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HA BT 3534005 3. VLA SOVLABEH T8 TREEBE, VLR BT 212013)

FE: KRR EAE—F BT SRERBBEREM LR ML LM ERENEXKET
BT A T e A xR AL, B2k R T A AR AR 1 4R M 48 (SNME) 4 3 TR AE R ek b % K AL 2%
MAnRENT BRI M BRIFRNE R 2R ART E R E L, BET A ERELZK
(NEC) 443k ¥ B ARSRAR R BEAZ L, AW R @ A3 AN T B 3r ARl E 77 ik 2 R AR & (CN) L KR 4
Bt (RA) A= Adamic — Adar( AA) 5 R £ A0k & F) B PRAF 45 M A R 25 5 2L Ok H AR 4B [ i 2K 2
AE= A A R B BN A RSV _EAT B4 R4 3 AN RS TR AL AL B SNME — NEC — CN SNMF - NEC -
AA F= SNMF —NEC — RA ; 3b5b, i@ i 3k K F AR 52 3 T2 538, SRAT A TR R 4B 5. £ 6 A
W& b5 A RAM T R LER, FI 4 R R R ATRAEA AUC #= F11A551423% T 22% F= 11.4%.
KRR : 4EIETAM ;2 ARIE RAEME R BBRsEM); T R E

FESEKE TP91  CEIREM:A XE4HS:1672 -8513(2024)03 —0359 - 09

YT, B R TN AN ) A58k B A AR R A AT 254 — AR T A ER R 4 41
2 T T O R T A RSN B A S (R 2 AR M S [ B 00 528 9 T B N A < T 4 M R D e e 4
B i ) U X 2 5 P SRR 250 A 3 4 1 s T 0000 3 50, JH vl Jo 3 AL 32 e oy 17 33t 0 T 00R,: R
U, 33 KA P f R0 6 4 45 - HE [ 4B )& ( common neighbors, CN) ™) % U 43 it ( resource allocation, RA) ' 1)
Fe AA HEFR BRI, LA _F 3 ANET R ¥ R SR iR At i), 24 4 13 TR , bR 75 9k A T30 o4
& ONTRANAS A, — ST N GO LT R AR AL S 3 [ As P[]t DB HE ZR NI U e A B AR Rl 5. 197]
4 Muscoloni %57 $2 LT 3 [y #5445 (length three , 13) FMHESR , ZHE SR Al 60 & BT A5 49 24 3 Bk e 8
- B 15 A £ 0 P A O T 2 B AR MBI 5 Lee 5% 7 SCRHR [ 2 ] St _E Rl A3 R AR L2
CN.AA F1 RA 5 3 B2 m &4 M3 H 3 oy 1542 2L R 41 JE ( common neighbors length three, CN — 1.3) 3 [ 4%
1% Adamic — Adar( adamic — adar length three, AA — 13) Fll 3 [ 1545 %543 i ( Resource Allocation Length three,
RA - 13) ;Lee %" FE Hp ] 10 3 1 A5 D Lk WEAE SRR A 53 CN L AA I RA, S2I0 R WPERE B 500 TR
FEHUEE 5 BT , Wang 251" e A 07U R R 43 5000500 5 D) 4% PR 3 A0 /80 1 4 O 155 8 20 JR S8 AR (812 CN L AA
1 RA SR B 0 26 AR B o) R A8 DA b T — i R b R I, (BT AN 3 i o 4 0 v
FERE 5. AN SCIE T F 17 46 % 43 f# ( nonnegative matrix factorization, NMF ) T il 452 75U 2 J5 7 4 24 45 750 i 751 Jy
W, HA 0 AE NMF JER B0 45 2 805 42 2 TIPS 1. Bl Chen 25177 42 M 76 4 6700 B 20 A L ikl 45
N AR IR R G SR 5 AR P S 5 Chen 5T 8 M 45 I 67 I A 45 I 4% J S N 4 R 454
FAFE NG BT BT IS B4 T s R R 5 1 4 h X PR A 0 B A Al 0 s A B T
TCIaFNAL P 28 ) A8 3R HE T NMF G 2 Bl SR A5 3 B vt B, A 2 =2 A5 I I 48 Jry R 4l i 15 .

ASCRRPELUS 2 ARl 1) Aoy i & 52845 515 WO 28 2840 52 ) Qe AT 248 v 7 22 1) [vd) If £ 425 100 8% ) 7
MEREAE L. Jo T A SRR REOF R A Y AMBEHR S (node and edge clustering, NEC) 73 05
B s LU, R TR 28000 3 2 T Ry AR RLEE (CN CAA FIRA) 5795 U422 RIS /0 B AR R 5 DR 5

4 %5 H #A:2022 — 04 —05.
BEEWH AEE B ARAREIES (2021J011146) KR 2EBe5 | #E AA R G 3134 (YJ202017) .
YEE RN B #1979 = ), 53 4, PR, 32 D S5 50 5% T30 AR ) 2 R R T 5
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ZER AR EAR B s drJim , FIHTIE IE DAL D7 1ok Lo {5 18 S5 Rk PR3 R P e S SR A o A s (e B 1) 3 R 45
PN R 2 (0 0 B A B [ A 5 % UM 4S8 ) SNMF — NEC — CN SNMF — NEC — AA F1 SNMF — NEC — RA.
TE 6 AN TGl JoAL M 4, SCERAE R A A SC 3 A B 15 2 O T B AR R .

1 7k
L1 BEHEUESREER

PO 245 5 4 S 15 2% X 245 T A o R ) B A5 IR (), AN T] 2K 200 19 4 23 Ky 5 L DA Bk 0 412 P 5 L B 52
£, W WA T R AL 5 - ON | RA K& AA 845, BARE SCInEk 1 P,

®1 FTELNETHABBECUE

FEPR A PR AR
Common Neighbor( CN) si;‘ = |(x)NC(y) |
1
Adamic — Adar( AA) s;A = 2 ok
r(x)NC(y) g(k,)
1
Resource Allocation( RA) sfy“ = z o
er(onrGy) K:

oo T (o) 7R 99 5 v B4R S

VAL 3 AR5 Al A AR WO 288 SRyl 2t R A S, SR T 0 I 248 20 L 14 , 0 FRL g R 12 B e P 45
DAy AL B 19 2% X TIPS 38, AR SR 45 i A9 BE SR IS R KR W 258 1 s BE R AR 1Y i R AR B B 42
RIEFA K (edge clustering coefficient, ECC) i & AT RN P 5 AR OB EE , HoE St (1) .

Ecc(x’y):min(iNEyi,jlfc?—l) ’ (1)

ot CN (o, y) FOoRTT L« Ay IERRBFESL kb, FoR 1« 2.
T RIRIE R B (node clustering coefficient, NCC) i i [0 28 AT 5 15 43 1532019 s AR R JEE , o st
(2) FroR.

2t,
R *
Hordr T (x) 15 8 v ARFE 4L
FlE 20 (1) FN(2) My iy S S5 B 5FEFr (node and edge clustering, NEC ) i & [0 2875 15 5 5 2 S % F
JE 0 L (3) Fow.

5= Y ECC(x,y)NCC(x,y). (3)

yel(x)

1.2 SEEEFNEE

X R AR 7 0 % 43 7 ( symmetric nonnegative matrix factorization, SNMF ) 3 138 1 B AR ALLEE B8 A RCHH 3R /0 28 15
RRIAE R AR A ORI SB B SNME bRk A WS SRR 7225 1), FARBRC BRI AL

Ivl‘};rg‘ISNMF Z% A - ww' | 2F (4)

Hrh W e R P FRIRIEAS R K SRR e 1) 4R

SR (4) A0 R 45 I i 4 5 TG T AR M 22 A S0 R 2% 2 g £ 0] A3 i SRS B 2 2R T Sy b 4
FONRE AR R LTSI 3 2Rt 5 (3) MRS SR IR R M 245 45 S R EE A,
TE SR

SN =St + S (5)
SNETA = gS 4 SN (6)
ST = pSEt + ST (7)

o arE S5 B A P 25 K 7 JE K.
P ATE B AT (S) ((6) F(T) L ARFE 2RI S5 5 Bl A R 45, € AT
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0, =%2 ‘ wo-w ‘ZSgEC—CN = Tr( WTDNEC-CNW) — Tr( WTSNEC—CNW) = Tr( WTLNF.Cf(,'NW)' (8)
i=1

0, :%2 z ‘w[ —w, ‘2SgEC—AA = Tr( WTDNEC—AAW> — Tr( WTSNEC—AAW) = Tr( WTLNE(I—\AW)' 9)

1

03 = 2 2 2 ‘Wl- - W; ‘ZS;EC_RA =Tr( WTDNEC_RAW) =T ( WTSNEC_RAW) = Tr( WTLNEC—RAW>' (10)

:,H\:EP,TT( . ) %%ZT_\‘%E%B/‘J@,DNEC_CN ‘DNEC—AA& DNEC—RA %Xj‘ﬁ ﬁ,LNFAC,CN — DNEC—CN _ S,\IEC—CN \LNEC,AA —
DNI«:C—AA _SNEC—AA& LNEC,RA :DNEC—RA _ SM:C_RA%‘%%Tj%TjE?%E%-
IR E(4) L(8) ((9) FI(10) SR HESE— 3 AMERH B AL, 3 A~ HARS BN -

. 1

rv{/l;r(}JSNMF—NEC—CN=7||A_WWT ||fv+0‘01- (11)
. 1

rv{/l;rol JSNMF—NEC—AA:?”A_WWT ||2F+0‘02- (12)
. 1 T

I‘;};I(}-]SNMF—NEC—RA:?”A_WWI ||2F+a03' (13)

NITESGE—27 2 Frde 3 A HARSUR B H K ok 3 A2k R BIA 20 o — A GE— 19 H ARk o
A

miOJ:% | A-WW" |2 +aTe(WLW). (14)

Ty 2] TR TSR ASSOR FHRES 93 H S5 SR it fee e e R BRI A - Tr(AB) = Tr(BA)
FEHA(14) A

J(W)=Tr(AA" -2AWW" + WW'WW") + oTr( W'LW). (15)
SIATIMI H T ®=[¢] ., HEFX(15),H:
J(W) =Tr(AA" —2AWW" + WW' WW") + oTr( WLW) + Tr(OW"). (16)

MER=(16) 5 W IJCom, A
JW)=Tr( —2AWW' + WW' WW") + oTr( W'LW) + Tr( ®W").
Xt J(W) KA, A

318(7‘/“’]"): ~AW + WW'W + oLW + ®.

i KKT( Karush — Kuhn - Tucker) 5{FH ¢, w,, =0, : ~AW + WW'W + oLW =0.
PR, SR LI A R
AW

W Wi rw
WW'W + LW

) e (17)

2 RESE

AT FEGHE PR AR A H A St IER S R R

EE1 HABIKRE(14) TEE AR (17) T 2 F 8528 98 1Y)

R E BN W DT i B B

FE SRR » Al a' 4 H(x,x) 2 F (o) PR B eR B, IR 2 25006 /2 AR 25 H (e, 2") = F(x) JH(x,
x)=F(x)

SIEE 1 25 H(x,a)J2 F () AR eREL, F () 7255 MR A 30 12 k.

x"*Y = arg min H(x,x"). (18)
iERR
F(x )y <H(x"D 20y <H(x 10 = F(x).
B N (14) HINER S W R, A  F(W) =Tr( —2AWW' + WW' WW' + aW'LW).
KF(W) R W1 2 IR i 4K
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F'(W) = [;’TFV] =[ —2AW +2WW'W +2oLW] =] ~AW + WW'W + oLW] ,.
nk
" o'F T - T
F (W):[awz] =[ 24 +2WW" +2aL], =[ -A+WW' +aL] .
nk

SIEE2 H(W, W) F AR A
[WW'W +aDW] ,
W</tc)

H<Wnk9Wz(11’c)) =Fnk(WiI[f)> +F,nk<Wr(lllc))<Wnk _W,(,;;) +

ER F, (W) ZEEIT N
Fy(W,) =F, (W) +F (W) (W, -W)) +[ —A+WW +aL], (W, -W, )" (20)
N H(W, W) >F, (W,),5(19) 5(20) tLiEH :
[WW'W +alW],
W,

(W, =W, (19)

= -A+WW'+aL],,. (21)

n

NHEWWW], =Y WP IWW],=W) [WW] flaLlW],=(al-A)W, .

=1
L5 LA, 30 (21) BRAL H(W,,, Wi > F o (W) A3E. ARFESN(21) ATTEE #E 1 AT
[WW'W +aDW] ,
W,
W e —w W) AW
2[WW'W + aDW] , WW'W + o LW

B = arg min H(x,x ) SF (W) +2 (W, W) =0.

) e
FEFE 1 IR
3 XRERSHH

3.1 FMES
ffFH AUCH R FLY™ B Bl 2 TR STRPE R, H0eh FL A 156 SRS BE R 255 VSR .
a) AUC(areas under ROC) ,JMis{4E E” RO SR AEAEAE T e 0 MU BE S HEA T LLARE, A ST 3 L
Ben WA ny UCMIRER AP BRI 0 R T AR AP I EEE I 080 A ny IR BB RS, AUC € 3L
AUC _m +0.5 xn,

n
Horprn IR B EAL.
b) F1 JE A7 [ (Recall) FITE K ( Precision) P AIRF- (i, HoiE SCANE.

Fl = 2 x Recall x Precision

Recall + Precision
3.2 HUR&

ASCR A 6 FLSEHE IR IEA 4 <) 28 1B SE 2% (YEAst, YEA) ') b) NIPS™ ) [ i i 8%
2% (euroroads ,ER) "' d) 25 32 3@ 45 il I (air traffic control, ATC) "’ &) i J7 ¥ ( powergrid, PG) "/ )
Router % HHJZK M1 I 6 A FIGEHIES S 1.

F1 6 MEXMRTEMERIMFESIT

Network | V] |E | <k> c Density
YEA 2 361 7 182 5.629 8 0.130 1 0.002 4
Router 5022 6 258 2.490 0 0.0330 0.000 5
NIPS 2 888 2981 2.064 4 0.000 3 0. 000 7
ER 1174 1417 2.413 9 0.016 7 0.002 1
ATC 1 226 2615 2.1313 0.057 6 0.001 7
PG 4941 6 594 2.669 1 0.080 1 0.000 5

o, [ VISR 80, [ E RS, <k> BT, CRYERISFE Density Fom [ 45 F0 % L.
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3.3 BEEFRE
a) JEBLEHIARMUE S CN AA I RAM T 8 LI F.
1 1
S(.;N = r ; ’Sf-\.A = ,SRA = -—.
v ‘F(L) n F<J> ‘ v zel‘(;ﬂ‘(j) log k.Y 2eT (1) NT() k.
b) 3 ANJETF 3 W AR MU (CN - 13 (AA - 13 1 RA - 13) " 5 SLUn°F.

GON-13 _ GAA-13 _ Ay GRA-13 _ Ay
i T Qay >0y = i :
veliyel; veliyer; /log(k,)log(k,) velively /K k,

¢) SCF — CN SCF — AA I SCF — RA Fii#gH5" , Hoig XA F
S =(A+DS+[(A+D)S]".
Hor A SRS AR IERRE , S 43512 CN (AA FI RA.
d) T 5RIEE B RS HR (node and link clustering,NLC) PV SE00 17 SR SR IARGL &, Hooe LN F.

. CN(x,2) CN(y,z) 2i,
SNE = =R NE s Co+ =x C L HPC =
Y cer(Shroy k-1 : k. -1 ) k.(k -1)

e) TG ZTNGER L KT s S AR AR 2 114 A £ 0 B 4 i i % TR A 7Y ( non — negative matrix factoriza-
tion via structure and attribute similarity , SASNMF ) " 204 20 2 35 9 £ 56 6 40 iS4 il 4 CN . AA F1 RA
I3 IR CN — SASNME AA — SASNMF Fl RA — SASNMF A% [] B 45435 00 4% Joy 3l A4 Jmy 25 44
3.4 HERSW

A ST PRI e B ) A E N3 2 .

R2 FRBRATESHIRE

S YEA NIPS ER ATC Router PG
e’ 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1

B 0.5 0.5 35 0.5 0.5 20

K 70 70 70 70 70 70
AU E 70 70 70 70 70 70

MEAR 3 A5 PN AR RIPEAE ca) SR A AUC FFL B 41 DAY AT AR AR UM RE 5 b) SR 0 Rk DA
JIT PRAS RS TN i SR SRS R B A BT = TR 5 ¢ ) PRAN T P A 7 5 e .

S — SIS TR AR S BAE AR MR B T B, SE R 4 SRR A 26 3 P AT AR BN LAR 2 4L

a) NLC $8H51E 6 Hi b P 45 b YR A5 B ARSI B2 B 4n /e NIPS R g b F1 {H 2 0, H 322 U2 %48
BT S SR 0 s G RIS, 224 D 2% s s P4 o () 2 ) 7 oS0 R e e e 1 2 AN 2, S SRS R
F. CN L AA I RA 3 ANFEFRIY % BT f I [F S8 FE Bl 1k M 45 R B 4544 , 5 NLC A Lb, PERE 3RS W] 38 5. CN
- 13 AA - L3 Fll RA - 13 & 3 Wi A2 (s B M4 0 29 55 B, 5 CNAA Fil RA 3 MEFRHE L, 7E R
HBA3 W28 i PEREAT IIr$ =i 1 SCF — CN SCF — AA FlI SCF - RA 3 MEFREET B8 & ViRl D8 AE 2L IR+ R
TREs Y, A XM A RO NS 4549, 5 RIEARA EL , PR B 4 .

b) CN - SASNMF AA — SASNMF Fl RA — SASNMF 55 iy $ 452 704 30 J2 3 S 1 0 B o0 AlE 28 vl 5 2 U8
GG AN IR RSB N P 28 Jry R AR T /5 255 [RIEREORAE Jy 38 L 42 Jm B 42 SRS AN Jmy 3 10 oS 3R 2SR 3 42 3|
PRI [A] B f rh M RE I L TR il AUC B4, 7€ YEA (NIPS (ER ATC PG F1 Router [-,SNMF —
NEC - CN 5 CN - SASNMF #i ., AUC {H4r BI4E 1 T 5. 4% 50. 1% 22% 1.3% .27. 6% F1 12.9% ; F1 fi§
5,76 YEA NIPS ER ,ATC .PG 1 Router |-, SNMF — CN — KN & CN — SASNMF #f [, F1 {E4r 488 T
1.8% 21.7% 2. 4% 2. 4% 6. 6% Fl 5% . Fe W Fri R G & )5l 2 sk R MR A sl R R B kst
T 7 X 45 0 e

®3 BARFESHEERTE 6 A% E AUC #1 FL &

Ei=2an e YEA NIPS ER ATC PG Router
CN F1 0.194 0. 141 0.077 0. 264 0.123 0. 107

AUC 0.735 0. 483 0.539 0.713 0. 626 0. 651
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&HR3
FeFR B YEA NIPS ER ATC PG Router
AA F1 0.353 0.169 0.072 0.377 0. 186 0.204
AUC 0.732 0.503 0.539 0.732 0. 626 0. 648
RA F1 0.323 0.527 0. 087 0. 387 0. 087 0. 383
AUC 0. 883 0.773 0. 557 0. 836 0. 632 0.934
CN - 13 F1 0. 605 0.018 0. 082 0.545 0. 156 0.599
AUC 0. 855 0.511 0. 541 0. 821 0.595 0. 906
AA - 13 F1 0. 599 0.014 0. 068 0. 549 0. 156 0.593
AUC 0. 852 0. 509 0.532 0. 825 0. 592 0. 899
RA 13 F1 0. 633 0. 624 0. 106 0.532 0. 199 0. 609
AUC 0. 888 0. 859 0. 553 0. 823 0. 631 0.929
F1 0. 340 0. 809 0. 180 0. 459 0. 166 0.410
SCF - CN
AUC 0. 890 0. 818 0.584 0. 871 0. 696 0.947
F1 0. 669 0.747 0.179 0.619 0.270 0. 649
SCF - AA
AUC 0. 892 0. 880 0. 587 0. 877 0. 693 0.946
F1 0.673 0. 781 0. 167 0. 600 0.284 0. 656
SCF - RA
AUC 0. 897 0.918 0. 586 0. 868 0. 697 0. 948
NLC F1 0.352 0. 000 0. 002 0.177 0.076 0.184
AUC 0. 700 0. 500 0.501 0. 596 0.542 0. 609
F1 0. 840 0. 634 0. 740 0. 851 0. 761 0. 838
CN - SASNMF
AUC 0. 861 0.317 0.585 0.876 0. 633 0. 843
F1 0. 844 0.563 0. 735 0. 851 0. 857 0. 763
AA - SASNMF
AUC 0. 884 0. 146 0. 587 0. 877 0. 896 0. 647
F1 0. 852 0. 833 0.731 0. 845 0.763 0. 867
RA - SASNMF
AUC 0. 896 0. 819 0. 560 0. 864 0. 640 0.920
F1 0. 858 0. 851 0. 854 0. 875 0. 873 0. 889
SNMF - NEC - CN
AUC 0.914 0. 818 0. 899 0. 949 0.944 0.975
F1 0. 858 0. 835 0. 848 0.874 0. 869 0. 882
SNMF - NEC - AA
AUC 0.918 0.795 0. 879 0.942 0. 945 0.977
F1 0. 854 0. 853 0. 817 0. 870 0. 840 0. 875
SNMF - NEC - RA
AUC 0. 906 0. 818 0. 853 0.935 0.927 0.977

FEOC, VG BT SASE Y e e, o 5 i A 4] 3 D 2 0 5% b 38 50 O 4 A i M. R 0 LAl 30% \40%
+,90% , f1 T3 0] BRA SLEGAV % B CN . CN — 1.3 \SCFCN ,CN — SASNMF #11 SNMF - NEC - CN 4347 &A1&
PRIE, 7EIE 1 RIS R], SNMF - CN - KN gRFF R A PERE. 2R84 Y 30% if, CN CN - L3 SCFCN FI CN -
SASNM i bR I ERf 38 {25 1 I 2 S PR DL LTk JCIR A AR B 22 R A5 2 H 15 15 45 ) 258 A i, BEATL I
GRER HLARHIN AUC A FL(ERITAR2 8T T SR, BT $2 4 5 SNME — NEC - CN fE I 55 30% IHK IR KA
I DI BB 2 T 45 42 i X 2%

4 SHHBEST

4.1 BHoTH

SEHGEERANE 2,2 o =0 B, BT EERRLR A N AR R — B R R 4h 44 RIS 3 25 B, S Bsf JH0000 o 1
AV R R T SR R AR R X 2 TC IR AR T 2 S5 (5 B 2 o B3 LT, AUC A1 FL {546 BT, B3
M =0.1H AUC Fl F1 (. 24 o >0. 1 i}, AUC Al F1 {5 3G #0 R M, F 2R 2 o 8800 S5 200 24558
PR RERZE K. L, 2 « =0. 1 B, AUC 1 F1 (IR,
4.2 BHpTH

SR B A il Jry R A A T SRS AL R RE ), S IR 25 AR S 7E R 3. 24 B =0 B, TR ALIR AL A (PR F



53 BRI R 3 < R R R SR I 8 X kAl 7 R e o i e T 365

— B REMEREE L, 5 B EZHHE R, AUC M FL EZHTIT 4G 1T, % YEA NIPS ATC il Router [,
=0. 5 WAL, %t ER F1 PG W 8 43512 20 F1 35 B fh , 32 I PR A ] 190 28 25+ B AN [ .

CN—— CN-L3—%— SCFCN—#*— SNMF-NEC-CN CN-SASNMF —&—
1 0.9 1 [
0.9 08 0.9
0.7
0 0.8 &) 0 0.8
=) 06 =)
< 0.7 < 0.5 <0.7F
0.4 ' e
0.6 03 0.61
05 0.2 1 1 1 1 1 J 0.5 1 1 1 1 1 J
03 04 05 0.6 0.7 08 09 03 04 05 0.6 07 08 0.9 03 04 05 06 0.7 08 09
lERER] YL LA UlERERY]|
(a) YEA (b)NIPS (c¢)ER
1r Ir
09 09
0.8 0 08|
S =
<07 <07}k
0.5 — T 1 ) 05 1 1 1 1 1 1 0.5 I I I 1 1 )
03 04 05 06 0.7 08 09 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 03 04 05 06 0.7 08 09
PlEREA] PIERER1] PIER=R ]
(d)ATC (e) Router (f)PG

1 TREIIZETRE AUC 4

IL__E._’—-E 09r

091 0.854

0.8

0.7 08
© 0.6 =) 0.75‘
<05} YEA—— ATC —&—

NIPS —— Router 0.7
04 F ER—%— PG—v—
0.65 NIPS —¢—
03| . ER —%— PG —v—
02 1 1 1 J 0.6 1 1 1 J
0 0.01 0.1 1 10 0 0.01 0.1 1 10
o o

B2 Z#axRARE AUC 1 F1 {H
1 09
|— 0.88 | M

0.95 0.86 2
0.84 %

09 E 0.82
) 1 YEA —— ATC —=— _ 08F
o NIPS —— Router = 0.78 4
<085  pR—%— PG —v— 0.76 F
0.74 YEA——  ATC—8—
| NIPS —%— Router
08 0.72 ER—*—  PG—v—
0.7
0 75 1 1 1 1 J 0 68 1 1 1 1 J
) 0.5 5 20 35 50 0 0.5 5 20 35 50
B B

B3 2% XMARF AUC #1 F1 &
4.3 BMKBTH
SHK FHG BT, 55025 S5 4,24 K =10 F] 60 22 ], AUC il F1 #7424 K =10
i, AUC il FI (Rt /N2 R 2 S 43 P TR 445 75 . 4 K=T70 1, AUC i FIL (BT AR e, PR, 24
K =70 i, P AL
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F1
=]
o
g

YEA—— ATC —a—
NIPS —— Router
ER —— PG ——

YEA—+— ATC—&—
NIPS —«— Router
ER—%— PG—v— 0.81

0.7 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 J 0.8 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 J
10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
ZHK ZHK

E4 RE K76 W% L3 RRE AUC #1 F1 &
4.4 ERREET

EACUREEZ I T H AR 2% sRECSIGH BE | 326 A RUREGER/INF /s WA S5 R JT R A PR S0 ey 3 sl el sy | 1 ik
RUKEEANEH110,20,30,-++,100 |, SEEGEE R WAL 5 s, o] SRES S 2436 ECH 10 B, B4 I 25 il
TR R 413 7 , RN AL T U RS TC L FE 0 i3RI 25 Jaifs L 4 SR 2 A SR 2RAE B , AR B GA s K, AUC Fn
F1 {EZ 88 K H 2ER RO F5ET 70 i, PEREFF-iata . BRI, AR Bk 70 B, SR AERf B e i

0.98 0.9
[

0.96 0.89
0.94 0.88
0.92 0.87
o 09 _ 0.86
=) =~
< 0.88 0.85
YEA —— ATC —=—
0.86 NIPS —<— Router 0.84
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Link prediction based on symmetric nonnegative matrix factorization
combining structure and clustering

CHEN Guang-fu'*,CHEN Hao®
(1. College of Mathematics and Computer science, Wuyi University, Wuyishan 354300, China;2. The key Laboratory of

cognitive computing and intelligent information processing of Fujian education insitutions, Wuyishan 354300, China;

3. College of Electronical and Information Engineering, Jiangsu University Jingjiang college, Zhenjiang 354300, China))
Abstract: Most of the existing link prediction algorithms only consider node clustering or link clustering and ignore
the internal correlation between network structure and clustering, which leads to a decrease in prediction accuracy. In
view of the above shortcomings,we propose a link prediction framework based on symmetric non-negative matrix fac-
torization ( SNMF ) to fuse structure and cluster information capture network to maintain network local, global and
node and link clustering. Firstly ,the fusion node and edge clustering coefficient (NEC) captures the degree of node
neighborhood association ,and then undirected and weighted three local similarity methods Common Neighbor (CN)
Resource Allocation (RA) and Adamic-Adar (AA))and clustering while maintaining structure and clustering; sec-
ondly,the adjacency matrix is mapped to a low-dimensional latent space,and the above information is fused using
graph regularization to propose three link prediction models : SNMF-NEC-CN,SNMF-NEC-AA and SNMF-NEC-RA ;
Furthermore ,the proposed model parameters are learnt by iteratively updating the rules to obtain the optimal predic-
tion probability matrix. Comparing with the existing representative methods on six networks, the experimental results
show that the AUC and F1 values of the proposed model are improved by 22% and 11.4% ,respectively.

Key words: link prediction; symmetric nonnegative matrix factorization; local structure; node and edge clustering
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