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Figure 1 (Color online) The generation of big data: cyber, physical, human spaces
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Figure 3 (Color online) The number of pairs of vertexes
which have first-order and second-order proximity in differ-
ent datasets
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Figure 4 (Color online) The framework of structured deep network embedding (SDNE)

#& 1 SDNE REEXNFSHRER
Table 1 Symbol and definition for SDNE

Symbol Definition
n Number of vertexes
K Number of layers
S={s1,...,8n} The adjacency matrix for the network
X ={z}7,, X = {&:}7, The input data and reconstructed data
Y (k) — {ygk) n, The k-th layer hidden representations
w k) Wik The k-th layer weight matrix
b(®) | (k) The k-th layer biases
0 = {w& Wk pk) pk)} The overall parameters
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i=1
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DA% BOA N, A AEABLIR &1 Jo 405 ) FA) 1 A 2 Ml Pl S5 A R AIE 2% 1] (R A AT AL B AN T DR B R &R LR
Ui, SDNE FJ3F M B S Hod i =445 fd (] R 20 Fa A5 B R 4ERR 42 R N 48 45 4.

ASASCORARE 4 i (10 I 248 5 ) e N8 (1, 3 I 4 48 )t 75 e 4 F . FRATT A — I AR LS SR 7R R 0
WY 28 2. — B ARACLEE T DA it PRI 1T 50T P BRRAE I M B A5 R, ERLLE, FRATTIAETE T I BB sk )
Mok &, HAR R mEOA®)

n n
K K
L= siglly™ = o 13 = > sijly - wsll3. (4)
i,j=1 i,5=1

X (4) WHFREUMEH T Laplacian eigenmaps o) IR, &2 X0 AR 15 R 72 B 5 % 2 8] L
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ij=1
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1 & .
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2
k=1

2.1.4 REMLGE

NT AR RL, ARl 0 NRE Lo BRI, KEDBERITH 0L/ oW *)
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OWE)  9X  OW(E)
X 1 AT, RiE (3) AR
8»C2nd >
2 —92(X — X) o B.
X 2( ) © (8)
82 AT 0X /oW HITFERFEIAR, BN X = o(Y E-DWE) 4 pE)), %m OLona /OW E) 85
B3], BT 5 LSRR E, A1 UE I IEAE R 0Lona/OW P k=1,.. . K —1 F 8Lona/OW *),
B, BRATTERS 0L/ OW B . L1 HIHRSRRET AR U0
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i,j=1
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T 1ART 0L /0Y, BATAT LG E]

OLst
Y

AN, 35 AR g, FATT B RIRT Lo B S.

BUE, BAT1C2[2) 7 ira 2800w T i 5. @8I S 805, BATT DR T BEHURG R T B
RXTGRPE A SR BAT SR Oy 1 8 R ) BE AR Ak S B N R AR 1 0, AT e (il PR
1572 P 2% SR B HEAT TIN5 (21, JX CLR IR B A — N A I AR P T L W 2% £ 7 725 22), Ry
WEREIRNE 1 .

=2(L+L")-Y. (11)

Algorithm 1 Training algorithm for the semi-supervised deep model of SDNE

Require: the network G = (V, E) with adjacency matrix S, the parameters o and v.
Ensure: network representations Y and updated parameters 6.

1: Pretrain the model through deep belief network to obtain the initialized parameters 8 = {9(1) ,,,,, G(K)};

2: X =285;

3: repeat
4 Based on X and 6, apply Eq. (1) to obtain X and Y = Y(&);
5 Lnix(X;0) = (X — X) @ B||2 4+ 2atr(YTLY) 4 vLreg;
6 Based on Eq. (6), use OLnix/00 to back-propagate through the entire network to get updated parameters 6;
7: until converge
8

: Obtain the network representations Y = Y (¥),

2.2 1RESFIE
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BT . X SR RAL [ — > SR 1) 2 A o] 2 5380 B LT s SR AL, X — B iy
R v, BRINE S RIZE A L Z R 2R, AT DS R E R SRIEAE = {s15, ..., snp), FE
Hosip RN CEAFAERIT R v AUFTII R op ZIIFHIUE. T2, JATATLORE « /EJ9 SDNE (%
N, RGN IS4 0 1321 IR v, EEMERER O1). R v, MOFHHT R
[AIAAAEIERE, JATHITTE T AR GEAL B A 0L, O 1 AR AMEOL, TA T LR B T4
RIS S, BT S AR IESE, XS B AR AR AR EEAT 1 18

WHEEZRE. ARG EIRE R O(nedl), FH n FoRTAHIEE, d £RZERRAYE
B, ¢ RWET RIRF L, T RIERIREL. S8 d — BOR AR GRALE [958R ¢ A (ER AT AN
R T A n BRI, X T e, ©RPNNESLIRN I R HEL Flin, A, S NI
KRR EOEZ IR 7. 72 top-k KIAMEET, ¢ = k. B, cdl 5 n RASLH), B 5E 8 R IIZ5
RIRPEAN AL K1 D ECR LA .

2.3 SWAE

AT — L FCSC B AN LS BT B VFIIAS R B R 28 HR N RALE T35, SEBR A5 SRAE ] 1 3RATTHR H 0
PR RN BT H T VA IR B 2 I RCR T

2.3.1 HEHE

N T AP AR TR A R I 2 R AL A 28, BATMEH T 5 Mg Bt e, 04E 3 Mgk
2. — G MR —ANEF M, FNE 3 DR RN LT 7Sk, B2k, bt
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Table 2 Dataset statistics

Dataset #(V) #(E)
Blogcatalog 10312 667966
Flickr 80513 11799764
Youtube 1138499 5980886
Arxiv GR-QC 5242 28980
20-Newsgroup 1720 Full-connected

FEFTIFI T RRA. 28 18 i He H s A2 1) A, X T8RN S FRATTR FH — N B 2 R Sk pE Al 8UR.
KT HIEEN BAARAR W T

e Blogcatalog 2?1, Flickr [23] Fl Youtube ?4. EATRIELIAZ ML, —MH P #HE T 20—/
2. XFF Blogcatalog —3EH 39 NAFE A4S, Flickr A 195 MAE 42K, 3T Youtube H 47 A
[ 7328, X sy 28m] DAE RN A s, Rk, eATn] DAE 2 40 AT 45 Bt A7 Rl

e Arxiv GR-QC 1), iX & — MBS SCAMEMLE, B AHE Arxiv _FYIELTT [H IR SC. 7EIX N5
A ERR—AMER, WRRIEA LR RR T8 XN EARER TEA A1 s 1 2850E B R
DL IR 8 FH SR A 42 O fr) AT 55

e 20-Newsgroup® . XML T KL 20000 55571, RS HEBARE T 20 DAFE /24
[ —>. FRATH ARSI ef-idf SRERAESCRY, STRY R AR 2 AR BURE R i 2 e AT BE S AT T LR %
ARHALRE R 2 P 2% . FRATTIE B T ARIEN comp.graphics, rec.sport.baseball Fl talk.politics.gums 3
FAAE T AAL iR 45

SAFRUL, FRAVEG AU LSRN TCAL 25 . R FOBR 25 9 286 /N RO Y o 2% B R EAT T 556
I, I L A2 1T DA LA % Gl S e 90 25 i N SR AEAR B R AR 1. 3R 2 R T AN B SR Bk g it

EJ=|

[=Pnny

2.3.2 EHEHE

FATMA LA 5 Mt BRI AE T 7. BT 4 DN MZHR AR AL, Common neighbor R IR A
BERETRIN.

e DeepWalk Pl & BEHLIFE R skip-gram AR SR A Bl W 28 AL

o LINE 01, 1% 7735505l 5E LT ORFE— B R R A B G R IR s 8. FEXT Bk s BIRALfE , 1%07
EPHE T AR R (R ZRALE.

e GraRep P9, 1277754 R FORITE B m B AR ALEE, [FINFIH SVD RIIZERL. & BHEHi 1
— BRI =T R AL

e Laplacian eigenmaps (LE) (51, & 8 43 At AT 2 HE B () o 5 o 30T R SR A J X 48 3R A &
12 AR — Wi 9% F ok 2 2] I 45 R AL

e Common neighbor 161, 1% 777 F ) F 7 2500 36 (R 41 F8 ke i &1 s A AL . & R T8
TOUI ) HE T

6) http://qwone.com/~jason/20Newsgroups,/ .
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2.3.3 TR

ANTEAEMN LS B BERETIN . ZARRE 7 RAI AL 4 AMES BREAT 75256, ST 10 2% E A Al
FETAESS, FRATIE A precision@k Al mean average precision (MAP) SEVEALSZIG R, & LWI:

e precision@k A& — M5 TR MEAM FIBCE FE bR, & 1€ LR

114 € Viindex(j) < b, A(G) = 1)

precision@Fk(4) .

Horp v 2R, index(j) £5 j MREIHEF RG], Ai(5) = 1 BY v Aoy fA4E— 21D
o MAP &/ EA R H A HPEAFR E VE VIR bR, A precision@k #H L, & RIETHFLE
HI T B SEAAR R RCR. BRI ST R IR

Zj precision@j (i) - A;(4)

AP(i) =
P O =0
S ieo AP()
AP = &ice T\
MAP Qr
S Q B4
LR FEIE S, AT A 29 Hfl, AT microF1 A macro-F1 f S0l bR, FLik

Feii, X F—MFRZE A, IATH TP(A), FP(A) M FN(A) 23R B AE . BIE BRIy A 1
FEBIAEL. B C T RIS 5 dE4E. Micro-F1 Fil Macro-F1 W1 R flr g -
e Macro-F1 45 78— MEAMFAE, & LT

Macro-F1 = M’
C|
H F1(A) Z2¥FrEFERN A B F11E.

o Micro-F1 & /N5 TR MEAHRAE B PFI TR bR, 52 X

Pr— EAGC TP(A) _ ZAeC TP(A)
>oace (TP(A) +FP(A))’ >oace (TP(A) + FN(A))’
. 2xPrxR
MlCI‘O—Fl = ﬂ

2.3.4 BHIEE

ARTAEF, BAHRE T — N2 BIRESH, BN EIEEAAFNEH. B—EN4EnR 3 Fos.
Xt Blogeatalog, Arxiv GR-QC Fl 20-Newsgroup, {H 3 JZM %%, X} F Flickr A1 Youtube, f/H T 4 )2
WR2%. Qi SRERAT M B IR A 2%, R R FEAN AR Bl 3 T 2

SFFRAVRH 7%, HSE o, g A v B EIIESE F2RVERS ZORIEATBEE . U 1L S Bt
WER M. X T LINE, BH% 21 %N 0.025. FFEARKNEORE R 5, IrG REE N EORE N 100 12.
FAh, iHE LINE O, LINE $#:—M 1 I FIRIE S =L AP 45 . AR R 77 015 2 LINE
(P45 . DeepWalk [ LHEBE N 10, WK BN 40, AT m B EERECH 40. XFTF GraRep, %
B KR HCR 5.
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Table 3 Neural network structures

Dataset #nodes in each layer
Blogcatalog 10300-1000-100
Flickr 80513-5000-1000-100
Youtube 22693-5000-1000-100
Arxiv GR-QC

5242-500-100

20-Newsgroup 1720-200-100

1.0
——SDNE
LOy —LINE
\ 0.8 DeepWalk
e raRep
0.8 B
IS g 061
® 06 ®
S ——SDNE 2
z ——LINE 2 o4l
S 04 DeepWalk g U
= ——GraRep &
0.2 LE 0.2
@) (b) —
0
0 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000 0 2 4 6 8 10
k k x10*

B 5 (MERFE) (a) Arxiv GR-QC # (b) Blogcatalog L/ precision@k
Figure 5 (Color online) Precision@k for (a) Arxiv GR-QC and (b) Blogcatalog

% 4 Arxiv-GRQC # Blogcatalog #EE#E55 E MAP KR
Table 4 MAP on Arxiv-GRQC and Blogcatalog for reconstruction task

MAP
Method
SDNE GraRep LINE DeepWalk LE
Arxiv-GRQC 0.836 0.05 0.69 0.58 0.23
Blogcatalog 0.63 0.42 0.58 0.28 0.12

2.3.5 MEEMER

TEA28 SDNE #5881 7E S bR i B P R 85CR 2 1T, a6 AN [R] 19 48 R N R AE 452 23 B 1) DX 245 1T 8 0 45—
ANFEA PIVPAL . A AS S0 1 S5 R & — AN 0 I 280 N SR AR B A% CRAIE 27 31 T RAE e 0% PR35 S5 Sk )
LRI, BATHIE SN Arxiv GR-QC FAltEAE M 4% Blogeatalog {EAZ LI MBS, Hw— W
2% FAAS TR IR I 28 4 N R AE AR O 2% ST WX 4 RAE, AR5 25 TR SR [ IR 28 11320, Hh - i R X 4% (1 3 2
CLAI, EATTRT DR 55 5 DUE PG A A RER, BDFEIZREE LR 2. precision@k Al MAP 1E T
MFEHR. precision@k &5 R 5 Frzr, MAP (&5 Rk 4 Fiow.

ML _F g i A3 8407 (1 5 b R 2518

o K 4 RYIASIE NEEWNABIRE LA T 2777 MAP B BRI | 5 R
Yk SR EHE, AT VLT precision@k FREARFR G R, XUE T A SCHE H 1077 72 Re 05 1R i th {7
Fr 2 45 4.

o FEAIHL, XFF M Arxiv GR-QC, FATFEH 7741 precision@k REBEIE F] 100%, [FHLR¥F
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0.45
(a) 0307 (b)
0.40 0.25 //QW_M
035 = 020 W
= e
,g 0.30 g 0.15
S —6—SDNE = —o—SDNE
: —»—LINE 0.10 ——LINE
0.25 / DeepWalk DeepWalk
—0—GraRep —o— GraRep
LE 0.05 LE
0.20
0.5 1 0 0.5 1
Percentage Percentage

6 (M%IRF[E) Blogcatalog £HY (a) Micro-F1 # (b) Macro-F1
Figure 6 (Color online) (a) Micro-F1 and (b) Macro-F1 on Blogcatalog

0.16
0.14
— _ 012
= =
° ; >
5 g o010
= s / —o—SDNE
0.08 ——LINE
DeepWalk
0.06 —6— GraRep
LE
0.04
0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.1 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.1
Percentage Percentage

7 (MEMFE) Flickr £A (a) Micro-F1 # (b) Macro-F1
Figure 7 (Color online) (a) Micro-F1 and (b) Macro-F1 on Flickr

I 100% B2 k BEME] 10000. 1245 R R P BATHI 551 TAEZEHE S b 56 56 50 IR 1 245, e
F &R S E R A 28980 FIIT .

o SR SDNE Al LINE #SH]FH— B Al B AR LBE SR 4ERF I 2% 2544, SDNE 1 DUIA 31 55 47 1) B 44 2%
RRFEAEAH: B, LINE RHEREMZE, CARMEXS 2% 12 R85 T A B0, 558, LINE
B — A I RS T P, X FER VAR T SDNE ERE 0102 IR L.

e SDNE Al LINE M£5##Lk LE 47, b LE JFIH 7 — AU R R 4 254, X R FIN
T ARARLEE R 8 T B R DR ) 4% 25 .

2.3.6 ZPRALER

o3RRI R — AN AR AL OIS, 1R 2 TAE O 8 I SRR A ES AT TR Z 1
PR LT R, FATIE I — N 2 HR%E 5 I LI VT Al AN R X 28 NFRAE I 20 SR 15 IR AE B Y
ZE RN RAERERY = A A FAE 2 SR8 R IE SRS L 0 — 282K Hpdillih, FRATTR A LIBLINEAR 281
KINZRor e, AINGRor A%, — &0 SN ISR, & T AU RIS, Xt
T Blogcatalog, TATFEHLRFE 10%~90% I s AE N INZRFEAR, R TR SAENIAFEAR. 2l
7t Flickr 1 Youtube ZHH4E FRANLRFE 1%~10% 1971 VB R UIGRREARS, B H R T s E NP 70 2K R%
RITMAAREA. F4b, KBR T Youtube BRI A BATAT 73 FbRiERI T mi. RATER 5 ozt ek
&I Micro-F1 1 Macro-F1. SEE 45 RANE 6~8 7.
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Micro-F1
Macro-F1

0.30 ) —o—SDNE 025} o= o SDNE
—x—LINE — LINE
DeepWalk
0.25 GraRep DeepWalk|
LE

—6— GraRep
LE

0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.1 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.1
Percentage Percentage

8 (MEhEFE) Youtube £/ (a) Micro-F1 # (b) Macro-F1
Figure 8 (Color online) (a) Micro-F1 and (b) Macro-F1 on Youtube

MSEIR S5 HRKE, BATH W R AWM 7477

o TEIE] 6~8 Y, ARSCTTVA M RCRF AR T 2T R IRICR, . SRR 1 AR 1 T 2 2 1 1 2%
RAET] DAR AT ™ e 117 R4 55

o 7EIE 6 1, NI LB 60% FEF] 10% FIG, A< SCHrH 772 0§ T B2 oz vy T2
HEJVE. IR T A RE B AT BRI, A58 I VA AR R T 2 5 A7 2 4R T, X — A
DU XS BLSEE O B2, RO AR SO A2 S0 5t P AR AR AR M.

o IERZHIFILT, DeepWalk £ A AR N RAL T % 0 RBCR IR ZE . FATA N
FEZRB LT PIANIIIH: (i) DeepWalk Sk/b— > WA 3t 4Ef5 /4 25 S5 44 (¥ 5 AR bR EOR PRIUE R AE 1A 2K
P; (i) DeepWalk FIA% 0o JB AR SR F BE AL AE FO 7 iR 40 e &A1 R AR S, SR H - BEALI A& J5 2
IBEALIE, 50 T N BE LA 74 o, FLAR B A AR IR KA E 1, DR A BOR MR 51N 5 A
111 AR R AR RCR.

2.3.7 HEIETUNGER

FEANFI R AR AT 55, FEREAT TN SRE8. 7R 1 D SRih i S vP il 1 iR B
TR R FE58 2 AN S8e, PPAS AN [ ) DX 288 5o AN [ 77 VR B e 0l ) sl FRATTA Arxiv GR-QC
B SRR AT SR 06, Oy 1 AE WY 4% rh SE LB RE TN AT 55, BENLREGER 1 — 30 CRAFER T 8, RE
FHF A2 P 28 A ZR A 2R NSRRI, fEI )5, W DA 36— A7 3R AE, 285 1S 21 2
AU Sk T I AT W00 38 P B e R 4 B A 55 AN ) FR) e -4 Tl ) A 55 o T oK R () B e i A 2 £
MESAAER . PRIk, 1ZE5 R T AR EZHR AT E T MR RE 7). 54, 2RSS hIRA 1
BT Common neighbor 175 AE N HEE 7712, RA B R BEHE TGN 280 1) 732 161 X T2 1 /N3,
BENLRSE 1 15% B CEAFERIL (KT 4000 5%14), 2R JEHIH precision@k 5 A P8 Fr >k T B iR
(1321, FRATIZHT I 2~10000 G k, SEERZE UK 5 P, Sl 4 5 LBAAERIR.

— TR 5 K TR IR R

o SEEGAIREHI Y k M, SDNE MIRURFFEENLT HAR B M Z R N RAEAL AL, SXAEH] | A SChe
i) SDNE A58 27 3] () AL T B B 456 (K T BORH 55 T 2R v 77 V25 BE 4 0 T 00 e

o S ZE WK ATIE H ) SDNE FAUE T Common neighbor, iX4ERH 7 AT EIE T4 H )

7) —LEFT SO S R, nFRATIR AR I LINE 4755, LRI SCHIZ A AT, HOX B 5128 — 2fi
R AN 74T
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#z 5 Arxiv GR-QC H#HEFNA precision@k
Table 5 precision@k on Arxiv GR-QC for link prediction

Method PQ@2 PQ@10 P@100 P@200 P@300 P@500 P@1000 P@10000
SDNE 1 1 1 1 1* 0.99** 0.91** 0.257**
LINE 1 1 1 1 0.99 0.936 0.79 0.2196

DeepWalk 1 0.8 0.6 0.555 0.443 0.346 0.293 0.1591
GraRep 1 0.2 0.04 0.035 0.033 0.038 0.035 0.019
Common neighbor 1 1 1 0.96 0.9667 0.98 0.798 0.192
LE 1 1 0.93 0.855 0.827 0.66 0.391 0.05
—©— SDNE
03l —>— LINE
DeepWalk
—&— GraRep
LE
02}
=%}
<
=

0.1

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8

Ratio of removed links

9 (MLEhMFZE) AR BIRLE AN [E] 0 48 H N\ SRAAR B §F X s T B 38 R

Figure 9 (Color online) Link prediction performance of different network embedding algorithms on networks with different
sparsities

BRI 1) 7 1.

o Xk =1000 I, ASCEEH A7 7R FIHER RSk T 0.9, (HR2 R ERIER R 0.8 L. IXiE
T FRAT T 5 30 T HEAE 1 TR 1) 22 v CACRFRAR s B T AE A 2 . X — ML s i e Z RS B
For 2R S S PR B - B[R D9 A P B 0 Oy HEAE AT 1) 45

e Common neighbor %5 BT DeepWalk Al GraRep, X 4EBH 7 B ARACUBE X Z1) 1 o 4% 25 44
Ty EEL

TEER 2 ANSEEGHR, I8 Bl AL 25 i 5 SR I 285 Hh (18— 3508 0 B R 5038 IR 468 [ A s 5, 2 T ST B T
WD SRR S AN [R] W 284 N 5 VR I HERf 26, SBG 45 R an &l 9 Fos.

M 9 sy DUE H e 26 F46 FE 35 0, LE A1 SDNE 8k# LE 1 LINE 2 [8] (12508 22 B ok

R, XRS5 B M ADURE PT AL 22 B R AL XS Mg P 2% S I k204, 85k 80% I, A
SCTTVEMCOR 2 2B A0 T FEUE TR R X MAER] T SDNE 7 Ab 3 i 09 45 77 T 1) LB .
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Feed back to improve neighborhood routing.

0 (\ @ k@

Concgfenate

Channel 3 —
OO s

Layer
output

Layer input A : . . . .
Neighborhood routing Extract features specific to each foctor.

& 10 (MEEFE) BEAHNESRE (DisenConv). BEW— TR RELE ., SIFEMEMNEFEEE (T2
BI—EAEE), FAZTaEE— M EEANRR. BERANFIREREEERZRMNMEHFAITERIE. EEX
IARLERET, [FIEMMEERIRHRBEAER. RERIEEE 3 MNEEER, AR 3 MAE

Figure 10 (Color online) The disentangled convolutional (DisenConv) layer. It receives the feature vector of a node and
its neighbors, which can be the output of the previous layer, and outputs a disentangled representation for the node. The
neighborhood routing mechanism iteratively segments the neighborhood according to the underlying factors. The outputs
of the channels are fed back to improve routing results at the end of each iteration. This example assumes that there are
three latent factors, hence three channels

2.4 RERGY NG

=07 A KK 2 1) B2 S F R DRI O R X F R X 265, 1 488 P (10— B S 2R 2 4 s 0 2 ) 1 L
BAMBLEE, & — Pl J= B A ARACLEE , 10— B ARV ACLSE 22 17 4% s 36 2 1) &0 Jo BROARMLLE, 2 — b 4 SR A ABLEE.
N T OREE— B AN I AABLRE , FRATHE T — > 22 J2 RO 4 TR P I 2% HOR N R AR SRl B vt FE AR ek
(IR 2% Sl AL FAAR L, BRATTIEE e I FEE A 2 00 2% SR A B A9 s AT J ) BT DR BT AR BAE, 53 4h, &
AT — B AR AR AR M A5 B 20— X 9 sl O BRURRALL, TS AL E R B — 4 JR) P 4 5 ) DR F
28 RAE. 752 DM EAREMAFMESS b, JAT52H 1 SDNE B0 TR uE 7 ik,

3 FHBIEMLE KRR

= B [A] RS 4 48 70 A T s P 57— A B 2 (e gl 2 A e 0 49 5 B PR RS AR 22 ) 4549 R 2 T
AN R HEAT SRHRERAE 5 Rl & 0 dr. A =0 M AL R IS 5 rh ) (& (1) BT il g — N =
2% SRR RE, HOX AR R thvF 2 R R R A AR SRS AT . Bildn, #5290 2% v i) — > Nl
TR (B0 TR 2R S A AR, PRI AR ISR b b2 B LA AN R I 4L
Zx Al

S IR P w4 o 245 129300 e 2 PRI AR 2% (31~34) 43 2 T e AT FRO VAR B A A i 3803 22 31 9
2, RGP AFAE 2 [A) 5 40 41 22 TR R SR AR A 2] U5 T e 8L 1 sl P RE, B (BRI 28 45 24 20 3R
A3 R R B A B AR BIAE 27 3] — A i IR R AR K25 i IR B QTR — N AR AT #AFE,
T3 A QI ARAS [7 37 22 T PR 200 ik 22 ) 0 e 2R T PR D WA 7 v B B A JB AN e R iR B, T
HNEIX e R TV AE R 2R, B I BRI RAEAEAE AN G (9140, A5 T I 725 5 % ASAH 5% 1R BRI 3R s B
RLRE), IF HAE DLARRE.

BRI, AR HIRAESE ST TR SRS R B IO, 5 R AE BB R AL 2 ) s 35~38] i B R AE 2 >
0 H AR 5 S BE RS 70 25 0 20 S i e S B B T PRV A PR 3R R AE. XA RAEAIE W AE R 2R R Bde A2
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AR T R ORRFSE AR RARET AT B9, I HLREAE 7 oK S0 4 FRVZ A i DA RLE THI I R B Bk b ) A 7).
UEAh, BB AL I FRAE R SR AT ST A (v AR, DRI ) A BT Rl o o [0 411 SR, A R 0 ) 2%
FRIAR AT 7T 0, AR An] 27 > REE i 29 18175 ) HOVERAE R R IO RAE, IR ATD 2 — SRR 2 10 B B AU

=CAE AP 2 (1) Bl AR AR R AE S STAR Y T BRI B, B 52 2% 0 o i 2 oK I o
2 W 2% BATRG OB RIS, DUETH BRI R, 0100715 U P s B 45, RAHERE 3348 E 1 — 2%
TG REIVETER R . AN, 2L 75 2B BT Y, DA S o 21 i) I 22X, B 2 Re e S0
45731, DMEEAE S SEAR PR v 2 IS RE SIS I BE AR SN R 9 s AT AL B

FRATHR T A AL O P R DR 298, 30— iy 31 3 FRO VR FE AR 22 P 2 AT e 1 iR PR -
g5 ST AL RURAE. AR AL G AR K G R 7 R AR L B RRZ, X2 56 2
BALR IAT B REE (B 10). AR T —Fh el 5, B M B EERZ h AT, RIA
) B E 0T RUE BT R BE RS Y B RS T AE R R, IR AH RO 12 A0 10 K B A 5
ZIEAE R R R G B . 12 AR i SRR O R LD R R B LM T2 8 5, il is AR
i AT R0 R S AT S TR BV AE 7S 1AL, SRAENT B 508 e T FE R 3R . A AL R Z
FAMETE U 2 JE(E T HCR A0 s R SR EURE T8 TR R BV E R R ARRAE, HF AL s AT
EIGPUE . ABEs th EVE S A SR BB AL R, Ak, B A HESR B REAERIE R, X avr
FRA TR BN i B AL P R R 2RI A D) 30 0 A bR o e 480 38174 e R AE R R S5 e B, AT AT DA SRR
Agh o). il HES 2R B BB E, AR B S BRI 26 (disentangled graph convo-
lutional neural network, DisenGCN) RE % i3t — 5 HuF2 HUR B 218 LA AN 1) B i B 43 5. 72 % M sz 1]
ol EHEAT KB SLE K], DisenGCN A LARAG AT WA PE RERY 2, 7EVF 21500 T~ K298 20% AR
&7t

3.1 WELEBRMERIE
BATE AN T DisenConv 2, ZREHHIA T DisenGCON F 4 MY 25 S5 4.

3.1.1 ffSHEERL

A EESGET A, RERERNNINET REGRERRE RN, & G = (V,E) 21K,
M1 v M—Hi B Al H (u,0) € G, B (u,v) € B, RKERT R u M v ZIAH %I
ueV HA ML E 2, € R

REHEERML (BERNTHLE) KRBT RZE MR £(), A% ET 5 LA ERRFIE,
R Y SRR

Yu = [ (@, {Ty : (u,v) € G}).

Bt y, € Rlew BRI A w 0K, HIZZ 5221458 JLBARRE, 9 mi 4R tt 7 E = s 8, T
U P 2 S B A T M A 4

AT HARZ T AR (), AR y, 2 MEELRR. BBE K BERREDE.
BAIFE y, Rt K ABSLI AR, B y, = [e1, co,. . ex], Fo e e RS (1< k< K). B k
ANIY e TR R w STk ARSCI5 T, R A PE G IRAT R w T & T SEBRE s
AR, DMESE AR T 2 o BIEE & 5T, S, FATERH 3.1.2 /N A2 DisenConv 2.

8) AN 1% T BAEAE — AN IRFE (42 KB DisenGON 7] DA 1R 2 — FhIRZEFH 2 M 2.
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3.1.2 DisenConv =

Y55 x, € R A {z, € R%n : (u,v) € G} {ENHIN, —A DisenConv ZHiH v, = [c1,¢0,...,cK] €
Rlone | JXHL ¢ € R*FS Hiid T 5 u M5 & AN,

DisenConv HH K /MEIEM . FATHE ¢, B & AVBIER . BB% i € {uu{v: (u,0) € G}
I, @ AR 2, B BRI 28], KOGl TE A ASR HCAS [A] R

o(W,;Fa:z + bk)

ik = s 12
F = oWz + bl ()

4

Hep W, € RGX“% fll b, € R*¥ B k BE o) RIAIRIESERE. [HH 1, - bR
REUAERENE, FFP7 IERA L FERAE (10, KOCA) WARJEHLRATRI R, SRS R 2 KREIH
BT EABEF AR A BT, AR o BRSSO N A B ER.

SR, FRAEIA & oy CEILSCHH S s R AN SE B0, o, AP mT DAL, (H AN AT AT AT N 4.
I, BAIABEEIEAH 2,0 1EABIANT R w B e . BTN S w T k, 552 NARE 248
FR, B 26 A1 {2k : (u,v) € G} FHIIE cf.

X B R WA A, FEMIE ¢ RIMIRTT AL w WJTIH & B, AR BTE AR JE . Rgksbid, i
THF k, FATRLZ RS SL BB 2 2095 /0w WOARIE. BRERAE T30t — FhL R HEMT BT A o RN
A ETHE (HTHT k8.

PR, FRATER T BT AN & BB I (0 AR EH AL 28 1 MRS IR T-41 8 Z T 0% &

gL BT kAR ATRER T A o 5 HALE B3 T AR R B, iz HER K, HrEd
MABIEAETT I k. FARARL, BREANTAESS kA>T 2 B R l— M.

1 AMBBUR BBRAEMNRIBRE S M HGE 0 K AT 2R RN RERKNE. TR K 2,
HRIAZ B TE @, AW B ERE TS OL T 2T EER. eAh, 78 FHRKER, AT kA5 B4R
Fwe BN BTRR, BFOAEATRAREAFE 2, KRGS, IF HASTE S % R IR

A7, 52 AMERE TR u 5 HANEE R R

g2 WA A w FLLE o FE T k7 TARRL, WK & AT Re A2 42 10 R .

%2 MEBE 2] pzon FTUMRAE o A1 o ZRIFET G M7 ER, 1 w] LPGE T 5 B+
B, iR x, Mz, BERXRTHET kB EBEEL.

Yz, WMoz, BT HT E REER, U 2 1RMEER5eR RE T ERER) TR 4Rw S
(R, FRATT 75 i e SRR 4 B R SR ) R R, Rk 1 RE— PRI, @FFEZ X
IEARL B 2 FTDME A —AN R B R A 5] S 582K, DASEIL b 8. BRIl A3 H 7 A TR 1 F 2 |1
LRI B L.

B pox NET kAT w BEEALE o BIRER, ERAZIH AL poy =0 M1 S8 por = 1. WA pus
WRANIBAZAE LG v RAE ) (IHEZR. SR LKL IEACHAERT p, o, FFHIE . BE R
PERE 2 VILEAE ok pfjl,l o exp(z, p Zu.k)-

R 1 B R, SNEERA BN LT LR B T — D R R L4 R AR R AT H  §)
SN
@ Fuk T Duuw)ea Pq(;t,gl) Zok

k @

= ; (13)
-1
qu,k + Zv:(u,v)GG p'u,k: ) 'ZUJCHQ
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) exp(zzkcff))
Py = Sk O (14)
> k=1 exXp(Z )

MFER =2, T. BJ5, Bt ¢ = ). BATATLEX B ¢ MO T2 FER RO, 8
B2 AMUHT IR, 1 BAERJGE AR T B AR SER, RIS (13) T 2, I, DURH DR PRGE L
DisenConv JZ FIDR AR FIFERE 2 . B R KT fad, DRIAT DU A A& 46 DLTHSLRE L.

Algorithm 2 The proposed DisenConv layer with K channels. It performs 7" iterations of routing. Typically T =~ 5.

: Input: x, € R%n (the feature vector of node u) and {z, € R%n : (u,v) € G} (its neighbors’ features).
: Output: y, € Rut (the representation of node u).
: Param: W), € Rdinx%, b, € Rd(}?t ,k=1,... K.
: for i € {u}U{v: (u,v) € G} do
for k=1,2,...,K do
zip — oc(Wla; + by);
zik < Zik/|zikll2; // The k-th aspect of node 4

end for

: end for
Ck < Zyk, VE=1,2,...,K; // Initialize K channels
: for routing iteration ¢t = 1,2,...,7 do
for v that satisfies (u,v) € G do
Do,k zg’kck/f, Vk=1,2,...,K;
[Po,1 .- Dv, K]  softmax([pu,1 ... P, K]);
end for
for channel K =1,2,..., K do
Ck 4 Zuk + Dpi(u,v)ec Pok Zok; [/ Update
ek < ci/llekll2;

end for

T e e o T
S e IR LR > ol

: end for

[\
—

: Yy ¢ the concatenation of ¢1,¢2,...,cKx.

3.1.3 [4REEH

FEA/NA T, BATHE T FHAT T A RAESS 9 DisenGCN S P 28 5244

W G = (V,BE) AfNEL T o SFERE z, € RP KR, 5HEERE v, € {0,1}C HKEL,
Horp ¢ RRMEH . A SEBEREARMT AURE. XM T, AFEM G RBER MR u-th
HIATVENHFALE 2.

SKhrrh, FATARERR EHEE LA DisenConv JZ. F 5, X FVFIRATHEA BT R RN I F2 48 H A
MR AE S B, W] DR HE B AN AN 2 R FH AT AT JE LS PSR S 2 B 3. ek, T
DE I 3 ok S 3122 P A RV A M 2 3] R IR

(Al t, DisenGCN i f L DisenConv JZ. % fW(-) A I-th JZ_ /) DisenConv JZ, 74 v 1 y&l) €
REY A (R R M, X KO &R | RGBS RO EE R A Ad REFEFTE R
MR EMRIMT AR KO > K@ > ... > KO, ReLU AE (12) HIEUERE. A5, B | 1%
A AR

y{ = dropout(fU (y{~Y, {y~Y : (u,v) € G})),
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#* 6 DisenGCN REEARRIREER ST
Table 6 Statistics of datasets used by DisenGCN

Dataset Type Nodes Edges Classes Features Multi-label
Citeseer Citation network 3327 4732 6 3703 No
Cora Citation network 2708 5429 7 1433 No
Pubmed Citation network 19717 44338 3 500 No
Blogcatalog Social network 10312 333983 39 - Yes
PPI Biological network 3890 76584 50 - Yes
POS Word co-occurrence 4777 184812 40 - Yes

He, 1 <1< L, yl” =2, flue V. dropout #1E B3 INEGANEZ G, NENLEMIAEA. &5
—BREAEBIER, B gD = WD Ty (L) 4 p+) pyr(E+1) ¢ RKPAdXC p(L+1) ¢ RO,

BAMEA —L S0 yu (@) n(Gu(c), 9 = softmax(yS“ ™), 1E R EFRE AN ST ROSR K KB X T
ZRENE, y, TUHZAIEE, TAMEHXADHURRE: -5 S [yule) - sigmoid (y“ ™ () + (1 —
yu(c)) - sigmoid(—yS ™ (¢))]. TATVE L R IR HEHEE, 3EH Adam B4 4k 545

3.2 AR

A/NFTR] Disen GON BRAE J LA 5755 mAH S AR 55 B A BT 1 SIEPRAG, 0 FLAE & R
ERAT AT T b, DAERASEE— 0 T

3.2.1 SLENRE

FOETTE. N TIEHA S EPEYE, B DisenGCN R 1R M 1 B2 M 2 3E 4T T HA,
BIFEEFR ML (GCN) B FIEEZ ML (GAT) 45, #5502, GAT & —Fhi it KR Am & 4%,
T 5 RIS, HEARD 2 AT ). FERHT G RANT, GON AR 15 A 015 A i) SR ek 47 n
B, GAT W% ] — T Z B S HLH R BT BR AR SR AR, AT A& SRS GON M
[7], (HE GAT WZ /D132, GON Ml GAT W R IRSKRINA CFF Z AR5, Bk, FHeqiesoif s
TATHIRI K 2 AR50 R R B, DUELE 2 FRBAT 55 th AT AP LU

BEAN, 705206 R L FE 3 R IR AN RIS, B DeepWalk 1) LINE (6] I node2vec 46!, [KA'E
I 2 BR AT 55 vh R L AR 5 R 1% BE.

BESE. AT 6 DMESTHAWEIT 7K, BRI EIESIER 6 H. Citeeser, Cora
A Pubmed U7 FF 2 IS BT A0 2K X 3 AT IWRIRRZE RN SCE L 5] ORI AT AT, Blog-
Catalog 123, PPI [46:481 pOS 461 F T ZARZENT misr 3. EMTIFREE 5 T2 FH P %l A 2R
A POS w345, 5 3 MEIARMAT SUEVE. Bk, 18 EATH AR E BRI AT RACE AT RUBTE
FFAE.

B, W d AEMAEMEE 1 2N E 45 R E TS+, 18 GAT HEH d = 64.
FELFREE AL, A node2vee I d = 128, [FH BT s BN RAE B AT AR N GERE B
4 128. DisenGCN 25 1 BRI 4EE R KWAg, Hb KO ZZ 2 HFEES, Ad 2 mE
fRrfar AR RE . PRIE, 4 d/ K B, H KWAd = KO [d/KD | AR d AR 30413
BT =7 WY, AT 7 TOEARMATERE H. AR5, (A hyperopt U9 B2 A BRI MIEL L ) 2
e A REAESE B s S L, JARE TAERA B SR BT 100 R R
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x7 FHETNRORERE (%)

Table 7 Semi-supervised classification accuracy (%)

Method Dataset
Cora Citeseer Pubmed

MLP 55.1 46.5 71.4
ManiReg [51] 59.5 60.1 70.7
SemiEmb [52] 59.0 59.6 71.1
Lp [53] 68.0 45.3 63.0
DeepWalk (3] 67.2 43.2 65.3
ICA [54] 75.1 69.1 73.9
Planetoid [50] 75.7 64.7 77.2
ChebNet [33] 81.2 69.8 74.4
GCN [34] 81.5 70.3 79.0
MoNet [55] 81.7 - 78.8
GAT [45] 83.0 72.5 79.0
DisenGCN 83.7 73.4 80.5

PR A8 AT 30 REITERE.

3.2.2 FEEBEPHasE

TEMAT S, BB SAE S A28 20 AMARic S, BRI, 2PN LA RSS20 Z50H] H
BILh b, FRATT ™ b S8 1 T LA G S (Y S0 1 B B4 45500 Il T 5 2 A IR B S 7 . 45 R
K 7[3:33,34,45,50055) X BUSTI ) 3 MR IR AR HIRE A S IHE R Z. BT R ZHCN
BRI SERMAEERE. RE Wk, AT BAIRIL T 228, hyperopt &I DisenGCN i1+ )=
& 5, 1M GCN M GAT #{EHMZ. Bk, Sk se v REVE T DisenGCN BE 47 R FH IR JZ 404 1)
e . B R o B B TR AN R EEAAR I 775, DisenGCON A28 521K GCN PO B i (3 B~
). SR GAT AHEL, BWAK S EEAE, BIIRATI AR Bl 53 S ALEIANE, A58
CANIIE =A@

3.2.3 ZIREDHENE

FATEAE node2vec 16 [ E , BN T7VEIIMERE, FIBPERICAVIZRITTT S EN 10%|V ] 3%
2 90%| V|, FoH |V 2T AU FERIAT S P 5 B — AN UE SR — NI

TER 11 BRE 4 R . GON M F1 340805, MHOE F1 135854, U8 B B A A
BERENE, ANRER I AR FERE AR D 125, IR RN GON BR FH (BE OR 7 VAR A 2 T/ H040 e 42
BEME R, IXEEAT o SFEARBEUD AR, 53— J7 1, T GAT MSEEENH, GAT flRes
IS G, BFEAFRATIEE ] GAT 7ESAIFSE E v ARz m T 7EMNAE LRvERE. ML R, A0
TEAEAR KRS R AR AR TR IR AP B LR, 7E R Z AU OL R, MRS T2 10%~20% FIAHXE. X%
B, JE I RS G R SR AT A B AR B, AR SO VE T LU AR GON Al GAT THIIG ) 13k
i /.
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45 25
30L (@ o e (b) —»—DeepWalk (c)
z © node2vec
—~ o a—e——s—o—g |& 40 = 20
S 25 > e e 1 — S
-~ . v N ———H - el M "
= T e & ‘ 5 ¥+ Decpvalk
7 LINE 2 .
g 20t 4 node2vec g 3 —%—GCN g5 node2vec
S ——GCN s —&— GAT s ——GCN
= — 5 GAT —o— DisenGCN (this work) | = —5—GAT
15 —o— DisenGCN (this work) 30 10 —6— DisenGCN (this work)
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
Labeled nodes (%) Labeled nodes (%) Labeled nodes (%)
30 35 60
—%— DeepWalk
(d) —% EleﬁyllsWalk 30 (C) L“;E (f)
) node2vec o node2vec 55
§ 25 s 25 § M
;g :.; 20 LTT 50
° 5 2] A DeepWalk
2 20 § 15 e B LINE
= 10 . S 45 node2vec
—%—GCN
—&— GAT 5 & GAT ——GCN
s —6— DisenGCN (this work) . —6— DisenGCN (this work) 0 o BﬁInGCN (this work)
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
Labeled nodes (%) Labeled nodes (%) Labeled nodes (%)

Ell(M%W%E)%ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ%%kﬁw&ﬂﬁﬂMkmFl%ﬁ.ﬁﬁﬁ%&mkﬁgiﬁ%%$ﬁmﬁ
FIEL, ERSHFERATIER 10%~20% HIHEXHE

Figure 11 (Color online) Macro-F1 and Micro-F1 scores on the multi-label classification tasks. Our approach consistently
outperforms the best performing baselines by a large margin, reaching 10% to 20% relative improvement in most cases.
(a) Macro-F1(%), BlogCatalog; (b) Macro-F1 (%), BlogCatalog; (c) Macro-F1 (%), PPI; (d) Micro-F1(%), PPI; (e) Micro-
F1 (%), POS; (f) Micro-F1(%), POS

3.2.4 MRBELXABRNEHE

NT #E—PHEA DisenGCN 4T R, BATER T HA ZFEERZRNIAERE. AR—MEE K
BEERZERE, BATE AN K Erdés-Renyi FEHLE, BN 1000 15 580 16 41X, FEHLEH P
AT R ARAE F — N X R, WERNEEEN p, TNBERMEE N . SR)5, 18R BEATL I 2 H B 5K
ML AERCEA K RN TR &G R TR ¢ BB 3e5, LUAERUKZ) 200 HIBEALIL, MR
BRERER. X TR K kI, %5 p, [P BEAE 39.5 F1 40.5 2 [A). AR RE I 47 AR T sURFAE,
Mo B AR A X HERRZE, BRI 16K 2K, AN MA K &, BAVEXAMESFMH d=64. N T AF
Feist, BATTEA F2 DisenGCN i FH PAIE RO BN K, M54 W —FEgEAT R .

TATSCRIEAE R 2= 3R, 4Rk 8 Fion. 45K, M TEE R R IEE M 4 N8| 10 4,
DisenGCN FF4fi A BR BIAI N o, Xt o] 7 X R AT S B, AW, 4 K JEE K,
Bl K > 12 I, &R EIAR 13 K B Bk, T DisenGCN 53R HIA X s TF 06 TR, 721 12 o, 4i)
ffiF 8 M, £ A 8 ANATF G A EATAIAL DisenGCN B4 3T 64 465 L RRIIC R Z 1A
FHRPERIZEXE. Disen GON FIAH G EIR T 8 ANE XS M 2e 3, iX R B DisenGCN ] 8 AMIEIEIR
AIReR IR T EHERIE S

3.2.5 BEEHERM

AT TN XS DisenGCN e B Z B S EL: (5 T8 BN % kAR B s, 7EIX BT — />
JH) DisenConv 2, IHAE—MLE 8 NMEERFHIAKE FIZ475L5 (0 3.2.4 /). HALEIELE
&5 R RRUES . ERNE 13 fs. 85 880 958 5L N SEPRig £ K12, DisenGCN
PERe s, ol T St ERATET AT T8 2R A0 B o 2 3RS A 1 e
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*8 ARBEETHEASKE LN Micro-F1 7%

Table 8 Micro-F1 scores on synthetic graphs generated with different numbers of latent factors

Number of latent factors

Method
4 6 8 10 12 14
GCN 78.78+1.52 65.73+1.94 46.554+1.55 37.37+1.52 24.49+1.03 18.14+1.50 16.43+0.92
GAT 83.77+£2.32 60.89+3.75 45.88+3.79 36.72+3.58 24.77+3.47 20.894+3.57 19.5343.97
DisenGCN 93.84+1.12 74.68+1.92 54.57+1.79 43.96+1.45 28.17+1.22 23.57+1.28 21.99+1.34
Relative improvement (%) +12.02 +13.62 +17.23 +17.63 +13.73 +12.83 +12.6
T 1 T 1
|:'H T :
a5 0.9 HH 0.9
HHH FH H
0.8 0.8
REEE: 0.7 = H 0.7
A 0.6 0.6
& :"" He 0.5 0.5
l i 0.4 e 0.4
i= i HH HEEHHH " 0.3 0.3
HH o = W gaEzs]

FH t H ) = 0.2

B | HHH i i :
. 0.1 0.1

HH e e é =
(a) (b)

12 (MEMFRE) £—1NE 8 NMNEEETHEKE L, B GCN %3] (a) B 64 #RRILHES DisenGCN (b)
B 8 MEENER 64 HRRITEZEEXMEMEITE. TTILES, DisenGCN ) 8 NMEBETREHKERES,

EAEMNHERRT 8 MAR (ALEIFL)

Figure 12 (Color online) The absolute values of the correlations between the elements of the 64-dimensional represen-
tations learned by GCN (a) and DisenGCN (b) with eight channels, respectively, on a synthetic graph with eight latent
factors. We can see that the eight channels of DisenGCN are likely capturing mutually exclusive information, because (b)

exhibits eight diagonal blocks (marked in red)

D
(=3

w
S
T

Micro-F1 (%)

——6— DisenGCN (this work)

—O—GON
N

N
(=]

Micro-F1 (%)

40

—O— DisenGCN (this work) ——GCN
L

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14
Number of channels

1

2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Neighborhood routing lterations

13 (MEHMFE) £ES 8 MEERTHEREL, FHAEA DisenConv EH DisenGCN HBEHREE

Figure 13
with eight latent factors

3.3 RIS

(Color online) Hyper-parameter sensitivity of DisenGCN, using a single DisenConv layer, on synthetic graphs

=7 AR HHE W2 T BT CE IR R B SR 2%, O 17 S oS = 50 2% T S A 0 1R AT R IRR AL,
AT T e 128 B e W SR RAL T 125, 6T A BT 0 45 T PR R B R 7 HEAT A AL A, AT 3 5
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—

e 7 TR 7 ~ 7 ~
- - e, y ( 4, U L / ( 4, 2 L s ( 4, gl @ z
/\<—‘ — - ~ - = - -~ __ - - ~ _—
r. ~ N T
A 4, ~
7N\ NI Tuplewise similarity
N
/ N - 4, A, U, A, 4, U,
< A |
// /L, /\\ 2,0\ (c)
N AN N\
[ ~L -
\ —-A/\ N - L1 H Uz L1 Ll Ul Lz Lz
\ Lo\ -
\ N | B / Explicit similarity
~ d
NG V- = @ e e e e e @
N _ e, 1 1 1 4 4 4
~ — °
“ @) | | | | | |
AZ Uz Ll A1 Ul I‘z
N

Implicit similarity
Bl 14 (MEMFE) (a) BE; (b) AXFHZE; (c) AYR; (d) E2FR. AXHEIE@BLSH— N BA4ERZTHE
WE. B RS, BFREBARFR—1HE (clique). BNTRBEEANBEOE. MEY R+, SNELHRIT Rk
— MR RZBENT S, BTEMNERERNT R, 8XHSABRIMBIE
Figure 14 (Color online) (a) An example of a hyper-network; (b) our method; (c) the clique expansion; (d) the star
expansion. Our method models the hyperedge as a whole and the tuplewise similarity is preserved. In clique expansion,
each hyperedge is expanded into a clique. Each pair of nodes has explicit similarity. As for the star expansion, each node

in one hyperedge links to a new node which stands for the origin hyperedge. Each pair of nodes in the origin hyperedge
has implicit similarity because they link to the same node

BRI 1) A B X 25 RALE

4 BZE=TEMREKEIRIE

= MR A EEN AR AN (NFERER) R ATy (B ) AT A F S (1
SR UL, G ROSTIAE R N - 1 - S =Jeasal Mg (K]) BEAT RIBRR AL MR A A R A
H R, K2 BRI 2% (18]) RALSE ST 7 E R e T s Z A I OR  B7~60), TEid AR o Hbft
N - b - F =ora (R BRI TE R R M =0 R R BRI, FRATTR A (hyper-graph) KX
SXAN 2 TCIR AR R X 2% EAT A

B LR 1 b B PR A R SRR N 2 A TR R BT O (18] 14(c)) FIEYfE 162
(B 14(d)) —PADLIAEEE. B Rl — NBIDE #— D aER Rl mEY Rl — M EEE R —
A TEB I, KGR B A i R, IR A R T AR, A S
55 TR I RO R Y RURH . X Ik Y B () AR R A N AT R RO R A
HOE N R NS, AR EIAN TR 28I, 7R P R, XA v oL,
DRI T gt I e R 0 e ER— SRR AR ADURE A R, PR AR [ b2, R, 8 S p e P v,
AT B R LU PRk

(1) NET5 M. FRlE B R AT ). g il — 295 G2 A — MR Z Tk R, HEX
SN R FERIFA — ARG R, LLIEHERE Rgih, — MNP G — DT T — M3, B4 (B
FUHEE L BRAE) IR AR R (L AR%E) AR R AT RERL AN A58, T DAAS B EL#&
228 ML PR 73 P 0 i D 5 S )

(2) GEHERTE. I (R AR A A mT DL LI 2 5 A ORS . (HAZ TR EIRR R TE, IR2 RN
REIFBA WM E). R AR R S5 I AH R TATT L5 18 T i i 4548 L A &3 J 45 # 2K o0 b
SR I R ] [ IR 24 5 SR PR 4 SRy (R 5 R 47— IR A R S el AL
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% 9 DHNE REBXFSFER
Table 9 Symbols and definitions for DHNE

Symbol Definition
T Number of node types
v ={v;}I, Node set
E = {(vi,v2,...,vn;)} Hyperedge set
A Adjacency matrix of the hyper-network
XZ Embedding of node i with type j
S(X1,Xa,..., XnN) N-tuplewise similarity function
Wj(i) The i-th layer weight matrix with type j
Q) The i-th layer biases with type j

N T FRERATT 31 o8, FAT vk T — AR 2 oAUl RS B B R A XA R B B E AR
BT T R B IR ORIE I ) AR A A 4R, FRATERR FUE B T IXANAN AT 43 1) 22 JOARALRE FE oK
HAREE— N MR AL FIIHIRATH — /MR E A 2 RAT XA BT AR M. N T RS R
FEiA @, AT T — A B i h 28 ok B AL T i 1) 20 5 4544, (045-A AHALL&T & 1759 s AHABARR RN SR ALE.
TATBRA A2 058 R R LA S F i 28 54 [R) IR e T () 7 A 1 .

4.1 [E)EE X

T S X T X % AR N SR AIE 27 ST AT 1)@ S AR TF 5 ank 9 o, B Jesh il r e .

EMX5 (M%) ML hyper-network & X AN—NMEE G = (V,E), THESAV, A T
KAV ={V}L,, UEAHIIES E, HPEABOEREEEHAT S E = {E = (v,0,...,0m,)}
(n; > 2). WEREFHELIT ABER 2, AR NEMLRU N — DN IEFRMNE. AR B & L
RN T SRRES. R T > 2, N2 SCR S5 R X 2%

N T AR RAE, JATHEEYERFAT 2 70K R, FRATE SGX AR 73 (1812 45 1) ik L
— AR BLEL.

TEMN6 (FBIMZS I —BARABURE) 8 X 25 ) — [ AR AL R 47 B PR A2 19 R 2 TR PR 22 T AR BLBE . X NV
MR v, ve, . oy, TRIX N AN R — 5081, AKX N AT R —Br AU E SO 1, 3
& N AN R AR TR IR A — M AR L.

— B ARABARE 8 SC T IS SR () 22 Jo AN RT AR AELA, IS IR 2%l S A AN A . A
& — W AR EEAS /& DL BIR A 1 X 48 RAE. FRATT 75 5 e B A LA EE . R 5 NG I 288 1) — i A AL
PR YE R4 R 4.

TEXT (GHEPIZS ) B AHALEE) R 28 ) B AEARLRE A 15 s R 408 J 5 44 B ARALLBE . R Y
Rov € By, Eifv € XCH v BIARIE. IR v BI20E {E;/v for any v € B} 5 v; BIREEALL, A v
FRAE z; 5 v WERAE x; BOZZEARL

tetn, 72 14(a) H, Ay WIREEEEG S {(L2, Th), (L1, U2)}. A1, Ao 5EH ZHrARBUER v EATH
FEELRIE (L1, Us).

4.2 REBERRANRIE
AN BEIATHE H FIR L E#R N (deep hyper-network embedding, DHNE) FRAFHETY. HELLA]
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Figure 15 (Color online) The framework of deep hyper-network embedding

LK 15.
4.2.1 RERH

N T YERFEN S — B G R, TREAERAET AE L N JTCRRER. WER N AN S s %,
N JOHCLEE REZ R, 15 /N,

MRL id X; AR v BRIE, S N N JohELlE s

o%%@m@WJMGEJW/(XN&VWXMEZjﬂxﬁgﬁﬁjﬁP”

o IR (vy,v0,...,0n8) ¢ E, TBA S(X1, Xo, ..., Xn) NiZ/N (ANR—HBelE, NT s).

AN FATR W — N ORI N JTAHPIE R, B N Oy 3 ik, SkBR b, DHNE
AR G B N > 3 (15 L

XHL AN EER Y NN 2 0Kk R R R e 2 R TR 1

EIEL RVERES(X, Xo, .., Xn) = X, Wi X, ikl e i 1

WEER  FH SGIEVERIE XA S5 18, BsE S EE I, e AL R AL S Wit 1. JATEE
NTH B AR 3 MR A, FEEE AL S PN (0 BR1). 3 AN AU SR HL
243X 3 AN Ak BARR A0 BRBIARR. B Y FoRFt 4, KB 5 T M IRAE. v 1,

WiYS + WoYy + W5YS > |, (15)
WLY, + WoY] + WaYE < s, (16)
WiY! + WoY? + WaYP > (17)
WY + WoY? + W3Y? < s. (18)
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g5l (15)~(18), B8] Wy x (Y =Y > 1 —s Fl Wy x (Y = Y) > 1 — s, BN JE. IEH 5E K.

IR EER N THAE R S AR — N ERIEM R X REATH — A2 B BRI
B EANZEBEINLH PSR, W 15 R 2 BRI 3 2. 5 2 B MEIERMERUS R
B ER)Z . M SRR (X2, XD, X0, B EAIPHE I E L — AN AR Lk it o Bk e Al T 312
) L. EATEE RO T

Lijy = o(W® x X2+ W x X2+ W x X¢ +6@), (19)

Hrp o J2& sigmoid PR
RBNRAERAE Ly, )5, ek e 21— N2 25 (A 45 2 AL :

Sijr = S(X !, X7, X[) = o(W x Liji +b). (20)

it BIBIPE, ASE) T — ARG 2 TR B L. Dy 1A AN A ABLRE BR H 2 1T 1,

€ SR ZE RN T
L1 = —(Rijxlog Siji + (1 — Ryji)log(l — Siji)), (21)

Hwg v, v; ATy, w2, R L AR 0. MRZE R H an R R EF 1, 4
ABE Sijn ¥ K, B2/, Haiid, — B AL EE 15 DA LR

N BATF R R AR AR, B 15 AR 1 ERURA TR AU A ACl B Al
B2 A0 R I A A AR ACLRE . 3 L5 SR I 28 PR AT 42 I R 200 1 208 JeB 2 4. i ke, FRATT4E H— e T )
fEi s . T — MR G = (V,E), IR v e e, W V|« |B| KEFEME H MTEK h(ve) =1 F
NO.XTH R ve V, WRMEEE A dv) =3 g h(ve). & Dy, R8T U BRI A FEFE.
LEHME A X A=HHT - D, v HT & H {1 E. SBEHME A FnRRammAN T s E
HILIIREL, 4 A IEE i ATRRTI A o AT ESEH. TRATTHABEHERE A VRN NRRIE, — B 4%
T 25 (03] AR AR R AEHRE AR SR 2540, I G2 B — N mAg 2R A — AN RS 3R M AR, iS22 — MR
BE A Bl— s i) X s, D o i M Be s TR X 30 Bl Bt ] S AR 25 TR A

X, =o(WWL x A; + b)), (22)
A, =o(WW x X; +bW). (23)
E w2 14 H bR e/ M NN R AR ZE . E gm0 B R I R A G A AL AR S5 e )

TR A AR BEEUERAE, PRI I AR BLEER 2 R, T a0 A\ 0 2% R SRR TE R (1 — AT, T 4045
TR ARR G v TIEEATIER, HERAEToR. ERENT:

Isign(A) © (A; — A))|[3, (24)

HoAr sign &FF 5 KL
WA, B 28 T SUE A ANFISRAY, TR T SRR I . B R RN RIS A A H T, FRATD
T B AN R BT 5 D) A R R AE 23 0], FEFRATTRIBET A AN AN TR R 2 10 s A8 B AN TR B 2t
2 NPT A, REWTR:
Ly = ||sign(A}) © (Al — AD)I, (25)
7

Forb¢ T RRAL.

1828



HEBYEERE Bl H 1M

T TE) S ORARE S K1 DX 28 P — B R0 B ARABLRE, B A PAG R (21) AT (25):
L =1L +aLs. (26)

4.2.2 itk

FHBEHLER T F& (SGD) RARA SR, KPR RS 6 T8 XL FHATLURE
Zy My b5 TR A 4 (631 5. VERRIR 2 BN S g rh U IR, BT DA AT REUS SR B — S T A R
LLRRIF PR D i pRaX AN T8, FATHESTHR [64] —RERENLRAE 2 5% 0l BEANRVEHER LSRR 3.

Algorithm 3 The deep hyper-network embedding (DHNE)

Require: the hyper-network G = (V| E) with adjacency matrix A, the parameter a.
Ensure: hyper-network embeddings E and updated parameters 8 = {W<i), b(®) VAV“),IA)“) ?:1-
: Initial parameters 6 by a random process;
: while the value of objective function do not converge do

Generate next batch form the hyperedge set E;

1

2

3

4: Sample negative hyperedge randomly;

5 Calculate partial derivative 9£/90 with backpropagation algorithm to update 6;
6

: end while

4.2.3 EE9H

R ORI FE I AR EERIFEAR SN .

MEARIMIR. Rk — DN RAN T S, ATLUR S 5 il & 5 B S TP AR RS 2
(AT ) . FRAT TR S 1m) S N BIRF 2 1 E b 2, ARSI 2N (22) 1930005 fJURAE. X — PRk
At O(dyd), Forf d, 2R v IR, d SRR W) I 4 B

SRESH. NG TR, IFEBENRERER O((nd +dl+ 1)bI), o n 2 SNEE, | 26
SRR, b AR/, TR 28 18R SR AR 4 MO H 5 R n Mo IR
N b B LUV, EARIREL T 575 AR n JoOC. DRI, IR IR B ST B M G AR
4.3 ZHAR

FRATTHE 22 A~ I S 24 504 M 22 A 2 37 55 bRl B AT R A 2.

4.3.1 HUIEE

N T AR AT AL A R, (4 DANFZRBYREIE, GF5 GPS MI4% . AEAZ /2% BR 25
ZEAIE LN, FEAIE BT

o GPS 651 Hdadtiik 1 — /N NAERS € T7 ke e Mt . (P s 00 KRR @
4.

e MovieLens (6. $#H4EHiiA T MovieLens? b MEM AR SHAF. S DA — MR
Al ELEH (HP . B 28 HK.

e Drug'?. %45 M\ FDA adverse event reporting system (FAERS) 733, ‘& &% %] FAERS
WZPRITE RS . FATEE (P 259, GEIR) Kk R Rkl

9) https://movielens.org/.
10) http://www.fda.gov/Drugs/.
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% 10 DHNE #HEFRNHEEERSI
Table 10 Statistics of datasets used by DHNE

Dataset Node type #(V) #(E)
GPS (user, location, activity) (146, 70, 5) 1436
MovieLens (user, movie, tag) (2113, 5908, 9079) 47957
Drug (user, drug, reaction) (12, 1076, 6398) 171756
WordNet (head, relation, tail) (40504, 18, 40551) 145966

* 11 WEEHME AUC &

Table 11 AUC value for network reconstruction

Method GPS MovieLens Drug WordNet
DHNE 0.9598 0.9344 0.9356 0.9073
DeepWalk 0.6714 0.8233 0.5750 0.8176
LINE 0.8058 0.8431 0.6908 0.8365
Mean node2vec 0.6715 0.9142 0.6694 0.8609
SHE 0.8596 0.7530 0.5486 0.5618
DeepWalk 0.6034 0.7117 0.5321 0.7423
_ LINE 0.7369 0.7910 0.7625 0.7751
Min node2vec 0.6578 0.9100 0.6557 0.8387
SHE 0.7981 0.7972 0.6236 0.5918
Tensor 0.9229 0.8640 0.7025 0.7771
HEBE 0.9337 0.8772 0.8236 0.7391

o WordNet 67, 45 655 A\ WordNet3.0 4521 (3] X R I Hid) KA.
HHRE M E GEiHE B W& 10.

4.3.2 BHEE

BA 7% DHNE 5 6 AN 218 5% 3E 7 EL L DeepWalk B, LINE 0] node2vec 49 spectral
hypergraph embedding (SHE) [68], Tensor decomposition (9! il HyperEdge based embedding (HEBE) [70].

KLHIKAR, DeepWalk, LINE 1 node2vec J2&# FH ) — 705K F 48 AL 2] 5 1%, FEASCSES e, Al
B 14(c) W BT RALAFHE X 28 38 A — ME G N 2%, FEAEIX N4 5 AL G 28 8 IX 3 N7
.. SHE J& — M A I il B RAE 2 21 J7 . skED R — M ERM4ERF 2 Tk R 177, HEBE
MR EE IR S ) 5 R AE. & B DeepWalk, LINE, node2vec A1 SHE RffifegE iR &KR. A TH
AbATTE I FH T DX 2% 10 B A ANVBEE 3 FEINY , AN IR FH R 320 Hh A 9 A5 R RO ABLRE P A0 P B AMBL R RO
XN ZILKR.

AT B AT LR N 64, 5T deepwalk F1 node2vec, WHEH 14 10, #4AKE A 40,
B AR AR 10. 55T LINE, W& AR ARRE N IEFEARER 5 £

T A SO, S — 2 B b 25 R 4R KRR WX 28 544 DL S — 2 () A 4 I 28 2 ) 22 Ju A UL R 3.
SERERRER/NEE N 192, 7F {0.01,0.1,1,2,5,10} MK R BRLAISE o. REEIR p
9 0.025 FBER A2 TR
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4.3.3 MEBEWH

— AN IR 2 A N FAE AR TR A% RE 05 70 SR 2 () 4 F SR AR X 48 45 4. 1 S (e W 4 BB AT 2% LAl
TATFE 1%, i 2 B RAE TR R LG 245 1 A7 TE M. AUC {8 7Y ISR 8 8UR I IF IR, s258
SRR 11 NERKE, A~ EM:

o A VEMINT TR 2 954 W B 3R TE. B 3 W AS SC 7 v B AT 20 A T s X 4% 4

o FHELTRL 77, ASCHIEAE MBI AR H A BRI, B3R AR SO R T b B 5
B

e DHNE )45 532 0H LU AR HE WX 48 0] 43 [ 77 ¥ DeepWalk, LINE 1 SHE. ‘& 3 B4k A v] 43810
f1h) E B

4.3.4 PEEEFW

BERETON 2 B T I SR R R G A/NTAERTA 4 AN 58 AN B T () 5
5. XIS TR T AR AR S5 RGBSR s m. AT AUC 1B R &7,

XEFE 1 AMES, BENLBSG 20% 1A a8 5 F R o 25, gk 5 15 2810 A
FAEAAFCLE R B (EL 2 FHARACLE R Bk T B2 2 2 TR A7 AE. X T GPS XA/ iy HAR 2 i 3 45,
AFLLE H ROC #hk, WK 16(a). i dEdE L AUC 7638 12. WIS R

o ARSCHRLE BT SR AR E0A 0 T4 T, B R A ERATT 2 B R AE X A I 21 Fr 32 4 1R 5 ) 75t
AR

o WLl LINE, DeepWalk, SHE 1 DHNE J5i%, Al URBUAS AT i N £ 2k It KR Rt
22 B RAL KT BE

e Tensor il HEBE £ — & M4EFREA T 20 HA KRS 11, AR SCT71ESX AN J5 102 1) 1 22 B 35 IR 4
Fr b

T 2 AMESS, it BEATL RN ] A a2 Sk B8 o500 28 A it B S8 5 B 5 BT A 55 AR il 1),
FRAVIAE 5 22 20 P 5000 5 24 500 1 SR X AN S5 A3 B EL BN 10% F 90%. 45 5 LI 16(b).

AT DARL A B 7E BT A A B2 (I 2 - ARS8l i T i IR 2 7 vk, B3R T AR S IR AE s B AL
P b A Rk,

4.3.5 Tap%E

TEA/NYT, HT R MovieLens Hl wordnet PH-/ME A bra& 83 28 R, FATE MovieLens %
i E TR E R R UL AE wordnet EdE F 582 I3, 21BN AURIAEC G, FATH SVM 1R
Ny ST MovieLens BEgE, BEHLRFE 10%~90% KT AAE NN ZRESE. %t T wordnet ¥
£ XANEBEEFN 1%~10%. FRIFFE F1 20 F1VE v Edate. 458 0E 17.

MR R FIR I

o MWZEWL F1 RGO F1 gk rp, FATI 7800 T 2528 B R IRA T AT 0 I8 LA 2.

o UAREEEHR AL F E S TRATRI T AR TE R, A, RS EE Ak A Mg A, TR
NI EATAR AR T ARUF M RUR. &R T ALV S .

4.3.6 SEHRM

AT T2 H AN [ U S R R 8RR S LA S R AR AN RIS RV G 2R R, 3411
B R ERE o MRAEYEE o BORFMERIRZI. Dy 1 fa Skt 0L, A it B2 25 Kot B i Bk i
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—&— DHNE —4— LINE (mean) —*— node2vec (mean) —#— SHE (mean) Tensor
—¥— DeepWalk (mean) —aA— LINE (min) —*— node2vec (min) —4— SHE (min) —»— HEBE
—¥— DeepWalk (min)

® ./.,/,o——o—o——k""_.

True positive rate

00 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 10 00 0.2 04 0.6 08 1.0

False positive rate Percentage

16 (FMEMFE) (a) GPS 8B ROC #i%; (b) FREIAHE ML EEETRNNR

Figure 16 (Color online) (a) ROC curve on GPS; (b) performance for link prediction on networks of different sparsity

F 12 H@ETNLER AUC &
Table 12 AUC value for link prediction

Method GPS MovieLens Drug WordNet
DHNE 0.9166 0.8676 0.9254 0.8268
Deepwalk 0.6593 0.7151 0.5822 0.5952
LINE 0.7795 0.7170 0.7057 0.6819
Mean Node2vec 0.5835 0.8211 0.6573 0.8003
SHE 0.8687 0.7459 0.5899 0.5426
Deepwalk 0.5715 0.6307 0.5493 0.5542
_ LINE 0.7219 0.6265 0.7651 0.6225
Min Node2vec 0.5869 0.7675 0.6546 0.7985
SHE 0.8078 0.8012 0.6508 0.5507
Tensor 0.8646 0.7201 0.6470 0.6516
HEBE 0.8355 0.7740 0.8191 0.6364

e

RAEHERERIFZMR. FAAE ] 18(b) JEARAHRALLE LR BORAIFE M. W] A BIRCR 45 T, X
ANELGRAE AR, RO SRR AEE B I BE 2 1A 2. AERAEGEER T 32 ZJm, ERAMIXS 1A,
RUFA TR FIEXZA S HA KUK

S o M. ZH o 20— B 2 (B 0P8, ATRLE B4R K 18(a). 2 o T 0 Y,
HAE B/ eF. o 75 0.1 3 2 Z AN H o 55T 0 I RCRIFRAE —Hir 5 BRI EEME. T o 72 0.1 £ 2
ZIEISEE o 55T 5 N RCRIF R — Bk R EEVE. AR, — AT B FALLRE XS T X 2% R A 2
SHRFE LI
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—e— DHNE —4— LINE —*—SHE —¥%—HEBE

—=— DeepWalk —»— node2vec Tensor
0.48 0.26
(a) (b)
0.47 1 0.24 1
0.46 1 0.22 ~
0.45 1 0201
— 7 =
%0441 S 0.18 1
g S
S 0.43 1 = 0.16
042 1 0.14 ¥
0.41 1 0.12 A e
0.40 0.10
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
0.30 0.14
| © (d)
0.28 012 1
0.26 1
0.24 1 /‘/‘/r**t—l—rﬂ 0.10 1
o =
r.g 0.22 ././.’.’4/.___.’I——H é 0.08 - M
50207 8
S o184 0.06
0.167 0.04 7 V—V—V—V—V—V—V”"—*"
0.14 A
012 ; ;:‘ﬂ 0.02 1
0.10 v v v v v 0.00 v v v v v
0.00 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.10 0.00 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.10
Percentage Percentage

17 (MEHFE) (a), (b) MovieLens E&irEH%; (c), (d) WordNet FHIZ A F 5%

Figure 17 (Color online) (a), (b) Multi-label classification on MovieLens dataset; (c), (d) multi-class classification on
WordNet dataset

0.95 1.4
a 0.94 b c
0.94] @ ®) Ll ©
0.92
0.93 1.0
0.90
0 0.92 o 208
=} q D 0.88 o
<091 < £ 06
b 0.86
0.90 0.4
0.84
0.89 0.2
0.82
0.88 0.0
0 1 2 3 4 5 20 40 60 80 100 120 0 20000 40000 60000 80000
o Dimension Number of nodes (x10%)

Bl 18 (MLKMRFE) (a), (b) MR w.r.t. RIELEE d, o 1E; (c) BMHUREIZITEIE w.r.t. RIELEE
Figure 18 (Color online) (a), (b) Parameter w.r.t. embedding dimensions d, the value of «; (c) training time per batch
w.r.t. embedding dimensions

WIZEE 534, Oy 1A AT 3 etk I ML BN Rt 8], &5 3R W 18(c). AT AR B3I ZRint
AL BE T R BCR 2 AR A, S5 R S IATZ AT B — BER M T BA TR B AT g™ fe fk.

4.4 KEHNT

AT T AN BT BOIR FEAR Y R 2 51 18 7 () =TT AR AL KRR I 45 75 U RAIE. R, FRAN
e FAEW] T AR LA LR B O RELE FHER IR AT 0% FRATHR HH— BT R EEHE SR S — A

1833



ROCHER: = 043 (8] R HHE P 2% R IRRAE

A
Balance
Knowledge
T driven E _'

Explainability

\ Scalability

B 19 (MEHMFE) FiRES) v.s. BRI

Figure 19 (Color online) Knowledge driven v.s. data driven

FRLANE 2 TOARURE BR B AR SCT5 VA RE [RII E45 E I 248 1) ) R 42 J= G A ARALLRE . 3RATIHE 4 DM RISE
R R BT R RS SER A R WA SCERE T BT (iR 59

5 AREKMRTE

AT, AT AE = J0 8 2 3 2 7o 8] Bodfe SR R AL 5 5 20 #r J7 T AOAR SR T 07 1), B
(1) FIANEI L R ARIE NS R AR R TG S5 T HdR IKEh i) = oS [a) 24 2R (2) @i B ety
SR SR = e s [V EER A2 00 AR L SRR (3) 25 8 B & B ST 22 > 5 s
FIAE I TR R AR D = T 23 18] T AR 55 Z R AN A BRAS T B RS N 25 L (4) 9] =23 A1 5
Fa 2 18] R PR SR 5 2 DA 5if = e 2 ] 2 STAB R F) g 2 5 T HE R A 45

5.1 FRiESSHIEWNINEEZ% T o B M 4ER1E

Hl R Bh 7k Ca IS 7R R, nI SR, EALEE S 21 0 45 R 2 S AH EeA AT
FATRENE 22 AN AT AR RS . AL b URERATT, N2 ) B TRt (Hn] itk 22, [ 1T
E kAR AR (Google) FEIXTT H T T — L RAETTA R 23, Ho7 A R ¥R KK (DeepMind)
fE Nature 2% E&KF T BN “Human-level control through deep reinforcement learning” #3¢ 72 i%
W% O R R IR B 22 2 5ot 2 S S5 &, a2 BEE NI 2 SIWL AR SS &, ERR B 2]
AT NN AN ECHE I R AR, AT SEIRAT W b 5 NSRRI 2 L b N 5 )

PR, K HITRER T 5 500 K3 () ik R i i 2 AR (& 19 o) SIN = Je 28 0 22 g0 2 [A] I 28 52
fiE, B 2 AR B A\ = o E0E 2 0 S 28 RAE 7274 & —AT 00 B L HAER G BR AR R
YA SRAI 78 7 171
5.2 BEIft=T=EMERIE

PLSEHI N KA 2 — MBI — (5 B (8 = o2 (A 8 vh, 470 (AT A % B S0 S 1R Ve AR
B2 A E AL HRFR. =078 (A SRERERAE 7 21 B R Bl AL T fn e $2 AR 2 R FR I 28 2% | AT ) e
[RAE LA R AR BT 2 [0 B2 28 A8 HOG R IR G 3RAE. X — 0 75 E0 = o2 (a5 A IR IR AN B T %
FHR. ARRAIEFE ) R RE Wik B ZhAL &8 57 T i NS85 SR, SRk 3 A 2h (5 B4R IS R e
i E .

H LA 2% =) T H bt ik B R A B B U AN S5 A SR I g iR T B 3h 3R a] se R
W T %6, BBl > EERT 3 3 Ny, 58 SRS 0] SRR (G C B IR R, DL m ot
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HWRBMAIBCE. £ =J0% MRS T, WA E] — G — RHEROR E AL R 2 6], BRIP4 1k
AE LA A 2R R DS S S 3t 4T B S5 B R B S Al — MR AT P i L

5.3 ETHEBENTFINZTZEKREIEMERIE

— 5, BUA R 3OK 2 B B RS B S5, T BLSE h = e s [ Mol H RE A B Eh AR AL, B
QLIAZ 308 I 24 A [] B 1] BB AN [ e X P 2R B AR A0 5. = e 28 (A RIS 23 52 M DL SRR Bl AS PR 45 i 7t R
TARK e, BATT R B2 18 ) Zh 25 1 A B 1 Mt 2 3] = o 23 [A) KA (R AL, 2t Be s 3E4T B id
RS S AE LN S AR R I

I3 7, A E EAR AL B [ = 702 (AR AT 55 I, T W PR — K PR M At AR 30 e AT 5%
RS (TS RS fREEST RGE5E) WK, 2 A KRB0 TR, 00
REZBHLE 20 T ARG A BRI LRI ZR. 7 F 2 A K EIHRER, Juie>] 1879 FiH
REE R FIOR AR 05 > a] DU SR AR D BEA R IR IR, A A2 E i — BN TR e S 2 —
A MAE = e A, ANE AR SS T RE VR T AR B2, AT 18 iR Rl A XL IR R, 450
RGN R T AR KA PR A

5.4 TIRERRTIHEIRAY) = ST iB) K BRI 4 RAE

B 21 B 7RI AN B A AT AR S AT HE BRI, IX A3 EAE AR 2 . Bl 2 A5 i XU AT
55 (RS D7 T 32 31 7 RO PR ) 801 T A = 70 4 R R MR AR 2], RS2 IS 2 A R SRR &R,
M ANBESF B AT g m] HERL A DR SR OC AR, A AFoR, T AR vl BE N 2B e DA LA i WU A 55 B IR LK,
FAMEAR B TR 2 T SR U7 3 v 18,

ST EAT IR LR AT e . T HERE = 02 (8 K s A B T A R, R — AL AR
=R ARBHR B e T VG, BAEWAT. BRI, 7E =704 (B R H s X 2% R AL H 51N gl bk 5 T
B, A BRATREAE = 7045 18] PR AR R HL Py AR 2 — MR B B SRR FE U7 17

6 RL

ARSI T = 028 R K EE S A 15 SRR AR, 45 i 5 B s Tal B o, AR AR
B = ()P AL R R A R TSI A 2R i SRBAERHE, SR ER
RFAERIATTEN HAEAT R AUE B, O 1 o LR s, ASCH = a3 8] T B9 R B0dfs D0 4% R BR AR AL T
1%, I A BB R = o A KB SR IO AR R M 2% B A (I X, SRR BT SR = e
(1) ) R S HEAT 59 56 30 G IR RALE,, 15 B B8 A B 0 AR R AEAS B S5 4R PME B =T 2 1A A X 2%
BEAT IR BE AT RARERRAL, M B 22 ) S5 G it 22 T BU S 422 ST S5 A i B AR SE B = 70 228 IR K3t 5 4
KA RERG IR 5 48— 25 (8] L RORE S BRAE. &Ja, A SO AW ST BT S, 15t 01
KRS HAEXNED . B S] 5u >, BURRT iR S AT B AL AR o 5] BEAR £E = Jo 4% 8] K8 7
BT T PR E I

Boft ROVRMER. T6&. w3, B REX AL TR

SEHk
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Abstract Cyber-physical-human ternary space is composed of information space, physical world and human
society. Cyber-physical-human ternary space big data consists of the Internet data generated by the information
space, the IoT data generated in physical space and data generated in human social space. This paper introduces
the associated complexity of ternary spatial big data. Moreover, in view of the inherent difficulties lying in the
correlation complexity of big data in ternary space, we propose to solve the key scientific problem of correlational
representation for heterogeneous ternary space data. We take full advantages of deep representations obtained
by deep architectures to model the heterogeneous correlational relationship of ternary space data, and establish a
joint data-knowledge dual driven ternary space big data analysis theory. Last but not least, we present our insights
on future research directions that deserve further investigation in the area of cyber-physical-human ternary space

big data analysis.
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