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1 | INTRODUCTION AND BACKGROUND

In this paper, we address the problem of nominating vertices across & painmrks: Given vertices of interest (VOIS) in a
networkG = .V ; E/, our task is to identify the corresponding vertices of interest, if thast, in a second netwo® = .V ;E /.

Our methods will leverage vertices in the neighborhood of the V@G that have veri able matches i6 to (ideally) create
local neighborhoods of the VOIs in bo@andG . These neighborhoods are then soft-matched (see Algdrithm 1, ada&péed h
from [11]) across networks, yielding a nomination list for each “OGE; i.e., a ranking of the vertices in the local neighborhood
of the seeds i, ideally with the corresponding VOI's i6 concentrating at the top of the list. While global methods can
(and have been) applied to identify the VOI's@ directly, performance of these methods can su er from the noise induced
by vertices without correspondences across networks [28]. Localizataprieminent tool used across various elds such as
machine learning (see for example![41, 53] on using locality based apatatdction in time series of graphs and|[16] on
localized multiple kernel learning), pattern recognition (this includastefing algorithms which have been using localization
for many years for examplek-nearest neighbor based classi cation rules see for example [47, 15, 2383, and object
recognition (see for example [46] on using convolutional netwtwki®calization and object boundary detection and [4] on local
algorithms for geometric object recognition). Inspired by the marmgasses localization has seen in other elds of research,
we bring the concept of localization to the fore-front of network aligmt. Our methods are inherently local, leveraging recent
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advancements in both graph matching [11, 29] and vertex nominatiorZ] 7o hominate across essentially arbitrarily large
networks.

Formally, suppose we are given two netwofks= .V ;E/ andG = .V ;E / on overlapping but not necessarily identical
vertex setd/ andV  respectively. For simplicity, we will presently restrict our attentiorthe case of a single VOI i6 (as the
case of multiple VOls is an immediate extension of our methodologg ingle VOI), and we write

V=rx"aSaWald; V ="x"aS aw aJ;

wherex andx represent the VOI iG andG resp.;S andS  represent the seeded vertices across networks those vertices that
appear in both vertex sets whose correspondence across networkisgiseeting > S') is known a priori and necessarily
satisfys := &8= & § W andW are the shared non-seed vertices those vertices that appear in both vertexhese
correspondence across networks is unknown a priori wdlV 8= dV &= n; andJ andJ are the unshared vertices those
vertices that appear in only one or the other vertex set without corrdepoas across networks withé) = mandd 6= m.
Thus, we can write

= &/d=1+s+n+m; and =& d=1+s+n+m:
While the correspondence between verticed/irandW ~ is unknown a priori, we will further assume that it is unknown evhi
vertices inGa”x; S" are inW versusJ, as are the values of mandm . Our inference task is to identify EV 45’ (i.e., the
corresponding VOI irG ") using only the knowledge of the graph structures and the correspoa8 > S'. For the purposes
of this paper, we will assume that the corresponding verteloesexist inG , else our task is impossible. Our goal will be to
nominate vertices i6 in a principled manner so that the true match is high in the nominhsipthus saving the end-user time
in searching for this true match. While this core-junk network fearmork has appeared often in the literature (see, for example,
[22]), herein we will consider a more general random graph model thataftavheterogeneity in vertex degree and behavior
(see, Sectionl3).

Our approach to this inference task lies on the boundary bet@eaph MatchingandVertex NominationStated simply,
the formulation of the graph matching problem (GMP) considered heesis to align the vertices in two networks so as to
minimize the number of induced edge disagreements between the alignedksetaraph matching has been been extensively
studied in the literature (for an excellent survey of the literature [Se€3]) with applications across various elds including
pattern recognition (see, for example, [2,/54, 60]), computer visies (er examplel [59, 26, 55]), and biology (see, for example,
[57,136,24]), among others. The seeded graph matcB@ilgorithm on which we base our primary algorithm has run-time
0.n%/ at worst, which has been shown to be reasonable in comparison to otleeofsthe-art algorithms (such as the PATH
algorithm of [58] see [52] and/[11] for more information on the cpuatational complexity of this algorithm). Furthermore,
the authors of.[30, 29] show that it has theoretical guarantees for cangdrmythe correct solution under reasonable model
assumptions.

The classical formulation of the vertex nomination (VN) inference t84k /43, 50, 12, 31] can be stated as follows: given a
network with latent community structure in which one of the comitiesis of particular interest and given a few vertices from
the community of interest, the task in vertex nomination is to orfdgerémaining vertices in the network into a nomination list,
with the aim of having vertices from the community of interest concemtaithe top of the list. Thus, vertex nomination can
also be thought of as a method for inferring missing vertex labetsjsarelated to the class/labeled instances acquisition task
and collective classi cation methods of [3,/51/ 45]. The goal of vertesmimation is similar in spirit to popular network-based
information retrieval (IR) procedures suchRageRanK3<] and personalized recommender systems on graphs [19]. However,
this formulation of VN is distinguished from other supervisedamak mining tasks in both the generality of what de nes a
vertex of interest/ [43, 32] and the (often) limited nature of the abédd training data (i.e., known vertices of interestAn
Our present task can be viewed as vertex nominaimossnetworks: for a vertex of interest i@, we use graph matching
methodologies to order the vertices@ into a nomination list, with the aim of having the correspondiagex of interest in
G near the top of the list.

Our contributions:
In summary, our contributions are as follows:

Leveraging the idea of principled sub-sampling of a graph, we reduooedbmplexity for matching two graphs via
localization

Combining the task of vertex nomination to across graph nominadskst
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Extending theésoftSGMalgorithm of [11] to the task of vertex nomination.

Demonstrating via two real world graph data-sets, we conduct an dhedfox large-scale evaluation of ddNmatch
algorithm.

The remainder of the paper is laid out as follows: In Sedfion 2, we givevarview of some related work, after which, in
Sectior 8, we introduce a formal de nition of what we mean by "correspundértices." Following, in Sectidd 4, we introduce
our across graph VN schemé\matchalong with a brief mathematical description of the utilized subrouimeading the soft
seeded graph matching algorithBoftSGM Algorithm[d), introduced in [11]. In Sectiohs 5.1 dndl5.2, we explapplications
of VNmatchon both synthetic and real data, including a pair of high school fekipdnetworks and a pair of online social
networks. We conclude with an overview of our ndings and a disarssif potential extensions in Sectioh 6.

We employ theSoftSGMAIgorithm of [11] as a means by which to nominate vertices in\#iNmatchalgorithm so as to
introduce this algorithm as a useful tool in the across graph vert@ination task. However, other vertex nomination schemes
exist which could also be adapted and utilized in\#Nmatchalgorithm (in particular Steps 3 and 4). For example, the use of
spectral methods, which tend to work well for matching larger grapbg ba desirable when the original graphs are on the order
of millions of vertices and localization trims the networks down ttydhousands of vertices. For details regarding adjacency
or Laplacian spectral embedding, se€ [42].

Notation:

To aid the reader, we have collected the frequently used notation introdtutteésl manuscript into a table for ease of reference;
see Tabl&]l. Also, in what follows, we assume for simplicity that elpys are simple (that is, edges are undirected, there are
no multi-edges, and there are no loops).

TABLE 1 Table of frequently used notation

| Symbol | Description
G=.V;E A graph with vertex sety, and edge se&
G[T] ForT IV , thisis the induced subgraph GfonT
(resp., ) Number of vertices itV (resp.V )
S (resp.S) Set ofs seed vertices iG (resp.,G /
X (resp.x) Vertex of interest irG (resp..G)
W (resp.W ) Set of alln shared non-seed and non-VOI vertice§itiresp.,G )
U (resp.U) Set of all shared vertices, including seeds and VQbifresp.G )
J (resp.J’) Set ofm (resp.,m) unshared vertices i@ (resp.,G)
H (resp.H") G[U] (resp..G[U])
N.T/, Set of all vertices withirt-length path off 1V (includingT)
l,-0,/ Thene« nidentity (zeroes) matrix
1 Appropriately sized vector of all ones
K Set of allk « k permutation matrices
Dy Set of allk » k doubly stochastic matrices
h Maximum considered path length from seeds to VOE G
S, andS, S, = S & Ny,.x/ with corresponding seed in V'
I Maximum path length for neighborhood arougigd
Gy = .V, E,/ (resp.G, =.V;E /) | GIN,.S,/] (resp.G[N,.S,/)
C, The set of candidate matches fom V, , namelyC_ =V, &S,
« Nomination list output from Algorithril2
X/ Normalized expected location &f in
or o Cardinality of sefl
AAR: Frobenius norm of matrid
a direct sum
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2 | RELATED WORK

A number of inexact graph matching algorithms have been extended/dedalecently to match graphs with overlapping, non-
identical vertex sets. Two such algorithms include percolation basedthigns (see for example [22,/9,21]) and Bayesian based
algorithms (see for example [40]).

In[22] and [21], the authors focus their e orts on proving that uritierindependent-edge-sampling mo@eh; p; t:s/, where
agraph@G, is generated from an Erdds-Renyj o/ model and two subgraphs & namelyG, andG,, are generated so that the
probability of a node fron belonging tdG; is s, independently for = 1; 2, and similarly for edges (with probability. Under
the independent-edge-sampling model, it is shown_ in [22] that forcgently largep the true partial matching is recoverable
under particular model assumptions and for some formulation of tbggctive; however, as the authors admit, the optimization
formulation proposed is not scalable, and there is no mention of hoeottect formulation of the objective is to be obtained.

Using the same independent-edge-sampling model, the authiors affi2tlice an iterative percolation based graph matching
method for seed-based graph matching, demonstrating that their n{atiaet this model and particular assumptions) matches
nearly all overlapping nodes correctly. In [9], the authors introducegaek-driven percolation based graph matching algorithm
which uses an iterative approach to match nodes with higher degree talegrere using percolation based graph matching. For
scale-free networks, the authors show that, under particular model jpiisns) their method, which does not aim to match all
nodes, but to match subsets of nodes from the two graphs, matchesatleattices which have a match correctly and that the
algorithm does not match any nodes incorrectly. While this works wekéale-free networks, the advantages of this method
would be more limited on graphs with more block structure andauitihaving higher-degree nodes which help seed the rest of
the algorithm. The authors point out that when seeds are chosenmlyifatrrandono.n'-2* / seeds are needed to match most
vertices correctly, but allowing for more intelligent seed-selection base@dex degree, as few asseeds may be su cient,
for some arbitrarily small.

Each of the above approaches is theoretically based in relatively simplemegraph models (ER far [22] and the Chung-Lu
model in [9]), while also demonstrating good performance in more ¢exrpal data settings. Our present approach is naturally
situated in the more general Random Dot Product Graph settingloffBile still not able to capture all the intricacies of real
network data, the random dot product graph is quite exible and enessgs numerous other common random graph models
(ER, Chung-Lu, positive de nite stochastic blockmodel, etin)addition, we also demonstrate the e ectiveness of our method
on more complex real data networks as well.

Percolation based algorithms could certainly be used for vertex nomiriatiosimilar way that we present vertex nomination
based on the seeded graph matching algorithm of [11] (which is basedishapproximate quadratic programming algorithm
of [52]). One of the advantages of the present optimization based appeo#uh ability to e ciently explore the space of
locally optimal solutions near the global optimum. Practically, theps to be matched in real data are much more messy than
theory would allow, and the variations that can be obtained from thesedptiata provide a degree of robustness to model
misspeci cation. Furthermore, the SGM algorithm itself runs quickd modestly sized networks and has asymptotic guarantees
for particular models and conditions (see for examplel[52, 11]land2E0,

In [20] the authors focus on the task of de-anonymizability, and eg@lanethod for matching nodes based on node-degree;
that is, the authors consider two graphs drawn in some manner fromgea naph and attempt to de-anonymize (match) the
vertices in the two graphs which have the highest degrees. We are notmediedth matching vertices based on their degree,
since a vertex of interest is based on an external characteristic that iscestsarily related to the degree distribution of the two
graphs.

Another technique for approximate graph matching relies on Bayesitirodse[40]. The authors of [40] introduce a method
which relies on estimating the posterior probability that two notiesilsl be matched based on a particular prior. In the afore-
mentioned paper, the authors rely on node attributes, such as verteedegpping a few nodes at a time in an iterative manner
until all nodes are matched; any nodes matched in one iteration will beagsegbds (referred to aschorg in the next iteration.

In the end, the authors seek to obtain a hard matching of the nodes thatiresxthe sum of the log-posteriors for all node
pairs. While the idea of a posterior probability that two nodes khioeimatched is a similar idea to what we present, the purpose
of our more frequentist method is to utilizesaft matchingf the nodes in order to rank them in order from most to least likely
matches to the vertex (or vertices) of interest.



H.G. PatsoliceT AL 5

3 | CORRESPONDING VERTICES

Consider two social networks in which vertices represent users/accouhézigas represent whether or not two accounts are
linked in some way. An individual may have an account on one netwotkeoother or both. We would say that two accounts
across the platforms correspond to each other if the same individuabnih accounts; that is, both nodes correspond to the
same individual although with possibly di erent node labels. Argyam individual who has an account on both networks
will have similar, though not identical, behavior across the twavogts. Consider an email network in which nodes are email
addresses and two email addresses share an edge (directed or not) if they sesjgbodence to one another, and a phone
network in which nodes are phone numbers and edges represent whettogéroorerof the numbers calls the other. In this
example, a vertex in the email network will correspond to a vertexarctil network if the email and phone number belong to
the same individual. An individual who uses both email and phone qunekence may communicate with individuals in the
two networks in a similar, though not identical, manner. Thus,éfe¢his a connection between two individuals in one network
and those same individuals exist in the second network, one wbinlK that it is more likely that there exists a connection
between these individuals in the second network, i.e. there is ayeosdrrelation between the edges between these vertices
across the networks. To model this correspondence, we proceed as follows.

With notation as above, l&f = x4 S&W andU ="x "4 S & W denote the set of shared vertices betwEeand
G withdJd= &) 8d=1+s+nDeneH := G[U] (resp.,H = G[UY), the induced subgraph @ (resp.,G) on the
vertex selJ (resp.,U"). AsH andH " are graphs on the same (though potentially di erently labeled) vertesx s& model a
shared structure present acréssandH as.H;H /i -RDP G.X/. Before de ning the -RDP G model, we rst recall the
de nition of a random dot product grapfRDPG); see [56].

De nition 1. ConsiderX =[X;§ ;X" E R™ satisfyingXX  E [0;1]™ ". We say that grap with adjacency matriA
is distributed as a random dot product graph with paramété@bbreviateds i RDP G.X/) if given X,
Ay e Bernoulli. X' X;/;

ie., g ) )
PAX/= "~ XXM 1% XX A

i<j
Conditioning onX, this is an independent-edge random graph model where verigassociated with a latent position vector
X; E RY, and the probability of an edge between any two vertices is determinecimottproduct of their associated latent
position vectors.

To imbue multiple random dot product graphs with a notion of vecrrespondence, we correlate the behavior of nodes
across networks. We call this new model thRDP G model, which is de ned as follows.

De nition 2. ConsiderX =[X;;§ ;X,]" E R™¢ satisfyingXX 1 E [0;1]™". The bivariate graph valued random variables
.G; G/ with respective adjacency matrice® andA " are said to be distributed as a pair of-correlated random dot product
graphs with parametet (abbreviatedG;G/i -RDPG.X/) if

1. Marginally,G;G i RDPG.X/, and

2. M A e vy are collectively independent except that for eaich™ E \; , correlationA
AIE Y

i Pl i A'i';j/: :

[

Our framework positsH;H / i -RDPG.X/ for a latent position matriX E R-1*$*"d_|n order to generate the full
graphsG andG  which also have unshared vertices, we gengate RDP G.[X; Y]/ andG i RDPG.[X;Y ]/, so that the
induced subgraphs$d;H /i -RDPG.X/ and the remaining edges & andG are formed independently as in the case
for the general RDPG. Thus, the r4t+ s+ nvertices in the two graphs correspond to one another via the identityantap
the remainingn andm’ vertices ofG andG, respectively, represent the unshared verticendJ . Here,Y E R™Y and
Y E R™*d represent the respective latent positions for the unshared vertiGariG . For ease of notation, we will write
.G;G/i -RDPG.X;Y;Y/, where.G;G/ is realized as two graph&on =1+ s+ n+ mvertices®™x 4 S4W &4 J and
Gon =1+s+n+mvertices’™x aS aw aJl.

If G andG exhibit latent community structure, it can be fruitful to model them &giSastic block model (SBM) random
graphs|[18]. SBMs have been extensively studied in the literature avellieen shown to provide a useful and theoretically
tractable model for more complex graphs with underlying communitictire [44| 49,1, 38]. We de ne the stochastic block
model as follows.
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De nition 3. We say that grapls = .V ; E/ with adjacency matriA is distributed as a stochastic block model random graph
with parameterk&, band (abbreviateds i SBM.k;b; / ) if

1. V is partitioned intdk blocksV = V; 4V, a5 av,;

2.b: V ™AL:§ :kisamap such thati/ denotes the block label of thé vertex;

3. E[0 ;1]**is a matrix such thad,; TBernoulli nirnj,/ for distinct?i; j* E \; :
Recall that the edge probability matrix for a random dot product grapteiaith parameteX E R™Y, is equal toXX T,
which is positive semi-de nite. IK consists of precisely distinct rows, then a graph generatedRi2aP G.X/ can also be said
to be generated from a stochastic block model hakibfpcks, block assignment vectioassigning vertices with the same latent
position to the same block, and probability matrix X */. X ¥//T whereX ¥ here refers to thi « d matrix of distinct rows
of X. Moreover, if is positive semide nite, the® i SBM.k; b; / can be realized as a RDPG with appropriately de Xed
Thus, there is an overlap in the set of random dot product graph mode@rhastic block models.

We can then de ne the-SBM model as follows.

De nition 4. The bivariate graph valued random variabl€s G/ with respective adjacency matriced\ andA" are said
to be distributed as a pair ofcorrelated stochastic block model graphs with paramietéy and  (abbreviatedG; G/ i
-SBM.k; b; / ) if

1. Marginally,G;G i SBM.k;b;/ ,and

\%

2. ™A A e vy are collectively independent except that for eaich™ E 5
Al E LY

RN S IAHE

correlationA A'i'_j /= :

i
Note that if we generatd andH from a -SBM .k;b; / , G andG can be constructed so that
Gi -SBM .ky;b;; /andG i -SBM .k, by ,f;

wherek f min.ky;k,/; b.j/ = b,.j/ = bj/forallj E~1;2;§ ;1+s+n", and the upper lef « k submatrix of ;is (for
i =1;2). We write this formally as
.G;G/i -SBM .ky;ky bbby 4 of:

4 | VERTEX NOMINATION VIA SEEDED GRAPH MATCHING

With this notion of corresponding vertices, we next introduce aoppsed algorithm for nding the corresponding vertex
x E V' to a particular vertex of interest E V. Again, we assume a single vertex of interest for simplicity, as xtension

to multiple vertices of interest follows immediately. Before presentor main algorithmyYNmatch(Algorithm[2), we rst
provide the necessary details for the subroutine of Algor[ihm Zmeloy, namely th&oftSGMalgorithm of [11]. The easy
interpretability and simple extension of tBeftSGMalgorithm to generating nomination lists for vertices of interest ma&e i
natural candidate for the vertex nomination subroutine task of Atlyof2; however, other methods of graph matching, such as
spectral-based methods, for which extension to vertex nominatmmsble could also be used during this step of the algorithm.

4.1 | Soft seeded graph matching

GivenA andA in R™", the respective adjacency matrices of tweertex graph§& andG , thegraph matching probleitGMP)
is

min AP * PA fig; 1)
where | is the set ohe npermutation matrices, aritM fir denotes the Frobenius norm of the matvix While the formu-
lation in Eq. [1) seems restrictive, it is easily adapted to handle the case wie graphs are weighted, directed, loopy and on
potentially di erent sized vertex sets (using, for example, the pagidiethods introduced in [11]).

In our present setting, where we have known seeded veSicesS , we consider the closely relatededed graph matching

problem(SGMP) (see, for example, [11,/30,/ 29, 17, 13,28, 33]). We l@ave .V ;E/ andG = .V ;E / with vertex sets
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Algorithm 1 SoftSGM
Input: G E G ;G E G- with respective adjacency matricAsandA ; number of seeds (assumed to be rss vertices ofG
andG)); number of random restar® E N; random initialization parameterE [0; 1]; stopping criterion ;
StepQif * “setA=.2A*.11T* | /| & Oyjng + ,@ndA = 2A*. 117 * | /| & Opying « i
for i=1:R do
Step 1 Generat&); Uniformly from the set of permutation matrices,: g;
Step 2 Generate; Uniformly from .0; /and seP” = Q;+.1* /==.117/;
Step 3
while iif .PI//* f . PI"V i > do
Step a Compute( f .P1// = AyBJ, + AT By, + AyP1/B], + AL P /By,
Step bt ComputeQ/ E argmaxtraceQ'"( f .P1//I" overQ E D, via the Hungarian Algorithm [25];
Step ¢ Compute 1/ =argmaxf . P/ +.1* Q' over E[0;1];
Step d SetP1*V = J/ipil 4 1x QI
end while
Step 5 ComputeP, E argmaxtraceQ'"P-"//" overQ E . via the Hungarian Algorithm, wher@- "/ is output
from the while loop;

end for 3
Step 6 Dene pviap.l ;k/= 2 2P, L
Output: p
V=AxaSawaJandV ="x"4S awW aJ,withavd= =1+s+n+md/ 8= =1+ s+n+m,andseeding
S> S'. Without loss of generality, suppoSe= S ="1;2;8§ ;s (if no seeds are used=0 andS = S =¢), and suppose
for the moment that = . The seeded graph matching problem aims to solve
. A A A “A2 .

Pr%nr]SSA.ISaP/*.ISaP/AgF, 2)
where, ., denotes the set of * s/+. * s/ permutation matrices, aril denotes the direct sum of matrices. Note that
decomposingh andA™ via 0 1 o 1

A= An Az s andA = A_,11 A_,lz (3)
Az A A21 22

whereA;;; Aj  ERSS, AT AL /T A AL ER 95 andA,,; A, E R "9 "9 the SGMP is equivalent to

max f .P/= max tracePTA, A, /T/+
PE . PE .

tracePTALA,,/ + traceALPA,PT/ : (4)

The SGMP, in general, is NP-hard, and many (seeded) graph matchinglaigotiegin by relaxing the feasible region of
Eqg. (2) or [4) from the discrete . to the convex hull of . [58,/10,52| 11], which, by the Birko -vonNeumann theorem,
isthe setof * s/+. * s/ doubly stochastic matrices, denot@d. ;. This relaxation enables the machinery of continuous
optimization (gradient descent, ADMM, etc.) to be employed on the rela@dFS Note that while the solutions of E@l (2) and
(@) are equivalent, the solutions of the relaxations of Elg. (2) @ndré&tnot equivalent in general, with the inde nite relaxation,
Eq. (4), preferable under the model assumptions we will consideismpéper|[29].

The SGMilgorithm of [11] approximately solves this inde nite SGMP relaxatigsing the Frank-Wolfe algorithm [14], and
then projects the obtained doubly stochastic solution ontQ. The algorithm performs excellently in practice in both synthetic
and real data settings, with. * s/3/ runtime allowing for its e cient implementation on modestly sized nets. Since we
ultimately aim to create a nomination list (and not a 1 to 1 correspor@amecessarily) for the VOI of likely matchesin\ S,
we use the&softSGMalgorithm of [11] a stochastic averaging of the origin®GNbdrocedure over multiple random restarts in
order to softly match the graphs. Rather than the 1 to 1 correspondeuatput fromSGMSoftSGM(pseudocode provided in
Algorithm[1 for completeness) outputs a functian; /: V « V' ;™][0; 1], wherep.i; j / represents the likelihood vertgxn
G matches to vertekin G. As noted in TablEZIA AB  denotes the direct sum between two matrisendB, and0, denotes
thene nall zeroes matrix. Also, the functidnin Algorithm[d refers td as in Equatioh}.
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Algorithm 2 VNmatchvertex nomination via seeded graph matching
Input: G;G; S;S the seedsets, witls > S’;1 g h
Step I nd S, = s&N.x/, and matching verticeS, > S_inG, if &,6= 0, stop;
Step 2 createG, = G[N, .S,/] andG, = G[N, .S, /];
Step 3 use graph matching (we uSeftSGMAIgorithm[I) to matchG, = .V,;E,/ andG, = .V,;E,/, yieldingp. ; / :
Ve V, ;™[0; 1];
Step 4 create nomination list, for x by ranking the vertices iN, by decreasing value @x; /;
Output:

4.2 | VNmatch

We consider two graph@ andG with vertex setd/ =~x"4a SaW aJ andV ="x "4 S aW &J , where the vertices
in V\J andV'\J are shared between the two graphs. As stated previously, our taskeigetade an observed one-to-one
correspondenc8 > S to nd the vertexx E V' corresponding to a particular vertex of intergsg V. If G andG are
modestly sized (on the order of thousands of vertices), we could useitim[1, theSoftSGMalgorithm of [11], to soft match
G andG , paddingV orV as necessary when . As the purpose of matching the graphs in this inference task igtuifgl
the vertexx E V'; we create a ranked nomination list, which we denote pyfor x by ordering the vertices i@ by decreasing
value ofp.x; /: (with ties broken uniformly at random)

-1/ Earg maxp.x; r/;

rev

-2/ E argmax p.x;r/;
re.v/an L ar

4
JE  argmax  p.xri:
rEv/ar (168 . RS

In practice, however, the networks under consideration may be tootladjeectly applySoftSGMor similar global graph
matching procedures. For example, many of the partially crawled sociabriest found atl[27] contain tens-of-millions of
vertices or more. Therefore, rather than apph@ajtSGMglobally, we reduce the size of the problem through localization. In
our underlying network model, the local structure around a vert@nagraph will be similar to the local structure around a
vertex in the second graph. With this in mind, givee N and a set 1V , we de ne theh-neighborhood of in G via

X"

N,./:="~ VEV : there exists a path of length
f hinGfromvtoavertexin® :

Note, by convention I N ./ . We denote by5, = S, := S & N,,.x/ the set of seeded vertices Gwith shortest path
distance tox less than or equal to, and we de neS, to be the corresponding seeds3nwith &, 8= s, = &, d Notionally, as
h ™ @, N,.x/ tends towards the connected componer@ abntainingx, and we say that = @ yieldsN,,.x/ to be the entire
vertex seV of G.

Forl g h,wedeneG, = .V;E,/ := G[N,.S,/] andG, = .V,;E,/ := G[N,.S /] to be the respective induced
subgraphs oG andG generated bi, .S,/ andN, .S, /. Ideally,N, .S,/ which is alocal | -neighborhood of those seeds in
G whose distance to in G is at mosth f | will contain X, the corresponding VOI is . If so, we propose to uncover the
correspondence> X by usingSoftSGMo soft matchG, andG, rather than all of5 andG . The output ofSoftSGMs then
p.; /1 VeV, ;™[0;1], and we create the nomination list fordenoted ,, by ranking the vertices i, based on decreasing
value ofp.x; /;i.e., ifd/, 6= then

1/ Eargmaxp.x; r/;
rEv,
2l E argmax p.x;r/;
I=AVE TS
4

« [E  argmax p.x;r/;
rE.VX/é" 168 P
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SBM: s, as a function of h and s FB: s, as a function of h and s
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(a) SBM .3;b;/ on300vertices, with eqaul block sizes. is de nes so that the diagonal elements
are0:4 and the o -diagonal elements afe05. (b) Facebook network [35].

FIGURE 1 Average size 08, over 50 Monte Carlo simulations as a functionlofs/; seed sets and vertex of interest selected
randomly. Ash increases, more vertices in the graph are withifmarath of the randomly chosen VOI, and therefore more of
the seed vertices are M,,.x/.

where ties are broken uniformly at random.

Remark 1. FiguréZl demonstrates hd®y ddepends odSdandh for graphs generated from a stochastic blockmodel (Figure
[Ia, model described in De nitidnl 3) and for the Facebook networlk &f {8hich we consider in detail in Sectign 5.2.1. In both
cases, the seed sets and VOI are chosen uniformly at random. As expsti@ucreasesd, dapproaches$Sa It is important

to keep in mind that increasirtgalso increase$ and, consequently, the sized\yf. S,/ andN, .S;/, increasing computational
complexity. In both the simulated and Facebook examples? seems an appropriate choice, and is the value we use for the
networks in further exploration (see Sectidn 5).

5 | SIMULATIONS AND REAL DATA EXPERIMENTS

Note here that all necessary code and data needed to produce the gures inethisn scan be found at
http://www.cis.jhu.edu/~parky/D3M/VNSGM/.

We will measure the performance ¥fNmatchvia rankx /, the expected rank of in , when ties are broken uniformly at
random. Since the size of the set of candidate mat€hes V, &S, (seeds irG will neverbe matched ta by SoftSGN
varies greatly in each experiment, we will compare across experiments bytomthe normalized rank of

. rankx /*1 . .

X /= W a0 E[0;1]: (5)

Note that .x/ = 0 (resp., .x/ = 0:50r .x/ = 1)implies thatthe ,.1/ = x (resp., ,.&C,82/=x or ,. /= x for
g &, 9, i.e., the VOI was rst, half-way down, or e ectively last in the nondition list. A low value of .x / corresponds

to a low ranking ofx in the nomination list output from théNmatchalgorithm and corresponds to a measure of how much
time is saved (versus a uniformly random search) by the end-user wherhig through the candidate set of vertices for the
true matchx . We view a score of .x / = 5_100as better than a score ofx / = 5_10 since the amount of time saved by the
end-user is greater in the rst case.


http://www.cis.jhu.edu/~parky/D3M/VNSGM/
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RDPG: Vary s, and r RDPG: Vary ratio (r)
0.6
0.4
0.4 r 0.3
0 >
X 02
— 203 0.2
0.2 1
0.1
0.0 —
K3BIYLIBRIBRLIBIES
X r

(a) We plot X I as a function of the number of seedg, for various . (b) X 1 as a function of, the ratio of the vertex sizes of the two graphs, usipg- 4 and = 0:6,

FIGURE 2 For pairs 0f300-node graphs generated from-&®DP G.X/ model, we plot the average nomralized rank; /, as
a function ofs,, , andr.
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(a) We plot X 1 as a function 0By for various . (b) .X I as a function of, the ratio of the vertex sizes of the two graphs, usipg- 4 and = 0:6,

FIGURE 3 For pairs 0f300-node graphs generated from-&BM .3; b; / , we the average normalized rankx /, as a function
ofs,, ,andr.

5.1 | Simulation experiments

We rst explore the performance of Algorithfd 2 in theRDPG setting, followed by the-SBM setting (see Sectidd 3 for
descriptions of these models). To wit, we rst generate pairs of griphsa -RDP G.X/, where the latent positions &f are
uniformly chosen so"that each rowXfis a unit vector and for any two rows ¥f, namelyX; andX;, XinT E .0;1/. In Figure
[2ve explore how .x / is a ected by the number of seeds used in the matching as compared againss earialation values

=0;0:3;0:5;0:7; 1 (2d) and disparities in the sizes of the graphs to be matched wheéh6 (20).

Next, we generate pairs of graphs from-8BM .3;b; / , wherebis such thafl_3of the vertices are in each block and

p0:7 0:3 0:4c
= ¥0:3 07 0:39: (6)
Q:4 0:3 078
In Figur 3] we explore how.x / is a ected by the number of seeds used in the matching as compared against icorelites

=0;0:3;0:5;0:7; 1 (3d) and disparities in the sizes of the graphs to be matched whdn6 (30).

In order to explore how the number of seeds used in matcking, ects the location of the VOI in the nomination list, in
both the RDPG and SBM setting, we vagyfrom 1 to 9, and run 100 Monte Carlo replicates usiugmatchwith both the
VOI and the seeds chosen uniformly at random in each Monte Carlo replinaftégures 2h and Ba, we record the average
normalized rank of the VOI in the nomination lisB(s.e.) for the RDPG and SBM settings, respectively. It is apparent that fo
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FIGURE 4 The induced subgraphs for the High School Facebook and Survey ketgemerated by the shared vertices [35].

su ciently correlated networks, as the number of seeds increases, ourggdpmmination scheme becomes more accurate; i.e.,
the location of the VOI in the nomination list is closer to the tophef list. For graphs with very low correlation, the uniformly
poor performance can be attributed to both the lack of much commonwseumtweers, andG')'( and the failure oSoftSGM

to tease out this common structure. Since 6#NdG are dense networkdl, .S,/ andN, .S,/ generally contained between
250 and 300 vertices each. Thus, the proportion of shared verti€sandG, is rather high for this example.

To explore how the normalized rank of the VOI is in uenced by matchirap@s which di er in size, we next consider pairs
of graphs on di erent sized vertex sets. We will set the number of eestin the smaller grapkg , to bed/ 8= rdvd= 300r,
forr =0:25,0:30;8 ;1. LetH = G and suppose there exists an induced subgkaii G so thatH; G /i 0 :6RDP G.X/
for Figurel2h andH; G/ i 0 :6:SBM .3;b;/ for Figure[3b. For each, we plot the average.x / (,2 s.e.) over 100 Monte
Carlo replicates for xeds, = 4. As can be seen, under this model when the original netwdsdG have a large discrepancy
between the sizes of their vertex sets there is less accuracwitiNtinatchalgorithm. Furthermore, the more obvious community
structure present in the SBM setting contributes to better perfarenafitheVNmatchalgorithm. Although we are not matching
graphsG, andG_ with vertex size di erence ratio at every iteration, since the connectivity of the vertices is highandG,
do not deviate much from being the full graphs.

Li and Campbell explore the e ects of utilizing seeds in graph matchindplems in|[28]. They found that although a small
number of seeds can greatly increase the number of correctly matched verticenyasber of shared users decreases so does
the ability to nd a good match. As might be expected, since the nurabpotential mismatches increases as the number of
shared users decreases, Figlrés 2l ahd 3b are consistent with Li and Cangshéibs

5.2 | Real data experiments

In this section, we explore two applications WNmatchon real data. Sectidn 5.2.1 explores a pair of high-school networks
obtained froml[35] in which the rst graph is created based on studenbrsgs to a “who-knows-who' survey and the second
is a Facebook friendship network involving some of the same stadbnBectiori 5.2]2, we consider Instagram and Twitter
networks having over-lapping vertex sets in which we would tikelentify which Instagram pro le corresponds to a particular
Twitter pro le.

5.2.1 1 Finding friends in high school networks

We consider two High School friendship networks on over-lappergex sets published in [35]. The rst network, having 156
vertices, represents a Facebook network of pro les in which two verticesdhaeent if the pair of individuals were friends on
Facebook. The second network consists of 134 vertices, each represerditigalar student, and two vertices are adjacent if
one of the students reported that they are friends with the otheargtuthere are 82 shared vertices across the two networks for
which we know the bijection between the two vertex sets, and the réamgaiartices are known to have no such correspondence.
In the language of Sectién 1,= 156, =134,n+ s=81, m= 74, andm = 52.

Due to the large number of unshared vertices (nearly 40% and 50% for ey Sund Facebook networks, respectively),
for illustrative purposes we perform our analysis of this data gébdking at the induced subgraphs generated by the shared



12 t (x") Mnal" chance [ between|  zero 2atsoliET AL

60-
o 40-
3
l: || |
..| Tl |||| | .. || || il

5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 5'0 5'5 60 65 70 75 80
X
FIGURE 5 Consider eaclx E V as the VOI §/38 = 82). For eachv E N,.x/ match the induced subgraphs léf and
H " generated byN,.v/ andN,.v/, considering'v" and”v " to be seed-sets of siZe For eachx, plot how often .x'/ E
70;.0;0:5/;[0:5; 1]; NA™ in light green, dark green, light purple, and dark purple, respectivelpi&diere listed in order as
they appear in the plot from bottom to top). The height of the stapkesents the total number of verticedNip. x/.

vertices. A brief glimpse into the e ects of the unshared vertices can balfoutihe supplemental material accompanying this
article. This step is purely for exploratory analysis and would notebsible in practice, as we would not have prior knowledge
about which vertices in the networks are shared as opposed to unshafeglisAme time, immediate succes¥dfmatchs still

not guaranteed since the structure of the two graphs is very di erenkigeee[4] Furthermore, we can see that there appears
to be a 2-block structure for each of the (shared) networks, althdftige were to model these networks the block probability
matrices for the two networks appears to di er (unlike our simulagzamples).

We rst explore howVNmatchperforms when nding the VOI using a single seed. EetandH ~ denote, respectively, the
induced subgraphs of the High School Facebook and Friendship-Suetwegrks generated by tl82 shared vertices. We run
82 experiments, one for considering eack V as the VOI, and for each VOI we consider using ea¢hN ,.x/ as our single
seed foVNmatchlIn Figure[5] for eaclx, we plot how often .x'/ E ~0;.0;0:5/;[0:5; 1]; NA " in light green, dark green, light
purple, and dark purple, respectively (colors listed in order as they appEapuire 5ifrom bottom to top): Whenx '/ = 0, the
true matchx is at the top of the nomination list this is the best case possibkemw.x / E .0;0:5/, x is somewhere between
the top of the nomination list and half-way down (i.e. better thaancle, but not rst); when .x / E [0:5; 1] the nomination
list from VNmatchs worse than a uniformly random nomination list; and nallyx/ = NA means thak | V, and our
algorithm cannot hope to nominate the correct vertex. The height atdok represents the total number of verticeN inx/.
While beyond the scope of this work, this gure points to theauat of seed-selection as well-chosen seeds can be the di erence
between perfect algorithmic performance and performance worse than chateeal$dothat for vertices 6, 31, 36, and 49,
X 1 V,_ forallvE N,.x/, so, matching the two neighborhoods for these vertices would nevandzessful for = h = 2.

We next consider the e ects of increasisg For simplicity, we present our ndings while considering vertéxtd be the
VOI. Vertex 27 shows moderately good performance using 1 seed in Fglaithough not the best. We expadiimatcho
work equally well on any other vertex with similar (or better) perforemto vertex 27 as noted in Figurel 5.

With vertexx = v,; as the VOI inG, for eachs, increasing fron® to 9 we uniformly at random generat®0seed sets from
N ,.x/ and applyvVNmatcho matchG, andG, using these seed sets. Bpr= 1, rather than having 100 Monte Carlo replicates,
we consider only th&7 possible seed sets of sizein N,.27/. Figure[6] displays.x / as a function of,, with Figure[6]

a showing the general performance ot / with respect tes, and Figuré 6b displaying a frequency histogram (conditioned on
X/1* NA)of .x/foreachs, E~1;8 ;9.
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FIGURE 7 Graphs of a particular friend of the VOI for both Twitter and Instagr&i@] in red and seeds in pink.

5.2.2 1 Finding Friends on Instagram from Twitter

We next consider nominating across two publicly available social nktdatasets, one derived from Twitter and one derived
from Instagram, where there is an edge between two vertices if one veftdoiging the other vertex in the respective social
network. We consider a single vertex present on both the Twitterrsstddram networks and construct the two-hop neighbor-
hoods of this vertex in each network, yielding a 163 vertex Twittapl (Figuré_7R) and a 28 vertex Instagram graph (Figure
[7B). After identifying a VOI in each network, a simple metadata amalysvertex features yields 10 potential seeds. In Figure
[Bwe plot the average value ofx / (,2 s.e.) when using a seed set of size= 2; 4; 6; 8; 10. To avoid pathologies arising from
x| VX we use vertex 8 as a seed in each experiment. As there are few seeds hereage aweaar all possible sets of seeds
of sizes, in each example.

There are a few takeaways from this gure. First note that as the nuoflseds increases, the performancé&/bimatch
increases signi cantly (i.e., the rank &f in , is closer to the top). In fact, we nd that there are two vertices (inclgdire
central vertex in both graphs) whose presence in the seed sets are cruulifrirtey are in the seed set thex'/ = 0 every
time, and if not then .x / > 0:5. Thus, the improvement uponx / in Figure[8lis due to the increased proportion of seed sets
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FIGURE 8 Plot the average value ofx/ (Equatiorib), along with a con dence bound, f§r= 2; 4; 6; 8; 10, always using the
center vertexg) as a seed.

which contain the two crucial seeds for identifying the true matchtHeumore, these are the only two seeds which are adjacent
to the vertex of interest. This indicates that in the future it may dxgelxial to focus on what vertex-properties impact seed-
usefulness in terms of assistance with matchability. Also note tkeaetgraphs are quite local the full Twitter and Instagram
networks would have> 10’ vertices yet our algorithm still performed quite well only considerg 0 102 vertices. Indeed,

by whittling the networks down into local neighborhoods, we ate &bleverage the rich local signal present across networks
without the computational burden induced by working with the faflen massive, networks themselves.

6 | CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we introduce an across-graph vertex nomination scheee drafcal neighborhood alignment for identifying a
vertex of interest. Our algorithm operates locally within much largesoeks, and can scale to be implemented in the very large
networks ubiquitous in this age of big data. We demonstrated the e cdoyoprincipled methodology on both simulated and
real data networks, including an application to networks from Twiétet Instagram.

In this paper we have focused on nding a corresponding vertex in a dawgmvork to the VOI in the rst network with a
notion of correspondence in our real-data examples meaning that two nodss e networks represent the same individual.
Another application of this algorithm would be nding vertices, eitlaeross two networks or across two subnetworks of one
larger network, that haveimilar structural roleacross the two networks. Since the resulting nomination list @/timatch
algorithm already outputs nodes in an ordering that is based on whiébessirt a localized version of the second network have
similar localized structural role to the VOI in the rst network, sréxtension follows immediately.

In the future, we would like to theoretically and empirically expltive impacts of network correlation and errors\dsmatch
for various random graph models. We are also actively seeking to undethtapdects of di erent types of seeds and what
makes a good seed. The impact of unshared vertices and their connections perthienance of th&Nmatchalgorithm is
still an open area of investigation. ApplyirMNmatcho multiple VOI could be done either iteratively or simultaneousighed
guestions to explore include the addition of attributes and howptyafNmatctsimultaneously across multiple (more thgn
networks.
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