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M any real networks in nature and society share two generic properties: they are scale-free and
they display a high degree of clustering. W e show that these two features are the consequence of
a hierarchical organization, in plying that sm all groups of nodes organize in a hierarchical m anner
nto increasingly large groups, while m aintaining a scale—free topology. In hierarchical netw orks the
degree of clustering characterizing the di erent groups follow s a strict scaling law, which can be

used to identify the presence of a hierarchical organization In real networks. W e

nd that several

real networks, such as the W orld W ide W eb, actor network, the Intemet at the dom ain level and
the sam antic web obey this scaling law , indicating that hierarchy is a fundam ental characteristic of

m any com plex system s.

PACS numbers: 89.75.%, 8920Hh, 05.65+4b

In the last f&w years an array of discoveries have re—
de ned our understanding of com plex networks (for re—
View s see 'g:, :_2]) . The availability of detailed m aps, cap—
turing the topology of such diverse system s as the cell
B y ',' ,:6 the world w ide web H], or the sexualnetw ork
B] have o ered scientists for the rst tim e the chance to
address in quantitative tem s the generic features of real
networks. As a result, we leamed that networks are far
from being random , but are govemed by strict organiz—
Ing principles, that generate systam atic and m easurable
deviations from the topology predicted by the random
graph theory ofE rdds and Renyi E_Q, :_l-C_i], the basicm odel
used to describe com plex webs in the past our decades.

Two properties of real netw orks have generated con—
siderable attention. First, m easurem ents indicate that
m ost netw orks display a high degree of clustering. De n—
Ing the clustering coe cient for node i wih k ; links as
C; = 2n;=k;k; 1), where n; is the number of links
between the k; neighbors of i, em pirical results indicate
that C; averaged over allnodes is signi cantly higher for
m ost realnetw orks than fora random netw ork of sim ilar
size fi, 2, 11]. Furthem ore, the clustering coe cient of
realnetw orks isto a high degree independent of the num -
ber of nodes in the network (see Fig. 9 In EL:]) . At the
sam e tin e, m any netw orks of scienti ¢ or technological
Interest, ranging from theW orld W ide W b d] to biolog—
icalnetw orks B,-4 -5 -é] have been found to be scale—free
ti3, 13], which m eans that the probability that a ran—
dom Iy selected node has k links (ie. degree k) follows
P k) k ,where isthe degree exponent.

T he scale-free property and clustering are not excli—
sive: for a lJarge number of real networks, including
m etabolic netw orks [3 4], the protein interaction netw ork
ﬁ -6], the world w ide web _] and even som e social net—
works [14, 19,116] the scale-free topology and high clus-
tering coexist. Yet, m ost m odels proposed to descrbe
the topology of com plex netw orks have di culy captur-
Ing sin ultaneously these two features. For exam ple, the
random netw ork m odel i_E%, :_[(_i] cannot acocount neither for
the scale—free, nor for the clustered nature of real net—

works, as it predicts an exponential degree distribution,
and the average clustering coe cient, C N ), decreases
asN ! with the number of nodes in the network. Scale-
free netw orks, capturing the power law degree distribou-—
tion, predict a m uch larger clistering coe cient than a
random netw ork. Indeed, num erical sim ulations indicate
that for one of the sim plest m odels tl-2:, :1-3 the aver-
age clustering coe cient depends on the sysl:em size as
CN) N 975 [, d] signi cantly larger fr large N
than the random network predictionC W) N 1. Yet,
this prediction still disagrees w ith the nding that for
several real system s C is independent ofN b:].

Here we show that the fundam ental discrepancy be—
tween m odels and em piricalm easurem ents is rooted In a
previously disregarded, yet generic feature ofm any real
netw orks: their hierarchical topology. Indeed, m any net—
worksare fuindam entally m odular: one can easily identify
groups ofnodes that are highly interconnected w ith each
other, but have only a few orno linksto nodes outside of
the group to which they belong to. In society such m od—
ules represent groups of friends or cow orkers tl7 in the
W W W denote comm unitiesw ith shared interests [18,191;
In the actor netw ork they characterize speci ¢ genres or
sin ply individual m ovies. Som e groups are an all and
tightly linked, others are larger and som ewhat less in-—
terconnected. This clearly identi able m odular organi-
zation is at the origin of the high clustering coe cient
seen In many real networks. Yet, m odels reproducing
the scale-free property of realnetw orks 'E:, :ﬁ] distinguish
nodes based only on their degree, and are blind to node
characteristics that could lead to a m odular topology.

In order to bring m odularity, the high degree of clus—
tering and the scale—free topology under a single roof, we
need to assum e that m odules com bine into each other in
a hierarchical m anner, generating what we call a hier-
archical network. The presence of a hierarchy and the
scale—free property im pose strict restrictionson the num —
ber and the degree of cohesiveness of the di erent groups
present in a network, which can be captured in a quanti-
tative m anner using a scaling law , descrbbing the depen—
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dence ofthe clustering coe cient on the node degree. W e
use this scaling law to identify the presence ofa hierarchi-
calarchitecture in several realnetw orks, and the absence
of such hierarchy in geographically organized webs.

I. HIERARCHICALNETW ORK MODEL

W e start by constructing a hierarchicalnetw ork m odel,
that com bines the scale-free property w ith a high degree
of clustering. O ur starting point isa sn allcluster of ve
densely linked nodes jg.:_]:a) . Next we generate four
replicas ofthis hypotheticalm odule and connect the four
extermal nodes of the replicated clusters to the central
node ofthe old cluster, obtaining a large 25-nodem odule
CE‘jg.-:l:b) . Subsequently, we again generate four replicas
of this 25-node m odule, and connect the 16 peripheral
nodes to the central node of the old m odule (Fjg.:g:c),
obtaining a new m odule of 125 nodes. T hese replication
and connection steps can be repeated inde nitely, In each
step increasing the num ber of nodes in the system by a
factor wve.

(c) n=2,N=125

FIG.1l: The iterative construction leading to a hierarchical
netw ork . Starting from a fully connected clister of ve nodes
shown in (a) (note that the diagonalnodes are also connected

{ Iinks not visbbl), we create four identical replicas, connect—
iIng the peripheralnodes of each cluster to the centralnode of
the origihalcluster, obtaining a network ofN = 25 nodes (b).
In the next step we create four replicas ofthe obtained cluster,

and connect the peripheral nodes again, as shown in (c), to

the centralnode of the originalm odule, cbtaininga N = 125

node network. T his process can be continued inde nitely.

P recursors to the m odel descrlbed in F jg.:_]: have been
proposed In Ref. f_Z-C_i] and extended and discussed in Ref.
f_Z]_J', :_22‘] asam ethod ofgenerating determ inistic scalefree
netw orks. Yet, t wasbelieved that aside from theirdeter-
m inistic structure, their statistical properties are equiv—
alent w ith the stochastic m odels that are often used to
generate scale-free networks. In the follow ng we argue
that such hierarchicalconstruction generates an archiec—

ture that is signi cantly di erent from the netw orks gen—
erated by traditional scale—free m odels. M ost in portant,
we show that the new feature ofthem odel, its hierarchi-
cal character, are shared by a signi cant num ber of real
netw orks.

First we note that the hierarchical network m odel
seam lessly integrates a scale—free topology w ith an inher—
ent m odular structure. Indeed, the generated network
has a power law degree distribution wih degree expo—
nent = 1+ h5=In4= 2161 Fig.da). Furthem ore,
num erical sin ulations indicate that the clustering coe —
cient, C ' 0:743, is Independent of the size of the net-
w ork CE‘jg.:gc) . Therefore, the high degree of clustering
and the scale—free property are sin ultaneously present in
this network.

Tl;lle m ost in portant feature of the ne’c/[c‘n:k_ m odel of
F ig.il, not shared by either the scale-free [13,,13] or ran-
dom netw ork m odels i_E'i, :;L-g'], is its hierarchical architec-
ture. The network is m ade of num erous an all, highly
Integrated wve nodem odules jg.:}'a), which are assem —
bld into larger 25-node modules (Fig.lb). These 25—
node m odules are less integrated but each of them is
clearly separated from the other 25-node m odules when
we com bine them into the even larger 125-node m odules
Fig .:14'0) . These 125nodem odules are even less cohesive,
but again w ill appear separable from their replicas if the
netw ork expands further.

T his Intrinsic hierarchy can be characterized In a quan—
titative m anner us:ing't':he recent nding ofD orogovtsev,
G oltsev and M endes _[211'] that In detem inistic scale-free
netw orks the clustering coe cient ofa node w ith k links
follow s the scaling law

c k) k‘: @)

W e argue that this scaling law quanti es the coexis—
tence of a hierarchy of nodes with di erent degrees of
clustering, and applies to the m odel of F jg.-r;'a—c aswell.
Indeed, the nodes at the center of the num erous 5-node
m oduleshave a clustering coe cientC = 1. Thoseat the
center of a 25-node m odule have k = 20 and C = 3=19,
while those at the center of the 125-node m odules have
k= 84 and C = 3=83, ndicating that the highera node’s
degree the an aller is its clistering coe cient, asym ptot—
ically follow ing the 1=k law CFjg.:_Zb). _In contrast, or
the scalefree m odelproposed in R ef. LLZ_i] the clustering
coe clent is independent of k, ie. the scalng law (1)
does rll?t_app]y (Fjg.:_ib) . The sam e is true for tl’_l? ran—
dom [, L0] or the various sm all world m odels [L1, R3],
for which the clustering coe cient is independent of the
nodes’ degree.

T herefore, the discrete m odelofF jg.nr}' com binesw ithin
a single fram ework the two key properties of real net—
works: their scale-free topology and high m odularity,
w hich results in a system —size independent clustering co—
e cient. Yet, the hierarchicalm odulariy of the m odel
results in the scaling law (';I:), which is not shared by
the tradiional network m odels. T he question is, could



FIG . 2: Scaling properties of the hierarchical m odel shown in Fjg.:':: w =
1+ In5=In4, is shown as a dashed line. (b) The C (k) curve for the

distrbution. The assym ptotic scaling, WJth slope =
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m odel, dem onstrating that it ollowsEq. (]:) T he open circles show C (k) for a scale-free m odel EZ’] ofthe sam e size, illustrating

that it does not have a hierarchical architecture.
N . W hile for the hierarchicalm odelC is independent of N (

hierarchicalm odularity, as captured by thism odel, char-
acterize realnetw orks as well?

II. HIERARCHICAL ORGANIZATION IN REAL
NETW ORKS

To investigate if such hierarchical organization is
present in real networks we m easured the C (k) function
for severalnetw orks for which large topologicalm aps are
available. Next we discuss each of these system s sepa-—
rately.

Actor Network: Starting from the www.IMDB.com
database, w e connect any tw o actors in H ollyw ood ifthey
acted in the sam em ovie, cbtaining a netw ork of 392,340
nodes and 15,345,957 links. E arlier studies Indicate that
this network is scalefree with an exponentjal cuto In
P k) for high k le -24 :25 As Fi. da indicates, we

nd that C k) scales as k ! , Indicating that the net-
work has a hierarchical topology. Indeed, the m a prity
of actors with a few links (smallk) appear only In one
movie. Each such actor has a clustering coe cient equal
to one, as all actors the actor has links to are part of
the sam e cast, and are therefore connected to each other.
The high k nodes include m any actors that acted in sev—
eralm ovies, and thus their neighbors are not necessarily
linked to each other, resulting in a an allerC (k). Athigh
k the C (k) curve splits Jnto tw o branches, one of which
continues to ollow Ed. 6],), while the other saturates.
O ne explanation of this split is the decreasing am ount of
datapoints available in this region. Indeed, in the high k
region the num ber of nodes having the sam e k is rather
an all. If one of these nodes corresponds to an actor that
played only in a f&w m oviesw ith hundreds in the cast, it
w illhave both high k and high C , considerably increasing
the average value ofC (k). The k values forwhich such a

(c) The dependence of the clustering coe cient, C , on the size of the netw ork
, or the scale-free m odelC (N ) decreases rapidly ( ).

high C nodes are absent continue to Hllow thek ! curve,
resulting in Jum ps between the high and an allC values
for large k. For an allk these anom alies are averaged out.

Language network: Recently a series of em pirical re—
sults have shown that the language, view ed as a netw ork
ofwords, has a scale—free topology [_2-6, :_2-:}, :_2-§, 2-@'] Here
w e study the netw ork generated connecting tw o words to
each other if they appear as synonym s in the M erriam
W ebster dictionary !21 The obtained sem antic web has
182,853 nodes and 317,658 links and it is scalefree w ith
degree exponent = 325. The C k) curve Por this lan—-
guage netw ork is shown In Fjg.-'jb, indicating that it ol
Iows (:!.'), suggesting that the language has a hierarchical
organization.

WordW ide W eb: On theW W W two docum ents are
connected to each other ifthere isan URL pointing from
one docum ent to the otherone. Thesampkwe study, ob—
tained by m apping out the www.nd.edu dom ain [‘2 ], has
325,729 nodes and 1,497,135 links, and it is scale-free
w ith degree exponents o,+ = 245and i = 231, charac—
terising the out and in-degree distribution, respectively.
To measure the C (k) curve we m ade the netw ork undi-
rected. W hile the cbtained C k), shown nFig .30, does
not ollow as closely the scaling law G.) ascbserved in the
previous tw o exam ples, there is clear evidence that C (k)
decreases rapidly wih k, supporting the coexistence of
m any highly interconnected sm allnodesw ith a few larger
nodes, w hich have a m uch lower clustering coe cient.

Indeed, the Web is full of groups of docu-
ments that all link to each other. For example,
www.nd.edu/ networks, ournetw ork research dedicated
site, has a high clustering coe cient, as the docum ents
it Iinks to have links to each other. The site is one of
the several netw ork-ordented sites, som e of which point
to each other. T herefore, the netw ork research comm u-—
nity still form s a relatively cohesive group, albeit less in—



terconnected than the www.nd.edu/ networks site, thus
having a smaller C . This network community is nested
Into the much larger comm uniy of docum ents devoted
to statisticalm echanics, that has an even an aller cluster—
Ing coe cient. T herefore, the k-dependent C (k) re ects
the hierarchical nesting of the di erent interest groups
present on the W eb. Note that C (k) k ' for the
W W W was observed and brie y noted In Ref. [30.]

N )

@

FIG . 3: The scaling of C (k) with k for four large networks:
(@) A ctornetw ork, tw o actors being connected ifthey acted in
the sam em ovie according to the www. IMDB. com database. (b)
The sem antic web, connecting two English words if they are
listed as synonym s in the M erriam W ebster dictionary R7].
(c) TheW orld W ideW eb, based on the data collected in R ef.
E_]l]. (d) Intemet at the A utonom ous System level, each node
representing a dom ain, connected if there is a com m unication
link between them . The dashed lne in each gure has slope
1, ollow ing Eq. Q)

Intemet at the A S vel: The Intemet is often studied
attwo di erent levelsofresolition. A t the router levelwe
have a netw ork of routers connected by various physical
com m unication links. At the interdom ain or autonom ous
system @A S) leveleach adm hnistrative dom ain, com posed
ofpotentially hundreds of routers, is represented by a sin—
gle node. Two dom ains are connected if there is at least
one router that connects them . Both the router and the
dom ain level topology have been found to be scale-free
B-L'] AsFig -'3d show s, we nd that at the dom ain level
the Intemet, consisting of 65,520 nodes and 24,412 links
BZ], has a hJerardmcaltopology asC (k) iswell approxi-
m ated w ith (_]. . The scaling of the clustering coe cient
wih k for the Intemet was earlier noted by Vazquez,
P astorSatorras and Vespignani (VP SV) [_§Zj, :_3-4_:], who
observed C k) k %75, VPSV iterpreted this nding,
together w ith the observation that the average nearest—
neighbor connectivity also follow s a power-law w ith the
node’s degree, as a natural consequence of the stub and
transit dom ains, that partition the network in a hier-
archical fashion Into intemational connections, national

backbones, regional netw orks and local area netw orks.

O ur m easurem ents indicate, however, that som e real
netw orks lack a hierarchicalarchitecture, and do not cbey
the scaling law @) . In particular, we nd that the power
grid and the router level Intemet topology have a k in-—
dependent C (k).

Intemet at the router kvel: The router level Inter—
net has 260,657 nodes connected by 1,338,100 links {35].
M easurem ents indicate that the network is scalefree
{3]1 :36 w ith degree exponent = 223. Yet, the C k)
curve Fig. Aa), apart from som e uctuations, is largely
Independent of k, In strong contrast w ith the C (k) ob-
served for the Intemet’s dom ain level topology jg.{_‘n*d),
and In agreem ent w ith the results ofVP SV [_3-2_3, ;%-Z_j], who
also note the absence of a hierarchy In router levelm aps.

Power G rid: The nodes of the power grid are genera—
tors, transfom ers and substations and the links are high
voltage tranam ission lines. The network studied by us
represents the m ap of the W estem Unied States, and
has 4,941 nodes and 13,188 links [_1-1:] T he results again
Indicate that apart from uctuations, C (k) is indepen-
dent ofk.

Tt is quite rem arkable that these two netw orks share a
com m on feature: a geographic organization. T he routers
of the Intemet and the nodes of the power grid have a
wellde ned spatial location, and the link between them
represent physical links. In contrast, for the exam ples
discussed M F jg.:;% the physical location of the nodes was
either unde ned or irrelevant, and the length of the link
was not ofm a pr In portance. For the router level Inter—
net and the power grid the further are two nodes from
each other, the more expensive i is to connect them
B6]. Therefore, in both system s the links are driven by
cost considerations, generating a distance driven struc—
ture, apparently excluding the em ergence of a hierarchi-
caltopology. In contrast, the dom ain level Intemet is less
distance driven, asm any dom ains, such asthe AT & T do—
m ain, span the whole United States.

In summ ary, we o ered evidence that for four large
networks C (k) iswellapproxinated by C k) k !, i
contrast to the k-independent C (k) predicted by both the
scale—free and random netw orks. In addition, there is ev—
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FIG . 4: The scaling of C (k) for two large, non-hierarchical
networks: (a) Intemet at router level [33]. (b) The power
grid of W estem U nited States. T he dashed line in each gure
has slope 1, whil the solid line corresponds to the average
clustering coe cient.



dence for sim ilar scaling Jl’l the m etabolism B7] and pro—
tein interaction netw orks {38 T his indicates that these
netw orkshave an inherently hierarchicalorganization. In
contrast, hierarchy is absent In netw orksw ith strong geo—
graphical constraints, as the 1im itation on the link length
strongly constraints the netw ork topology.

ITII. STOCHASTIC MODEL AND
UNIVERSALITY

The hierarchical m odel described in Fjg.-'}' predicts
Ck) k! whichoersa rather good  t to three of
the four C (k) curves shown In Fig. d The question is,
is this scaling law 6]-) universal, valid for all hierarchical
netw orks, or could di erent scaling exponent characterize
the scaling of C (k)? D e ning the hierarchical exponent,

, as

ck) k ; @)

is = 1auniversalexponent, or it’svalie can be changed
together wih ? In the follow ing we dem onstrate that
the hierarchicalexponent can betuned aswetune som e
ofthe netw ork param eters. Forthiswepropose a stochas—
tic version of the m odeldescribed in F Jg:}'

W e start again with a sm allcore of ve nodes all con—
nected to each other Fig.la) and in step one @ = 1)
we m ake four copies of the ve node module. Next, we
random ly pick a p fraction ofthe new Iy added nodes and
connect each ofthem independently to the nodesbelong—
ing to the centralmodule. W e use preferential attach-
m ent 14, 131 to decide to w hich centralnode the selected
nodes link to. That is, we assum e that the probability
that a selected nodge w ill connect to a node i of the cen—
tralm odule is ki= 3 ky, where k; is the degree of node
iand the sum goes over allnodes of the centralm odule.
In the second step b = 2) we again create our identical
copies of the 25-node structure obtained thus far, but we
connect only a p? fraction of the new Iy added nodes to
the centralm odule. Subsequently, In each iteration n the
centralm odule of size 5" is replicated four tim es, and In
each new m odulk a p” fraction w ill connect to the cur-
rent centralm odule, requiring the addition of (5p)" new
links.

As Fjg."EJz show s, changing p alters the slope of both
P k) and C (k) on a log-log plot. In general, we nd that
Increasing p decreases the exponents and jg.i_ﬁ'b,d) .
The exponent = 1 isrecovered orp= 1, ie. when all
nodesofam odule gain a link. W hile the num ber of links
added to the network changes at each iteration, for any
p 1 the average degree of the in nitely large network
is nite. Indeed, the average degree follow s

8 3 1 n+ 1

ki, = —
"5 2T o

which is nie Pranyp 1.
Interestingly, the scaling ofC (k) is not a unigque prop—
erty of the m odel discussed above. A version of the
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FIG . 5: The scaling properties of the stochastic m odel. (a)
T he degree distribbution for di erent p values, indicating that
P (k) llows a power law w ith a p dependent slope. (o) The
dependence of the degree exponent on p, detem ined by

tting power law s to the curves shown in (a). T he exponent

appears to ollow approxim ately (o) 1=p (dashed line).
(c) TheC (k) curve ordi erent p values, indicating that the
hierarchical exponent dependson p. (d) The dependence
of on the param eter p. T he sim ulations were perfom ed for
N = 5'(78,125) nodes.

m odel, where we keep the fraction of selected nodes, p,
constant from ieration to ieration, also generatesp de—
pendent and exponents. Furthem ore, recently sev—
eral results indicate that the scaling ofC (k) is an intrin—
sic feature of several existing grow ing netw orks m odels.
Indeed, ain ing to explain the potential origih ofthe scal-
ng In C k) observe_d ﬁzr the Intemet, VSPV note that
the tness m odel E_Bg:, 'é_lQ:] displays a C (k) that appears
to scale with k. W hile there is no analytical evidence
rC (k) k  yet, numerical resuts B3, 34] suggest
that the presence of tness does generate a hierarchi-
cal network architecture. In contrast, in a recent m odel
proposed by K lemm and Eguiliz there is analytical evi-
dence that the netw ork obeys the scaling law ('_]:) [_41:] In
theirm odel in each tin e step a new node Ppins the net—
work, connecting to all active nodes In the system . At
the sam e tin e an active node is deactivated w ith prob—
abilty p k !. The insights o ered by the hierarchical
m odel can help understand the origin of the observed
c k) k L, By deactivating the less connected nodes a
central core em erges to which all subsequent nodes tend
to Ilink to. New nodes have a large C and an allk, thus
they are rapidly deactivated, freezing Into a large C state.
T he older, m ore connected, surviving nodes are in con-—
tact w ith a large num ber of nodes that have already dis—
appeared from the active list, and they have am allC I42:]
Finally, Szabo, A lava and K ertesz have developed a
rate equation m ethod to system atically calculate C (k)



for evolving netw orksm odels [43] App]qu the m ethod
to a m odel proposed by Holm e and K in  {44] to enhance
the degree of clustering coe cient C seen iIn the scale—
freem odel tl2s], they have shown that the scaling ofC (k)
depends on the param eter p, which govems the rate at
which new nodes connect to the neighbors of selected
nodes, bypassing preferential attachment. As orp= 0
the Holm eK in m odel reduces to the scale—free m odel,
Szabo, A Java and K ertesz nd that in this lim it the scal-
ing of C (k) vanishes. These m odels indicate that sev-
eralm icroscopic m echanism s could generate a hierarchi-
caltopology, just as severalm odels are able to create a
scale-free network (L, 1.

Iv. DISCUSSION AND OUTLOOK

The identi ed hierarchical architecture o ers a new
perspective on the topology of com plex networks. In-—
deed, the fact that m any large networks are scale-free
is now well established. It is also clear that m ost net—
works have a m odular topology, quanti ed by the high
clustering coe cient they display. Such m odules have
been proposed to be a fundam ental feature of biolbgical
system s [37', .45'], but have been discussed in the con-—
text ofthe WWW ﬂg, .46], and social networks as well
fl7- ,47 Thehierarchicaltopology o ersa new avenue for
bringing under a single roof these two concepts, giving a
precise and quantitative m eaning for the netw ork’sm od—
ularity. Tt indicates that we should not think ofm odu-
larity asthe coexistence of relatively independent groups
ofnodes. Instead, we have m any an all clusters, that are
densely interconnected. These combine to form Ilarger,
but less ocohesive groups, which com bine again to form
even larger and even less interconnected clusters. This
selfsin flar nesting of di erent groups or m odules into
each other forces a strict ne structure on realnetw orks.

M ost interesting is, however, the fact that the hier-
archical nature of these networks is well captured by a
sin ple quantity, the C () curve, o ering us a relatively
straightforw ard m ethod to identify the presence of hier—
archy in real networks. The law (:I:) Indicates that the
num ber and the size of the groups of di erent cohesive—
ness is not random , but ollow rather strict scaling law s.

T he presence of such a hierarchical architecture rein—
terprets the role of the hubs In com plex netw orks. Hubs,
the highly connected nodes at the tail of the power law
degree distrdbution, are known to play a key role in keep—
Ing com plex networks together, p]aang a crucial roke
from the robustness of the netw ork {48 -49.] to the spread
of viruses in scale—free netw orks [50] O urm easurem ents
Indicate that the clustering coe cient characterizing the
hubsdecreases linearly w ith the degree. T his in pliesthat
w hile the sm allnodes are part ofhighly cohesive, densely
Interlinked clusters, the hubs are not, as their neighbors
have a sn all chance of linking to each other. T herefore,
the hubs play the in portant role of bridging the m any
an all com m unities of clusters into a single, integrated

network.
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