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dPageRank — Improved distributed PageRank algorithm
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Abstract: The traditional PageRank algorithm was reviewed. The problems of rank-leaking and dangle-pages were
discussed. Then the theory and evaluation standard of distributed PageRank algorithm were introduced, and two published
experimental algorithms were discussed. After that, a new distributed PageRank algorithm was proposed, and an experiment

was set up to analyze the performance of this algorithm. At last, the conclusions were summarized and future research

directions were discussed.
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