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Hyperbolic Representation Learning for Complex Networks
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Abstract: Complex networks naturally exist in a wide diversity of real-world scenarios. Efficient complex network analysis technology
has wide applications, such as community detection, link prediction, etc. However, most complex network analytics methods suffer high
computation and space cost dealing with large-scale networks. Network representation learning is one of the most efficient methods to
solve this problem. It converts high-dimensional sparse network information into low-dimensional dense real-valued vectors which can be
easily exploited by machine learning algorithms. Simultaneously, it facilitates efficient computation for subsequent applications. The
traditional network representation embeds the entity objects in the low dimensional Euclidean vector space, but recent work has shown
that the appropriate isometric space for embedding complex networks with hierarchical or tree-like structures, power-law degree
distributions and high clustering is the negatively curved hyperbolic space. This survey conducts a systematic introduction and review of
the literature in hyperbolic representation learning for complex networks.
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Fig.1 Example of embeddings obtained from an untrained 3-layer GCN model with random weights
applied to the Zachary’s karate club network!”!
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Fig.4 Examples of hyperbolic space embedding
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oIk, 35 20 45 T A I N B Bk R AR AR AL
222 ZHoult = ) A oA 1Y

(1) S* A= B A A

St A= R TR 2 — P T B 5T 2 P 4% ) AT A R O H Krioukov &8 A ZE SCBR[40] 7 3 B A SR, B 2R
SR ATAE B A AR B B2 ) B ST AR A Y 3 3ok A R 2 A g o A R B R A . TR R B, IF HLAE R
B i B TORREE . SRS, HARBL, /R

St AR BUBE R e A BT A5 88 50 4 A A AR N V2 m R TR AN A5G (v, ) 2 T R 3 R R A 3 LA A
R I FE B dy FIT s RN OCE G B do (L) ISEIR, R BN p(difde(i,j)). 4 il 571 £ R 56 1A R A% £, T
de(i,j)oc &G 1% ZARE T 2P 3B K (1) = i, E R 10 B 20T DL J SCER 5. T A JURF & 7 358 55 43 A1 1) 9 4%
A4 i SRR 3 A P(i) = (r D& k7 x> i = (7 — 2k I(y —1).

(2) H? A= ple s A

B T XU 73 )2 FE A Tk 1, A R A Bl e — AN SRR R X 5 B 2 I RR R A
Krioukov % A\ £ SCHR[30] 42 H 1 H2 A8 B 8 %A 700 J ST AR Bl A0 (10 S A B AR 2% SN N, TE AR FEE 5 4% IR 4% (1)
TR ATAE A IR B A b K T e % R R AR D R EUR D 2 4 AR A BV R SRR A R 2 Rk R
SLGE T AR BE 2 5 B 1 08 R, A (L3) B i

1

ﬁ{(dij 7RHZ)

1+e?
e A=1UT,T L I8 2550 B0 2 PR 4 103K 26 R B T0 I, AR (L3)56 4L py = O(R , —dly ), BLI SRS RO
KAGBEE T B8R RE R T W R RHCEIE T 0;T—ooltf, By 20 AL L AZ 58 7 A Bl I 46 £ P2 43
A6 2 A K (14), BT AR SR AR R R R IR EUL A . R RBIE A4

20, iW%=LadgT<1

¢ ¢ 2

~Kk7 =
Pk)~k7.» 2?“T+1, ifgzéandTﬂ

p; = (23)

(14)

2, otherwise
() X0y 72 ) F) R AL L AT IS A ol A 23
HETSTORIH? A AR, SCRR[31]3E— 25 4 B 0 2 4% 0 4% 1) J AR HE 22, 2% S AR 148 2 2% 1 4 2 — ol i A\ XL
i 2 18] PR B AL LART P, AT A 8 25 5 MR 0 % 7 o P (TG s 2 0 A1 B0 50 ) 0 s SRR A
W 5 frR, 54 S RENL LA B0, 0 ith 2 1) rb 1) BE AL L AT B 5 FR AR A2 9 R IR0l R 3 _EH N
AR DA R P OB BL r=R AR AR AL VA ZE IE N K s 3 55 PR Y B 4% R R T R
TN 3(L5), 38 e A Y A= BRI ) 4 U i) BN R L 6 T b PR R e SRR
pij=E&(R—d;) (15)
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Fig.5 Example of a random geometric graph in hyperbolic spacel®
B 5 0 3 T8 () BE L AT ) A et 27 £ B

FEZAR b, AT RS /N T RO RO 47 A 4, B e U O HE 45 Krioukov 55 A HE— 35 48 HH AR fl i 4
TR AT R I HE R MR R 5T AL A ), 24 Bl L T TC 55 R 2 A5 AR B Ak Ay o v £ K0 it 2 10 B L LA P ASERL

BT, 1] 3 4 AL i A A ab X ot P ) 88 KO 9/ R A BRI 2 00 B BB O R, 3 e MR 3 ik i
FEPA R STHR 3810 X i 2 18] (I BEATL LA BB R EAT 1 VR 20 70 Bt UE B a2 Y T g™ e 0 6 A /) O R, L3R 4.

Table 4 Expansion of random geometric graph model in hyperbolic space
A WA RIREAL LA R

) 4 0 (0,:0) ©
[2,%0) X AL ] Pl OO B AL LA L A
b FRIBEAL L AT I R T AL LT ] ER Bi7
(4) PSO FhA A KA AY

I T4 21 1) 5 20 30 2 e AS AR Y, D) 4% w10 78 0RO B 8 2 — W B 57, A I 1) 735 A P SCHR[32] 4R T —
76 25 18] R (0 3h A A K AR A (popularity-similarity-optimization model, fj#x PSO).
WKl 6 7~ ,PSO A KARAY G S 7RI P2 3k B4 b, AR UM 285 R 1 R (L) t=0 B 2], 2% 2 %%;5(2) t=0
I 221, A8 AR A (e, ) BB 19 5 t I, o, r=In(e), 6 9 [0, 27 I BEALE () t=<m I BT 19 i &L B T A CAFAE RS
F(4) tom BF T A m AU B B RO A L AT A SR AR m A sAG /NI AL I m=k /2 2R
1 9 265~ 11715 AU B S 8, s<t A2 s B Z0 A BRI R A Gy A2 719 25 s R A t IR A E

1 t
g

4 15

N el

~e. S
Mo w,'fl werlain rarngy
al'age gr specled degroe

w0 |

Mew node T T

Fig.6 Example of PSO model®
K6 PSO 7 7R 43
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TZAR A X 45 0 A A R R I IRAT M R AV B S 4 BT SR AR RO In(s),s DN TE AR B ) AR R IRAT
PERFAE, s R /N, 9 55 T AR B B B 19 50 42 6 TR N 30 K A OO AR ALY ARRAIE, A G /N, 15 mUBR R LA, 1% 42 M 5 K TE
IR AT S AR A T A R B RIRE I R g, R BN IRAT M S A A AL EE AT S 8 e [0,1] 18
P SRR MU $™A Oy BSOS AOAR TR B R AT T A SE DR R A € I 0, SO X AR
o<t W KB IARARIRE ry(t)=Argt(1-A)r, Ho 1, A=1/(p-1) [0, 1], Hr ATT 12 1) 7 47 12k T8 a0 PR3 . 53 — 5 T, %A
BB AU R R S BT m AN SR, S ER S BB L A B R — R B R IE R i St 5 s DL
—EMER R T

1

dgt —R)/T

1+e (16)

p(x) =

Horb Ry A2 t I Z X AL 242

H LG T 5 25 00Ut 25 (R B L LA TS B X B S B B — e A5

(@)  BhASERL A YT g AR IS (R AN N P9 265, T AR 0L 512 o I 2% 3 45 AR K 1

(b) AR AR T T S2 R AR AR PR R 002 1T R IRAT 1, A AL b A X 22 B 2R T AR Y

AL, 1 R 1] 983 2 7 A T 2 B0 I o ) 45w i A7 12 5 R 4B 1 7D 5 4

(c) ZAEBLITT DAY R fhm A PR X 5 A T | 3 TR 4% A R

PSO 1 #4778 #t — 45 & GPA(geometric preferential attachment)# %! #l nPSO(nonuniform PSO)fE, L) {8
77 A LA Bk (X P B 5 A X4 g V2T X R R 4%

(5) GPA i 7!

1T PSO A K 7 3 Xy 2% (7] o (4 35 A A5 B 35 8 15 715 0 R A AR 38 50 o A AE O~2n Y [ P19 A5 [ e 2R
I8 00 T P 2 P 38 KT 90N WIS A DX el 2 V) A R 11 T s R T DT A W A 1 4 X 45 4 SCHR [41] 4%
H 7 GPA AR A B 38 5 A5 X0t (5 28 o AS [ 3G AN (R (R 51 T SR T B IX B BB B T PSO B 1
F AT AR AL 7E B AN 5 AN P 28 T, S AR 48 350 57 90 A 1 B A AR AR AR I8 AL B o1, s, .., o1, KT BEASBE I £T
TS B 3R/ SR 5 R 24 2K (17) B 2 i LA A #3:

Alp;)+ 4
DA+ 4
oo, 51 75 A @) 85 1 3 253 (ri, o) BE 85 /N T 1y I AR ALE T 55N B0 A= 0 B L S 80 AR WILG 51 0,715 S A FE O A
0 S o e LR R B

(6) nPSO ## 7

GPA B8 1 1 52 PSO 58 B H 1 AL KR 1) 53 A SR T BUAT X 65 04, (E 12455 B A e A A 42 o e X 900 A H50RT R AS
SCHR[42]32 H T nPSO 58S i i R B VR A 4 A A B AL bR, TR DX BRI, T Ak A i e TR 2 45

R 5 REET LBRJURN LA AE A B 3 H R A5

Pi(o;) = (17

Table 5 Comparison of geometric space generation models for complex networks
F 5  EARMEE AT A (A AR B R L

LAY L JUAT =5 18] SRR ALK
st s GEZ Ry =V I|/2n F=Ry
2 e DENMER AR 2, (2R SR ok oy SN e
H L (K=-£%<0,£>0) R S g"{yxg =R 2InK p(0) cosh(R) -1 ¢ ¢
; Al 5 &> e '7_:' a2 — i h r— r
Eiifé{;ﬁ% s %iﬁf_iﬁ R =2In[8|V | /(xk)] p(r):coss';(é)r)_lze R
HEHULTE A ek 2 (V- _, sinh@n) R g
wn P ey Ng In(ﬁsin(nT)(y—Z)zj PO = @Ry -1~ % ¢
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Table 5 Comparison of geometric space generation models for complex networks (Continued 1)
5 S ARE% TLART 7 [A] R AR B 2 LB (25 1)

B &S TR CITERE ] Tlhy
N 4T (1— Rl ) =2t

PSO ZIES (E{J?jofb) Re=t= N inea—a rS(t)z/(l;i)(l_ﬂ)r
e I N [lfe_%a_m j re2mo

OALAE (ke R Kainena-2) O
. , e [1—e*%(H)" ] =2

PO A sty R i ) O

Table 5 Comparison of geometric space generation models for complex networks (Continued 2)
F5 AL AT AT (A I A R Y LR (42 2)

Y SRS EEMR
1
pij zip
st 6~U[0,27] 1+[ d; J
HKK,
, 1
H 0-U[0,2n] Pi TN
1+e2' " H
MEML)LEJEMTE}&*%@ 0‘U[0,2T[] pijZQ(R—dij)
1
BEHLJL AT F AL 6~U[0,2n] I
1+e2 "
~ 1
PSO 6-U[0,21] Y P
1+e?2
Alg))+ 4 1
GPA plp) = Pi = .
j ZK=1A(¢k)+A : 1+e%(dij’R()
1
nPSO PO)=Y, nNO|1.5) Ry .
l+e?

2.3 AWML= EHERN TG E
231 AR KRN T

A 5% 19X 296 1R K i 2 1) 2 RS 2R 00 ) 2 1856 2 o 1 45 A4 R 30 25 R (10 SR ALL T B S R 2% 014 5 R A %,
ATV 75 AT DATS e 3 18, I 48 S — A TSI 45 g I 2% IS (i N ) 210 00 it 2 [ o 76 S AR B 5 A B R
FF— B FPHR N IZ 5 AFAE 1e R i 8 I 23K 28 i JU RO 24 W FT AR, 51 T ORI ST OR e rh B AR
JRAE AR PR 1 N T3 3 B 10 2% o 0 5 (0 A RSB 7R 7 24 308 o T o T 2 P2 I 4% () A FRE AR 5 8, R R
BT R KRG TR AT i SR T8 5 S RN TR AT 45 6 KR 7 i

— PR A, B 2% 0 4 X i 2 8] A RN T VR SR N O I G=(V,E), K 5 9 2% v LR A I T 1K) 38 20 3
AR AR AT R A5 S T DA HRON 80 X 2 18] o AR A B b T A P Y v AR A R 5 7 RE R AR 5%, AN R A R
N TTIENS T A3 A s — e AR R A 2R R ) L B4 W 5 2ok A T

XF T 1 A BE AL LA RS R, — BER A 2 3 (18) KAk 1 Xl [58] 4 fme KF4, Y 22 3 (19) SR A v s AN 9 R 4%
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AL PR
Rzz,{w(y—lﬁz} (18)
| E|sin(=T)(y —2)
- min{Rz'n(z!vuy—mj} (19)
k,sin(zT)(y —2)

S T 57 PSO AR — % 8 B H A KOG R MR 3B ri=2AIn(i)+2(1-A) In(N)F5 & 42 Ak A, He i i={1,2, ... N} 3%
B FHER BT MRS, A=1(-1), N BE 5 A e AR B
bR R T A AR T B RN 5 V2 B AR D — AN AR AR R S B T )RR R T A AR A T B RN T VE AR
ALLER BR B U7 A A T 25 8 RO A L AT 235 1) b By A8, 32 1 R4 NP-Hard i 890, 1 i it s % X0 6 3BT fig
BT ABAAER, 122 28 U7 V2 R U AR 4 FEE R R NS ik PR AR T 38 B 1 8 e 30 VR A A B B TR 2 ST RN O
A e b I L L v P R B R A — S T VR A IS T K A I 4 8 N ST SR B AT O(N) 5 24 5.
AT AT 5 2 MR N J5 i — M E BR DG 25 ) w5, R e 38 8 o 3 [ 6 1) R A A 5 130 A A A 1 30 BAHE T 42
AT HE W7 0 T A4S R 7 R SRR O AT 2 2] 5 e KSR Ak T4 A BT IR RN T i — i S i
AT 2 21 VB IR TR N AR AR A, SR 5 38 I 5 R ABL AR i 1925 £ v R N R BBE R 1 4 3 AN ) 1) iR N 5 V5 R
.
(1) 2T RASRAG TN 5
B RALSRAN T ) H B A2 R B A o Y 5 00 ) 45 1) 5 £ VT I, S B A2 78 AR 95 W00 P9 2% fif B 2 3048 1 i) 2.
TE DU ST U R 205 T 10 R S 50 MR
Prob(A{r;,6};Model) _ Prob({r;,6,}; Model) x Prob(A |{r;, 6}, Model)
Prob(A; Model) Prob(A; Model)
Forp Prob(A,{ri,8};Model)FR 7~ Model A= A FR{r, G AWM P 25 41 JEBE A I & % 26, Prob(A; Model) % 7R
Model ZE s X 45 SR REAEFE A IZE I HER . A R (21)F R Model 4 AR bR {r, G} 36 HE =R, A X (22) F R
Model 7EAEFR{r;, B} I 4 BLAR B AR A 1 26 1H 2
Prob({r,,63; Model) = [ 1", p(r,,6) (21)
Prob(A|{r,6};Model) =] ,_, Py (L= py) (22)

a0 R 2x 2 (22) f S B0 E 3 2 0, DU AT A P DL e B4 i T i KA 2 3R(20) SR 3R 15 doe £ 4 T AR 1, 78 K 20 1 Ot
T oe AR B AR, — A A AR B B 5K (22), B HOE 30 7(23) A HHE W RN AR B

Prob({r;,68}| A;Model) =

(20)

In[Prob(A|{r,6}; Model)] = Zi<j[aij In(p;) + (1 —2;)In(L— py)] (23)
Fe T f RAUSRAT T+ R RN J7 V38 22 A [7] P Mg f3 A T2 ALL R R B8R 1 T A A F.

e HyperMap

HyperMapt & — i 56 55 K AUSR Al 1 A 00 Hh 243 171 TS AR 1 48 4k N 7 125,38 5o 3 PSO 58 70 A= Kot 72 5 Bl A
AR R HE KT, BAA O R AR

1) HARBEMNKRBNEEN=12,...N;

2) WL i=1 AR BEALA AL R 6,€[0,2n];

3) A i=2,3,.. N A AR A £ =]

e HyperMap-CN

fE HyperMap 1, B K 175 s 56 A8 i, BLEE AR I AN 5 18 5 188 B0 K IR 709 A 2 75 A 7E EE ) L ZE XUt 4% )
AR KT IR 5 I, 5 3508 R TR A R ON ) A AR AT T A K5 7. Hy perMap-C NP4 i % 2t HyperMap H I4L4R B 3, 51N
e [71) 408Jo 5 JE SR A B AR N A R 20 3o VR I 4 A A B S DR ik, E 8542 4% B R HyperMap (11 O(N®) 3
KEJON*). N T /Nt 5 5 Papadopoulos 25 A 38k — 45 $i Hi I A AR 2R ST FE R B3 A5 1K< Kopeeaup) T T B 4
HIALSR DI AX, I L AT SR g 1) J 2 X ¥ A A A 6T T B K B0 A 1, S 6 R i R 48 J 4 L (<) SR A o £

i PP = Py SRR

© TEBREEEEIEDT  htp/ www. jos. org. cn



E5& F G WA TR RIEF T F ik 105

AEBRATIE O, SR Xt O™ A R 4 2R o 2R AR AR S I % 5 T 1 R AR R 2 B O(N) Y R AR T
NN

e EE

7t HyperMap Fil HyperMap-CN 34l I, SCHR[45]5 tH —Fb v] )8 FH T D FIASE X 26 1 X0 2 (8] 5 A5 B AL L Av]
PSS B oy UK N 7425, 1% 7 105 B P 1 I B[R] B2 % . 5 HyperMap AHARL, 12 7 12 R FH 22 2 5 I 56 iR N 5 5%
P 2% 4 Ja) 1 1k N 225 SR TR] A R0 A A L, SR R 2 228 SR B DR — A1 AU RN AR AR AR X 25 5 TE A BT 1) 42
JRBHAN TG 1% 77 7 6 N 268 B A% 038 43, BB 80 R I 71 38 5] N L [ ARJE 45 B, A 4k BE AL L AT B B %

ARG TR 1948 B 5 S0k TF A AL AR IME, AR 5 TE WA P BE AR FE 22 > AR 1, B ISR e DR B A e 2 5 .

(2) FETFAT I RN TV

BT IAT % I IR J5 1 DA Laplace HEAE BRI AR, S5 4 P T van 4 250808 (0 B 4 1% 28 7 vk — R X v 4 1%
& AR M B M DA T S80S 2 50 i e i O, TR e R e S N R s o A s I A e S AR A 2 IR ZE S TR R
B o P A R TR A T S S B T B AEL I S 2 AR A 1 T s ) — g RR B 2 1), R N R B R I 1%
AL T 25 [ 4HE W A A A, T 420 A e B G A 2 50 00 4 17 DU AR 4 LR B 2L 11 545

e LaBNE

BE T 9 28 HR B R 1 70 5 0 O i 2 D R R b S ) B A SRR BT X AL TEA L B — 2 R 2 [ D %,
Alanis-Lobato % AN#2H 73T Laplace 4> f# (1 JE b € [ #% i A\ 572 LaBNE(Laplacian-based network
embedding)*®]. 5 St 5 RE AL RO R 1 FE D, 4R AT AR AL 45 1) Laplace 4559 L=D—-A;Y=[y..y.] N

Nx2 J B IZ AR 2 ﬁ?ﬂ*ﬁﬁﬁﬁ)\@’x&ﬁ%ﬁ.ﬂ%d%%ziljaij Y, =Y 1P =tr(Y TLY), A% B H2 10715 45

MR EEIL, [ NN LIRS YTDY =1 SR8 515 RURAE (1 A B RE) R 2 Y (0 SR AR v LA e A SRt ) SURFAEAY
i 5 T O 3 [ A R IR IR A 1, F A BT BLIE I O=arctan(yofy,) T LA F).

e Coalescent embedding

£ T LaBNE, SCHR[4717 A4 H — 283 T30 AT 5 > (XUl 2 ()R N D ¥ 1% 2805 138 i Y o B S R 4R AN+
(A 55 0 M AR 45 R BB 4H $ME B E X T RA(repulsion-attraction)#1 I #1 EBC(edge betweenness centrality) i, &
2, T2 X6 TE AL 28 B 4R S5 18 P AT 2% 21 536, 10 Isomap 3785 o i REAIE B S SR B 100 Ff AR b B
1N S FE 5 5T A R RE A AR A AR R AR OIS B DG T A B B AR B I IR 3R S T LaBNE HR TG
i, JEIR AL T — RPN .

(3) WAT 21 5 | KSR T 456 IR 7 v

e LaBNE+HM

HyperMap 77 i 2 T 48 2% 3R 5 K ALAR 5 15 58 BORUIE 25 [RHR N 12 735 R N K B v (R T 31 oK 0 T
KA P 28 ) R i it 3 e 3005 V5 SR il LaBNE J732: % T Laplace B 7, 1 53038 5 A X 5 e 1E 00 vy 5 40K 6t
T IME B A B A A 1% 0T 5 A% U 5 30, e R AR T E B A T A B B E P . R RS
IF 4" i SR AT R K B A N 45 5L LaBNE+HMUSh 95 2 () 35 AR 45 &, S5 4 LaBNE 32 (Bl - #8 \A0) f21, AR
P [ 255 4R AiF ) B 8 R L K B HyperMap # SR i, 75 (R UE RS FE I RT$2 T, 46 %5 1 HyperMap =R fig i ]

e Mercator

MercatortLE 7t 47 2% =1 55 5 RALSR K 5 4, 76 VLN 00 2% i1 ST A 700 1) SR At Fe A DT TC 3% 77 ¥ AN HE BT 44 55 £
AR VR B LA, 30 A1 BT 1 e 300 B R R B AR 4 R 2 8, I L AT DO AT R B 40 A X 4 i N B ST R o

Mercator 2 £ 4 Fist 20 76 PO 20 R, 1 6 MR8 ST AL G5 1123 T HE T 13 30 42 )R 5 0 B RN 25 1 110 B

At R R PR 3N 2 SR 0 A, B T SR AR AR A T EES A 9 M R U I e Y S 4 A
R AR A AR KR B AL SR R 1 2R 0 A Al AR AR, B i AR DA i PR A4 b BE T B T 2
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(4) HAd N7
e LPCS
51 3R AT 2 ST B K ABL AR A T ) i N T VA AR [7], LPCSIOLIE — il 56 - 4 [X 485 #g i1 30 4% 1) #8 N 7
B A XGRS B TN AEAS [F) A X BT B — 58 WA X A R A TR AR DX T s A I S T DA 5E RN
BT AT EPSOMIAE Rt A, LA 24 1 I 1) 2 44 J55 365 ) L — e kI 405 0 1) 0 2R B 4 A I 4%, 2L k42 L
T RRTERERA.
1) R AL
2) T R Z B XA, R B A X5 8 B FR HON T2 4 KR AT HE 7 i e 508 8 1 A X A A4
X 2 8] 3% 321 b A3
3) R E AL X R, 3 U G R A X AT HE B2 BIA SR IR G I R =
4) N AREA X AL — A5 3 X SR/ R AP 1 A S L, DUAS 26 8 1) A R T m A AE X
TEAH SR 2 4 X1 A1 B3 BBl P9, B ATL 350 50 SRR 45 A 1) A A A
CHMPUSR 5 LPCS KB 7 145 31 0 il 2% 18] #% AR, SR Je 8 FFT 96 K ADUSR i D0 AL A AR, 32 v s
e MCA
ARG MBS ANEF . 5T 5 2% 10 4% 38 % AT DA i #5 /A B S B s 2% 5 . MC AR 5 92 5
SCAFARLAAE A R ATL A1), 368 5 A BT 2 K P B /N A R il A B M1 25 o 8 S S A 258t Al X b 2 2 v =5 s A AL s, 58 ok
RUH 2 TR N 1% B T Bl 2 v B 2% B2, R) I, B N K 5 788 ik HyperMap-CN,{X T+ Coalescent Embedding. = 4
.
1+e+e

. l+e +e; +ee; o - — .
1) ExRAMMxﬁzqﬁ?-ﬂuwz—i:ér—kﬁ¢pmﬁm|ﬁjW%H%Eﬁ%mlmﬁ
ij ij

AR AT A (R 5 ONG AR R 5 v, H13E):;
2) I g EOEA? HEUKE TE AL 2% I T UL
3) T Prim /N RS R 3 D7 VE A UCHE B B I HE S T TS U A A A R R R BT 7- T
A5 R B A AR AL b 23 AT AE[0,27].
6 0 IR JLF 5T Jk 0 4% X0 7 [R] ik N 5 3 (R BT IR 52 2 FE R AT T 14 PR s &5
Table 6 Comparison of embedding of complex networks to hyperbolic space
F 6 KA ML A (8] R RN TV ELER

ik G SCHR Jitk I IR 2 B

2015 [43] HyperMap O(VP)

R AR 2015 [44] HyperMap-CN o(vP)
2018 [45] EE O(|V|-polylog(IV[))

N 2016 [46] LaBNE O(VP)
2017 [47] Coalescent embedding O(VP-O(VIE)
AT 2016 [48] LaBNE+HM O(VP-O(VP)

4 KR 2019 [39] Mercator o(vP)

2016 [50] LPCS o(v)

ﬁﬁﬁ% 2016 [51] CHM O(VP)
2018 [52] MCA O(IE|+|V|log(JV]))

232 TAEMBEERATTE

1 T 2RI B BE 7 4 2] RNZ AL IR g phe 2 1 TRLE 8 e N 077 925 A 3R s BE 0 Al o B 2 3R el vl DA
T2 A S B B ) SR B o R IR AN AR T R D LR T R T ST 4 SRR WOk A 2 A U (W
Wty W REE L THENLETE 2 Bt SEHLLGE) I VF 22 S 2R 1) A2 2 B0 (1) 1 el ) 0 S 7o e g 2 AR IR L LA
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I FH SR N RAE 3) r k 107

VA 2 %) o 7 v L B 2 D VA SR AR B SRR B AT R SUIR T LART 2R Dy T A b 2 > B 1 2 K
3 R 2, T SR B TV 2 I A AR TR £ 0t 2 ) i N 7 92 (82934547590 i3l iy — g 3o 0t 8 8 2
B [ AR BA SR JH A N B0 00 sty =23 1) e 00 FE X 2 ) o B4 1) R0 e 0 R SRl . R RROR 5T IR
2. BERS TN, FE R AR EL TN . B SRS BT B S PE RE L R BT

3 B2 = B R A

3 A R 2% 0 6 N 1 O 2 ) e ey 2 R X 2 8 15 U2 TR A O (R A R 2 0 S ) B, BT — AR
THE AR SR A BE RF 15 53 A0 R AN 1T AR R D A LA 2 1] w5 6 28 1) AR, LA 22 1] H ) i 1 2
DRFE T A R4 AE S BRI R RE M, DR Sk T Hg T LA TR AN T 30 I P 8 I 2 4F 7 LA RO R IS ) 46 v i g L
BRI, JUAT 25 T8 o 0 = i S A T 5 9 2% e SR A 1 £ B A 00,

H T 52 25% 0 % Xt 2 TR AR P ) B SCRTAIR 4 i) B 3 B T B AT e RIOTH 58, 2 T i B R R i N A 2 T
AR 22 1 53 A 1R S A 35 e Bl i 52 % o % 00 it 2 TR R R R N S ) 4% 2R 52 R O A 4.

3.1 ETUWHRLIRNEREH LI

I R DR O 22 8] 5 N X 385 T K 2 4 [ A7 24 R R R R N 0L 2 TR 3R 7R B2 B OR 2 1 5%
P 18:3456-581 350 2 1k 4 #4653 11 5 7 7T il 5 X0 i 2 1 PR S SRR 2 2 DR O, B 4 D 2 R AR 1) 2 4R O KT
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Fig.7 Example of embedding for learning hierarchical representation in hyperbolic space®®
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Fig.8 Example of community detection in hyperbolic space®!
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Fig.10 Performance evaluation of hyperbolic embedding in synthetic networks
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Table 7 Overview of the considered real-world network data

R ALY

R RUE WAEH EUEH PHE ERERE BERH
Karate [83] 34 78 4.59 2.09 0.57
Dolphins [83] 62 159 5.13 14.24 0.26
US airports [48] 500 2980 11.92 1.70 0.62
Hamsterster friendships  [83] 1788 12 476 13.96 4.32 0.14
iJ01366 [63] 1805 15 266 16.92 2.13 0.58
Human protein [83] 2783 6 007 4.32 3.03 0.07
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