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Abstract: As a new way of publishing and sharing resources, the network community is one of the hot
spots in the research of network growth. Due to the randomness of clustering and the insufficient semantic
utilization of individual node as well as link attributes by existing partitioning algorithms, communities in
social networks cannot achieve satisfied classifications. This paper proposed a network community discov-
ery model based on semantic reasoning, which extracts multi-layer semantics through the topology of net-
work and the semantic connections between nodes. Experiment results on the ego-Facebook dataset show
that the algorithm is more stable and more suitable for networks with rich semantics and sparse structure
when the community size grows to more than 1 000,

Key words: community discovery; semantic network; semantic chain; multilayer model; knowledge map

# X & B (Community Discovery) J& 52 2% 0 45 # $0 45 1) 5 i 9 47 28 U0 R BB RERY AR 550, FL T &
T L X B o 3 T RO et O B A ) N R B TR AR SR, BRI 4 AR AR
), X Ab X 5 A5 s B, RGN A —E W BELYE . RAESS IR M 28, 5 —Jrim, B 458
B HOGTE T AR . A 78 40 R A (R0 B 4 A5 B35 S0, S BOR 4r AR 0L T, A X R B

W B 2021 -11-03
HEWH. ERERBAIETH (62003280).
TEH A AT, WHFE A, AR, EENFE M. X Ps R



% 9 # M, . —FP A TiE LR M %R L IARR 179

R T B R AR R G ) B e AT AL X R B, o AR AT RE R AR £ A0 S Bkt X4 SR R A i
B, R STBRATY A5 06 R HERR R . AR AR DX 45 o A m T L e il A R [ R S B A . T LA LS
AP 52 I 26 25 B0 S LI 4%

Satuluri %" 5 LSW-OCD 5k #2 MR 8 7 0 10 2 BoFE A 10 1 % Ak kg i O 1 B B TG 1) P, B8R
Satuluri BIEAE ¢ T 478 LSW-OCD 1328 R ek, B b RS & s L5 iHE LR A ER
B R, 1 XHFRAOCHE FYHES N & X, R E & LRI R, EAt Mg, P 1T #f
SR PR B BRE . B B EEAAE. X EBRE SR GIA L RIS R EOE (R B AR S T AT RE . M
SRR R 45 4 X RS B K 43, 3R T R X B S 7, A SCHR S DA SO R Al A RO 2% 41X
K IRARAY

1 EBEXMERIENHER

SO Y HT T AEM YT . FETR UMb, fF BB T T WIE 09 S, TR NLR B0 T A
PEH . T8 45 R B A S A R R Z AT A 4L, AT LR BLAEAN 2 U S TR 3 5 22 18] 89S 6 & DL AR ]
|22 S N TIPS S

T XA B R G5 A% L SCH AR A BRI X AR A A H R B Y 25 5, WIS 3 Bl AR R
W SAE R AR R S A L FRATTEE I TR O R A R IR, 38 o OGO SRR
[#H4F (Equal) , #HL(Similar) . 5] H (Reference) . J¥ 51 (Sequence) . F 2 (Subclass) . 4% (Implication) ],
SR FH U S R A7 30 o TR A B, M BE A 380 U A SO O A X R LA AL

2 ETENXREEMNIFHRLZIER

N AZ M 26 5 A 45 AN TR] . BATE SOPE, 56 T30 SCHEBR AG A1 IX R B0 S 45 LS 0. FE AR X 45
3 7y B FE R, B9 E BB SCIE M i R . — SR AL XA A, RIRE DX S U B ARG s R AR X
BN R L, B — DRI AS Y R b 2 A7 B AT A A, (E A SR o 0 B i 4, AN RE A E A X
RSO SR BE i ) J7 kA BB PRI T SRR RLE SR 25 8 A DX S . A DX P AR DR 9 F- 2
T8 R T AL D IR] A A ALBRE S 2. P, AR SCas AL X E AR

BE-PRAEEG. ¥ G R n ATFEG, .G, G, HIE—TE G, W THEME. WG, K
%G HP— I

D XMERR AN, &, (N) B o EG, PREZBUE , ., (N) 2T 5 v 5ERG, SN H AL K 1]
MY SR, X T HAL T G, #AH d. (N) —d,,(N) < 03

2) N; MR s A LR R T 5
b5 121 18] A9 35 S AR B

VLB 5 SCRYAE X 25 40 0 2 1 A TR RO 1Y
X
2.1 ZEEBBHRATAER

B, EURE B Y S MR s I B R, AR A% SR Y P

T 624 O SE R L B X i S 4 W wi "y
5 S0 R AR P Lt 2 0 2 i O ‘ \ \ '
RCE 1)L VR A 2 BRI A e X | A\\ /\ 'A

PO 2% 45 ) i 1 SCOC AR S R T A L BB 4R
FINE5 A o g TR I S5 A (P 220 TP T (2] =
W& (& 2b) .

R SR S A 23 1) 97 j A a5 4, A
FE Rl SO ZR AT AR R, - 10 P e AN AT B b g SO A, R LG R HURE R R A T SCEE TP R —Fh

1 BN ML= EEE



180 B RFFHRORHAF R http://xbbjb. swu. edu. cn % 44 K

UL R O T T SCEIE . SR RO DL R AR B R A Y AT B O AR A AR
DX B AT LA S8 e 46 3] 5 5 1) o SO T AT AT 4R g 48 2R ) el JRE D A 4 R

a. BHRIBX KR b. EEBFBXXKF
B2 EBXXRAIEN

2.2 HEEIHA

AR SCHR AR T SCHE B SRR M R 3 2 ) N7 A 1 SCRE X 25 R A
2.2.1 4%, 31 A5 57

P b, AR ERRS T HENER, & XS EER g, o AP EWE R G, =<V, Equ, .
Ref,s Seq,>, Hrfr. V, B n AP EITARBES, Equ, GRS n AT B T A 5 SRR ALY “AH
VRN EAES . Ref, 5 Seq, IAHL

7 22T m R B TE SCEE R AHAE Y . G T BT A B9 A TR SCBRE G R YA — Al WA 3 Mg AL AL
B, C A4 A" L8, WG I8 AR — W A T 890, WA D5 B el iRy HAb A, I
P8R, BIGAIH NPT S A M D, %718 U R A 45 1 LA 3.

A C

B
WO A D
%,

a. RIATREENKR b, “FB%E” BXE
B3 “HEENHERAHER

R PIAT L ALB B SCHE N a0 3 «=0. 5 B, H5 i SCHE AR RIS A AR S . 25 «<<0. 5 1iF, TIIA
HALB SR,

Ref JE BT A T LEERBOA“ I SRR R, Ref, = (s roser,) s rg N n A LS
(ARG . Seq I SCEESETU TP B IN RAR G+ Seq, = (suiv St v s 50 HH T DITHL
“ I T SCHE AN R 9 i SR YRR LKL 4.

“HIHE RS )T B R TN R A <G| SCEE B AR R A I ] b, BRI Y
T RUANBE S S Y A
2.2.2 #AwmL5T R

FEAS LIRS Ay B 0 0 T 48 2R 2 AR Y 2518 L (Root Semantices) JF 4R, DLUZE R B F 281 SCHE AR N 48 R %
RIERE AR & . R B BA —E WA e, ELAT DU A — A R A R B AR Y L 2R T3k
AT LA R X RE R R B4R . GNTAT L OB S5 K T LA R D T SOV L 2RI SRR L AR T SUEERY AR
T=,, Sub, Imp). “F I LEEFN“ L5571 SCHE R R WAL 5.



% 9 M, . —FP A TiE LR M %R L IARR 181

(6 [
D D
B
OE B
a. “S5|A” BXH b, “FFE]” BN EE
B4 “S|H”IBEXFEMFS"IE N HE
A
D
Sub
A
B O/O\O
Sub
B C
C
a. “FE BEXHE b, “BH IBXE

S5 “FE”IBENHEM B BENHE

“FRE LRI Sub=N(N,, ==y N>, HP(N,, -, NOBHTAN, 8N, —4K"“FE"E
SCHE. HewE o TR SCRE AR OC AR AR I E SR IR AN AR W AL T O R, AT E AOC
Tl AR R, BVFERE SR al B L4518 EEAEAE MG LT 2 5 A3 5 Al RR ok 09 H W 58 3 8 6 i 1 % ™
4

R AR 5 A X G o) AL BE 9 B2 o FIE TE T 2, 455 SCHR (11 il S OC R L AR SCh At KR e S,
PRI R SOE R R (R D).

1 ENHEEREHIEERD

P 38 R 0] TR

1 P, —Equ—P, -

2 P, —Equ—P, P,—Equ—P,
3 P,—Equ—~P,;, P, —Equ—P, P,—Equ—P,
4 P,—Equ—>P,;. P, —Sim—>P, P,—Sim—>P,
5 P.—Imp—>P;, P,—Imp—>P, P,—Imp—P,
6 P,—Sub—>P,;, P, —Sub—>P, P, —Sub—P,
7 P,—Imp—>P;, P; —Sub—>P, P, —Imp—>P,
8 P.—Imp—>P,, P, —Ref—>P, P, —Ref—>P,
9 P,—Sub—>P;, P,—Imp—>P, P, —Imp—P,
10 P,—Sub—~>P;, P, —Ref—P, P, —Ref—P,
11 P.—Non—~>P;. P, —Sim—P, P,—Non—>P,
12 P,——>P,;, P,—Sim—>P, P,—Non—>P,

Hrp: Imp=N(N,, =, N )R/RATBE AEMEII S AE LW RES, Equ fREMSE LR, Sim AEAMM
KFR, Ref REBIHXR, Sub REFHLFR, Non RETLKR.
2.2.3 MMEIHE

FH 1~ 1) 23 (8] (4 1) 2 Vector () Ferm A8 SO — A SEAK e o BN 41 BE XS B — AN 1) 2B R/NEE R W] T



182 B HEKFFHRCA R FR) http://xbbjb. swu. edu. cn % 44 K

XA TE Z ] e B A AR BB, R 23 B i ) i Vector (q) Fen — 25356 T BRI A1 g. e A1 g BYAH
LR B ] LA R IR h Vector Ce) il Vector (q) B f1 45 5% 14
T SCAS AR AR L BE B TS BEA R . O 0 SO A U X 0 it 45 01, H A i) a2 il i1 45 08
TR, B LS A RIS SCEASF A OC s @ 5 a5 A AH 56 19 A A A U
22 25 T S AR AL B A P R P R B0 R LT R
F2 H[BREERE

Peer (N,) T ST N, T SO S
Root(N;) TN, BRI R
Length (N, N;) WS N, BN, B LN A
Max-Semantic-Clique(N,; , N ) ALFETE ST M N, 5 N, B KE UHE
Min-Common-Sub-Tree(N, ., N;) ALHGTE N, 3 /NS 64
Semantic-Node-Similarity-Degrees (N, N ;) WX N, 5N, Z R BHELE

N, 5 N; i LA AR TR AT
Hi£ 1 Semantic-Structure-Similarity-Degrees (N,, N;)
IF N, J& THE X S — A i SO
THEN
T =Max-Semantic-Clique (N,, N;)
ELSE
T =Min-Common-Sub-Tree (N,;, N;)
END IF
RootSet N, =T
NodeSet={N,, *=-, Root (N,)} URootSet N,
IF Length (N,, N;)=1
THEN
Semantic-Structure-Similarity-Degrees (N;, N;) = Semantic-Node-Similarity-Degrees (N,
j
ReturnO
ELSE

FV= Semantic-NodeSet-Similarity-Degrees(NodeSet, N ;)
FOR N, IN NodeSet

IF N,=N,
1
THEN W“\"b;’ =5
ELSE IF N, IN RootSet N
n=l 17!
THE N,=length(N,, RootSetN,;); W, =1— 2 Wy, Ty
=1 -
ELSE IF N, #N;
1 k
THE N,=length(N,, N,); WN/‘ :? ;
W - FV

Semantic-Structure-Similarity-Degrees(N,; s N;)=————
\WIIFV|



%98 e, F. — AR TEREZY P %X LA 183

END IF
BEVE 1 e RO R R A T A R, RS O AR Y A I AT Y 2 A R AR RE e A AT Y
SRR .t 47 AR g 40 5 5, DR 48 % S R, SRR @RS i V. FV M

RS ENT AN, 5N RO SRR [ 5 [ Ve, s -0 Vee, s =y Veegg,, 1 Hei:
0 Semantic-Node-Similarity-Degrees(N,, N;)
Vef,- 4
XN, BB Y SR8 T N B A2 HoAts
PR AR R . AT AR SRR R, W, WERR T RN, 5 A Z A AR
1
? Nk :Nj
1k
Wy, = 5 k =length(N,, N,) and N, # N,
n—1 1
1—Zw = n=length(N,, N;) and N, =Root(N,)

w AW s Wiy ooy Wiy 1o 781 8AE 53— A5 2045 H o 0 BB 3 3o AR 1)
T FIRRAE 0] 5 (0 45 5 19 3] 1 450 09 3 SCAHALEE .

A2 BT L M HE XA W ORI, S Ser o, RIS RS N, WA X
S5 AR AFACL B 2H B [ 2

&% 2 Semantic-Structure-Similarity-Degrees-extend (N,;, NodeSet)

NodeSet,, ={N,s *=*» N, }

FOR (N; in NodeSet) :

Similarity-Degreesy =Semantic-Structure-Similarity-Degrees(N,, N;)
7
Semantic-Structure-Similarity-Degrees= { Similarity-Degreesy » **, Similarity-Degreesy

W « Semantic-Structure-Similarity-Degrees

Semantic-Structure-Similarity-Degrees(P,, P;)=— =
|W | | Semantic-Structure-Similarity-Degrees |

o, W TP E S SO R

SemanlicfSLructuretSimilarily—DegreeS R ZEES NodeSet,, FEANTEE N, 178 01E L LW
ARABLFE 2 1 ]
2.2.4 FELEEM % KT A AR

SR 3 IR v SR I 2% 4 RIS AL Y R 2

Bk 3 M SCEE M 2% 37 R 2S [ AR A (DataSet)

Filter(DataSet) ; / /W BT £ 48 38 ik A AR 4R 45 1 18

Set_data =1Init(DataSet); // ¥ LN AL S Set _data
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THEN FOR N, in G. EqaSet or T. SubSet € N,
N.COutPut
Mark[i]=1
ELSEIF N, =<0.2
THEN FOR N; in T. SubSet or G. EqaSet € N,
N, ZOutPut
Mark[i]=1
FOR Mark[i]==0 and Simy;>>0.5 / /7 x5 18] SCI BE X HHBLEE (194 1E
Important y; =1
Important y; =0. 8
FOR N; in ImpSet
Important y; =Important y; + Sim y; * (1—a) Important y;
FOR N; in SeqSet
Important y; =Important y; + Simy, ¥ (1—p) Important y;
FOR N; in RefSet
Important y; =Important y; + Simy, * (1—7) Important y;
FOR Mark[j]==0
Sim y; = Important * Simy;
IF Simy; >>0.5
N, COutPut
Mark[j]=1

Return qutPut
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