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ozx, ¥4 Ans Y FHe oA 4 A85E 9 71E AFeAM = UAERE AEE o, Fe
gk Aok e &84 4 28 WHE T2 AEST FElag Wd e gl
e spolH e 7IRke] g5 Ve AZe HdA A7) 2x e EAHHE Slo|HdA P ==
dlo]¥ 3]A4Al (data sparsity) wAlE ZFA 3L ATH14]l. & FAsk= HE, diA
olelgh EAIE <kstetr] HE, AA EAEHA e AMEY YHEC] AL
dw WAE TE AN FUHH R AbEstat H EdAE FEag s T HA 9E4]9)
= UlAE R So]lH X MEF (negative sampling)  SNS, MNS, CNS W& TR o= thEr) o Wy
7450l AT gt} [14, 15, 16, 17]. & BT EAHHE stolH AR A7) el wet
MELE UAEHRE sto]HAx = e g5 Ao A H o] dx] A7|(KE AAsH, 7 HHS
A mdo]l AAl EAskE stolH A (5, EAHE  EAHHE FolHdA A4 == A HEI gA =
sto]H A e} 1¥EA] e FlolHAAE FEstE =AY W] wEk xpolde] EAgth 7 W

c})?b]'}‘]ﬂ‘:—t'ﬂ E2s o A Ak 5 gk A ool gt
Z9 T - SNS = k 9 ==2 wE agsiA Aesto]
she 4wl ) we Agel v 17 stolA NS T3 Pl

a2y, g UAE R stelH A HE" W - MNS & 28 Z7(clique expansion)& 53 3}o]
E T 1) ous o] /b8 anHRlA, 2) s A, HagTes afZ2 TS, THZ 7N o
7bd ARl IAE B stolH A ¢ YAEE &) £ ARE VNtoR REg AYaEs HH”OIE}.
olFHMNA ] HEL duplA el g AFE FEI A, FAER sto]lH A f 2 o] == (7]
ol F A A ekskrh olzlgk FU|oA =i 3ol T =5)E AdEeta, adze 3dqPS W
AA o F Al A4 UIAEE BEY gl g &y 7% =2 ol F e w=xE d¥de 3
of sl HFska, Heo], AE R sto]HAA 9} v AAEE == 7lF w29 FrHE kb
AE B Fto]s e H]go] wWE Fo]FlA] o o olE E& ki == RS AT
Aewg wAstaA gt - CNS & XAHH stolHdA] o 1 A9 ==&

dAdeHA gAste] k 2718 stelHAAE T
2. YAHR ¥EH A= W o) o

UIAHE AMEFoldt HAA EAsHA] &= 7HE9 o] IHES 83 2o VE JAFEL =E HE

delHE A= 7Ie=Z, UZ7HE ASPA o mxgn sto|g A9} WAL R o] 49 H|
e dAHE delg (o YIAEE Sto]Hd g8 9oz Ao gH5s 7).
Ay 2ol ghg el o ARE ATt v wela 71E Ao e =it vgdl wE A
AR E AEH2 U o5, AR AY, HFE ¥l § 4ol tEv, ZAEH o] Ax g U E B
A s B F9olA mal M Zle) AEEE TN sfolr oA gt ulgol kel WA mute] i F
sk d ARE-E T [18, 19, 20]. B3 A1y A oS oF 2= gt}

TFAAORE, UAHE AES FE&3t A 2 2 =RdAE AEs B3 stolHAA dF5 A
ndS S5 o, AT ok Zol Aodr. YAEE AZYd] g A4S Waei)
x+o FAEE QS x - UAHE ASS VT - o= 4% $¥E 7 A" golF A A
[21]. E99 5 Aes Husty 7P avnHdd

Loss = —[log o(S(f(x), f(x +))) + log(c(=S(f(x), f(x —)))] MZ v o] A s}

- A=Zg) S =2 A= 5 O a1 I
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3l stolHAA 54 AR7F =27 wd € 3. A3
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A 7 =E=3= paper ©|H, dto]H A= el paper
apers ©|t}. 3 1 2 citeseer Ho]E] A<

ofo
o
o

<3 1> Citeseer ¢] Hlo]H Al FA

Citeseer
Number of nodes 1457
Number of edges 1078
Average size of hyperedges 3.2
Minimum size of hyperedges 2
Maximum size of hyperedges 26
Dimension of node features 3703

29

2 3k RES HNHN [6] & ARE-3H3
t}. HNHN & e} &% (star expansion)S 8340, =
=9} sto]lHAA dHE S dUlolEFowAN 15 &

g FAe =259 5Add disl] (element-wise

maximum - element-wise minimum)< &3} "4 o]

2 1
SH5S 9af Hlo]BAlS train:valitest = 6:2:2 & 3¢
et HAE A] ARESE WA
BB AZH2 285 sk dolHAly HAE do]

sto]H A o= A, 2 vAYE BEH Y
a3E ®B7] Y3 HIJF A F 2= Average Precision
(AP)E AF&stalon, 5 H A¥e Ay HiS AL
sttt APE F 3 JHY AMED W (SNS, MNS,
CNS)ell sl zlastiom, g5 A, EAEH &}o]
H A Febo] B S-S 1:0/1/2/3/4 (EAE]|B: Y AEB)
2 F 5709 Hl&ol tis] ATt

33 49 A3

£ 2 = dAHE AEYS ARSeHA @ks e
Avpelil, & 3, 4,5 = 5 A, AR HIAEE A
=% el e A 9 ZAE R sfo]HdA] 429
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1 https://lings.soe.ucsc.edu/data
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<& 2> YAE D 45 glol S5e A
SNS MNS CNS All
1.0 0.4479 0.4514 0.4672 0.4547

<3 3>SNS 7|WF U[AEIE slo]|HAA =

St e A

SNS MNS CNS All
11 0.8516 0.7544 0.6027 0.7208
1:2 0.8847 0.7614 0.6064 0.7293
13 0.7781 0.7004 0.5746 0.6592
1:4 0.7469 0.6662 0.5603 0.6417
< 4> MNS 7]8 HAE 1 sl A e A
SNS MNS CNS All
11 0.8161 0.7230 0.6048 0.7004
1:2 0.8557 0.7666 0.6046 0.7194
1:3 0.8704 0.7789 0.6209 0.7376
1:4 0.8050 0.7061 0.5871 0.6786

<3 5>CNS 7|WF U[AEIE slo]HdA =

e 23

- h

SNS MNS CNS All
11 0.5961 0.5300 0.5043 0.5249
1:2 0.7425 0.6307 0.5408 0.6189
13 0.7112 0.5849 0.5408 0.6063
1:4 0.5128 0.5276 0.5030 0.5018
4. 22 % FF¥ AT
2R sonda o3 A AL sle o
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