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Abstract

Link prediction infers potential links from observed networks, and is one of the essen-

tial problems in network analyses. In contrast to traditional graph representation modeling

which only predicts two-way pairwise relations, we propose a novel tensor-based joint net-

work embedding approach on simultaneously encoding pairwise links and hyperlinks onto a

latent space, which captures the dependency between pairwise and multi-way links in inferring

potential unobserved hyperlinks. The major advantage of the proposed embedding procedure

is that it incorporates both the pairwise relationships and subgroup-wise structure among nodes

to capture richer network information. In addition, the proposed method introduces a hierarchi-

cal dependency among links to infer potential hyperlinks, and leads to better link prediction. In

theory we establish the estimation consistency for the proposed embedding approach, and pro-

vide a faster convergence rate compared to link prediction utilizing pairwise links or hyperlinks

only. Numerical studies on both simulation settings and Facebook ego-networks indicate that

the proposed method improves both hyperlink and pairwise link prediction accuracy compared

to existing link prediction algorithms.
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1 Introduction

Hyperlinks or hyperedges generalize traditional pairwise links through capturing interactions among

groups of nodes. For example, hyperlinks occur frequently in online social networks and rec-

ommender systems such as Delicious, Last.fm and Flickr, where the system involves not only

pairwise relations between users and items, but also three-way user-tag-item relations that can-

not be captured by pairwise relations using the traditional network formulation. Another exam-

ple of a hyperlink is in a gene interaction network, where it is essential to identify subgroups of

genes which are functionally associated with each other to potentially formulate a protein complex

[12, 32, 11, 13, 34, 33]. In contrast, pairwise relations between genes are inadequate to capture the

collaborative high-order interactions of one gene with a subgroup of other genes.

Figure 1: The left network illustrates pairwise links. The right figure illustrates three hyperlinks
e1, e2 and e3, where each of them is a 3-order hyperlinks connecting 3 nodes.

A hyperlink is called m-order if it is a set containing m nodes. Figure 1 illustrates the dif-

ferences between pairwise links and hyperlinks. Motivated by previous examples, it is critical to

identify potential multi-way or high-order relations among multiple nodes represented by hyper-

links. Meanwhile, the coexistence of hyperlinks and pairwise links within a complex network sys-

tem also motivates us to model and utilize their relations simultaneously for inference. In contrast,

existing link prediction methods are designed for inferring either two-way or multi-way relations

separately, which ignore the joint information between pairwise links and hyperlinks within the

same network. For example, most existing methods utilize the information only from observed

two-way relations [16, 18, 35, 4, 28, 24, 26, 3, 40, 39] or decompose multi-way relations into

pairwise relations [8, 36, 15]. In general, these methods are unable to capture high-order relations

among nodes and suffer from information loss in the process of decomposing multi-way relations

to two-way relations.

2



Alternatively, hyperlink prediction methods are proposed through directly modeling observed

multi-way relations [21, 23, 43, 1, 41, 42, 14]. One unique challenge for these methods is that

hyperlinks are only partially observed or highly sparse in practice, which is quite distinct from

the pairwise relations which are likely to have more observed complete information. For example,

identification of a hyperlink for a protein complex connecting multiple genes requires additional

biological experiments and validation, and in social networks, inferences about local social cir-

cles may require additional information involving high-order interactions among users. Therefore,

inferring high-order relations with a limited training size could be unreliable without borrowing

information from observed pairwise links.

Existing works on hyperlink modeling are also considered in node classification and commu-

nity detection. For instance, [10, 30, 1] suggest methods based on hyperlink expansions or random

walks to reconstruct hyperlinks from pairwise links. These methods use a principle of generating

hyperlinks based on pre-specified relations among hyperlinks and pairwise links, while treating

hyperlinks as a subgraph with a certain configuration such as a fully-connected clique or star-

shaped subgroup of nodes. However, this heuristic principle is not adaptive to different structures

of hyperlinks, which tend to lead misspecified hyperlinks, especially in the absence of the accurate

knowledge of the pairwise links and hyperlinks. In addition, they mainly focus on node classifica-

tions and detection of global community structures rather than identifying subgroup structures.

To overcome the foregoing difficulties of modeling relations with heterogeneous orders, in this

paper we develop a novel network embedding procedure to jointly model pairwise links and high-

order hyperlinks simultaneously to capture complex interactions among nodes. In particular, we

proceed in a hierarchical fashion in that pairwise and multiway relations are modeled at differ-

ent resolutions. E.g., pairwise relations are structured by low-level node-wise network features,

while hyperlinks capture multiway relations via high-level subgroup-wise features. Jointly they

can identify the subgroup configuration and capture the hyperlink-generating features effectively.

This enables the incorporation of more complete and rich information from observed networks.

One advantage of this hierarchical modeling is the mutual information borrowing between hy-

perlink prediction and pairwise link prediction. More specifically, in the presence of a hyperlink,

nodes from the same hyperlink are more likely to form a pairwise relation as compared with nodes

in the absence of a hyperlink. On the other hand, nodes that are highly connected by pairwise

links may suggest the presence of a potential hyperlink among them. In addition, the proposed
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joint embedding framework follows a principle of data augmentation for hyperlinks based on pair-

wise links, which improves inference accuracy as the effective sample size of links increases, and

consequently captures subgroup structures associated with potential hyperlinks more efficiently.

Furthermore, this principle of network connectivity also reflects the phenomenon in practice. In

summary, the proposed hyperlink prediction framework provides cohesive statistical modeling for

both pairwise links and hyperlinks, which enhance the mutual inferences between pairwise links

and hyperlinks.

In theory, we provide the consistency of the proposed estimation and show that our method

achieves a faster convergence rate compared to embedding procedures utilizing pairwise link in-

formation only, since we are able to incorporate at least one of the observed or inferred hyperlinks

via the joint embedding procedure. The results are valid in cases when either pairwise link and

hyperlink are independent or dependent conditioning on the latent space. In addition, our theoret-

ical analyses show that hyperlink augmentation can further boost the convergence rate of the joint

embedding method, especially when the conditional dependency among pairwise and hyperlinks is

strong. The theoretical development using large deviation theory is nontrivial here, since pairwise

links and hyperlinks are correlated intrinsically in that the independent model assumption cannot

be utilized. In contrast, most existing probability concentration properties are established under

the independent model assumption.

This paper is organized as follows: Section 2 introduces the background and notation of the

proposed method. Section 3 introduces the proposed joint embedding method and the inference

procedure from observed pairwise network to hyperlinks. Section 4 establishes the theoretical

properties of the proposed embedding method under the scenarios where the hyperlinks are either

observed or inferred from pairwise links. Section 5 demonstrates simulation studies, and Section 6

illustrates an application of the Facebook ego-network. The last section provides conclusions and

some final discussion.

2 Background and Notations

We define an observed network G = (V ,E), where V = {vi}Ni=1 denotes a set of N nodes and

E ⊂
(
V
2

)
is a set of node pairs with observed pairwise link status, which represents the presence

or absence of a pairwise link. For an undirected and unweighted network, G can be represented
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through a symmetric binary adjacent matrix Y = {Yij}1≤i 6=j≤N , in that

Yij =


1, {i, j} ∈ E and(i, j) is presence,

0, {i, j} ∈ E and(i, j) is absence,

−1, {i, j} /∈ E.

In addition, we define an m-order uniform hypergraph on a set of nodes V as GH = {V ,H ⊂(
V
m

)
}, where e ∈H is an index set ofm-tuple indices e = {i1, i2, · · · , im}with observed hyperlink

status, indicating the presence or absence of a hyperlink. To represent them-order hyperlink status,

we introduce an m-order tensor Y ∈ {0, 1,−1}Rm such that

Yi1i2···im =


1, {i1, i2 · · · im} ∈H and{i1, i2 · · · im} is presence,

0, {i1, i2 · · · im} ∈H and{i1, i2 · · · im} is absence,

−1, {i1, i2 · · · im} /∈H .

We introduce observation indicator A =
{
Aij ∈ {0, 1}, Ai1···im ∈ {0, 1}

}
, where Aij = 1 if

{i, j} ∈ E andAij = 0 if {i, j} /∈ E, and {Ai1···im} are similarly defined. Given that A is indepen-

dent from link statuses, the network modeling P (Y ,Y) can be decomposed into two submodels,

where one models the underlying link statuses: P (Y ∈ {0, 1},Y ∈ {0, 1}), and the other models

whether a link status is observed or not: P (A ∈ {0, 1}). In the following, we focus on modeling

the link statuses based on observed link statuses where, {Yij} ∈ {0, 1} and {Yi1···im} ∈ {0, 1}.

For the observation modeling P (A ∈ {0, 1}), we follow the convention in literature [17] and as-

sume the observed link statuses are uniformly and randomly sampled from all possible links on

networks, i.e., {Aij, Ai1···im} are independent binary random variables. However, we also consider

the scenario of observed link statuses with missing not at random in that dependency exists among

{Aij}, and provide the theoretical and numerical analysis in later sections.

Denote the sets of observed pairwise link statuses and hyperlink statuses as ΩY and ΩY . Ac-

cordingly, the number of observed pairwise link statuses and hyperlink statuses are |ΩY | and |ΩY |.

The proposed link prediction framework is based on network latent space modeling. Specifically,

we introduce an r-dimensional latent vector representation Zi = (Zi1, · · · , Zir) for each node vi,

where each element Zik, k = 1, . . . , r represents a latent feature of node vi. The latent factor
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modeling enables us to capture the relation between nodes vi and vj on a network through their

concordance on the latent space spanned by {Zi}Ni=1. In addition, the latent factor model allows

us to capture the low-rank structure feature by assuming that the dimension of the latent space r is

much smaller than N .

Through a dimension reduction we are able to increase the estimation efficiency of latent fac-

tors while reducing the variation of prediction. Based on the node-wise latent factors {Zi}Ni=1, we

propose a probabilistic link modeling. That is, we assume that both pairwise link Yij and hyperlink

Yi1i2···im follow a Bernoulli distribution with probability P
(
Yij|Zi, Zj

)
and P

(
Yi1···im|Zi1 ,· · · ,Zim

)
,

respectively. Therefore, once the positions of nodes in the latent space are estimated, we can pre-

dict the probabilities for both pairwise links and hyperlinks among these nodes.

3 Methodology

In this section, we introduce the proposed joint network embedding framework to perform predic-

tion for both pairwise links and hyperlinks. The key idea is to project the nodes in the network into

points in a latent space, and preserve both the observed pairwise and high-order relations in the la-

tent space. In the following, we present the methods for embedding pairwise links and hyperlinks.

3.1 Reconstruction of Pairwise Relations in Latent Space

To incorporate observed pairwise relations into a latent space, we propose to minimize a loss

function to estimate node-wise latent factors Z = {Zi ∈ Rr}Ni=1:

L1(Z) =
1

|ΩY |
∑

Yij∈ΩY

(Yij − σ
[
ZT
j Zi

]
)2, (1)

where |ΩY | is the number of observed pairwise links, and the ZT
j Zi is the second-order concor-

dance, measuring the degree of similarity between two nodes’ latent features. The σ(·) is a logistic

link function that transforms the second-order concordance into the probability of a pairwise link.

Intuitively, two latent factors Zi and Zj are expected to be close in the latent space given that a

pairwise link exists between nodes vi and vj , i.e., Yij = 1. In contrast, two latent factors Zi and Zj

are far away from each other given Yij = 0. In this way, we transform the binary link statuses of
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the network into continuous measures of distance in the latent space.

The probabilistic prediction loss in (1) has the same form as the Brier score [7], e.g., (Y − P̂ )2

where Y is a binary outcome and P̂ is the corresponding predicted probability. Compared with the

negative log-likelihood loss, e.g., −[Y log P̂ + (1 − Y ) log(1 − P̂ )], both of them have a similar

U-shape landscape and reach the same minimizer of P̂ = P (Y = 1) at the population level. In

addition, an empirical study [28] demonstrates that the choice of loss function has minor influence

on link prediction performance using latent factor models.

3.2 Reconstruction of High-order Relations in Latent Space

Hyperlink prediction is more challenging since the configurations of high-order relation involve a

high degree of uncertainty and require high-dimensional modeling tools. One key element of the

proposed method is to model hyperlinks via the structure of latent factors expressed in high-order

tensors. We formulate the m-order hyperlinks by an m-order tensor Y = (Yi1i2···im) ∈ {0, 1}Nm .

Specifically, if there is a hyperlink connecting m nodes {vi1 , · · · , vim}, then Yi1i2···im = 1. To map

the high-order relations of the network into the latent space, we model the m-order hyperlinks as

a low-rank concordance structure on the latent feature Z based on the CANDECOMP/PARAFAC

(CP) tensor decomposition. Specifically, we introduce a high-order concordance measure function

among m nodes as

f(Zi1 , Zi2 , · · · , Zim) =
r∑

k=1

ψk,i1i2,···im|Zi1kZi2k · · ·Zimk|, (2)

where

ψk,i1i2,···im =

1 Zilk ≥ 0, l = 1, · · · ,m or Zilk < 0, l = 1, · · · ,m,

−1 otherwise.

The high-order concordance measures the degree of similarity among a group of nodes. Here we

constrain the scope of concordance among multiple latent features only when their signs are all

the same, thereby by increasing the power for discriminating between high-order concordance and

high-order discordance. Based on the high-order concordance among the latent factors of nodes
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vi1 , vi2 , · · · , vim , we model the probability of hyperlink Yi1i2···im as:

P (Yi1i2···im = 1) = σ(
∑

(i,j)∈{i1i2,··· ,im}

ZT
i Zj + βf(Zi1 , Zi2 , · · · , Zim)), (3)

where β > 1 is a weighting parameter. Analogous to measuring the pairwise concordance via an in-

ner product among latent factors, we apply the generalized inner product
∑r

k=1 ψkZi1kZi2k · · ·Zimk
to measure the joint concordance among a group of m latent factors. Notice that the proposed

measure f(Zi1 , Zi2 , · · · , Zim) is equivalent to the CP tensor decomposition given that ψk = 1, k =

1, · · · , r. The purpose of introducing sign consistency function ψk for each latent factor dimension

k = 1, · · · , r is to adjust the sign of multiplication among latent factors so that the sign is consis-

tent with the interpretation of f(Zi1 , Zi2 , · · · , Zim). For example, consider the kth latent feature for

three nodes Zi1k > 0, Zi2k < 0, Zi3k < 0. Since the signs of the latent features are not consistent,

the P (Yi1i2i3 = 1) decreases given other latent features. However, applying CP decomposition

would lead to Zi1kZi2kZi3k > 0, which increases the P (Yi1i2i3 = 1). Therefore, the introduction of

ψk, k = 1, · · · , r encourages a large value of f(Zi1 , Zi2 , · · · , Zim) only when all Zi1 , Zi2 , · · · , Zim
are close to each other in the latent space, which is consistent with the interpretation of the high-

order concordance. Note that the joint concordance cannot be directly inferred by the pairwise

concordance in the sense that even ZiZT
j is large for any pair (i, j) ∈ {i1, i2, · · · , im}, though

it is still possible that f(Zi1 , Zi2 , · · · , Zim) is small. This also implies that the joint concordance

capturing high-order relations cannot be substituted for by pairwise concordance.

The latent-factor-based hyperlink modeling in (3) introduces a hierarchical dependency be-

tween pairwise links and hyperlinks since (3) also incorporates the pairwise concordance among

nodes in (1). In addition, the high-order concordance is correlated with
∑

(i,j)∈{i1i2,··· ,im} Z
T
i Zj via

the shared latent factors. Through utilizing the dependency between hyperlink and pairwise link,

we borrow information from each for more accurate prediction. In addition, the proposed hierar-

chical dependency facilitates better interpretations in real applications as compared to the methods

of using pairwise links or hyperlinks separately.

Subsequently, we incorporate the hyperlink information into the latent space of nodes via ob-
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taining the latent factors Z via minimizing the following hyperlink loss function:

L2(Z)=
1

|ΩY |
∑

Yi1i2···im∈ΩY

wi1i2···im

{
Yi1i2···im− σ

( ∑
(i,j)∈{i1i2,··· ,im}

ZT
i Zj+βf(Zi1 , Zi2 , · · · , Zim)

)}2

, (4)

where wi1i2,··· ,im is the weight for hyperlink Yi1i2···im , ΩY is the set of incorporated m-order hyper-

links, and |ΩY | is the total number of hyperlinks. If there exists a potential hyperlink connecting

nodes {i1, i2, · · · , im} in a hypergraph, then decreasing the loss function in (4) leads to a strong

joint concordance among latent factors {Zi1 , Zi2 , · · · , Zim}. Consequently, we preserve high-order

relations among nodes associated with their embedding in latent space. In terms of latent factors

estimation, (1) and (4) serve as the second-order moments and the m-order moment estimations

of Z, respectively. Intuitively, incorporating additional moment information generated from la-

tent factors Z reduces estimation bias while increasing efficiency, which leads to a more accurate

estimation of latent factor Z.

3.3 Joint Network Embedding for Pairwise Link and Hyperlink Prediction

Based on the link embedding (1) and (4), we estimate the latent features of nodes by jointly in-

corporating pairwise links and hyperlinks. Due to randomness or noisy sources of information,

some pairwise links and hyperlinks can be incorrectly observed or inferred, which requires reg-

ularization during the embedding process. In addition, in a network system with many potential

hyperlinks, we are interested in detecting more significant hyperlinks in the sense that they capture

local subgroup structures with high certainty in the network. To achieve these goals, we propose

the following loss function:

L(Z) =
1

|ΩY |
∑

Yi1···im∈ΩY

wi1···im

{
Yi1···im−σ

( ∑
(i,j)∈{i1,··· ,im}

ZT
i Zj + βf(Zi1 , · · · , Zim)

}2

(5)

+
1

|ΩY |
∑

Yij∈ΩY

(Yij − σ
[
ZT
i Zj

]
)2+λ‖Z‖2.

Specifically, we impose the weight function wi1i2···im to downweigh spurious links through pe-

nalization. We also adopt the penalization ‖Z‖2 to control the magnitude of the latent factors of

nodes in order to alleviate the overfitting of latent factors due to spurious pairwise links and hy-

perlinks. Furthermore, the penalization ‖Z‖2 imposes a low-rank structure of latent factors which
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can mitigate the singularity problem when the degree of nodes is smaller than the rank of latent

factors. To tune the penalty parameter λ in (5), we first split both the observed pairwise link status

and hyperlink status into a training and validation dataset. Then we fit the loss function (5) on the

training dataset and perform a grid search for λ on a predefined region, e.g., [0, 1]. We can select a

λ to maximize the AUC on the validation dataset.

After mapping each node into the latent space spanned by column vectors of Z consisting

of the pairwise links and hyperlinks, we predict potential pairwise links and hyperlinks through

an estimated degree of concordance among the latent factors of nodes. Specifically, we predict a

pairwise link between nodes vi and vj through

P
(
Yij = 1|(vi, vj)

)
= σ(ZT

i Zj). (6)

Similarly, to predict an m-order hyperlink among a group of nodes vi1 , vi2 , · · · , vim , we have

P
(
Yi1i2···im = 1|(vi1 , vi2 , · · · , vim)

)
= σ

[ ∑
(i,j)∈{i1i2,··· ,im}

ZT
i Zj + βf(Zi1 , Zi2 , · · · , Zim)

]
. (7)

Although the main focus in this paper is link prediction, identifying the latent factor space of nodes

is also fundamentally important as it permits exploration of other types of network structures.

For example, in community detection, detection of the community structures of a network leads

to discoveries in biology, marketing, and social science. In other situations, we may develop a

clustering algorithm to identify homogeneous subgroups of nodes in a latent space based on their

estimated similar embeddings of learned nodes.

Remark: The proposed joint embedding procedure can be generalized to the case when orders

of hyperlink statuses are different. Instead of directly encoding hyperlink statuses via a series of

tensors with different orders, an alternative solution is to decompose hyperlink statuses of different

orders into hyperlink statuses with the same and low order, which could be then formulated into a

single hyperlink tensor. In this way, an original high-order hyperlink statuses is approximated by

a set of low-order hyperlink statuses, and then the objective function (5) can be directly applied.
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3.4 Inferring Potential Hyperlinks through Observed Links

An innovation of the proposed method is that the framework enables a data augmentation procedure

on hyperlinks based on the observed network. Although in many applications, only a small number

of high-order relations represented by hyperlinks can be directly observed, it is feasible to infer

potential hyperlinks from observed links through link dependency information.

The rationale is that pairwise links and hyperlinks characterize the same types of relations

within a network but at different group levels. Therefore, observing whether two nodes are bilat-

erally connected or not is informative for inferring whether they belong to the same subgroup or

hyperlink. This hierarchical dependency among links is implicitly introduced into the proposed

framework as the node-wise latent factors and their concordances are shared by both pairwise link

(1) and hyperlink modeling (3), which enables us to infer the unobserved hyperlinks along with

estimating latent factors. The inferred hyperlinks can be integrated into the embedding procedure

to increase the effective sample size and enrich the subgroup structures in the latent space.

In the following, we illustrate an inference procedure example for a three-order hyperlink,

which can be similarly generalized to the high-order hyperlinks following a similar procedure.

Intuitively, we tend to infer hyperlink status whose underlying probability is either close to 1 or

close to 0 due to their reduced inference uncertainty. Based on the hyperlink modeling in (3), the

inference of a hyperlink status follows the three steps:

Step 1: Embedding with observed network: We first obtain node-wise latent factors based on

the observed pairwise links ΩY and hyperlinks ΩY through

Zobs = argmin
Z

L(Z,ΩY ,ΩY), (8)

where L(·) is the joint embedding loss defined in (5). The Zobs and encodes the position of each

node and its geometric relation in the latent space, which is utilized by the downstream hyperlink

inference. The penalty term ‖Z‖2 is not considered, i.e., λ = 0 in step 1 for fully utilizing the

observed network.

Step 2: Construct candidate for augmented hyperlink statuses: Given the prior knowledge

such that the probability of establishing a hyperlink among a set of nodes is higher when there are

more observed pairwise links among these nodes compared to those with fewer observed pairwise

links, we construct a candidate pool for augmented hyperlink statuses based on the hierarchical
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dependence structure and observed pairwise link information. Specifically, we introduce Ωpair
1 =

{(i, j, k)|Yij = Yik = Yjk = 1} ∩Ωc
Y and Ωpair

2 = {(i, j, k)|Yij = Yik = Yjk = 0} ∩Ωc
Y to indicate

the candidate pool for augmented hyperlinks and non-hyperlinks, respectively, where ΩY is the

observed hyperlink statuses. We denote the total candidate pool as Ωpool := Ωpair
1 ∪ Ωpair

2 .

Step 3: Select informative augmented hyperlink statuses: We select augmented hyperlink sta-

tuses with low inference uncertainty from Ωpool. Based on Zobs we estimate the hyperlink proba-

bility P̂ijk = P (Yijk) via (3) for Yijk ∈ Ωpool. Note that {P̂ijk} only utilizes the information from

observed network, which is an independent information source from the hierarchical dependency

prior in Step 2. We construct the set of augmented hyperlink statuses Ω̂Y := {Ŷijk} as follows:

Ŷijk =

1, (i, j, k) ∈ Ωpair
1 and P̂ijk ≥ 1− δ,

0, (i, j, k) ∈ Ωpair
2 and P̂ijk ≤ δ,

where δ ∈ (0, 0.5) is a cut-off that can be tuned on a validation set. Finally, we refine the node-wise

latent factors Zobs through incorporating the set of augmented hyperlink statuses ΩY ∪ Ω̂Y into the

joint embedding loss function in (5) as Zaug = argminZ L(Z,ΩY ,ΩY ∪ Ω̂Y).

The effectiveness of the augmentation procedure relies on the existence of dependency between

pairwise links and hyperlinks on the same set of nodes, and the improvement from link augmen-

tation becomes more significant as the degree of dependency increases. Given the dependency

exists and it is moderate, we can capture it via modeling the pairwise links in (1) and hyperlinks

in (4) on shared latent factors. When the dependency is stronger in that two types of links are still

correlated conditioning on the latent positions, then the augmentation procedure can incorporate

the conditional dependency via imposing subgroup structure on the latent positions; and introduc-

ing structured regularization on the parameter space of latent factors can enhance the estimation

efficiency.

3.5 Embeddings Estimation

We embed each node into a latent feature Z estimated by minimizing the joint loss function in

(5). In contrast to existing pairwise link or hyperlink embedding approaches involving matrix

factorization [28, 31, 2, 6, 8, 29, 41, 42] or tensor decomposition, which could entail high com-

putational cost especially when the order of tensor m is high. Notice that the hyperlink tensor Y
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is super-symmetric in that Yi1i2···im = Yϕ(i1)ϕ(i2)···ϕ(im), where ϕ is the order permutation mapping.

On this ground, we develop a scalable algorithm to minimize (5) while taking advantage of the

super-symmetry of a hyperlink tensor to reduce the computational cost.

In general, we estimate the embedding of nodes Z through the coordinate gradient descent

algorithm where both the gradient and Hessian matrix have explicit forms. Alternatively, we can

replace the gradient update by the first-order gradient descent with an adaptive learning rate strat-

egy such as ADAM [20] to accelerate the convergence and avoid local minima. The detailed

estimation procedure is summarized as Gradient Descent Algorithm with Parallel Computing in

the supplemental material. One advantage of the proposed algorithm is that it utilizes the super-

symmetry property of a hyperlink tensor to update the latent vectors corresponding to different

tensor modes simultaneously instead of updating each mode iteratively. In addition, updating gra-

dients of the node-wise latent vectors can be performed independently of each other, which makes

it feasible for parallelization to accelerate computation.

4 Theoretical Results

In this section, we investigate the theoretical properties for the proposed joint embedding method.

Specifically, we focus on establishing the asymptotic properties of link probability estimation as

it directly associates with prediction accuracy. We consider a class of link-generating processes

where the pairwise link statuses Y = {Yij} and m-order hyperlink statuses Y = {Yi1i2·im} can be

hierarchically dependent conditioning on the latent position Z.

Given the node-wise latent factors Z = {Zi}Ni=1, we decompose the joint distribution as

P(Y ,Y|Z) = P(Y |Y,Z)P(Y|Z), and assume that the pairwise links {P(Yij|Z)} indepen-

dently follow

Yij ∼ Bern
(
θij
)
, where θij =

exp(ZiZ
T
j )

1 + exp(ZiZT
j )

; 1 ≤ i < j ≤ N. (9)

For the generation of a m-order hyperlink status {Yi1i2···im}, we introduce a clique indicator vari-
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able4i1i2···im as

4i1i2···im =

1, if Yij = 1, (i, j) ∈ {i1, i2, · · · , im},

0, otherwise.
(10)

In other words, 4i1i2···im captures whether all nodes i1, i2, · · · , im are pairwisely connected. We

assume that Yi1i2···im generates from a Bernoulli distribution as

Yi1i2···im∼P(Yi1i2···im|Y,Z)=Bern
(
P (Yi1i2···im =1|4i1i2···im ,Z)

)
, 1≤ i1< · · ·<im≤N, (11)

where the probability relies on the clique indicator 4i1i2···im , therefore introduces an additional

hierarchical dependency between the pairwise links and hyperlinks in addition to sharing the same

set of latent position Z. We provide an explicit formulation of P (Yi1i2···im = 1|4i1i2···im ,Z) in

the supplementary. We model the marginal distribution P(Y |Z) = {P(Yi1i2···im|Z)} by Bernoulli

distribution with probability:

θi1i2···im = P (Yi1i2···im = 1|Z) = σ
[ ∑

(i,j)∈{i1,i2,··· ,im}

ZiZ
T
j + βf(Zi1 , Zi2 · · ·Zim)

]
, (12)

which has the same formulation as (3) in Section 3.2. Therefore, given pairwise links and hy-

perlinks follows the joint distribution P(Y ,Y|Z) as (9) and (11), the JLE objective function

combining (9) and (12) serves as the composite likelihood for P(Y |Z)P(Y|Z) as a surrogate

of P(Y ,Y|Z) [25, 37].

It is natural to consider a non-negative dependency in (11) in that the probability of Yi1i2··· ,im =

1 is higher given that a clique exists among nodes {i1, · · · , im}, and the degree of dependency can

be quantified as:

ρi1i2···im := P (Yi1i2···im = 1|4i1i2···im = 1,Z)− P (Yi1i2···im = 1|4i1i2···im = 0,Z), (13)

where 0 ≤ ρi1i2···im ≤ 1. In practice, a positive dependency between a hyperlink Yi1i2···im and

the corresponding clique 4i1i2···im in (11) is extensively observed within complex networks. For

example, the existence of a protein complex is highly associated with a densely connected subgraph

within protein-protein interaction networks [38, 27]. In addition, a high-order social interaction is

14



generally built upon pairwise interactions in social networks [9, 5].

In addition, instead of assuming the link statuses are randomly observed within the pairwise

link network, we allow that the observation dependency exists and is formulated as:

ρobs := corr
{

1{Yij ,Yik are observed}(Yij, Yik),1{Yjk is observed}(Yjk)
}
.

Specifically, we consider the case when ρobs ≥ 0, and ρobs measures an increase in the probability

of Yjk being observed compared to being randomly observed given Yij and Yik are observed. In

many applications, the observation of networks is missing not at random in that the probability

of a link’s missingness is related to its neighbourhood links connecting to the same nodes [17].

Therefore, ρobs quantifies the missing pattern information from the pairwise links.

Given the parameter set Θ = {θij, θi1i2···im ; 1 ≤ i < j ≤ N, 1 ≤ i1 < · · · < im ≤ N} ∈ S ⊆

RN×N ∪ RNm , the link prediction accuracy of the proposed method can be established through

investigating the convergence property of the Θ estimator. In the following, we establish the

consistency and convergence rate of the Θ estimator that minimizes the proposed joint embedding

loss function:

ljoint(Θ(Z);Y ,Y) = lpair(Θ(Z);Y ) + lhyper(Θ(Z);Y) + λ‖Z‖2, (14)

where lpair(Θ;Y ) and lhyper(Θ;Y) are the loss functions in (1) and (4) representing the pairwise

link and hyperlink embedding, respectively. Because of the non-convex nature of the loss function

(14) with respect to Θ, obtaining the global minimizer of (14) is generally infeasible or com-

putationally expensive in practice. Instead, we establish the convergence property for a class of

alternative estimators Θ̂ satisfying

ljoint(Θ̂;Y ,Y) ≤ inf
Θ∈S

ljoint(Θ;Y ,Y) + τ, (15)

where τ goes to zero as the number of observed links increases. We show that the alternative

estimator Θ̂ in (15) is still able to achieve the convergence rate of the global minimizer of (14) as

the sample size increases. We introduce the following regularity assumption:

(C1): The node-wise latent factors are uniformly bounded such that ‖Z‖∞ ≤ C for some positive

constant C, where ‖ · ‖∞ indicates the infinity norm. The weighting parameter β is bounded such
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that 1 ≤ β ≤ C ′ for some positive constant C ′.

Remark 4.1: Assumption (C1) requires that the underlying search space for the latent factors is

bounded, hence the parameter space S is also uniformly bounded. This is a standard assumption

for latent factor modeling.

In the following, we establish the consistency and convergence rates for the estimator Θ̂ from

the proposed joint link embedding method (JLE) when the pairwise links and hyperlinks are hier-

archically dependent on each other given their latent information. We first introduce the following

quantity:

C0 := max
{(i,j)|Yij∈ΩY}

{ ∑
{(i1,i2··· ,im):Yi1i2···im∈ΩY}

1{i1,i2,··· ,im}
(
{i, j}

)}
, (16)

where 1A(e) = 1 if e ⊆ A and 1A(e) = 0 otherwise. Intuitively, C0 measures the largest number

of observed hyperlinks such that these hyperlinks overlap in the same pairwise link, and there-

fore measures the degree of overlapping between the observed pairwise network and the hyperlink

network. Notice that 0 ≤ C0 ≤ min{
(
N−2
m−2

)
, |ΩY |} as C0 � |ΩY |m(m−1)

N(N−1)
, given that the observed hy-

perlink statuses are sampled uniformly from all the Cm
N possible tuples of nodes, where � denotes

the same order. Without loss of generality , we assume that {ρi1i2···im} are all equal and denoted as

ρ. Denote nN,m := C2
N +Cm

N = N(N−1)
2

+ N !
m!(N−m)!

. In the following, we establish the consistency

and convergence rate for the JLE using the observed network.

Theorem 4.1. Denote Θ0 as the underlying true link probabilities, and nN,m := C2
N +Cm

N . Under

the assumption (C1) and τ = O(ε2), we establish the convergence rate for a JLE estimator Θ̂.

That is,

P

(
‖Θ̂−Θ0‖F√

nN,m
≥ η

)
≤ 11 exp

(
−c |ΩY |+ |ΩY |

(1 + C0ρ)2
η2

)
,

where ‖ ·‖F indicates the Frobenius norm, c ≥ 0 is a constant, η = max
(
ε, λ1/2

)
, C0 is the degree

of overlap links in (16), and the best possible rate ε ∼
(

1+C0ρ
(|ΩY |+|ΩY |)1/2

)
is achieved when λ � ε2.

The Theorem 4.1 provides the convergence property for the JLE under a broad class of link-

generating models which include both scenarios when the hyperlink statuses and pairwise link

statuses are independent or hierarchically dependent given the latent position Z. Specifically,

Theorem 4.1 states that given the magnitude of penalty term ‖Z‖ in (14) shrinking to zero with an
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appropriate rate, the proposed estimator for Θ can achieve the convergence rate at 1+C0ρ
(|ΩY |+|ΩY |)1/2

. In

addition, Theorem 4.1 shows that the JLE estimator achieves a faster convergence rate compared

to methods using either pairwise link statuses ΩY only (PLE), or hyperlink statuses ΩY only (HLE)

with the corresponding rate of 1
|ΩY|1/2

or 1
|ΩY |1/2

, when the observed pairwise and hyperlinks are

conditionally independent, i.e., ρ = 0 or C0 = 0. When these two types of links are hierarchically

dependent, i.e., ρ > 0, the convergence rates of PLE and HLE are 1
|ΩY|1/2

and 1+C0ρ
|ΩY |1/2

, respectively.

Therefore, the JLE estimator still converges faster than HLE and PLE when |ΩY ||ΩY|
≥ 2C0ρ+ C2

0ρ
2.

We provide discussion on the comparison between existing convergence rate of low-rank matrix

completion and Theorem 4.1 in Appendix.

In the following Theorem 4.2, we further develop the convergence property of the proposed

joint embedding estimator incorporating augmented hyperlink statuses. We first define the candi-

date pool of augmented hyperlink statuses Ωclique ∪ Ωnon-clique as

Ωclique :=
{
Yi1i2···im|Yij = 1, {i, j} ⊂ {i1, i2, · · · , im}

}
∩ Ωpool,

Ωnon-clique :=
{
Yi1i2···im|Yij = 0, {i, j} ⊂ {i1, i2, · · · , im}

}
∩ Ωpool, (17)

where Ωpool representing the set
{
Yi1i2···im|Yij is observed, {i, j} ⊂ {i1, i2, · · · , im}

}
. In other

words, we infer the potential hyperlink statuses on the node tuple {i1, i2, · · · , im}, where the pair-

wise link statuses among {i1, i2, · · · , im} are observed, and are either all linked together or not

linked at all. Given the set of observed pairwise link statuses ΩY, the size of Ωpool is determined

by the observation dependency ρobs among pairwise link statuses as

|Ωpool(ρobs)| = O
( |ΩY|m−1

Nm−2(m− 1)!
{κ+ ρobs(1− κ)}(

m−1
2 )
)
, (18)

where κ = 2|ΩY|
N2−N ∈ (0, 1) is the observation density in the pairwise link network. To ensure

|Ωpool(ρobs)| > 1, we consider the case where the order of hyperlink is bounded in that m =

O(logN/ log κ−1). Therefore, the size of the candidate pool of hyperlink statuses for augmentation

|Ωclique∪Ωnon-clique| increases as ρobs becomes larger due to more cliques
{
Yi1i2···im|Yij = 1, {i, j} ⊂

{i1, i2, · · · , im}
}

or non-cliques
{
Yi1i2···im|Yij = 0, {i, j} ⊂ {i1, i2, · · · , im}

}
being observed with

a larger ρobs.

To quantify the number of augmented hyperlink statuses within the candidate pool, we in-
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troduce two monotone increasing distribution functions ftraid(ϕ), fnon-traid(ϕ) : [0, 1] → [0, 1] to

indicate the proportions:

fclique(ϕ) =
|{Yi1i2···im ∈ Ωclique|P (Yi1i2···im = 1|Z) ∈ [1− ϕ, 1)}|

|Ωclique|
,

fnon-clique(ϕ) =
|{Yi1i2···im ∈ Ωnon-clique|P (Yi1i2···im = 1|Z) ∈ (0, ϕ]}|

|Ωnon-clique|
. (19)

Intuitively, fclique(·) and fnon-clique(·) quantify the proportion of hyperlinks with a large generating

probability within Ωclique and hyperlinks with small generating probability within Ωnon-clique. Based

on (17), (18) and (19), we can show that the size of augmented hyperlink statuses with inference

bias smaller than ε is formulated as:

|Ω̂Y(ε, ρobs, ρ)| = fclique
(

min{ ε

1− ρ
, 1}
)
|Ωclique(ρobs)|+ fnon-clique

(
min{ ε

1− ρ
, 1}
)
|Ωnon-clique(ρobs)|.

Let εini denote the mean square error of hyperlink probability estimation from the JLE using ob-

served network, the convergence property for the estimator of joint link embedding incorporating

augmented hyperlink statuses is established in the following Theorem 4.2.

Theorem 4.2. Assume that the hyperlink statuses are inferred through the proposed augmentation

procedure in Section 3.4. Denote Θ̂ as the minimizer of the JLE objective function with augmented

hyperlink statuses, and nN,m := C2
N + Cm

N . Under the assumption (C1) and τ = O(ε2aug), we

establish the convergence rate for Θ̂:

P

(
‖Θ̂−Θ0‖F√

nN,m
≥η

)
≤11 exp

{
−c |ΩY|+|ΩY |+|Ω̂Y(εaug, ρobs, ρ)|

(1 + C0ρ)2

(
1+c1+c1

ε2ini
ε2aug

)−1

η2

}
, (20)

where c is the same constant as in Theorem 4.1, η = max
(
εaug, λ

1/2
)
, C0 is the degree of link

overlap in (16), and c1 = max{|Ω̂Y ((1−ρ)εini,ρobs,ρ)|−|Ω̂Y (εaug ,ρobs,ρ)|,0}
|ΩY|+|ΩY |+|Ω̂Y (εaug ,ρobs,ρ)| . The best possible rate can be

achieved when λ � ε2
aug with εaug ∼ 1+C0ρ

(|ΩY|+|ΩY |+|Ω̂Y (εaug ,ρobs,ρ)|)1/2 .

Theorem 4.2 shows that the proposed JLE can achieve a faster convergence rate via incorporat-

ing the augmented hyperlink statuses. Compared with the convergence rate of JLE at 1+C0ρ
(|ΩY |+|ΩY |)1/2

from Theorem 4.1, the augmented JLE is
√

1 + |Ω̂Y (εaug ,ρobs,ρ)|
|ΩY |+|ΩY |

times faster, and the improvement

increases as the link dependency ρ and observation dependency ρobs increase. In addition, when
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the estimation bias εaug is larger than (1−ρ)εini, the term (1 + c1 + c1
ε2ini

ε2aug
)−1 degenerates to 1. For

an εaug smaller than (1−ρ)εini, the term (1+ c1 + c1
ε2ini

ε2aug
)−1 decreases as the εaug becomes smaller,

hence reducing the probability of achieving the convergence rate in (20). Intuitively, the quantity

εini/εaug reflects the trade-off between bias and variance in that the hyperlink augmentation in-

troduces both additional signals and noise in selecting an informative augmented hyperlink from

Ωpool. However, Theorem 4.2 implies that the augmented JLE can achieve the best convergence

rate with a higher probability than JLE as long as
{(
fclique(εini)− fclique(

εaug
1−ρ )

)
+
(
fnon-clique(εini)−

fnon-clique(
εaug
1−ρ )

)} ε2ini

ε2aug
= O( |ΩY|+|ΩY |+|Ω̂Y (εaug ,ρobs,ρ)|

|Ωclique|+|Ωnon-clique| ), which can be satisfied in general when ρ

or the size of observed links |ΩY| + |ΩY | is larger. Asymptotically, the JLE estimator and the

augmented JLE estimator achieve the same convergence rate towards the true link probability.

However, the augmented JLE is more efficient than the regular JLE.

In addition, Theorem 4.2 implies that the augmented JLE performs better when the pairwise

link status and hyperlink status are conditionally dependent compared to the case when they are

conditionally independent. Specifically, the convergence rate of augmented JLE is εaug(0) ∼
1

(|ΩY|+|ΩY |+|Ω̂Y (εaug ,ρobs,0)|)1/2 under the independent model and is εaug(ρ) ∼ 1+C0ρ

(|ΩY|+|ΩY |+|Ω̂Y (εaug ,ρobs,ρ)|)1/2

under dependent model. We can show that εaug(ρ) < εaug(0) given that

lim
ϕ→0

fclique(ϕ)

ϕ2C0(L+1)
= 0 and lim

ϕ→0

fnon-clique(ϕ)

ϕ2C0(L+1)
= 0,

i.e., both the fclique(ϕ) and fnon-clique(ϕ) do not have a heavy left-tail, where L := |ΩY|+|ΩY |
|Ω̂Y (εaug ,ρobs,0)|

and L decreases as observation dependency ρobs increases. Furthermore, the selection bias term

1+c1+c1
ε2ini

ε2aug
in (20) becomes smaller when ρ > 0. Therefore, the augmented JLE achieves a faster

convergence rate with a higher probability when the pairwise links and hyperlinks are conditional

dependent compared with independent model. We provide discussion on the generalization of

Theorem 4.2 in supplementary material.

5 Numerical Study

In this section, we conduct simulation studies to illustrate the performance of the proposed method

on pairwise link and hyperlink predictions on a network. In particular, we investigate three sce-

narios where the incorporated hyperlinks are directly observed, and are augmented through the
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observed network. In addition, we consider the scenario when hyperlink statuses are dependent on

pairwise link statuses conditioning on the latent factors.

5.1 Study 1: Link Predictions with Observed Hyperlinks

In the first simulation study, we consider the network generated from an underlying latent space

model to compare the performance of various methods based on different criteria of prediction

performance.

Suppose there are N nodes in a network and the rank of nodewise latent factors Z = {Zi}Ni=1

is 5, where Zi = (Zi1, Zi2, Zi3, Zi4, Zi5), and each latent feature Zir is generated from a mixture

uniform distribution Zir ∼ µ × unif(−1,−0.6) + (1 − µ) × unif(0.6, 1), i = 1, · · · , N, r =

1, · · · , 5, with µ ∼ Bern(1, 0.5). We introduce a feature weighting vector α = (1, 1, 1, 0.2, 0.2)

and the weighted latent feature Zα = {Zα,i}Ni=1 where Zα,i = (α1Zi1, α2Zi2, α3Zi3, α4Zi4, α5Zi5).

Given the latent factors Zα, pairwise link statuses is generated from the latent factor model in

(9). Once pairwise link network Y is generated, we randomly split Y into training, validation and

testing sets with corresponding proportions of 60%, 20% and 20%, respectively.

In the following simulations, we consider a network consisting of 3-order hyperlinks where

each hyperlink status Yijk is independently generated to mimic the case where hyperlinks are di-

rectly observed, that is,

Yijk ∼ Bern(Pijk), Pijk = σ
{
c(ZT

α,iZα,j + ZT
α,iZα,k + ZT

α,jZα,k) + βf(Zα,i, Zα,j, Zα,k)
}
,

where α = (0.2, 0.2, 0.2, 1, 1), c = 1, β = 3. For generating the training and testing sets of

hyperlinks, we use a hierarchical sampling procedure and the size of the training 3-order hyperlinks

is about 0.2% of all possible hyperlinks. This is consistent with real applications in that the multi-

way relations are more difficult to observe and cost more to verify in contrast to the pairwise links.

The details about the hierarchical sampling procedure is provided in supplemental material.

We than randomly divide the complement set {Yijk|Yij ∈ ΩY , Yik ∈ ΩY , Yjk ∈ ΩY } ∩ Ωc
Y into

the validation set Ωvalid
Y and the testing set Ωtest

Y with a proportion of 50% and 50%. Similar to the

pairwise link, we further differentiate the links in the testing set Ωtest
Y through defining

Ahyper1 = {Yijk ∈ Ωtest
Y |0.2 ≤ P (Yijk) ≤ 0.8},Ahyper2 = {Yijk ∈ Ωtest

Y |P (Yijk) < 0.2 or P (Yijk) > 0.8}.
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The rationale for such a testing set formulation is to investigate the prediction performance of

different methods on links with intrinsic uncertainty at different levels. We also illustrate perfor-

mance comparisons on the complete testing sets of pairwise link statuses and hyperlink statuses,

which are denoted as Apairtest , Ahypertest , respectively.

To investigate the performance of incorporating hyperlinks on improving link prediction, we

compare six different methods. The first three methods are based on the proposed framework.

Specifically, the first one obtains the estimation of the latent factor Z through the loss function in

(1), which is equivalent to only utilizing observed pairwise links for embedding, and is denoted

as pairwise link embedding (PLE). The second method estimates the latent factor Z through the

loss function defined in (4) where the latent concordance within the link function is replaced by

symmetric CP decomposition
∑5

r=1 ZirZjrZkr, and is denoted as hyperlink embedding (HLE).

The proposed method is denoted as joint link embedding (JLE) which incorporates both pairwise

links and hyperlinks to jointly estimate Z through the proposed loss function (5), where we set all

the hyperlink weights {wi1i2i3} = 1.

In addition, we also compare the proposed method with three other popular and state-of-the-art

network embedding methods including learning graph representations with global structural infor-

mation (GraRep) [8], large-scale information network embedding (LINE) [36] and scalable feature

learning for networks (Node2Vec) [15]. In general, they encode observed pairwise or high-order

relations into node-wise latent factors through decomposing a series of graphical laplacian matri-

ces with different orders, or encouraging Z to conform with the similarity among nodes calculated

based on biased random walks on the observed network. We obtain node-wise embedding esti-

mation through the different methods mentioned above and then predict the probability of testing

links following (6) and (7). The performance of prediction is measured by the AUC (area under

the ROC curve).

Table 1: The link prediction performance of different methods on different hyperlink testing set
when hyperlinks are observed.

network size Node2Vec LINE GraRep PLE HLE JLE

AUC on Ahyper1

N = 100 0.50 0.52 0.50 0.50 0.51 0.56
N = 200 0.50 0.53 0.50 0.50 0.52 0.58
N = 300 0.50 0.53 0.50 0.50 0.51 0.59

AUC on Ahyper2

N = 100 0.50 0.54 0.63 0.77 0.78 0.92
N = 200 0.50 0.55 0.77 0.83 0.86 0.94
N = 300 0.50 0.55 0.80 0.84 0.86 0.95
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The prediction results are provided in Table 1 and Figure 2, showing that the proposed joint

embedding method consistently outperforms the other methods in terms of achieving higher AUC.

For the pairwise link prediction, the proposed joint embedding (JLE) slightly outperforms PLE.

For hyperlink prediction, the joint embedding also achieves more than 10% improvement on testing

setAhyper1 , and more than 16% improvement on testing setAhyper2 compared with using hyperlinks

(HLE) alone. This indicates that the joint embedding strategy takes advantage of dependency to

encode both two-way relations and multi-way relations into latent factor Z simultaneously, hence

achieving better prediction performance, especially for low-uncertainty links.

Node2Vec LINE GraRep PLE HLE JLE
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Figure 2: The AUC of link prediction on pairwise link testing set Apairtest , and hyperlink testing set
Ahypertest when hyperlinks are observed.

Compared with the three other existing embedding methods, the proposed method achieves

comparable performance to the best competing method GraRep on Apairtest , but more than 12% im-

provement when N = 100. In addition, the improvement on hyperlink prediction is more than

16% on Ahyper1 and Ahyper2 , and more than 22% on Ahypertest . The improvement with the proposed

method demonstrates that the high-order approximation captured by hyperlinks is crucial for infer-

ring potential pairwise links. In terms of hyperlink prediction, the collection of two-way relations

alone is not sufficient to determine the underlying multi-way relations. In addition, we provide the

more detailed simulation results, and the ROC for comparisons between PLE, HLE, and JLE in the

supplementary material.
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5.2 Study 2: Link Prediction with the Hyperlinks Inferred

In this subsection, we mimic the situation where few hyperlinks are observed, but most of them

are inferred from the observed pairwise links. The inferred hyperlinks might be misspecified due

to the error propagation from misspecified pairwise links, random sampling, and gaps between

two-way relations and multi-way relations. Nevertheless, the intrinsic hierarchical dependency

between hyperlinks and pairwise links can still benefit the recovery of partial high-order informa-

tion via incorporating information inferred beyond the observed two-way relations. In this study

we investigate the case where the pairwise link statuses and hyperlink statuses are independent

conditioning on the latent factors Z.

The training dataset and testing dataset are generated via the same procedure in Study 1.

Specifically, the hyperlink training set ΩY consists of 1% random samples from the set Ωhyper
train =

{Yijk|Yij ∈ ΩY , Yik ∈ ΩY , Yjk ∈ ΩY }, which leads to a sparser hyperlink scenario compared with

Study 1. We denote the joint embedding method with augmented hyperlinks proposed in Section

3.4 as Aug JLE. Table 2 provides the link prediction performance.

Table 2: The link predictions performance of different methods. The performance of prediction is
measured by the AUC.

network size Node2Vec LINE GraRep PLE HLE JLE Aug JLE

AUC on Apairtest

N = 100 0.52 0.54 0.64 0.68 0.62 0.68 0.72
N = 200 0.51 0.55 0.71 0.75 0.69 0.74 0.76

AUC on Ahypertest

N = 100 0.50 0.52 0.66 0.73 0.63 0.75 0.79
N = 200 0.50 0.54 0.78 0.83 0.74 0.81 0.85

Table 2 and Figure 3 show that the proposed joint embedding method with augmented hyper-

links achieves the best performance on link prediction compared with embedding methods using

observed links only. In particular, the augmented JLE outperforms PLE and JLE on both Apairtest

and Ahypertest , and achieves more than 7% improvement on Apairtest , and 10% improvement on Ahypertest

compared with the other competing methods. The simulation results show the advantage of in-

troducing dependency between pairwise link and hyperlink, which is the key step for hyperlink

inference. However, the dependency are relatively weak when pairwise links and hyperlinks are

independent conditioning on latent factors, which leads to a limited improvement from the hyper-

link augmentation procedure. Therefore, we investigate the performance of the proposed methods

when the dependency between pairwise links and hyperlinks are stronger. The detailed simula-
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tion results, and the ROC for comparisons between PLE, HLE, JLE, and Aug JLE are included in

supplementary material.

Node2Vec LINE GraRep PLE HLE JLE AugJLE

0.4

0.5

0.6

0.7

0.8

0.9

N = 100 N = 200
Network size 

A
U

C
 o

n 
pa

irw
is

e 
lin

k

0.4

0.5

0.6

0.7

0.8

0.9

N = 100 N = 200
Network size 

A
U

C
 o

n 
hy

pe
rli

nk
Figure 3: The AUC of link prediction on entire pairwise link testing setApairtest , and entire hyperlink
testing set Ahypertest when pairwise links and hyperlinks are conditional independent.

We also investigate the improvement of augmented JLE over JLE in Table 3 under different

missing rates of pairwise link status and a fixed sample size of hyperlink statuses. The missing

rates for the observed pairwise link statuses are set as 20%, 30%, 40%, and 50%, and the sample

size of hyperlink statuses are 1% of Ωhyper
train . Table 3 shows that the augmented JLE outperforms

the JLE for both link prediction and link probability recovery under various sample sizes, and the

improvement from the augmented JLE decreases as the size of observed link status increases.

Table 3: The performance comparison between the augmented JLE and JLE under different miss-
ing rates of link status.

missing rate 50% 40% 30% 20%

JLE Aug JLE JLE Aug JLE JLE Aug JLE JLE Aug JLE
AUC on Apairtest 0.60 0.65 0.64 0.69 0.68 0.71 0.71 0.73
AUC on Ahypertest 0.63 0.71 0.69 0.76 0.74 0.79 0.78 0.82

5.3 Study 3: Link Prediction under the Conditional Dependent Model

In the previous simulation studies, the link-generating process follows a conditional independent

model in that the pairwise link statuses and hyperlink statuses are independent conditioning on the

nodewise latent factors Z; i.e., we have ρi1i2···im = 0 in (13) and P (Yi1i2···im = 1|4i1i2···im ,Z) =
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P (Yi1i2···im = 1|Z) for 1 ≤ i1 ≤ ·im ≤ N . In this subsection, we consider a setting where

pairwise link statuses and hyperlink statuses are conditional dependent given latent factors Z, i.e.,

ρi1i2···im > 0 and the hyperlink statuses are generated based on both Z and the pairwise link clique

4i1i2···im in (10). We investigate the performance comparisons between the augmented joint link-

embedding method (Aug JLE) and other link-embedding methods using observed networks only.

In the following, we assume that the N latent positions Z ∈ RN×5 = {Zi}Ni=1 evenly distribute

across K = 6 clusters. Then the pairwise link network is generated from (9), and we adjust the

observation dependency within a pairwise link network so that ρobs can be equal to different values.

To incorporate the conditional dependency between pairwise link statuses and hyperlink statuses

given latent factors, we adopt a random effect model for generating hyperlink statuses. Specifically,

we adjust the magnitude of random effect such that empirical estimation of condition dependency

(13) is equal to a specific value. We provide the more details regarding the link generating process

and settings of dependency in the supplemental material.

We randomly split pairwise link statuses into training, validation and testing sets with corre-

sponding proportions of 40%, 20% and 40%, respectively. We consider a sparse hyperlink network

scenario in that the hyperlink training set consists of only 30 hyperlink statuses. The hyperlink test-

ing setAhypertest = {Yi1i2i3} are collected in a way that {Yi1i2i3|Yi1i2 , Yi1i3 , Yi2i3 are not all observed},

and the hyperlink statuses |{Yi1i2i3 = 1}| and |{Yi1i2i3 = 0}| are balanced.

We increase the link dependency ρ from 0.25 to 0.85, and increase the observation dependency

ρobs from 0.15 to 0.35. We compare the augmented JLE with other methods on both pairwise link

and hyperlink predictions under various degree of dependency. Table 4, Table 5 and Figure 4 show

that the augmented JLE consistently outperforms the JLE and other methods for both pairwise

link prediction and hyperlink prediction under different sizes of networks. In addition, the im-

provement from the augmented JLE is more significant when ρ and ρobs are large. Specifically, the

improvement is up to 33% on pairwise link prediction and 25% on hyperlink prediction over JLE

when ρobs = 0.35 and ρ = 0.85. Furthermore, Table 6 shows that the link dependency ρ can also

affect the performance of the augmented JLE. That is, given ρobs is fixed, the improvement from

the augmented JLE is more significant when ρ is large. Intuitively, as the conditional dependency

becomes stronger, the augmentation procedure imposes stronger structural constraints on the latent

factor Z to capture the underlying subgroup structure on the latent space.

To better illustrate the strength of the hyperlink augmentation, we also investigate the perfor-
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Table 4: The link predictions performance of different methods. The performance is measured by
the area under the curve (AUC) and higher is better. The network size is N = 120.

ρobs = 0.15, ρ = 0.25 PLE HLE JLE Aug JLE
AUCpair 0.56(0.02) 0.52(0.02) 0.57(0.01) 0.61(0.03)
AUChyper 0.57(0.02) 0.53(0.01) 0.57(0.02) 0.62(0.02)

ρobs = 0.25, ρ = 0.55 PLE HLE JLE Aug JLE
AUCpair 0.55(0.01) 0.53 (0.02) 0.59(0.02) 0.67(0.02)
AUChyper 0.59(0.01) 0.55(0.02) 0.60(0.02) 0.68(0.01)

ρobs = 0.35, ρ = 0.85 PLE HLE JLE Aug JLE
AUCpair 0.54(0.02) 0.51(0.02) 0.57(0.02) 0.68(0.02)
AUChyper 0.54(0.01) 0.50(0.03) 0.57(0.01) 0.68(0.01)

Table 5: The link predictions performance of different methods. The performance is measured by
the area under the curve (AUC) and higher is better. The network size is N = 240.

ρobs = 0.15, ρ = 0.25 PLE HLE JLE Aug JLE
AUCpair 0.59(0.01) 0.52(0.01) 0.60(0.01) 0.67(0.01)
AUChyper 0.60(0.02) 0.51(0.01) 0.60(0.01) 0.65(0.01)

ρobs = 0.25, ρ = 0.55 PLE HLE JLE Aug JLE
AUCpair 0.59(0.01) 0.56 (0.01) 0.60(0.01) 0.71(0.01)
AUChyper 0.63(0.02) 0.53(0.01) 0.62(0.01) 0.71(0.01)

ρobs = 0.35, ρ = 0.85 PLE HLE JLE Aug JLE
AUCpair 0.54(0.01) 0.52(0.01) 0.54(0.01) 0.72(0.01)
AUChyper 0.54(0.02) 0.50(0.01) 0.56(0.01) 0.70(0.01)

mance of the proposed methods given the hyperlink generating model is misspecified. Similarly,

we consider a pairwise link network with K = 12 clusters among N nodes such that nodewise

latent factors Z within the same cluster are closer. The pairwise links {Yij} are independently

generated based on the latent positions as in (9). Therefore, the probability of pairwise link within

the same cluster is about 0.90 and is about 0.25 for between-cluster links. Based on 3-order4i1i2i3 ,

we assume that a hyperlink status Yi1i2i3 is independently generated from the Bernoulli distribution

with probability P (Yi1i2i3 = 1) as:

P (Yi1i2i3 = 1) =


0.90, if i1, i2, i3 are in same cluster and 4i1i2i3 = 1;

0.10, if i1, i2, i3 are not in same cluster and 4i1i2i3 = 1;

0, otherwise,

and the link dependency can be quantified as ρ := corr
{

1{Yi1i2i3=1}(Yi1i2i3),1{4i1i2i3
=1}(4i1i2i3)

}
.
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Figure 4: The link predictions performance of different link embedding methods. The network size is
N = 240.
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Table 6: The link predictions performance of different methods. The observation dependency ρobs is fixed.
The network size is N = 120.

ρobs = 0.25, ρ = 0.25 PLE HLE JLE Aug JLE
AUCpair 0.56(0.01) 0.52(0.01) 0.59(0.02) 0.64(0.01)
AUChyper 0.58(0.02) 0.53(0.01) 0.61(0.01) 0.66(0.02)

ρobs = 0.25, ρ = 0.55 PLE HLE JLE Aug JLE
AUCpair 0.57(0.02) 0.54 (0.01) 0.60(0.01) 0.67(0.01)
AUChyper 0.59(0.02) 0.55(0.01) 0.60(0.01) 0.68(0.01)

ρobs = 0.25, ρ = 0.85 PLE HLE JLE Aug JLE
AUCpair 0.58(0.01) 0.54(0.01) 0.60(0.01) 0.69(0.01)
AUChyper 0.56(0.02) 0.53(0.01) 0.59(0.02) 0.69(0.02)

Intuitively, ρ measures the marginal correlation between a hyperlink among i1, i2, i3 and the corre-

sponding clique among i1, i2, i3. Under this generating model, the dependency between pairwise

links and hyperlinks is ρ = 0.8. Notice that the generation of hyperlinks is not based on the la-

tent factors which are used to formulate pairwise links. Instead, hyperlinks are generated upon

clique 4 to preserve the dependency with pairwise links. Figure 5 shows that the augmented

JLE has a significant improvement on both pairwise link prediction and hyperlink prediction com-

pared with other methods given that hyperlink model is misspecified while the link dependency is

strong. Specifically, the improvement from the augmented JLE over JLE is 25% on pairwise link

prediction and 32% in hyperlink prediction when the network size is N = 360.
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Figure 5: The comparison of link prediction among augmented JLE (Aug JLE); JLE using observed net-
work (JLE), link embedding using observed pairwise links (PLE), and using observed hyperlinks (HLE).
The network size varies from N = 120 to N = 360. The observation dependency ρobs is 0.2.
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6 Real Data Application

In this section, we apply the proposed joint embedding method to the Facebook social circles

network dataset [22], which contains the ego-network [19]. Each ego denotes a specific user in

Facebook, and his or her associated ego-network is the social network corresponding to this user’s

friends in Facebook. One of the important attributes of ego-network is that it contains the social cir-

cles defined by the user, which leads to subgroups among people in the ego-network. Currently, the

social circle is a common functionality for many popular social media such as Facebook, Google

and Twitter. The purpose of introducing the social circle is to allow users to organize their own

social network to mitigate the ’information overload’ through filtering contents or status updates

posted by friends in specific groups. In addition, it allows users to protect their privacy by restrict-

ing or sharing personal information for specific groups of friends.

The major distinction between social circles and traditional social network communities is

that social circles are in general highly overlapped and can be hierarchically nested, and therefore

different people in an ego-network might belong to multiple circles. In addition, unlike the so-

cial network communities identified with dense internal connections, social circles are formulated

through specific attributes of friends selected by the user. For example, a user might cluster his or

her social networks according to categories such as college friends, high school friends, department

friends or colleagues.

Currently, social media adopts two methods to formulate social circles in an ego-network.
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The first one requires the user to manually group people, which is time-consuming and cannot

be updated automatically when the user adds more friends. The second approach categorizes

social circles through identifying people sharing common predefined attributes. However, it fails

to incorporate the user’s individual preferences and suffers from missing profile information. In

this section, we apply the proposed approach and investigate the performance of learning the user-

specified clustering through network embedding.

The network data we consider here includes 224 nodes as users and 6384 undirected pairwise

links as friend relationships. In addition, there are 14 overlapped circles within the network, which

are formulated according to the similarity of social relation features among people defined by the

users, such as common university affiliations, sports teams and relatives. These circles usually

contain a large number of nodes so that the average size of each circle is 40 nodes and the largest

circle contains 201 nodes. The ego-network is illustrated in Figure 6.

We first randomly split the pairwise links from the ego-network into training, validation and

test sets with the proportion of 40%, 20% and 40%. Incorporating multi-way information requires

more elaborate preprocessing. We discard the most non-informative social circles, i.e., the largest

social circle with a size of 201, since the large social circle is non-informative in differentiating

subgroup-specific attributes, and denote the 13 remaining social circles as {Cl}, l = 1, · · · , 13. We

then decompose each social circle into a set of three-way hyperlinks Ωpool
Y = {Yijk} according to

the following rule:

Yijk =

1, |{l|i ∈ Cl, j ∈ Cl, k ∈ Cl, l = 1, · · · , 13}| ≥ 1

0, |{l|i ∈ Cl, j ∈ Cl, k ∈ Cl, l = 1, · · · , 13}| = 0
, (21)

where | · | denotes cardinality of a set. Through this preprocessing, the local multi-way rela-

tions and the global subgroups in the original social circles can be represented by the three-way

relations constructed in (21). Finally, we generate training hyperlink statuses ΩY through ran-

domly sampling 1% observed hyperlink statuses from Ωpool
Y . The size of ΩY is about 600 after

the preprocessing, and the proportions for present links {Yijk ∈ ΩY |Yijk = 1} and absent links

{Yijk ∈ ΩY |Yijk = 0} are relatively balanced. For applying the augmented JLE, we also generate

augmented hyperlink statuses via utilizing the pairwise friendships Y = {Yij ∈ {0, 1}}1≤i 6=j≤224.

Specifically, we collect the candidate pool for augmented hyperlink statuses Ωpool = {Ŷijk} as
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follows:

Ŷijk =

1, Yij = Yik = Yjk = 1, and (i, j, k) in the same circle,

0, Yij = Yik = Yjk = 0, and (i, j, k) not in the same circle.

Then we construct the augmented hyperlink statuses set Ω̂Y via randomly sampling 2000 aug-

mented hyperlink statuses from Ωpool with a balanced proportion between presence and absence of

links.

Figure 6: The ego network in the Facebook dataset, where the social circles are marked as polygons
with different colors

We investigate the performance of the proposed method and other competing network em-

bedding methods on predicting both two-way relations on the ego-network. In addition, we also

investigate the performance of hyperlink prediction to evaluate whether the social circle infor-

mation has been encoded into nodes’ latent factors. Instead of directly predicting the original

social circles, we predict the joint memberships of specific m nodes, i.e., whether they belong

to the same social circle or not, and compare the result with the original circles. We choose the

order of testing hyperlinks as m = 6, 10, and the prediction is based on estimated Z through

P (Yi1i2···im = 1) =
exp(

∑
(i,j)∈{1,··· ,m} ZiZ

T
j )

1+exp(
∑

(i,j)∈{1,··· ,m} ZiZT
j )

. For the proposed joint embedding method JLE, and

the counter-method of only using PLE, the rank of Z is chosen at r = 5. For the tuning param-

eters of competing methods, we adopt the strategies recommended by the original papers or the

packages.

The comparison of performance is illustrated in Table 7. For the two-way relation prediction,

the proposed JLE and augmented JLE method achieve top performances compared with compet-
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Table 7: AUC of link prediction for ego-network

Link Prediction
Pairwise Link 6-order Hyperlink 10-order Hyperlink
test global test test

Aug JLE 0.80 0.82 0.95 0.97
JLE 0.79 0.82 0.91 0.89
HLE 0.57 0.56 0.89 0.82
PLE 0.80 0.83 0.62 0.63

GraRep 0.79 0.81 0.77 0.51
LINE 0.62 0.59 0.51 0.75

Node2Vec 0.49 0.49 0.49 0.48

ing methods. It achieves about 30% improvement over the LINE and 60% improvement over

the Node2Vec. The real data analyses show the importance of borrowing high-order relation in-

formation for the two-way relation predictions. The incorporated third-order hyperlinks recover

the underlying subgroup structure, and the estimated latent features characterize the subgroup at-

tributes. If partial subgroup information is recovered, the two-way relations from the subgroup

level provide additional information regarding potential friendships. The inferior performance of

LINE and Node2Vec might be due to the relatively sparse ego-network as the pairwise links only

account for 13% of the total possible friendships.

In terms of the multi-way relation prediction, the proposed augmented JLE method achieves

the best performance for both 6-order and 10-order hyperlink prediction. Specifically, the Aug

JLE achieves 23% improvement over the best existing method Grarep on the 6-order hyperlink

prediction and 29% improvement over the best existing method LINE on the 10-order hyperlink

prediction. Although the partial embedding method PLE and the GraRep perform well for the

two-way relation prediction, they do not have consistent performance for hyperlink predictions,

indicating that the social circles indeed encode significant high-order relations information which

cannot be represented through two-way relations. This demonstrates the importance of incorporat-

ing high-order information for predicting multi-way relations.

7 Discussion

In this paper, we propose a new network link prediction method. The major innovation of the

proposed method is to incorporate the multi-way relation into the network embedding process and
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therefore jointly embed both the hyperlinks and pairwise links. It allows the node-wise latent fac-

tors to encode the pairwise similarity to their neighbourhood, and induce cohesive high-order sub-

groups. In addition, the proposed method formulates hierarchical modeling for the link-generating

process to introduce the dependency between pairwise links and hyperlinks. In terms of estimat-

ing latent factors, the link dependency allows borrowing the mutual information between pairwise

links and hyperlinks such that prediction for both pairwise links and hyperlinks can be improved.

In term of model interpretability, the link dependency reflects the principle that high-order interac-

tion among nodes in a network can in general be built on the low-order interactions. In theory, we

establish the consistency of the link probability estimator based on the proposed joint embedding

loss function. In addition, we show that the convergence rate can be improved through incorporat-

ing the observed hyperlinks and hyperlink augmentation.

In this paper, we only consider a latent-factor based hyperlink augmentation approach. How-

ever, it is worth further exploration to develop an inference procedure to learn the hierarchical

dependency of hyperlinks on pairwise links. In addition, generalization of the proposed method to

varying hyperlink orders is also one of the important directions for our future study.
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