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Abstract With the wide spread and pervasion of social network, it brings more opportunities and
novel problems for deep research on signed network, where link prediction is one of key problems in
signed network. Interactional opinions and status theory are contributed to explain the construction
and sign property of link relations, and provide theoretical principles for improving prediction quality.
Therefore, this paper investigates link prediction problem in signed network from the perspective of
interactional opinions and status theory, and constructs link prediction model by studying the strong
correlation between two inducements and link relationship. Firstly, it explores interactional opinions
to enhance the reliability of the decomposed matrix, and makes up for the limitations of status theory.
Then, it models interactional opinions as enhanced reliability factor of matrix, and models status
theory as the regularization terms. Finally, we construct the model of link prediction in signed
network, namely MF-SI. Experimental results demonstrate that the model of MF-SI owns the best
prediction quality compared with other baseline methods, which shows that the method of integrating

interactional opinions with status theory implements link prediction in signed network.
Key words signed network; link prediction; sparse learning; interactional opinions; status theory
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Table 1 Statistics of Epinions Dataset
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Number of Users 12135
Number of Positive Links 251465
Number of Negative Links 46817
Number of Reviews 575156
Number of Ratings 6443575

3.2 #EHEFEEN
3.2.1 ZHBEWEA

1£ Epinions W, 22 B2 WA ) 38 53 P % HoAth
FH P PEIE B 85 B 1F 2 A B, 3 5 DL A0 ) A — o R
FE EARIL T R 56 R 07 ) @ PR RAE S k. B R
it s TSR 0 P 0 VFGOBR Ry L SR WA AT AR
BRI AEG NP w, BN F w,; 1 IE ) 5
FEEF ARV A8 AT RE ™ 2R A m B G R
H;=R,. E/ . £m=HM w SHP u; AT
WEPFRE S Hy = {rijn e srin b Ho rp R
AR w, XPRP w; B AN TR 1 B 95 .
B U VPR - 34ME ool
SR S B X A5 & P R ) P B E Ll AR
AR EAH P w X P w 09 IE W WA

Te =

(2)

ET+(u,-,uj):
ET" (u;yu) = | (H,; —7,) >0], (3)
A ) B A ET (s vu) B RAL AR -
ET (u»u) = |(H; —r) < 0|, (1)

Hopr, || RREEHRA.
3.2.2 Bt HEfL

£ Epinions H1, iy Tk = AR 19 5 = J5 A E AL
R o8 FH P A2 M 7 9 37 il o FURE i 1 0 2% 9 1 45 4
AL R W A B T P TR AR 2 I 6 T i . FE AT S
P 2% e o TF [ B B A RE AT B TR TR SR M Az L i B
) A T A BE R Y A9 B 2. i T 4 8 PageRank
TR 5 BN BE B 00 AT 5 M X T R A B
M) DRI Ot i HE 5 1A 70 ] i 42 1) 57 RO 1Y A OR
ms, A FIirE AP i &y, Bl PolarityRank
PolaritylIndegree.

1) PolarityRank. {4 PageRank B Ay E 41,
N4 S ff A 1T RUTE A S I 46 rh i A
PolarityRank #5E L H
PR" (u;)— PR (u)
PR" (u)+PR (u)’
HA PR (u) Ml PR () 43 B 67 1F 1) B 45 1 472
o) S5 2 X FH P w, A 25 M A AR b B s R BE L A 05

PolarityRank(u;) = (5)

PR' (u) = 1;“+
PR* (u)) PR~ (u;)
“( Z [Out (u))| Z [ Out (u;) | )
j€n (up) i€ Cup) (6)
PR (u) = 1;“+
PR (u,) PR' (u,)
“( 2 [ Out (u,) | 2}) \oumu_,)\)’

J€T JEM (u

Hr, 280 o FoRBHJE 280 8 5 R H AR &l 0. 855
Out(u)FTmRT A w, B EEG In" (u) M In (u)
O3 RN A5 g 1E TA) A RE BRI ) BB

2) PolaritylIndegree. 15 % £ ZHLH] . F F IE .
1) A B 2 A DR A A T T
W &% F ) B B M A . PolarityIndegree # 5 LUIF .
PI" (u;) — PI (u)
PI" (u,)) + PI (u)
Horp ,PTT (u) F PT Cu) 53 50 3% i sigmoid pREIE
S OE ) BE R AR I ST R B L LR .

» (1)

PolarityIndegree =

PI" (u) =+,
]_._e*aX[n (ul)
(8)
Pl (u) = — 1+ |
1 + e*aXlu (Mi)
Hoi, S8 o FToniEdil A FESE AL E 2B
4 SHEMEBEFENINUE
A Epinions £04E 4 , DA 32 5 2 UL A7 B85

o BEAS ARG 2 A P 22 8] s S g R R R XLl TR
HE VA TR A S D AU e e A B R Y
J7 2 BIOLI A 2 I 2% Hh 3 S B R B ek A ] 5
DAL R P o8 265 3 4 508k R P A O s R 0T TR 23
T T 7 A B4 5 0 6% A 4 0 00 AFE 42 1) 3 L.
4.1 ZXEER

N AT R R PSRy i A G VPN S
SEZR M I 1) A0 A7 1) 58 LR AL A R 22 [l 2K
2 A~

DN RIS =SV (0 N 1 DA (T
e AT RE S 32 AR A AL IE M BRI OC AR 7



768

HENMR S & B 2016, 53(4)

AN KR R BN NS R A L B =R T ]
JER A RS 2 A H H o U R C R 7

T BIE DL 2 A Ta) R SR X R X T G
FEALMEAE FE X Z AW IE R ZE WM ET" 57
) B WA ET B 2508 SR 5 e it 1 10 ¢ & Fi i )
KRG T WA W1 AT LA, K28k
AR KR ULFIRH) 92%0) 40 A 4 7 W25 {8 [0, 1]
(8 DX T) N 5 A B A5 A 56 R 1 43 A 1 B0 s R 2%
MMEF KR IREZR 2 DML E A IE—1 F+1,
R AP R AT D43 A 1) 45 SR vh & 3K T 69 %0 AN R
EXRDMEBNZSEML—1, OJXEN. A5
R R 5010 2 22 9 7 R J2 < 78 Epinions H1, P Y
PEREIE B A (skewed) , B R £ 8007 2 A8 4y AR
FESTE 4~5 Z[a]. 316 B 48 K 43 B P B8 in B %
PEIE M A Ry B A 1) B4 B % BVl A ST B O R R
MEEX AR,

3 Trust Relations _

0. 3 Distrust Relations

0.4
0.2

0.0 H |

Fig. 1

Density of Opinion Differences

ET*—ET™

Density distribution of opinion differences.

BI1 R D22 e 2 R 0 A I L

A R T i — A B UE 52 R L R S ST
HEH2 G Z W IE 11UE M 22 B A7 AR I DG BE G &R L 223 ]
B2 AR,

1) 2 A F P 22 (8] IF 1) 38 B3 DA 1) 45 i 2
X 2 AN P 22 18] 5 AT AR AL A I ) 4 7

2) 2 AN Z 18] ) 38 HL R DA 1) B R £
X 2 AN P 22 005 R] g A A e i 0

NTRIES 1A, T e L — e
S PL RSP w, 5P w; BYIE ] 28 B 5
U, ZaaHMHu, SAP u;, ERZHEEEANT K
R P (s upd) AU = (Cussuy) | PL =K 1
H K R IE 0] 3¢ H AU s PR, F£R7E Uy HIE 0] 36
BEXNIES PR, = {Cuivuy) | (PL,=K) NT,; =1}, 9%
Jei s VAR ) i 422 O R Bt () 0 1) 38 BRI, LU Py

| PR« |
(U

PK: (9)

1F [6] §% 45 ¢ R Hcd ) 1E 0] 22 BRCRE LU Py B
& K ZACH) AR AU E 2 Ca) 7. BE# IE 1] 22 5.
B K poHEn . LR P TETEWBEE 540 & W 1E )
A G R0 5 I 1) B 4 G AR AT A R Y AT S, R
3 AE 1) 6 455G 28 02 kT A HLAT Dy B T LB 16) T 4
A IE ) 2 B2 ) P 22 [ AT R A A O 1 g
KA IXRE B 70 A G5 R IR 1 2% T8 1 A [

1.0

0.8 T e e

¥
T

0.6 A

0.4

Ratio of Trust Relations vs
Positive Interactions
g

0.2}

0 100 200 300
Number of Positive Interactions

(a) Positive Interaction

0.8

o %0,°° ° 3y
0.6 o %o

0.4 PO

Ratio of Disrust Relations vs
Negative Interactions
3
4

0.2}¢

0 100 200 300
Number of Negative Interactions

(b) Negative Interaction

Fig. 2 Ratios of the number of links with respect to the

number of interactions.

PE 2 BEHRCE R 32 TR HE AR 43 A i 00

T A 2 A TR SR O B 75 AE R
Ti] B 5 OC 28 B [R] 70 1) 28 HL B0 B LU A N, Hoat
NN W
_ [NRg |

B i i 2 5 A MK () 97 28 HLOBCRE FE R N Bl
A K AR o3 A B a0 18 2 () B . BE A B 1) 28 5.
b K BY3g . A€ Noo £ 1E o B =2 38 . H 45 2R
W A 1) 2 B R 5 00 1) B 4 OC R AT AERUR B 56
P AL B 20 A 45 R AR 4 [0 25 156 2 A [
4.2 HoufrEig

T Bk 3 BE 5 5C RAT T IR A R] Y S Ik



S AT AT R DL A B 145 5 I 4 A e T A 7Y

769

KE MM PolarityRank S ALTT 5 M 45715 Y
Hi 7 25 A B DA 22 1] 2 2 A )

D) TEARF 5 W R 67 55 20 7 0 75 5 n]
55 v ML A5 R P R ST T R R G AR 7

2) TEFFS W b, o ML 25 9 P = A5 BT g
AR Ml A, S R P ST B T R DG R

9T LA 2 A R) R SR AR AR
#it PolarityRank {ERE 7 HES , T8 1 (04 b Ao 55 9%
X103 K A5G0 A8 Sk o 38 T P 4 2 Hii:
K=10. R J5 . Bt X EAE G R A G it 2 2 %
AL IR 1<i<j<<{10, B84 [ Level; » Level; ] 37~ i
b A7 A5 G P 1] AR A2 55 2 7 S OE e BE 5 4
B 1<<<<10, 3 A [ Level; , Level; 136 =K H A7 55
QT b AL A 9T P SO [ BE . X
[ Level, ,Le‘vel_,], 4ttt Level, 2 4% v P 1) Level;
A P ST OE T R O R 1R R L R e
T B A% 0 38 % B (kernel smoothing density)
TV AR R R A 40 ge it A5 R o A I an 1] 3

32
_I,.
--- Low Statuses to High Statuses
i ---- High Statuses to Low Statuses
241 i
Z I
172} i H
g 6]
A t
8F i o
H o7 T
Pz S
¥ N
N ~
/‘/ -------------------
0 800 1600 2400 3200 4000
Number of Trust Relations
(a) Trust relations
40
---- Low Statuses to High Statuses
--- High Statuses to Low Statuses
30
z HE
g 20r { %
a a
RS
10 H 74 N
i [ "\,
k' 'I \.
Ao S
K e
/’/ S e
e - : =~
0 400 800 1200

Number of Distrust Relations

(b) Distrust relations

Fig. 3 Density estimate of numbers of trust and

distrust relations.

B3 LRI (35 4F 5 R ROkt 08 BT A6

Ca) v 7. TR B B XA B AR R RO AT GE it 1 FRAR S
7 A 2 AREAS LS B B AN P 3 (b) BT 7.

M 3Ca) W] LA M A1 07 55 9045 AT i 3t o 55
SR () v b L 25 A5 A AR 07 55 S i A LU A
BB E R0 X IEBF R T 5 1 A AR . AR 3B £
SEGT P R R 5 e A A5 T ST OE [ B G
. AR AR 3 (h) s 0 TG A 56 &R B0 v
37 S5 G5 AT AR M A3 A5 0 1 A 9 8 2 Pl R TR
WAL 2 AR AT R o S R P X A IR B [T 2K T
S 2 A>T R v A3 A5 2 P T T RE S A A6 AR 2
PP AL B R G &L X 2 AR EIE 4R AL T Ok
Tk S Mo BRE AN BE G AR IE TR Yk 22 W A7 AR —
SRR B IE A

5 @EMNKRBRAECEE

A2 R TR B 43 A vR Y LSS LR DL
b 57 BV A Sy A5 7R A4y 1) B L 43 500 K A 3 TR
F14) % 0z 0 A 7R S A IO 24 T B G & R T
5.1 (KRB FEHEETN MF
55 M4 G LA L RN .G, =1 FoR
P w SHP w; ZBESIE RS2 CR M G, =
—1 KR w, GIHF w, Z 63 R R
M A5 50 B G L AT IR RR 25 4 R A F AL AR
R R PR O R I i T 1 ORIk aE Bl 1Y 3R
TRIT R AT LR G4 R A B E B 0T
b AV R B ) A T B A A5 5 X 28 B G AR 5% D
e iy i 2R AR an =X (LD I
G~ UHV", (1D
Hf,GER""  UER" , HER"! ,VER", H d<
n. JEFE U FUAERE V 2RoR8 F P 7 [A] — 903580 ) i 4 46
M R —AT R P B — 5 3R H P A2 1% U8 N 1Y)
%77 18], B — A~ 00 2 R P AE R AN T 1) D
U AUEE s B0 H 3R oR P e 4 O 1) 22 T Y B R E
BE B —471 R P R A 5 1) g — SRR F P
s 40 B84 75 1) 5 B — A~ J6 FR 3R 7 it B D7 ) 22 [) B AR OG
M. TS5 W% G A7 A5 1) 45 AE A 5]
HAT R s 1P, 8% v=U,/.
G ~ UHU". (12)
T AR5 WML G 8 R i« 38 o 88 n A 21
18 1E D) 351 75 2k sl e ik BE 48L& Cover-fitting). [
I, MF R LA .
min|G—UHU" |[i +a(U[)+aC|H]P). (13



770

HENMR S & B 2016, 53(4)

52 ETXEERHEERNEE MF-1
Ry AL A8 B AR DL T A 1 L %3R3
R DA ) 5 B G R AT S B PR Z IR LR Y A O
PEA 2 JE T A2 B L AT 5 I 4% i 4 T ) AL A
MF-1. 2 T 5 8 28 B 38 UL AE A 5 X 445 ik 2 ) o
oA P SR O R T R AT S I A P 2
Fa A5 B, BRI FH A A 2 LA ) 04 3 947 Ry B8l #
RS P R XL R, AR TR {3 A 5
I 2 I AN AEAE R 28 B EBCHE A8 2 O 4 5 X 246 6 B
X B A S N G 55 M FE X
BIICE xS .
1, PI,, — NI, >0,
x; =<—1, PI, —NI,; <0, (14)
%,&ﬁ&miﬁ,
Hir, PL RN P w, BIH P w; BYIE 0 28 B4R ,
NI R P w: B w, 0150010 28 B4R
PRAT S 0 46 50 B XA 48 1F 1 1] 1) 28 B4R 4 T
g, T 2R AE IF AN 2 BCSE A A5 I 4% Bl DR L i
AT R B BN SR EXRG SR/
Z B B A O 5] AR B W OBE 38 Bh 255 X 4%
R X AT HERE SRR R W A RO B O AF
T RE X Th P w, S w, B R ] BR
P R TR O ek R b R ST R W
X A5 W BT R o, 2% > 3 B DRk A AR B
W TR E LT -
Wﬂ%“ﬂ,memﬁﬁiﬁﬁ%,
! oy WHIEMZE,
Ho, Iy Zom P w, 5P w72 42 0 0E 1] (B 1R
) 28 AU 8 LR
PI,, PI, — NI, >0,
L,=:1NL,,PI”<NL,<10, (16)

(15)

0, otherwise.

. , e s I S
IZI’;@( g(x)%ﬁéﬁé%ﬂﬂﬂi)(jﬂ glx)=1 1+In(z+1)

FEFY B ONFF 5 I 45 00 [ X Al 1L sl ad 51 A
R A [ WO T 38 3 15 i R B X 1 AT SR L
R I 05 Tk A o fe ) 2 00 A AR A I, MIF-
IR SCANR .

%%AWch—UHUUM§+awUHo+

BCUHE) (17

Hop, © %R Hadamard e f, £ X 2k 5 A R] (4 1T &
2AHEME X MY, (XOY), =X, XY,;.

5.3 ETFTXEENHMAE LA 85 R
MF-SI
2 A P Z IRV AE 55 9% 22 S5 B AR b o7 3R
18,2 AP 2 18] 0% JA) s g S7 OE L G BE R oG &L HD
[l G S S O /N S = I SIS B D VU 3
Epinions $4f8 4 & B AU K ZY 1. 706 (1 56 & Z i)
FFA X R O IR S M. DRIt Y R A R A 3O Y AF
5 I 2 TN AR B ANAAL 2 A P 2 ) Y A
G 2% 5 W05 R 28 BRE LAY S 2 O ) Pk AR AE B R
HiAS B X R ) Sy RIS S 1 T A A I 32 B UL A
H A7 P ) B 22 T AR B MF-ST. 41 %F Leskovec %
N R ) T = On 4L A M FEIE 8 FP Ok &R
HEHFP w MIHFP w; Z B8R NS 8 T
R AN s G ) AT IE AL R I
sCyg) = signCr; —r;)) X glrisr;), (18)
H,sign(OH)RRFTSHEE.gGrivrDER2ADHP
ZIHFEREFNE. RIWALTRE 2 MHPZEW
GRREFIE gCrior) N
“”””:J1+méﬁqfﬁ+méﬁﬂ>
b 37 2 A T U Ak 35T AT e SO

mini Esz'gn(r, —r;) X

gl UG —UG, D2 (20)

TEJE TR I 53 fife 1) 4 2 000 L ik b, Rl

22 B UL A7 PO R AT ) 4% B 4 T AR AR

4 28 B R L AR A 3 7 Tk R 1 0 T A R A

T o T Ml AN P AR A I A3 A T Tk B OE U] Ak T
MF-ST £ A 5 L4 F -

min [WO (G —UHUD [t +a (U] + [H][7)+

REQE))

){minz Zsign(ri —ri)glri,r;) X
UG, —UG. |3, (21)
oAb A R T T IR M 07 BRI Tk AR E AR
5.4 fRULEE
G e 52 L LR A B S 43 A R O T AR L
U, 44 42 T 0 A 780 (MIF-T) DA K% il 4 228 B 75 U, R b
N7 T 1) 4 42 00 A5 80 (MIF-SD) , Hi b 52 B 2% UL 2
DA 58 ) S B DR 1 =X ke A e B R i b 437 O R
DA 27 2] 1F Ak 5T X0k i i A L. X =X (13)
VAV R R 2 23 5 vk R MR 5 I 246 i o 0000 [ A
K Hsieh %8 AN i 4 09 J7 3%, il 4 sigmoid 48
e oR BAE T o0 A B B A5 5 S — B, DL A KM A
P B A Ak ) R i R T



S AT AT R DL A B 145 5 I 4 A e T A 7Y

771

ek 21D B IE W A T e A R IR 5L H
(LSRRI

Z Esign(r,- —r) X gl UG, )—
=1 j=1

n n d
UG.o |3 = ZZZSign(r,-—r]) X

i=1 j=1 k=1

g(rsr) UG k) — UG k) =

n n d
2(2 2 Zsign(r,- — 7)) X g DU (k) —
i=1 =1 k=1
d

ST D signr =) X gl rDUGLRUG R ) =
i=1 j=1 k=1
d
22U (L SOQ— DU, k) = 2Tr WU,
k=1
Hip, (=SOQ—2) BHr & Rl 5 M 5 S Jyth 2 5
REFWAFSHEHEQ AX MBI HDHILEN
QGi.0= DVZ(.D.
j=1
RGN D FR R ke WAL Lagrangian
PRHOE R B
L, = |[WOG—UHU) |4 + 22TrWUTEU) +
a| HIIF +8lU|; + 22Tr (U CU). (22)
WAL, T EE N
L, = 2Tr (W OW' ©GHUHU") +
a Tr(H'H) + BTr(UTU) + Tr (W' OW'®
(UH"U")UHU"Y) + 22Tr (U U).  (23)
Ly XF U M H ) FHCE IR

aL,
aU

(UHU'" )OUH" + (W' OW'©WHU")UH" +
WOWQOWH"'U"))UH + 2oU +42S©Q —
2AIWTOWTOGHUH — 2(WOWQOG)UH™ —

4AS ©ZU. 24)

= W'OW'QWH"'U"))UH + (WOWO

JH

(UHU™)) + 2q¢H — 2UT (WOWOGU. (25)
XFF H U (40w 50, H AR sRE(22) 14 Ak i
Py ik ] I R R Rk AT SR A Bk in Bk 1
i
Bk 1. MF-SI R,
B F5 5 W% G P e CBAEFE EH P

=U"WOWOWHU"HU +U"W'OW'®

—TEIE IS B PE AR RS R
By TE ) BEEOC R AAES TR ) A O
AEXHES D HEF Y .

O FIFHSERE E FAERE R #9838 5 2 DL A6 b4
@ A (15) 345 B W5

QO KIEFT S ML Gt B AP A S AL {r
@ HEMLPILR L U 1 H ;
® while ANéx do

. adL, . L,
©® it® U Mo
JL
@ HH U<U—0oy TJ;
. s 9L
©® end while

W EG—UHU" ;

@ BE T = {Cuu) | sign(Gy) =1} 5

@ BE D = (o) | sign(Go)=—1} 5

@ G, TR FFHEF TR D %

6 £ I§

L S B IE 3 1)

1) 38 ik X FEANTR] J7 32 s T 455 780 2 45 A A b 52
BRI 1] B 2 A0 70 ) B T 7

2) 22 H 3% DL AN b A BRI A R v] R IR R OE
WU A 3 A T i % 42 0000 A5 A8 v 7 4 4] 2

3) 3 3 % AN [+ Ak SR g IR S i Ak 5 VR R 4R
oy 5% 7R ) S Sk 0 A A7
6.1 LIGigE TN KA

UGV E DT AR R RN WS
A JFHa B B2 1 B At e ) R HE B T A BE G R
Xt A R BEBUSR] T A0 2 %0 B BE 2 5 R HE R
ELHIEB A I AF 5 4515 B 2O X TR 2 IR 1E )
g U P IR X R AE B A PR
Bl (helpfulness) P45 B 45 A OGN 284 2 1 1M
28 A0 F 5 R BCHE AN P 38 AT RO 5 3) 1E LI B
P A g 2 43 3l 10,30,50,70,100 FE K E
MBI D, HA 1— 2 W AE R TG S 42

SR FH A FH VT A B S DL R T 12 A5 A 1 30
ROR. X TR VP AS B0 4 IE m 3 S RS
R B2 O R G 4H T f1 D Fos . 30 4E R
VEANBR . SR 380 5 ST H R AR (1 95 0 45 SR AR 4 A 7Y
JUT AT A BB BT P TR G 4 1 O 3 % e R P
HEZ L BT | T | 5 B2 5C 2 % 1E Sy B (9 1E ) B 42
4 T )5 | DA 6 2% 18 S B0 % 610 B 32 4R
& D' B, BB B R & (prediction quality,
PQ L AR IR H



772

HENMR S & B 2016, 53(4)

TNT|+|DND
pq — OB
Hodp, | o | R A 0 80 AR 4 SCilik [ 23], 191000 B
e PQ HEH R /I F R B AL 500 25 SR A A A
I 25 SR E A R B . PQ E /N SR R R
JEE A P AR P RE ST B G R L B n X AR
FEH, H LR AR A U 25 SAE RS AR /N R TR R A
B 25 B AT SRR A SC g A 5 U O (EAE R
ST R AR
6.2 FEREETINAR BT EE R

BT B 6 IR AR A A A 1 A [R) L X
4 D IEA (baseline) J7 AT L5 -

1) MF J5 k. %07 86 2 0 1E 57 B 42 0C & LU [F
T2 FoR o I R A R ik 7 125 AR A5 0. 2 v
V18 000 1 7 A % I 1) B A S o B Y T £ AR
SR 7L I] B 4.

2) Inter Jrik. M LRI TEEE WS/
DR 244 4 2 T 2 114 5 R O T S AR B 1 1) 1 A7 [
A HBCR A HES BB 6 A%, I M AS AR L i
ST T 4 1 G Z 14 TR M R K 5 £ 1) 28 H B
2, JE ST B ) B 4 OC AR 0 TT RE M A OK

3) Status Jyik. Iz ESREEF A B 575
I 24 i 7 Je P 11 5 R OGP I e S, AR i B B G R
2 A FH P I 5 G 22 S HE 5 A 4 06 R . IE 1) S R
25 SRR, N7 OF ) BEHE OC R Y T RE P R K s 17 )
SR 25 SR 3T A7 1) 4 OC R I T RE M B .

4) Random J7 . 1% 77 15 2 M 46 B4 4 o 1 1)
A i i 2 b6 Bt AL 3 B 120G R 6. — ke UL 7
55 Ja PR 0 B AL 2k i 2 SR i RE kB 2 50 %
(A . DRI 32 v A SRR [ 24 ] ol a2 1R O S
AR5 5 o TR B AL 3R B A A R 30 AR 4 1 1)
BRI X

FEARY R b, th T MF-T AL MF-ST £ #
JIT el L 0 AR5 ik 6 B2 AN T) o R O A 0 32 T 1 o R
J HE S - 358 BRI At A5 78 5L A A 7] % 42 5C R Bt 1Y)
22 RO R PR AT o T 445 . 3 o 5 XUBRIE ik
JE i MF-1 il ME-ST #8280 0 T 3k 81 — i 1k 5
55 H A F B A B A i S BE HOR U RS IE ) Ak 35
SRR E N a=p=0. 1. MF-SI BRI 5% 85 S 8=
0. 1. SZEGXT Fh g i 4 fis

WL S R AT LA

1) MF-T 5B A1 MF-SI #5580 75 70 57 & 7 1 —
BT HA LA Ty s R R O T ME 5 ik
BE AL 5 35 U6 T 4 HE B R 95 KA 2 A AL B

(26)

0.3
Z
s 0.2 —— MF
o - Inter
§ —+— Status
5 —< Random
B 0.1 = MF-I
= ~o— MEF-SI
0.0

10 30 50 70 90
x/%

Fig. 4 Performance comparison of different link

prediction methods.
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Performance comparison for different parameter A.
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