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Abstract Opportunistic network is a type of self-organized networks which uses the opportunity of a
node moving to realize communication. Because of opportunistic communication mode, opportunistic
network has observable time-varying and dynamic characteristics. The estimation of node importance is
the key to study the information dissemination of opportunistic network. A novel node importance
estimation method based on graph neural network (GNN-NIE) framework is proposed.Opportunistic
network is sliced into opportunistic network units which is modeled by aggregate graph to present
network information.The dynamic network embedding model is employed to extract the temporal and
structural information among the opportunistic network units, so as to obtain the dynamic attribute
features of each node in the network.Taking advantage of the GNN's ability of extracting the features
of graph data, the relationship between node dynamic attribute features and the node importance is
achieved, so that the node importance of opportunistic network is estimated.The results on three real
opportunistic network datasets MIT reality, Haggle project and Asturias-er show that compared with
the temporal degree, temporal betweenness, temporal PageRank, and kshell-CN, the proposed
method has faster propagation rate, larger message coverage and better SIR and NDCG @10 values.
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Fig. 3 Evolution process of opportunistic network topology
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Fig. 4 The effective records in each opportunistic network unit of MIT

under different slice time length
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Fig. 6 The effective records in each opportunistic network unit of Asturias-er

under different slice time length
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B, B2 PR B P RS 0 AT e B R )
P BT R AR % AT R4 A A Y i
BAFOL . x, PARE TR 11y R AR s ) 45
FP R 8 J i (R B, ) A A A B o (A e X))
SRV | 2=Tvig o AV I o= v LT RO
S3CHE T A 48 B i AR R Y AT JR R A R A
K R B R ) B ke, S E A X, 2Z]



842

HHEIR S AR 2022, 59(4)

(18— 71 1 5 B Sz A7 i 1) Jeg S 322 42 17 0 44 1 Jg 3
ZER IS REL L

N
Liw=2>, % —x.]. (9
i=1
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L
Ly= 23w 4w o, (an
=1
F BB (Y 450 2K R B
L:Lg10b+Q/Llnc+‘8L1. (12)

32 TREEZEITEHEIENEE

HIFH GNN S 1 B0 56 R A9 45 ik F1 3 4k 2 B AE
T3 o G AL G T v N T A I 45 v g T R AT
1 3 B0 25 ) 2% i A TR AT B B4 9Y a5 3 25 PR A 1]
o ZH 84 I 4 B 285 i A A R A A D R R A AR
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Fig. 8

Node importance evaluation model based on GNN
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FFEAE R AR Sl 71 o B VA B A B A, Y
B BA RN EEEITH S = {515, .5, 1 E
poL RN OE TR I IR UR IR R E = WA I R P i B Y
PERASEE H = (hy hy -, b)) i A B B B2 W)
2N A5 AR JE B) 1Y B 25 T8 PR A 1) o e IR R
JIHE T 647 R A B e DT X I 2% 20 25 @ o RE AR AR
WA AT T T A5 3] ] e 42 ) 4% %) i 1 L B T 4 3,
FRMTEEEERA H = (k) k', -,
R, € R IR HAE B R A R Y
B AR ] E AT R A A A A5 B e R
IEH R EEE T S={s5,.5,0"s5,).

3.2.1 PRI R 2% (1 1 o2

2 P BN B2 0 45 RH 4015 o (] Y H 3 A7 A AH L
S0 I 0 o ELAS ] 38 A R S AR I 2 B
S 3 5 6 (6] R AL O T A O R TS A

Vi) 8 ) T S ) DG R ) Sl P 2 I 4 1
(0 3l 25 T M ek A ] S i YY) OC &R AT AL ZR
B SEET R AR A B R RS SCRR[24 18 T —
Tt 56 T LB ) A T R ) R S T — R AR 48 Y
() %) SR G 2 X AR AR s AT B AR R E R B
¥ 2% (graph attention network, GAT).5| A% J7 ik
b Y G AT A Y a0 R DA AR
3.2.2 BN THIMIE

R SCHR [ 24 BT 828 10 9 R 0 N 4%, B S 8%
WS BYEIRASEE H= (h, shy - b O IEREIE
BEHMEHEA LK €R vn NS EBLF N
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KU ) R 8 Sl 5 softmax pRERONT Y A
55 AR s 0 = R BGHAT A — AR AR B A
) = T e R O B S s A
Ja R [ BEAT AR RN A5 B Rl T SR B
AR 9 s B AR M A FE H = (R hyy oe s
B B ARAR T SO G ) Z R TR RO
e;=a(Wh, ,Wh,), 13
Ho,a by B2 R RR 28 2% S B T T R
Wit a TR TSMEE S R e, L REER
TET 788 7 5 A Wh 8 P A ) it 22 (8] SCHR
KER.
HE— 2P M, T O A AR R R
Z PR 2B A softmax oA O H 47 18
— Ak AR BN F AR ST G L) Z B EE T
exp (e;)

Z exp (ey) ’

kEN;
Hop N, FoRTT 85 0 BABJE Y S BIHL S 2%
PSS ARG RRN T EESET o, 1T
IR G ) W B A JE M A ) R R A T
XET 5 WSS R M A ) AT R
W =g (2 a,Wh). (15)

JEN,

J T A B AR RE L 5 2 S R S P .
h :a(%E Zagwm,j, (16)

E=1,€N;
Hr,o (O RMERELK h 2R EEI 8w
JE AR R AR A M ol SR VTR b DR R R
B am kX KA AR B ST 0 T HL R B (6
iR 7 AT AR e A5 BB AT SR A i R

AR ES R A LeakyReLU (leak R 0% &N
0.01) 1 S 2 3 AL ) A9 I 42 M 38T R 250 AR 90 SC ik
[24], Z kT8 B HLE B9 Sk B B 4.

i A 2 W g b i R O R S A B R S T
ARBE BT A WSS B R E R R A
By )ZE R 2 R 2 RIERmIL, i Ah H =
(h' ke k) X H = (R Ry b)) AT
Wip 2 2 4, A B 0T 1 B T BT A S =
{s1s520° 08, ).

3.2.3 KL

K g 3 T 1 )7 1% 22 (mean squared error, MSE)

FIRy M A0 R BRI

1 &
L =— s.— @)%, 17
N;(» a.) an

Horp N OWEEAR BR s, 70 A n 38 i A Y 45 3

(14

a; =softmax;(e;) =

R BB RO . g, N R B E RO
SEAEL. MSE /), 588 84 DAl {55 5 92 1 25 52
ZIN KT R A B

4 LBWHERRLSW

4.1 SLIGHIRE

AR K fE CRAWDAD™ #8236 ) s 5 B ML 2>
PO 255 %5 A RUAIL 25 0 2% L K2 R AU AL 2 19 4% 1Y) L 52
P dE LHEAT.3 MR ER EEE R WE 1R,

Table 1 Trace Data Information

R1 Trace HIFEPEE

FIEIEE ErBUN MIT reality  Haggle Il H Asturias-er
WA WL 6600 iMote i GPS K #%
o £ 5 7 W W GPS
g A/ d 246 3 366
it E R/ s 300 120 30
HRCEO AP 96 98 229
A R B 205187 341202 5245747

1) MIT reality £(#54E.1C 5% T 100 4> #574 Nokia
6600 FHLAYH FF A 2004-10—2005-05 3t 246 d,
JH W 28 $ VR 38 9 85 (300 s SRAE 170,

2) Haggle 7 HHHE 4 W82 T Infocom2006 4F:
2298 i Z 43 N 0L 3 d #5740 B oF 4 1 AH 38 09 508
(120 s 2R4E 1 00O,

3) Asturias-er UIEE. IR T 229 & HH T Lk
WAF & B GPS &4 78 2011-10—2012-10 (1] 4=
R EPE (30 s R4 1 1R).

AR A Pycharm XJ #1123 W 45 K 42 9647 40
B AL R H 5 Ak Sk X 4% @ PR B R Keras HE
AR g Bl 35 ) 2% i AR RY DL ST o5 o L B TP A AR A
Il T 5 R FH Python EJE FE Matplotlib X 52 %
Bl LR S 5 45 R AT AT LAk R ] Gephi 2% 43
Br T B X AL 2 W 25 5 s AR AT ge it o i 5 T Ak,
4.2 EMAFE

% A SI(susceptible infected) s SIR (susceptible
infected recovered) & # A5 U ¥ Ay Fl LY 58 A% SC i 44
H A R AN O 75 s R T NDCG @ 10 (nor-
malized discounted cumulative gain) X} 77 i 5 5 i
HE ¥ 51 3% 19 oL i R AT PR

D) B TR B A I

R A B2 453X 2 LI B AR 3 o £
2 v, T R R AR BT TR D O T R
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BRI 22 th—FIIR 25 o S 25 L B T 5 DL ¢
WRAL K e s R T I 20 ¢ 45 M SH0H e )
e v 7, A R U R A —
AR B R p I AR 2
R 2 RARON

i(t)n/[l—f—(l,n—ljexp(p):'. (18)

EL A b, 78 S50 S S AR ST R AR BT A TR
F0) R L 4 IR R R/ Y S AT HE Y L 5 3
HEFy 5] 3 v E 1 HE 44 5 17001 UFE AR SR AR 1Y
SR, FIHT ST SIR G AAD LB AE 7] — I 7] Py
SRR T A R R T ST AU PEAN A SOy 1 1Y & B
PE R AT SIR BAEA SO 3 AL At 7 1.

2) He T M B I A

IH— 4k 31 F11 B 11 3% 25 (normalized discounted
cumulative gain, NDCG) & F T ¥EM HE FF 3 £ 1Y
Jo B %48 b B9 BUE VS B [0 1] (EBOR i B 45 €
(9 HE iy 1 3% 55 AR HE e 2 B e T, B T R R
BEREVPAR T AR 45 2 — A e PR U R S B
MHEFE 512 HEF 3 R b HE A 1T kAL P dn R

fii A
k
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Hop,r, RS RPN T A S0 EEE )
B, 2% 5 3 AR HE 4 36 Rz BE Y 5 L Se T E )y
BAS B HEF 5 2 AT £ A7 A FRAR 40 B S
(IDCG@p) it t7IH— b #1525 — 1k Pr 40 it
3

am

~ DCG@k
NDCG @k = o <o (20)
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SIS HO B AR LS W% ot Y) R A
(14 1% R B 75 D) 45 o A ABE 0 v R S I 1

D Hles M pood] i A
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MIT, Haggle, Asturias-er A1z 3E ) F i K 43 5] A
10d,4 h,48 h. I e U) 7 < O BE i, # IR Ac €
{8d,9d,10d,11d,12d},7E MIT %484 I AR TS A
XHHERF i NDCG @ 10 1) 52 Wi, e 28 52 ) R it
KLl e A 9 pror. Hd Ar=11d i NDCG
@10 BUE et Bk, A SCE IOPL 45 N 45 s o0 U)
W& Ar=11d fEF MIT BP] i
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Fig. 9 Influence of At on NDCG@10 of MIT
B9 MIT B#E4E E A X NDCG@10 530

DIMEE Y] B BT K Ar =2 h R ME, B Ar €
{2h,3h.4h,5h,6h}, 7 Haggle 503 4E I, R A
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Fig. 10 Influence of At on NDCG @10 of Haggle
E 10 Haggle ¥4 E Ar X NDCG@10 1Y 5 i

DIMEEY] A K Ar =48 h M JEHE 4R IR Ar €
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Fig. 11 Influence of At on NDCG @10 of Asturias-er
11 Asturias-er $UE4E L Ar X NDCG @10 Y51
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er M8 IR ANAEBOR B F =32 7% &3] M 2% rp oy
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i E XA P =10 °,=10 ".R | Adam
2o BN A Y 5 R HE AT U S kAR B B R
200, Z B 2% 15 i i 25 B R0 2 B 24 00 4, B2 B B
ZEITECR A I . 84,64,32(n Sy 48 A5 B
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44 ZIHHER
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D W S AENLE M4 T B e

HL2x 4% 3 05 A R0 AT 45 2 T B Bk L )
25 PN RIS R A 23 i D T LA 2 rpox T T
B IERE 10T AE 9 4% Hp Y ST B AL e
AJ 43 SR T B 1 A% 4 S R S 3 AR SCAR Y
BL2 I 2 77 o5 FE 22 B PP A O . B i J2 #8811 R
TH B AL 8 730 = 171 A DL S S 2% 1 T B A%
FERCR A G AR SO S5 1 40 R T R Y
7 T B AL G R A S 2 SR UE Y
TR B (R Y SN T S 3R VL Y s

K 1. R ST AL RB ALY 25 58 A SC Uy v AR 3 1Y)
T A % P HE 4 A TR T A BT B A %
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Fig. 12 Comparison of network message

propagation rate
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XoF 1 s B B TP AR 2 A R R B AR A 25 T
BEE ST AL #5155 8 1 1% 76 A8 5%, WL 2201 8010 1% 46 3
A 12 2 MIT Bl 8T 8 B 0 2 2 47
G F e TCHD top 5 450 V5 2558 50,58 75 LI M i
Ji 1 % (Bl bottom 15 550 /9 5 A7 & 40 il R ST A%
AU 1 AL 46 DR 1Y T 2 AL 36 R AR . N 52 00 45

AL, BT MIT & 48 RR 2 i ) 304, HA &0 sf
B BN 2 O TR B B AR
SRR, I B BEE A 55 2 85 X 54T top 1T RLIMTH
AL HE B W] M T HE 4 58 5 B9 1T A DA Ak 3
KA HEAFERT YT SO B AR R R T HE
ZEETE I R BT SAE R LR G , top T A
(T B A% 4 R W] PR T bottom 5 &, HW sl TR
PR HE Y R T I B R IR B 12(b) R
Haggle B4l 5 T , A A 28 HOCYY 0 5 2 B HF )y 91 & h
55 1(top) 5 255 50,58 75 LA IR 1 44 (bottom)
95 A9 5 HEAT S0 b A AN W) 1 A 1 T B AT R
KRNI 25 BRI 50, A LT MIT 15, Haggle #
NG NER SR VS TRE S € R E =N B P bk o SN T
I T B RE 98 U B R I 4% VAR R top
A AT R R T Y A, HLHE A B
Jo HAOH BAL 7 R 818, B i T Haggle £04 8 8
MIT %H 5 07 9% 4R L (45 I 2% 5 i A AL 4 i 8 B
K FEH S, B otop 15 A5 bottom T g 1Y 22 FHAL
MIT t /N & 12(c) A Asturias-er FUPEHET , EH
WA EEEHF IR P 1(top) HH 60,55 120,55
180 DA KBk )5 1 44 (bottom) ¥5 fAE Sy SE 86 X % % 82
HH BALRE R N LI S5 R AT A, i T Asturias-er
WA H 2 HARS ] AN [R5 R B AR B
RE T AEAE I 25 B VAR B0k 130, HE 44 B IS 1Y 15
SR BAGHEH R DL SO B 55 % L B AL T
HE24 SEAT A1 0, ELHE A8 B I 22 B O, AT
JZ T _E R A5 . top 15 4855 bottom 7 A5 [H] TGI8 A& 7E T
S TR RN AR R R FARA ] R B 22 8E  top
TS S B AR A B 80 %6 ZE AT T bottom T A
M B B R AR 20% . BAEMEHE L 2 bottom

i E ATk, 7 MIT, Haggle, Asturias-er 245 %
e SEEG A R SR W e IR ST 1A B R T s
H e 1) AERE 1 AT HE L AR 22 R IR 5 Y s Bl
VE g ST AU B A% R RIS , Hl 44 5 57 A9 75 010 B A% 7R
HOR T HEA SRS B R R AR SOy AR B R T
U SRR A o A b A AR T SR T R 0 A 7
WL T ARSI A R,

LI 2. SR SIR AR L A AR SC T 0k A 2L
(temporal degree, TD) J5 %M (i 2 %X (temporal
betweenness, TB) 75 1 B %% PageRank ( temporal
PageRank, [-PageRank) J5 ¥ DI & kshell-CN J7
RN B R AR AL A I A . B A, gE IR TD, TB,
{-PageRank, kshell-CN DA J A 3¢ 75 % CLLF # #8
GNND 15 2 1935 sy S R rh HE A i 5 197
MAERELEN SES S, 20l A [ k1S B
topl,top2,top3,topd,top5,S 1EH SIR 1% % 5 5l i)
TR RE IR LEBCANR) J5 ik 1 VF LB o 3 1L A (] 19 4% 1
IF )25 T T S 1 R RG2S DU 50 B 1 R
VAT 75 v .

26 2~4 Al gA T E MIT, Haggle, Asturias-er
WL& M 25 %P5 4 F i TD, TB, f-PageRank, kshell-
CN.GNN 5 5 5 2 PP AG U7 i 4 2 I HE 4 topl ~ 5
T DA B F s S R R SRS S.

Table 2 MIT Node Importance Rank Table
x2 MITTHTREEEHER

Tk topl top2 top3 top4d topd S
TD 28 56 42 89 85 {28,56,42,89,85}
TB 28 42 56 95 85  {28,42,56,95,85}

{-PageRank 56 42 95 85 89  {56,42,95,85,89}
kshell-CN 28 56 95 85 89  {28,56,95,85,89}

GNN 89 56 80 85 95  {89,56,80,85,95}

Table 3 Haggle Node Importance Rank Table
®3 Haggle TREEZEHFR

ViRr topl top2 top3 topd topd S
TD 86 46 44 88 77 {86.46.44.88.77}
TB 82 15 96 77 46 {85,15,96,77,46}

{-PageRank 82 86 77 88 44 {82,86,77,88,44}
kshell-CN 44 46 77 86 88  {44,46,77.86,88}

GNN 77 72 44 92 85 {77,72,44,92,85}

Table 4 Asturias-er Node Importance Rank Table
T4 Asturiaser TEEEEHF R

VR2S topl top2 top3 top4 topb S

TD 33 158 109 34 44 {33,158,109,34,44}

TB 33 158 44 104 35 {33,158,44,104,35}

f-PageRank 33 158 104 44 34 {33.158,104,44,34)

kshellCN 158 33 109 34 113 {158,33,109,34,113}

GNN 33 158 104 27 35  {33,158,104,27,35}

HAE L DL S AR IR 5% 3 AR T R
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AT BRI R T T B D AR SO A B
MY E S RS S AR IE B TR, 24 0T B 5
BBV & T TD. TB 5% . W i T {-PageRank
J715 5 kshell-CN Fi%. & 13(b) & Haggle $ ¥ 4
Do 25 31 B 2 Y L 45 2R i T Haggle 304l R )8 T

35F
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Fig. 13 Comparison of network message coverage

P13 2% R i SRR L

B AR RN 23 I 46, 9 i o2 A, D6 0 A ) 1) 4% %
FAFETT 4 By AR B B S Y R T AR
SO RIS FE T BT, N4 Ty B 3R
W10 5 T TD J7i i #5 T TB, kshell-CN, f-PageRank
Jre B 13Ce) i Asturias-er Z05 5 W 257 B 7 5
T, Asturias-er £ 48 48 455 22 0 8] 4, H Bl #5755 1]
MRS 2 530 A5 19 1 S 50 B o Bl 22 3 s Aok
DIA SO i AR B 2 SRS S 1R i B R R
Do £8% 11 91 J2. 7 v R 3 v T LA k.

HR B —F 5 M AR I kA3 21 topl ~5 5
SUTE SIR BRI (131 878 5 Y6 L& 14~16 43
Sk MIT, Haggle, Asturias-er 8R4 T , A [6] J7 32
topl~5 T g 7E SIR AT (11 B 5 30 [ Xt
LL .

K 14 MIT £t 4 F topl ~5 M X)L 45
Horp B 14 () R AR 73R topl 9 5 BT EL 1% O . 1R
P 2 45 R E 89,56,28 57 5 B/ N SIR £
TSR 1) AL 45 IR AT S50, L 14 ) TRl 40, 89 45
WEALT 56 S NS 28 ST AL KR, K 14(b)
~ () WL IR 2 85 14 W 38 top2 ~5 KA Jr i
B 00 BB 55 8 LR B b, topd A tops
AR TP AE 85 1 95 S R b I 14 () T 14
(e) X378 85 S A1 95 55 fUAY X LA 0. DA 52 0 45
AL, AR SCTT A 7E topl s top3 s topd s top5 AY AR Bk
HER.

K 15 & Haggle 254 T topl ~5 By X 1 4%
S B 15 ) J2 AN TR 5 topl 5 Y6 HEAR B
WG 3 BLs SRR 77,86,44 535 5 B4 S SIR
1% 49 155 R 1) % 1 5 AT 5286, AL 15 Ca) R mT
7T ST 86 5 44 5T LRI L I8 15(h) ~ (o)
Gy 9A top2 ~5 AN [E] 5 A5 BT T B 355
Bl S 36 25 SR T 1, AR SC T I HE topl ~5 R PFAl B
K UET.

K 16 S Asturias-er BUHEHE T topl ~5 BYXT EE
g Hod B 16 () FIE 16 (b) A [F 5 ¥ topl 5
top2 5w FU G B0, AR 3R 4 AR 7 2k B PE Al 45
R topl Ml top2 BY RIFJE 33 5 158 5T AL,
B IR 33,158 5745 s B AR O SIR A% 46 455 84 (19 1%
FEEAEAT IR N E 16 () AT 1,33 55 5 158
ST ST B B R AR — B, B R A O R Y
topl 5 top2 i 4L 158 5 A1 33 S .UM
K 15Ce) (D) (e) 43 7 M top3~5 ANIE 745 B 135
ST B 25 LS8 45 SR R, AR SO YA TE topl s
top2,top3, top4 I PFAL B b HER.
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