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Abstract  With the arrival of the age of big data, the current study of complex information
network is facing three severe challenges: dynamicity, large scale and high-dimensionality of the
network. Traditionally, the characteristics of complex information networks are represented in

discrete forms such as adjacency matrix, in-out degree and centrality. Such representations have
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great disadvantages in computational efficiency and accuracy in the new environment of large-scale
dynamic information network. Meanwhile, with the advance in machine learning algorithms, the
representation learning of complex information network receives more attention. Similar to the
learning of word vectors in natural language processing, the representation learning of large-scale
network aims to map the structural characteristics of each vertex in the network to a low-
dimensional, real-valued vector, during which the structural relationship of vertices in the
network is kept to the greatest extent, so that various types of network applications can be
effectively applied, such as link prediction, vertex classification, personalized recommendation,
and large scale community discovery. More precisely, the advantages of representation learning in
complex information networks are three-fold. First, it reduces the effect of data sparsity in
networks. Second, heterogeneous information is integrated into the same vector space so that
specific applications can be applied easily. Third, semantic operations can be implemented in a
way which dramatically improves the efficiency of node similarity computing in large-scale
networks. To this end, the paper proposes a taxonomy of both the classics and the state of the
arts on representation learning of information networks. We first provide a historical overview of
representation learning in graphs, followed by the elaboration of correlated concepts and theories,
and then a comprehensive analysis of various learning models is proposed. We consider the classic
models, for example, the spectral method and optimization based methods; and models for large
scale networks, including the high-order relationship based models, semi-supervised models and
models with scalability. Both two categories of models focus on the structure of network. In
contrast, the probability based models, i. e., the topic models, which learn the content of
documents by means of finding the static and dynamic patterns, can be associated to the learning
of contents in networks, e. g. , content with each vertex. The combination of these two aspects,
such as the matrix factorization based models and probabilistic graphical models are also considered.
Finally we discuss models for heterogeneous networks. We compare different methods from several
perspectives in detail and derive some conclusions. In addition, the paper presents a summary of
the experimental data sets, evaluation metrics and application scenarios of different graph
representation learning methods. We also discuss the existing problems and future studies in
representation learning of large-scale complex information network. In brief, most existing works
focus on either the structure or content of the network in the representation learning of vertices.
However, network properties should be better revealed by considering both characteristics.
Room for future improvements of representation learning typically lies in the fault tolerance of
network feature extraction, the adaptivity for dynamic networks, the combination of heterogeneous
information in network, the universality of representation, the distributed network representation

and feature learning for specific sub-graph structures.
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HEAT R AE 27 ) 13X — 2RI IE G AR g 28 B 1) ) 2% 3
TR EF 2 J5 v X BT VR T SR I 4% 4 U R
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3.1 1 BB ny M2 R )

FE T 15 T 15 0 ) 24 2 2 2 02— 1 DA B
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FHT N R et 28 ot S pL R 2 45
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N 2 BR AR SO A Sy Ho AL AR S A
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TSR — A B AT B Sy ey 4E 5 TR) R i e,
g Fon s R, ] PCA /SVD 3 5 F T 203X 88 45
F 4. B2 I LR AR 4E 2 [] %) H B 1] L 33X ol e S
A EAR B 8. b 4h, PCA /SVD 5 1k b
RE A 58 Y W7 50k v i B S 4. AR ] D AE R 4%
A NS R /E Sy PCA /SVD B % A LI 3R A5 T
S ARAE e o (H G 3K Fh R 19 T A 5L AR
SCBR T A A DL i A 2 Ah X e LA AT 1Y 15
FAEWIEAT o it ie.

55 )0 0 B 4 1) 2R 2 5 15 R TR) s Roweds % A
ot — b TG B A ) Y R R ik A LLE
(Locally Linear Embedding). LLE J#f H. % A W & 5|
B BARYE B 1 54 2 A b R 48 OF HALIEAS
L JRy s de /ML ) 7L 5 5k ) P 4 P i A ) Jmy R R R
PELLLE fEg e J LB 2 R4, LLE &
12 LA 25 %) 908 H 46 B VR R 0 0 B A 1T IR B
25 AT Jay 30 o A A R B i ) A e I H 45
Shy L AR AR SR A AT 0 B T 0 P A 4 1) 2 0%

52, Tenenbaum 55 A" 3 52 43 B w5 4 it
BB 5 20 B AR 4E ik AL $E T Tsomap B
DA o = M= R | 0 w1 R O SRR

FEB AR AL G A MR B 32 1 T — b 92 Bn i A
BSCH A T 0 b 2 B 6 11 5 9% Belkin 45 A AR
o0 2% v &8 42 Y T 7E R 4 5 0 25 ) P BB e 00 4R
T 38 i 07 4R AE B 5 (Laplacian Eigenmaps) 8-
2 a0 MR TR S TR 4R G A RAR AR ARLL IR 4
i Fij TERE 4E 5 Y S ) 25 dE W 5 JE. Laplacian
Eigenmaps BE@% 5 W ) B N 78 79 0B 4544, 38 i
ey 7 408 e R A Sy i A ke T A BICHIE DR 14 R T 4
FRRAIE , e R B Laplacian 4 [ 1) /Y ¢ D AEZ
RFAE AR 107 PR AR ALE 1] e 7R 27 > B R 4% Oy T i
TR Jry TS TR ) S5 T S S D e AR R L A9 Y )
B, Teh 55 AR T R 2 M W08 LLC (Locally
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S 2] (A AN [R] 4 PR PR 2 s ST 3 T D 4 e 5 )
MBS H— 2 4 5 A bn R Ge b i 3 w] DL
TARAT L 5 L [ I A G 25 77 A v 4 i A 1Y)
R 4E R iR rn . 5l ZAB o H AR s B AR R — £
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FERSJEAT J5 Ak L 3t i A e b T 5 Yk (4] 4
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AL 45 44 & B ik A J7 ¥ (Structure Preserving
Embedding., SPE). SPE # IH 25 5 — 4~ 2 & B %] 7]
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WA B s 00 R R B IR 25 4 L DR 7 A 1 g A
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TG 46 7 TG AR 1 B 03 0 T 3 o B R E
Wl S5k 55 75 125, SPE AT LA T LA 4 52 X0 181 5 1) 2%
PEAT B B IF HoR 254 O B0 0 5| AR 4R 5 1
AT 77 A e 4 8040 1 B T ) o ) R

SR, SPE J7 12 UK RE % T B2 10 45 72 AR 4E ik A
IF R A AR 45 44 L {H & SPE 539k 1Y &2 2% B & v, O HL
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T TORAE AR BRI LB A DL i e B T R
I AR W I 19 2038 ) L. AR 3 0 BT T R AL 1 3
LA 57 6 73 fif 5 AR RIP Nystrom I Column R &£ 77
2 B SR IE BAEXS X PR 5 vk EAT HU B AR A B
ALY X B8 T7VE XS T AN [RIAT: 55 il AR Y UL A L O TR IS
TEAH S B 4R B 0EAT 1 — %€ B X HE S 5
3. 1.2 TR r M 4 KRR

XEFoR 7 ROk AR F e BE — L B AR
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o0 2% v 18 T A, 7 A1 4E =5 (8] 9 5] B R s, ] 4, Chen
g N\ 3R 4 T o 1\ & 8 A DGE (Directed Graph
Embedding) 83 . L E MM T HB MRS 580
KB AE B AR, A 1) B i A% T e H
PRESECINT

ZTv(z)ZTE(z,])(y —y,)? (DO
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X H b R B /N DL B R AT B A — 4k 28 (8] Y
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005 1 4 Jmy AH OV 3 22 . 40 SR DGE 803k W F 6
] 9 2% , I 3% 55 125 55 A T Laplacian Eigenmaps 5.
P 2 51T DGE Bk 4E 5 4 WebKDB B 4
S 3 o s R A s R T 3 RO [ e 1 T e
T T AF K AE Y 2883 AN T 4L K.

B 2 WebKB %ifh i 4E 30 5 4

UL b, Borg 48 AU 4 ) £ 4 B F I MDS
(Multi-dimensional Scaling) ¥ P 2% i) Ti &, Bl 5 1] —
AN AE (9 RR A  T]  fef 75- 70 2 ) Hh ] DL OR AR o 2% Tt
S ARBLAE . TAT 3 AN AR BLE 7T hk T ) 2% 4 s M T T A
F AR G RN A 2] 1 A v, MIDS B 1 i A BL
R — AR PER LR p, IRE ML
HT A G Z TR B, FH S € R IR T sk 7
Yo (A AL AR H S B9S2 B S A I AR

T/\,i 1 7i T 7i T D
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FERX ) T RoRBAHEE AR EFNITEH

S 1 I —AS 0 G5 [ B T o 485 40 P i ot Z AT A
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(922 5/ ARBE VAL Py 0 A 5 RRRAE (8 BT %
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M, Bi R A=diag(A, A0 50540 - W S A A A {E
K S=VA'*. 2 MDS 812 ) 8 — 456 BF 19 5
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BERYCUL AT 3 Jir 7). A8 7 1 S R T 4% {5 L B2 L
TETE DAL 2 4 B2 L AR 0 AT B TR S 40 00 =2 ) 1
FRAE. X B4 e 4k B2 4R 1 B AE M 2% b iy 41 2547
R AN TR S5 56 & L O HL Rl S 9 4] ) X 2= 2] T DA
B 2 WP L G Ik O A b, 5 2 I AR 28 X gL Y 2 A
AN TR 9 F 5[] — R 45 A D IE I 3% 2 — AL 3%
8. AR AL DX A K /DN 2 2 B I ) 28 R AIE ]
1) A ] 24 B >fe 221 1. 455 A8 ep i) H AR ek RO S B R K
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b T A2 o % A 11 A TR R S R R — A
AR AR MIUME Ny — A B ST, 8 T BE A ]
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)10 i 18] B 245 ) i 2 s ) B e O 2 5 0L 1% Ik
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RO T P2 S5 4 | 0 265 Tl 9 25 J Ak sl i o 22
[ (4 Falh 45 7 9 » R 24 R RS B2 % 1 JE IR 45 110 R i
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(18 1) i 8 7% o A1 3K 2 [ 32 A R W) R A AE RO )2
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HETTARAT R ARAE 27 > . A AR 1 8 B G 3R A
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Word2Vec 7E Y11 5 ia] (] &t 15, LA SCAS 1B BHE
i A KA T 28 3R OR o 2] W LA SR 245 2 M 28 A
s PE A b XA AR B SR 1M Deep-
Walk #5551 {4 4/ 2 13 8 2 72 I i A v i) o s B Y
AR 55 AR L 2 T 4% 45 g R AT BBl AE I TV 5
(1) 281 14 KA 2 8 IO A 0 A R G 32 SO 8
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28 P A TS 22 () B R AR RIS JHEAE D T A =2 [
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HE4 G ) TR @ i Z B ARG .
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TR PG 1) I 28 25 0y 3R 7 o > i B R[] A 3
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(5 O A T AT L T L R AR 75 09 TG0 R AR R 38 B
HEF RSG5 DNPS BRI 9E 17 35 28 T S
(%5 AE 2% 2] AH {1, Hamilton % AN 42 1 7 — Fip
GraphSAGE #5Y , 1% 5 B 58 98 5L T T a1 J 14 4
fIE s W0 SCASRRAE 25 X6 TR 76 2 i I 20 T 8 fir A7 1
(AR FI KU Cunseen data) T #EAT R AE 24 2] %07
T2 [R) A B 7 Jay 740 140 AR SR A DR RS 24 i T 14 A A 3
TRE.

ARG T Jay AR R ALE 30 2o B T4 IR P ixX — %
4 i & AN TE T BUA 1 W 2% R 24 ) O
FEE R T 1Y 3R R SO AT 2] KR Tu 4
NPSHR T — OB I A DX 3 a6 R ) 45 3R 2 S A
K CNRL (Community-enhanced Network Repre-
sentation Learning). CNRL %135 5 5] A T & 19 41
XA B 2 20 B B J I 1 ) 2% 7R . CNRL X 4
B 0 557, 56 2R 43 00 S A, 5 2 2 B A O 1 4 X
Aii s [6) I 3 27 2] B T DA S X ik AL CNRL 458 Y
SO 1A B 24 TR 2 ) T3 A I TR R AR
AR B, I ELRE BT o7 20 1 26 s L T 9 2% 3 b AT 55
F. 5 LINE #2858 H oA & W 0 itk
3.2.2 HETRWEMERRE

2 B R o ) S I 2 ) THRURRALE 27 2] SR
FATE WA J7 2 2 ) TS B s By i SOME B il
HAE o S W B 2 2 o A v AR B 0y o I R Kok
XK IR S R BUNATE 55 EACR B2

BT X 0 28 22 7 2 2 o T AL s o 20 AT 95 T
G R BT B Z B BEIRE . Tu 48 AN R T
— BB B CE lEE B MMDW ( Max-Margin
DeepWalk). MMDW J& 5t F 4 B4 43 fift (1) 45 — W 4%
Fern g I HESR i i 0 Ak de K MR] B 43 2R 4 D e H BR
I R 0 e R Ofe S B 37 die K [B) I 40 R 2% 1 52
i) 272 2] 7 AL B W 28 4 A L i ELBAT B 73 2
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FRRIE. MMDW 122 2] 3 F2 2 . 5 S 2 )5 4f Deep-

Walk BERUEG3 HE RN R IE X M=X"Y . A T

BEEM XER Y MMEBEYER T R G
min Ly =min | M— (XY ||} +

LAXE+ YD ®

Ho/Mb s X B 2 FE I E WX ER Ay B A . SRS
I 25 L T e R T B 2 6 85 I 47 RS H 1) i A9 2R 30
FrZ B BBy . MMDW 5 #4242 3] 3] 1) Ti S R 7R A
X RE % J i JH: 90 2% 235 4 T HL 3 B S W T A, 114 s 2
fr &

% J& %) DeepWalk #58Y vp 2 51 1) A il 07 20 A0 4%
Fi BE LS4 R (BES) MR B2 AL S5 48 R (DFS) 9 Rk
J5 2 2 2] B W 48 25 14 e Ak 1 22 5 M Grover 4§
NSRS T T R R A 20 4% T SRR AR 1Y
2P B A Node2Vee #9208 AU 2 > Ti g 2K
YR I A [ P B SR o DA TTT e A £ B8 T, 118 19 5% 408
BT g k. Grover 4 AN & 3. BES Az B /9 1055 7
G| Z2 B vh - W 45 v i) R A JR) R A5 A N AR RO T B
oA 2 B 1A IO 3% 38 M0 1) T 38 /R T 1Y) B 6 40
G54 10 DES 68 %5 4 3 3k iy B A W 2%, 2 31 A4 T
Fe ik n] LA O s 5 HG ) L TO A, ) &5 4 O 2%, (LR
R P SN AN R e . VR 18 3 5 SC—A> 56 T T AR i)
P 2% <1 18 Y B & O BE T — A i 22 7Y Bl PIL O E AR
¥ A R AR R TS 1 AN (] 1) 4 45K

b, Node2Vec fERI5| A search bias %L,
DL B P i 95 Ff 4 2R A 7 3K search bias J&—
BB BREL @y, (2o 20) o RRAIE BE AL AE B9 F — 3 7 id
FELREBE T —FHHEBMR 1, =, (L) w, » H P
w, A R HLITEE WG 1 % B 2 H . p Tl ¢ J& search
bias (9S50t J& b — 3 P70 TS, ¢ J& Y /i I A, o
SBT3 D3 TS AEAS [ AT 55 ol R AR p Bl gL T
PIARAS T 47 i T A5 3 58 2 2 . FE 2 hR 28 43 25 Tk %
TIPS R 1) @ AT IR, R W] T Node2Vec

) 28 R 2 T 0 2% v Tt 1) I 4 3R s 1) Tl
J5 s HBYAE T RN OR B 0 25 Y 2540 . A 1) I 4%
HRATT LB R AR R BBl T B3 & i) R0 2% 245
P #5222 o 2 R Y I AN B A4 AR 31 v 2 4 Y
4 5 AT 535507 1 A B D 20 e 745 8 1
i 4% 2 B8 %5 A7 AU 3 i BE AR R PE I 28 45 4 L) K R 7
BE R B 4 Ry AR TR R AT R — A T HL AR R
(4 P L. Ay T i DR A ) 8T, Wang 26 NV AR I T —
T2t #) R B W 2% Hx A J5 3% SDNE (Structural Deep

Network Embedding Method). i {1 & Jc & Hf — Fb
e B R AR AR Y 22 R AR R R B L T
TR v AR LA M 2% 25 . AR AT T A 2 T Y
— [ RE AR A0 AR DL L [ R B R0 2% 2 b, By
ARABAE: Hy TG M 2L P 100 T R i 4K 4 Jg I 4% 45 4 T
— [ ARARLPE 3 T B 2R P O B B AR B
Jey S 1) 2 25 A e g A 2 R TR R R AL R B G AL
— B AEARLPE A B A B - SDNE RE % 45 %5 4 e 55
) e B AR LA 1 0 A 2 8] LD B ) 38 R 42 Je) 1) 45 45
g I HLXS T 5 o 4% 2 A B . AR OB B 52 kY
2% b 9IE T SDNE X F 2 b5 25 73 2 L g H 00 L K
AL S ] ORI
3.2.3 LT RIR4E R KRR

HLAG 0] 45 1 (scalability) i 35 7% 2 3 245 16
P4 2% v LA [) 2 R T 200 OV T i AT #R A 1Y
TEL % 2] 7 . 3% 28 J7 1 2 0 T fu ISR A 110 v I it
T R S DT BT A5 7T 9 e B 5 H0E O A T & DA
b B OB [ 45

h TR 2 RO W 2% 3E 47 3 AE 22 7 2% 2] Deep-
Walk K70 [y $2 1 % Perozzi 5 N7 $2 1 T — Fi
T Mg A8 2 RE LR8I E
Walklets. 3X 075 ¥ 0] LAV M b 78 32 22 0] & =3 8]
X 2o ROBETH A5G 28 R AT 4 i o LIS T T 2 65 26 0 26
[ 5 LATE B BF 58 A ] 19 22 5 B Walklets A il Y
TR R IR 2 W] A AT S 1

Walklets 3 i fiff F 76 Bl B 357 2 o & A 0L 3]
f T8 22 T8 B i A% R 2 ) — & 910 1R R AR 3R
7N B AR AR 2 s SORT T AR 2k i HE R
56 2. 25 P RSAR B 7 W] — s SR 7 A i) R
JEW R &R B . 2l T DeepWalk #5271,
Walklets 7712 M B> T Tt 847 — 2 50 80 1)
BEBLIE A . 783X 28 A B 1Y Bl AL 33 28 ob 0 A TR Y
FLIRT DA 0 2% rh i 37 R AR SR T A R A 2o A
A F R E AL vk BBk A B AL G E P
— ST LA R T 208 N SR I A 1 4 22
o R ORI — 4 6 R AR R ALBE I 25 1 1 52 5%
Uk T Walklets J7 12 XF 2 b5 4 B 48 73 2R 4T 55 19 4%
R TR R 88 07 05

[F] 6 1), 2% 1 21 A %) 2 T TO0 SO RL P 1) ) %
S TN 7 3 R R B0 — B L 22 B AR S R EEE
TR S 2L I /NI o 70T S G B T IR AR R
P LA R RS o0 28 v 18y ] B M A2 31 1 IR 1k
f. LTI, Li S AV 4R T — A LsNet2Vec
(Large-scale Network to Vector) # I X5} Jk i 45 5
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o0 47 42 T P T w
LsNet2Vec 1 % ¥ 4¢3 1 b HL I 3 19 7 2 7= "
P O 4% B 4 P ) DT 1677 R B ASE 14 G % L ¢ 2% - v
S A5 T % v T A5 G 45 R A £ e S ) — A gﬁ»gj» " F
TS A L] A R Y SRR 1 S ) b SRS e ) B i e ! A
A T 2528 A4 A 1 Bk T 38U 0 K MU 9 46 o £ i% o
BT 2 R AR L. 1] 5 R LsNet2Vec f6 %1 i 41

Py T s el A A2 B JE R 2 . H R i A2
F4 2 S B R e M — s ) L)X ) 2% v ) T 2R
BEAL T AE (4 77 ¥k LA T 3k 3 45 21 e 51 4k 1A% U3 7R g
H 2 T E A I R B JE R 1A B I R R AR
Pa s 2 VIRET 1R/ o TEIRA TR M Pt 12,
I JE B R B ) 2R IS RO UL 45 K 4 e
B f oeAT AR B )R — BRI K 2R I 1
Wy D 5 TR X IR0 2% T st 4 A7 B M A7 LA LA 2R A1
TR R AE 24 KBRS R 2% B 4 1 b AT Bk
5 HE B B AT A HE L IEW] T LsNet2Vec B
TR 1) 252 e AR A AL

— ik , "
| AR e B B>l it} B

B 5 LsNet2Vec %1 4144

2 VAR T Y HSBoRT 1 KRS A e B N 2% 25
M R 2 S BERY I A 1 X SRR AL R AR
WA S 5 PR DL R S 56 v B8 4 ) RS R /N DL
N 5 T AL 2 B B RN — i FR R B AR R 3 F
Word2Vec #88I f) j3 % . Hoth DeepWalk #5582 £
Jed HAE KR & 2 A5 8 I 4% vl o 1 5 T e TS A
] g 2% 7R 1Y OB 7 k. B R 2 B A & 7R Deep-
Walk B8 Bt b 64T 9 e F 0 T o (H AR Y 1Y 35
7N 2] i 77 LA KN S LA AR 22 5.

®1 ANEBEEREEMEENRTEIER
A Wl B 5 LT SR PRIE PEOBCREE R £k
DeepWalkl1) si¢ Bl 1L 2 7 2L 8 A 5] ~up/ oo MHL.24 Cores @2.0GHz , .. DNEA I PN
(2014) % H:F Skip-gram 7 node Ny TIS8499 cpy 98GR 7 L RN [W%
LINE®U s i by B AR R R node D/UD/ goc o HHL.40 Cores @2.0GHz  SCA/3E38/ K H 3O & A& R HLBE
(2015)  SCHRGH R W/NW CPU,1TB W#f SURNM% 4k il 2k
AR5 %5
GraRepl] 32 3] [ 5 {1y 4 o 45 4iF rode WNWO Hifl,4 Cores @3. 4GHz 1B F /4138 / ng\% %%%?ﬂﬁg
(2015) X AAL TR Ay SVD /UD CPU,16 GB N 1# 5| ™ 2% Al R, A g ML
I &
. e S 4 B
oy R BELIE BENRAY R 0k B b : "
S TR A node D/UD 3223550 V1O Cores @IMORIT gy ey ) Rl
%A A (A LT A BF - ’ N &
AT FREPLES BT e
. ) - N P, . G
ey s OHE TR X 18R B Deep- AR/ BB
(2\]2}(%)}6(; Walk 55 %Y node “;//U\][;V 10312 n/a SIEME/ mads FkX ﬁiﬁiﬁig‘
SS9 T 5 R Web [ BRI "
AT K ] i DeepWalk
MMDWE69] f ) BPL,4 Cores CPU,16GB I ML/ TS 4.0l 2
G016y wfEfbd s g st "ol DOD B ARG ik FliEE
ey AR EEN
707 X5 A search bias iR % i N 3 MY/ GRS S KR
NodVeo ITMMEMBINIE  node D/UD 1000000 (8L Cores @3 ACHE L pyma s g mgor e
3 ¥ 25 40 4, o i WL % 4 2]
spNgr U R B %/ DA SR A KA
TG0ty HEUNBEPLEE L FRESEAT  node D/UD 1138499 n/a B/ BN i W 4R
SR WEME WL e B
Walklets 7] i{ifﬁjﬁﬁ@??w#” o D/UD/ | oo HHLL24 Cores @2.0GHz HEZM%/ TUAMEH b4 KM
(2016) RNty PR PRRLAT node Gy 77 CPU. 384GB N#F S R S o 2%
o T T " N/ A/
] Loy 6 BHLUE E 72 A i AR 51 P, R AR
LNV S BLB B L E A5 node D/UD 2300000 (8L Cores @2 5GH - SURBI gy gy g Sk
B ’ pheld #o

* :D/UD: [ /Fa 1 B s W/NW L AFAL/ Al 7 AP 552 5 MU g 415 25 B SR FHT A4 52 96 040 2 B9 Joe R TR 4
TR FRBE - b IR FE IR AR AE IR SO 4R B S B I LA B AR O B A BRI R R B T HR R R L TE ik R

R EAT T AR R RN ST L 7R I — I B0
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3.3 ETHMENNENBTRRES

5 DeepWalk Kz HAf AR J5 ¥ 647 % bE o5& 7 I
I 347 72 X MR A 1 0 B A T 4 TN 8 27 o ) B A
BZ— MET G=(V.E.W,O ] th TR
2 2% v (R BCHE A B BR T IO R B 45 DG R Ah L
T H B R W] R A & K A 8 M5 B, a0 1K
P v R 5 T A B SCAS N 2 A2 R 2% v A
FURAG I SCAF B

BT AL W 48 N 28 R 27 > DL TR ) N 2805
SRRy AN L 27 21 15 3 R0 25 v i T 7E A s
(] b= By o] o R AR 2 2 ok R e S R AR T R
A SRR B T ¥R R S I W 2% R s 2 ) B — AN Bk
R AR 1 A B 7 25 A ABE 0 4% B A0 1 A s AR SR AR
X SRR (4 J7 k0 H R F Gibbs SRAE 7 HE W A
SR R R A SR 55 HLAR Y M58 2R S Y Ty 1 R
FH T4k B9 SCA B {4 % DL Sl
TR S IR L 76 AN 75 T8 I 28 25 R4 R AE 115 0 T 8 3¢
A B 55 T 2% TP B B SR I RS ke G S B EEARORE
TR R AR 1 S BB TE — A A il AU
BB — D OAR KRB 24 F 85 &SR
$&IBOCAF Y, 1 32 . H ORI HE 3R 3 AR R — iR R T X
FEA R D AR R s T EEIUR S A
[vi) Py A 28 v 2 A7 A [) 9 8 BB, 5 DAAS [) B 7 12
RGBSR A FEA AR BB LR IR %
B SRR IR 2 P SEHEZE T 1 W 28 N 28 R 7 )
i
3.3.1 WSKARRF

TE 32 UL A oo — A 25 5 T 1 2 352K 43 A
FIR A F R F A — A F BN Y
G A3 Xt SCAR R AT B X 43 A Bl RR Sy R R
G581 £ 8 A: BB R 4 5§ PLSAY (Probability
Latent Analysis ). LDAP ( Latent
Dirichlet Allocation)%§. 7£ PLSA #& % /b, 38 i F 4
N7 AERE T SCRY I A e B R R i N T
LSA(Latent Semantic Analysis) 8 & i 3L ik, F
Foa il LSA Joik fif v —in) 2 ST S B3R 38 18 X
FRRE 0 A7 B A I 280 L 32458 Y A SORY A A 1 5
E SCRYAH DG IR Bk = A 5040 BB SCRY I B AR 5 k. TR
I Bt 7 SCRY B0 B8 39 0 2 500l T i B0 B 2 R Y
KX RPRALY) Tt 4. LDA BRI 7E PLSA
RNV ) | I At S AN S B IR
Wl ok S8 ff o T PLSA fEAE R #0045 [A]
AL AE LDA SR rp 38 3 7o VF SORSAE 328 1 A /) 32
RETR G A I L 3V 25 AR 3 X A A

Semantic

282 o] A5 81— 4 B0 AR 75 R 2 R RH G B AN T
SCAY Y AR A ) AR RO G L T
LDA 55 b SCRY A 19 A B0 R T #5388 - B S8 A
B v B 43 A oAl IBCRE G SCRYS Y FE U4 A L AR S AR
it = A3 AR SR R AN T A R — AN 6 R A
L B e R e B TR 2 300 2 4 A L 6 A
ASTNCHEAT R AE.

e F R LDA ()36t F . Chang 45 ™Y iF
—HHH T kR FE B R RTM (Relational Topic
Model). X & — Rl 25 5 9 4 5 4 A TR 1 1 40 12
FEARL, RTM A58 AE A5 SO RS 19 28 i # iF 5 LDA
B — B0 AN W) Z A0 A T I B O R
Az TR 2 R R A P A SORY T 22 [ A7 A B
B B2 E A1 7E 28 1 4 A0 N B bR A AL
RTM f RN 6 Ca) fif 7 5 B o A4S S o 5
— AT 08 KWK T AESCRS RS n
AL ENTE BN 0 R — A F 2, AR
2, EBEZIA Bz, D w,, . 0 B4 H
() Dirichlet JE58 K o AL AR L, — X SCHY &, Fil d
Z A B SRRy RS TAE d R d TP B B 2
F % e MR % pR B A . SO =2 (] 3 o 2 ] 3 R
2 AT 22 1) B B A T R

-

O,
@Z & N; \/4
® ®

(a) RTM#E Y (b) PLANE Y
6 RTM #l PLANE {4558 1y %5

o1 T PLSA F1 LDA 45 5 A B Wy e 45| FH 3¢
RYFIRE S I SCRY 22 [ 1 32 856 & L Nallapati % A
fe it T Link-PLSA-LDA BR1, %A A DL 272 AR 38 3¢
EEICE DL N R R B 2 N DI R & S
ERICIDE N ® S ey B o M W N S L et
(3 7. D 1 WA M AN 51T e SO 5 B w51 ]
WSO B AR L M T D 5 | e ST P 2 3L
T =I5 2 U SO R AR XA
(1 A B A TR R BT I8 SO 2 U TR SR A
A4 - S SRR A S e U & 1 E LR &
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Wl SRS EllipE s
K 7 Link-PLSA-LDA #:i%

AL R B A e A R A I LR, B
(EUN AL STRUPNE E V€ =B i Rl (M NE A i
AR AL 7 120 75 4 8 B TP R T R A A L ) A
TESCRY B % 00 T 1 =80 S 1 5 ik bk Ry BRAE
Iwata 28 AP 42 1 T PLSV (Probabilistic Latent
Semantic Visualization) B &Y , 3 & — Fi 3L F 3= 0145
AU B BCECE Cn SCR) 1 R AR O k. 5 T ORT
FRBS 0 R T AL 7 ik (AN 2 4 R R R, e
JE DA AT AIA 2 18] 380 SR 2 ] 8 WS S SORS 4 A= i
Tb AR PR AL rp IR SCORY A S AR 4 B = 4ERRT
7 8] 2l R AL s ) v B AT T A AR bR SCRS Y 32 )
A E SCRS A ] B Ak s Ta] rb i 32 38 2 (8] Y R R E
I HARAS LA 3800 A N — > 8 2 . n]
PLid i i ] EM %4 3% (Expectation Maximization
Algorithm) Y452 B85 31 45 58 (19— 2H SCRS K 3R 45 7T
ARAk + B SRS B0 98 A A s A B AT R L 32 A0 SR
B i ATE— .

SCAS [ 245 [ i A TR A SCAS 1Y o E R 7R i A
B — ARG ] b DUR AT REOR B 5L IR SCAS $idks 1Y
Ja 1 Ao 3 SOAS AR 4 3 1k HAT E SRy A B SCAR
TEAIRZE 25 (] 19 AT A0 A 38 3 4 SCAS e 4 3% 7 il T
T YR =GRS ] B AR bR AT DL A — S IR R T
RRAL. SO 22 [ F9 A B B 2% S 1 A BR7E 5 TR 5
L BR T AT RAR R ] Z A1 AR 4E R s ik a] LAHT T A 40
JE 45 50 TH T WL 27 ST 55 (AN R 2K 504 28 i iy
FRAERERE. e F DL Bk 22 L Le 58 ANV 42 T
PLANE (Probabilistic Latent Document Network
Embedding) 5 #1, i o X RTM #8417 4 i . A
AT B A R 2 2 38 T R SR TH A AR 4 3R A
6(b)2y PLANE # B L /R &, 5 RTM B8 i X
BITET PLANE #6807 2 2% B AR Bk i A B 5 JF H
TARBR T A S 32 R O3 A o AR Y A o AR
PLANE 45 81 i) B4 A il A& 32 290 Je WA 5 T

— ARG RS s TR AR R 2 2] N A F R
BEA SCASTH s #1027 ) FLAEARGE 25 0] - 9 A A
3.3.2 KA IRYA]

BEXS LA b FE R TR 8 A 2% 3 ) 2 SRS Y I 1]
B E 2 M, Wang % AN R T — 45 LDA 3%
LAY EBEA TOT (Topics Over Time). Z B EIA
SCRE 8 478 12 D90 2455 50 91 1 {1 4 45+ 3R 36 T HL B R 8
PR 12 45 1 B B[] 17 728 Al o R 5 MO T 5 R B R
s 15 BN [ 2 HCA 1 JHE At IF 58 C AR AS ] ) 02, S
8 A 32 5 R I ] BB E R % 2 g A AH SCHR. X T
B E B SCRS s R IR G 4 A A2 3 ] e B A
SO P IR R R A 2 1 532

Rt 22 A 38 2 W 58 N 53R B AR 3 AR L
WRETT THIROFSE. th T R 2 HUF B AL R 3R I AR
B F A N2 10T A 38 T R I 4% (1 65 4 4 R0
AR X BB IOy R AR AT TR B SOR (B AT SR AR TE
IR B SR T R A A AR R AR b 2
TR 22 5 S BURRE P 245 B AR
15 By 78 W T P A DA e A M D T A 4 s S
J2 T AL R s B Je 5 O R B 48 7 TR Al 1 %

BEXS A5 B AL 4 52 A7 AE 9 LA B R A, Hu 5§
A4 4T COLD (Community Level Diffusion)
051 0 T AR ROk DX T A 1% 1 BRI RS [A) A XY
F R A% R 2 K A DR S AV A AR A TR
WL ZE P 2 | SCAS FI [1] 1 37— AR i 72 DLYE B
Z\ AL DX T A T AR G L ) I BT T — b R T
Y B 06 SO AT S35 vk 7R 2 ) T R TE AL
DX 25 ) b /9 43 A () [R) B 2% 2 A X7 32 025 () L
i) 53 A
3.4 HH-NBEMMEMNRTES

Fean o AR AR 22 N O T s A R L
B SR SCARSZ i . W 28 3R 7R 2% ) B 7R 2% 2] M
2% R RE AN TOUAR Y 20 A1 2 1) B RS 3 R 22
BNy 0 28 73 B 1 — 4> B BT T A RLAE ) 2% O
AT K 00 45 (1 7 I 35 4 fie 2 T T 4% 1) AR
B T £ N = = N (1 T O S o
i RN VS e | 7 3 L S S S R R AT E N (L)
W58 7 SUANTR] ) 4 2 78 2 2 8 3 X 1) 2% T e 22 1)
)56 2R (S5 R BN 25 34T 20 A 45 Hh 0 28 e ik 1 AR
HEHE R IR . RZHM 2% 3R 7 2 ] J7 12538 3 W 52 199 4%
SRR IESEAT 2 ) 2T AR B S b ) 2% T A A
i F 5 S CUR N 2 A B oo oD

DL JE 71 B S 1 SR A BB R R — R
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R 2% iz PR A TS R LB S
8 SCAAR R 33X S5 EX T 9 46 3R 7R 27 ) vl REAR
L AT S W 2% 3 TR o7 2] T R AT 5 T 4 N A
AL T 33 86 7 325 3 DL SCAS 0 28 A Sy iy A\ B8R 2
1 B AR 2 R0 25 v Y TR TE A TR b Y ) iR
7 AH A 75 18 3 W 45 A B it B (1 25 48 e A1k 3 52
3 R 2% 95 A A A S T i R R T RS A
B Y A I A PR 45 A O T ) a6 B A
PE. G, WS 225 A LA VR R IIESE N D1 FT BB IE A AL
B 7] fr 80 PR G AR AT e T ) — A4S W 5 1T 44k 5 Xof
T by R AR A, A LR AT AR M T B T RS A
BL ) A 5 k2 IR0 2% 235 ) %) 25 A S — 28 H B SO
FEIR B Cn SR RSO rh i Bk B PR il 0 2% 45
o 4 FE 0 SCAS Y R R AE 19 27 ) I 48 s B 22l 24
HiT Y 5 25T O ).

T RO R ), — A Ry LA 2] T TR
3 SCARRAE LA R ) 2% 1) 45 7 AR 3 47 R 2
sy A Word2Vec UL} DeepWalk 5k, 9%
J5 A PR R 7R 2 2 S5Ok SR L X SR OT R IR
5 18 2 ) 28 45 K A SCAS A B P Z BB SR A 3L HL
PRI M 360 K6 2% 2 13 B 09 R AE 1] B2 0T AN BRARL O — R A
B2 7 i AR T A I W 28 45 4 327 2 ) A
ZR b [E] IR SCAS N 2 AT 2 20 H . S5 4 - N
fill 5 27 2 A 9T A FE 2 0 O BT AR B TR 0 i
8 7 125 R B T AR AR A AL 7 v
3od4. 1 JFETREME N 1o il 10 7 1%

BE TR I TR 1 20 1 7 VR K RO 2 15 1B I 2%
R BT 3K 8RS P A Rl (BT 3 1% R B 43
ik 1% ik R 2 7S 2 2 i) AL

DeepWalk BRI JE T a9 454015 5. 290 T
DU AW ERMANAEE, TR Yang % AN 1
DeepWalk B [ 3 ik 1 38 o8 2% P8I0 80 19 9 2505 5
B H T TADW ( Text-Associated DeepWalk) J5 .
ZI7T N DeepWalk Hr g B MR =X 53 il i = IR
AHFEMRB.ECR HERV "MITER ",
FEFETC R my AR TR @ T2 € A B8 b Bl AL b i
BTG 5 BT S5 M 238 1 X 580, T 4 R TOU A9 SCAS
TEHFE. K 8 B 1 TADW J5 ik ANl T DeepWalk
(14 4 [ ik T L 18] 8 (a) R W DeepWalk
FE R M3 ik Ay T 1 R I ) 3 AR i X R A L B
Je M Ay i 28 ) T s i) ek 8 7 SRR T3 125 DU P 04
(R 4 o i) L i T 8 (b) ) g 7w TADW 5 i3
W O R EH R T 5 A5 3 T0 S A 5 SC
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53,
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(a) DeepWalk
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(b) TADW
K 8 TADW I 23 fiff 7 2 K

AT DeepWalk 5, TADW Jy ik £ 8 1
A B & 5 . 7E DeepWalk £ 5 v [ 43 fiff 45 B
M, B ITCE my,;, =log([e; (A+A*+--+A) ],/
DA AR L [ (AH A+ FAD ],
FoR g OEAE ¢ A AR JE R R Y R
B TR ERR Y MBI R S 2% BE S OCIV [P). Deep-
Woalk fif FF 35 Bl L A 10 il BF D7 3 DA sk S b 5 o
TR A BE M, 35X FE DeepWalk SR A 5 2 (1 25 800t i1
FERE S AT (R AR RO S A TADW ) &
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FLHE R log" A b M B Z W HE% i, I H 2
A T 45 9% 00 I 3 i 1 AR 2 M S [ M R AR
FILE MBCR B . TR 2R IR A BN 4
BN, W OE) =0(V), TADW J5 i 1| 24 4 BF
M BRI 24 B OCI V) an SR I 45 2 B0 1, B
0] DL 3 N o A AR EE R L)
Je HE R (i H AR /AMEA I 5 (6) if 7

min | M—E"HT | +5-C [ E i+ H D (6)

T AL E R H 58 5 2% U i /e E R
H. 8% TADW nJ DL 84 51 Jay 3 & /)M E T A 2 4 J=)
$5e/IME AR TZ 7 V5 AR 250 s R A AR TR AR R AR
W43 i . TADW 19 H AR 2 78 W 28 2544 22 7R 2 ) P il
A SCARHAE L3R AR 47 1 W 45 %R (T L TADW
AT E A HT #R0] DL A A S T AR 4 R
R T AT R A T 4% RN I — 1Y
2k AEF . TADW 8 G 4% A 250 b Gl & T3 19 N
A5 BT AR A5 5T 4 1) ) 2% e om 2 ).

BRIt Z 8k B X DeepWalk #5078 (1 32 22 5 [ 76
T 22 A0 B S B I 445 o A ) B R 6 ) R DA
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e TS AL 5 1 F & N 25 Ganesh 8 AP R T —
AFFL) Author2Vee fBI ] T2 2] IR 4E W 1E & &
718 5 AR S LA A fBL P 2 R 5 2 L I 4% 45 4 1Y
VB34 7E ] 125 8] o B A . Author2 Vec #2158 i B
6] 7 Rl & SCAME B S8 B U TR & &
7. Author2Vec #A N 4[5 B A (Content-Info
ModeD) F1% $ {5 & £ 8 (Link-Info Model) 1 4~
TERYZH B A B A DL SO 2 A o SCAR Y
BRATER 2w H H br & o€ Lh
Le=P[rc(u, p)=1]=softmax(Uc*» tanh (W h 5 +

WEhE 4B +60) %
L re Cus p) RIRAEH w RS p ZH LR LE
[1,2],U.€R "0 W €RW W e R,
b AR S8 T SE A S R A AR oA BRER AR X
W SRR AR AL b A b SR Zhu 56 AT
07 AR I 5 N AR B R A R 2R S AR
BRI DAE S Z [ 1 ek @O — S F e EH
Fm o H AR s EOE S
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Wik 4007 6" (8)
A r (o) RoRAEE w FIAEE v ZIAE R H
ES BRSNS BB DT 2 — 4.
i 3 e A iR AR R JE X WA TR A, e
Author2Vec BRI SR H AR o880 7T LIS L L=
Le+Ly. Author2Vec #8522 B (4 1 & ik A 7 4
PP FN R RR AL T DeepWalk FEA#L
3.4.2  FETHEAREIBAL 7

e T AR P Y O v J2 R FH DL 37 PR L O vk
Xof o0 £ TH st 22 (] ) 306 5 AR 38 kAT A, o ] B 4 A
T A PR 4 1] ik 227 . il Cohin S8 M 4y 1K
PLSA #1 PHITS (Probabilistic Hypertext-Induced
Topic Search) 454 # ok 1) B A WE R4, F T g2 A
SCRYEE G I N 2 F0 B B . R R TR
3 T DA SORY B G 0 S R D) e E RN
YRR SCRY . A e B 3 R 2 (] 1% O R DA A 2 1
A A ) T A AR

i 2 I8 AT TR A R R S Al L R SO Y
45477 20 Med S8 NP SR T — AN BT R 48 45 4
AW F . TMN (Topic Modeling with Network
Structure) B9 [ &1, I 46 H A o A R) BY NetPLSA
REAY R 35 60 4% 45 A4y 7% 9 0 0E DAk ) e 3t 3=
IR RY AT TE Ak, BT 4 H A A58 B 45 5 32 R A A A
LA 100 28 2548 23 A o ) 8 3 3 AR B R B HCE

WAL A . NetPLSA £5 4 25 18 T W 45 25 ¥ Fl SO A
AR IEAT M 45 32 7R 2 2 L A 27 2] 1 B v 3 T R 4%
HR Y A TR 9 SO 32 4R IOCR AT PLSA KR, =7
AATE O B R R BN T
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R TG M IEITRR T CHEXLT
ERMAEALER B %L S(C.G) R D) iR
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Ho LO B 615 F],R(C,G) J& & LA M 2% 25
¥ G E R — A 20 T T 3R RN oR 5084 I ) 4E
HXA2) R

(10)

k
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i—1

B £, ARBTG5 ) A A R |V | 4
ot A S PR 2R TR A A=D—W . JErk D
S LR T R AR d ) = D ew,,

AR 1) AT DARE 4G SCAS R 32 A R T R S
B 4% 1 DL K & B AL X 3 0 i A R S AR
RS TR R T I 2% 1 1E D) Ak s IS AR W] LT 2 b
FH T SCAS A2 4 0] A8, 4 32780 3 Afr 4 DX A B0 AR 5[] 3¢
SR S W28 h T A B T 45005 B 240 i1 & |
SRR ZA5 B P AR B SOAR AR B K
FUA B @ PEAE B CHE L 2= A ik RED . Li £§
AN S R T TS DL B 2 i LR T MFR
(Multi-Faceted Representations) 2 > 158 %I, 1% # %l
) B PR T2 2 15 244 T P A 8 PR SR DL e
AP EEXRME4E N 2R BHP ol
— IR = {text; .G, \R; . M } 5 Z A OCHK , B
A KA L R 22 3R 2 2L (13) iR
P u; : @) = p(text; | u; : @)X p(G; |u; :0,) X
p(R M, |u;:0,.0,.,0,) (13)
X 0,.0,.0, 70 5 R JE S OC R
FSE AR I8 A R B . @ R A BT () SRS
HE{O,.0,.0,}. p(text, | v, : @) fif B T BL % 1) &
(Paragraph Vector)"'* fitj BELUAB i ] FH )7 J2 S i A
AR 1) ok T SCAS vy B A A X = (1)
F)‘I"/jf\‘:
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w € text,

2 Z logp(w|w’) (14)

wE text, w' € c(w)

i F = (1) s — 30036 9 51 19 3R 7 AT DL T g
)0 PR HURR L AUC #8266 5y 7 v )
Fl— AT Ak p(G, | v, :@,) & U FT o, B4 12
T ALK 2L F DeepWalk F1 LINE 5% 5 iy ff
F SkipGram J7 32 38 3 F P T o5 ok i i) G i 42
(1505, SR G 2R FH AUC 4% bR 500 5 35 e AT 1 Ak
PR M, |v,;:0,.0,,0,) WHTFHMHF «5/&%
S m 15 F . MEFR AR B AILRS BT B 3k X
AR IEAT O A AL 2R

FEXF TADW A5 58 38 5 53 b SCARAAIE il 5
2 25 A R 3 B P EO TR AR S, I H TADW
FP R SR PN 25 0 B R G AR R T SCAS R AE T AS
T B R DR LG AR AN BB AR A b e AR B R ) o LA
TR R, Sun 45 R HE T4 A R 4% 45 AR R SCAR (B
PN 2538 g Y] 28 57 A 7 15 CENE(Content-Enhanced
Network Embedding). iZ J7 i@ i B SCR N AEVE R
R B I TR 0 T R Ak PR — S P HE SRk il
SCAHERL RN 25 R A, AR SCAE IR T — A ek
H AR oA 550 855 PEHE L
L= > logpCusvid+ >, log(l— plusv;0)
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A SP F R R T X A 5 G o SN 3R 7 TH A T
XA T w il o Z I IRAER p (w00 R
RN TR AR (s 8 SP I BLIHE R 1— p(usvs0)
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node-content link # 7 #ide 4 L, M L... Bc5 H
PREEEE LN L=al,, +(1—a) L, . ZERECE I3k
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BAER) S B o (ELAIG I K B0 22 1 2% 18 09 2%
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B2 o) RO RS H bR ek B L EAT AL B
D) e 1 B 1o A% R E

A 27 2] 5 A ST TS B B e — 4> Dy T
I L&A F T 45 28 (5 B T Pan 8 AN
R T =0 B P 2 R R L TriDNR (Tri-party
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FI T 0 288 1) T 45 44 TOL PN 25 R IO s 48 056 5 2
S EAR TR S F . TriDNR J& 8 57 16 — Fl T 19 k8
GRE B R E SRS R Bl b N = 2 T AT T6
RN 2 AL 2% S A8 J2 1 8 i e KA TE FEAL T
A 45 e — TR D0 T WL 58 L ] L T A 1) E
0, TriDNR 3R B 1 TS (8] 09 26 &L A T N & 2
T 30 2 e K AR 25 8 TO0AR 3R 3 4 By 3k B OC &R
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FEMFRIRROR. B8 MFR % & 1 SCAE B AT A
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S R ) 248 o — ol o AN [) R Y 0 T CA T N
X FIAE L 55 AN 0GR Chnd 32 s8R RO 2R BT 41 B 1Y
W 2% AN, Flickr [ 2% Tl 28 B9 ] B 4 5 FH ™ 41
HURIAR 28 25 o TO0 A, 1] S 5 AR ) 35 A ] 288 20 1 6 &
M OGR4 H AT 7E 7] 44 N 28 1 0% W 4% 3R 2% 2T 1Y
IR E LA TR R HTE A R 2% . il T
HOAG b G R R 2 S 2 — A R W A PR 1)
AIF 5% ] .

I A7 5K 5 A8 0 28 3 78 2 2 18 SCHR AR X 48D
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Dimensions). 1% HE 22 5 $& B 45 45 #4 19 11 & 4 B2
DLAME S A R 22 18] 1 32 B ARG 27 2] —
I 53 2 i ok 16 A OC 1 A 2 4 L A X e A
) 2R AL 1) 9 2% 5C &, SocioDim 4R 1% T 84 19 43 28
TERE.

5 SocioDim £ 8 H} & & A [6], Jacob 48 A
W TR R AR R LSHM (Latent Space
Heterogeneous Model) F T 4b JH 5 44 (9 28 18 e 78 2
>z AR TR () SRR T 8 4% I T A T R AR 2
R H AT RS TH A A ] — 1] 25 6] 2 ) AR 4 3R
LSHM 5 B & Xof T i J P ok FH — Fb 977 & J7 =X RP4E
J& P AE Ry — Bl B A AR 2 10 T (] I 27 2] & b 26
Y ) T R 1) i 4 3K AR 28 119 46 1 20 2 R & B A
A& ELAR oK B0 S W5 J5 TG < — 5 T 25 T 4 B oF
TP S BIVAH SIS TR 1 b 25 S AT REARARL 5 53— Jy 1T 2%
T 2R RO AR 25 1Y T AE . SR 2 2 T
25 (7 ) LSHM R 558 ] DL A AL BE 46 [ A
A ZAERI AT LU R — 2 R 0 ) 2% 3RO
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N T E G Z RS B G FOR JE A S 4 ) 2% vh 4
BE R Z ) 18 AR Zhao 8 AN AR T
B F4E M4 R 4 i CME (Coordinate Matrix Factori-
zation) 1S AL LRI R G T [A] — i A ) o SR
ZE 0 A PR AE % 22 3R 78 5 k. 7E CMF f Bl b, o
SRR R Ey € R (1 52 5 W A8 O X 52
- SR RBOERE X € R IIMGTE. h T 45 A Sk
A 2Z (8] (9 56 8 DA S SR R B Z [ i DR &R L X 4% B
AT WA REER YER T ZER™ LK
Y i SRR IR E o A2 R IR HE I E e N R
KAttt 2l SRR IR FE B E y A1) RO Ew 1)
PIBURAL . SR fig CME #5811 H b ok 5Ch
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7. M H T W R B R LINE FI B I% 10 B LA A
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P R TE e .
BEAh 1 A B AT A5 o S T 1) O A9 25 119
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AR RS T 5 B 482 ] BF B Je iy WLk 3 s,
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YouTube UD 1. 13E+06 2. 99E+06 4. 64E-06 5. 265 0. 081 [21,31,40,68,72,76]

Facebook UD 4. 04E+03 8. 82E+04 4.02E-04  25.640 0. 606 [70]
4 Digg D/UW 2. 80E+05 1. 73E+06 2.21E-05  12.385 0. 061 [40]
] &% Flickr D 2. 30E+06 3. 31E-+07 6. 25E-06  28.781 0. 089 [21,31.,40,71-72,116-117,120]

Blogcatalog uw 1. 03E+04 3. 34E-+05 6. 3E-03 64. 780 0.031 [31-32,70-71,116,120]
Twitter D/UW 5. 26E+07 1. 96E+09 7.10E-07  74.678 0. 565 [105,120]
DBLP UD 3. 17E+05 1. 05E+06 2. 08E-05 6.622 0.632 [21,32,69,76,114-115,117,119]

[?_XE; AstroPh UD 1. 87E+04 1. 98E+05 5.71E-03  17.323 0.631 [70]

CiteSeer D/UW 3. 84E+05 1. 75E+06 1. 19E-05 9.112 0. 385 [68,108,115]
. Enron UD 3. 67E+04 1. 84E+05 2.73E-04  10.020 0. 497 [76]
’g;g EuALL D 2. 65E+05 4. 20E405 1. 04E-05 2. 757 0. 067 [76]

pediaEnglish  D/UW 2. 39E+06 5. 02E+06 8. 75E-07 4.194 0.021 [118]
e California ~ UD/UW  1.97E-+06 2. 7TTE-+06 1. 43E-06 2. 815 0. 046 [76]
W Pennsylvania UD 1. 09E+06 1. 54E+06 2. 60E-06 2. 834 0.047 [76]
Texas UD 1. 38E+06 1. 92E+06 2. 02E-06 2. 785 0. 047 [76]

" Talk network D 2. 39E-+06 5. 02E-+06 1. 63E-06 3.892 0.053 [76]
. Vote network D 7.12E+03 1. 04E-+05 3.98E-03  28.323 0. 141 [76]
A Wikipedia D/W 1. 99E+06 1. 00E+09 1. 49E-06  504. 220 0. 043 [21,32,70,119]
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P 28 FEAE 7R s AN RE 6 M o H BT R A A2 TR {5
S 8 Pl A7 8 BN i DA % Bl 2 M A ), B
FEAT A5 b 1 FH 21 22 0000 | T0E 6 432 AT IRAR S AT A
INRAERZ7B= 0 N

DL 6 70000 AIF 5 Ry 491, A HAT Tz 1 58 bR
I FH AL Al AT B A0 e B9 5L R ) R X A
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Th o B 7 AR 5 55 A S % o A AR O LA 3
HRAE 1) X 28 45 48

PRAE FH T i 422 T 1) 1) 2% 3R 2 2] Ty ik rp
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