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TV drama
network

Film network

\\\“\\

B 1 B - BEHmAMS

Figure 1 TV drama — film coupling network

SR, BRI 285 R IR 7T s 38R, AT DURE G b 1 i [7) — P P SEARTEAS [R] I 4% ) SR P o BB R B
1T RS, I AT R A . MY HERR S5 TAE. M & MBS MER N AN EA S
(0L ¢

H 0 xF T A W4 P LR AL T2 BB B SR IE I R 4%, 85 N4 Hh A7 7E 1 kR [
SER AT B, T RARRE BT SRR B0 RE G LR AR SRR B, B TR B RN S 10100, Eﬁilﬂ
gl B R A AL TR A 12 S L 7EIX J“ﬁl'ﬂ%ﬁ.qj el ST 'Ei%T I 9 FER ) — T 5T

AR, BEE RS SRR, WANRTTEZ RN T T2 80, AR 13140 SRR
AN N e S S N U ﬁﬂégﬁﬁﬁT%ijfﬁT¥ﬁEﬁmE% FEMZ Y, P28 R R 7 )
F BT R U i A 75/2 7] {H 2 75 i Ok B PR X 28 1 A5 B2, TE SIEBR R o R R e A
WHR AN TT . H%H}J\E’Jﬁﬂim*ﬁ YR —2, (H BT M h gt 2 — ot r 4t Bl
P e B R A BRI T A, AR X 48 i N 1) R D SCA RN TR R AN (5] 19 5% i N 7 i Hb A
16 B AR B AN [F].

MG 2 2l 2 A B /D EARRE T AU M R ). RS 2% B R IR % 2] 2
T I IR ST R R X 2 2% ) R T i AL AR IR W R I RN B R A 1Al v, LR IRAHIT 5 A
BARAR BB, DA BN 2815 R R 5 2 J7 R A& T B — P 2, ARG I 28717 R s 2%
TR TR D . REE W2t AN AR G I 28 AR AR 4500 22 0K, P DA RR BB 807 91 AL R R AR AL B AR,
DUIE LR & D 25 (1 S 2k g . ARSCAE % DeepWalk SR, B 0T HE G L& 4R H T RRE 0 28 R AR
CWCNE. CWCNE 45 &8 6 I ZS R, BT 1 2% (8] A5 20 R BEATLIEAE SREmE , AN AT DAFERE & 19 26 (R
) BRGSO AR RS B, b AT DA PR B AERE S 1 AU A ELR e ) OC R, A, CWCNE 2 1
DeepWalk HHABIAY %2 3] 77y SEHL N 4% (A1 2805 2.
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2 HRIVK

AR, [ A AP A3 X R4 0 R R oR 22 AT T ORI IT, BEE S R 28 A 5 255, X &
2871 R R RAL R T BTS2 B EAN. DA T ORI FOORE T E AT LAy 4 KK, 55 1 2K
s T AR U B 43 A 77 V220 RN 28 1Y pe 1) B, B 2 SRR T I 2% RN IR D7 ¥k A i I 24 1 s v e, 5
3 FRH T TRIE A SIHERE BRI T A B, 5 4 SRR B MR RIR .

2.1 ETIEREMESBIOMNEZRTFEIGE

A A7RE R ifd 2 DN RURE B 70 il R R TITSK. H R PRV JREL R 2 A 9% 2 B3 73 - (principal compo-
nents analysis, PCA). JUILE 4373 #T (independent component analysis, ICA). #F F{H 7 fi# (singular
value decomposition, SVD). KEEMN (vector quantization, VQ) . TEIXEETryk | UG I KK FEHE
IR ENARKRI Vv = WH B RETTERIEESR 202, 7 W A H oo v oy Esf, RIAE
BN AIIEFE ME T3 fe 2 1B, AR GE I RE RS 3 il S eV ORIE 20 il Ja B R i AR . E 20 B, A
THRI ARG, 7 i 2E R TP A7 AR T2 TR Y, (B 5B 0 3R A8 SERr ) R AR A R W =5 L.

N T R AR 1) R, AR R0 R ) 6 R SE AP AR LUSE ], Lee F1 Seung - 1999 4E$2H 1 —F0HT i
KRR AR —— JESUHERE R 18] (non-negative matrix factorization, NMF), BIZEREFEH AT L&
BIRAE L R SR A 2 N AR R U738, NMF TR SURSE EFERE Ve Roxm | 4R AR 570 B
W e R FEEGURRE H € R™™, {43 Vo~ WH. [ G675 B 510 [ 522 i 36 B o B %00 1) 22 4 o
BRI, T AL B R B0 A2 A FE R S22 e B () TT 3, WO W O BEHERE, H N RECERE. — BT » 1
EFEELL n /B, BRI (m+ n)r < mn, XIS RBOEREACE ARRERE, AT LSS SR 4R R B 34T 4
Y, T AEAE R S BRUE. Hoh RECERE H 2 MRYEFI R R, M IR RS, H
(AT ) 2 B g I 2815 RIS 3R

w5 R AR SRR B 43 i 5 B HE R AR U RS 2 i 9 (local non-negative matrix factorization,
LNMF) . JIRCIE G 5E [ 43 % 20 (weighted non-negative matrix factorization, WNMF). Fisher 3 7 Hi[%:
43fi# 21 (fisher non-negative matrix factorization, FNMF). #isidE T 5B 4> i 22 (sparse non-negative
matrix factorization, SNMF). 52 PR R A7 B ) it (23] (constrained non-negative matrix factorization,
CNMF). JE-Fi B 656 50 # 24 (non-smooth non-negative matrix factorization, nsNMF) 2. #%-FdE
BRI il 77 1k 2 ) 2 2 0AE T PR E AR R BSOS ). 8 A AR R B G R AR B8 . KL

b sE.
2.2 ETMHZHRNNNERTEIHE

284 N 1A% GERIR RN / SRS R ANAT A TR, AEL R T X 2% G5 K AN [R) T SO G5, BT DALEBEAT [ 45
IRASRAE AT, B e B X L7 7] i X SORREAT A AR, SCA IR 2 5 HAT P10, AT L
BIPHISCAR, SRELE TR SCF41, il CBOW, SkipGram SR8 HEAT AL, (HAEM 2% b, 3l 5 A7 1E
KA ORI, T8 R AE) PSP X 2% 3 A1 S5 A0 B LSO S R VR 2. Pl MAEAE 481 i B
PN, TEARZ LT IHE R IE T RUP51.

7 FE DeepWalk, T 2014 S5, IR S SE AR R 175 R0 51 2 RUHA ) AL, {3 T BE AL
T LA SR A, 0 RO R B N SCRRA. Tang 45 290 T 2015 R4 A LINE 3L, $2 4
TR AT RUFP AN T35, 558 1 A (R — B A0 B A UL, 8 P R 1R 5 2O SRt AT
TAHAG, BEUS T AT R R . Grover 45 201 21T node2vec B, Xf DeepWalk (1
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BEMLIE A SEHEAT T 5k, I\ T 5 2 SRR SN, 2 H AT A8 AT T8 T A — o R 28 Bk N A ROV

EIR VR 5 2R DLRI SR A BRI 48 5 i R ) B, (HAERAEAE R — A D, i A2 (A 55 =) B R 445
B, 20 T A RS R N T %R, GENE B8 P71 A5 57 SCRY RN AR SORY ) 2 1 S B, 5
N T HIAE RS, # Mt RS S /2 RE B SINBIMZTT 41, 1357 B 2515 s R 1)
BAMUEE REE S, RS e RER.

2.3 ETREFIERNNZRTFEIGE

I RIR 52 SIETHEALILGE | 5 5 B 2 R A A B T SR PR e 5 TR B 5 I HE
BRI 28 R 7R 5 2] 07 1 JE S SR VAT S V2R FBF 2 > AR 3k 7 K] 2% 455 R 500, e R A 2R 407 2 169 o) 28 &5 4
FJE 293 28] SDNE #588 129) 1 YOG IR B 25 TR Y R FH 1 IR 28 R 7R 2 =, 12 ABE 2R A FH 387 o
(Laplace) H [ i B — B AL FE G ASE, HH BB BOR J2 I G i 28 0k — [ ARBLRE A, RS2 E b 2% 1)
TR EAE RS RN, IS TR 285 ORI, A, — L8070 48 FH AR RR 22 I 28 134T 15 Rtk
N3], W0 Kipf 45 B0 SR GON AR 2R A5 =15 s 2 S 1) RBAA  T 2 (B P st B N BB et )
28 RN GE R RN X 28T ST RFIEEAT gD, T NI 2% 2143749 13RO, Hamilton %5 BU 2 H ) GraphSAGE
TR SR A ok 2 B BRI, & —PhIEgh s >0 073, I8 T RO AR E B T R TG,
P AR BT TR, A, Chen %5 B2 R HI FastGON FAY K B R AA R A RN bR BU7E A R P
& AR A, SRS RIE (Monte Carlo) J5iEAGtHAR 4y, IR FH B MRS, 18T T UIZRAE.
AN, Pan 55 B3 $2 1 ARGA BBLEE T A 2h4afidat B4 (autoencoder, AE) T4 SRR Y 2], 456
R ZE I B AR T4 5 5 56 70 AT IR ZE M R R eR A, BT GR T VALE AE HIRRIS 38 5 51 N H
A, NN IE AL TG DL A 7 i g e . Wang 25 39 3 H ) GraphGAN R FH AR st 41 20
2 1361 (generative adversarial networks, GAN) X &5 fi AHE FOMER AT 2 05E, 8 X HUll s B A
JSC s AR 2%, A A Rl 2 2] B 1) s 1) & ] DLALHE B B R b 454, IF H., GraphGAN KA graph
softmax Y J7VEMRIR T softmax BRI % FE Ik iy 1) 1) L.

IR 28 RO A S TR AR RN 28 o AT A2 R S T ARSI RCR, (ERR S MB R R I, KRR 4
PSS T3 5 B 2 R 22 5. BT R R G IR 2, 75 L4 HA BN 2381 X 48 3R 7R 25 21 i

2.4 ZMEHIMERRFES]

AT )22 W 48 R 24 ) 7R R BT 2 50 R 4 BTN T 1 2 T804 22 28AN[R) &5 LTI, Mat-
suno 25 M YK M4t 2 277 S TE], 11058 RBBIARFK B K, HERTXF 2 2E AWM T
W 2 R N2 MELL. 12500570 6 43 2 46 SN, FFHR H AL = 1) B SR SR AN R AE A [F) 2
46 2 R ) TE P, IS AN [E)Z AN AN R AT REAH . Qu %5 BT[] — 285 15 5 IA) i AR [R] 2 2
VRN 2% 1) 22 A AL, BRIV HE IR0 4 320 PR Al SRy i 22 55 RORR [RDL M 2R [F] AL I, SRR i T 20 1
A N5 MVE (multi-view network embedding). MVE 43 5% 4 45 (1 2 AL EIHEAT HON., I 780
R IR B SR AL B R, B 28 481 53R R 2 AN RN R IBCRL. Xu %5 381 4
Xof S R 0 4% 1 22 B 2% 2 ST 4R H T EOE (embedding of embedding) 532, EOE 5 /4% 1 (34 34T T %
N, AU BAN 0 268 R PRI AT HRON. 0 38 S A 35 A 48 N R ik — 25 6 2 AN SRR X 4 2 T PR a0 A T
G, SLIRE R 1A 2 RN T T B S RN 7. R A R ROR 21 5 IR 2 W o M AT
FAAB, BISEIRE 22 AN X 2 e (145 RBEAT 2% =, SR AT T IR BARTH 500 AN, 5538038 22 I 445 43 Mk 5 A
LE, FEE LS IR Tt G2 B /D &5 SE ARG T S 2 AW e, BG4S ES. N2t
I 2% 53 AT BRVRIE 006 S 8 3 K S [T st 1T DG IR SR (R 28, LIk 2 o 24 A ] 15 mid 1] PRI P 2 v e AN
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. PRI, R R 28 Sl I/ B R 3T RO RR I 2 A 2%, SR 519 RUTT UK 2 A X 2 12 A
2, IR A 28 HEAT 2 2, AT DU G iR 2 2 S AR A AR

3 MHEXEX

T (vertex): 1 RGERIZE P — D IIREMA, LIS R — A 7, SR ) — 2 52
AL TR — RN, SRR A — AN, E AR T i) — A S, #AT AR — AN
IV FoR T IR S, v Fon— A BAREAT AL

14 (edge): A2 FHRZIE PN 5 2 (M SC AR I, ATRERATJ7 A, FROMAT 134, S <2 ) 2% v ) o
) JRVE R & WA BEAN A& T Ik, FROVTCRIIL, il SEIE 2% b (KRl E RIS R A SCSR G Hh L )
NERA. F E Fonbt st M e; Fon— % BAAKL.

2% (network): FIZE X R AL IIZIE, & XML G = (V. E), PV 2& G FINTRES, E
G HIIASES.

EX1 (FEEML (coupling network)) X FPAMASLHIMLS Gy, Gy, £ AN ES HHAEAEXT B AH [F]
AR RXT (of, 02), WIFK of, oF REGHTE, FR G = [Gr, Go) FIRRIIHT 2% RE &5 R 2%

CLE 1 A (2 IR 5 P28 . FE LRI 2% Gy i, XSRS BV S iR SKE IS5 D14 D I 4%
YT R o), BT T RS VO T IR R O A LR T R T G R e, MY
LS B B, NS Gy HAAESRUUN Y SRS V2 AL S B2, BALRIMSS Gy RTHLEEIM
2 Gy AR K TG 2% G. XS i T R B PSR Zg , Bir DU RS 6719 A

28 Rom 2 SRR G E ML G = (V, E), %2R f(o), RMMEE DA 0, fv) =
reRY, r REAPERSEIVE, I H d < [V]. RIEHHELRES, BATATUE G B R RE .

EX2 (FHE W4T HERIR% 2] (coupling network node representation learning)) X T H Gy, Gy
PRI G 28 R IR L o) 02, 23— ARYER R ¢, € RY, ¢, & NN d FIRGER 3 S8
Bk, FFHBAL d < [ViVo|. Hd [ViVa| RoR IR HTT G880 1 (ViVe| A d dEr SR
B @ e RIVIValxd Jgfl& P28 5 K RAEAERE. 22 21 FE 0 @ F RENARE & M 25 35 mon 2 STl 1.

XL 1 AR P28 SEAB T3, AR 28 5 R ST R AN E S T5E M, RO AR R
A R ¢y, R RS T RERN MR EE R

4 BEMBERTFIRE CWCNE

MBI 28711 RO 2], BAENRE S 8 il o 22 I B S M 285 AR B TR R IR AN UGE
TN SV TR ARG I3 AR IR 7R 2 21 T ik, ST AT 27 RO BN SORFAE, 40 R R B4 S R P A0 A
S TS RIS, T RUEAFAERE & ORI, ARl FE R 77 > BOAFAE R I ORAARE B SRIBC B g At ) .
A SRS B 48 FRFAE, £ HE — A58 SCBEMLITEAE A2 i B R STRMIE R 375 27 2] J7 1% (crossing randorm
walking for coupling network embedding, CWCNE).

4.1 CWCNE #1&%8!

CWCNE ZARAREE W8 RIR 2 T7 k. N T AR TR AR P ORI R DR R 5 SR K, JRATI4E
TR REALIET E B RE R SIN T B RS I A AR BE L AL, ISR NI R R, SIN TS
P& SCIRT RUAAFIEAS 2, M E S22 WA 2 fros. B 2, IIZRT R Vv R, 347
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E 2 CWCNE #&#!
Figure 2 Model: CWCNE

Rl VR G SRR v R IL BTN SCE AR IE ARSI, IR VB R P R TR
B RBRIRFE.

FERZAR AR IR 2], B e 7 2 BEALI 8 S AL BT U 81 W, e w D BEALIE (Y A
RN, SRIGAEH W, 1R T SkipGram FHIA, MIAEAY [ H br s HCN

minimizeg — log(Pr(®v;—, . . ., Vigw|®(v;))Pr(Pv;_,, ..., v;,,|P(v;))). (1)
i SkipGram AFEFFHIRINGTE, FrPAaC (1) B AFRER 2 AR ELST, 4
itw
Pr(®vi—g, . . ., Vigo|P(0;))Pr(Pv]_,, . .., v, |P(v5)) H Pr(®(v;|®(v;)))Pr(®(v;|®(v:))),  (2)
i—w,jF#L

Horp, T Pr(®(v)|®(v:))) K Pr(®(v)|®(v;))) BITHREEIER K, B R Hierarchical Softmax J5ik
K PLIX — 7] 8, K Hierarchical Softmax 7754 BE PRAE S E0 2 ) il F2 v] LB I 8K

B IR 258t R — S5 KO0 S T Huffman A8 B — AN 7719 550, RRE R 255 vh BT 19 s 2 MR R 3 A
KA 0] % AL R Huffman B EHAR S 53 3 — 715 5Eﬁﬁ%zﬂiﬁ%ﬁ’llﬂ@ {1 /L wy, ¥ Huffman
B T35 £, M\ Huffman SIS 0T 4 o) FEATHAETE T A8 (bosbr. .. bog v11-1).
St by IR briog v1os 9 g, 0y MR v! 75 TR REeD & 3L 5 — XU, 5

[log| V']

Pr(®(v;]®(vi)))Pr(®(vj]®(v:)) H Pr(¢(by)|@(v;))Pr(6(by)|®(v5)), (3)

I 5N Huffman BRI Pr(®(ug)|®(v;)), WA T Nog|V[] D=2, 0 KR BUEA logistic
IrReAAL, 155

Pr(¢(bl)|(I>(’UJ))PI‘(¢(bl)‘q)(U;)) = 1+ e_;(vj)¢(bl) 1 +e—‘I}(U§)¢(bl)’ (4)
Horb b NARM 7505, ®(b) € R RIAERT-75 fO i (R0 BT s8R, @ (b)) AR, J8id Hierar-
chical Softmax J7VEFA TR Pr(®(v;|®(v:))) K Pr(®(vf|®(v;))) IR RIEIEZH O(|V]) FEIEH
O([log|V|]). BEZSHN 6 = @, ¢, ZHAT LLETLFEHLER N % (stochastic gradient descent, SGD) #
ITZHIE]. N T SGD, 77 ZER IS, Kol (4) 5B NIE, 7

Pr(bi|®(v;), 67, )Pr(by|®(v)), &) )
= [o®(v;)T¢l_ (b)) "1 — 0@ (v) Tl (b)) [0 (v))" () D' L= o @(v))T (DK
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B (5) AR (3), FR (3) AR (2), W2k (2) o Besk a7

(1= b)lo®(v;) ¢, (br)
o IR Al - o0 o, ()]
L= , : (6)
iEZVj:i;jyéi ; +(1 - bl)[U‘I’(Ué‘)T(f’gﬂ(bl)]
hull = ()T 61, (b))
/?‘,\
L(vj, §,v}) = (1= b)[o®(v;) "¢y (b)] + bi[1 — o®(v;) " ¢]_, (b)] o
+ (1= ) [0 @) o1 (b)) + bull = o)) 8l (b)],
SRR (7) RHKT D(v;), Do) 1 ¢, () W FHL
T = 1= b= o @) e ()l ().
Ty = == @)ool (0, ®
OL(v,4,1)

= [1= b — o(D(v))"¢]_, (b)) (v;),

06]_, (br))
F (8) ST B T ik T 7

itw  [log|V]]

) =v)—n >, [L=bi— (@) ¢l (b)g]_, (Br),

j=i—w,jAi  i=1
itw [log|V[] y y (9)
O(v)) = Phi(v)) —n Y. > [L—b—o(@) el (b))l (br),

J=i—w,jAi i=1

&1 (br) = &]_, (b)) — n[1 — by — o (@(v;) T d]_, (b)) (v;),

WA AT SRR A B4 0 = @, 6.
N EATT I TS 2 P 5 A T B AR 4 AR B AL A B DL R R SR A Bk

4.2 FRAELYLRMENFE

FH T ) 208 B0 v [N B 2 I A B2 AN X 2%, BT DAAS B T B0 P 5 X 2% o B BRI AE S50,
T AINHE S P25 8] 0719 A5 08, 7 B0 T AL SR HEAT 200K, 457 U A s AL & A0S A ER
SBR[ A A 5 0 N R 1 R B R SE R

Bk 1 AR A M LRI E R (coupling random walk), F 42 B &1 w741,

BRI 8 T H Gy, G MR & N, FETT RES OV, ME T R B4 4, AT
B EEL ~, B ERR IO K ¢, BE T R AR E E hsE R AOEK ¢, WHRD w. 1
TURH R X251 SR AER PR .

TEVIGEALIT B, 75 ZEXTRAEFEFE @ FI = XW T TR0 (38 1, 2 47). SR ERE S, X2
TSR T AT y UOIFAE (BB 3 4T). FERRUQIFETTARTT, V77 s — NN B, KRR L&
BEALER R T RERINZRL AR (58 4 47). WPIREHLRE P iR — AN i (B8 5 1T), 7 1 AL v AER G
RS, WAL FT R 2% b AT B KOy ¢ KIBEHLIFE (36 6, 7 17), & WAl v FEME RS,
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Algorithm 1 CouplingSkipWalk

Input: Gi = (V, E),G2 = (V, E), coupling vertex CV, embedding size d, walks per vertex -, walk length ¢, ¢, window size

w;

1: Initialization: Sample ® from RIV1Vz2lxd;
2: Build a binary Tree T from |V;V5|;

3: for i =0 to v do

4: O = suffle(|V1V2);

5: for v; € O do

6: if v; ¢ CV then

7 W, = RandomWalk(G, v;, t);

8: end if

9: if v; € CV then

10: Wy, = concat(RandomWalk(G, v;, t — t'), RandomWalk(G, v}, v"));
11: end if
12: CouplingSkipGram(®, Wy, ,w, CV);
13: end for

14: end for

Output: matrix of vertex representation ® € RIV1Vzlxd,

FE4AT N 28 R T 2K ¢ — ¢ BIBENLIEE, FEAEXTRIFR &ML G7 R RIAR &7 i o) it
TR ¢ BENLE (38 8, 9 1T) BT KUFS W, HEB 7, 9 A7 AR IS U AN
CouplingSkipGram, 5 HT17 &i [\] &

EREFET, G, G MIBERE NS, G RN UET A o FIERIMNYE, G Fon HARE T /o) IHE
IRRL%. —XB T B S EE AN CouplingSkipGram Hiki. BK ¢, ¢ WHRKSDSK, H ¢ <,
SERRT BT AN E RN T ¢, B (W, | < t, ST JE4ER CouplingSkipGram 5%, 7 &7 B Al & A
EK. FERENLIEE AR T, [/ —A T S AR E B L

4.3 HERBER

BRRORARI FEZALF RIS T MBS & HrhZH T N sl HI R — R, 2 —A>
25 28 © NEAFREIIRE G P RAEFERE. 5% 2 8 CouplingSkipGram 5H32%, HI T H 4
B RFE S TRARY P W, WA N v GF 14T). WT 30T v, W ET

Algorithm 2 CouplingSkipGram
1: for v; € Wy, do

2: for up, € Wy, [j—w:jtw] do

3: J(®) = —logPr(uk|®(v5));
4: o= — a%;

5: if uy € CV then

6: (@) = —logPr(u} | B(u,));
7 =0 — O‘%§

8: end if

9: end for

10: end for

LB w WEIFTE T 5L e (58 2 47). MRS w, R HARREL J(@) (58 3 17), A RENLEREZ T
BRSO R ALIERE @ (55 4 17). AR we ARG REE T, WX RS ML G o X R
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*1 6 AMAMBRERNERGITHER

Table 1 The basic statistical indicators of 6 sets of coupled network datasets

Dataset Number of vertexes Number of edges Number of vertexes Number of edges Number of
in network 1 in network 1 in network 2 in network 2 coupling vertexes

SCN 22 74 25 103 8

ACN 2985414 25965384 1053188 3916907 733592
FCN 9274 138065 2805 293848 1947

PCN 3429936 27519883 92385 687327 46260
WCN 372971 919276 17365 38247 15406
MCN 10000 20000 10000 10000 2000

MG R wy, BATARIBRAIE (58 6, 7 17).

5 SKWERSHMH

5.1 #HiE&E

N T M A T T B A SO R B RCR, AR T AR BOARS & 2 34T 20 A, A A & I 2%
(3L B 4R, BT DAFRATTAAE 1 — AN R HEMI A S i & N 4, NIk T B RER MR EARRE & M
2. RS Y . RREAR G I Lt . FEER S S 5 B, R 141 T 6 AMEMEEEER
FERG T HEIR.

FAZFRE ML (social coupling network, SCN): SCN A&FRATN L RAEM H L4128 W28 50 ds, A8
QQ~ MEM A M. Hh QQ i Ha& 22 AN 74 A PR R, MiEEIE+HAE 25 A
SR 103 NP R A,

RFA ML (academic coupling network, ACN): >k H 3k [30,39] & H AR ML, Hp
LinkedIn & — MOV RIZE, P AL 2% b on A N5 B TAE52, I8 LinkedIn f2%
R PR R, BTUEH co-view KFERBAH LR, %M 25 Bdl h L5 2985414 S5 H P A5 BN
25965384 7 K&, ArnetMiner WIZgHRAE 1 22 R4 XY 2 F R A28 Ik 55, AR YcR B 2013
, 7 1053188 2% HIME BAT 3916907 561 R &

AR A4 (film coupling network, FCN): FCN ;& FATMEALI T RERI ML, 2 b [ A Hb
(K SR & 1 X ER 7> HLGE o R 2 B B2 N8 . AR N3RS RARB I P o &L o
R th L5 2805 461 (5 BN 203848 5 HI M R &, AL th L5 9274 2611 5 B A 138065
FH KA.

WA S 4% (poetry coupling network, PCN): >k H W25, A1 & BT RAR I KB 23 R A A 17 .
5 FH 357 30 o IR TE SR BR SRR A TE G &R e R dE th 2 92385 25 R1E(S B AN 687327 2k 1A 15
RE, KRB a7 3429936 A% )iE(E B A 27519883 k115 K &.

EVER A MY (work coupling network, WCN): Sk H dblp ¥ E, Q&8 CAELIEMBEES
V%, B EP REE LI BB EF SR e sCa R8s & 372971 SRAEE {5 B
919276 %AFHE KRR, BEAIERIEHAE 17365 F/EH(E B 38247 FAEH KA.

NILHEEMZ (manual coupling network, MCN): N TAA ARG A N 2%, FLrR I gg 1 /il
T4, AL 10000 AN A5 2 20000 2532, M4 2 BN LS 1 ST AR, (RN T 50% (il Fr LA
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10000 AN 55 K 10000 26320, ML TREEL 20% B fAE AR A5 .

AR TEBIRHE S B, B AR AR P A W28 25 B — A BT AR G 2, P&
AR PSS AN R P AT 05, AN — 2518, FoRPE AT SR R, 78 SEAR IS5
B AR AT RSO TR PR e, AR DR B

5.2 XLk

HHT, F5E W2 R 7 ] R IE AT RIE, 7 2 RO E AR SRR R RAOR, RATTHE A%
B 2% BORE 59 AR, IXRERE R X 2 A B — 245 SR 5 1% H BT A AR IR AN M 28 20K
S S)INEANE NS B, 0 R BT IA.

DeepWalk: 1% 7712 3= ZLALHE AL B 107 51 A1 SRR S50 B B, A2 o s e B B, s B
WU T2, SRR S50 B A SkipGram 777, HH 8 JZ IR Softmax £ %% 2 803, {# FHBEHL
BOIE T 57 S AR S A, 12051008 B 2% rp s s 3R 2 S I I 775, DeepWalk Ht BT E 1O
BREN 40, BEHLE R KIE N 80, 1 F M E MR/ BUE Y 10, & 3oR M B RI4EEZ BN 128.

Node2vec: %77 ikt 1 AN E S0G, B0 1 #R h E 0, wT DL 5 B 1 2R i B TR 4 5
EMRIE ST FE, (FFHBEALER S N B o) BAR S 1207 1R T DUR R 2 H AL & I 4% h 1) SR s A 4
JafE S, T Node2vec /& 1E DeepWalk FLyEFEA b o5t BEATLITAE S0, DRl LA S2 06 % B Z FVE I 25
5 DeepWalk HyESHUMH .

LINE: 1%77 %€ SCEA TR B P AN S M2 o0 A, — M AR FERE RS, 55— M AT IR, 83 By
AP TAT ) KL BEAS 20605 R 2 — B AN B AU 759 RN AR SESG A ] — B LINE 503,
H R R LR BN 128.

SDNE: 1% /72 Fai5 i & 1) Laplace FFEXT—BrAHALLE 22 8E, F TG M B B0V 2 1 R 2 0 — B AH AL
FERRE, FRR 2 B b & 1 Hh (8] R AR 97T s 48 s, SDNE H AR SRIG Al I 1 2 VR L) 2 1264 T
TR 2], gL B R4 T B E Ty 256, fan B T AN EORGE Y 128, RN 48 R R4k
2 128.

5.3 FtHEXI5

FEAEAZ M 2% T, R AR R, P 108 B [ OQTE R AR R T B 2% (R 454, £
RFERI ML, A 7 2 (B RO K8, A I Z IR E R SC RN, FEIX R R 25,
EFR BN B 0 0 AT LA AR, L A AR o TR A N SR B, 17 A 7 ek L4 T
FEXSERBON B, L1070 & R A A 58 AR AL A1 S5 4y (400,

A R 73 A 55 AF D9 R4 Bt b (B SR AE 55, 7l DR SR B0 MR 5 19X 208 4 o ) B PR R o P
JEESRAT R A PRI 7 L 55, BRI, U A [T i) 7 D RSO BR A, JH X 7 PR 5 I 2481 i ) PO A8k
R, X FAE R ESS, ] K-means J7 5004 & W 4811 i R0 A B HEAT 2K, K R0 Lk
Al AR5, B 3 & T CWONE BERUAE A SR & 9 2% AR R 70 45 2R A ] 3(a) At A2
BRI, B 3(b) AT R RMELEER 2 4508, AT AR ERAEE TREMEN
R, RIS W 2% A AL AR5, IWEL 3(a) HATEAE H, AW E LK IR, #E
WA 2% T ) 22 A W 28 BB ARAFAEAR 20 R 6 19 X, (ELRE A 4571 T PR Q8320 Bzt /N B — o 26 pAY 351 )
RIRRIAANHL, BT LAAS 5 1 Al & 1A A1 25 4.

Bl 4 XSHE T 5 R 75 e S AURE & 10 20 Bt S rh A TR 2 O 5 R, wT URER, FEANFME R, CWCNE
RS T BRI ROR. RSO AE [4,7) Vi B B ORI, R B S rh Lo A 1 i i
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Figure 3 Results of community detection in social coupling network.

(b) visualization of node representation vectors

(a) Topology of social coupling network;
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Figure 4 Modularity contrast of algorithms with different k on film coupling network

K. Hrp deepwalk, node2vec X} LSRN TP A KUK, CWCNE FIFRHR FE Bl 25 28 28 0 4
OB KT B K. 76 k= 7 B BRORRIBRERE. 76 k = 7 i, CWCONE 8% B R EE A 0.49,
node2vec [FIFEERIE N 0.40, deepwalk HIFERE A 0.38, SDNE [{HEHE N 0.39, LINE fBLELE A 0.37,
CWCNE 7E 4RI/ E % A B AR 3. CWONE 1R 7 5 £ (R84 W %4 B 45 145 1.
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* 2 TRHIFEETHEMBALRR T RRE

Table 2 Comparison of module degree of community detection in coupled network

Dataset Deepwalk Node2vec LINE SDNE CWCNE
SCN (k =5) 0.334 0.345 0.274 0.312 0.381
ACN (k =8) 0.396 0.431 0.337 0.423 0.426
FCN (k=7) 0.383 0.408 0.372 0.392 0.490
PCN (k =13) 0.435 0.443 0.391 0.413 0.391
WCN (k = 8) 0.351 0.385 0.349 0.391 0.373

MCN (k = 46) 0.524 0.507 0.493 0.537 0.598

%3 TRESUBET, MG EAL S ERE

Table 3 Module degree of single network community detection

Dataset Network Deepwalk Node2vec LINE SDNE CWCNE

SCN1 0.349 0.355 0.294 0.337 0.358
SCN

SCN2 0.341 0.337 0.289 0.341 0.349

ACN1 0.423 0.429 0.342 0.425 0.425
ACN

ACN2 0.411 0.423 0.318 0.412 0.415

FCN1 0.462 0.481 0.351 0.477 0.487
FCN

FCN2 0.468 0.479 0.357 0.472 0.479

PCN1 0.440 0.460 0.403 0.429 0.463
PCN

PCN2 0.439 0.452 0.398 0.424 0.457

WCN1 0.360 0.368 0.351 0.341 0.368
WCN

WCN2 0.357 0.365 0.364 0.352 0.367

MCN1 0.516 0.503 0.486 0.529 0.572
MCN

MCN2 0.504 0.491 0.481 0.523 0.548

F 2 BN T BRGNS S BEEA AR DR A RIEE S A A B KA
HLRE st B A B0, FEAE TR A L . SRR A & . TFia A A M M THEA 2% 4 MRS
I, CWCNE FBI 345 T S BRI 25 . 7R ARG B RIEER G M85 2 MRS -,
CWCNE FiAE b node2vec 1 SDNE J7¥Z.

R 3 JEIN T S IHRA EE AT S AR BN 2% _E AR 4r 45 . 7E SCN, FCN, PCN, WCN, MCN
SEPEAE B CWCNE R (R e g 35 00 F HoAh L e 7792, 7T W CWCONE 53548 1 i) 1) 2 b A A A
FZAE BA T SRR THEZNEER.

5.4 (BEMEIEMRIDR]

B 0 28 AR VR A R AR B X 28 0 AT RO St DR AT, th R 1 X 281 s R 70 L A N A, 4R
FERB A PR (1R 22 AN 2% 2 (), AR HARTR] 0 24 B 22 A 28 o BLA S0 I 0% AR R s (40 48 A
R EEAER QQ S8 AGHATAZH, AL RIS S AGIAT AT, IS AAERT LT QQ MRS #a) R & 194
ZRINY, 2 A A R 48 rR Ot I R R R [ 3 . SRR & R4 R AR BIAE S5, AT CABS IEAR 5 P 2%
WRAERGEE T REZ ARG AE . RS TP fabs, HEf 2, W R RS &
P22 55 ) R R . ARSI R, B S AR S R T R R ST R BURE, SR R 4
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Figure 5 The recognition results of the main body of social coupled network

BATHET, BRI Tops 1ENIEAEAR R SEAA. Jorh 201 S ELA 70%, FEE0 1 S ELEA 30%.

B 5 NS A AR, R A 4 AR S R A R AH R AUV AR AT S, R
LRI RUNBE UM ARG a5, MR IE AR RO AR BOR AR &1 2. CWCNE R bR i 1 25
SERIE R, MALSZ R G 2 (1R 25 SR P DLE ) AT AU I A0IA 2%, R 5 TR AR & 11 0,
RN 6, 41 F1 4, 35 X EEREA T SRR AL o RS A B 2 AR (TR 6 SRS AT A
2 ZA0I; A 4 SRR ST A 2 44000, A 41 SRS A 2 204832, 3555 35 S [E
A A 3 440D, M ARBR A PR T , Wiy AXF 19, 33 A1 16, 25 WIAFAERA 4RI (7555
19 SFEMFRATTAA 1 44000, T8 16 SFRMEEE TS 1 480, 175 33 SRMBAT AE 1
AR, TR 2 SEMIBRA AT S 1 464010, FrbAA 5 iR sl k.

R 4 NAFREIRE T, FITEERE S EARFIMTS F IR, £ 6 AEIEET, TR
BENLIEAE BT 1S9 5507 ZU AT REAS [F], AR SLIGAE & FE SO EA R OL T, 347 T IR SR8 R 4
SPRMEAE N LG R, SRR Y], CWCONE FEAUHG T SRR B RCR. k78 PCN IR T fedf
R CR, IR BIHER 2 IE B 73.46%, MIEET HABMLE, WHIA#E & M4 PCN 5 f ] T SCAR 4%, BT LA
5.

Kl 6 s 1 AR SR A s LR R A s R R 2R S 43 ) 8 B R A s L
30%, 50%, 70%, 90%. FEANFHHESE b, B CARR ST s EL B B 3G m, #8515 SOR I ERh 22t ] B 4
. 4R A AR 30% I, SRR HER SR ARMG, FEAEAE BUNRE ). M DRI AT s b
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Table 4 The recognition accuracy of the main body of the coupled network

Dataset Deepwalk Node2vec LINE SDNE CWCNE
SCN 0.187 0.187 0.174 0.192 0.250
ACN 0.389 0.391 0.382 0.391 0.394
FCN 0.437 0.437 0.425 0.439 0.452
PCN 0.692 0.687 0.673 0.698 0.735
WCN 0.517 0.526 0.527 0.531 0.564
MCN 0.604 0.618 0.607 0.611 0.635

Precision (%)

30 50 70 90

Rate of known coupling vertexs (%)

B 6 BHFBETSEHIEMIRSIFIFNT

Figure 6 The influence of the known proportion of the coupling nodes on the body recognition

L3 90% B, CWCNE 7EA A 45 F 1 =AU AERf 223508 0.4, FFAERFRI RS & N 28 il A
T IEAERR BRI HERR IR F] 0.791.

T F A R BT R G I 28 IR 288 20 BT AT 55, FF Read i S5 TR A HERF 28 VPAL R & I 28 717 RO
AR, RUASON DA ESEge 25 /AT Z i iedbar 7 S A, 2R Wk 5 s, K, Avs. B3R
7~ A FYLEE B BUEMER R &, A O BMERIR p /0T 0.01, UARETEREZE R B

5.5 FRESH

PRZE 73 ISR LR T R VEAE 9 ARZE, I IEARZE 73 I8 IR, R LASS UERS 5 P41 s A1 & (1 72 SR RE T,
FEFIHERA R . A AR AVE AR PP PR bR, (s, JU)EL 7 R 15 0 2% 5 e 10 B 1 70 2K E il 78
ASEierh, WA SVM 1E 970 268%. FL iR b 70%, k&L H) 30%.

FEAE SR & X 2% TR AT AR 28 73 AR 55 A AP AT — 0 AT 55, SRR P 2 AT 2 9338
CESE:ES:2

x
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Table 5 Significant analysis of subject recognition results

Dataset (%) SCN ACN FCN FCN WCN MCN
CWCNE vs. DeepWalk 6.3%* 0.5 1.5%* 4.3%* 4.7%* 3.1%*
CWCNE vs. Node2vec 6.3%* 0.3 1.5%* 4.8%* 3.8%%* 1.7%*

CWCNE vs. LINE 7.6%* 1.2%* 2.7%* 6.2%* 3.7%* 2.8%%*
CWCNE vs. SDNE 5.8%* 0.3** 1.3%* 3.7%* 3.3 ** 2.4%*

* 6 TEHBE_MGEIHRER

Table 6 Two label classification results

Dataset Measure Deepwalk Node2vec LINE SDNE CWCNE
P 0.751 0.872 0.793 0.852 0.875
SCN R 0.681 0.603 0.640 0.623 0.619
F1 0.714 0.712 0.708 0.720 0.725
P 0.814 0.836 0.803 0.837 0.851
ACN R 0.659 0.729 0.631 0697 0.783
F1 0.728 0.778 0.707 0.761 0.815
P 0.688 0.687 0.675 0.683 0.693
FCN R 0.573 0.598 0.551 0.579 0.604
F1 0.625 0.629 0.607 0.628 0.645
P 0.937 0.922 0.908 0.925 0.950
PCN R 0.892 0.872 0.883 0.868 0.895
F1 0.913 0.896 0.895 0.896 0.921

TESEARRE S W 28 P AT FR 2 AT 5%, A F P MR AT — 00 AT 55, 3 I A0 0t AT 2 73 2%
(6 ) 1155

TESCARN & I 28 TR AT AR 0 AT 55 AR RS NN T 40 AT 5%, S N B IEAT 2 50 25
(12 2K) 1155

TERFIAAE & W 28 FH AT AR 43 AT 45 M F S P IR T 0 1T %

TEZVERE A L R AT AR 0 AT 55 (6 I S4B AT 2 43 26 (8 28) 145

6 BN T ANFEBALAE 2 bR AT INEE R, CWCNE FERLLE 3440 45 L1 00 25 SR 1)
W v T H At SR HE T v, AT AR R L T AR S SR . TERR AR A S TS T NN IS, BT
PLUERf R I, 55 TR IR SR ILE 0.90 DLE.

B 7 N RRE TS R LR, 7E PON B0 45 LA 2R R i dy, M2k R Ak 3] 0.79. 78 SCN
A CAN i 4E For RBCREEAFEF, M2 F A58 0.60 F1 0.58. 7E FCN e 7R3k
72, M8 A 0.39.

7 R T AR RE Z PR AT S5 R 45 AT L. CNE Bi7E SCN, WON 5348 - hg
FAEHETT VL, Ho ACN i B Hm, IAE] T 0.363, PCN AR, N 0.128. 25 £ & Xt
CWCNE HER ) 52568 52 m iR K, ZRAIBCR /D, 3 2R Rt gy
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Figure 7 Two label classification P-R curve
£7 BHREHEMELL
Table 7 Accuracy rate of multi classification task
Dataset Measure Deepwalk Node2vec LINE SDNE CWCNE
P 0.276 0.301 0.283 0.298 0.307
SCN (N =9) R 0.201 0.248 0.237 0.246 0.246
F1 0.232 0.272 0.258 0.270 0.273
P 0.338 0.374 0.352 0.369 0.375
ACN (N =6) R 0.308 0.352 0.318 0.341 0.352
F1 0.322 0.363 0.334 0.354 0.363
P 0.122 0.173 0.143 0.164 0.183
PCN (N =12) R 0.073 0.102 0.088 0.097 0.097
F1 0.091 0.128 0.109 0.122 0.128
P 0.325 0.321 0.315 0.322 0.336
WCN (N =38) R 0.179 0.183 0.168 0.173 0.185
F1 0.231 0.233 0.219 0.225 0.238

5.6 MREDESHIN

BR2E 73 SIS 5 h R AR URRAE, I AR2E 7 S 1), 7T DASGIE R 5 W0 28 5 s ) ) 20
P AER R AR PO T AR, HERRSM MEHEE‘J%&%WJ%? AR 7 SR AE s, EAR SR,
B SVM 1R N2, Il ZRBEtu il 70%, IS LB 30%.

oF

o

1212



HEB FEREE B 50 % 8

50
44.0 ‘ ‘ : : ‘
(a) (b)
435 40
43.0
> 230
£ 45 g
= =
3 42.0 g 20
=} N I
2 2
41.5
107
41.0
40.5 : : : : : 0
6 8 10 12 14 16 18 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Walk length ¢ Walk length 7

8 SRIMBET REIEHF
Figure 8 The effect of step size on the coupling node vector. (a) Current network step size; (b) coupling network step
size
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B FH PR A 5 30 AR SR A AR BT 7 VR AT 55, S PR AR N VRAN Fia A, AR PEE i KRR 2 )
ARt HUONEREEL AN, FEARE G 28 Bdla g i s 5 Kt AT 20 . 181 8(a) HEHH, 7E—EVEH
W, BEE DK ¢ 3R, AR R R NME SR T, BRSO BOSRE, 2K ¢ 1A% 14 I, #
ARy R R EEIEAANEE B TF. B 8(b) Wi, B DK ¢ BOIER, AERTI 7 MRS SETT I &, 2425
K¢ k2] 6 i, +EET 0 ARBE T RE .

5.6.2 [EIEHEIERIFM

G P IR d 2 CWONE U i — AN B B8, 7 (RAERR & 2% 5 4 16 LR LA A
ST, RO MG FTRALRE @ 07 DR 1A 2 IR o SR AR S b PR SRR TR AE 45, (P
WA AP T S A S B U RO W B, BB N B o 7E SRR & P 4 B0
Y b AL FE 74 47

Bl 9 S, B LA RE RO, K T4 O BB, (SR 3R, 24 LA REIA 1 50
UES, SEUR RIS B TR BEUITE R NUAR A AR R 50 4 AORE £ IO0 45 o o B B T 447 A2
BSR4 IS A1

5.6.3 LFTXHEOXNERSN

FERRELIRBENEN B, BT XE N o 2 —DEENSH. BIRE, w FHEBOR, HXT R
A I 28719 R 1A R R SR AE RE 0 MLl (HAE SRR RE h, o MBS SEIR 45 R T T Wl . LR
BT, R A A SO RS PIA B, RS G LRBENLITERT B, B8 et 1 RENLE, fE {3
P E TR SCE DT RAE AR B, W w ZERE BN, 5 BN Al i, ¢, ¢ RSB HCON
FEEZHL, 1w ST LF- 7T LU

6 SESREKIE
ARSCEF R A L8 SEH T R A 28 RN CWONE. S0 #& W 28 IR Rp I, 50k 7 iR N 5 725 o
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Figure 9 The effect of vector dimension on the coupling node vector
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Coupling network vertex representation learning based on net-
work embedding method
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Abstract Network representation learning is a basic problem in network data analysis. By learning network
representation vectors, network vertices can be represented more accurately. With the development of deep
learning, embedding methods have been widely used for network vertex representation learning. Providing that
network data have changed in terms of their scale and modality, the research focus gradually shifted from single
network mining to coupling network mining. This paper first analyzes the research status of embedding methods
for single networks and then compares their advantages and disadvantages. Furthermore, the paper presents
a model called CWCNE for coupling network embedding. The random walk and training algorithms of the
proposed model are improved to adapt to coupling network features. The validity of the proposed model was
verified using social, academic, film, poetry, and work coupling network data. Good results were obtained on
community detection, entity recognition, and label classification tasks.

Keywords network embedding, vertex vector, coupling network, representation learning, community detection,

entity recognition, label classification
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