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Study of the prediction model of industrial network

based on the dynamical links
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Abstract: Based on the industrial networks over the past years, this paper proposes a new methodology that
can predict the likelihood of an existing link between any nodes in the future. With the aid of network analysis,
a prediction model of the industrial network is built for Chinese input-output tables. Its prediction accuracy
is compared with that of the similarity link prediction model. The results show that the industrial network
topology structures are very close over the years. The link prediction model has good prediction accuracy as
long as the parameters are selected reasonably according to orthogonal experimental design. Compared with
the similarity link prediction algorithm, the proposed methodology reflects the importance of past information

to the industrial network link prediction, and has better prediction results.
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Fig. 1 China’s industrial network in four years
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Table 1 Parameters of industrial network in each year
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Table 2 Three-year-degree centrality ranked in the top ten of the industry sector
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B AN K, 6 S BUDUAN K, n i B AN KT, 78 Il & i IE XS 3R, ARG, K98 1IE 38 R k47 17 B SL 56,
W25 BARRE. o BP9 0.05 F1 0.1, 26041 a = 0.05 FIE AL, 9T o = 0.1 HITE .
2 o = 0.05 B, FIH X EE A RA AT 78, — AN 56T DY/ = X 48, 983 r 08 25 %, i —
MNBAEE ¢ BN 50 %. THEAFIRRA T AUC (EIFFIR B, 1203 r %8 26 %, H o = 0.05,0 = 2
i, JE it MATLAB 7.0 4w f2 it B4 3] AUC 18, W3 3 Fin. B3840 r %8 25%, H a = 0.05,0 = 3 i,
AUC 1A, 13 4 Fow.

3 TLE r i8R 25 % B AUC BB (o = 0.05,6 = 2) F4 TEri8H 25% Bt AUC HI{E(a = 0.05,0 = 3)
Table 3 The AUC values under 7 = 25 %(a = 0.05, 0 = 2) Table 4 The AUC values under r = 25 %(a = 0.05,0 = 3)
o\ m 0.00 0.50 1.00 1.50 2.00 o\ n 0.00 0.50 1.00 1.50 2.00

—2.00 07714 0.8215 0.8591 0.8986 09238 —2.00 07950 08354 08747 09095 09306
—1.50 09149 09135 09195 09283 09359 —1.50 09217 09210 09256 09332 09402
—1.00 09345 09353 09380 09422 09460 —1.00 09380 09381 09402 09436 09475
—050 09458 09465 09480 09467 09518 —0.50 09467 09468 09477 09493 09509

AR r WA 50%, H a = 0.05,0 = 2 I, AUC (18, € 5 B, B840 F r %A 50 %,
H o =0.05,0 = 3 i, AUC [f{H, 3k 6 finw.

M 3~3 6 7] LLFE H, TRIKS B2 AUC K2R 5 1 IE 0.979 3, AHM. 24 6, n, 0 BUE 5 5l
N —0.5,0.5,2, FIf r = 0.5. 2 o = 0.1 I, V35RF =Mk 28 (R A A IEAT I 7. — N2 2 T DU AL EE
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PR LS, MBE o BAE r BN 25 %, 55— N r BN 50 %, tHEANFEIRCA N AUC 4. tH &7
R o = 0.05 B FIE O, X A TR, LB B S SRR, 24 o, r, 6, n A1 6O IHE 43799 0.05+
0.5.—0.5.0.5 F1 2 i, FkS & AUC HK.

5 THEIRHA 50 % B AUC BIfE(a = 0.05,60 = 2) F6 TErIRHA 50 % B AUC BY{E(a = 0.05,60 = 3)
Table 5 The AUC values under r = 50%(a = 0.05, 0 = 2) Table 6 The AUC values under 7 = 50%(a = 0.05,6 = 3)
d\m 0.00 0.50 1.00 1.50 2.00 o\ n 0.00 0.50 1.00 1.50 2.00
—2.00 0.8085 09068 09341 09603 0.9740 —2.00 0.8309 09057 09416 09637 09752
—1.50 09695 09686 09716 09756 09777 —1.50 09703 09685 09706 09741 09768
—1.00 09773 09774 09781 09788  0.9789 —1.00 09751 09745 09747 09757 09767
—050 09792 09793 09792 09788 09783 —050 09758 09751 09749 09749 09752

2) RN BURAE S HT

LA BB BT, M5 r = 0.5 fil r = 0.25,a = 0.05 fl a = 0.1, X FAS & AUC 33t
FTAR Ak oy BT it 45 308 B T 5292 h 5 A28 o, r, 0, A1 O BEUE 23 5104 0.05.0.5. —0.5.0.5 A1 2 B, T
WASFE AUC SR, N 1 B 58 BB A0 285 BN 3X P > 2 B0 U A, 78 1 i — AN U8 23 A, DL — 5 X ]
WEEYE A S %, H I r o XTI BE AUC AR 3E 34, A — bk, r BOBUE S (0.1, 0.8], T8
FE ¥ 80.05; o MBUE Y B A[0, 1.5], A1 88 0.05, 115 H 6 FURS B AUC sz, 158 aA K 2. 4 r
F£[0.1, 0.8]7 [l A BUE N, 15 3 FKSE AUC 22 0.058 3, $3{E 4 0.960 3 FIR#HEZ Y 0.018 6; 1124 «
7E[0, 1.5] i 6l 3 BB, 75 2 HURE FE AUC (18224 0.161 3, 348N 0.867 3 FlirEZE N 0.052 8. A UL, Tl
DUDRE P % e S A AR BURR, 5 o bU o PORBURRI: 22 5, 18 B TE 1 S T RG B B, A0 25 RS 31 A1 4
(1196 22 52 B 40 & 19 s s R L

0.98}
[
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Fig. 2 The change trend of AUC values
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9T MR A S i T B R 1t e R 95, 13E — 25 5] AR AL i B T SR04 Dokt bl AEAUL M
P TIUI BEAR bR A P K, *%%ﬁ?%ﬂﬂ%ﬁ’ﬁﬁu fi?aﬁ M~ A) PR, 5 —F e TRE
WX 2% Fr 45 bk, ana(13)~316) AT s, EA143 78 CN F& #5(common neighbors, X Fr 45 ) &4 f845) RA §&
Fr(resource allocation F8 b5, B¢ V8 43 BC #8 #5)« JC 8 Fr(Jaccard’s coefficident F5 b5, 20 H R EF5 b)) A1 AA 45
Fr(Adamic-Adarf& Fx, Bﬂif_ﬂﬁﬁ—ﬂﬁ‘*?‘éﬁ)m_w iX \/\?Eﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁi?%ﬂ?ﬁ?ﬂ

CN(u,v) ﬂF )
1
RA(u,v) = Z Bik (10)
zel'(w) N I'(v)

T
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1
AA(u,v) = Y (12)
z€l(u) (N I'(v) ln(|F(z)|)
CN(u,v) = Z [w(u,w) + w(v,w)], (13)
wel(u) N I'(v)
RA (u, v) = wlw, Z); w(v,2), (14)
ser@ N () %
w(u,w) + w(v,w)
JC(u,v) = ; (15)
wéf(g% I'(v) Z W(CL, ’LL) + Z W(b, U)
a€l'(u) bel'(v)
AA(u,v) = w(u,w) + w(v,w) (16)

wel () () In(1 + Z w(w, a))’
a€l(w)
Forp I(w) M T (0) 53 WIERZR T 2w Ao IARJE T RS, |T(2)| R 2 L, s, T 2 MR

FESCHR[32-34] 1, B HRET 5 u, v Z A FIAUE w(u,v) 5 E 5 &R, K tkRa3)~xa6) # H A
H w(u,v) TR w,v Z B FBCE, T AR SCHE H 1 TS 2L oh 25 58 745 6w, v Z A Ew (u, v, )5
B IEIAH 9%, FE48 P38 1 38 55 1 2h 25 AR A0 0 77l 9 48 SR AR . /08 m) 25581 gk 50 R B, 0 SRAT R
R TR ) B A BE B A FE R T35 T 2 I, IS4 AT DAASE DA b 35 S [R] 00 J R 1 )\ P e B T B0k, | T
7E 2005 4. 2007 4 2010 4FF1 2012 4 1972 Ml W 28 7, AT R 719 a2 ) P g A R B K B R 146 T 2, IR, ]
DA FF AR UL B B TN S04 Ll .

BEHAT, BT 2015 FAE 42 FITIFRNHER, MA I AT0, B TEE 3 2015 427 45 1 3T
SEAR L. DR AR SR FH B B TN+ B P A0, T2 A A SO 9 (0 72 M R 28 R RRAIE, IR 2.5 715 H B 4R
TS FEFE bR AUC, 2% i1 AR SC 52 55 AR AL B B T B2l A B I (e k. BDRW AR AL A i TN 5925 P s
% AUC, 1H 8 I 4R, 51 T3& 7.

F7 B EERRTNER RO E AUC

Table 7 The AUC values of prediction accuracy based on similarity link prediction algorithm

A EE RA &% TN 4%
TR % AA CN JC RA AA CN JC RA A E

FmEs 07812 07571 0.5519 0.8408 0.7797 0.7238 0.426 5 0.7859  0.9793

Fortt AUC LK (g 0.840 8, T Bt ) 25725 0 107 9 45 4 3 LM S35 4 K6 2209 0.979 3. S5 AR
S LM PR AR LU, SRS SR 0 TS B8 . DR B T M 0 24 1) S B e, 0 % 1 =
W P 24524 9 ., ST 24 I I 46 50 08, 5045 4 925 SR T Al T .

4 GRIE

27 BT P 2 1 i % B A AR AL DR R I, d I e HR ] 2005 4L 2007 4 2010 EAT 2012 4 L R 2%
(1740 0 &5 4 B B B BCE AR IR 430 BT, B2 77—l (10 7 I P9 8% 000 R0V AR 28 S ) T BV E NN 5 R8T 7
M P 2% R % (0 B A AR A A R, T LB RSB AN T AR R AR A 1 O, 7EBCE B4R E H A B SCTRNAS 43
(3G I Elsk /b, e S AR AR A 2 R 75 20 AE D RIAS 7= b X 248 (0 B B2 Tl 4573 SR 45 SRR B, R A IR A8 sk
368, B A S Bk BCA IS, TUHT 72 b R 2% T Sy A% 7R B B AR P S0 G . 9 ELAR EL T4
ABRA i i LI B2, AR ST H D T % 2 25 AR A 11 7 M R 4 YU A 2R % YO R R B AR, PRt %
(1) Bh A AT 2K TR = b X % FL A 2 2 5 3L

SRS = b X 4 (0 T B0 A, I AT 0% 78 4 T R I A R X ol ) 4 S TN (1 B . T
s (1) A1, AR SN TG R 1 A P X 4 s A L. LS, PR £ (Pl 3R AR I 4 TS &, RER 2
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