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Abstract: The network embedding method can map_the network nodes to a low-dimensional vector space and ext-
ract the feature information of each node effectively. In the field of service recommendation, some studies show that
the introduction of network embedding method.can effectively alleviate the problem of.data sparsity in the recom-

mendation process. However, the existing network embedding methods are mostly aimed at a specific structure of
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the network, and do not cooperate with a variety of relationship networks from the source. Therefore, this paper
proposes a service recommendation method based on multi-network hybrid embedding (MNHER), which maps mul-
tiple relational networks to the same vector space from vertical and parallel perspectives. Firstly, the social network
of users, the shared network of service tags and the user-service heterogeneous information network are constructed.
Then, the hybrid embedding method proposed in this paper is used to obtain the embedding vector of users and
services in the same vector space. Finally, the service recommendation is made to target users based on the embed-
ding vector of users and services. In this paper, the random walk method is further optimized to extract and retain
the characteristic information of the original network more effectively. In order to verify the effectiveness of the
method proposed in this paper, it is compared with a variety of representative service recommendation methods on
three public datasets, and the F-measure values of the service recommendation methods based on single relational
network and simply fused multi-relational network are improved by 21% and 15%, respectively. It is proven that the
method of multi-network hybrid embedding can effectively coordinate multi-relationship network and improve the
quality of service recommendation.

Key words: heterogeneous information network; relational network; network embedding; service recommendation;

collaborative filtering
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Fig.2 Multi-network hybrid embedding learning model
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W25 Net,,., =(U,E) , Ik 55 b5 % JE A 4 Net,i, = (S,E) K
R H RN ws, TURFESE S R/ nn R 0] AR d | %
FAK mw  EEIF IR SH p o

it R A RS U ATSS

1. Neti'“N,Net‘;W =Pr0jecti0n(NetH,N)w.r.t Eq(4) ;

Ppolw|u)=

2. Initialize embedding vectors u, , ;' , u s/ ,s;

and s;;
3. Initialize context vectors 6", 0" and y” 6 v";
4. C" = WalkGenerator(Nety,,d,mw,p) ;

5. C° = WalkGenerator(Net},,d,mw,p) ;

6. C" = WalkGenerator(Net....,.d, mw.p) ;
7. C* = WalkGenerator(Net,,_,,,,d,mw.p) ;

8. For each edge (u,,s,,w;)e Net,, do

9. Update u,and s, using Equations (13),(14)

10. u'=u, ;

11. For each (u,,u") in the context seq e C* do

12. Negative sampling to generate N, (u,) ;

13.  Update u, using Equation (15);

14.  Update 0" using Equation (19) where x eseq
NG () 5

15. u'=u, ;

16. For each (u,,u") in the context seq e C'" do

17.  Negative sampling to generate N, (u,) ;

18.  Update u using Equation (16);

19.  Update @ using Equation (20) where x eseq
NG (w) 5

20. u,=5-u"+(1-6)-u’;

21. s;' =53

22. For each (s,.s!) in the context sege C* do

23.  Negative sampling to generate N, (s)) ;

24.  Update s, using Equation (17);

25.  Update y! using Equation (21) where x € seq |J
NG s

26. s;" =53

27. For each (s,,s¢) in the context seq e C™ do

28.  Negative sampling to generate N (s)) ;

29.  Update s; using Equation (18);

30. Update y" using Equation (22) where x € seq |J
NG(s) s

31. sf=5-sJH +(1 —5)-sJR ;

32.Return vertex embedding matrices U and S.

SRR 2A P LB SN R i AR . PR
T3R5 B A5 B W5 5 2~3 1T N W) IR 55 I 25 1Y
WOA A B 5 4~T7 47 R 6 ol A B ] DG 3R 19 ) 265 3 3 Bt
HLIE 15 207 914 5 8~32 TR bk G Ul Zr i) i 7 .

R DN A S AN R w5 s, 8 R )
ZUn AL B (SGA) Ik ik A 1] & u,. s ff —w0, K
o T EAARR R

exp(-u, - s,
w,=u,+A- w‘wf,-'p(—l,rj)'sj (13)
1 +exp(-u, -s))
exp(-u; - s,
s;=s,+A- w.wi/.p(—,rj).ul (14)
1 +exp(-u,; -s))

Hor, A 2] o 55 NIE N —00, KB,
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B2 R DGR R S O R H bR ek
RURATA] , i LIk AR TR 28001 256077 . LA 0, ],
St F w,eU M zefu UND () 38 5 1F 1) 20k
(SGA) ki Al i u!', 0" i 0, e KAk, Xt T H
(NIERRER S (1
Y albleu)-sigw 07)]-0" (15)

zefu)UNG, )
Horr, b(z,u) FUKT z R BIET N (u) 24 ze Ny () I
{0, WA 1o sig 32718 Sigmoid PREL. [FIFLAT45::
w=uf+a Y ac[bzu) - sigul 09)]-0" (16)

celu) UN @)

H H
u, =u, tA-

si=sl+ds Y Belb(zs)—sigls Y-y (17)
els ) UN ()

si=sfeds D Belblas) - sigls YOyt (18)
zels JUNDGS)

For, 07 .07 oyl Lyl NANTR R4 R Sl R AR T
MBI T w s, B B AR T BRI [ M
2% A THREER AT R 1) B AN ZR 0T IR

0" =0" +A-a-[b(z,u)-sigw” 07)] u” (19)
0" =0"+ A -a-[b(z,u)-sigw” 0] u’ (20)
Y =yl + X B [blzs) - sigls) ¥ 5! (21)
Y=Y+ A B [b(as) - sigls! Y] s (22)

BR3 LIR2EUE R W w s s o B
w! o s st Ay B e A R s,
SRIGHEAT T — SR
2.3 JETH Py Bl HE£E

I 3 22T 2 AT A A A5 2 P R R 55
IHEA T B, B 5, B2 408 4540 A 7 1
CL 24 P R IR 55 19 adt A B[R] — A ) it 23 ()
DAAT A 32 R R 1) i B s o F 58 P X R 55 1) 5 4 A
JE o ARSGAKE M T AHRIERE R . B e A
£ HARH P AR P o R A 5% A 4B R i i
AN ) A AL EE R AT

u,u;

sim () = T oo (23)

M T — 255 25 BB g d AT E B H P
BRI E A . 0T H AR o, MRS s, T
WES 507 R0 F

S(u,)
zsim(ui,sj)
Horp AU P B9PEIT 5 3 bR T A9 2P 5338 i

r

+(1 ) sim(u;,s)) (24)

A 280w B4, B 19 J2 RERS A S0 U ) B Ar P
AL P9 33 4 o 4 BRI 49 Y- 53 R /N BRI Top-
K55, feJm vl ol 1) AR P w, — SR8 e
MM 55 7 91 o 2 th T Bk 3 A Bl B T AR AU
0 P ) ot o e

%11k 3 RecSystem(u,E, Ek, k.. )

WA mAMBEES EME, , BV u, RS
ANEC ke, AT ARk, o

i HEAE IR S5 T S, o

15 HARH A i w, BOAARIETTSE: SIM, = Sim(u,.E,) 5
AU F4E S(u,) = Top(k.,,.SIM,) ;

2. For each vertex s, € E; do
3. 1, = Prediction(u,,s,, Su,),E,)w.r.t Eq24) ;
4. Addr R, ;
5
6

rrrrr

.Return S, ;

3 I

NS R R /N 4 € S b o i S T [ = R ¢
LA B )

) 3155 4% ol B AT A M 1 iRk 55 4 47 O 1 A4
L, AR SO 7 ¥ AR i 2 5 A T 4 s 2

[ 2 195 0 O 2R 0 2% AT RS DI R O U2 A
X i v A A ALY

lix) T 3 2% g 6 2% 5 ol M 1 B AL o R D
A T SR 28 3R A2 2] 7

TSSO, AR T U T A L 1
B 5 1) AL, i I 150 B S SC O T4 1 19 AN 2 IR Ok
R Bt I )
31 LHEE
3.0 SR B

S B K U T Github - 5 (https:4github.com/li-
brahu/Heterogeneous- Information- Network- Datasets- for-
Recommendation- and- Network- Embedding) . Douan
Movie #4248 FH 1 133674, ik 55 (Movie) 12 677
Ao Yelp B4 46 4% 1 1 16 239 4>, Ik 55 (Business)
14 284>, Movielens 4 8 (4% F = 1 37041, IRk 55
(Ttem )2 682 4~ S B8R A7 BN R 1 R

£ TR

Table 1 Experimental dataset
ES I Ik 55 o HAR KRR
Douban Movie 13367 12677 1068 278 4085
Yelp 16 239 14 284 198 397 158 590
Movielens 1370 2 682 100 000 47 150
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Bl A0 O IR 55 b 1 V23 AT 8
WA M Z L B . R R s
Fris M5 B ottt inak 2. it m S s A ny o i
LB TR S R T S A

2 A DM EAR S B

Table 2 Data statistics of information network

HFR ) 4 WEEC HI

FH P I B A5 B 9 2% 10279 78 311

Douban Movie IR 55 IR) o £ B P 2% 8207 63 483
FH P AL P 4% 9032 3357

[F) J5 £ JE 14 2% 13279 87 137

Yelp JIR 55 17 B2 £ 5 o0 4% 12 540 69 257
JH P22 I 45 14 367 98 573

JH R A R 2% 1170 23 367

ik 55 ) I £ B I 4% 2194 17 621
FH P kL3S R 2% 1037 45 889

Movielens

3.1.2 iEh bR

X 3K FH F-Measure NDGG . MRR F1 MAP JI4 />
FTEPRIEMETE R G i, FRARIE AT .

F1@K : j& —Fh 255 PEA A 8] R ( Recall@K ) FI
HEHR R ( Precision@K )48 F5 . XTF HARH u, A
S, BRI BE IR S A, 4 SRR
I PHERER Top-K MRS, U, I P 4

_ 2 X Precision@K X Recall@K

Flek= Precision@K + Recall@K (25)
U, Is N STUI,K|

Recall@K = —1 ARL) (26)

‘Ule>l| i=1 |Si|
U, Topk

Precision@K = |U1 |Z |s‘ﬂTf;| | (27)

testl i=1 Si

MAP@K : & — PR B HER R A 15 br o P390
B o M R . LR

K
|U1 ‘ZPrecision@i (28)
testl i=1

MRR@K : & — P LL A7 i v 114 i 55 7 et )
IR R Y o - U BRI HE T o A2
rank, 37~ R 55 s; LT N IR )T o 8 XA

MAP@K =

MRR@K = (29)

Ul &= rank!

NDGG@K : J&—F iz i FH T15 A 2 G 1)

SRt — Rt R A9 9 744
YT AR (B R e BURE B o € LAnF

1 z DCG,

U..l5 IDCG,

el

NDGG = (30)

1537
S
pce, =%y 1 (31)
j=1 ]b(rank,] + 1)
IS
_ 1
IDCG, = z G+ 1) (32)

3.1.3 eIk

TSR AR SO SR A O R A RO AR )
Il R IO T T P - 550 4 i T AR A 0GR RN T i
55 b2 A AN ) 2 B 1) AR DT YA M

(1) HETHI P -1k 55 V13 i 447 7 v

Sorec™ & — PR H P PE 40 HE BE AL AE C R Y
PRI HE AR 79 o SemRec? & — FhFE T ALY FH 3
o35 BRI R 2% i IR 55 4 0 vk o AR IR S5 R A i
PRI LRGP - T - IR 45 AR 55 -
EEZPS

(2) B THAE K R e T ik

A 3CJ7 1 1F BPR (Bayesian personalized ranking
from implicit feedback) ™" i L il I 4 1 28 ¢ R 43 1
REEAFNEZA B, 3 75T H P I5s #et
FEAEMYR I S FVBUIE i 5 1) . CPLR (collaborative
pairwise learning to rank for personalized recommen-
dation ) "Y' J& — i # L F pairwise ranking F Il 55 1
17 )7 B o UPCC (user-based pearson correlation coef-
ficient algorithm )™ & — Fp 25 L 1% S T A5 U 7 /9 D3
Rl 5

(3) T IR 55 b 28 WO 47 7 vk

FMn " — T 5 T b D SCRGIIR E [ o3 fife 4
PRTT ALK, P 170 B AT it B () P =% Rl 55
RIFRZEA5E B . MVIR (multi<view item recommendation )"
2RI IR M 8 — P T S T ) IR 554 5 1 %7
ENE Ko I SR e S (T
304 BHEHE

B T A B AT, B ME T R BT A S A
FOONE . X TASOT %, Z IR AW 2 ik AT
9 Z BB B P T R 55 1) e Y 4 B R
128, H5 K15 2 Koo BEFET 0.01, o F1 B 75 X [H]
[0.01,0.05,0{10,0.50, 1.00] " BU{E . 5 B e i 20 K
mw M [4,6,8,10,12,14] U . B8 FURFEFEAS A KL
ns M[1,2,4,6,8, 101 HUE . 138 WEER LR p
M [0.05,0.10,0.15,0.20,0.30, 0.40] F HU(E . % B 2k
PR G AE 6=0.6 , AU 2R |Sw)| =25, #R#ESC
BR8] R XS 27 2] Mg, I B 7 2 RN 0.1, 1E34
Bl BTSSR B, B R — 3



1538 Journal of Frontiers of Computer Science and Technology TENRMZESHEER 2022, 16(7)

3.2 HERR UL L g TET LGS BN LR LAk 80% Y S 90 i 2 ) 17 14
WA A SCO7 5 AT 800 L 3 0FE 3 AN KR | IR i 3 B
5 R UETT L AT IO, S A R AN R 3 s . SR s TR R AR TS BLR AR S i

43 A WAL AN B b2 o g

Table 3 Comparison of recommendation quality of different models on three datasets

Dataset Train rate Metrics UPCC BPR FMun Sorec SemRec MVIR CPLR MNHER

Fl@10 0.148 0.124 0.189 0.180 0.216 0.295 0.317 0.396

80% NDGG@10 0.146 0.132 0.190 0.190 0.206 0.244 0.270 0.271

MAP@10 0.167 0.076 0.132 0.165 0.209 0.350 0.254 0.358

MRR@10 0.393 0.190 0.273 0.260 0.382 0.503 0.442 0.552

Fl@10 0.145 0.122 0.156 0.177 0.189 0.289 0.321 0.389

60% NDGG@10 0.143 0.129 0.157 0.186 0.202 0.217 0.204 0.243

MAP@10 0.151 0.075 0.067 0.064 0.117 0.164 0.221 0.289

Yelp MRR@10 0.386 0.186 0.552 0.549 0.483 0.625 0.515 0.631

Fl@10 0.136 0.118 0.149 0.171 0.184 0.234 0.311 0.377

40% NDGG@10 0.138 0.125 0.182 0.181 0.195 0.240 0.216 0.258

MAP@10 0.134 0.073 0.064 0.062 0.113 0.207 0.216 0.283

MRR@10 0.374 0.181 0.526 0.532 0.468 0.530 0.534 0.680

Fl@10 0.132 1.104 0.164 0.161 0.172 0.262 0.292 0.353

20% NDGG@10 0.130 0.117 0.103 0.108 0.183 0.219 0.183 0.241

MAP@10 0.083 0.068 0.060 0.058 0.106 0.113 0.220 0.263

MRR@10 0.350 0.169 0.458 0.499 0.438 0.500 0.417 0.508

Fl@10 0.108 0.119 0.152 0.150 0.170 0.260 0.345 0.319

80% NDGG@10 0.118 0.043 0.257 0.272 0.173 0.222 0.393 0.428

MAP@10 0.095 0.114 0.071 0.075 0.105 0.186 0.161 0.239

MRR@10 0.494 0.242 0.439 0.447 0.552 0.605 0.524 0.655

Fl@10 0.131 0.113 0.143 0.143 0.161 0.353 0.337 0.299

60% NDGG@10 0.112 0.041 0.214 0.258 0.165 0.190 0.199 0.236

MAP@10 0.072 0.108 0.051 0.072 0.100 0.170 0.135 0.194

. MRR@10 0.316 0.235 0.331 0.336 0.426 0.502 0.492 0.615
Douban Movie

Fl@10 0.086 0.106 0.156 0.149 0.160 0.293 0.296 0.338

40% NDGG@10 0.100 0.192 0.052 0.054 0.163 0.199 0.345 0.406

MAP@10 0.089 0.053 0.144 0.142 0.099 0.168 0.173 0.192

MRR@10 0.384 0.225 0.365 0.416 0.513 0.632 0.554 0.693

Fl@10 0.177 0.101 0.145 0.142 0.153 0.281 0.238 0.327

20% NDGG@10 0.095 0.184 0.047 0.052 0:156 0.211 0.196 0.245

MAP@10 0.085 0.051 0.130 0.136 0.095 0.169 0.147 0.184

MRR@10 0.393 0.215 0.318 0.398 0.491 0.604 0.516 0.633

Fl@10 0.105 0.112 0:111 0.119 0.143 0.209 0.205 0.282

80% NDGG@10 0.109 0.105 0.103 0.108 0.102 0.179 0.206 0.257

MAP@10 0.059 0.056 0.042 0.046 0.062 0.106 0.109 0.136

MRR@10 0.169 0.181 0.208 0.293 0.238 0.293 0.272 0.469

Fl@10 0.107 0.109 0.114 0.116 0.071 0.123 0.229 0.273

60% NDGG@10 0.076 0.102 0.109 0.105 0:061 0.215 0.180 0.250

MAP@10 0:033 0.054 0.047 0.045 0.030 0.068 0.125 0.132

Movielens MRR@10 0.167 0.172 0.227 0.279 0.226 0.230 0.259 0.446

Fl@10 0.136 0.104 0.106 0.111 0.068 0.194 0.220 0.262

40% NDGG@10 0.109 0.098 0.094 0.103 0.059 0.138 0.192 0.239

MAP@10 0.037 0.056 0.042 0.045 0.030 0.063 0.109 0.149

MRR@10 0.159 0:207 0.216 0.227 0.224 0.291 0.237 0.442

Fl@10 0.126 0.100 0.103 0.106 0.065 0.186 0.221 0.251

20% NDGG@10 0.098 0.093 0.082 0.096 0.056 0.181 0.193 0.229

MAP@10 0.046 0.047 0.050 0.038 0.025 0.091 0.091 0.113

MRR@10 0.152 0.198 0.202 0.217 0.214 0.279 0.227 0.422
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MNHER J5 3 9 WU A8 bR ¥ 00 T L R LM i o 4
) & 7E B0 5 5 Movielens |-, MNHER 7£ DU~ 18 b A
AR AR T o 2SI 25 L A5 R 80% T, A Lt BPR J5 ik,
F1@10 B2 T+ 8 B 4 151% , NDGG@10 Y 4 TH i JiE
h 145% , MAP@10 i $2 TH 1 15 4y 143% , MRR@10 [1%)
P2 T4 BE R 159% 5 #H FE Sorec 77 5, F1@10 32 71
J& 4 137% ,NDGG@10 F$E T+ B 4 138% , MAP@10
(4R THIR 5 R 196% , MRR@ 10 (94 FHR R 60% ; 4
FE MVIR 7%, F1@10 [ THiR 4 35% ,NDGG@10
(948 T o 44% , MAP@10 1 32 T i )2 4 28% ,
MRR@ 10 [ H2& T+ B8 60% . R L, A SC 7 5 i 4
T YO0 T L 08 T — R G R 45 1Y) R 55
T EMR S AR h H IR 2RO RN A B T4
o HERE A AR SO R A i A 7 AR B 1 24
KR ML FREm A E T HEZ HigH P 1 IER
S

Yelp

Douban Movie

3.3 M0 OC 2 M 4% iy LR 5 Br

N HEH A3 A AE R — 53 S A 2 I 4% 1) R AT~ )
w80 2 B H A 6 FR 4% (R 5 ) 7E A B 4
XF g AR OR TR O R A G AT TS A b, JD
MNHER,,, {0 % & P 5 Ik 55 Z 6] /9 2 B¢ R
MNHER ., #I0H F 2 B F AT 0 &R, inFEsg E &R
MNHER,,, #4 il 55 Z B0 FA7 50 &, Inbr s 4 ¢
% ; MNHER Z55 % B LA P 2Z M FR 55 Z [ i1
fIRFR ., LWL BANE 4 FrR, R THET UL, 28
THAMERERE R, R 4 R . AR LR ILANEE S

B, 4 &K B, MNHER,, 77 76 7E = 5
BT I MR 55 #7754 A R AR . 302 ] 2 T
S IR 55 Z 181 ST 06 2 AR A5 4 e R A IR 55 2 1Y
Frt o DR N5 b8 A S A S AT
RAEMTFZEAP 5SS Z MR, Hk @
LG = H S ah 1, kK LR & % IR R P17

Movielens

m BPR m Sorec

“MVIR ® MNHER

0
FI@10 NDGG@10 MAP@I0 MRR@10 ©  BPR

ENDGG@10

Sorec

EFI@10 ®NDGG@10
» MAP@10 = MRR@10

0
MVIR MNHER BPR MVIR MNHER

Sorec

Metrics Models Models
Pl 3 AEA ] 304 5 1 5 B 2 i P G %) L
Fig.3 Performance comparisons with baselines on different datasets
07 Yelp 0.8 Douban Movie 0.6 Movielens
061 ™ MNHER,,;; ® MNHER "| mMNHER,;; = MNHER,,, 0' 5| WMNHER,; = MNHER.,,
o 0.5 ™ MNHER,,;; ® MNHER 0.6} m MNHER,,;; ® MNHER N 0' 4 = MNHER,., ™ MNHER
E] @ g 0.
= 04 = =
< —
S 03 S 0.4 $03
0.2 0.2 0.2
0.1 0.1
0 0
F1 NDGG MAP MRR F1 NDGG MAP MRR F1 NDGG MAP MRR
Metrics Metrics Metrics
Fl4 584 ] JG 2 Y 40 25 Jxt te
Fig.4 Comparison of experimental results considering different.relations
A4 BB A G A SRR ES T I
Table 4 Comparison of experimental results considering different relations
Yelp Douban Movie Movielens
Method
F1 NDGG MAP MRR F1 NDGG MAP MRR F1 NDGG MAP MRR
MNHER,, 0.339 0.255 0.306 0.470 0:310 0.381 0.206 0.653 0.239 0.220 0.118 0.346
MNHER,, 0.354 0.267 0.320 0.491 0.329 0.368 0.216  0.683 0.250 0.230 0.123 0.392
MNHER,,,, 0.382 0.287 0.370 0.546 0.326 0.412 0.203 0.659 0.272 0.258 0.140 0.427
MNHER 0.396 0.285 0.376 0.580 0.345 0.380 0.251 0.677 0.096 0.270 0.133 0.493
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Fig.5 Experimental analysis of parameter o
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P28 5 S e e, 43 9 BC (A Berpoc i ) JEC (R AIF
) 1 FCPE ) A1 PR (PageRank) . S 45 S an ¢ 5 fr
TN SEER AR R, IR O P Y I S R WS BE
AR = IR S HEAE R BT . 7% % PageRank H0ME 1Y)
IR 55 4 77 ok e =, AN () B50HE 2 1) 52 56 v 45 4
PP 38327 T 20% 0 PRtE, 25 B a5 Ok S BE AL
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(mw,p), —EFE R ML E 2K, B R BE AL &
LR ERENLAY o A S IR T T SC5aie . S

RN 6 TR o mw 7E X I [6, 8]HUA At . 4
mw BUE R T 8 B, 77 T it 2 BRI A e 45, AL,
Bl AL 30 A 925 KOS B A i L A PG (Bt R 5 R
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MPUE AR T 0.10 1, i ZHR 2 IR B #a35, p(E T
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Fig.6 Experimental analysis of parameter mw, p

4 Zkih

AR —Fh 22 56 3 I 45 TR Bt 1 IR 55 1 4%
D7 TR A W 28 i A B s 75380 220G 28 ) 4% e
SR B P IR 55 FRAE 1) 55 A A ) R H AR
H PR T IR 55 e 7 30T E R4 L 5 2/ R
T IR S5 e Jpih b AT LU A SE 50 . M LU B T —
K F 45 R B Rl 22 6 22 268 1) IR 55 414 5 1% L F-
mearsure {EAM00 1T 425 21% . 15% . UE BT A SCH
[ 20 45 18 At A 7 15 AT DL Aol PislRl 22 O¢ & )
2%, T 4R o IR 5 HERE B A o (RE WY TR SCHR Y
22 W 48 TR A5t A 7 125 A AT R A R0k e S5 114 FH P R R

A5 Alalepooo VB BT ik R AT R

Table 5 Experimental results under different centrality measurement methods

Method Yelp Douban Movie Movielens

F1 NDGG MAP MRR F1 NDGG MAP MRR F1 NDGG MAP MRR
NULL 0.322 0.243 0.291 0.447 0.295 0.267 0.196 0.621 0.227 0.209 0.141 0.329
BC 0.339 0.255 0.306 0.470 0.310 0.281 0.206 0.653 0.239 0.220 0.148 0.346
EC 0.275 0.261 0.336 0.496 0.297 0.375 0.185 0.599 0.247 0.298 0.128 0.400
PR 0.416 0.285 0.376 0.480 0.330 0.450 0.251 0.688 0.296 0.270 0.143 0.493
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