AR ISSN 1000-9825, CODEN RUXUEW E-mail: jos@iscas.ac.cn

Journal of Software,2019,30(4):1045-1061 [doi: 10.13328/j.cnki.jos.005387] http://www.jos.org.cn
O L A2 5 1 92 7 L A4 Tel: +86-10-62562563

ETFHEmMERANE LMEHAR HEE
grg' a2 sgu! HER ERA BAE

"AbR TR K% WHENLSE B TR, IR 100048)
Y\ EAERBIEFE AR E T E SRR, Iba 100048)
EIREZE: #8, E-mail: hanzm@th.btbu.edu.cn

H B HALSMIISNELMEHR AR L RE ENETES AU >AXAG TE L E—FL T E
B F AKX WEALE R 577 3 (CDNEV). 4 T MM &5 56957 X6 & 42 18 B & X FEAU#HAFER AR 5
EB R XA A IR 095 55 F4E A £ F &M SkipGram AZR 5 3 3 L 490 XN 8B HHE T o &
& 4 K-Means Bk 6938 £ b & SR )5 A K-Means ik AT £ RAIF R4 B 45 M) A A S AR AAT W% EA4KT
FE e EE S LRGSR AX S HiEf R A AL AR 9 FEE T AR A A £ M4 L CDNEV Fik ey Fl 4847k 3
PSR T 4R 19%; A% EF1 45470 T AR & 15%. K345 R AR A8t Sk CDNEV Sk e B An
HMEAREF.

KR A LM AREMAZST S EMXARE

HPEESES: TP31I

5| R RS 20 T AR B 00 52 AR A EH KGR A VRN T BEOK v T ) SR I A O I 48 A [ R 43 B AR 25 42019,
30(4):1045-1061. http://www.jos.org.cn/1000-9825/5387.htm

B35 A% Han ZM, Liu W, Li MQ, Zheng CY, Tan XS, Duan DG. Community detection algorithm based on node
embedding vector representation. Ruan Jian Xue Bao/Journal of Software, 2019,30(4):1045-1061 (in Chinese). http://www.jos.
org.cn/1000-9825/5387.htm

Community Detection Algorithm Based on Node Embedding Vector Representation
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'(School of Computer and Information Engineering, Beijing Technology and Business University, Beijing 100048, China)
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Abstract: Community detection is very important in theoretical and practical for complex research. According to the principle of
distributed word vector, a community detection algorithm based on node embedding vector (CDNEV) is proposed in this study. In order to
construct the distributed vector of network nodes, a heuristic random walk model is put forward. The node sequence obtained by the
heuristic random walk model is used as the context for nodes, and the distributed vector of nodes is learned by SkipGram model. Based on
the distributed vector of nodes that are selected from the local node as the center of the K-Means clustering algorithm center, all nodes in a
network are clustered with K-Means algorithm, and the community structure are conclude by clustering result. Based on real complex
networks and artificial networks used in other state-of-the-art algorithms, comprehensive experiments are conducted. For comparison
purpose, typical community detection algorithms are selected to be evaluated. On real networks, the F1 value of CDNEV algorithm is
increased 19% on average. The F1 value can be increased by 15% on artificial networks. Experimental results demonstrate that both
accuracy and efficiency of CDNEV algorithm outperform other state-of-the-art algorithms.
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2 0 2 0 ) K 3 2 A1 X e R SR M [ R AR 22 9 R X AN R ORI TR RBEAT T 1 A RS2
AR RIE— D R EA YA B8 LT SORE BRI DR 2] 7R 2 WU B R3E STIR (3170 B 17 = 28 M
2% R AL A 7 A T R B AR A I AN ST AR 3 i v 3] — R AT R SRS T AL zipf RE R E SR
o o 244 ) ) B R 0 1, IR AE AR R TN _E AT T N S, SO 4 SRR B, R ) B R R T BT AR ) &5
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B3R R {E 4 05 KA Lancichinetti 25 A P13 4k [ J5 50 45 #4052 SC—ANIE B B BR 3 70 Rl 4R 1 36T B
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SHRINK A5 7Y 1245 70 75 X 2145 A0 B 21 sl Al B N T AL B B9 2 2 45 4015 B 7E B S B 48 HIAs TR
ZIFn R4 45 R
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ANBREE SR JE %A T T T A AR, BB BT 9 A BRSO 1. Sun 25 NS T — R 3 T op O AR BEAR 4R 5
15 CenLP,i% /7 i 2 BEIE I TH 5 A% 1 25 FE RN T 5 5 w0 % P55 00 ot )RR B S CSOdE R B8 A% 3 80 2 T VE B AR 7
N L B SRR AT LE F T 5k R () R0 25 B0 Tsourakakis 25 A ZV2E 9 il 1E 22 (10 3 & 2048 2R B 1 L Atk
R ANHESE, Hh X R S Sk U REE T DU B SR AT A0, X AN HEZE Re % 57 F 4% Gt 14k Kl o 92
BT R B S B4R s S N PO T T RO AL AR L 1 R 3+ A 4 30— 5 < A @ )
SAR SR T — Pl 20 A B R BB (SICE) . 3% 2 B3 (1) R R 2 B AT 2 2 T o B0 i ek v )
R I TR HE 53 W48 SR U, B AT e 0% PR T - 15 55 0 A7 SO0 AL AR EL TG v AN BRAE b (RAIE SRR T LA AT 45 44
) B N A 2% 4TS e 0 1) e A0 BT (DA e 0 .

(3) FHAth k43 ik Albert &5 NBUR) FT X i 2 % N 44 45 g 300 4T 5 R AR, T AR 27 3t 2 B0 I 4% v f — 2
FLA T B 0 1, o e a5 1 A [ R B Y L e S NP TR N AR T — R At
A% 4 B3, B Fh 34 3% 00 JR 38 v 345 X Bt A, 3 L 3 8 119 v 34 X R ER 35 X Bl 43 61, 01 P DX 48 ) I 12 1 3%
DX A] LA B R0 4 Hh 4 . Wa 25 NP0 A3 2% 0 2% 25 LAy B B 2R 8, I 8% H 1) 30 2IS L oAy e L, 320 38 432 ) 3 8 22 1)
TEAE LA 22 70 L3RRl B4R T g g ke ek I R B VR (WH) T 43 e 45 A DU T Kl A 4— 1 T — Fh i AL 5
L IR R A T4 X B a8 AR SRR A R B R AR B S I 4 IR R A A A S R 7 AR R R
Okamoto 25 A\ PSR 4 57 Ak 3 2% r (10 ek [ 485 A 40 Jhy 2o 420 ) 4% o f0 400 i 9 2 0 A7 4 T R0 90 5 R i 2 A BOI7E kH
2541 A R B 1) v 5N 2 A ) SR T OB SRR I R A T L ) R R R /N 3y [BDA, SRR R
7 B WAL SRR P TR AT, EL7E A A R I R A T BT B B T EL. AR B AR R S RN 5N 2 P 4%
FE R 3 A8 G 0 T S0k B 2 P s R T R B B AT ) A R R, R AR B T B ) B AT A R
43 Tang %5 NPTEE T 452 N 46 o N5 N 2 0] B AZ ELAT 9, 38 HEORE T A5 00E DAz F0 4 i e 300 384T 11 18 Ak 3R, X ol
10 - Hp 0 B B8 A ER AR B I 265 5 F B A T SRR AL

FET AL BRI 43 J7 50 )3 R RN 43 7 VA AE & B BB B, W] R Y R B S AR M s B R AT MR

© TEBREEEEIEDT  htp/ www. jos. org. cn



1048 Journal of Software 3kfF 4% Vol.30, No.4, April 2019

FE R 3 G932 A SO A B bR A OB B AR5 5 AL E(NLP) HH AAE = A Y S T 42 2% P 4% 1 s AR 0E ] 2 1) 27
21,71 SRR AL ) S TE — B R R LT D i A 2 X 48 1 S 3 B TR SIS 1) T v 5 R 4 TR YT AT A [
BV 3 R B o R B 2 2T ) R e A P 2R T AR 22 B B Y R R 5 3T V2, A T B LU AE I Y DeepWalk
node2vec,3& T A8 MU (1) LINEP®, GraRept”!. SDNEM, 5 A HoAl & 1 . e A5 B 1411 TADW!*), GENEM!
L XL BAR A EIRRE AL S T MR M . B SCAREE B AR H T E R A BRI 5 1 N 28 2R T
VEV A R AL

3 ETHREERENERMEAR S EE

ASTSCHE H — P T 05 A B 3R IA IR A2 W 2% 41 [ K1l 43 F 9% (community detection algorithm based on node
embedding vector, & #X CDNEV).

CDNEV HiEEEAE 3 AMNMPIR N TR S A 0 R IA, e R B MG A8 BT SCiE
BE T BT SRR EE R A A R o B LR AL T v AR BE AL AE B R IR AR SO BB AR A b 220 ) 4L
A1 45 #6) P R, 3RATT 92t — b S ke U AL I A 023 5 3 A 47 A e I 5 K BE I BT ST R AL AR R R
SR )5 R SkipGram B7Y SR AR i 43 AT 205 i 37 o) B 5 s ) P AR AIE 1) = AT 58 58,49 31 B2 2% 99 2% v kA 1) 43 11
SiR.T SCK R ST 1 .

Table 1 Main symbols
F*1 FEHFSHIE

n m M k N L X
BERIE BEALIE A B EIMEE e BEMLIE 2P K TR FKE [Nk gE]
d w r P v
7 A AR 75 1 3 3 9 245 08 SR g2 ) 28 10

31 B&IAMEHLIE

0 1 5 AL 3] R A B AT BB F R AR B b SR, ) SR A R R PR AR B R N 4 b SR A
B AN G ARG AR E T s B R) T, SCHR 3] SR A T B AL AR BT AU TR SO U A IR AL i
S BN TE BRI <a) 77 76 T s AT AN [ (R B AL AE BT LAAS B0AS 5 (9 6], 7 B AR

BE AL A ELAT AN B . — R, B AR T 5 R )R R R TR U R S IR R SR 5 A BE AL Uk
T (177 A 2 W4 179 05 8 B A R ) 7,25 5 7 ARV 2 B AL AR 9 1) ) 7 X B A P A S T HARE S R N
AT VB B 5 AR DK IR ) 7 0 18 5 A 28 11 5 M SF 1 4] [ (97 5 PRV ARRAE [ ) £ 7 O A7 T A5 SR IR U, R AT 4
H— R e s AL S92, o S il o BE AL I 7 A2 BRI K-step 128 JG TE k-step Bl b dEAT ME =6 BE MU &, 12
AR BT BT A IR A A B
30,1 Ja R ML A G e

0I5 SRR BENLIG & R R EROR N L TR — AN SRR MR NS B R 5HE
BFERABET A4 G Roan—ME T BN n LS 2% W 245, JLAT B0 FE DN A=aj|nxn,aij 78 T
i R0 j IR R A R AL AR wiey) s 1T A5 i N T DA E S AR 1.

52 0 2% v R R AE00E 1R P AN 9 R RN 28 BLAT 9 — MR /b A B M B 5. R R U AL A S A O
X,

TE M 1(k-step). k-step /R TE Kl G HHREATBIALIEE, 220 KON k B8 2T %45 1k S AR, 45 30 24 IR Bl LI 7,
Horb 0<k<<N.

E X 2(k-step HEZ). 4 ecE FHnE G 11—l k-step BEE Py(e)F 5 M A0 T A kAT B WL E I Fe ik 1%
Bl e MR,

TE M 3(FAIE k-step ). TALE k-step B2 E G &A@ m RS K N k 1158 2 BEHLIEE A AR )
T B R, 5 A BE AL A i 00 w1 BT R — 25 ) K-step MR BB MR 7], AOAR 22 R 1200 16 58 4

© TEBREEEEIEDT  htp/ www. jos. org. cn



$hEH F AT I EOTREANLLENEHLAXHHE 1049

WAL a0 A ok A o A 3 3 D TR

A2 BCTIUAL B k-step P fRJE A RERE 40 7T -4 2 BT 55 sl I S ) — 2 1 k-step MEZR U AH [RIME, B LSS AT 4 1k
FAEE — UM T — 0 2 — 25 1R 12 RO R wieg) I 1LIE3A m i E i 7.

NI PR 23 A X AT <P B AR R R A, B DA A XA 1 ) ) A2 AT D B IX 22 ) PR BB R B g 0 5 93
AL k-step P T ) 78 4= RE AL I A S R o 2 i A T P S IR BN 1% B . 2 T e i A A ) g R . e T A 20
TRALFRE) k-step P rh A — A5 i 5 FLABTT SBT3 2 v 3 B ASUAEL B K, LT 7 ) K-step M 28 80K, e 244
AR RO A IR R R BB AL AE TR SRR R, DA I R R I 3 T R R K, DT R A (X R 4 B A B
“H)T.

3.1.2 R AFENUIEE FE

&% 1. RandomWalkByWeight (G,v;,K).

i\ :Graph G(V,E); start vertex V;; step size k;

fith:Node sequence W, .

1: Initialization: Calculate the probability of e is selected, ecE

2: for i=0 to k do

3:  select the next step (€) in probability

4 add in Wv,

5

: end for
6:if the W, of different nodes is less than %k then

7: drop W,

8: end if

MR 2 3.1.1 FTATIR, T DI SVE 43 N A R TAL 2R K-step AN k-step JA & 20 BE WL A T A58 2. A 3 T Ak B
k-step FIMIRAZ 00T,

Step 1: 15 2% W 4% [ 45— S5 1 I ALIE w(ei) FIZa 1L A 1.

Step 2: 4 B B AR — AN sUR IKAE YR AT 5E A BEATLIEE . 56 A BE AL A R A 501 s R N TR

AR Kes FAE N — 2 B AR MR 2 0 AH 45 S8 2 BN B D AR A Kk 20, B4 I — Kok 1Z v BLI wiei)n 1.

Step 3: EE m Ik Step 2,2 & it FiAL L 1) k-step B, BN 15 311% K 25 TRAG B J5 1 B I8, 5 B, 5 — 2504 1)
BB R K3 2% 3060 R 31 4 A 1) DT ik oK

25 LTI AR 1 2% X 5 TS RO n, BEATLIE AE K FE D K I AR I 2% TR B MR 2 A2 B FL AL B2 K-step P PR B
i 5242 £ O(Mkn).

k-step A & INBENLIFE ZTEE G LRI FUALEE K-step B4R B AN ZE 3E4T DO A BE HLUE &, R Sk n 57k 1
iR S AaE 4 N EEDIR.

Step 1: XAERHITIAL B k-step BEHREANTT 5 A IE UL HEAT 3 — b Ab B2 30 5 — N5 s E I A 14 1
BUAFAL A BT REZE (line 1,5800% 1) 01 571 8 j 2 IR0 P FIREER Sy

w(e:)
Ple) =g
: ZeeE(vi)W(e)
BHHNY ey PO =1 AL E) A AT | 5 AT PR .

Step 2: JEHHR &1 fAE YR i 3EAT K-step BEALIF A k-step I FEAR # Step 1 1H 5 24 5115 55 21 HAR ST &1
PR KM R AR T — B3 A8 k DR B — %K E N K 12 (line 2~line 5,57k 1).

Step 3: ﬁ‘%iﬁi%ﬁéi@ﬁﬁﬁxﬁ*ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%,%ﬁlﬁlﬁﬁﬁ‘]%ﬁl%&'\?%k, W7 3R — 2 H 47 (line

6~line 8,5¥2: 1).
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Step 4: R EIKBEA K BT 255 81 FH 118 5 AL A B A AR T A

25 L FTIR A B A R4 R SO n BENLS KON KB4 k-step Ji & 2N BE LI E I TR] & 2% B O O(kn); 45
R R BE LG E AU B CEN m I AR A R 24 O(mkn).dlH M<<m, H m % #,01] RandomWalkBy
Weight 52 [ 8] 5 4% 5 2 O(mkn).

24 X 4 A7 1 J53 B0 5 R 410 1 45 K 451 G I 7 2 43 w9 [ I 25 A o 5 LI k-step BEALIFAE L RS E A IR
J73 R TRD B A B o R 08 i, A6 846 4 v 1) L AR AR v TR L R ATT A B LU AE B R T i B R — A

BB A — SR BR AR AN R T R B D T %k, VT3 A B R I 5 4% K-step BELIEAE LR PP K k O BUE & £

REEM), LR k EHAE S ERELIEE R B R P 3R & 1 B4R (78 HI IR N 1 S35 i I a) 524 2
/N K ABLAS BE R UE B LI AE (¥ 78 35 RUOR A SCHE T 19 24 i i (11 38 BAR 50 /0 B0 =0 s e it 7 S ) R ASE 2 5 HL
A bR AT B £ B RS TH LA K SR A DLAE X TR) D9 (23,45).
32 HHRTLRRE@MEEN
32,1 FikiEEHA

iR F R H bR AR E A B TR o IR R W= W, W) 2 n AN
W, Wa,. . Wy 2005 44 6 — AN 5] 7, 0 A1) F A 26 9 18] B BR & AR 22 Pr(S)=Pr(W),...,Wn_1,Wy), R DL 7 24 20 AT
PLK o> N

Pr(s) = Pr(w,,...,W,_,, W, ) = Pr(w) Pr(w, | W, )...Pr(W, | W,,...,W,_,) = lﬂlPr(wi | Context;),

H A Context; F7r w; 1 LR 3C, Pr(w,) Pr(w, | W, )... Pr(w, |W,,...,w, ) Bt /& 4118 5 R S5
TEGE T 5 A A R AR B TE R P X R 7 g 0K/ N, — M KD L A7, R L NS LB R
KAy L AR )74 NS R LB M AF A 7 0151 L A S HOEE T MY A SR B R B s 1S
SN ITTE AR R N T PR v AR 24 2R S 2 P RS 11 N-gram #5781, N-pos HE R4 22 X 25 56 7
% Bengio 5 AN I T — o T3] ) 8 (1) 1 8 WE SR 08 5 A28 Aol 440 I 4% 148 5 8 8 T DA FRT B DR 9 R (1) Ko
] RS B m AR 2 B 5 (2) S P A A R R [ AR A R D N SR AR R B B A RS T AR (3) R
S > B AR [ ARFAIE 1] 5 FITRYE 56 R 0 R SO B o 22 OO0 2% E 24 1 5 S R ) SELARL Sl e g A B 2 T 48 2R L R LR,
S P % vh 7T AR 2 T TR R b A R] A R A QML I A AR TS AR B W= (v Vo, v, T LRSI 2R EE
GRiHE S AR 35 17 51,56 B S 08 Pr(vy)Pr(VilVa). . . Pr(ValVis... Vo 1), B B AR R ECHA
Pr(v; [V,,V,,.e Vo) (1)
TAVA G BN — A Be i 219 1R 5% R I RHAIE ) &, R N 2 22 ST AR I % 0 i ) R
®:veV — RV,
ORI T 2% W25 rb 4T 2 TAD T AE R AR B G A%, BT RO R AE 17 &2 H A R B (1) &
Pr(v; [O(v,), (V,),..., P(V;_;)) (2)
S Sl AL E KR K 3, 2 Q) i 4 BER Zik:i! oI5 O, R L T B B R R
3.2.2  SkipGram f5 %Y
N RER — G AR Y o S5 (A T SRR KA ), TR (47,4814 T — AN TR B G v i R
SkipGram, IZ B AR A wy T B RS0 Wi, Wi, Wi, Wio BIBERE B BLT N-gram AR E T 5E KK 10 15
F,w [ R SO H <3R5 B E 7 A R LR S = AN ) T 0T BB R S TR i A B R I AR, R R R K
AR TE wi, AN R8T 1 T 117 P 1) 7 FR) 2% A2 2, AN 25 R A AT At 21 560 e AR R Y TBORA B 48 T 1 5 AL 77 4%,
i) B AR RN
minimize, —log Pr(D{v,_,,,.... V. } | PV }) 3)
SkipGram AN J& i 1 T 117 P 6 10 P OB e, %08 T 52 2% X 2% B 1 il /7 40T 35,19 s AR RO R AN L2,
Fr LA, SkipGram  1& & 715 sURAIE 7] 85 10 27 =) BDW 20 AT, X 8 30 A 3 70 AL IR 755 hC 4 A R ABL IR 9 b &85 R SRR AIE, t 3t
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R W2 Ui 7 U ARACL ) 9T R (PR AE ) 2 LA AR ALL B DL AT DA 3k A8 46 H A 58 20 20(3) 45 21749 5 I RRAE ] .
SkipGram #5828 i 15 3 (3) H 1 25 A BE 2R 2[RI AH 5 ph 57 45 31

PHON oy 12Vi Yo} (D1 = [] PHO(,) [0(v) @
j=i-w
j#i

SkipGram F5 74 (1) 2 KR R S5 W0 500k 2 BT, B0 2 Hh i 5 v oo O(v) e RY, 3EARIE T 1 4% 45 51 b B
AW AHE O(line 1~line 2,53E 2).7E45 & 17 2L vy BB, SR A F Y SUF 51 rp 40 8 45 AU 26 AR 28 (line 3,
03 2), 0 LT A B R S 2 R R REER Pr(D(uy)|D(V,)), 751 4 2R 18 A Y R AR R SR A

—E(®U),®(v)

R RN Pr(@(u) | @(v))) = o, E(D(Uy), @(v))) = ~(D(uy ) x (v, ) A 28 W 2% i G

Vo —E(@y)v) > T
2ae

R AL 5 i B E G 3 5 S0 M 2R 4y BRI TN OV xd), i AEH K, M softmax 1H—1b Ak
BN T 3R FE IR, FATGI N Hierarchical Softmax 77 15K 15 5 1K .
3.2.3 Hierarchical Softmax J5 7k
M5 3.2.2 WATALFE Pr(®(u)|@vy)) IR R AR K, EZRERN softmax JH— L Ab PR 2T 5
ZV TE@COPY) B {4 B Hierarchical Softmax!*%01J5 52 3k fif ¥ ix — 1] 8. 5 41, 5% Bl Hierarchical Softmax 77 14

i 1

AE DRAIE 2 305 > i R T DA R T S
T 2 2% X 46 PR IR sk — AT 50T 2T Huffman B A — N5 10,86 JROR 25 R8BS B2 2% I 28 0 T AT 1
) 2 A MR A KA 1) R 409 Huffiman B R AR 5 210288 — 749 Rl B 5K 44 170 R, Huffman 4 b 5 K 5B
HLIEAE A B T KT 51 o 245 o DL 055 A 1 AR B R A I3 A ue O Huffman A ) — AN I35 10 0
Huffman 4 T HL S5 20 B0 55 £ U I FIAE 795 2000 00,y g1 ) A0 RS 2,00 0 0 P58
flogl |
Pr(@(u) [@(v))) = [ ] Pr(e(b) [ o(v)) )
1=1
IS5 Huffman #2878 Pr(®(uy)|D(v)), 4 H 46 BT Tog] VI T4~ —43 2, = 73 JE B B logistic 73 R4,
(GEIR

1

Pr(b, | D(v;)) = 14 PU@®) ©

Horfr by A AEHF A L () e R B A 71 5 R 0 B2 I S 5 8, by ) A9 2 1 17 B3 5 Hierarchical Softmax J7
2, BATHE ST Pr(D(u)|®(v)) I 1] 5 44 1 OV &A% J9 O Tog|V/ ).

&% 2. SkipGram (D,W,, ,W).

By N oK BT Y A A R FE O, node sequence W, . window size w;

it DR YT L ) B R .
1: for each v; eW, do

2: for eachu, eW, [j—w: j+w] do
3: Pr(uyD(v)))
4: D=P-ax ﬂ
oD
5: end for
6: end for

3.24 YIGHREIS
EERA A SH 0= D0}, TG ANSEIIIN R, Z 5007 LU BEHLE BT B (SGD)P k4T 2 501 %
2] TG SGD, # Z R S RN BE B2 K A K (6)E BRI A
Pr(by | ©(v)),0),) = [6® (V)" x g, (B)]" x[1-0D(v))" x ¢!, ()] @)
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BN (E), TR () RN 2 (4), 08 2 (4) 3K X HALSA 7T 15
i+w [logV[]

L= > > {(=b)x[o®(v) xgl,(B)]+b x[1-0®(v) xp!,(b)]} (8)
ieV j:[—w i=1
J#i
K
L(v, j,D=(01-Db)x [O@(VJ— )T X (ph(bl )+b x[1- G‘I)(Vj )T X ¢Ij—1(b| )] )
Sy IR R(9) 3R T v o (by) B 550,15 3158 (10).
aL(v, j,I . .
8®(T\/Jj)) = [1 -b - O-((D(Vj) x ol (b )):|(P|J,1(b|)
AL, j.1) . (10)
2ol ) ~LIh @) <al G Jew,)

H1 2 (10)38 1A 5 1 B i mT 45
ol (0) =gl () -7 x |:1 -b - O'(CD(VJ’)T x b, (b ))](D(Vj)

i+w [logVvI] p i
D) =0V —nx D, D [1-b=o(@V) <ol (1) ol ()
j=i-w =1
J#i
3.3 BAEE
H1 T K-Means S5 R A IZATE LD G544 TR] Lm0 4 1 S5 i, BT DAFRATTAE ] K-Means 55032068 A2 J 074
RURFAE [ B AT B2 A8 B 2% W 4% B 2R P K1) 43 45 SR K-Means TR STVE I [R) B 24 FE 2 O(nXt), Hd,n RoRE
27 IR 2% o BT R RO LRSI T RSB AR IR B X R AL 1 B H K-Means 5092 5 45 52 W3R T2 b, A1
P8 S 0 BE H 0 AT PR K-Means HIL 1R 2 bt s AR In LI 3 B,
&% 3. K-Means (®,k_nodes).
% N\ :Matrix of vertex representations @ e ]RMXd; clustering centers k_nodes;

% tH :Matrix of vertex’s group representations group € RVM,
1: while k_nodes=new_k_nodes do

2:  for other_node in @, k_nodes do

3 for center _node in k_node do

4. calculate the cosine distance between other_node and center_node
S: end for

6 other_node belongs to min cosine distance’s center

7 end for

8:  calculate new_k nodes through the average of current group nodes

9: end while

3.4 CDNEVEEEMKRIZ

FIF Ja 2B A S B AN T A AR ] s K FE I b ST 55 4,98 5 R SkipGram #5528 A= B 43 A
AT SRR ) 5, S R FH RR AR 1) R AT TR 2R 1 B A 4 A BRI Ay 1 45 R, IX & CDNEV BUA R 00
F2,CDNEV Sk 1) B4R S B R I vk 4 Bk,

BRI DA T B 1 B AR B | AT WA S A A R @ e RV
EEAN T R E RA AR A A3 BE AL T ok S B B 2 A SR 2 AT IR S 1 b g B AL E 7 AR I
BB SUF 21 T S Ak P AR A1) £ Huffman #5585 3 25,38 N 8 & 3B IE AR B B8 3 AT R, BVE 28 4 47,
A RRTE T I R WG BT A5 4 00 WIS 5 4T R UG 5 R A1 (A A1 AT i R B AL & 2 K
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P2 K BT 555 90, A5 6 A7 AT SV 58 7 47 2R Al SkipGram HLVEX RN & B AT LA IR E 37558 5 25,
SRS 10 AT V545 BT RO 20 A0 20 s 1a) &, 4R R d 7558 6 A2, SO 58 11 A7 0 8 Jm 3 v
KT IR 2% e i A4 e 0 ) 1 4 e BE, L AR T I 2% R I 10% R XA Ja) 8 B2 el 19 s A D BRI vho0 5 138 7
W 4 B 12 47 2R F K-Means BERT 525,18 204 H R 4 45 2R

E3% 4. CDNEV (G,w,k,d,r).

%1 N\ :Graph G(V,E); window size W; step size K; vector size d; walk per vertex r;

i 4 :Matrix of vertex’s group representations group e RV

1: Initialization: Sample ® from U|V/|*

2: Build a Huffman Tree T from V

3: for i=0 to r do

4:  O=Suffle(V)

5 for each v;eO do

6: W, = RandomWalkByWeight(G,v;,k)
7 SkipGram (®,W, ,w)

8: end for

9: end for

10: matrix of vertex representations @ e RV
11: select k_nodes with high local degree central

12: K-Means (®.,k_nodes)
4 LWERESH

AT 7 VR0 8 e v R B 10 4 i (1 P 4 B0 AR08 47 % LU 43 W7 R B A 46 GN BV,
Newman HEH 2:(FG)!'Y. Leading eigenvector H(LE)™). Infomap & 3E(IM)PY. Label propagation ik
(LPA)P™, Spinglass 21%(SG)PY. Walktrap HiE(WT)P. Louvain £3:(LV)*Y . GCE #1:P2F0 LEM &R
Al SHRINK 59%:(SK)P,

T A Wb B A S SR P BE L IR AT W AT DeepWalk(DW) 3B, node2vec(N2V)ELVEREAT T Eb 4 78
il DeepWalk 5154k 5 547 +E [ 51 43 B, 32401 SR BT 00 2% S0 8800 — 50010 S 6% A0 0 22 0, 7 25 =0 3045 o5 v 2 110
fith 1 K-Means S0 47 58 25, 45 21 44 13 4 1) 25 21

FRATR P A FA K1) 43 8503 PR 1 AR B S AT S 6, B A T I 0 4% O RS ) 4% K g . S
W 28 B U 42 A0 3% Zachary & TR AREBR G126 AL . TEWIIRIR % . SEEBUA AR 4. 36 A
BRI, PHIETF K email 1845 X 45 FH X 28 BL 72 GU0R} 572 58 & VR P 26 AU H0H AR 3 B2 bl LFR i of [ 40 e, ik
PR A S HUE R A ) LFR SE 7.

TEREAT LI, A5 T word2vee X F-7 s il 4K FE I N 5, LB et RS 000 28 K 1 AR N 552 i)
(4 P 15 h 40.

4.1 BFRZERITMIER

16 85 [ 48 P B2 40.7E S 6 P 3R AT R I, HE s % (precision) s 7 [1] 56 (recall) F # bR (F 1) R H E (modularity)
I RE 20 BVE R o 5 R 5 B S g RN 22 S O T RE A R [ SR I MR R R AR A IR 4 BT HR BR oA AS
7] SV 1 R AT VR

(1) HERZ (precision, [##K P)

HE B 26 AR AL R 3 45 B Hp A 0 AR | T AR Y L T ST VR N

e
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L

result NIL

chsult ‘

true

P=

FoH L resute R FIEAT BB AL ], e 3278 L SE AL .

(2) A B (recall, G FX R)

A B2 S W T B S A A TR A R o R e i bR T S VR
Ltrue‘

Lresu]t ‘ M
L

R=

(3) F #8¥R(F1)
F1 3R 48R 25 P M R HIES T EARN
2xPxR

F1 ,
P+R

Horb P kR 2R N [l 2.
(4) 1 (modularity)
B FH RPN o 10 0 2 vh B0 AL 1R 23 85 2R, XXy Q BEL.Q BB AL N SEFriE B4 B SR HLIEE:
1500 T A BB S 5 B 2 22 SR 0T I 26 o A [ ) B R i el — A VRN A R R T
Q- 5[ A - oce.c)
am4\Y 2m )
Forn kg A kG R0 U B Ron 1 AL T BT B AL BT m R 45 (1 S 8.2 ci=c; I, o(ci,c))=1, 75 A 0.
(5) ¥R B A5 B (normalized mutual information, & #% NMI)
PRl TLAE 2 SR VAN SRR U X R R #E 45 SR,V 0 B SR 28 ) T &6 SR T ST R
MIU,V)
VHOHW)'

NMI(U,V) =

HH,
V]

| V| A Y]
Ml(u,V)=ZZP(i,j)log( P J) j H(U) =3 Pl)log(P). H(V) =3 P'(j)log(P(j)).
i=1 j=1 PMHP'()) i=1 j=1

(6) #2418 R ¥ (adjusted rand index, @ FX ARI)
T 22 18 R BT SRAVTAN SR 245 R HE R F2 B S R
_ RI-E[RI]
~ max(RI) - E[RI]’

Horp,
a+b

Cznsamples ’
Horba FRon AR eSS RS TN 45 RAH R AR A R0 b JRos 45 R 5 T 45 SRASH IR B A K
42 ALMEHEESLLE

S8 R A LS 28 G5 HE I8 LR 20K CDNEV A1 A 1 (1044 P13 0 553 80 F 305 I 2% bl 2, T 48
ol 30 AN [ B B2 AT R 70 X T A AR L 2%, B8 9 H AR i T RN s BT A L B LAFRAT T o S48 B ikl o 46
R Py RA R 84R, IR EAME A g B BB B0 R 10 B B 00 T AR v D09 5%, RIVAS 1 5 Ak [ 45 440 ) o4
26 R L IR X RS TS U R AR BEAT R, VAR Py R A FL F bR b AT BB A SCR T R 52 R
PR e JB2 50 B35 ) 93 45 SR 3R AT ECARE R T RS AL/ IN R bR A I %, T AN Tl s o 22 SR 15 ek A Rl 5 2R 0
TR FR T R R (A3 R 48, U J0 32 N TRl B 5% 28, B BLLAE AT ART R oRons #4141 73 45 R AT L &
B BLRAE LI P 4 R o3 45 R LR 3.

H15E 3 I KN,7E Karate 4% 1 CDNEV 5352 ME— BB 217 sl 20 21 27 J AL 11 10 5502 A8 JL A A b

RI =
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Hffa 5 o CDNEV S0E B R BLUC R AE R 2 . A [0l A bR IS RAE G & PR Fa AR F1 L300 10 Bk,
BAE 4 MRS LI T B F R br.
Table 2 Real networks used in the experiment

2 LI rh R F R 4

) 2% 45 \Y IE| bRic R 2%
Zachary’s karate club!™! Karate 34 78 N
Dolphin social network!**! Dolphin 62 159 y
American college football!®! Football 115 616 \
Books about US politics'”! Polbooks 105 441 y
Email communicatin network *" Email 1133 5451 X
com-DBLPP” DBLP 317 080 1049 866 N

Table 3 Comparations of CDNEV and baseseline algorithms’ community detection on real networks

3 3 CDNEV HE5 H A SR B 2% b R 7 45 R 10 P

Data GN FG M SG WT LV LE LPA GCE LFM SK DW N2V CDNEV

P 0971 0971 0.971 1.000 0.941 0971 1000 0.971 0.971 0.882 0941 0971 0971 1.000

Karate R 0.516 0.722 0.761 0.563 0.411 0.545 0.533 0.761 0.972 0908 0.956 0972 0972 1.000
F1 0.674 0.828 0.853 0.720 0.572 0.698 0.695 0.853 0972 0.895 0.948 0.972 0.972 1.000

P 0.984 0.935 0.968 0.968 0952 0935 0952 0968 0.871 0935 0.935 0.645 0.968 0.984

Dolphins R 0.619 0.619 0.478 0.489 0.603 0452 0406 0.549 0.438 0.817 0.803 0.548 0.819 0.985
F1 0.745 0.745 0.639 0.650 0.738 0.610 0.569 0.700 0.583 0.872 0.864 0.593 0.887 0.984

P 0.835 0.574 0.930 0.878 0.870 0.870 0.626 0.800 0.852 0.713 0922 0.270 0.852 0.922

Football R 0954 0992 0.929 0968 0972 0.977 0.887 0977 0917 0976 0.883 0.267 0.887 0.925
F1 0.890 0.727 0.930 0.921 0918 0.920 0.734 0.879 0.883 0.824 0.902 0.268 0.869 0.923

P 0.857 0.838 0.848 0.848 0.848 0.848 0.848 0.848 0.762 0.838 0.887 0.819 0.838 0.848

Polbooks R 0.763 0.769 0.596 0.557 0.761 0.627 0.599 0.763 0.746 0.793 0.879 0.776 0.746 0.944
F1 0.807 0.802 0.700 0.672 0.802 0.721 0.702 0.803 0.754 0.815 0.883 0.797 0.789  0.893

F1 $8FRME BRI 2 DW 53,08 0.657 5,5 12 LEM 3%, 8 0.851 5,CDNEV 51 F1 A 0.95,
B T At Bk M T A B9 CDNEV B F1 R FRIIRE T 19%.

TE—LEAFER I L T, 40 SG SHL M LE 595, 7E Karate $0HE 5 b 19 A 2 1 AT LLIA 3 100%, 151X 26 57752
— AR B SR 2 B 2 AR LI R BE R 23 S BUE AT A B AR AR, BT DU A FLE UK. AR
3.5 WHALHT SG ik AT on 0k A BVER —Fh o, R 16, SG BHEAHE T CDNEV Bk, H I (8] & % B
. CDNEV 8% 5 H Al B L 7E E-mail W45 _E (AT L8] L3 4.

Table 4 Comparations of CDNEV and baseline algorithms’ modularity on E-mail networks

4 CDNEV 8k 5 H AR VEAE E-mail 4% LA HE LL iR

Data GN FG M SG WT LV LE LPA GCE LFM SK DwW N2V CDNEV
M 0.532  0.506 0.52 0.579 0.53 0.54 0488 0.532 0.436  0.127 0.527 0.513 0.548  0.553

DBLP 2% 2 b ic /0 4%, EL 9 28 JURE 35 K, 4% Sy A0 4 [ &1l 4 | F) ARI 48 b5 3% 5,CDNEV S ART #5845
5 IM. N2V &8k ARFE & T HAME L 30 0F T CDNEV 878 B8R HURB I 28 1) /] 3 e k.

Table 5 Comparations of CDNEV and baseline algorithms’ ARI on DBLP networks

35 CDNEV 5k 5HAMR LA DBLP 4% L [¥) ARI 85 L5

Data GN FG M SG WT LV LE LPA GCE LFM SK DwW N2V CDNEV
ARI 0.314 0.353 0.396 0.412 0372 0.393  0.362 0.401 0.339 0.218 0.407 0.357 0.413 0.413

LR TOARIC AR AR 0 R0 46 B 1R S0 45 2R AT A BT M SVE CDNEV . 5378 J0 S 9 2% v () 4l 70 ORI
THA R

4.3 RIUMEHIEESLLE

T BB A X S SR PR RE, AR A LERPSN T4 0 46 B vl I 265 SR EAT 51256 LFR 100 4% 45 S5 1)
JRE 53 A R Ak T HRABE 93 A1 359 Dy e el 2 A1, o L B 200 3 S I 296 A IR S B e e 1 B DL 2 HOR A U 75 1)
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TN AT 2 D 45

TREADL I £ 15 i A s B AEL ) 245 1 75 RSP 38 BE DR K(P) UL I 265 47 55 K PN Ko (Prmnax). 73 90,38 75 238 1
S AT HT S LB MR S S B A R, R o AU I 28 o e [ P 4T 555 4 [T A0 9 e T R ) T e R B
7 LA, 2ot DK 100 D DO 6% 65 A0 68 S T 302 LA 8 000 A T 2RI BE 43 A1 1) 2 B ey A 400 D9 2815 0 B 4 A1 R M T 36
Ny WA ST LER 25 1) 41 X BB IR A FEE0 5 A0, I S HUN 3 BN AL X U €, T T8 BB/ A X5 UK
R R AL KN Conax, T TE B R AL X5 S22

FE B SCHR 591 i S2 56 B H 4 LFR EdE M IS ik B4 F.

(1) PSR n BUE A 1 000;

(2) /IR c i BUE A 10 85 20;

(3) IRAESH M 0.05 43 0.7,1A1B% M 0.05.

@) BATRF LA S HAZR, BV SN P E kPN 20,5 KJE KnaxPmax A 2.5 15 K(P); 5 KA B Crax
N5 AE Conin 1 RUEE 5 4 TS R A 20 AT R 050 Tl N 6=—2, 6= 1.

PATELEE LFREUAF S AT T 3 41505,

258 1: n=1000,Cni;=10,Cnex =50, A S B o B A B, & SHENT R F1E WA 1 s,

258 2:1% n=1000,Cin=20,Cmex=100,78 & S H o B4k B, % VR XS L) F1AE B 2 B,

SIS 3:% 470.65,Cmin=10,Cmay =50, 41 BRI n SR A0 E, 25 BT R 1) F1 A&l 3 Fros.

PG 1 ANSEEG 2, 3RATAE R T 2 AW FHIBAR ] (H 25 S5 AN [F] 1 LFR E30L 90 4% 388 3 40 T AN [F) B9
BEE IR A S B R FME R 5 8RO T Bt — 238 CDNEV SEAH A Sk it A 22 57,5058 3 AR AT
JE 170.65, B ZHUAF A 1 000 321G 9 1 000 B A2 10 000,58 J5 % bb 44 A B B R bl 4 X 46 IR 4k,
Y1 VL.

n=1000, ¢,, =10, ¢,,,.=50 #=1000, ¢, =10, ¢,,,=50

1.0 = 1.0
L 1 0
Dok . - - 0.9 "\
0.8k K 0.8F-
_ o7} N _ 07
0.6+ N 0.6
0sf - FG S 05} - LE
-- LV --8G
— CDNEV % — CDNEV
041 .. Lpa - 04 IM
WT T DW
' 0.3
0.10 0.20 0.30 0.40 0.50 0.60 0.70 f 0.10 0.20 0.30 0.40 0.50 0.60 0.70
H ]
() (b)

Fig.1 The variation of different algorithms’ F1 with different # on base networks, N=1000, C,;,=10, C,,=50
Bl AIRISVEAE R HE R 25 b F1 AR BE 1142 46 25 2R n=1000,C,i,=10,C e =50

Bl 1 FRA1E n=1000,Cnin=10,Crnax=50; & 2 FIRAE N=1000,C,in=20,Cpmax=100, 73 I 7 &5 2 B LR [F M I, 45
FxT R FLAEE L AE 2 1 2 AT ESE CDNEV FR RS h 42 8 1 FE 2 IR R R pll, P %
7~ F1AH.

M1 AN 2 AT LR B R A 5 U B /NI (1<0.2),10 FETVE AR R B SR 10 F1(E 25 HIASEH &, 45 3
FAE Conin=20,Cnax=100 (15N AE R, il B VR A S 50 H 138 I, WX 48 o [X 45 4 T 26 2R 15 BOMI AL, AN TR Sk 2 (R
HIPEREZE I UG K. I 1 FE] 2 AT %0,CDNEV X R F1AE — B & T 5k WT U AbH 2, 0 B 5 WT 19
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Sl F ATV ESTREAMELNELER R ik 1057

ZE i 2 A 0.02. 28 TRENUEER WT SiEMR ]2 24 58 3 BT M4 a8 B i B2 248N
O(mn?), T CDNEV FJ I i) 52 4% £ {2 9 O(nlogn), B8]t A STt i B0 ko izt v T WT B3k
Bl 3 45 7 CDNEV Sy FH A B0 AN [B] WX 25 HURE T 19 F1 8 b A2 A il 28

n=1000, ¢,,=20, ¢,..=100 m=1000, ¢,,,,=20, ¢,..=100
1.0 —— 1.0 —= — -
e = N
gl i Y g e
0.9 i \ 0.9 W
0.8 i 0.8
_ 07t S ) _ 07t
:;__ 2 . .I :-T-.
0.6+ % 0.6
05t - FG o 05} - LE
-- LV ; SG
— CDNEV ", — CDNEV
0.4} LPA ¥ 0.4 M
— WT DW :
( 03 s
0.10 0.20 0.30 0.40 0.50 .60 0.70 : 0,10 0.20 0,30 0.40 0.50 (.60 0.70
o H
(a) (b)

Fig.2 The variation of different algorithms’ F1 with different & on base networks, n=1000, C,;;=20, Cy,,,=100
Kl 2 ANIRIGVEAE HE ot 0 2% b F 1B BE w42 A6 25 2R n=1000,C,in=20,C =100

m=1000, ¢, =10, ¢, =50 m=1000, ¢,.=10, ¢, =50
WwW— 1 1 i —— ]
= i~ T —— N
0.9 e —— ~ 0.9
\\ ¥
0.8 NS 0.8
--- FG ; - LE
0.7 gt -LV 0.7t ", SG
oy —CDNEV T . — CDNEV
. LPA A M
0.6 S - 0.6 DW
0.5 0.5
0.4 . 0.4
0.3 L 0.3 s
1000 3000 5000 7000 9000 000 3000 5000 7000 9000
f u
(a) (b)

Fig.3 The variation of different algorithms’ F1 with different network scales on base networks

B3 AN[RISVE AR SEAE R 2 R AR AL R I F1E

WP 3 FIToR, AT LR B, Bl 2 D9 26 MBS Fr 37 K, 7S TR) SR 9% F e e 2 J31) TR A S o K B AR 75 P 48 JAE A 1 000
B R I B T (1 WT RV B 55 ) 46 RS )™ K, 1 BB 78 22 T AR SC AT 4 HH i) CDNEV BLVAAK SR PR 7 8 = 1 7K
#E,IM H72: 1 CDNEV SHVE7E W4 HUBY K M 78 2 574 B 2, IM 50901 CDNEV RE LT AR L (H 2 IM
BLVEIET [R5 4% B2 O(n(m+n)), 5T CDNEV &% O(nlogn), 25 5 3t B ,CDNEV B Re % 87 A T AR )
2 b1t R4y

I8 5 AU D) 8 1m0 ) 36, D) 8 45 R B N R %, 5 BUREVE TE B S 4% ANSLADL I 4% I 4 SR B
B AR A ST 4l R R RT DAYE A H B Y 4 B T R TR BRI REERAE T %,CDNEV HIE R AR AH
X T HARBEAR IR — A
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44 PHREENBARIES

N TIRNSGHT CDNEV S A i 2 1094 R0, FRATTXT Karate 46 o 10947 sUBEAT 5 R BB ALIE A, 24 )5 R
U ) B RO R AT i A A 4R A X

N TSGR TT h  gE o A  B A ROR AT 4 i B L a4 o B 4 R A ARER AN
RN F BB 3 7n 19 s B ek 1]

MIE 4 /TELE BRI T R R TG T 4R R ROAE B (B G ) A D R AR A
R AMIRAED X 04 B A BT A A A 1 AR ER Y S L Rl 1 ML ErT miEin
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Fig.4 Relationship of 2D vector scatter diagram and community structure
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