi Ve R X
E B R P 8 5 A0 2l 3 T S s (BFS) WS A 5 ot A0 s 4 1 A
T R, AR A A R R Y A Bk D B 1 0 Y A HE
JF 1 Vg Vg Vg ooy Vi s Vg Vg oo Vig K RRER T A0 Vi A B vig G 2E B0K T IR 2K
AT LI 1B A GRS A H I BFS P ABCDFE.
(1) 4% Naive BEHLAT A MU, A K25 s m Bb 10 R 1 8 vy, F
B)5) 0 BELHZE PEFEASARFE T 20 w AL 3R B (w BE R R B
RBE R 2 0 m+1), WITE v B R kAT SRS D
TR Ve B v RIS H BB ki, di

L EHEE M Vi B Ve LB RS E LI g T9-1 An unstructured P2P network

Sk/(k/d )=d ’Ep O(dm) Fé‘—l 1 g/l\jlzéju:*@’ﬂﬁ P2p Mé@'*ﬁ@
(2) B RENT BT Vineg, Ve 1] RE AR RS TY I5%}“JEJL>m EI’JAIZFﬁ%ﬁ%&%}ﬁﬁl‘ﬁiﬁ?ﬁ%.vmﬂ RIS S AE S,
m 1’1

sZS/d<ZS—d %Y .
Si 4 KL Viner BB R IELI&EI’JﬁiE/EJ EL%ZH di 4 R T IERE,
S" =max(S;/d;)=S"/d".
B S Viney U KT BUH S Aoy 23 0 A 715 A5 Vi e R T BRI R S 4331 Ay SO0 I8 3 M) e
BRIV 4 P2, S AR, 12T i BE AR R B /0 O mU TR IR A R ANSE SR AR A

S S g .S S S
d,, d dmld A, d’
ZRE PR T R m R me+L D B AH A A Vi, Vine TH SV R BB R
S S S S d S
S S §°% 4o, 1 o d. 5
—+S, —+(d,,-1)xS"  ——+(d,,,-1)x R !
dm e dm ( m+1 )>< d ( m+1 ) d; dv dv X
1 d s S 1 d’ 1 S’ 1
X x— | i <S X x— |H=<S 0 .
dm+1 dm+1 S, ( dm+l ] dm+1 dm+1 d, ( d, j [d;u)
e LAEEE. O

FE IR 2(Metropolis-Hastings 1848 5 =il S A E 7). 58T & # 0 B b B R Y 20 mym+1 BED AR 4R
MV, Vme1, 35T Metropolis-Hastings il FEE 50 R, 80 v A vieq HE R ECH LT EE TR N
Q(1/max(d,,,d,,.1)° ) LRy O(max(dy, A1) O rnes 5350 FREE 45 AT Vi Vi (REERE L.

IEOA 5 1 HAE 05 2R, I 8 2.1 3% Metropolis-Hastings 75 5 4T 2 & v 8558 B AT ST Vit B
REZE A 1/max (o, Omr), 35 R BE 1 7 2081 RUCHES? BB BE R TS A0 m BB K% R0 5 vy,

(1) 75 Vi B KA BT Ve 5 80 v SRECT 0 S0 k/max(d,,,d,,., ) 8 R O(max(d,,.d,,.,));

(2) Vi %HXH‘J%D@&I*??IE‘I‘H’E\HJ?%{E Se:

Ay -1 !
Se< > S /max(d,,d,.,)< z S"=(dy,,—1)-S" Hrf S*=max(si/max(dmwdm+1)):%’
i-1
HLAT R AN AT
S SS S’ <s" S” < S’ ‘ S P S’
max (d,,,,d,,) max (d’,d,,,;) max(d,,,,d, )~ max(d’d,.,) max(d,,,,d, ) max(d’d,,,)"
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i 1B B QIR R AT 1 F B 2(Y max(dy ) )

P2 45 7 B 1R BT 2 3200 b SRR PR 1 24 P2P 8 28 J=3 3 114 1 OG22 B (R B BILAT A2 10 JR I 1 42 FRE
P RS Y AR b 2 s 1 R e e T 2 PR DT S i A v ) T SN T 2(8) Y R Vim Vina 23 0 B S RS
TR m A m+2 Bkl B 2(a) R BB vy IBEHLAT A T B B A 00 S v I H R BB LN Vo 1 4
% A8 B A R FIRA) P2P 104 2% N B 0 5 3, 41 SCHR[A]; & 2(b) 745 5 Vi Vieso 70 0 B AORE Y A k+1,k+2 BE20,
2(0) 4 T B Vi AT S AE 20 U S R B Vi, Vi H18E ST B BCR L0 Vi U3 5, 7E 30 AL T 320 A1 R ) P2P

W £% %5 5 WL, 10 Gnutellal®l,
k+1
ﬂ Vim+2 V2
(a) (b)

Fig.2 Forwarding process of random walk messages
2 BEHUTEN B ORI

AT HEIR ST T 7ERr ok d-FR 0 v B % R 8 B S R ke T sk AP UK G &R

I L d-U (75 AR B3 O d) b A BERRTS RUR K BRI AT SR R A AT d-1 AN AL e Y
pii, LT A08 J 4 o5 BE RS 4k k+1 Bk2D I #E Naive 5k Metropolis-Hastings B HLAT i T, b 45 # & 6 5 sk oL 3
0384 10, 25 5 30 S I R I YT e R FO 0 2 T B 4 S R A B S K O(dY) FE R R AR

1B 1 X RAERE 2(a) ¥ 4h &4 A7 T R 8 B AR Y ST AR YA 43 1) R IR B AR o i S Al Ty
IR AL AR — A R — AL BT A T BUR K R 58P 3 i A AR PR A D SRR AT

EX (B EKBEE) KA A0 R KB HLUAT L BB TS S={s,5,,..5 )
Vi, je[LN]i< |5 <5;, B MSGmax=SN,MSGmedian= S[(MN)/ZT?\?JEEPﬁ%EE’Q@ﬁE LIF(load imbalance factor)E X
LIF = MSG 1.0 / MSU egian -

R e BRARUR) doe U AR 8 G B M D0 B R R BELA T (17 S R ANAT AR 22 00, B LIF {04 1.
2 ETEA peer HBRMEHITERN AT REAMMFESE

2.1 RIBFEHITE

EARHEL B HLAT A (MPRW)H B peer initiator (R A 2 5 »5) Bl AL B — 41 I (14 peer /B4 ARHL ), MK
T N7 B 26 B ATLAT A 3 SR B %, JEL A 1 B A DA I O 0 2 A T R R M 9 R R DR R AR T A
initiator, [F] I, 3% AT 78 1 B AR BRI, iZ AR 17 R Bl A iy D o (1 AR s 4 S AT B MLAT 2.

RELFENLAT ZE (MPRW) AT 48 (AR AT 5. AREE AT AT AT BEALAT 3 DL A AR B AT S5 7 3 M 2.

(1) WIHAACERT A2

initiator #43& — /N4 GetAgent 13 8, 158 AR AUEH KR 5 35 Hh B AL B — AN 403 1Y s dh AT %
AR SE T A AT SRS BOP Mk 3 DN GetAgent T B AR )E HE Bk 7 AR K% B ko
FRE 7 GetAgent yi 2 R S I SR AE BEH b K I 453, GetAgent 7 B 8% % & 7] initiator.

(2) AR AT RENUAT

initiator if 5 7 S A IAR Y S B0 H DV g AR R 10 &0k A B e FEAMTE B B KRB R B TTL ARG
initiator & % ATEM B 2R AMCEL Y AL AR EE Y AT MR 32T DAM 1R B E BB R W
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getNextNeighbor( )i ™ —BkD A0 JE 5 a8 w AR5 1 RATEH B 27 A0 w2 J5 AT B B3 R ik oy
R AERRANBENUAT A W A B b5 KB H TTL B, M F AT 28 ST AR 70 0 n AE A 3 (0 e o a2k o B2 34 5 39
KT AT initiator.

(2) ARHAT S H

FE— ORI RUBENUAT B ISR &5 G R AR AT E 1 B I AR B  initiator 15 8 A IR BEALAT & [ 4 FE
R AR R T AT R IR I B AT E T R R L BT A n AR A n gREE AT IR (2). initiator TEHNAT:
AT B H Ak B TR AR G O T A AR A AR BT B R,

KT ABEREHUATE R VLR

o HEBEHLITIE 5 IFAT 02 A BT A B SCHE X 5176 T MPRW. ) % 5 0364787 A B LAT A8, BRI
TAR R R R BT

o RAEFMEARTAT s B H AT ASUEE 8, W A R I — A e AR 1) A5 AR B ) i IR AR AR — AR
FEAT 5 58 R LAT AL 1T 388 () 8 T AR R0 E 0 KR AL P39 % R TIK T B RIS AR — ANl 0 AL

o BRUAT AW B TTL 75 2% 08 9 K T logN, BUEZEE BEALAT & I AR /A L N R G b s s A s
B W4 28 IR0 N AT BE TG RG A s ,— Bl A2 TTL>40 Bl ey,

o HEE 3.1 RRAS AN A (I B R] AN, AR A AR I R I BEAS S M BEALAT A ¥ Je £ b AR A R, R Y
FENT DA A7 1 17 59T A5 AR W46 4k P AR BT 25, LAV BR A 6 A AR BT 5 () S5 A5 43R
22 BIiERMHHXENITEEREDRR

Bt Xt Metropolis-Hastings 77551 A [ 56 5 ik 5 S0 SIGH 18 AR (10 il V4R 7 108 B (0 BRI R e vh
peer BB HER 10 A A BEHLAT E 15 1F 1L 72 (dynamic-adjusting metropolis hastings, fij# DAM).

DAM J&— 434 I FRAR R R MR SR 00 12 e G W S ik 722 (L) #T%A 1k, R Metropolis-Hastings 75
RV RGN MR A P P (2) VAR @ 2RIy A EH B MEH PR R AR Auln
M AR>S0 HAFLE A FE RS2 (>0) (1040 5 47 5, T A u iR ShAS R F2 0 i u i — A/ B
T LA (S0) AT FE T 5 y AR5 7 5 u ATy TEHT B O B R B R R

(1) VIR AR A x ML R R ) | 2

1 .
,X# Y A'Y € X.neighbor
p° (% y)= max (deg (x),deg(y))
1_Zx¢yp0(xly)l X=Yy

x.neighbor by x fRI40 J& 1 s &

(2) B AFBMEAR AR 150, W RAT AT 2 x Ml AR AR>0,47 50 x kB AN B RN MR
(S0) 140 JE 1T 25 Yo, SR 5,71 K x R yo SEBT H U A B RS MR SR I RANAE AR S A0 19 A x 455K DAM b 75T
SX R yo B RS HE S o) B SE T A R

P(X, o)+ p, Vu e xneighor (pi'> py} A Pl >O)
P'(x,y) ={P"(x,y), Y# Yo AY#X
1—ZX¢yP'(x, y), X=Yy

P (Yo X)+ o, Y=X
P' (Yo, ¥) =1 P (Yo, ), Y#YoAY#X,
l_ZyxyOPi(YOv y).y= Yo
p=min(P(x,%), P (Y, ¥p)) -

HIH DAM 5 5T 58 15 5 0 H R BEA 1) 5 BRAS 21T R0 R D B R R
n.getNextNeighbor(Vector vec)
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11 vec by B #% B REANAE a5 fUROMESE vee B G —DNICER A HEFMEZE poo,vee IO T i X RS T AN fa
p < generate a number uniform randomly from [0,1]
foreach ievec
if p<vec.get(i) // vec.get(i)iR [HIASYT fSUBIEE | ANA0E 1 AR
return n.getNeighbor(i) /R i N2 )& vec (185 5 — A1 RO AR
else p=p-vec.get(i)

DAM I FERIHS mi 45 :(1) DA A B R AR OB R4 il T AT 58 B0 PR AR T 18 1E R R 1 I (1]
TFAH(2) ANl BN A S8 HA B 10 B IE N RE )5 (3) AR R AR RE S TE R RE o 35 28 £ 408 J5 45 i v dt
INEY B RS MR A A8 T, B AT T A 81 A 40 i 5 e R B vl e

TN B 25 W 2 Bl T I8 Y R 4% 5, SMARW T3 DAM 1 R S N T

o HPAE R A TSI B AR T A R A E BR B AT R R TR AT BB MR p'() B Sk

p'(i,i)=p'(i,i)+ p'(i, j);

o FEO AT BEIIH A AT R T A 0T A 0 R B B A p'(, §), p'(j,i) & Metropolis-Hastings J5 %
WRIEEMER p' (i, §) = p'(j.i) =1/max (deg(i),deg(])) . JF 43 Ik N 1 EE RS L2 p' (i, J) AGRFE0 BBk iy (1 4 7
M p(i,0) 2 p'(j, §) < p'(, §) ) pt (i) = p'(j, ) M1 (rollback) £ 55 J5 — ¥k DAM i R AR 2 (8 BEAE (1)
BT Rk BRAR B R MLR), JF S0 26 1Y A3 K A R R

PR S R R UE AT RN AR RS MR R R SRR, AR 2.1 Y513 1 040, DAM IR HAT R AR A A IR
B ASTARE LS AT, 47 00 1 ARG B MR
2.3 SMARWIZig 5 47

1) SMARW W $Ic FE 5 04 P 23 B
I 3. DAM JjEHATINFE L EFR A logN,N i R G (#795 md&.
iE W% 88 DAM J7 ik — AT RE AR 5§ B R R B N T SRS S' B S R A
P M5t FE (N <N S rP AT 285 0 45 53T 1 A MR 10 1 S50 50F (o), 2L BE BT I 5 o A
p=min(P"(x,%),P"(Y,,Y,)) -
DRI L, 122566 46 RS, 10 0 x B yo I B MR e 0 0,80 2= /b Ik — A1 AR 2 5 DAM REFE. AT 7E
ST R RS UG, RGP R T AT DAM IR 9 5 K H <(S'2. IR 7E k R DAM IR, T T
B MR 105 A8 H <275 NLil DAM J7 30T 050 50 1R logN. 2 B 3 #5iE. O
SEBE 315 DAM I FR AT 5 £ LR G 45 s H 5 B8 EBR, B2 DUd Hh v B 18 A% E 2 a5 SR IR
SAHRE AR R 52, DA SMARW LA 358 ey B W SR 2 B 4 DRIEZE T SMARW J7 v 1R 2k 6 i ).
I 4 M A BRE R SR W] R EE, 2T SMARW J7E T M RIAR 2870 A 4 JE i f.
UE WA - b 8 3 AT 41, DAM J7 2 1) 4 A% AL 48 AR I BB I AT R 4 1 BRA TogN. 2% ¢ DAM T 4 — %8 (1 55T
T AR A U gl B
(1) 7F i=0 #2I,M IR HiBE P A Metropolis-Hastings J7 A3 T 014640, B4R P S BRAEFE. i 51
L AL R R MR A E PR M AR S A R .
(2) BBEALE i<k B M RS 20 A0 9 To 0 0. 52 8RB B M- S I P A S PR A B A i=kek L I, BEY 1 X B AL
B AL yo, SR )G FE T DAM 7 v I A BB RS AR L i I AT 75
P'(x,y) =P'(y,x),Vx,ye N .
I BB I AR, A 2R
PM(Xor Yo) = Pi(xm Yo) + 0
PM(YOl %) = Pi(yo'xo) +p.
P (X, y) = P (X, ¥), VX, Y & {X,, Yo} A X e N,y € N.
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R, P (%, y) = Py, X), X,y e N .

M (5 R 3 A PYY e D 6 R AT B, e 51 B 1 AT 0,7 i=ker L I, MRS S A (5 A G AR .

ZEA (1) (2),EH 4 B, O

B 5 B 4 7] 51, SMARW T R ARAIE B HLAT 28 SR A3 1K 4R 24 I8 O 1), R ik, ) H getNextNeighbor () 7 72 3R B F —
BEL T 5 0 BELAT A RE A8 DR UEHAE I AR OE IR, N T 20 HT SMARW [ ] 4 & 4.

2) SMARW T4 & 1% 43 4

EHE 5. WA NFHR—A R S u LR MR RENAT & IR, AT AR s R BENLAT W
KN LARERTT ST BT A 1R ECh m, TR peer 4515 Il VX ¥ T4l mL/K.

E B AR A Y R K MR AN B BT 55 3.0 TR LA A B S R B A B SR
PR AH BT AR RSN BEAAT 58— IR BEHLAT 5, e AT A I R A SRR 4 A1 ) S, A AN B i AR s se 4
AHCEL T BRI BT DA Ry fE AT 8 R AR BT 252 TR AH HARST

(1) AARERY A8 L REAT BENLAT A AR T 4R, LA (1 K AR B 2oy Sl 7 by R s o0, DA &5 SRAT 3 I Y

{{agent;;,agent;,,...,agent, },i €[L K]},
o AN 7 51 {agent,, agent,,,..., agent, } 1 117G 3 agentis A 2R | A HILA AR ER TS £1,agent;; by L agenti AR 1k
AT o BT j—1 WRATE S5 0 B AR 05, T agent, 9 LA agenty I WIEE A AREE & Hilt4T n-1 AT EJG
Xof A BT 2,0 A B0 AR BT b AR AN P A1 AR ), BE AN TR] IR 475 T8 23 v ik FBAH ).
(2) bk KAMRIRAY 505 208 I A AT E R 23 1 0 K AL (AT 2 i R A I R AR 4671 /08 1A
BALARHLAY 5 agenty ie[1, K] 1% AT E L FE A& A8 agent, LAFANMTE BN mLUK &5 K NG AT
AR AN R u U IR R, e, G R R A B R R) R B R IR U5 el [R]— R IK 7 R I ) (access
time) Hi=1/ z(u)C® 3L Y, Ha AR Bl LA T 2 10 % o MR 5 o I D K AR R I8 5 A A AT 5 PO BEHLAT A O T Bl 9,
Bl 7(u)=1/N, £ AN ST A AT E R R R T B U7 il B TR E R (mL/ K)/Hy = (mL/K)/N A R R 2 17]
A W] I AR BT T K AT I R b AN R U 1] IR B SR B R
((ML/K)/N)-K =mL/N .

FEHL 5 HIEEE. -
FEFR 5 4yt TARBRBHLAT L T AR A0 A AT AT B 0T G, b 0 5 AR T S8 H B, LU R
B ROIATAT A 10 2 YR AT E I BRD 07 5C. DA IR S8R 1T

it 2(SMARW 4B T1 5 iE BEE R ZE 7). SMARW J7 3% MERAR QRS e Ao B H Bl 1.

HEE 2 Ui W SMARW 77 72 AE W% ff D8 28 58 b AT 1 i I 2 30 A5 O S0 SR AR ). 52 B 6 4 Y 17 A 9 s b 45
A T i 25 30 S B PO R L

EIE 6. BEARGMBIA N LA ST A0 u THR AL BEAUAT AL R, BUAR BACTE Y mi A I BEHLAT A 1
K LAREEAY s AT BN LAT E 1S B m, AR BELAT A8 th AR =9 R A AT 78 T R B0 X DA

(1-O(N" )l X en’l:_iO( /mWLlog N ] Jirh C MR IESE S

I BENLAS B X SRR A u B R AR BE AT v B4 2, o B2 5 7T 411, E(X)=mL/N, 12 ¢=E(X).J1
LEFH Chernoff ¥ FHl A X HES X ) 2.

A *[ifﬁ L. mL
HP(X>u+4)=P xz;{u] <e W i=zg¥=g3m Fir1=0 WIogN )
U

1
P{X 2ﬂ£1+/1Dse3mgN =ic,c =
Y7, N

W=
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PAT I, DA i M % (1—O (N, A 31 05 el S AR BB LA T 2 T B0 X e”:\lLio[ /mWLlog N J .
EIE 6 IF B, O

S 6 4t T RE AN AU AT AE I 92 S, 75 m go[mgN] ¥

mWLlog N = 0(1).

IR B, SMARW ELA5 45 5 11 5 35 30 M AR B 28 5 B 18 2 A B 6, KE AR IE UL N SMARW J5 v RERE LAAR K
N2 LRAIE FR G0k B AL DL I R 48 I B A2 BE M 28 2.2 715 Nalive FiI Metropolis-Hastings 77 2, B3 AH 48717 &
JLHE S5 B BENLAT 8 W B H H 22 90t vl 1R K, X117 ,Naive F11 Metropolis-Hastings J5 2 G i AR IE 2 48 1) 7 8 2 iy
TR

3 FRILNHK

#5¢ SMARW 7 915 HAt 3T BEALAT AL (R 5 30 ml 37 JR kR0 X O e T 110 12 . JEL A 2 5% (1t 700 it
WUAT 7 A0 3

o Naive FEALATIE, BN 202 R0 5B 4540 J KR 2 AH [7] . Naiive 7792 & B HILAT A 1) d5 St 7 =X

o Metropolis-Hastings 75 % (F 32465 9 MH) 2855 2.1 TikAT T A 44, MH 51N AR 388 TEEAN R
FNGE R TR S AR (418 7 Stutzbach 2 A\ IR MH J73%, Awan 25 NP 775 MH 75 35 18 1A

DL Sy e 25 0 R B 245 I 28830 Bl A 55 R 1 38 4

(1) B TR Rtk P2P 19 24 4 $h & b B G Ge— AR e, % S50 25 ¥ 4 AL 4

o Erdos-Renyi: f fiff HL K] BE AL B, DL — 78 2R I AT 30 xd

o Wiatts-Strogatz: FLA7 /N tH ke 10 4 0 A7 65 o 1 SR AR P RGBT

03— o Barabasi-Albert: thFx 2 76 R 57 R B, B A i 4k
AR .

0.30 Gnutella

e Gnutella e (snapshot): A Stutzbach 24 A O3k Hx 1)
025 1 Gnutella #i R BRI — AN B 4T AW FE 156
020 {493 MY LI M 1768 315 44iA 1A,

PDF

W BB 4 B At b5 2V B 156 493 T A,
114 E 2124 1 768 315 4 (Erdos-Renyi #i $h 3 T — 2 M5
p AT R A BEE p=2|EN(VI(IV]-1)) LATS BB |E) 5L
H 134 ;Watts-Strogatz 7% % ¥ € B (rewiring) BE% p,, 5 E
P,=0.3, [ B} 15 & B AN 19 W 4R I e 50 H N |EN/|V)). 1% 42 i

0.15

0.10

0.05

40 50 60 70 80 90 100

Fig.3 PDF distributions of topologies X ply=n(ky/n), Ko n 1 s A (k) B K (K71
B3 A B PDF 401 MUK IR 3 TR B A BEALIE AT R N R T AT,

SR G HEAT 50x|V[IR IR AE AR P 42 10 YR 13 & e
FERHFE RS HCY 40(PRIEBK P £ >logn). 2L SMARW Jy k5 AT 3 H 20 10.
A. DAM i PRSI0 B Lh A
#5¢ DAM 1 LRI Awan 25 NP HL 1) RWD J i 850 1% . DAM Fit RWD 33 33 43473 2 (60 FAAI 19 4% 45 1
H LR BEHLAT A WSO8 . ¥ e Awan 25 B () RWD 2% 6=0.025, p=1000, 11 T- RWD J7 k48 A ##
1t 236 < S % A AH L SR 1A 0 408 1 I RS 1 R AR SR T RWD v R RS e < TR 2R 45 AR )
4 firoR.

© PEFPEGERIHITON  http:y www. jos. org. cn



s H AT QE R MAATAGTY R itk 639

45 5 7~ DAM I FE g i s PR B i B L2 P35 4i<6 T DAM BIA B F3 R3S, i RWD J5 A 7R
KR H<15 B @ R AN FIB I 4 505 SMARW J7VEZE AT 56 £0>6(RWD J7 vE T35 46 $(>45) J5 B #%
FEMEZR >0 1 i Lo R 20 e 2 RS, H/ T4 B RWD 7 v R i 4 o5 L, S DAM B 85 v R e S s
[, 4 278 Gnutella P o DAM F1 RWD IA 28 kA& 5 B 7% W26 >0(3L< S) 17 L E il 43 S 4124 50%
H1 70%,3% 52 1T Gnutella FR i b A7 7 1k 30% (147 sl 2 JE <5 (7 1 HE 2 04 2),1X 8675 g4l il 7R3 11 B %

LR >0(ul> ) 15 AL
1 ' ' ‘:‘: E‘al;abasRi_‘Alben 1 - Barabasi-Albert
€ 0.9 Zo watts_strogatz | e 09f o Vit gtropetz |
= —&— Gnutella = —A— Gnutella
Z 0.8] g 08/
g el
Z 077 S 07}
@ s
o 0.6 = 0671
) S
N 057 T 2 051
i s
2 04f 5 04f
“6 L g 03,
,E 0.3 - '§ A
g 02f L 02f
L oo1r 0.1r
0 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ 0 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45
Cycles(>0) Cycles(>0)
(a) DAM process (b) RWD™ process
(2) DAM i 72 (b) RWD &

Fig.4 Convergence rate comparison between DAM and RWD process
4 DAM L RWD I Pl $I0s iz L %

B. BJSIBHHL LK

F ] Kolmogorov-Smirnov ¥ 5 (KS #56)%) ELAH R Bk 2P N SMARW J7 12 5 AN ] BEALAT & J7 1=l RE 11 76
FREE . 5, B R (0 T O BN LSO AR 28 A 1 50X |V IR AEAE D BRI 1S 00 N I FE 23 Ao T X5 e DAM J5iE
5 MH JriEAE BEHLAT A W A D5 T AR 22591, 70 30l 2% %4 3% T DAM AT MH ) MPRW U5 i KS 3 it /& 7 5. KS £
06y PR S o P 5 B VR AR 2R AP ) 1) 22 B, 4R R KB DL D=max {4l A A8 28 7 A - BELARURS 00 T Mt
FEOPAY), AR JE AR D A A B S B B80S A 2 77 iR AN BSR4 A

KS K36 45 9 WL 3% 17 5% 52 MEAK P T KS A58 ()1 S 4 4.86x 107, K F1Z I S (iR S B 45 4 A
B L I BELIE . 45 SR TE R ISR PN A M R MPRW R T 3% 3& T 3 S T I L0, B W MPRW BB %%
T TR 1 ST B LA AT IR fig 010 Nalive F1 Metropolis-Hastings 77 225 2 B 5 Pk, 75 56 50 b 454 N A RE 0 Sk ik
P45, [F] I, MPRW 5 AE A ] DAM J5 30 AR T3 T MH D772 B A e R IE C FE P 39 240 0 1.5 %, UE W)
T DAM BEWS B i BEALAT A 4 30 A8 25 20 A1 F W S50 2 A 1 R S5 P B R AT MPRWADAMY 1 7 U AT
SMARW J7ik.

Table 1 KS test of different random walk methods under static topology environment

R 1 ERSIHANAET N AT E TR KS Rk

Wiatts-Strogatz Erdos-Renyi Barabasi-Albert Gnutella

Naive 2.3x107° 9.4x107° 2.2x107° 4.9x10°°
MH 3.4x107 5.8x10~° 2.1x107 5.6x107
MPRW+MH 3.3x107° 5.2x107° 1.9x10™ 4.7x107
MPRW+DAM 2.6x107° 4.8x107° 3.6x10°° 45x107°

C. Sy
(C.1) ¥R S IT o A
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Gl AT S R BT OE W BB H A T R R B B 1) CCDF x4 i 28 ,CCDF & XA
f(x)=1-P(X<x),CCDF 1 £k fit 05 5 - 3 e W 73 A R £50 11 )2 B0 ik B i 00 W ] 5 B 45 R BORTE & R 550 T
SMARW 75 325 V1 JEL T4 20 A1 240 L A 46 v 1) a8 0B " o 46 R 20 2 P AE 2 000 2647, 556 3.3 T 8 5 M 4
AN S R TH R S mL/N=(40-50|V|)/|V|=2000 k30, UE B T SMARW BEWS 5¢ 4T b 4 R BENLAT & H

S 9 &% 38 {7 44 LT Naive FiT Metropolis-Hastings 75 V5 AT 3B S 5 & FF 48 4 A0 ¥ HL A A 1 J2 38 e e, 1d 1
XA RN BE AT & JrVE I SSAFTE R R INAT T DA R W AN A
1 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ 1 :
— Naive — Naive
b — — MH
0.9 — MR 0.9 | — SMARW]]
081 0.8
0.7} 0.7
0.6f L 067
L [a)
8 ost 3 osf
o
0.41 0.4
0.3r 03
0.21 0271
0.17 017
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(a) Watts-Strogatz (b) Erdos-Renyi
1 Y m e P 1 —
1
09 — Naiv 091 — Naive ]
081 08 1
0.7 A
0.6 06l
w
[a) ('
g 057 § 05
0.4 [ 04l
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021 ] 0.2+ MH,Naive
N Mv_‘»— il v
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Message cost

(d) Gnutella

Fig.5 The CCDF distribution of message costs under different topologies
KI5 ANF3H S5 15 fUE A0 BT S CCDF &

(C.2) 7 AL LIF 53 A

GRS IR I G T B FATIE T3 IR I R GBI E LIF R PSR 2.2 4% LIF & SCH#ERATE M BT
B e et (L 5 e AT B W RO A 2 A v T B 2 L, S AR S DR 1 2R 8 (1 s B O T LIF=1. 4018 6 oo, 45 AR o
75 3 FATETEF SMARW J5 i3 BAT eI H) LIF (B, 2900 13X 78 73 UEW] T SMARW J5 vk B A B ey (1 97 380 i
P FEE AR AN Y R PR T JE T K SO ) B e D 19 AR 4 R 38 i 5 UL 110 Naiive A1 Metropolis-Hastings () LIF
LAY I 25, 733K P R BEAILAT A2 T (06 A )™ T PR AR R AT ¥ UG PR I 4 A5 A

© PEEEEER T

http:// www. jos. org. cn



s H AT QE R MAATAGTY R itk 641

(2) HZHRMBEPANHREET 3 Fp il FE 7 ¥% (MH, 45 e —
Naive, SMARW) 1] 22 45 72 % K% 7 J& 1. &k % 25 ol 407 - 1= N;;a;'v =l |1
Gnutella ¥ 4% H 47 f03% 42 B BT A B AT 0T 4500 35
ZAEIR (RTT) 47« BEHLHE LT King 77 7R 3K, 300
AL AEIE y 2xRTT.BEE 1 248 i # H 7£[6,100] 25/
S5 FEL 1857 OB B 7 15 UMM Poission 4%, 5
- 38) B K R =18, T RUAE LR I TR IR AR B4 A T 1

FEZEI TR 10 000s, BE5E 5 mUAE 10s P4 A IR0 fit 75 1 is
B SR Sk 3 A0 S I e S AT AL A — B
JE B B ) 3 80 B PR A S5 AT e 1 SR AR S H b o
500 000.Naive J7 £ MH J7 7 A —AN 1w A [R] s 3R HY 0 ﬂutella BaraEasi-Albert ;dos-Renyi Watts-Strogatz
MMEE SMARW 7 vL B AR Y 08 10,93 A7 3k Topology type
R0 Fig.6 The LIF distribution of different random walk
A HhEE R TRRE methods under different topologies
Gl ik 3 PR 7y 1034 B BE A R AR £ 1) 4y Kl 6 AFEFhIEifh 3 478 Ik
AR 25 B 5L T Stutzbach 2 A4y X ik 4% (MH,Naive, SMARW) ¥ LIF {f 4347 15 1L

SMARW 77 753K HL 50% Lk A5 ik A 5 A I Z1 1 30 b 4544
e (snapshot) k22 4 b, DA B AR BT A5 70 50 1100 028 402 P55 0 A R 26 1 18] 43 AT O 6 I8 255 oy A 85 AN 7 BT,

1 =
o Y !
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0.8 SMHARW 0.9
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°F 07
0.6
L i 06 SMARW,
8 05 8 0.5 Snapshot
0.4 04
0.3 03
0.2  Snapshot \ 0.2
01 0.1
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Degree Session time (ms) %107
(a) Sampled degree distribution (b) Sampled session time distribution
() HEHELAMFE AT (b) TELLIN Wl 23 A7

Fig.7 The CCDF distributions of degrees and session time of different sampling methods
K7 AR 7 32 1) 2 2 5 MR B2 I TR 1Y) CCDF il 2

45 R 7s, Naiive J7 VA MH J5 23R UK E B2 BERIAE Z6 I 18] CCDF 43 A1 (kAL 2% R 3C CCDF 73 Aii 55 3 C.1
ST SCHTTA]) 2 5t b 5B CCDF 23 A A7 /50 22,11 SMARW . J7 35 5 PR b S B 0 A BE A ) 53K 2 th T
SMARW 75 7% % 1] DAM dd REt — 20 B AR T 755 5 B B R W4 8 v 1 BEAILAT 25 ) e S5 J88, AT i /s 17 i 1) 3
SE T R G B2, ZE 2K I [ ) (R R 2 L2, 45 R 7R Naive 77780 MH 5 3R IR iliie CCDF 43 A it 4 15 v T4k
SRS N2 (K CCDF 1 2k, 1 3 Pk 73925 i 1) T 32 2 2650 i KD 1 e B A 2 I A8 v 143 A

B. WIZ%Eh N A

GEVFANRMIAE J7 1R B A R AR 2 U A BT B T B R H L4 R 8 . [ 8(a) s T 3 2Kl AL
A7 TN R R B PR B K) CCDF 430, 11 Naive F1 MH J772: /N1 s Ak A & 22 AN fl ke, ]
U AR 48 P 4T R e i L S BB, - 24 >5000, [ I A A K KRR S SE e, BV O D i AN 2 i R B i
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SMARW J7 7% I i Rk 1 B 3R A, 1 1) <1000, H B A5 55 v 1 a8 W R 4, 27k SMARW Jy vk BLAT 468 i 14 61
A1 5 TR 8 () S 7R Y A R I T S R A R SR I 9% FR 2k, 45 S SO, Naiive Al MH 7 1 B £ 2k )
R38R i I T4 S I B I G % N 1 0% 2 i 2 S AR 2 vk iR B (B y=a-x+b h 2k PErki % ,a b ity x A
)1 SMARW J7 72 B 5 £ 1 17 38 K 4% R B LAT A8 7 J2 14 2 2R M 3 6k I 1) K R AU R

Ymessagecost = P1 * Xsessiontime T P21 Py =1.4854e™°, p, =1.7284.
IR SMARW 75 1 M5 K HiL AR T 56 A [R] 48 2 B 100 4% st 0 i
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Fig.8 The CCDF distribution of message costs of different methods under churn
B8 Lt B IREE N ANIRI 7V e AT A W B A
4 7

EEXTAEL LA P2P )45 vh vy 4 Ji 1) PR ) R 4R T R T2 A peer EIE RREHLAT E AT WY R ME
i 3t 75 E——SMARW. B 8 23 M7 RS LR 36 E T SMARW J7 325 B A i B2 6 A7 38 340467 RS 0 DA A 888 v 40 G A
HFERE T, SMARW Jy v =B DTk T A8 S IR AR 45 /A0 P2P I 45 v ] 9™ Ji (1) K FIABE TG AR it A 3R 15 1) il
FESY A5 B DU AT R peer 35 i, R, SMARW 5 ¥ ] DAAE A — AN B A TE S il A 3 a5 15 B0 A SR IRt e
oy 33— 20 1 AR AL TS 3 W 5 BLSE R I 48 9 Bl % 0 N, SMARW A% 5 ¥ ] A% THT I 1) 25 A S AE 25 R4k P2P 1)
#4 v SMARW J7 7% 14 3.
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