H 3 b 2
ACTA AUTOMATICA SINICA

Vol. 46, No. 4
April, 2020

46 % H 4l
2020 4F 4 H

ETRHAFEEENESEFRERXEE

REA L EWAR: X B A R

B ANISENREEEAEERRAL: B8 WAMENRETERE NS E T A B K, Tokx FsL w2
P 5 S A B R AT A O, 0] ) 25 PRI ) SRR SRR R TF IS, 880 X A [ 21 P e e 2 SR 8y JEAT 0 e i 402
BT O R, ELICI 46 rpa] DATRSCHRIRA] B0~ 19 S A SR ARAE:, A Ape ik S Se i 5 S R B 3h 25 e il SR b1
353 F AT 1] P R R RAR AT 1070 G SR IR 45 IR AR S SRR AL S, AR SCHR AR IR 7 2. (Evolution factor
graph model, EFGM) I T #de s 47 S 2F HE SR 2L, firi EFGM A {UA] AR 3R S B 091 i Jm AR D 1 5 SR i,
AT AR s I TR BR IR A5 L. AR SO0 HSRBin e AT S2 e ik, SEIR 4 RERH] EFGM Bk fah S 5 ek F B —
NG AR T FIMEZR , BRASSRISEE R L SRR AR, SR G IS R AR AL, AL T AR SO SRR A AL

KRB RHBIRYE, BECD T RIS, FHESRIR, 30
SIRMEX SKE, e, XIUE, AR, BRI, BT T R SRR B R, A SRR, 2020, 46(4):
670—680

DOI 10.16383/j.aas.c170363

A Semi-supervised Clustering Algorithm Based on Factor Graph Model for
Dynamic Graphs

ZHANG Jian-Peng' 2 PEI Yu-Long? LIU Cong*?3 LI Shao-Mei* CHEN Hong-Chang'

Abstract There are two main deficiencies on clustering of dynamic graphs. Firstly, most of existing classical algorithms
analyze such graphs from the perspective of static analysis. However, static analysis is not capable of modeling the
continuous evolution of real-world networks. Therefore, it is a great need to research on clustering algorithms for dynamic
graphs. Our goal is to capture the dynamic evolution characteristics by considering the clustering structure of multiple
snapshots as a whole. Secondly, some clustering labels of some nodes in real-world graphs can be obtained in advance,
thus how to integrate these priori information into clustering assignments of dynamic graphs and assign clustering labels
to the unlabeled nodes of each snapshot should be resolved. In this paper, we propose an evolution factor graph model
(EFGM) for the semi-supervised clustering of nodes in dynamic networks. EFGM is able to capture the node-attribute
and edge-adjacency attribute of each node of the dynamic graphs, and also make full use of the snapshot information. We
experiment with the real-world graphs and experimental results show that the EFGM integrates the prior knowledge and
the dynamic graph into a unified framework (i. e., evolution factor graph model), which makes the clustering result satisfy
the prior label information and conform to the overall evolution of dynamic graphs. It validates the effectiveness of the

proposed approach.
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FRRF A AL, iy 28 0 2 Pp RARE A1 Rt EA T2
BRI R BT R T IZ /Y KT

214 3 A P SR 2 Al DA Rk 1) 24
HIF R K 2 B T s 503, st b, %
TS ) 2% JRI 254 2 R I T 28 A0 T S e 22 ), BRI P]
HH A YRR R Y S A TR . N, AR
AR PSS BRI A AEX RS S 5
o IR TR P A B A AR A T A ) 2 M SR 2 ) A
AREZAIEN. SR I Y2 M AN Girvan-
Newman (GNB)), Fast Newman (FNB), $rss1s
&Y SEE 2 IR NS T f B R, TG
TR TS D) 245 RS A R P AT A S
2) FLIL ML R FRAT] 2 T AT SE AR I rp a1
AR ERRAS (BIINELE . D4R, MARFARE),
AR C A A Se i 5 5 Bl B 3 &S I R SR 2R K073,
iR ORI SPiZME S R ES =B PR TP E N ®
3) Anapx YRR T A RO R AE SR TS AR AT B AR B
. SCHR (7] e 5 R AR ARAE, RIRIJR. =
A JEH IRAFEEHIR, 1 T35 mA 7 2R )
SCHR [8] THEEJLANTIE LI M 45 J@ A R R AR SRALE,
IR R RIERL FLF SR Sm A SR,

PRI, XECATEA [ B SRRAT 55 4l (1)

N TR LG ), AR SO A A T R AR A
(Evolution factor graph model, EFGM) HT#7&
P A B SRR R A, 53 S IR S e e A B Al
FHG AL T IRIES XA BE 152 24
SRR IR, SR AR A B A TR i A R T AL L
He BRI, SR PA— R 50 P 12 414,
AR SCHEREAR R 1~ PRSI Hp B4 VR AE, 3 A
PEFNIS AR A2 Sl BTt = Fh B R 1 B 3E Y
SR T AR R PR - AR PR R o T PR PR R
PEAT AL L rp Y R D A 0 4% P W AR 2R P
SEAE Y 42 SRy A0 Ry B BE, TAT HEAK R 1 AT DA O R
JHIF TR R AS S S 7 ke [T HRp AR SR B IR, AR
SCAEFASE H5IA Node2vec!® [ ik A HEHEH2 5
Jr5, BCRHE SR BUE AE o AN 5 B TR R AR
AR T LASK B P ) S AL SR B

ARSCTARRY L E kel IH A

1) $RH PN 7 EAR A (EFGM) 1+ 315
T AR 2 M SR IS ) A, AN A R o A R Bl 2 Y
T RUE M IR SR VRN B 1] AR SRR Y
VSt el s R R S 0 R N TR S
B SRR

2) R ESHERAEIERE EFGM BRIEHOR, Pr
PR WA PR RAR T UG 1T ARSI SRR
BEAN, ARSORRFAELESE . Y GREc R /IR RS AL F L

TR TR, gt Rk 7RI Sk
.

RSO i S o AT B8 1 R R AR
AT ] SR BT 28 2 0 ) AT T S A s 5 3
TR AR B HEAL IR 5 B A R AT AN A 5 4
TR e I YR AT T SRR Y ks 25 5 X

ARSI ) TAREAT 1 B AR .

1 HxIME
1.1 hSEREEERE
B S W% K B AR R Z

{th t27 Ty tm} ETXHLJEE/‘J%#& ‘[%ﬁﬁﬂf*@ﬂ
E"J*%ﬂ%ﬁ@‘mﬁﬁ G = {G1>G21 T 7Gm} F)]t*@

1, ELAEAS I 20 1) SRS S by I 2 PR R PR
WAL C = {C1,Cy, -+, Ot BTN EHTE
OUT, Bha P R A 2 WA 5 18] A2 Al T 2 A
RS, LR AR SIS I 221 Pl ) L0 3 R S MR T3
— AL KA AR TR M, SIASEIM RS FETE L
g HEI 2] ¢ BERRR A 52 AT Z]
T A ERE KR {A A, - A} ZRETIER
IR 214 i e 220 Pl A SR 2 ). B P i 4L
S5 KR 2 I P 8] )78 A T A WA R, SR IR
Wi AR Ak, Horp AR SRR AT A B, /i
HORE) IESRIE PSS i p 0P S SITE i i o s i
B, MR RIBERAIT LI AZL W 7 IS &Y
ACFRTT AR, ASSCRFHARFE AP T A —2R2
T HAR I B 1 O R T B S K
()28 AT G2 15 B, A 45 A I 220 4 P R AT 2R
RO HTIy, B EAE SRR RS R AT A Y BT 2
FhESH (RS PRI ), SCEES Py S I 20 1) SR 24
kil oy B (D IFE); 75— KR E TR
He g Iy AL Gk A s 20 e R 43 o
fill, SUETXTHE AR AT AT AL, ks
R EREPR, H— Al R RIS T LR A, M
PAB RV R SR HH AR DL X PIRITVE
VA B A e BT B RS, Wit
ARSCAFEFGAR K TTIR. R, X2 R
AL, BRSPS, R S IR BT
A WINGE A, BIAEA SCHUH AT SR

1) SRS A SR e Sek [17] ik
A A U R o R M SRR TR, R R £
SRR R R Ik oy, SCHk [18) SRR &3k B
TR SREAREE, FHotr 1 s fF B R ARE R
M. SCHR [19] FIHT 3B C0ER 219 sl R A aE
DAL L0t 29 AR A P2 4 5 2, 31 2 B Y
SpinGlass 21, LK [20] FF B RLTHAYF ER
RER, R ORI Y SUR AR e B0 (5 B A



672 H 3l 1k

E N

46 &

BRI SR [21] TEZ A REBA P AR
KRR ER, i 78— mET RS R
PEREHERESE. SCHR (22] A RO 23R A5 R, $2
TR B R T A. AR, ek
THAS BRI D EE T R B 2h A5t

2) HXPEASE R IR R Hule A&
AR Bl 5 I 4% ot AT R i k2824
SCHR (23] $& 10 T2 S W RIE R R i R B A
PIRAY. SR, 1% 7e S Dy s PR B 6 R —
PR P AT AT AR, TG B EAE DT s E
— AR HE A K RN IR, Sk [24] fH X
FrEAL (Support vector machine, SVM) X454~
P A AT AR, IR B R R Sy
I R 2 U R AL A R EA T 40 26 SR, Iy
ERR AT SVM i HEfe, H HAUEE FH Jemi e
MR S e AT RE & R H 3l A5 B

g5 BTk, A SO 3l 2 B 2 B R 12
P RE &, R T R T R Tl A M 4%
H ) R B R 2R R, 3 S RS ST (5 B Rl
ARG — W T EREGE b, BE AT DAGEAS 2R
FEE LW R IR AR, SXORT DASE A 3l 25 R B A T
AR, HLA BT () e BT W A7k

1.2 EH9FFHIERER

BUA 1 RS LR BT IR 2 M R E 1AL i X
ol PR TR R TR AESR . SCHR [18] E T4
SEAL 2 R AR RIRIURFAE, B0 A 3L Y 4 2 Ui
=22 X BRI ST A AEAR B A R ], AR 1)
THERE KA BTIUE SCRFAET A B W 28 SRR,
FLAESC B R AR 25 2) FEARRE 2%, fEXE
PASRASH PR E R B, Bln, P ARITRAFE.
A —LEBE I 2 M R 45 13 DAL FR SR BBURFAE. AE
SCHR [4] T, MEERRIE IR T RER A AL B
LW H AR SR 2. AR 2807 TR 75 SR B ek
%R A5, FECEARI. 7E3CHK [24] 1, 5 F
PR W 28 SR ORI, BRI, =k a .
Bl R A ISR, T A 2 S 280,
SCHR (3] PRI SRS IR/
T AR AR S AE R 1 RUARAE. X BUARAESR IOy VAT
SRR AL, e DATEAS [ 9 2 M B AT 55 o #fe
7L BB ARSCHIAT R JE H B i A O3, B
Node2vecl”l, M A EREURFAE, Iy YL 7EA S
B ARG T ARG B RCR.

2 [BRRENX

ARSCRET P R R S A T A B SR 2R )
AT . REEER R, BRI IR

HITRIITTHPIIE: 1) R ERALEHRW;
2) FABALEIRN. AR AL A5
X H T 3R 1 B A 1, PR RS20
SR T4 DRI A AT, ASC
T4t A B A, DR A SR S
RSSO IR 15 I A

x1 HIKAF S

Table 1  Description of symbols

(i BEI

RO AR P 2%

BT A

RYFFHERHY

[CEREpE S,
Wiy AR Vi B3 Jen DIEPEE
WATER A, FFREATT R 7 IR TP A BLARES, B fi
BRSNS 2

SIS SRS

5, ASCNE T AR ERIE A, #H5
TR IR 1, 245 1 ISR 2824 B R 2 1) Y
E X

EX 1. ForFRyEM g 25w A BRAES bRt 4
R, # i M g8e o G = {Ve, Vo, B, W, f},
Hrr:

Vi RBFRER TR, Vo RARGARER A A,
HWRE ViuVy =V,

E REhrhEs, ECV XV,

W 2RV RHE R, Forb AT 0 S AH B
KL, BEPR AR E A, Wo; AT R Vi WIS Ju
B

J 2RI R A, AT T A B AR A, B
f:V—->R.

SCHr, AT RTERAR UL, A SOk R e, H
TR O [ E 1, o g5 ] DARE B[R] 2l AR 1
B G DA R R e N O i A 5 o A (WA S E
IR FRAC Y BN 725 0 48 4 SCoAy ) A AL BT
YIHBIE,

EX 2. FOAREHEMLE: SV 2R
K4, W aEMEg Q= {G"t=1,---,T}
G —RIVMEIRIE G = {V], Vi, EY WY ff) K
RS G 2R hR T 4.

FTPASE X, ARSCRT PAE Bl A 2% vy i
2 B RS IR . 4508 — SR PRt 1 B A R 2%
Q, H bri e 2% BT R bRl 1y s R 2RI
J&.

X 3. haSM g5 BRI H RIS M
QO ={G"t=1, - T}, ZhSMHYPRAERE
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Y H AR I MRS f -V — R, (TR R As
TR RSB AR RIS, /) f (Vo) — R.

3 ETEFEERENSEFEEREEE

3.1 ETFEREENSR

ME % & #A (Probabilistic graphical model,
PGMP) 0732 FiI TR 400 19 2% &) v S A 22 [ g 44
WK ZR. BN R HE R A 2 ) B AR A T AT RE.
2% P A28 20 1 1 AR P IS B R HORS K &R, A
R 25 T VTR K T A e R S5 ABE 23 8 ) 4 W
. S, R EB A HE R AR ] 2 T
TR, AP, BRES OHSEIFST R, BT
BRI I A FE AR 3G 4. 7 EIAAY (Factor
graphical model, FGM26=27) #£% PGM [y #L A4,
%, AT PARIEHL S R E AR ST AR A, I B SRR 1A
BT, BRI E S LR S H 12
SIS TR = RSN (BLiE =l N1 o d 2 N L N = B 7
AL B TR (EFGM), B2 LS H 1 F A
I3, FH T2l R 28 v e B SR 2 ) A

K G, (t=1)

I G, (1=2)

()
K1 Py R A R R

Fig.1 Diagram of the evolution factor graph model

3.2 HHUETFEERES

FEARTT T, AR B EA EERE BE FES T
FER 5, KahSKE SRR A S A — 15—
FIREAE I AESE . EDOUHE, ShAS KPR SR
FHRZE = ANFRIE R MR, CFE T RUE M . 146
R shSH L.

TR A b R AR SO B, AR SO TR R 4
R R 7 R BB ) — A R R, L,
AT 5 DR {vr,v2,v5, 04,05 FIXE R 1Y) 18 2
KE K 1(b) 2dE 1(a) 19302 K @i
HEAR R T AR A, U 00 A 2 I 4%+ 4 2 1 1

{U17U27U37U4,U5}, o] SRS RSSO SY P B
BRAE { f1s fos fo, fu, [o )y ARVCEEA W L5 iy 1T &l
IR AR, BRI R f e {1,2,3}, Bl
Gy fEt =1 R {vs,vs} HIRENRZE, 73010
{fs=1,fs =2}, KL, G, £t =2 BRI
{vr,vs, 05} PIRIEHREE, MBS HH Y (AR 2 O &AL
A =3, f3 =3, fs = 2}, RXHHARRETH ZHM
AR IR R R AR T R R AR A, AR SR
B AE K TC 3R EAT TR B k-
321 TETLRIRAA

PR R A v A 5 T PSR BT A, A AR R
AR AL AZ

B By R I SR R O B L UL 3 1Y,
R f e B ERR, HhEaERATE
MR R AARLE. B P S M RARNES
U fas fos oo ), Hop, N R RSB, A
55 2 TR R B IC T SR BRAE.

WL AZ B 5 AR TP o FRIC ey R FROR, A
B B — AN AR S R EE A {01, Vg, V3, " - 7UN}~
322 TEMEREM

1) st Ete: RIS RO7E 24wl b [A)8 T i0 4 R A
Sy % PR T A 25 BB A T ASARAE (1)
AN R AEERR T RCH ), BB RO A R
PE (B0 P ETRY), FRAEFR IR SRt i £ B LA
BRI IR

2) hARE R BAE 2wl R PR R R
(B 52 5K ZR . XA PR 0 I8 190 2% v i s ) 1 42
KE. fln, 18 Facebook H1, HJ /7 k¥ Trump Al
Clinton ®JGERARIC N BURZHEH. WRIEES
Jure 1 Christos Faloutsos &1, A 1R =i 3 Ath [7]
FEAL R FE B AR A2 ST ) 27

3) ShaSHALENE: AR SR EAR S K
AR AR . XA PR AT DA IR I 4 Ay sl A5 B 4,
1E KDD &8 bkt ie ST o8 N AR vl e 4k 4L
TERHR A2 Sk K 3.

3.2.3 #HHETFEZER

T R A, ARSI T T R
(BFGM), 2 H1 = ANH TAL, 4090550 5 1
AR B TR T, B 140 BIX T R B,
SIARBE R RIEAL L. PEATHD, X =2 X
T.

1) BT v(fiowi): BAETFER WD E T
S v; BORRAE L i, F5 o BR fi BSR4
1.

2) DABEE T e(fi, N(fi)): BAHFRBET 4
$ v SARE AR A R, JoR, N(f)



674 H 3l 13 2 Eird 46 %
A v; B4R A R AR AR
3) WEALBE T d(fE, F10): AN T SO 1 t
ALY, 55 ve (OB AL, PFIQ) = 7 [T 1T ewtA™si} =
3.3 BfreE# 1
— exp{\" st} =
g%uimkwﬂ HEEQ = {Gt = Z 22:
T}, ASCE SRR F A 1 T
~ exp{\"5) (8)
P(F|Q2) = HHWW%ﬁ’ﬁ»<ﬂﬂ o 2 = 22,7y REEKIIE kA
F, A = (a,B,n) 2 MAEE S =

(1)
TR RN, XA ] ALURTE i AT
SEBAk, AT BT R)22 S), iR YR Hammersley-
Clifford @3, ASCE$E T F 10 W i a5 et R
W RSP A B PR,

1) 5 T L
fow)} (@)

721 {a*
e
) Xpia

Hrp, a 2L, ((fi,ws) & vi FRHIERET
i (43R Node2vee 3k15), 7, &H—1bH T,
WAHR A K43 pE %L (Partition function), HIE I H:

20 =3 expla¢(fiwi)} (3)

u(fi,w;) =

2) S4B T X
e(fi. N(f) = leexp{ﬂ%(fhfj)} (4)

Hop R, Zo BIH—LH T, 8 2MAHE,

8(fi, ) R R Z AR BA ERIFRRRE, HoE
SCHR:
0, # €ij ¢ E
5 ivJj — 5
(fir 15) {1’ - (5)

3) B T E X
AT = o el S AT)) )
3

W, Zs RIH—AE T, n i, 6
PR PR TR 7R BB, HAgOE SO

0, # fi#fi~"
5( itvfitl):{l % #f

|
3.4 S¥HIT
AT R L, AL SR (1) droE OB

Y

I
=
e

(7)

(Cfiswi) ™ 8(fi, £)"s O(FE FI7H)T) 2 3 40 B
F B TR A R, B 24 ) 1 H AR 2 ZAG T
BHSE N R, ZAtEE—H T Z 2IEEPTF
1, PR E X BT T s B T A o] BEIR S LR,
ER 1T RFR B R AR A . N T XA B, A
SCAHH CAARYE BT RORHET AR EN T AL, R, A<
SR R 25 v W T A AR Y R R 2R
FrZs. [, FHAZARIER B bRk o S CAER
PRSI SM e Q = {G'lt =1, --- T}, 5
2 BT AR FRZE A LR IOgP(RL\Q) IRBHK,
1E U Hb:

P()\) = logp(FLIQ) =

log Z

F|FL

log Z exp{\TS} —log Z =

F|FL

log Z exp{\TS} — logZexp{)\TS}
F|FL
(9)

Hrp, Z REARRIE—AE T, B2 Y pexp{ATS}.
IR log e KAUSAETT T3k, #535)] log AR H
PR log p(FF(Q), S T I TC L A SR A ),
B JE TR Bk i i (A B . O 1R TR R,
P(X) AT A BB EE T34 T

exp{)\TS} =

_O0P(\)
VA= T
>0 exp{ATS}ES S exp{ATS1S
F|FL ol .
> exp{ATS} Y exp{ATS}
F|FL F
Ep(rire,0)[S] — Ep(r),0)[S] (10)
Hp, E[S] FoR S BIHEME. b nl W, tbA)E(E
T AR ZAEP MR P(F|FY, Q) #1 P(F, Q)

TR, Hod, P(F, Q) 22U Az
B OLT, AL S A TR Y R SRR Y
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FAFARA AT DI, P(F|FE, Q) R4E T R
A B AN N DT AR IAR R O, 3
BRI I A AR AT SRS, S8\ )R
T FEEA R B

Anew = Aold — €V (11)

Hop, e SR B Vo AR BEAE. SRR T
FEEER SRR, T EFGM w45 4 m] DA AT 2
) BT S IE IR, (A5 BRI B E R A A
(7] {8 AT ARL SRR ] DA, Y 3080 32 A SR A v, AR STt
BEAUE S ALk B P (Loopy belief propagation,
LBP) JH PASKFEAIAE BEAE. TR B, &
VEAHAI (Sum-product) J7 ¥ AT A
B P(filFY, Q) F1 P(fi|), A RA TR (Max-
product) V138 HE A J 2% rp 8 B ) 214 B A G B
F. 3] B i ek 1o,

51, #HETFEEREES L

BN, WAPREZS LS Q

PR &5 51 Node2vec FRAE[ & W
A €

M. 22 BRI SECN = (o, B,1)

1: While s &5 R ARMEL, NWIHAT:

2: E EP(F\FL,Q) [S] FIF LBP 55 T B

3: 1 Epr|,0)[S] FIFH LBP B TR,

4 THEBETR Va;

5. TR Anew;

6: End while

3.5 1EEIHEE

BRRPE P RIS = (o, B, m), #E—
A HERT A 1] AR R RN R IEARZE I R R 2K A
&, BARTTiROR, e HARes B, AR5 546 H An e
Rt KAL) — N RERARZE B, BIl:

_ L
f}mx——argggg§PWPWF’,§D (12)
A SCHERE N LBP 889K, i AT R IR
FEBRZET RURIPRAE, I IR A5 3h 25 P ) e 4 2R 2R 4
4.

4 ET R ERE

TEA S, ARG AT —Fh o B E g
B33 953, B Node2vecl®, M 44 Hi 42 i
fiE. Node2vec FliH &l o7 fi A FFE AL U AL —
AMBASR e KA H Fr BRI, XS “RUR e RAb”
F2 e AR AT 2 ) S8 R T R R YRR
BRI e TRT ) LS E 2% (Breath-first search,
BFS) FEREM o1 R (Depth-first search, DFS)
SR SRRE T R A 1YY B SR R O R AL T LR

Ui, BFS {XREMEAREFE E R & e, 1 DES ilgE
IR IT N LRI, Hrp g5 AR AR — &
SR, RN REAHIEAR . 1T Node2vec 7AiMl
F R T —FA B FEMLEE (Random walk)
IEW DA SIS AT B Ae 8% (BES) FITREEML
Sz (DFS) M. By BB E T — s
PR B e T 2P 8 R X &R A B Ui
ETRWAEWNSE p 5 q, RIEHE L HH
MR K il 1) 1) N BY S i (Tnward) i [a] S0 2Y 5 54
(Outward). B2, BEAFHLITFE R H W27 DEFS
1 BFS Z [A:REUGEFp-P. A SO HARE A STy
BIFFAEHE IO ¥, A A SO A U T AR 47 1) 1
TR

5 SERUVHE

TEAATH, N TIIE EFGM (PERE, A e
S W 2 it e EIEAT SEUR IR RN A AN, RS
W S ECHE AT B 0B, ALFR R IR 4E BE R/ N 2
Mg o A I R Rtk MU ) 520 DA SOA [R] R A S By
VR SEA. SCHRE AR B AN R Linux CentOS #:4f
R, W 16 GB, ALBEES 2.3 GHz, Sl gm il =
Python 2.7.

5.1 HEEMLEESKEIE S

1) DBLP £U083CM 4. A CHE DBLP %
PR . HypaHhE T 6 MNP n 2 4E,
RPN TR BEFIHLAR 2% > (Artificial intelligence &
machine learning, AI&ML). B yEF LS (Algo-
rithms & theory, AL&TH). %4 % (Databases,
DB). ¥cfii#zdi (Data mining, DM). 55HLILE
(Computer vision, CV) . {52 K& (Information re-
trieval, IR). BAA&SRVE, FoATHRE 2001 4E % 2010 45
KBTI EEAEH KRR, AR EAEHA AR BT
TBRHL. K 2 AL PSS
=3 BHMHNEEMGEXRZNGIHER.

# 2 DBLP ¥ n 2 A AR R AR %
Table 2 Conference names and their clustering labels of

DBLP dataset

Al & ML LJCAI, AAAL ICML, UAI, AISTATS
AL & TH FOCS, STOC, SODA, COLT
cv CVPR, ICCV, ECCV, BMVC
DB EDBT, ICDE, PODS, SIGMOD, VLDB
DM KDD, SDM, ICDM, PAKDD
IR SIGIR, ECIR
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2) HEPCitation 5] 3CRH £%: 8o ok 8T
arXiv.org, Wi MIECAE (arXiv B4 ) A
M 1993 4F 1 HF) 2003 4F 4 H. dygthyg gy L h:
MR —RIESC 4 SN T 5 —mie3C 4, W& Z A
SN AR G BRI W) 1993 ~ 1997 4R
BAE AT AL BRASRIOI AR R S5 1. AR SR A 1998
42 H ~2003 4F 2 HIIERER R, R IREER A
T s ] ) AR B 30 AN PRI BR. e Scat B i SO
KRB F B BN BT R SR 2R A5

#* 3 DBLP U8 XMEHFTTHER
Table 3 Statistics of DBLP conference network
4y (=P KEKE
2001 3074 5743
2002 2557 5343
2003 3836 7700
2004 3464 7132
2005 5198 11171
2006 4494 9392
2007 7294 15708
2008 5780 12398
2009 6405 14321
2010 5757 12738
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EFGM S5Hfp2% ) FGM, Bl FEGM ({3 f# F 45
TEJEPE) 1 CFGM (L fsf FARAEFIAE KR 1) ks
Tk #R e Node2vee J7 YASZURHAE ] & .

2) BT HERN) I ik (Majority voting,
MV) fy 25 R Pk By, 240k vyl S B v 2
R ik Az R RN R R R AR R R
AR5 2 ph AP R T A B A e 11 SR AR A
POE ). BARTE, ERAESCHT PR AR T bR
25 D) A S B (bR v A R S iR 2 5 0, 4T
A 22 Fi PR R P AR SR RS ) 2 B PR BRI

3) HTHHER 4 20 K3 e &
Bl (SVM) 1R 2r 2B k24, SVM MAIFFT 4t e
oy Rd o 2w B k. Bt/ 2T A HER 4y
FLL AR R0 o T, LA 43 288 () sk B e k.
SVM B —A 1 2 /- R ESR P i, I Bl
YIZREE By A B B 3 2R IS AT RERYIE. 24328 SVM
Mg EEEELHEGZ N e Kk LB L 2k
ar A I, i W 5B — X —& (One-versus-

one SVMs) fil—Xf £ (One-versus-rest SVMs)
KIvk. a) —Hf— SVM 2 AEATE B W ZEREAS 5 2 [
Wit—A~ SVM, Bt k A0 A i FR 2k it
k(k —1)/2 A~ SVM. Y% —ANKRAFEA 75028
B, B a S B 2 I 28 B A% R AR AR i 2 ).
R E R RS AT, REBEREAF. b) —XF 2N
e U GRHAR AR B R A U S — 2, Hofth
P AR FEAS S o5 —2, XA b ADIERBIFEAS 5
WA T kA SVM.L 43 BEPRERHIFEA S 2550
HARKSFERBUERIE—Z, XMHTEHAEZ
WAE TR SRR 2 5 77 R @ T 2 0 1Y A AN fig
WKL BIIEA SR AT Scikit-learn FEF) 1-v-1
JrEM 22 SVM 4r 2685, HERA R &R S i,
SHENIHT C = 1.0, %24y =0.2.

5.3 BATEMIEHR

AR SRR T H A AR B AR AR
(Normalized mutual information, NMI)P! 33
RERLERIFIR. NMI (BRI LR 2 R 2K
LS 5 LS SRS TR LS AR MR L.

HOR, AT EAFH PP VERE, R B TR SR
TZ2A TG L, AR T 75— A1
b, B R 2. HALAZE: 1) EnPAEEE EFGM
IR L, I R T R T A R
WEZE; 2) B R MR TG SRR 1 S IR AHX AR
iz (Relative error, RE) & H

1 G lpy =53l
NXC;; Di;

RE = ,
max(pi;, Pij)

Dij 7'&2/7;
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H, N 2EFRRPHCT SEH, C 2 EE
RIEHH , PR [0, 1]. py; Ml py 53527
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Table 4 Comparison of results on real-world graphs

GRS R FE NMI RE

EFGM 0.845 0.203

FFGM 0.393 0.478

HEPCitation CFGM 0.824 0.245
MV 0.578 0.450

SVM 0.502 0.423

EFGM 0.885 0.196

FFGM 0.493 0.280

DBLP CFGM 0.814 0.235

MV 0.678 0.350

SVM 0.560 0.323

3) HIEAT I, X T BhASIET Y2 BB R AR A, Y
AR T4 T R I ] o SR 2 4l R 2]
FHAWEEMEN, AR IREREHEE DA
F IR AR P IAT SIS AR, SR AR R
ARSI A R B
5.5 ALIEATE]TEE

ARTTERAADFIETE XA H SR 4 B
BasAr N #EAT G, BAREIE 5 Wastr iy At
PRI TRIANER 5 Fw.

5 BNERAEEIM LA ERYAEPRIN ] U (FD)

Table 5 Comparison of the execution time on a

real-world networks (s)

BfTIE (s) EFGM  FFGM CFGM MV SVM
HEPCitation  282.8 269.2 2726  220.3 3944
DBLP 123.8 110.3 108.2 84 232.3

MR ER ] VLR, ZRERIIE (MV) BI%L
e, DR MV SR AR 18 A~ i [
HAAS T R AR S AE R WPRAESE AT PR IR ARIE T
T, U A S DR R AR AR 2 AR,
A A 2 R R AR Y AR 2 1 2 R ok A

e, W ERCER . it EFGM SRR T
SVM 432588, X2 KA One-versus-one SVMs 55
BAEAE B R 2 R —A~ SVM, I k4>
MNP RO R 21t k(k — 1)/2 A~ SVM. iX
F T AR FEREAL. FFGM (U H R
M) 1 CFGM ({0l Fl R AEFIAR ¢ J@ ) 0% pEGHS
SRFEE, RIEESFREST EFGM AL

5.6 SO

FEASZIG A DBLP &8 SCA1ER 4%
AT T#E EFGM S 800 52 m), A0 46 XHRRE 4E
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REA SR ALY s B S5 AU 5 AR PR B
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Fig.2 The impact of the number of features on
NMI score
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Fig.3 The impact of the number of features on RE score
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Fig.4 The impact of the training set percentage on
NMI score
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Fig.5 The impact of the training set percentage on

RE score

£ 6 AFRHESRIOT ) SR 25 5 R
Table 6  Comparison of results on different feature

extraction methods

RS NMI RE
EFGM 0.837 0.222
ReFeX FFGM 0.372 0.427
CFGM 0.799 0.253
EFGM 0.852 0.193

Node2vec FFGM 0.402 0.392
CFGM 0.819 0.235

:I: ~
6 %25 'Le
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