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An Overlapping Semantic Community Structure Detecting Algorithm by
Label Propagation

XIN Yu' YANG Jing' XIE Zhi-Qiang?

Abstract Since the semantic social network (SSN) is a new kind of complex networks consisting of information nodes
and link relationships, the traditional community detection algorithms which depend on the adjacency in social networks
are not efficient in the SSN. To solve this problem, an overlapping community structure detecting method in semantic
social network is proposed based on label propagation. Firstly, the algorithm utilizes the Gibss sampling method to
establish the quantization mapping by which semantic information in nodes can be mapped into the semantic space, with
the latent Dirichlet allocation (LDA) as the semantic model. Secondly, a principal component SCNP model is proposed
which could measure the propinquity between nodes and the semantic impact model. Thirdly, an improved semantic label
propagation algorithm is put forward, with SCNP as the weight of propagation and SI as the parameter of threshold.
Finally, a semantic model by which the community structure of SSN can be measured is presented. The efficiency and
feasibility of the algorithm and the semantic modularity are verified by experimental analysis.
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FEX R I CPM (Clique percolation method) %
FEAL R, g E A E L, i EAGLEP
LFM (Lancichinetti Fortunato method)®l, COP-
RA (Community overlap propagation algori-
thm)ll, UEOC (Unfold and extract overlapping
communities)® \ WCHE L VEEL F b A0 45
AR, R X R 73 SOUR AR R K 7 vk, s AR B
PP AR N I 2 AR g i = RP RS

B SCH X R 23 W FE IR HH A e e AR A A e ) 5%
TR AE BN (G A hRE), KA
AFABUE IS A 2R 79 s il 23 O ] — 4R XL i TR 0 i
FEIX Gl B TA5 EAHALE, BT LRI 73 45 2R 50 A A I
FEDX BRI P, PRI SUA JEL T A STAR 3 M o kA,
PR AT SCAE DX R 23 895 K2 BL LDA (Latent
Dirichlet allocation) HE#IM4] {34 15 SCAL B (¥14% 0>
B, R4S LDA B 5 SNEE W 900 3 2%

1) KARWEAE B M LDA 708, IR LI
25 SR TR SON 5, Rk LDA #8455
Fr 1 RO SCRRABUPE, K LDA 73 #r 45 R A 411X
HERE AL X K7 280, Zhang 5#:H T SSN-LDA
(Simple social network LDA) 5k, K7 midw 5 J
RANE Nl AF BN, K79 R % A AU AR
Y545 505 Henderson Z57F SSN-LDA 5 7 (f)
fit L@t T IRM (Infinite relational models)™ 4
B, R T LDA-G 8%, BT K LDA 5
IR IR A 25 4, A0 AL DX R B JE il b o] 1647 4k DX ()
M BE R B 5 Henderson Z57F LDA-G 1)
Semt BN T 2 ou)E o b, $RH T HCDF
(Hybrid community discovery framework) %2,
B4 T AL XK B4 R e RIS Zhang S5 b
7E SSN-LDA Sk i Bl b4 17 1 1n] 47 A W9 2% (1)
GWN-LDA (Generic weighted network LDA) #
VEDOL i 1) 2 Wk 43 i) HSN-PAM  (Hierarchical
social network — Pachinko allocation model)[?l
S MR AU ST B R B A5 B
D, WA AP s U2 T BT SUE
BOFAESCASE B, 1290 WAL XA HAT SCA A A0 ¢
P, & TR HIE o Hr 7 R A T R R AL R

2) KA - WAE AE B LDA 74, R
VAT RO SOAAE A A1 SO 5, FEAH 87 )
SCARAE B SERAE R, (643 LDA 234 i SCHABL
PR BLSE. R EE Bl AT (Author-topic) 15
AR Ay LDA S0 H7 [ S AR AREHILH M-
Callum F542 H ) ART (Author recipient topic)
B, ZEAE AT BRI T 854 (Recip-
ient) KERKFE, ¥ AT BRI GIN T8 AL M 4%
SPHTAIEE . B S McCallum 2575 ART #5821
Befi LN T Al R, $2 T RART (Rule

author recipient topic) #8, ¥ T ART BLALT)
FEAE S VS AR G N . Zhou Z57E AT A Y
N T H P TS (User) 2 A BURE, 8 7 CUT
(Community user topic) B4, Cha %5 45 41
A A 8% R N (1) 15 (Topic) {5 BV AEH AR O
ZREAL JERHJE R LDA S350 IR 26 R A5 o
(1) SCAAE BT AR, $2H T HLDA (Hierarchical
LDA) 8 SCpE 2 W26 73 B A 20 1A 20 m] A 25 4k B
WIZE (AR R) Wk P 4328 2], k2
LI AR RUOR R AR L 455 T SUAE B
AT, FRIN A AL DX B AT A 1) A AR AL . e RO i
FEAEAUAE SCARTURE I 25 18 T W28 1) ¢ R 1, Gk
D ) 28 Jay A DX RE P 1) 5 B8, A4S R A3 ) A DX 4
S BN LS.

3) ALK — 1 S SfE BB LDA 404, 2R
AR R — B R R B Eon N T AR X R R,
¥ LDA B8 AR ¢ F MURE e m) 17 Jmy 38 DX J B
FE, A Rk S T 00 FR — Ul 8 2 B 1) )R 0 X S AN 3%
I G, 2 A TR S X Iy k. AAREE
H Wang 21 GT (Group topic) FLRY 1%t
A2 ART BRI J&E, 4 (Group) BAFFEAR T
ART BB BE R IURERS). Bl )5 Pathak 251834 T
BERURE (P 20, JFAE ART ALY 36 Al F oA
THIX (Community) BUFE, 2 7 CART (Com-
munity author recipient topic) #8127 14K,
T — AL X O R LDA AU 5 A, Mei
SRR AT S A X B A 4 A, R T
TMN (Topic modeling with network structure) £
RGN Tl — A O R R B, AR AL X AR
P FER8. Sachan Z5EM1 Yin 2543 5 i 8 — 411X 4
AT ORI DX — 8 73 AT AR S, AR A Db 43l ) A 2 O
Bk, IR ISIANT LDA B, 7053¢t 7 TURCM
(Topic user recipient community model)?=3%
LCTA (Latent community topic analysis) #7451
1 3G AL DX R 53 5 SR U R 22 S R (R, B T
FED R o 25 R A . SRRV B0 R A
DRI o AR PR . R R B R R T AR
LS, T LDA A8 5 S e e S 0 2 5 4
e, DL, Ko R RE D8 B T G R, HANET)
TR A X H ™ AR (R R X R 0 45 R 22 R AROK.

T A X 88 2 1 S 48 A 2 X 488 TR 45 A
T AR T R 25 00 R R B A2 e e %, S
TS B AT Ao W 2 sk e o R B, oMk
B AHAE G BB B, 3 Crk 2 k4%
) T SCAL X R 3 B30 o S Sl It o g T 4 A 1) i
SCFEDX N FBEE ¢ R B 2) 1 SRR BT R
W SUAE BARLEE . O AR SO v T 1 ) i AR
23 10 6% 1R 28 AL X R ISR, G Y U U
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JEB T S ) PR AN R A, A T A S TR T R
AEALE ) = 573 (Semantic coherent neighborhood
propinquity, SCNP) MLk S ) (Seman-
tic impact, ST) BiAY g N7 — Pl ok (1) bs 25 4% 7 4
DORIRELIE, FFbE s T PP SCHE X R 3 25 2R 11 SQ
(Semantic Q-modularity) #A! 5 J5 W SEK, 43
WA SCEVE S BORUE S A R

1 EXHEMER LDA XREE

1.1 LDA X&EFT

B S 2 9 5 103 AR R AE %715 RO SOA
5 BN b, RS S A RO Jmy T A
B B RUNE ARG R M 2 SUATE SUME R AT
XU AT 2 ) 5% v [ Ry i o SUAR R AL AR SUAE B
(1) LDA @B FEEATRR, W R MECERT 5 Wk 1
JioR.

LDA i X5 A H w, d, 2 =A & 3EAT
14l So wy, dy, 2 00 SRR 0 IS TR
AT AT E S S, B 1 LDA HiEM w, d, 2
B Ak Ak, b B 5288 0 s e W AR A Jo
2, WK1 R, wi = wis = wiy = wis WH wi,
Wiz, Wig, Wis %ﬁéﬁiﬁl dyy = diz = dis = dis Wi
EH W;1, Wiz, Wis, Wig %ﬁgﬁ)ﬁ dil E@%%?‘, E_g‘%
B wy B dy PHIL2 IR, 200 = 200 = 256 W
Wi1, Wiz, Wie KB A — 1 Zil, HREET w;, 7 21
PRI 2 IR, 2o S SRIE T di, dio.

M 1 R aHT a5, w, d, 2 =3 BAEAE = )2
DU G R, AR 48 SCHk [14] ISCAR D HT Al 4, w, d,
z MR R

1) 6 ~ Dirichlet(a), 9 siHITE >4 6 ik N2
HOh o BRI 5 7 43 A1

%o 10%
I AN
y y y y
R /R 777
i i i3 i i i6
%ﬁmc” k‘w ‘ k‘w ............ ‘ h‘\)\ﬁ
T A B
o W NN TN
4t A8 AR

1w, d, z B AL
Fig.1 The data storage structure of w, d, 2z

2) 2|04 ~ Multinomial(§(@)), 35 £ d; 7EFF
SETEBIMAT T, I 2, AR R 2 35X 05 A

3) A ~ Dirichlet(3), KEFIRMNSECD 5 112K
A 5e T 730

4) w;lz;, A#) ~ Multinomial(A\9)), 15 2, 7F
R E WA R, M ELOCHE T w; FOREE R 22 T
o3A. B2 Y w, d, z VTG R K, o
BEkIRR T w;, di, 2z FVUHIERIEERE, B o A
CR(PSEILE %18

( d,l)l ------ C_<
T e D

et vl

K2 w,d, z HIHECRE
Fig.2 The Bayesian diagram of w, d, 2z

1.2 Gibbs &332
w, z MU RFRIAA N
P(z; = jlw) P(w;) = P(w;|z; = j)P(z = j) (1)

R HEATT S U]

Table 1  Mathematical symbols

A AR ]

G RJRMLE, Gy TR

|G| 5 A2 W 2% Y AN

N WSS S Th SR T AN, NG FoR T G IR AN

w KREETFHIN R, w; MR w T A KBTI NS

d 5 ORBEFIR 5w WY R 5 1 i, dy 308w PTaRIE T S g 5

z ERBE R R w NSRRGSR, 2 208 w, PrRE TS S, oGS himE S k
o) Tl di RGBT R

A TR G TR, M) R w, SRR R i, A = P(wi|z = j)

B R A RS

R AR TS, KRBT KBS H




10

A T RRAE AL R T S B A DR B

Hih, Pw) = S Pwlz = j)P(z = j).
Gibbs HUFE &L R 0 N A FE T8 o & 5 AE A 4R
B, SIS FEAR I F IS TR, IR A TR A
A HEAT Gibbs BUFE. S2HLE X AE4 M 4% LDA 7Y
(1) Gibbs HUFE TS, W2 AEC (1) HFIIAZE 2,
Flw_; (RARERZILE  FES 2z Fw), 251ENR
HEWT 2, A w,; IEAT, X (1) AIAsTE N

P(z; = jlz_i,w;) P(w;,w_;) =
P(wi|z; = j,z_,w_;) P(z; = jlz_;) (2)
= P(Zl = j]z_i,wi) X P(wi\zi = j,

z_i,w_ )Pz = jlz ) (3)
WA SCHR [16], 3K (3) (AT 55000
. f9 4

P(wilzi = j,z_pw ) = —5——— 4
(wilzi = j, 23, w ) 70wl (4)

, 9 4 a
P(z =jlz_;) = ——Lt—— 5
(=l = 5)

A B AR
FO 4 w8 f9) + |z]a

FOeh, fw| A |2 4 IR R A AN K (G
S RA), fU) FORRBET w, AT § P
B, £ FORIEE § R ) R
d; LEAER j PR, ) R A dy IR
ML P 3k Gibbs BURELRR, JEh sk a b fFR
HOREIE R Sk b MR A AT R ASE i 3 (6) T
P(z; = jlz—i,w;); itk ¢ WY P(z = jlz_i, w;)
Xt z; BT Gibbs BUREH B 2 IUELFE. 4 P(z, =
jlz_iwi) WS RE, I P (2 = ]z,
wy) HEHE T w, Ak, BRI EC T i R
FEWE B, j, Hh B, ; = p(z = jlw=1), B;. = 1.

P(Zl = j|z,i,wi) X
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7 B— L 7 — , 4 —
e T s R R O e/
El —— LZ—= FL ——
chb c_f ‘b bl‘rc
Mg 9 va g fYva g 9 ra
S Ap B lde 4B S e * AL+ B S+ de

K3 Gibbs IR
Fig.3 The process of Gibbs sampling

2 TIRRVENXELERET

ATCUL LDA BERREK kB AT b Yeif
SCAER AL, T B, W @ OB AE b YE
WSO R R AR RS, RS AT R Gy AETE SCASTa] P K
ARKR (VB SCAERR) my AR G (1 NG A ORBE TN
BEIE ARKIE A

N;
2 By,
m = (7)

Horp, Ny Ron e Gy IREETAN L, Ny b Gy 1
55 KRBTGS W (7) DR AR X
5 R kb dEim i om, L, TR )5 AR

IETT AR R SUAH OGP, T A 3 18 SCAH AR B B
E;; = Aij(m; -my) (8)

AL LIEHE K ArnetMiner &4t Quantifying
Link Semantics-publication (QLSP) #5434
s A (Hrh 7 108 R8I0 1655 451 R R),
MBI 4 Fros. o3l v SO 2
FHIC 6 AN I8 A A e S0 U TE S S, BLE
NCE A 5 34T Gibbs BUREIEAE, FRIH A (8)
THEE SUHOCHERE B, g5 R 5 k.

K4 QLSP M&s4h
Fig.4 The topology of QLSP network



2266 ETE/ R A 4045
1os T T T B0 M5 G MGy U2 R, |E(G[Ne(G)) N
sifa N » Ne(G))))| FomTi i Gy FAT LG AHARY 18] (1 78
g1 | SO ORHEZ AL iR (10), weighted-SCNP
71l S W o 0.22
61 e L:._ 00 weighted—SC’NP(Gi, G]) = ‘E(GZ, G])‘ +
S 5 B 5l o e FE
ii EEN L 0.18 2FElQ!E(N€(Gi)ﬂN@(Gj),[Gqum+

s j 0.16 FE
FTJ R S I LIE(G[Ne(G;) N Ne(G;)))| (12)
1 : : 0.14 FEj3
! 11 21 31 41 5.1 ol 71 81 9ll [OT108 min=10.1274

5 QLSP HJIE SR B

Fig.5 The semantic correlation matrix £ on QLSP

2.1 EXIRIMEXRE SCNP

SCHR [32] i SCT P2 s R R A AH G HE (Co-
herent neighborhood propinquity, CNP), H T &
O AU O R B, RN

CNP(G;,G;) = |A(G:, Gj)| + [Ne(Gi)n

Ne(Gj)| + |A(G[Ne(Gi) N Ne(G;)D| - (9)

b, |A(Gy, G))| FnHIET 2 G ARG 10iL
#, |A(Gi, G))| = Aij, Ne(G;) FmR R G; A
A5 4E, [Ne(Gy) N Ne(Gy)| R Gy FIi 4
G, WAL AL, |A(GINe(GH) N Ne(G))))]
FORTT L Gy AT AT G AHARAY s m AN B, S
ik [33] #2H T weighted-CN P, &L N

weighted-CN P(G;, G)) = |A(G;, G;)| +
FFE;
FFE,
FE,
FE,

Hrh, FE,. FE, M1 FE; 5 3 |A(Gy, G,)|~ [Ne(G)
N Ne(G;)| 1 |A(G[Ne(G;) N Ne(G,)])| HIi{E.
CNP Fl weighted-CN P ¥JUABEHPE A B35,
PRI 0 0 A S B> T3 SCRE G e, SEILTE X
Foe I ZS IR AR OCPE FE i, A SCIE UAHORHERE B 5
FAMEICHE CNP RS &, dEr vl b MR OGP B
i SCNP, £ixR

SCNP(G;,G;) = |E(G,G,)| +

|Ne(G;) N Ne(G,)| +

|A(G[Ne(Gi) N Ne(G))])| (10)

;E(Ne(c;i) N Ne(G,), (G, G,])| +

[E(G[Ne(Gi) N Ne(G5)])] (11)

Hrb, |E(Gy, G;)| BRoasAHETT 5 Gy T8 G (i
SHENE, [E(G, Gy)| = By, [E(Ne(Gi)NNe(G)),
(G Go])| F 4 G AT A G, 07 JEHIAR

A M W = B4y 42 Bt (Principal  compo-
nent analysis, PCA) A4 H 3 iy SCNP(p-
SCNP), &k N

p-SCNP(G;,Gj) = &1|E(Gi, Gj)| +
1
§€2|E(N€(Gi) N Ne(G;), [Gi, G;])| +

es| E(G[Ne(Gi) N Ne(Gj)])]| (13)
)

Hrh, e A |E(Gi,Gy)|, |[E(Ne(G;) N Ne(Gj), |G,
Gi])| B |E(G[Ne(Gi) N Ne(G)])| AH AR [ 55
KRR BT, R R AR ) 5 pl T 0 PR A G
()7 SCAE T 3R R A IR 22 S, TR v S b
FHOGPEHE P 45 405 mOBR/N, TR A 25 9 & v 4y
MU 22 S 2 0B 22 RIB T 22 il i 5y
6 & QLSP ¥4 4E weighted-SCNP, SCNP
Al p-SCNP HEFr 45 Fxt Lh ), HP3 55 A bR 435 A
1946, 1953 F1 1783. M 6 mI%n, 5 sl A5 5
[f) weighted-SCNP, SCNP F p-SCNP i 7%
FARWE, Hd p-SONP {3 s/, NimiE Xz
SRR U 22, SR T 78 4 R T b M K
PE.

2.2 EXEWAODH

W5 %M ) (Semantic impact, ST) A&7 8 17 £
FEE AL 23 W 2% rh B EERE L I i b, T AR R 4%
B R SO ) BIOR A% R T SCAR
PRAHAN G Y. L G PP RN R AR AR R
sz, H el Gy 5 Gy IA5Ema ) I ; R/
s PR R B RS B, AR SR (10, 34] 52 SCIRAL 25 M 45
BIpm, WGy 5 Gy MESXHER ) I W&

dis? .
I, ; =m; -mjexp [— 02”} (14)
Horp, dis;; IR Gy 51 RGNS (B4,
o RS I, AR ETTRIA T o
PIHUE. MR (14), 588 Gy [E L ) n] ik
NG HME G T STE ER 2 f 3R
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3.5 . 4 ™ 0.014 :
I 1 1
3 ! 35 ! 0.012 : /
1 3 1
o 25 ! > ] 0.01 ]
= 25 1 1
S 2 | & | & 0.008 !
x15 ! 9 | } £ 0.006 +
2 ) Ls | - |
| I L I f 0.004 T
: : :
0.5 0.5 1 0.002 \
0/— T 11946 oﬁ 111953 0 J.J1783
0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500
The number of nodes The number of nodes The number of nodes
(a) weighted-SCNP (b) SCNP (¢) p-SCNP

K6 QLSP BB weighted-SCNP, SCNP Fl p-SCNP f-45 Bxt L&
Fig.6 The comparison figures of weighted-SCN P, SCN P and p-SCN P on QLSP network

IGI

dis?
SIi)j = Zml - m;exp <— Z7J> (15)
j=1

o2

Hm, -m; RIET G, 5 G; WESUHXKH, # G,
5 G AR my Fmyg BARRL T m, - my BOK;
exp(—(dis; j/0)?) RILT G; 5 G, W B A,
A5 H) ) B K exp(—(dis, j/0)?) /D SRA
FIE TSRO, 5 Gy MR S
N R WS IR BN AN R 2, SRS
(1) &8 AR e K. BE B AH DGR B BOAH DG It G Al 40
MRS, RG-S Mg R EEE TS
. NI o XF ST Bsgu e ST Rl SCAH ISR
FMARSCHE PR D, AR SC AR 4E QLSP HriE i
FEECATRI) 6 A5 55 (Goo, Ga, Gasg, Goa, Gag, Gsas
FEHY RN L, 2, 6,12, 17, 21) #H4T 0 (0.5~ 15)
WA T, SR WE 7 ok, Mo KF 5 0 ST &
ek, HOST MEUE A S AR T BEEL, 15 AL Gog
M Gag IR IR 6 F 1T, 15 15 Guo (IR
PEROR, T =35 (0 ST BBl %iF 7 ST MHUE
ST T SO G ANh FhAH OGHE.

3 BUEEBHRRIMFELERE

br2EAE 575 (Label propagation algorithm,
LPA) 24 X R B & 53k, SCER [35] $2ih T
LPA SAMFEANESE SLPA, R 55 ) @ i g a7
AL UEN (Speaking rule). #24c#EN (Listening
rule) FZ EHEN] (Stop criterion) BEATHEER 725
AL TR RSB TR, MR B R —hRas
(PSR Xl o A R —FE DX R SEIRTE SO 2 9 45 R b
ZEAE 151 Semantic-LPA (Semantic label prop-
agation algorithm), 752t LPA 5% (1) 4% #i 1k
WU 42 WS DU RN 2 3 o )

1) Semantic-LPA & #EHEN. 9 2 o & AN15 51
W — paris(c,b) Htr, Ho ¢ WAR%E, b Ahrss

R JE &4 (Belonging coefficient), RHL b (c, G;) &
Nt INZIAT R G AR ¢ MRS E REUE, I
WEIT A Gy AR parisi(c,b) = (i,1). 717 A
G, EWCEI AT 5 neighbor (G) A& R IIFRZEIT,
G, WA paris;(c,b) %k X AHK M SCNP
(weighted-SCN P, p-SC N P) AT INAL, FFx$ b2
SRERE b HATIH-—1k. Semantic-LPA A% 85 #E
TR SR B R A AR R

- btfl(C, GJ)
bt (C’ Gl) _ Gjeneighbor(G;) (16)
> SCNP(G;,Gj)
Gj€eneighbor(G;)
22
20 acsd

NI
~

—%— Node 90, degree = |
—6&— Node 4, degree =2
—f3— Node 28, degree =6
—&— Node 92, degree = 12
—7— Node 49, degree = 17
——— Node 52, degree =21

0 15 10 15
The value of &

7 QLSP g A A AT S ST
Fig.7 The SI of nodes with different degrees on QLSP

2) Semantic-LPA Y #E ). 42 Wi o ) 2 0k
paris(c,b) A BEATARAE UL IR, 200525 07 1%
Ja, 7 RO B A B bR A 22 YRR e 2 AN AR X
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(PR 2 K. AR SR [9], b SEEA R S AL X
K53, 7 BEAE AR AL 3 I B B AIG A DR 0 Y AR
(Core) MIbRZEHCE, B IMALIX A2 1 (Border) ]
FRZH R, AT Semantic-LPA HSCHE N LR M 5%
Wi 3 ST AR KR53 10015 RURIAE DX A 25 R B 6
TR T S ) g K 0% 3 JS R AR 2B b, T
BWHE P HBE Y [0, 1], BURASCH ST; / max({STh,
w8 }) AENT R Gy EKHE v B G
FEWS B FLAR JE T 55 neighbor (Gy) AR IIFRZE, £
S paris;(c,b) TARZH)EREONT v, BIFREE,
YER /LG, FRZE, 2775 1 G, 545 paris;(c,b)
PRRESR I8 RE N T vy, WK FR2E SR 8 R 5 K
FRBAE R R G, hREE.

3) Semantic-LPA £ 1E#EN, FJH Semantic-
LPA H3EHENFT Semantic-LPA Bt WA TR IR
IEA, AR AL R 45 RSO (4715 R BRZEAN 1
ARG ) AERER, B HAT A [EARAE K7 skl 43 4 [F]
—AEX, o BAT 2 A FRE I 5 2 AL X )

4 EXEEHEXEZRITMNIRE

— PRI A 2 I 29 S PEAN B 4 DL SUHR b &5
Ry kAN, SCHR (5] BT g (1) B 4L X RIS EQ
(Extension Q-modularity) #%4

ZES MDY

t i€Cy,jeC

1
= A
@@{“J X

Forb, Ry N dy IR, X DD R RN R R
5, A M ABIEAIE, O; 1Y 1L Gy DR fAEIX
AN T B AR DT ELLY RO R S A T
SCAE AR D 2Rt FEPP A AR AEAS D25 FE AL IX P9
RIOQ AR & B, i HL A5 2855 R a) ) o A S AT
IPE. i, ASCTIN LA SCE TR AR my A
A A ACLYE e bR K U (my,my), N2 R PEHr
SR B AL X IR R SQ, FRIAA N

se=%Y %

t i€Ci,jely

U(mi,mj) A — RiRj
0,0, |7 X
(18)

T TR IR VEE A (0, 1), Sk, ASCEE
PR ZARBLEE A 9 ARBAE 2 R 2 U (my,my), 3L

2 Eird 40 %
k
- Z:lmi,gmj,y
Um;m;) = ——2 =
R O I T
zmi,gzmj,g
g=1 g=1
(19)

5 KSR
5.1 EXEMOERIEF S

W SGE 1 EIR 7 o /&4 Semantic-LPA
VLN SH, HRIESE o Xl AL X K43 45
R, ASCIEHITS 3 AEARAE ML 1)
4 Froasiig k%% ArnetMiner 54t QLSP %
£ 2) Bl 8 i) Krebs fE 71136 E BUG 2 ) k2%
(Krebs polbooks network), %4 ] /9 4% 15 gi ALK
P Sy 3gh 0 E A 2 A 00 56 I BUA I B, REA
5 I BOA 1) AT AR, HEAR B 3 28, A K
A0 51 PIM SR, RIHh SEBlis SR, K L 2
—W A Gy B EEMSR R (BEE N 1) A G
FIRHZARSE R (BEEN 2) T AL Gy 015 B &
ZHMENT R G AR R & 3) B9 sl New-
man Z K K% (Dolphins network) ¢ & M
76 %% R ST, 1 5 A0y ) A 20 A
42, L1569 FAEHR R, BN SCRE 25 W 25 R L,

8 Polbooks M43 +h
Fig.8 The topology of polbooks network

19 Dolphins M &4 FH K
Fig.9 The topology of dolphins network
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REANT ARG 3 YERENLEE 5 RO ARFR.

ATTSEE Ay et BL 3 A AR (QLSP, pol-
books, dolphins) #4724 o (0~5) KIMIK, 3 4
3 LA (11) ~ (13) Fros B8 X3 AH 0 1
(SCNP, weighted-SCNP, p-SCNP) EHN7 5
FE&E, FrARAL DRI A0 45 R B S Y AN Eon 18] 10 i
N, HIE 10 BT Le g R AT i, 280 o IIUE B
K, B AN, 2o > 3 NEST AN
T 0.

3 UBIAES T o (0~5) &1 K, AKX K4 gh
R EQ ' SQ Wikl 11 fror, izl (17) Azt (18)
(o6 EERT A, SQ I T 1 U R B S s 4 U
H U(m;,m;) < 1, {if3 SQ W ak@# T EQ.
11 B8R T4 0 € (1, 2) FHE S X R4 45 51
(1 SQ fELdR i, HAE AL R4 45 EQ AT SQ 1Ak
B RANTR], BEW] AR HERTER T BEQ BRI PP 16 AL
XIS4T EUmZE. A 11 1 SO MG E
(SCNP, weighted-SCNP, p-SCN P) LAl 41,
FH p-SCNP Jrid 2l 45 & SQ 1T SCNP il

QLSP SCNP QLSP weighted-SCNP QLSP p-SCNP
7 60 % % 60
E E EBN I
=S40 : o A0E o
E a i ceee °
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e 8o
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5 8 % 10 & 10
N - S T fememcm
= 6 - S | avemmemmmen = -
20 I - £
2, 4 2, 5 S = Si» 00 cem .
o = =
':_‘ﬂ 2 . E el . 2 eoem—
5 3 Sem——e S a2
> C— 2 e 4 [y
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The value of & The value of & The value of &
10 3 A i B 1y i Ak
Fig.10 The number of overlapping nodes on the three datasets
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Fig.11 The EQ and SQ on three datasets
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weighted-SCN P.

HXF L o ASTRVER AR A V8 SCAE X R 4 6 ) S
R 12 TRz T 3 dEdE{E 24 o M 0.5, 1.5, 3.5,
HAE RN p-SCN P I A X 814 45 3%
(AT ESTT). M o BUEBCORE, X
(15), F AT TR ) ST ), Rl o 16 AL X
B R D
5.2 EEHRXAUEELLERSH

AT S H AE T T 48 Ak Xk ISR AR
I 1 SCA 2 19X 5% 1K) 0 &5 R A 22, DRI AR YT s 56
LA QLSP £l S db AT 2805 Ui B, 41X R I rp 48 i
M4k X R A HE GNL FNL. LEM. COPRA.
UEOC. EAGLE. CPM. LPAm. LPAm+ 2.
' LFM. COPRA. UEOC. EAGLE. CPM A &S
X RIEE, BT QLSP H i A5 — clique
X (26, 28, 41, 46, 49, 52), AiE T EAGLE
A CPM &3, R A ALK GNL FN. LPAm,
LPAm+.LFM.COPRA.UEOC &5yt 4T K i,

(g) 0 = 0.5 (dolphins)

13 O LB SEE RO AL DX R 20 45 R, L rpiR (Y
RANEF R, SFEK SQ M EQ fHWE 2 Fros.
L E2e g SR DU e oc R LA X 2 3 17, A 2
ISR AT, 35 EQ {H (0.5831)

*2 fLIEEP SQ M EQ 4

Table 2 Values of SQ and EQ by classical algorithms
(AT SQ EQ
GN 0.3584 0.5417
FN 0.3157 0.4061
LPAm 0.3235 0.4329
LPAm+ 0.4311 0.5831
LFM 0.2329 0.4254
LPA 0.4003 0.5410
UEOC 0.4071 0.4410
Semantic-LPA 0.5430 0.5720

(h) o = 1.5 (dolphins)

(i) o = 3.5 (dolphins)

12 o FEAFRUE T S

Fig.12 Community structures with different o
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5.3 EIHFFEELR

SEIG MIE K2 ArnetMiner 2411 QLSP 58
A (3£ 805 M1 £1), Aminer-FOAF-DataSet
(AFD) $¥i4E (I 2000 4715 &), Citation net-
work dataset (CND) ¥4l 4k (3£ 2555 A1) Al
DBLP (April 12, 2006) 44 (1200000 475 5%)
1 4h BRI 1500 A1 5 5O 45 (DBLP(A)) Al
2000 M5 4R (DBLP(B)) 1E 4 SZI6 5. 7
WA SRR S M ER g R, & 3 & H ik
Xf IR EEE SR AT 45 R, HorP A S Semantic-LPA
BITZHN o = 1.5, £ 3 UfE EQ, SQ KAtXA
%7 (Community size, CS), ¥ 14 F1E 15 7350 %
FL EQ R SQ HUTE, Hh 14 my g REOR

(f) COPRA (g) UEOC

Bl 13 B HERH DRI 45 R

Fig. 13 Community results with classical algorithms

AL Semantic-LPA Hy%45 R AE EQ A R 45 R
Bz, B 15 Mg R A0 KE T A Semantic-LPA
VR SQ By, W SCH XK 4 45 R R A, A
14 FE 15 ML el 5, AHR TR & JL, A5
Semantic-LPA 5775 B A5 Ab BETE SCAE S X 2% (1) 4
X R B ) .

5.4 EXHEMEH KRR X LR

ARSI IG5 b A% 2T IO 1 AL X AN S
VB SCRE DR ILET VS, DAV SCRE DX R I S Hhol 1)
Enron® 4 4 11 4 9256 %45 45, Enron ¥ 4 2
Enron A #] 150 NMH A HAHE, S 0.5M
ZHE, 423 M Hfls it R 4 W4 LDA 538 A
Enron #3444 41158, % 5 MK 6 49
i Enron ¥4 4£ TURCM. CART.CUT.LCTA
YR TH EQ Mk SQ fH, BHHAEXHE R REH
BT AL X TR K B, R 5 K 6 bl
A1, Enron 4L AN O 100 ASCHEVEN EQ
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. I vToc I i:oc
0s I Scmantic-LPA 0.4f I Scmantic-LPA -
0.45 n
0.4 0.35}
0.35
0.3 0.3}
0.25
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14 #EIEMEQ HITH 15 #HEVEM SQ HITE
Fig.14  The histogram of EQ with different Fig.15 The histogram of SQ with different
classical algorithms classical algorithms

K3 FHRENPITER

Table 3  Results from classical algorithms on different datasets

ik QLSP AFD CND DBLP(A) DBLP(B)

EQ 0.4581 0.3725 0.3928 0.3823 0.5192

GN SQ 0.381 0.3497 0.3291 0.4139 0.4165
cs 10 25 39 17 16

EQ 0.4216 0.4525 0.4235 0.5191 0.6618

FN SQ 0.3216 0.3392 0.2921 0.4216 0.4361
cs 10 27 37 19 16

EQ 0.4598 0.4176 0.4119 0.4331 0.5215

LPAm SQ 0.3191 0.3177 0.3202 0.3871 0.4217
cs 16 30 35 31 23

EQ 0.5108 0.5325 0.4928 0.6123 0.6892

LPAm+ SQ 0.331 0.3597 0.3591 0.4139 0.4565
cs 10 21 24 12 13

EQ 0.4668 0.4473 0.3406 0.4052 0.4641

LFM SQ 0.3172 0.2821 0.3172 0.4017 0.4133
cs 12 24 33 22 12

EQ 0.4198 0.3186 0.4119 0.383 0.4113

COPRA SQ 0.3791 0.3177 0.3202 0.3971 0.4217
cs 13 21 35 21 13

EQ 0.4449 0.4312 0.4648 0.5158 0.5183

UEOC SQ 0.3577 0.3218 0.3271 0.3964 0.4011
cs 12 24 30 22 14

EQ 0.4236 0.4115 0.3925 0.4643 0.5238

Semantic-LPA SQ 0.4032 0.3913 0.3754 0.4592 0.4847

CS 13 26 33 25 16
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F1SQ HUE 2%k 0.318 A1 0.304. I3 % He wl 41,
ARSCFE R 2 R T R R B R A, B IJG
JeBEE AL AN, IR T A SCEVE AR ) 2R A
L ALEEE.

# 4 Enron Hideinsisy 4

Table 4 The topics extracted from Enron
Topic  California power Gas trans Trading Deals
power gas price meeting
transmission energy market  contract
word energy enron dollar report
calpx transco nymex enron
California chris trade deal

®5 ARG AR EQ H
Table 5 The EQ of various semantic community

detection algorithms

The number of communities 6 8 10 12 14
TURCM[29-30] 0.198 0.271 0.339 0.331 0.283
CARTE7 0.152 0.249 0.302 0.304 0.255

cuTi4 0.133 0.231 0.266 0.278 0.227
LCTA[BY 0.164 0.239 0.278 0.311 0.249

Semantic-LPA 0.182 0.294 0.318 0.301 0.248

6 FIUE ORISR SQ H
Table 6 The SQ of various semantic community

detection algorithms

The number of communities 6 8 10 12 14
TURCM[2°-30] 0.173 0.231 0.31 0.281 0.261
CARTI27] 0.122 0.226 0.268 0.256 0.226
cuTE4 0.126 0.215 0.235 0.231 0.202
LCTABY 0.161 0.208 0.279 0.243 0.215

Semantic-LPA 0.164 0.221 0.304 0.256 0.213

5.5 KIGRLE

ARSI 3 o3l NS EURE . SQ AR &
BUBEVE LA 2 B B 23 B 4 AT TRTEEAT 23, 45
W R: 1) Semantic-LPA 53k (1t 2 50U A

€ (1,2), HEr$& M1 p-SCNP 525 8RR T
SCNP 1 weighted-SCN P; 2) SQ %I T EQ

I8 A VP T AR X K 3 25 3 3) AR ) HA 1 8
ZAIAE X K43 0] ), Semantic-LPA A%} 148 8
SAE X RIVEVL A AL 4) Semantic-LPA X T
TURCM. CART. CUT. LCTA Z:& X 4 %4>
EA T

6 it

AR SCER X T SR 2 Y 2 4 X K 43 1) R) A 4R
i Semantic-LPA 577k, 1% 50154 18 SCAE 2 I 2%
() V8 SCRF PR R AL 25 OC SRR VEAH Rl &, WA 2K
Yot SRR 2 2 v IR D S A IXOR B ) L AR ST
M TAEAE T 1) FIH Gibbs HUFEVE# #E F
), JFH 70 0 o SOAE R IR SR DAy 1 SO TR) A 1) A
b, SEELT W SE OE BT R 2) A
RTE AR BR . B OCR K PCA ARG T
SCNP (weighted-SCN P, p-SCN P), LLJE &7 51
() BRI AH OGP 3) M F i I A A 3t 17 8 S5 )
FEAY ST, FFLL ST A AW e, Bevt 1 I i X E S
FEDX RN IR BEAL IR BL; 4) $E i TR0 SR IX
Rl g5 R 1) SQ KA. A STEIRI LR oy A gk 1
FE 1 ) B AT R 4L X K W) @, Semantic-
LPA FEAHR T@ M E S X I L EAH, H
XI5 S SRk o ) 2 B AT I ko FH k. BT ER )
SQ X T EQ &G RO AL X Rl 45 R 5
Ah, ARICFVE RN ENASTE A s W 46 . KIS R
A2 0 8 v A DX A A S5 5 s i — Rl it
FUITUE, SR GO A2 W 246 B AT — 2 () B8
sz prE X
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