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— Rl hE T B v 5 A itk A PRV IR - S e Pl 7

WA BAT Y E R AR
CLITRINHE K% o PH5HL A5 5 6 TR 5+ b. TR 40 S0P A T A 9 B2 ) TR R I %8 IR BT % 453007)

F8 B ¢ A SCHR Y — ol i T TR 4 A B H]Lf?‘%ﬂ: 22 WU 85 ¥5 Cenhanced structural embedding algorithm for
temporal link prediction, SE-TLP).SE-TLP i {1 XU 18 45 A4 457 1F $2 BOPL ) F S 4515 o5 o 0 4 LKA 4 Ao
AT B O P A 0 A AT, SR 3% %%ﬂirﬁﬂ“%ﬂ\ ZE KB, I AT AORD G R AE LA 5 45 R A ROR L
U T L TR IS 245 G T 6 BRI 4% R T A A B BT T I [ 4 T 2 T T 4% 4 R 1 T Ak S B R B, SE-TLP £ P 2T
MrFebr BT B W R BT 7.47 YR 4.43%.

SRR« IR B B TN 5 0 % 4% A 5 P BRI % 5 TS I BR 8T8 (GRUD 5 801 25 9 2%

F & 42K 5 :0157.5;TP183 XEAPRER A XEHS :1000-2367(2026)04-0075-08

By 285 ) 4% 30 4o 220 0 Y [ ) T 40 O R B A ] 0 28 Al o R 4B R B R G T SR A B B AR R T
5 FOUIN A Sy 20 285 R 25 0 BT B9 A2 O AT 55 B TR 2 2T 0 2% Ty St P IR %) 45 4 AT R A ,?ﬁ{mﬂﬂéﬁﬂ’lﬂiﬂ%L
. I 28 04 75 ORI T AR R A AT 0 25 AT Oy 1) B RN FE A B T IR A X 3 4 B AL TR Y B T R b
S i AT RUTE 45 b Y S O M R T R TR B R B 0 e A R AR ) A 5 ) ) 2 A DG R
SR RE o AEARLE i A T X T R A SR Y A 1) A I S A B Y b O M R AR AR 1 L A N R %
AT 55 o BOAS 3E R 1] 40 s Zhang 555 1) JH e PR X 43 H RS 1 0% 9 38 [8] 58 J 60 6 42 08 BURY o ik, 2 10— Fh
H 1 b M 5 B 5 R 45 A 0 B 4 I T0I 5 75 Choudhury 485 38 50 3R 3% $2 19 0% 22 (8] 9 B[] A8 {2
PR AL 1 B A AR FE bR T 45 G PO PR32 4 Y A E’Jﬂ%ﬂﬁ*%*ﬂ"ﬁﬁc#% R, & B 9
I F N AH B B 6% 41 T % it T I0 AS L 6T 15 4 235 ) 17 AR BE O, 4 v B O T o e L A G R T R A T R AE
Pl 2 2] e ) A EAEAE R RR *H%Eﬂ%%mﬁ?{ﬁfu%jEI’JIEI%77’3‘/5&,Lﬂﬁ“?%ﬂ%*ﬂﬂ%m/\ﬁﬂ?ﬁ
$2 B 75 I 28 235 by Tt 15T (1] 7 e A0 R AR  2E BTG 4 ik A 3R s DA SI2 BRSSP i I 0000 A ) 5 T U A T I A
FIUI T3k 3k RS ol 255 o0 28 A5 R0 6T [ AR 1) AL BE 7 W T R I R AL X B % N ) B S A L Bl
XoF ) 25 I 24 235 1) 1 2 1| 5k T T

0T L 3R TR T AR SR Y — o T R 5 A A I I B B U Bk (SE-TLP). SE-TLP 53 1
SO PR SR ML L BT T XU T 4 HRCTY AR 2R AR AL R S5 B I 4 5 R 1 4 TR AR BT - D
T AURRAE I E R A 4 BOmA M Bl A8 SRAE 28 75 AL A 5 2) 3% 10 R AR T SR T SOHE R 5 R 23 E (Re-
source allocation, RA)F8HR" 4 i 2 i 1% 171 56 Z 58 A8 46, SE-TLP 5 3% fl A 17 20 F0 & 30 51, D) 3% 5 9
R ZE R R HR B A 2R &L R B, SE-TLP M4 @8 35 T " B LM 2% (chebyshev graph convolutional network,
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ChebNet) . [J# 3 ¥ JT (gate recurrent unit, GRU) Fl 4 & 22 M4 M 4% (fully connected layer, FCL) i) %
A% - AR HEZE , Horp, ChebNet 153 2 2 W 4% 25 8] 25 44 ¢ AiE . GRU 70 5 4 42 6] 18] e 27) [ 14 1 ) 44 8 7
FCL JZ 1 3¢ it B A i 25 — SobE A9 i A 3R 7R SE-TLP B3 A AU R B R 45 77 5 H 0 P 4R AE fn 3% 3 56 &R
SRR AR IR I 0 S BT T B0 AN I i A 2 2 O T S R R o A e R B T

1 tHXIME

Do 2% i A0 SR — iR e 4 ) 0% e S IR 4 1 ks R 9 2 2 20 O kL mRE B 2% 1 I 4% 4 BT AT 55 e Ak
BLE 27 AT 55 T I B B 00000 fF 5 v 0 T 208k A 5 T kg 6 1 6 I 0 ik L BB PIL 9% A R B 2 )
3 & TR W ik 18 7 1 3 Aok 3 A R B R B A TS e A S S N T B AL B % Ok R T BE AL
UL e A A AR 0 A AR B FIME R A T S ) i R R A X W 28 vk B HE SR B AT R R YRR L E
T I RRAGE 0 285 v T I )™ i AN R R RS R R ) [ R A R B 2 2 1 Oy ik R P i 2 I 45 A R D g s PR R
T4 00 2 S5 AR NI e 5 5 L K v A S e S 380 A 4 s ) it R g 2 P A A BRAICR. BT B 2% (graph
convolutional network, GCND' 5| A% BURZ I A 37 a5 B HLAB S A 8, L A8 BT s i A R & 1T T BB &
Br.Mei 55 R H] GON 2% 2] [0 2% 23 5] 25 ¥4 R5-A0E i 1R 2l 285 190 2% (1% 5 42 00 172 80 9K 17, GOIN 3l LA S 88 i 1]
G B 25284k, TC A B Bl A W 45 v 245 4 B . A 25 A 28 I 4% (recurrent neural network, RNN) Jz H A8
&K 82 M 4% (long short-term memory, LSTM) Fl [ T 75 3 8050 (GRU) P 38 15 15 B4 45 44 F 1] 45 L
0 D7 AT SR Y H AR R A Rl 8 b SR 8] Y 4 2 R) B MO S T2 20 Bl A I 4 I IR R 3
Parcia 4517 Bty EvolveGON i1, 264 GRU 3 % GON 280 LU 42 18 1 9119 20 A . 50 26 )7 ¥ A 4
TR T B2 0 295 I 2 R R A [

25 b R T RE W 3 A J7 1 RN T AL AE T vk BRI AR AR T AN A2 X DL AT A i 2l 2 I 4 R L
K2R EL AT J vk 22 T IR BE 2 2 1 T 1 AR BB AR LR A R R AE Y I 28 ik A RO AH BBl = X6 1) 45 5
AL 2 OC FR R Y B A R, S BUM 8 4R A A5 B AR SR A SE-TLP 53032 5C 1 19 s 1% 2 451k
U8 Ak KT TN A A 1 19 S W D58 U T AR i IBCAIL AR A I T O M R O AR R R LA AR FE I 4 4 B
SEAAE B MR T X 2 25 4 1) Bh A R AE. [ B, SE-TLP B35 3 1 56 1 R B 2% ) (9 G 65 2% R i 4R HE 22, 5 1k
Xof 2l 25 BT Y I 23 R P 1 2 ) fiE

2 ETFIEsE S ERN R F RO B ik

21 EX
EX 1 FEME% (dynamic network) il IR /R N —HRBES EE G = (G, .G v+ .G} P G, =
(V.. E) FomR ¢ BZIT RS IRIRELV, FIE, 735 3RR IRIBG, B9 SRS Mg E S G, i 4R 48
MEA, RSN AIEE LR A, XN
A 1.WRkG,j) e E,
Co0 i GLy) € E.
D FRARWUERTT £ ¢ M ZBAFFEED WA, 1,50 A, 2 o.
FEX 2 W7 #E R (temporal link prediction) & X A MHET T NPT HARIB{G, .Gy oo oG} P22 W
ZEARAE LTI T + 1 B2 AP IR G A3 4. i e 4 I 0 T AR
Gro =f(G+Gyyeee Gy (2)
Horp £ (o) 2R S B I B % 000 1) 4
2.2 SE-TLP EE#EiA
SE-TLP 537k () 8 AHE B2 Itk s [ ST s AL 46 40) 43 PR RR A G X 8 90 2 45 44 A5 A1E 4 BOBIL 1 L 45 FiE
A G A i A 6 ASBEE T 5 SE-TLP 50K o 45 W 4% B i Ak S PR IR AR 5 L, ) 003 A A
TIE 42 BUAIL ] 452 BBUPR A 285 4 R AE L EL AR A 1 807 s v M R 2 300 5 P A K R R AIE 5 5 = R FH
ChebNet Fl GRU 41 i) i it 2% - B G 27 > 45 40 R 7 i AR AR A0E 26 BB A B 28 — B0HE i A SRR s B i » 1R

@)
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3 F FCL M 2245 W 45 R AL o SO ME R AE B P . R 1 %t SE-TLP 53k A9 4% BB MO 4 4 4.
2.3 WIEIE R EHFERN
P T4 A 3 320 ] A i 0 255 ) 9 4D FRAE L PR 0t R AR B IR0V A A R S i L SE-TLP 55k B XU
TE PO 2% 45 K Rp AE SR IO o 38 2o AR R O PR TR SRR R AR B Z B T R MR T B 0 i OC R R
JERRE RN HE S IR Z TN S A B AL 75 58 3K W 45 25 F 5 B A R X Rl AR E A X R
X=8XZ. (3)
2.3.1 1 RURRIE B EGH 3
T O PEAE S P 26 T A5 M A Y A% 0 6 AR, B E 0 Pk (degree centrality) | 35 H 0 M
(closeness centrality) 80 H 0> P (betweenness centrality) FIREAE 1] i 50 P Ceigenvector centrality) , )A
B AL R AN W Ty A AN TR) £ BE 20 1T b O PR By TR FR AR X AR T 23 AT T SRR AETE R R SE-
TLP BIERA T 4 FbbPELE G PEAL Y SUHL AL b AN ] rh O P 7 AN TR] 19 0 288 v X AN ) 00715 0 23 A D 22
S SEEOTAL 45 RAFAE I 22 . R, SE-TLP 83 R FIINAUR & 5, o 4 Bt P 3 e 22 5 A0 A 19 s R AR
W Z it E IR
Z,=w, *dc, tw, «bc, tw, cc,tw, *ec,, 4
Hr, wsw, »w, sw, FRBTHOMIREM.de, b, scc,sec, 5 ZRmT ¢ BEEH G A Eoto k.
FE T vp O VEFNRRAE 1) £ O .
2.3.2  GEDFFOE SR EGE I
SE-TLP Sk 52 ) — M AL T RA 865 09 AR U B2 5 07 ¥ T 220 10 9 26 1) 7 301 5C R 9 BE AR AE  RA 5IAR
QB J B B SRy AR R B8 AT RO R D RE T X R R B R T I el T Rk 2 M) A AR R
RS Ty 3 R R TUAR . R L o FEGRE A B8 AR A5 R TC AR (B8, SE-TLP R HI 77 a1 18] 5 Ji B A% 1 3897 s X =2 1) /Y
K F R A S BB () Fis

Oa S])i]. >27
_ 1
S. =4 > sp, =2, (5
! v€ G NG k
1, sp,; =1,

Horh, sp, FORATE M A ZRIEE RS0 € DG N TG 38T A o N8 RO AL i IE R 48
k., FETNTT o WRE Y B R 22 R e S B AR B R T 2 B T T G ER A 55 A TG AH G 1 1 A AR
PEAR AT 0 05 39795 5 ¢ 1 j 22 [a) 9 B o S AR K B2 Ol 1 IS, 7 2 B 0 U L AR R4 Ao 1524 0 0 Ty =2
V) A e AR R B Sy 2 B Y R AR AR AL R AR L RA 8 bR E S AR UPE A 43
24 ETHEMENmIDE FIEREH

WA 1 7R SE-TLP 535 F 3 T i 25 00 25 1) 4 A5 #45 —fiff A5 25 45 44, o, ChebNet 1 b 4 i 25 41 74 2%
> W 2% 25 F R AE . ChebNet 254 V1 b Z Kk (Chebyshev) £ 10 X 1 $7 3% $7 81 5 7. i 3 Chebyshev Z2 1 g
I A AR 0/ S0 A O e e T T B B L 7 2 (RN S B R S RS B, B B I B R

K
h = >,0,T,(A), (6)
K=0

H, h,, & ChebNet ZMHH H, B85 i 17, Rom 1 i W0, RIEW R SELT, (A) FR K Hrinte
T TR AL R TE A (00 A — 2A/A ) — I, S X 45 e SE-TLP HEHAIE G, 945 Hi
fEFoR X, VE i A, ChebNet RE 4 MILHE R A Bk ARAR H, ITESBRERN .
H, =ChebNet" (A, ,X ). N
WA A S i 2 1 B4, GRU SR T T AL 45 0 0 SRS 5 Y AR S F B g &, A #8348
P 46 T (B P4 B A R I 2% S5 A 1 S S AL AR (H G H - H ) SRIBEES (GG G &
ChebNet ZBHE IR A T RES, 7 GRU E/ENE A .4 GRU R H ] Cupdate gate) M &[] (reset
gate) Az 25 5 B P AR B I M 2% i A KR H
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H,=GRUH, .H,..H,). (8)
GRU W AT BN T .
2, :a(h;“,Wm JthHU(:) ), (9)
ry =oCh, W +h_ U, (10)
h, =tanhCh, W' +(r, eh, , U")), (1D
hh;“ =(1*zlm)e hHH.—Q—zW ei’m’ (12)

Ff 2y ok SESIRTERRTD R BRI S W Bk & W o oW o o o
P RAEF I o (o) SR PREL, e &8 Hadamard e f1.GRU fi F 7, 4 y K%ﬂ%ﬂﬁ’[ﬁ?&hm S RNEEPS O
KA B A==, deh,,  MIFEHIHIT 2, HREMERE LN 2RERSR, | POER .2, eh, &
IRICIC S HIE Bk, 0K % GRU AL 9 1 b 375

SE-TLP 535 W i 5 2% th 2% #2)2 FCL 418, 1% 2 38 i3 mT I 25 A EE I 57 B A 5 Hh =22 ] i) 42 ) e
U R AE SE-TLP Bivk b ABIEAERESE A (AL A, AL TSR E SR SR A (X . XL . X ) BN
WItR A AE g R AR A A IS — B R A RN RE H o, R )5 H  AE R FCL JZ B9S85 4 i
R P, R T .

PTH

FHorh WO b 2 i 25 e A% AR A O 1)

SE-TLP HARan5 % 1 iR

BV 1 BTG R L A IS G B T 9k (SE-TLP)

A RIBES (G .Gy G AR ER (A LA, AL

Wi MERERE P,
fort=1 to T do:

Gy FRBUCI IR G (T AR SR Z, RS RRAEAE R S,
Al Z, NS, A 4 45 M RRE X,

return {X;,X,, . X, }
end for
FRE 2 (7 RIS M 25 H i Ao (H, W H oo H
FRAE X (8) FREU P ik A Fm H .
MG A3 AR T 41 B2 LRI P,

end for

—c(WH, +b). (13)

© 00 N O Ul R W NN

3 ZWHH

3.1 XWgE

SEYGAE 6 FhAS ] 2 AU [] KA 1) 20 25 I 4% 508 55 b E4T . 4245 Enron''", CollegeMsg (CMD*), Autono-
mous Systems(AS)* , Email-Eu-Core(Ew) ™", Bitcoint*™ 1 Wikipedia™®.

SE-TLP 535 H ChebNet Al GRU RYEUE YR 1, i A2 b W 45 5 A4 8 1F R 5 24 2, ok )23 fix A\ 4 &
Wl 128, K fHHC 3 S8 it W E O MR AR B P e AR A L BIE I 0.5. 5050k ] Adam f
TR 2 2] R E R 0,001, B s a4 I 8 = 2 el Rl 43 I i 4 A4 L I ek ARk B0k 150, R FP O i 2
IBAT 5 YR HUIA (R L A5 45 SR 10 A e

SE-TLP 835 5 6 Bl 3Lk Sk A7 X L, 43 501 02 - 2 7] 48 Jif (common neighbors, CND'™ [ Katz 5451
GCN F1 [ 73 2 /1 M 4% (graph attention network, GAT)M; GC-LSTMY" Fil STP-GCNY |y B 52T i Tl
)44 i, S 56 1% T Al 26 18 fH (area under the curve, AUC) S i & (precision) fE N 18 Fr.
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3.2 HhulviE o g B T A B B9 B N A0 43 A

5 O P P T 220 Y A DO £ v (R A T A3 AT IO 4 3 R R A 1 R T L S 4 SR B P
B2 PO A B M RURR AR [ v M B IO SRR AR AT R B TR, AN [ O R o 5 2K B A I 4 B 4
Y AUC PERBAETE W 35 22 5, R WA [a] vt 2 Xof il B 0000 Pk 8 1 o iR 2 B I IR 24 235 A AR vk i 72 A, B —
SO S L 4 TG 6 F IO 2% th 1 I S AR 25 M R AE L SE-TLP AT 4 Febot M 09 B kb, MR 40 & T 76 B 0% 791 00 AT
S AUC AR R I/ L 2 5 AR , A 4 Fpefon o o, A F .

AUC,

' ZjﬂAUC{.P
Hor, w, FoRW g0t e, MAUE,AUC, BXT R —ubtEc ME%E AUC{E,ZZZIAUC[F & 4 Fif
FET B S PR R R AUC PEBE(E Z A

SE-TLP BAAE 6 Fhah A8 M 4 A £ i i) AUC PERESIL T 4 A T8 — oo MR R 5803 X U0 0T, it
TR A 4 R PETE bR BES 5 4 17 ALY 5 R AR A 8L DT VR A 0 265 445 by 3 iF - 4 T 8 s 1900 44 g
3.3 HREBHEX SE-TLP EXMaMItERNENZ IS

) 25 I £ T B ) 4 43 Sy — R A P R bR B R o e I TR R R BE T 49 T B I T M .
AT AUC Fil Precision WAl SE-TLP 553 76 A [ P AR T 04 T5000 14 8, I 1 S AN [7] 1) 45 78 AS ] e i
Bt B ZR— A58 K Cepoch) BUHE BT AE 2 14 B 8], B7F 5 bR R S a 5 e i 5% 900 00 4 g A LA, 5 SR A3k 1 s,
53R W], SE-TLP B35 AUC Hl Precision 14 8 Fifi TR FR A 1 35 0 2 R0 b TR 3, 30 PR O B 22 (1 e i
B BE A% AL T Z00RE B 59 I AL A B T3 T SE-TLP %2 1527 5 0 25 5 25 R A 10 %0050 . 24 e IR 5 3 3
— B {E G 3G R 2, 3 W R PR R IT A B Y B AR R B T DT A L B R A o] B RRAE B S Bk e R T
D ZLE R F W], SE-TLP 54 5 75 A 5] i R]RE T 449 8 4 45 4 55 1) Fo000 44 i

BE Ak o e B AR X SE-TLP B3 3% i 48 A T30 80 38 5% ) 8 3. Bl 2 R IR B30t 1 8 o, R0 3 ) 246 285 g e A
FEICL BR (4 18 FHAIIK . ChebNet [ 45 BUERAE M AT R B L B2 GRU Ab 3 (% i) 8] 73 9104 B2 ¥ Bl =2 1 T, S5 3
SE-TLP %3k b B8 5h 25 9 45 (9 3150 744 L TH. 38 S1B/R T K [6) 9 45 76 AS [ B BE 450 R I 25— 4> epoch %4l
ST 1) SF- 257 B TR0, 85 SR 2 B, 11 5 s [ i PR 8 400 o T (R o A 1) e R A T A2 TS TR P S
PRI 74 SC 25 2 DTN 1 B R B AR R 1 ST A Dl 25 BICHE AR S UG 38 1 M BRI L 43 2 45.80.60.80.60
H180, 3% ST Hhv i kH () K0 M8 2% 75 BG4 7 RH 7 TR FRCESCERE T 19 1 B 8 R0 I i (]
3.4 SE-TLP EXEARRINSGELLL G THME ST

K124 SE-TLP S E7EA F M2 AR EI R G 0 T HY AUC 1 Precision PEREXT &5 R

, 14

w
¢
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== Enron 0.6 F #- Enron
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—A— AS —A— AS
Eu Eu
- Bit - Bit
—4 Wikipedia —4VWikipedia
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Fig. 1 AUC and Precision performance of SE-TLP under different training set proportions

W1 R W& VIR L] e B985 1S, SE-TLP 53 i) AUC il Precision Bk 5 [ FH#a#, R W
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T2 U SRR A Bl TR R T FE A b 2 ) I 4 25 0 5 AL R A, Y e AT 0.5 B, SE-TLP MR 4 ot ik
JERREE S e KT 0.7 J5  PEfE 22 046/ . H i AR IR G 2 2 Th AE oo KT 0.8 X [i). BV Fifi 25 Y11 2R 50 48 34 o
PERE RS A 42 T, JFAE I R 8088 B 3k — 2 LU BB, Pk R B A I SO B, X R AR BT A — M B0 L AR
T 5 B 3G I SR mT DA 4t e A 7Y 02 A BB T o (H B0 i KOOF AN 23 W 35 B THE AR L 58 2 A o S5 00 XURS: L T
U 5 22 B N SRR LR B R 0.8 FEANIG it 55 5 R i [) B e O B 1 e AR .
3.5 Xt 5aHh

SE-TLP k5 6 FhfE S kA A [F 2R AL Zh R R vh iy AUC PEREXS .45 R sk 1 o, b it
8RR A R 2R B 2 ) R e A Ak e bR RE . 5 6 Ah S E B LA HL . SE-TLP B3k 7E 6 A~ M 4% i 1y
AR AUC PERE , MR (E e i 4R T 28.3 00 Sl 4 T+ 7.47 %0, 2565 40 A1, SE-TLP SRk R B T W 4% 715 & Al
TR B SR T I 4% S5 R D R AN RN BB T L B R T I OO R AR PR RE L AE 6 BN A rh ¥ R B L
77 At e o 0 2 (SR 7 o 34 30 P 5 B 2 > T 4% 3 (AR 58y b 80 25 I 4% v £ L A B LIS =2, A 9 0 o A 1
An SE-TLP.

SE-TLP 83k 5 6 i B HESL VL (Y Precision XF LL 45 R an3& 2 Frow , Ho ool i B0 Fbs A F R 2 i 5l
53 R B A RN AL PE RE . AN ZR 2 TR , SE-TLP 575 4E Enron, CM., Eu, Bit il Wikipedia % 4% H1 35 HUi5 o5 £+
Precision P E{E . SE-TLP 53k 78 22 5 W 2% o J 80 1 I 35 fE %4, Precision YERE(E fc @ 42 7+ 21.59 %0 . fe (K 42
Tt 4.43 %0, FE 0 L T 0 0 9 A S50 B PERE A A BB )X 2 R SE-TLP BX& T ChebNet 1 GRU £ A1 2] [
L5 23 R L TR A M A 2 25 45 R TR I 25 4 R R A B AR AS S i EL LA b M Y 2%
rh D48 AL R A T S S T SE-TLP 55k MY 0 R 30 9 A 2 T % R 2% 25 i AL AR L 2 T, GAT
(R 7 72 LI BE 1 38 B B AR AZ O T A 7, STP-GON 2 H 45 5058 B8 rboo M 96 1 45 B0 19 A PR L TN
It SE-TLP ik e KT GAT FISTP-GCN.

&1 SE-TLP 5 6 FMEHEEER AUC MEREXTLE 2 SE-TLP 5 6 MEEE AR Precision 18 LL &
Tab. 1 AUC performance comparison between Tab. 2 Precision performance comparison between
SE-TLP and six baseline algorithms SE-TLP and six baseline algorithms
Bk Enron CM AS Eu Bit  Wikipedia Bk Enron CM AS Eu Bit  Wikipedia
CNE7 0.701 6 0.750 8 0.697 1 0.747 2 0.632 1 0.739 3 CNE7 0.564 0 0.709 5 0.576 9 0.540 3 0.652 1 0.611 2
Katzl 18] 0.702 7 0.775 8 0.671 9 0.672 7 0.660 9 0.730 1 Katz 18] 0.602 3 0.698 4 0.628 2 0.656 9 0.663 0 0.654 0
GCNL7 0.717 9 0.811 6 0.755 4 0.656 6 0.838 3 0.671 6 GCNL™ 0.6313 0.724 1 0.606 9 0.697 5 0.636 2 0.675 9
GATIY! 0,740 9 0.793 1 0.744 4 0.698 9 0.790 7 0.726 1 GATE® 0.6311 0.702 1 0.688 9 0.632 7 0.687 2 0.662 0
GC-LSTM[2] 0,736 2 0.851 7 0.752 6 0.752 7 0.831 3 0.810 9 GC-LSTM™® 0.650 6 0.700 9 0.598 3 0.720 2 0.6714 0.729 3
STP-GCN!2Y 0,777 8 0.832°0 0.772 9 0.783 1 0.856 3 0.851 4 STP-GCN!2Y 0,647 3 0.722 3 0.634 1 0.706 3 0.660 8 0.748 9
SE-TLP  0.8395 0.9323 0.8223 0.858 5 0.904 6 0.901 0 SE-TLP  0.678 8 0.760 6 0.630 8 0.7558 0.7315 0.759 1

3.6 HEAXE

Sy it — 2 B AE SE-TLP 557 v XU 38 W 2 25 04 FR AF 42 BUDL ) 19 A 20t AR 3 7 —Fp SE-TLP 48 {k,
HAEE T i ChebNet, GRU Fl FCL 21 A% 9 4 5 2% — i 1 25 HE 22 L iC/E modell, 5 SE-TLP 51k #E 47 1% 58 X
oo X FE 25 R AN 3 i L H i ML 8 R R S MR BEL S0 45 R WoR L SE-TLP Bk AE 6 MBS i AUC
PEREE 32T 2.87% , HAE 5 DEHE4E 9 Precision PEREFE IR T; 2.44 % 5% £ W, SE-TLP & ¥ % 1T X0E
TEREAE B IBOAL TR 5 388 e 3 AR 5 O P R 3 0 O R O R R B SR R I 4% 4 R A L L X AR T T 4 i R A O
YEHI.

BEA, R ERIE SE-TLP Bk A 4 FhOAR R AR A 00 A0 M DAV B 47l 312 05 s R F D 96 I A sk L AR 45 i
T R RA 4 FhEA A R AR H O B 73 ICAE model2. 36 3 H B REXT He 45 SR KB L SE-TLP S 3L 1 6
FhBCHE S iy AUC PEBRESE 8 TF 4 1.51% L R, 78 5 FPECHE 46 b Precision PEBREMIFE B4 THM 1.65 %1%
F853 Ui B . SE-TLP B3 Ry AN [R] rbvacs 1 Jhy L 43 BE A [ AR 9 15 11 o B 6% B8 v b S e IO 246 15 it R AE 00 322 30
TIE 14 38 A, DT T T P e
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Tab. 3 AUC and Precision performance comparison among SE-TLP and modell and model2

Eiz7n Bk Enron CM AS Eu Bit Wikipedia
AUC SE-TLP 0.839 5 0.932 3 0.822 3 0.858 5 0.904 6 0.901 0
modell 0.813 0 0.912 0 0.796 5 0.834 1 0.876 8 0.879 7
model2 0.817 7 0.931 0 0.812 1 0.841 0 0.881 9 0.898 0
Precision SE-TLP 0.678 8 0.760 6 0.630 8 0.755 8 0.731 5 0.759 1
modell 0.662 7 0.732 4 0.638 3 0.742 2 0.719 7 0.740 9
model2 0.682 4 0.741 8 0.623 7 0.745 8 0.724 0 0.742 6

37 HHEERENSH

AR IR AR 2R R R A AT R Y T AR AR, SE-TLP (1952 2% i 3 B2 phy 25 ) 15— 1) 7% v ol 228 o0 45 A
YR S B0 T 05 R SRR AR 0 31 53 T % L O 28 AR LA B T 4 P IR B e, T LA R R O OCT (N
m, (Nm )" +m,(Nm ) o m, Famgiibass ChebNet fl GRU B2 8.m, FoRMaEH FCL Y2
Boom, FRIALEE KN, N R S8 T 2 M5 IR N 3RoR B A DR b o 58 25 4 SRR AE 1 I F
B om, (Nm D" &t 4% b4 2 i ATHE B A om, (Nm )" S i 2% b 45 2 B i AT 8 A0 i S i
Zirp, CN M Katz 52 55 T 0 25 40 Fh 45 09 (9 58 0k, 52 J v 32 S48 vp 7 0 F 380 A0x 19 2 FE 48 8 |5 T GCN,
GAT,GC-LSTM,STP-GCN F1 SE-TLP J2& 5 F K 0 28 [ 45 i 55 3%, 52 2% P 2 28 B - [T 10 B0 ASE R ot 25 1) 245
2 F Ry S 45 R R W], SE-TLP 7E LR UE AT $A7 B AT 42 7, PEAE 2 2 8 T CN, Katz, GCN il GAT & .
A FAE 22 AH I 19 GC-LSTM 1 STP-GCN .3, SE-TLP 16 R i 25 10 fin 42 2= B 0 A5 00 T, 1 RE (B 42 79 8,
T B P B 2 T AT 45 - R B0 M O 5 A 50 00 5 A

4 i

A SCHRE A SE-TLP 53k 35 XUHE 18 W) 45 45 40 45 A0 B2 UL L 31530 4 RO o5 oo v F 4 8 A0 L1
LR R URRAE , I Bl A 33 I S R AIF 48 50 X 2% 45 F R [A] I 5831 3 T ChebNet F1 GRU (1 2 A5 %5~
fifk A i HE S, 52 BEXT Bl 285 0 288 If 23 AR (9 PR [) 27 2] 5 1 ROCRAE. AR 6 Tl 3l 285 100 4% B3040 4 vh i S e 25 2R 3R 1
SE-TLP ) AUC F1 Precision P BE¥I L T 5L MET ML S0 UE 1 L AE B )3 B I 7000 A 55 v A9 U0 8 3R 3. SR 17T , SE-
TLP 57 RHAE il G 2k A2 vh XHRRAE ] 52 2% DI i A7 A7 A6 AN 2, W] BB 23 3 B 28 15 B 400 2R BT v o ok
1 T AR U5 0 26 AR AIE TR B IR J2 0G I, 51 H 3 O R AE fl 5 7 1% e R AR R B BT 25 4 vh 1 DG B L, LA
i D BLAG J7 15 14 T 248 45 46 A7 L R AEAS 78 43 0] .

Bt SR B FhR (DOT:10.16366/j.cnki.1000-2367.2025.04.10.0003).
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An enhanced structural embedding algorithm for temporal link prediction

Yang Yujie*", Liao Shulei*s, Wang Liming", Liu Dong™"

(a. College of Computer and Information Engineering; b. Key Laboratory of Artificial Intelligence and Personalized

Learning in Education of Henan Province, Henan Norma University, Xinxiang 453007, China)

Abstract: In this paper, an enhanced structural embedding algorithm for temporal link prediction(SE-TLP)is proposed.

SE-TLP employs a dual-channel structural feature extraction mechanism to separately model node and edge features. It in-

tegrates four weighted node centralities to assess node status, designs edge relation strength to represent topological structure,

and fuses node and edge features to enhance structural embedding representations, thereby improving prediction accuracy.

Meanwhile, SE-TLP combines a graph convolutional network with a gated recurrent unit to learn the network’s structural evo-

lution over time. Experiments show that SE-TLP outperforms mainstream algorithms on both evaluation metrics, achieving

performance improvements of 7.47% and 4.43% respectively.

Keywords: temporal link prediction; network embedding; graph convolutional network; gated recurrent unit(GRU) ;

dynamic network
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Tab. S1 Performance and training time comparison of SE-TLP at different snapshots

5 ) Hd Ak
P R R
Enron CM AS Eu Bitcoin Wikipedia

7 AUC 0.741 3 0.863 1 0.780 0 0.690 9 0.854 4 0.806 1
Precision 0.666 7 0.717 6 0.605 4 0.698 4 0.677 1 0.681 0

Il 25 B 1] /s 4.3 21.3 20.2 77.1 27.4 23.5
10 AUC 0.750 9 0.876 7 0.792 5 0.713 1 0.867 8 0.819 0
Precision 0.663 0 0.725 9 0.600 0 0.706 6 0.685 6 0.689 9

Yl 2R ] /s 4.88 25.7 24.3 81.3 30.8 28.2
15 AUC 0.773 4 0.880 9 0.809 5 0.749 5 0.885 8 0.834 2
Precision 0.669 7 0.733 3 0.610 0 0.708 3 0.709 5 0.694 3

VESNERS 5.27 30.4 27.6 90.3 35.6 33.1
30 AUC 0.815 9 0.895 1 0.812 3 0.790 6 0.897 8 0.859 5
Precision 0.671 1 0.739 9 0.619 9 0.725 9 0.716 6 0.740 7

IR a) /s 7.41 46.9 31.4 115.5 48.1 64.2
45 AUC 0.839 5 0.918 4 0.819 0 0.822 9 0.907 1 0.877 7
Precision 0.678 8 0.746 5 0.625 6 0.733 5 0.723 8 0.752 0

DI RENES 8.36 68.5 48.9 128.7 66.5 95.4

60 AUC 0.847 4 0.926 7 0.822 3 0.841 1 0.904 6 0.887 1
Precision 0.685 6 0.754 8 0.630 8 0.740 2 0.7315 0.748 8

MERSEPS 9.33 86.4 67.5 157.1 74.3 123.2
80 AUC 0.855 5 09323 0.825 5 0.858 5 0.902 2 0.901 0
Precision 0.689 1 0.760 6 0.632 3 0.755 8 0.737 2 0.759 1

MERSEPS 13.54 112.1 83.4 174.4 96.7 150.6




