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W e propose and study a set of algorithm s for discovering com m uniy structure in networks|
naturaldivisions of netw ork nodes into densely connected subgroups. O ur algorithm s all share two

de nitive features:

rst, they involve iterative rem oval of edges from the network to split it into

com m unities, the edges rem oved being identi ed using one of a num ber of possble \betw eenness"
m easures, and second, thesem easures are, crucially, recalculated after each rem oval. W e also propose
a m easure for the strength of the com m unity structure found by our algorithm s, which gives us an
ob ective m etric for choosing the num ber of com m unities into which a network should be divided.
W e dem onstrate that our algorithm s are highly e ective at discovering com m unity structure in both
com putergenerated and realw orld network data, and show how they can be used to shed light on
the som etin es dauntingly com plex structure of netw orked system s.

I. NTRODUCTION

Em piricalstudies and theoreticalm odeling ofnetw orks
havebeen the sub Ect ofa lJargebody ofrecent research in
statistical physics and applied m athem atics o, 2, 0a, M.
N etwork ideas have been applied w ith great success to
topics as diverse as the Intemet and the world wide
web [, [d, [, epidem iology [, 4, 1d, (7], scienti ¢ o
tation and collaboration (14, [13], m etabolism [14, [14],
and ecosystem s ﬂ,lﬁ], to nam e but a few . A property
that seem s to be comm on to m any netw orks is comm u—
nity structure, the division of netw ork nodes into groups
w ithin which the netw ork connections are dense, but be—
tween which they are sparser| seeFig.[l. The ability to

nd and analyze such groups can provide invaluable help
In understanding and visualizing the structure of net-
works. In this paper we show how this can be achieved.

T he study of communiy structure In networks has a
Iong history. It is closely related to the ideas of graph
partitioning in graph theory and com puter science, and

FIG.1: A small network wih communiy structure of the
type considered in this paper. In this case there are three
com m unities, denoted by the dashed circles, w hich have dense
intemallinksbutbetween which there areonly a lower density
of external links.

hierarchical clustering in sociology (18, [19]. Bebre pre-
senting our own ndings, it is worth review ing som e of
this preceding work, to understand is achievem ents and
where it falls short.

G raph partitioning is a problem that arises In, for ex—
am ple, parallel com puting. Suppose we have a num —
ber n of intercom m unicating com puter processes, which
wew ish to distribute overa num berg of com puterproces—
sors. P rocesses do not necessarily need to com m unicate
w ith all others, and the pattem of required com m unica—
tions can be represented by a graph or network in which
the vertices represent processes and edges pin process
pairs that need to com m unicate. T he problem isto allo—
cate the processes to processors in such a way as roughly
to balance the load on each processor, whik at the sam e
tin e m Inin izing the num ber of edges that run between
processors, so that the am ount of interprocessor com m u—
nication @which is nom ally slow) ism inin ized. In gen—
eral, nding an exact solution to a partitioning task of
thiskind isbelieved to be an NP -com plete problem ,m ak—
Ing it prohbitively di cult to solve for large graphs, but
a wide variety of heuristic algorithm s have been devel-
oped that give acceptably good solutions in m any cases,
the best known being perhaps the K emighan{Lin algo—
rithm ], which runsin tine O (n3) on sparse graphs.

A solution to the graph partitioning problem is how—
ever not particularly helpful for analyzing and under—
standing networks In general. Ifwem erely want to nd
if and how a given network breaks down into comm u-
niies, we probably don’t know how many such com —
m unities there are going to be, and there is no reason
w hy they should be roughly the sam e size. Furthem ore,
the num ber of Inter-com m uniy edges needn’t be strictly
m Inin ized either, since m ore such edges are adm issble
between large com m unities than between sm all ones.

A s farasourgoals in this paper are concemed, a m ore
usefiil approach is that taken by social netw ork analysis
w ith the set of techniques known as hierarchical cluster—
Ing. These techniques are ain ed at discovering natural
divisions of (social) networks into groups, based on var-
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FIG.2: A hierarchical tree or dendrogram illistrating the
type of output generated by the algorithm s described here.
The circles at the bottom of the gure represent the indi-
vidual vertices of the network. A s we m ove up the tree the
vertices pin together to form larger and larger com m unities,
as Indicated by the lines, untilwe reach the top, where allare
Ppined together in a single comm uniy. A fematively, we the
dendrogram depicts an iniially connected network splitting
into an aller and sm aller comm unities as we go from top to
bottom . A cross—section of the tree at any level, as Indicated
by the dotted line, will give the com m unities at that level
T he vertical height of the split-points in the tree are indica-
tive only ofthe order in which the splits (or jpins) took place,
although it is possble to construct m ore elaborate dendro-
gram s in which these heights contain other inform ation.

dous m etrics of sim ilarity or strength of connection be-
tw een vertices. They f2ll into two broad classes, agglom —
erative and divisive [19], depending on whether they fo—
cuson the addition or rem ovalofedgesto or from the net—
work. In an agglom erative m ethod, sim ilarities are cal-
culated by one m ethod or another betw een vertex pairs,
and edges are then added to an initially em pty network
(n vertices w th no edges) starting w ith the vertex pairs
w ith highest sim ilarity. T he procedure can be haled at
any point, and the resulting com ponents in the netw ork
are taken to be the comm unities. A kematively, the en—
tire progression of the algorithm from em pty graph to
com plete graph can be represented in the form ofa tree
or dendrogram such as that shown in Fig.[d. H orizontal
cuts through the tree represent the com m unities appro-
priate to di erent halting points.

A gglom erativem ethodsbased on a w ide variety of sim —
ilarity m easures have been applied to di erent netw orks.
Som e netw orks have natural sin ilarity m etrics buil in.
For exam ple, In the widely studied network of collabo—
rationsbetween In actors 21,122], In which two actors
are connected ifthey have appeared In the same In, one
could quantify sin flarity by how m any In s actors have
appeared In together 23]. O ther netw orks have no natu-
ralm etric, but suiable ones can be devised using correla—
tion coe cients, path lengths, orm atrix m ethods. A well
known exam ple of an agglom erative clistering m ethod is
the Concor algorithm ofB reiger et al. 24].

A gglom erative m ethods have their problem s how ever.
O ne concem is that they failw ith som e frequency to nd
the correct com m unities in networks were the comm u—
niy structure is known, which m akes i di cul to place
much trust In them in other cases. A nother is their ten—

FIG . 3: Agglom erative clustering m ethods are typically good
at discovering the strongly linked cores of com m unities (oold
vertices and edges) but tend to leave out peripheral vertices,
even when, as here, m ost of them clearly belong to one com —
m unity or another.

dency to nd only the cores of comm unities and leave
out the periphery. The core nodes n a comm uniy of-
ten have strong sin ilarity, and hence are connected early
In the agglom erative process, but peripheral nodes that
have no strong sim ilarity to others tend to get neglected,
leading to structures like that shown in Fig.[d. In this

gure, there are a num ber ofperipheralnodesw hose com —
muniy m em bership is cbviousto the eye| In m ost cases
they have only a single link to a speci ¢ oommunil:y|
but agglom erative m ethods often failto place such nodes
correctly.

In this paper, therefore, we focus on divisive m eth—
ods. These m ethods have been relatively little studied
In the previous literature, either in social network the-
ory or elsswhere, but, as we will see, seem to o er a
ot of prom ise. In a divisive m ethod, we start w ith the
netw ork of interest and attem pt to nd the last sin ilar
connected pairs of vertices and then rem ove the edges
between them . By doing this repeatedly, we divide the
netw ork into sm aller and sm aller com ponents, and again
we can stop the process at any stage and take the com —
ponents at that stage to be the network com m unities.
A galn, the process can be represented as a dendrogram
depicting the successive splits ofthe netw ork Into sm aller
and an aller groups.

The approach we take follows roughly these lnes,
but adoptsa som ew hat di erent philosophicalview point.
R ather than looking for the m ost weakly connected ver—
tex pairs, our approach w illbe to look for the edges in the
netw ork that arem ost \betw een" other vertices, m eaning
that the edge is, in som e sense, responsible for connect—
ing m any pairs of others. Such edges need not be weak
at all in the sin ilarity sense. How this idea works out in
practice w illbecom e clear in the course of the presenta-
tion.

Brie y then, the outline of this paper is as follows.
In Sec.[d we describe the crucial concepts behind our
m ethods for nding com m unity structure in netw orksand
show how these concepts can be tumed into a concrete
prescription r perform ing calculations. I Sec.[[ we
describe In detail the in plem entation ofourm ethods. In



Sec.[Ml we consider w ays of determ ining when a particu—
lar division ofa network into com m unities is a good one,
allow Ing us to quantify the success of our com m unity—

nding algorithm s. And in Sec. ] we give a number
of applications of our algorithm s to particular netw orks,
both realand arti cial. In Sec. 1 we give our conclu—
sions. A brief report of som e of the work contained In
this paper has appeared previously as Ref.|25.

II. FINDING COMMUNITIES IN A NETW ORK

In this paper we present a class of new algorithm s
for netw ork clustering, ie., the discovery of com m unity
structure In networks. O ur discussion focuses prin arily
on netw orksw ith only a single type ofvertex and a singlke
type of undirected, unweighted edge, although general-
izations to m ore com plicated netw ork types are certainly
possble.

T here are two central features that distinguish oural-
gorithm s from those that have preceded them . F irst, our
algorithm s are divisive rather than agglom erative. D i-
visive algorithm s have occasionally been studied in the
past, but, as discussed In the introduction, ours di er
In focusing not on rem oving the edges between vertex
pairs with lowest sin ilarity, but on nding edges w ith
the highest \betweenness," where betweenness is som e
m easure that favors edges that lie between com m unities
and disfavors those that lie nside com m unities.

To m ake thingsm ore concrete, we give som e exam ples
of the types of betw eenness m easures we w illbe looking
at. Allofthem are based on the sam e idea. Iftwo com —
munities are pined by only a few Inter-com m uniy edges,
then all paths through the network from vertices in one
com m uniy to vertices in the other m ust pass along one
ofthose few edges. G iven a suiable set ofpaths, one can
count how m any go along each edge in the graph, and
this num ber we then expect to be largest for the inter-
com m uniy edges, thus providing a m ethod for identify—
Ing them . O ur di erent m easures corresoond to various
In plem entations of this idea.

1. The sin plest exam pl of such a betweenness m ea—
sure is that based on shortest (geodesic) paths: we
nd the shortest paths between allpairs of vertices
and count how m any run along each edge. To the
best of our know ledge thism easure was rst intro—
duced by A nthonisse in a neverpublished technical
report n 1971 Rd]. Anthonisse called it \ruch,"
but we prefer the tetm edge betweenness, since the
quantity is a natural generalization to edges of the
wellknown (vertex) betweenness m easure of Free—
man R27], which was the ihspiration for our ap—
proach. W hen we need to distinguish i from the
other betw eenness m easures considered in this pa—
per, wew il refer to i as shortest-path betweenness.
A fast algorithm for calculating the shortest-path
betw eenness is given in Sec.[IIIAl.

2. The shortestpath betweenness can be thought of
In tem s of signals traveling through a network.
If signals travel from source to destination along
geodesic netw ork paths, and all vertices send sig—
nals at the sam e constant rate to all others, then
the betweenness is a m easure of the rate at which
signalspass along each edge. Suppose how ever that
signals do not travel along geodesic paths, but in—
stead just perform a random walk about the net-
work until they reach their destination. T his gives
us another m easure on edges, the random -wak lbe—
tweenness: we calculate the expected net num ber
of tim es that a random walk between a particular
pair of vertices w ill pass down a particular edge
and sum over all vertex pairs. The random -walk
betw eenness can be calculated using m atrix m eth—
ods, as descrbed in Sec.[IIICI.

3. Anotherbetw eennessm easure ism otivated by ideas
from elem entary circuit theory. W e consider the
circuit created by placing a unit resistance on each
edge of the network and uni current source and
sink at a particular pair of vertices. T he resulting
current ow in the network will travel from source
to sink along a m ulitude ofpaths, those w ith least
resistance carrying the greatest fraction ofthe cur-
rent. The current- ow betweenness for an edge
we de ne to be the absolute valie of the current
along the edge sum m ed over all source/sink pairs.
Tt can be calculated using K irchho ’s law s, as de—
scribed n Sec.[IIIBl. In fact, as we w ill show, the
current- ow betweenness tums out to be exactly
the sam e as the random walk betweenness of the
previous paragraph, but we nonetheless consider it
separately since it leads to a sin pler derivation of
the m easure.

T hese m easures are only suggestions; m any others are
possbl and m ay wellbe appropriate for speci ¢ applica-
tions. M easures (1) and (2) are In som e sense extrem es in
the spectrum ofpossibilities, one corresponding to signals
that know exactly where they are going, and the other
to signals that have no idea where they are going. As
we will see, however, these two m easures actually give
rather sin ilar resuls, ndicating that the precise choice
of betweenness m easure m ay not, at least for the types
of applications considered here, be that im portant.

T he second way in which ourm ethods di er from pre—
vious ones is in the inclusion ofa \recalculation step" in
the algorithm . Ifwe were to perform a standard divisive
clustering based on edge betw eennesswe would calculate
the edge betweenness for all edges in the network and
then rem ove edges in decreasing order of betw eenness to
produce a dendrogram like that of Fig.[d, show ing the
order In which the network split up.

However, once the rst edge in the netw ork is rem oved
In such an algorithm , the betweenness values for the re—
m aining edgesw illno Ionger re ect the network as it now
is. This can give rise to unw anted behaviors. For exam —



pl, if two com m unities are pined by two edges, but, for
one reason or another, m ost paths between the two ow
along jist one of those edges, then that edge w illhave a
high betweenness score and the other w illnot. An algo—
rithm that calculated betw eennesses only once and then
rem oved edges In betweenness order would rem ove the

rst edge early In the course of its operation, but the
second m ight not get rem oved untilmuch later. Thus
the obvious division of the netw ork into two partsm ight
not be discovered by the algorithm . In the w orst case the
tw o parts them selvesm ight be individually broken up be-
fore the division between the two ism ade. In practice,
problem s lke this crop up In real networks wih some
regularity and render algorithm s of this type ine ective
for the discovery of comm unity structure.

T he solution, luckily, is obvious. W e sin ply recalcu—
late our betweenness m easure after the rem oval of each
edge. This certainly adds to the com putationale ort of
perform ing the calculation, but itse ect on the results is
so desirable that we consider the price worth paying.

T husthe generalform ofourcom m unity structure nd-
Ing algorithm is as follow s:

1. Calculate betweenness scores for all edges In the
network.

2. Find the edge w ith the highest score and rem ove it
from the network.

3. Recalculate betweenness oor all rem aining edges.
4.Repeat from step 2.

In fact, i appears that the recalculation step is the
m ost In portant feature ofthe algorithm , as far as getting
satisfactory results is concemed. A s m entioned above,
our studies Indicate that, once one hits on the idea ofus—
Ing betw eennessm easures to w eight edges, the exactm ea—
sure one uses appears not to in uence the resultshighly.
T he recalculation step, on the other hand, is absolutely
crucial to the operation of our m ethods. This step was
m issihg from previous attem pts at solving the cluster-
Ing problem using divisive algorithm s, and yet w thout
it the results are very poor indeed, failing to nd known
comm uniy structure even in the simplest of cases. In
Sec.[ Bl we give an exam ple com paring the perform ance
of the algorithm on a particular netw ork w ith and w ith-
out the recalculation step.

In the Pllow ing sections we discuss im plem entation
and give exam ples of our algorithm s for nding comm u—
nity structure. For the reader who m erely wants to know
what algorithm they should use for their own problem,
ket us give an Inm ediate answer: for m ost problem s, we
recom m end the algorithm w ith betweenness scores cal-
culated using the shortest-path betweennessm easure (1)
above. This m easure appears to work well and is the
quickest to ca]cu]ate| as descrbed in Sec.[IIIAl it can
be calculated or alledges in tine O mn), wherem is
the num ber of edges in the graph and n is the number
of vertices. This is the only version of the algorithm

that we discussed in Ref.|128 47]. T he other versionswe
discuss, whilk being of som e pedagogical interest, m ake
greater com putationaldem ands, and in practice seem to
give results no better than the shortest-path m ethod.

III. M PLEM ENTATION

In theory, the descriptions of the last section com —
plktely de ne them ethods we consider in this paper, but
In practice there are a num ber of tricks to their m ple—
m entation that are in portant for tuming the description
Into a workable com puter algorithm .

E ssentially all of the work in the algorithm is in the
calculation of the betweenness scores for the edges; the
Pb of nding and rem oving the highest-scoring edge is
trivialand not com putationally dem anding. Letustackle
our three suggested betweenness m easures n tum.

A . Shortestpath betweenness

At rst sight, it appears that calculating the edge be-
tw eenness m easure based on geodesic paths for all edges
will take O (m n?) operations on a graph wih m edges
and n vertices: calculating the shortest path between a
particular pair of vertices can be done using breadth— rst
search In tine O m ) R4, 129], and there are O (n?) ver—
tex pairs. Recently however new algorithm s have been
proposed by Newm an [3(] and independently by B ran—
des [31] that can perform the calculation fasterthan this,

nding allbetweennesses in O (m n) tin e. Both Newm an
and B randes gave algorithm s for the standard Freem an
vertex betw eenness, but it is trivial to adapt their algo—
rithm s for edge betw eenness. W e describe the resulting
m ethod here for the algorithm ofNewm an.

B readth— rst search can nd shortest paths from a sin—
gle vertex s to allothers in tine O m ). In the simplest
case, when there is only a single shortest path from the
source vertex to any other (we w ill consider other cases
In amoment) the resulting set ofpaths form s a shortest—
path tree| seeFig.@a. W e can now use thistree to calou-
late the contrbution to betweenness for each edge from
this set of paths as ©llows. W e nd rst the \leaves" of
the tree, ie., those nodes such that no shortest paths to
othernodespass through them , and we assign a score of1
to the single edge that connects each to the rest of the
tree, as shown in the gure. Then, starting with those
edges that are farthest from the source vertex on the tree,
ie., Jowest in Fig.[da, we work upw ards, assigning a score
to each edge that is 1 plus the sum of the scores on the
neighboring edges in m ediately below it. W hen we have
gone though all edges In the tree, the resulting scores
are the betw eenness counts for the paths from vertex s.
R epeating the process for allpossible vertices s and sum —
m Ing the scores, we arrive at the fiill betw eenness scores
for shortest paths between all pairs. The breadth- rst
search and the process of working up through the tree



leaves

FIG .4: Calculation of shortest-path betweenness: (@) W hen
there is only a single shortest path from a source vertex s
(top) to all other reachable vertices, those paths necessarily
form a tree, which m akes the calculation of the contribution
to betweenness from this set of paths particularly sinple, as
describe in the text. (b) For cases In which there ism ore than
one shortest path to som e vertices, the calculation is m ore
com plex. First we must calculate the num ber of paths from
the source to each other vertex (numbers on vertices), and
then these are used to weight the path counts appropriately.
In either case, we can check the resultsby con m ing that the
sum ofthe betweennesses ofthe edges connected to the source
vertex is equalto the total num ber of reachable vertices| six
in each of the cases illustrated here.

both take worstcase tine O (m ) and there are n ver—
tices total, so the entire calculation takestine O m n) as
clain ed.

T his sin ple case serves to illustrate the basic principle
behind the algorithm . In general, however, it is not the
case that there isonly a single shortest path between any
pair of vertices. M ost netw orks have at least som e vertex
pairs between which there are several geodesic paths of
equal kength. Figure @b shows a simple exampl of a
shortest path \tree" for a network with this property.
T he resulting structure is In fact no longer a tree, and In
such cases an extra step is required In the algorithm to
calculate the betw eenness correctly.

In the traditionalde nition of vertex betw eenness 27]
multiple shortest paths between a pair of vertices are
given equalweights summ ing to 1. For exam ple, if there
are three shortest paths, each will be given weight %
W e adopt the sam e de nition for our edge betweenness
(@s did Anthonisse in his original work [2€6], although
other de nitions are possible [37]). Note that the paths
m ay run along the sam e edge or edges for som e part of
their length, resulting in edges w ith greater weight. To
calculate correctly what fraction of the paths ow along
each edge In the netw ork, we generalize the breadth— rst
search part of the calculation, as follow s.

Consider Fig. @b and suppose we are perform ing a
breadth- rst search starting at vertex s. W e carry out
the follow ing steps:

1. The initial vertex s is given distance dg = 0 and a

weightwgs = 1.

2. Every vertex i ad-ipoent to s is given distance d; =
ds+ 1= 1,and weightw; = wg= 1.

3. Foreach vertex jadpcent to one of those vertices i
we do one of three things:

(@) If j has not yet been assigned a distance, i
is assigned distance dy = di + 1 and weight
Wj = Wi.

() If j has already been assigned a distance and
dy = di + 1, then the vertex’s weight is in—
creased by w;, that isw Wyt Wi

() If j has already been assigned a distance and
d; < di + 1, we do nothing.

4.Repeat from step 3 until no vertices rem ain that
have assigned distancesbut whose neighborsdo not
have assigned distances.

In practice, this algorithm can be in plem ented m ost ef-

ciently using a queue or rst-=in/ rst-outbu er to store
the vertices that have been assigned a distance, just as
In the standard breadth— rst search.

P hysically, the w eight on a vertex i representsthe num —
ber of distinct paths from the source vertex to i. These
welghts are precisely what we need to calculate our edge
betw eennesses, because if two vertices i and j are con—
nected, w ith j farther than i from the source s, then the
fraction ofa geodesic path from j through ito s is given
by wi;=w 5. T hus, to calculate the contribution to edgebe-
tweenness from all shortest paths starting at s, we need
only carry out the ©llow ng steps:

1.Find every \leaf" vertex t, ie., a vertex such that
no paths from s to other vertices go though t.

2. Foreach vertex ineighboring t assign a score to the
edge from tto iofw;i=wy.

3.Now, starting w ith the edges that are farthest from
the source vertex s| lIowerdown in a diagram such
asFig.@| work up towards s. To the edge from
vertex i to vertex j, with j being farther from s
than i, assign a score that is 1 plus the sum of
the socores on the neighboring edges inm ediately
below it (ie., those w th which it sharesa comm on
vertex), allm ultiplied by wi=w ;.

4.Repeat from step 3 until vertex s is reached.

Now repeating thisprocess foralln source vertices s and
sum m Ing the resulting scores on the edges gives us the
totalbetweenness foralledges in tine O mn).

W e now have to repeat this calculation for each edge
rem oved from the network, of which there are m , and
hence the com plete com m uniy structure algorithm based
on shortest-path betw eenness operates in worst-case tin e
0 m2n), or0 (n®) tin e on a sparse graph. In our experi-
ence, this typically m akes it tractable for netw orks ofup



to about n = 10000 vertices, w ith current (circa 2003)
desktop com puters. In som e special cases one can do
better. In particular, we note that the rem oval of an
edge only a ects the betweenness of other edges that all
In the sam e com ponent, and hence that we need only
recalculate betw eennesses in that com ponent. N etw orks
w ith strong com m unity structure offen break apart into
separate com ponents quite early in the progressofthe al-
gorithm , substantially reducing the am ount ofwork that
needs to be done on subsequent steps. W hether this re—
sults in a change in the com putational com plexity ofthe
algorithm for any comm only occurring classes of graphs
is an open question, but it certainly gives a substantial
speed boost to m any ofthe calculations described In this
paper.

Som e networks are directed, ie., their edges run in
one direction only. The world wide web is an exam pl;
Iinks in the web point in one direction only from oneweb
page to another. O ne could in agine a generalization of
the shortest-path betweenness that allowed for directed
edges by counting only those paths that travel in the
forward direction along edges. Such a calculation is a
trivial variation on the one described above. H owever,
we have found that n m any cases it is better to ignore
the directed nature of a network in calculating comm u—
niy structure. O ften an edge acts sin ply asan ndication
of a connection between two nodes, and its direction is
unin portant. For example, n Ref. 25 we applied our
algorithm to a food web of predatorprey interactions
between m arine species. P redatorprey interactions are
clearly dj:cected| one species m ay eat another, but it is
unlikely that the reverse is sin ultaneously true. H ow ever,
as far as comm uniy structure is concemed, we want to
know only which species have interactions w ith which
others. W e nd, therefore, that our algorithm applied
to the undirected version of the food web works well at
picking out the comm uniy structure, and no specialal-
gorithm is needed for the directed case. W e give another
exam ple of our m ethod applied to a directed graph in
Sec.E7Dl.

B . R esistor netw orks

A s exam ples of betw eenness m easures that take m ore
than jast shortest paths into account, we proposed in
Sec.[lIm easuresbased on random walks and resistor net—
works. In fact, aswe now show, when appropriately de—

ned these twom easures are precisely the same. Herewe
derive the resistance m easure rst, since it tums out to
be sim pler; in the follow ing section we derive the random
walk m easure and show that the two are equivalent.

C onsider the netw ork created by placing a unit resis—
tance on every edge of our netw ork, a unit current source
atvertex s, and a unit current sink at vertex t (seeF igJ3).
C Jearly the current between s and t will ow prim arily
along short paths, but some will ow along longer ones,
roughly In inverse proportion to their length. W e will

current in

N

S

current out

FIG .5: An exam pl ofthe type of resistor netw ork considered
here, in which a unit resistance isplaced on each edge and unit
current ow s into and out of the source and sink vertices.

use the absolute m agnitude of the current ow as our
betw eenness score for each source/sink pair.

The current ows in the network are govemed by
K irchho ’s laws. To solve them we proceed as follow s
for each separate com ponent of the graph. Let V; be the
voltage at vertex i, m easured relative to any convenient
point. Then oralliwe have

AV V)= s it7 1)

where A ;5 is the ij elam ent of the adjacency m atrix of
the graph, ie., Aj; = 1 ifi and j are connected by an
edgeand A ;; = 0 otherw ise. T he kft-hand side ofEq. [)
representsthe net current ow out ofvertex ialong edges
of the network, and the J:jght—han]g side represents the
source and sink. De ning k; = inj,whjch is the
vertex degree, and creating a diagonalm atrix D w ith
these degrees on the diagonalD i = k;, this equation can
bewritten nmatrix form as © A ) V = s,wherethe
source vector s has com ponents

(

+1 fori= s
si = 1 fori=t @)
0 otherw ise.

W e cannot directly invert them atrix D A to get the
volage vector V , because the m atrix which is just the
graph Laplacian) is sihgular. T his isequivalent to saying
that there is one undeterm ined degree of freedom corre—
soonding to the choice of reference potential form easur—
Ing the voltages. W e can add any constant to a solution
for the vertex voltages and get another so]utjon| only
the voltage di erencesm atter. In choosing the reference
potential, we x thisdegree offreedom , lravingonlyn 1
m ore to be determ ined. In m athem aticaltem s, once any
n 1 ofthe equations in ourm atrix form ulation are sat—
is ed, the rem aining one is also autom atically satis ed so
long as cun:entlg's conserved In the network as a whole,
ie, s0 Iong as ;s; = 0, which is clearly true in this
case.

Choosing any vertex v to be the reference point, there—
fore, we rem ove the row and colum n corresponding to



that vertex from D and A before inverting. D enoting
the resulting b 1) M 1)matricesD, and A ,,we
can then w rite

V==0v Ay s: @3)

C alculation ofthe currents in the netw ork thus involves
nvertihg D, A once for any convenient choice of v,
and taking the di erences of pairs of colum ns to get the
volage vectorV foreach possible source/sink pair. (T he
voltage for the one m issing vertex v is always zero, by
hypothesis.) T he absolute m agnitudes of the di erences
of voltages along each edge give us betweenness scores
for the given source and sink. Summ ing over all sources
and sinks, we then get our com plete betw eenness score.

The m atrix inversion takes tine O @°) in the worst
case, while the subsequent calculation of betweennesses
takes tine O m n?), where asbeforem is the num ber of
edges and n the num ber of vertices in the graph. Thus,
the entire com m unity structure algorithm , ncliding the
recalculation step, w illtake O (a+m )m n® tin eto com —
plte, or 0 (n?) on a sparse graph. A lthough, as we will
see, the algorithm is good at nding community struc—
ture, this poor perform ance m akes it practical only for
an aller graphs; a few hundreds of vertices is the m ost
that we have been abl to do. It is for this reason that
we recomm end using the shortest-path betweenness al-
gorithm In m ost cases, w hich gives results about as good
or better w ith considerably less e ort.

C. Random walks

T he random -w ak betw eenness described in Sec.[d re-
quiresusto calculate how often on average random walks
starting at vertex s w illpass dow n a particular edge from
vertex v to vertex w (or vice versa) before nding their
way to a given target vertex t. To calculate this quantity
we proceed as follow s for each separate com ponent ofthe
graph.

A sbefore, ket A ;5 be an elam ent of the ad pcency m a—
trix such thatA ;5 = 1 ifverticesiand j are connected by
an edge and A j5 = 0 otherw ise. Consider a random walk
that on each step decides uniform ly between the neigh—
bors of the current vertex j and takes a step to one of
them . T he nyum ber of neighbors is jist the degree of the
vertex ks = ;A iy, and the probability forthe transition
from jto iisA j5=k;, which we can regard as an elem ent
ofthematrix M = A D!, where D is the diagonal
m atrix with D 1= Ki.

W e are Interested In walks that tem nate when they
reach the target t, so that t is an absorbing state. The
m ost convenient way to represent this is just to rem ove
entirely the vertex t from the graph, so that no walk ever
reaches any othervertex from t. ThusltM = A D .
be thematrix M wih the tth row and colum n rem oved
(and sin ilarly forA ¢ and D ).

Now the probability that a walk starts at s, takes n
steps, and ends up at som e other vertex (not t), is given

by the is element of M {, which we denote M [ lis. In
particular, waks end up at v and w w ih probabilities
M {ks and M L s, and of those a fraction 1=k, and
1=k, respectively then pass along the edge (v;w) in one
direction or the other. N ote that they m ay also have
passed along this edge an arbitrary num ber of tin es be-
fore reaching this point.) Summ ing over alln, the m ean
num ber of tim es that a walk of any length traverses the
edge from vtow isk,'[@ M :) 'ks,and siniarly or
walks that go from w to v.

To highlight the sim ilarity with the current- ow be-
tw eenness of Sec.[IIIBI, ¥t us denote these two num bers
V, and V,, respectively. Then we can w rite

g M)t os=@ At os @)

V =D
w here the source vector s is the vector w hose com ponents
areall0 except Pora single 1 in the position corresponding
to the source vertex s.

Now we de ne our random -walk betweenness for the
edge (v;w) to be the absolute value of the di erence of
the two probabiltties V,, and V,, , ie., the net num ber of
tin es the wak passes along the edge in one direction.
This seem s a naturalde nition| it m akes little sense to
accord an edge high betweenness sin ply because a walk
went back and forth along itm any tin es. It isthe di er-
ence betw een the num bers of tim es the edge is traversed
in either direction that m atters [48].

But now we see that thism ethod isvery sin ilarto the
resistor netw ork calculation of Sec.[IIIBl. In that calcu-
lation we also evaluated O« A:) ' s Pra suitablke
source vector and then took di erences of the resulting
num bers. The only di erence is that in the current- ow
calculation we had a sink term In s aswell as a source.
Purely for the purposes ofm athem atical convenience, we
can add such a sink in the present case at the target ver—
tex t| thism akesno di erence to the solution orv since
the tth row hasbeen rem oved from the equationsanyw ay.
By doing this, however, we tum the equations into pre—
cisely the form ofthe current- ow calculation, and hence
i becom es clear that the two m easures are num erically
identical, although their derivation is quite di erent. (Tt
also mm ediately follow s that we can rem ove any row or
column and still get the sam e answer| it doesn’t have
to be row and colum n t, although physically this choice
m akes the m ost sense.)

IV. QUANTIFYING THE STRENGTH OF
COMMUNITY STRUCTURE

Aswe show in Sec.[l, our comm uniy structure algo—
rithm sdo an excellent pb of recovering known com m uni-
tiesboth In arti cially generated random netw orksand In
realw orld exam ples. H ow ever, in practical situations the
algorithm s w ill nom ally be used on networks for which
the comm unities are not known ahead of tine. This
raisesa new problem : how doweknow when the commu-
nities found by the algorithm are good ones? O ur algo—



rithm s alw ays produce som e division of the network into
com m unities, even In com pltely random netw orks that
have no m eaningfiil com m unity structure, so i would be
usefill to have som e way of saying how good the struc—
ture found is. Furthem ore, the algorithm s’ output is
In the orm of a dendrogram which represents an entire
nested hierarchy of possble com m unity divisions for the
network. W e would lke to know which ofthese divisions
are the best ones for a given network| where we should
cut the dendrogram to get a sensible division of the net—
work.

To answer these questions we now de ne a m easure of
the quality of a particular division of a network, which
we call the m odularity. Thism easure is based on a pre—
vious m easure of assortative m ixing proposed by New—
man [33]. Consider a particular division of a network
Into k comm unities. Let usde neak k symm etricma—
trix e whose elem ent ey is the fraction ofalledges in the
network that link vertices In community i to vertices in
comm uniy j 49]. Herewe consideralledges in the orig—
halnetw ork| even after edges have been rem oved by the
com m uniy structure algorithm ourm odulariy m easure
is calculated using the full netw o§< )

Thetrace ofthism atrix Tre = ; €ii givesthe fraction
ofedges in the netw ork that connect vertices in the sam e
com m unity, and clearly a good division into com m unities
should have a high value of this trace. The trace on is
ow n, how ever, isnot a good Indicator ofthe quality ofthe
division since, for exam ple, placing all vertices In a single
communiy would give the m axin al value of Tre = 1
w hile giving no inform ation about comm unity structure
at all.

p Sowe further de ne the row (or column) sums a; =
j€i3r w hich represent the fraction ofedgesthat connect
to vertices n comm unity i. In a network In which edges
fall betw een vertices w ithout regard for the com m unities
they belong to, we would have e = ajas. Thuswe can
de ne a m odularity m easure by
X
Q = €ii af

i

= Tre e’ ; )

where kx k Indicates the sum ofthe elem ents of them a—
trix x. T his quantity m easures the fraction of the edges
In the network that connect vertices of the sam e type
(ie., w thin-com m unity edges) m inus the expected value
ofthe sam e quantity in a netw ork w ith the sam e com m u—
nity divisions but random connections between the ver—
tices. Ifthe num berofw ithin-com m unity edges isno bet-
ter than random , wewillget Q = 0. Values approaching
Q = 1, which is the m axin um , Indicate strong com m u—
nity structure [B0]. In practice, values for such netw orks
typically 2all in the range from about 03 to 0:7. H igher
valies are rare.

T he expected erroron Q can be calculated by treating
each edge in the netw ork asan independent m easurem ent
of the contrbutions to the elem ents of the m atrix e. A
sim ple pckknife procedure workswell [33,134].

Typically, we will calculate Q for each split of a net—

work into com m unitiesaswem ove dow n the dendrogram ,
and look for ocalpeaks In is value, which indicate par-
ticularly satisfactory splits. Usually we nd that there
are only one or two such peaks and, as we will show in
the next section, In cases where the comm unity struc—
ture is known beforehand by som e means we nd that
the positions of these peaks correspond closely to the ex—
pected divisions. The height of a peak is a m easure of
the strength of the com m unity division.

V. APPLICATIONS

In this section we give a num ber of applications of our
algorithm s to particular problem s, illustrating their op—
eration, and their use In understanding the structure of
com plex netw orks.

A . Tests on com putergenerated netw orks

First, as a controlled test of how well our algorithm s
perfom , we have generated networks w ith known com —
munity structure, to see if the algorithm s can recognize
and extract this structure.

W e have generated a large number of graphs w ith
n = 128 vertices, divided into four com m unities of 32
vertices each. Edges were placed independently at ran—
dom betw een vertex pairsw ith probability py, foran edge
to Allbetw een vertices in the sam e comm uniy and Pout
to 21l between vertices In di erent communities. The
values of p;, and pout were chosen to m ake the expected
degree of each vertex equalto 16. In Fig.[d we show
a typical dendrogram from the analysis of such a graph
using the shortest-path betw eenness version of our algo—
rithm . (In fact, for the sake of clarity, the gure is for
a 64-node version of the graph.) Resuls for the random
walk version are sin ilar. At the top ofthe gurewe also
show the m odularity, Eq. [@), ©r the sam e calculation,
plotted asa function ofposition in the dendrogram . T hat
is, the graph is aligned w ith the dendrogram so that one
can read o modularity values for di erent divisions of
the netw ork directly. A swe can see, them odularity hasa
single clear peak at the point where the netw ork breaks
Into four communities, as we would expect. The peak
value is around 05, which is typical.

Ih Fig.[@d we show the fraction of vertices in our
com putergenerated network sam ple classi ed correctly
Into the four com m unities by our algorithm s, as a func—
tion of the m ean num ber z,,+ of edges from each vertex
to vertices n other communities. As the gure shows,
both the shortestpath and random -walk versions of the
algorithm perform excellently, w th m ore than 90% ofall
vertices classi ed correctly from zoye = 0 allthe way to
around Zoyr = 6. Only Y zoue ~ 6 does the classi ca—
tion begin to deteriorate m arkedly. In other words, our
algorithm correctly identi esthe com m unity structure in
the network alm ost all the way to the point z.,,+ = 8 at
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FIG. 6: Plot of the m odularity and dendrogram for a 64—
vertex random com m unity-structured graph generated as de—
scribed in the text with, in this case, zin = 6 and zout = 2.
T he shapes on the right denote the four com m unities In the
graph and as we can see, the peak in the m odularity (dotted
line) corresponds to a perfect identi cation of the com m uni-
ties.
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FIG.7: The fraction of vertices correctly identi ed by our
algorithm s in the com putergenerated graphs describbed In the
text. The two curves show resuls for the edge betweenness
(circles) and random walk (squares) versions of the algorithm
as a function of the num ber of edges vertices have to others
outside their own community. The point zoue = 8 at the
rightm ost edge of the plot represents the point at which the
graphs| In this exam p1e| have as m any connections outside
their own comm unity as Inside . Each point is an average
over 100 graphs.

which each vertex has on average the sam e num ber of
connections to vertices outside its com m unity as it does
to those Inside.

T he shortest-path version of the algorithm does how —
ever perform noticeably better than the random -walk
version, especially for them ore di cult caseswhere z oyt
is large. G iwven that the random -walk algorithm is also
m ore com putationally dem anding, there seam s little rea—
son to use it ratherthan the shortest-path algorithm , and
hence, as discussed previously, we recom m end the latter
for m ost applications. (To be fair, the random wak al
gorithm does slightly out-perform the shortest-path algo—
rithm in the exam ple addressed in the follow ing section,
although, being only a single case, i is hard to know
w hether this is signi cant.)

B . Zachary’s karate club netw ork

W e now tum to applications of our m ethods to real-
world network data. Our st such exampl is taken
from one of the classic studies In social network anal-
ysis. Over the course of two years in the early 1970s,
W ayne Zachary observed social interactions between the
m em bers of a karate club at an Am erican university @].
H e constructed netw orks of ties betw een m em bers of the
club based on their social interactions both w ithin the
club and away from it. By chance, a dispute arose dur-
Ing the course of his study between the clib’s adm inis-



FIG . 8: The network of friendships between individuals in
the karate club study of Zachary [38]. T he adm inistrator and
the instructor are represented by nodes 1 and 33 respectively.
Shaded squares represent individuals to who ended up align—
ing w ith the club’s adm inistrator after the ssion ofthe club,
open circles those who aligned w ith the Instructor.

trator and is principal karate teacher over whether to
raise club fees, and as a result the club eventually split
In two, form ing two am aller clubs, centered around the
adm inistrator and the teacher.

Ih Fig.[ we show a consensus network structure ex—
tracted from Zachary’s observations before the split.
Feeding this network into our algorithm swe nd the re-
suks shown in Fig.[d. In the left-m ost two panels we
show the dendrogram s generated by the shortestpath
and random -walk versions of our algorithm , along w ith
the m odularity m easures for the same. Aswe see, both
algorithm sgive reasonably high values for them odularity
when the netw ork is split into two comm unities| around
04 In each case| indicating that there is a strong nat—
ural division at this level. W hat’s m ore, the divisions
In question correspond aln ost perfectly to the actualdi-
visions In the club revealed by which group each club
m em ber pined after the club split up. (The shapes of
the vertices representing the tw o factions are the sam e as
those of Fig.[B.) Only one vertex, vertex 3, ism isclassi

ed by the shortest-path version ofthem ethod, and none
arem isclassi ed by the random -walk version| the latter
gets a perfect score on this test. (O n the otherhand, the
tw o-com m unity split 2ilsto produce a localm axin um in
the m odularity for the random -walk m ethod, unlke the
shortest-path m ethod forw hich there isa localm axin um
precisely at this point.)

Ih the last panel of Fig.[d we show the dendrogram
and m odularity for an algorithm based on shortest-path
betw eenness but w ithout the crucial recalculation step
discussed in Sec.[d. As the gure shows, wihout this
step, the algorithm fails to nd the division of the net-
work into the two know n groups. Furthem ore, the m od—
ularity doesn’t reach nearly such high values as in the

rst two panels, indicating that the divisions suggested
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arem uch poorer than in the casesw ith the recalculation.

C . Collaboration network

For our next exam ple, we look at a collaboration net—
work of scientists. Figure[[0a shows the largest com —
ponent of a network of collaborations between physi-
cists who conduct research on networks. (T he authors
of the present paper, for instance, are am ong the nodes
In this network.) This network Wwhich appeared previ-
ously in Ref.[36) was constructed by taking nam es of
authors appearing in the lengthy biliography of R ef. |4
and cross-referencing w ith the P hysicsE -print A rchive at
arxiv.org, speci cally the condensed m atter section of
the archive w here, for historical reasons, m ost papers on
netw orkshave appeared. A uthors appearing In both were
added to the netw ork asvertices, and edgesbetw een them
Indicate coauthorship of one or m ore papers appearing
In the archive. T hus the collaborative ties represented in
the gure are not lim ited to papers on topics conceming
netw orks| we were Interested prim arily in whether peo—
pl know one another, and collaboration on any topic is
a reasonable Indicator of acquaintance.

The network as presented in Fig.[[0a is di cul to in—
terpret. G iven the nam es of the scientists, a know ledge—
able reader w ith too m uch tin e on their hands could, no
doubt, pick out known groupings, for instance at partic—
ular nstitutions, from the general confusion. But were
thisa netw ork aboutw hich wehad no a priori know ledge,
we would be hard pressed to understand its underlying
structure.

Applying the shortest-path version of our algorithm
to this network we nd that the modularity, Eq. ),
has a strong peak at 13 communities wih a valie of
Q = 072 0:02. Extracting the com m unities from the
corresponding dendrogram , we have indicated them w ith
colors in Fig.[[do. The know ledgeable reader w ill again
be able to discem known groups of scientists in this ren—
dering, and m ore easily now w ith the help of the colors.
Still, however, the structure of the network as a whole
and the of the interactions between groups is quite un-
clear.

In Fig.[[0c we have reduced the network to only the
groups. In this panel, we have drawn each group as a
circle, w ith size varying roughly w ith the num ber of indi-
viduals in the group. T he lines between groups indicate
collaborations between group m em bers, w ith the thick-
ness of the lines varying in proportion to the num ber of
pairs of scientists who have collaborated. Now the over-
all structure of the network becom es easy to see. The
network is centered around the m iddle group shown in
cyan (Which consists of researchers prin arily in southem
Europe), with a knot of intercom m uniy collaborations
going on between the groups on the lower right of the
picture fm ostly Boston University physicists and their
Intellectual descendants). O ther groups (incliding the
authors” own) are arranged in various attitudes further
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FIG.9: Community structure in the karate club network. Left: the dendrogram extracted by the shortest-path betweenness
version of our m ethod, and the resulting m odularity. The m odularity has two m axin a (dotted lines) corresponding to splits
into two comm unities which m atch closely the realworld split of the club, as denoted by the shapes of the vertices) and ve
comm unities (though one of those wve contains only one individual). O nly one individual, num ber 3, is incorrectly classi ed.
Center: the dendrogram for the random walk version of our m ethod. This version classi es all 34 vertices correctly into the
factions that they actually split into ( rst dotted line), although the split nto four com m unities gets a higherm odularity score
(second dotted line). R ight: the dendrogram for the shortest-path algorithm w ithout recalculation ofbetweennesses after each
edge rem oval. T his version of the calculation fails to nd the split into the two factions.

out. D . O ther exam ples
O ne ofthe problam s created by the sudden availabiliy
n recent years of large netw ork data sets has been our In this section, we brie y describe exam ple applica—

lack of tools for visualizing theJr structure 4]. In 'd.“e tions of ourm ethods to three fiirther networks. The rst
ea?:]y dayls of network analysis, pfa]:tjcu]ar]y in the §oc:al isa non-hum an socialnetw ork, a netw ork ofdolphins, the
sciences, i was usually enough sin ply to draw a picture second a netw ork of ctionalcharacters, and the third not

ofa network to seewhat wasgoing on. N etw orks In those a social network at all, but a network of web pages and
days had ten or twenty nodes, not 140 as here, or several the links betw een them .

billion asin theworld w ideweb. W ebelieve thatm ethods In Fig.[dl we show the socialnetwork of a com m unity
Iike the one presented here, ofusing comm unity structure  5£62 bottlkenose dolphins living in D oubtfiil Sound, N ew

algorithm s to m ake a m eaningfil \coarse graining" of a Zealand. T he netw ork w as com piled by Lusseau [37] from

network, thereby reducing its level of com plexity to one  seyen years of eld studies of the dolphins, w ith ties be-
that can be interpreted readily by the human eye, will  {een dolphin pairs being established by observation of
be nvaluabl in helping us to understand the largescale statistically signi cant frequent association . T he netw ork
structure of these new network data. splits naturally into tw o large groups, represented by the
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FIG . 10: Tstration of the use of the comm uniy structure algorithm to m ake sense of a com plex network. (@) The initial
netw ork is a netw ork of coauthorships between physicists who have published on topics related to networks. The gure shows
only the largest com ponent of the network, which contains 145 scientists. T here are 90 m ore scientists in an aller com ponents,
which are not shown. (o) A pplication of the shortest-path betweenness version of the com m unity structure algorithm produces
the com m unities shown by the colors. (c) A coarsegraining of the network in which each com m unity is represented by a single
node, w ith edges representing collaborations between com m unities. T he thickness of the edges is proportional to the num ber
ofpairs of collaborators between com m unities. C learly panel (c) revealsm uch that is not easily seen In the original netw ork of
panel @).



FIG.11l: Community structure in the bottlenose dolphins of
D oubtfil Sound 37, 138], extracted using the shortestpath
version of our algorithm . T he squares and circles denote the
prin ary split of the network into two groups, and the circles
are further subdivided into four sm aller groups denoted by
the di erent shades of vertices. The m odularity for the split
isQ = 0:52. The network has been drawn w ith longer edges
betw een vertices in di erent com m unities than between those
in the sam e comm unity, to m ake the com m unity groupings
clearer. T he sam e is also true of F igs.[[J and [3.

circles and squares In the gure, and the largerofthetwo
also splits into four sm aller subgroups, represented by the
di erent shades. Themodularity isQ = 038 008 for
the split Into two groups, and peaksat 0:52 0:03 when
the subgroup splitting is included also.

T he split Into two groups appears to correspond to a
known division of the dolphin communiy [38]. Lusseau
reports that for a period of about two years during ob-—
servation of the dolphins they separated into two groups
along the lines found by our analysis, apparently because
of the disappearance of ndividuals on the boundary be-
tween the groups. W hen som e of these ndividuals later
reappeared, the tw o halves ofthe netw ork pined together
once m ore. A s Lusseau points out, developm ents of this
kind illustrate that the dolphin network is not m erely
a scienti ¢ curdosity but, lke hum an social netw orks, is
closely tied to the evolution of the comm unity. T he sub—
groupingsw ithin the lJarger half of the netw ork also seam
to corresoond to real divisions am ong the anim als: the
largest subgroup consists aln ost of entirely of fam ales
and the others aln ost entirely ofm ales, and it is congc—
tured that the split between the m ale groups is govemed
by m atrilineage @ .Lusseau, personalcom m unication).

Figure[[A show s the comm unity structure of the net—
work of Interactions between m a pr characters In V ictor
Hugo’s spraw 1ling novelof crim e and redem ption in post—
restoration France, LesM iserabks. U sing the list of char-
acter appearances by scene com piled by K nuth [39], the
netw ork was constructed in which the vertices represent
characters and an edge between two vertices represents
co-appearance of the corresponding characters in one or
m ore scenes. T he optin al com m uniy split of the result-
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Ing graph has a strong m odularity ofQ = 054 002,
and gives 11 comm unities as shown in the gure. The
com m unities clearly re ect the subplot structure of the
book: unsurprisingly, the protagonist Jean Valgan and
his nem esis, the police o cer Javert, are central to the
network and form the hubs of com m unities com posed of
their respective adherents. O ther subplots centered on
M arius, C osette, Fantine, and the bishop M yriel are also
picked out.

F inally, asan exam pl ofthe application ofourm ethod
to a non-socialnetw ork, we have looked at a web graph |
a network in which the vertices and edges represent web
pages and the linksbetween them . T he graph in question
represents 180 pages from the web site ofa lJarge corpora—
tion [B1]. Figure[[3 show s the network and the comm u-
nities found in i by the shortest-path version ofour algo—
rithm . T his netw ork has one of the strongest m odularity
valies of the exam ples studied here, at Q = 0:65 002.
T he linksbetw een w eb pages are directed, as indicated by
the arrow s .n the gure, but, as discussed in Sec.[IIIZ],
for the purposes of nding the communities we ignore
direction and treat the network as undirected.

Certainly it m ight be usefulto know the com m unities
In a web network; an algorithm that can pick out com —
m unities could revealw hich pages cover related topics or
the social structure of links betw een pagesm aintained by
di erent individuals. Ideas along these lines have been
pursued by, for exam ple, F lake et al. [40] and Adam ic
and Adar [41].

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we have described a new class of algo—
rithm s for perform ing netw ork clistering, the task of ex—
tracting the natural com m uniy structure from netw orks
of vertices and edges. This is a problem long studied In
com puter science, applied m athem atics, and the social
sciences, but it has lacked a satisfactory solution. W e
believe the m ethods described here give such a solution.
They are sin ple, ntuitive, and dem onstrably give excel-
lent results on networks for which we know the commu-—
nity structure ahead of tine. O ur m ethods are de ned
by two crucial features. First, we use a \divisive" tech-
nigue which iteratively rem oves edges from the netw ork,
thereby breaking it up in com m unities. T he edges to be
rem oved are identi ed by using one of a set of edge be—
tw eennessm easures, ofw hich the sin plest isa generaliza—
tion to edges of the standard shortest-path betweenness
of Freem an. Second, our algorithm s include a recalcu—
lation step in which betweenness scores are reevaluated
after the rem oval of every edge. This step, which was
m issing from previous algorithm s, tums out to be of pri-
m ary im portance to the success of ours. W ithout i, the
algorithm s failm iserably at even the sin plest clustering
tasks.

W e have dem onstrated the e cacy and utility of our
m ethods wih a number of exam ples. W e have shown
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FIG . 12: The network of Interactions between m apr characters in the novel Les M iserables by V ictor Hugo. The greatest

m odularity achieved in the shortest-path version ofouralgorithm isQ =

by the colors.

that our algorithm s can reliably and sensitively extract
com m uniy structure from arti cially generated netw orks
wih known communities. W e have also applied them
to realw orld networks w ith known com m unity structure
and again they extract that structure w ithout di culty.
And we have given exam ples of how our algorithm s can
be used to analyze netw orks w hose structure is otherw ise
di cukt to com prehend. T he netw orks studied include a
collaboration netw ork of scientists, in which ourm ethods
allow us to generate schem atic depictions of the overall
structure of the netw ork and collaborations taking place
w ithin and between com m unities, other social netw orks
ofpeople and of anim als, and a netw ork of links betw een
pages on a corporate web site.

T he prin ary rem aining di culty w ith our algorithm s
is the relatively high com putationaldem ands they m ake.
T he fastest of them , the one based on shortest-path be-
tweenness, operates n 0 M%) tine on a sparse graph,
which m akes it usable for networks up to about 10000
vertices, but for larger systam s it becom es intractable.
A Yhough the ever-in proving speed of com putersw illcer-
tainly raise this lim i in com ing years, it would be m ore
satisfactory ifa faster version ofthem ethod could be dis-
covered. O ne possbility is parallelization: the between-

054 and corresponds to the 11 com m unities represented

ness calculation involves a sum over source vertices and
the elem ents ofthat sum can be distributed overdi erent
processors, m aking the calculation trivially parallelizable
on a distrbuted-m em ory m achine. However, a better
approach would be to nd som e in provem ent In the al-
gorithm itself to decrease its com putational com plexiy.
Sihce the publication of our st paper on this
topic E], several other authors have m ade use of the
shortest-path version of our algorithm . Holme et al m]
have applied it to a number of m etabolic networks for
di erent organisn s, nding com m unitiesthat corresoond
to functionalunits w ithin the networks, whilke W ikinson
and Hubemm an E] have applied it to a network of re—
lations between genes, as established by co-occurrence
of nam es of genes in published research articles. An In-
teresting application to social netw orks is the study by
G leiser and D anon @] of the collaboration network of
early pzz musicians. They found, am ong other things,
that the netw ork split Into tw o com m unities along lines of
race, black m usicians in one group, w hitem usicians in the
other. Guin era et al E] have applied the m ethod to a
netw ork ofem ailm essagespassing betw een usersata uni-
versity, and found com m unities that re ect both form al
and inform al levels oforganization. Tylretal @] have
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FIG . 13: Pages on a web site and the hyperlinks between
them . The colors denote the optin al division into com m uni-
ties found by the shortest-path version of our algorithm .

also applied the algorithm to an em ail network, in their
case at a large com pany, nding that the resulting com —
m unities corresoond closely to organizationalunits. T he
latterw ork is Interesting also In that it suggestsam ethod
for m proving the speed ofthe algorithm : Tyleretal cal-
culate betweenness for only a subset, random ly chosen,
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of possible source vertices In the network, rather than
summ Ing over all sources. The size of the subset is de—
cided on the vy, by sam pling source vertices until the
betw eenness of at least one edge In the netw ork exceeds
a predetermm ined threshold. T his technique reduces the
running tim e of the calculation considerably, although
the resulting estin ate of betw eenness necessarily su ers
from the statistical uctuations inherent in random sam —
pling methods. This idea, or a variation of i, m ight
provide a solution to the problem s m entioned above of
the high com putationaldem ands of our algorithm s.

W e are of course delighted to see ourm ethods applied
to such a variety of problem s. Combined w ith the new
algorithm sand m easuresdescribed in thispaper, wehope
o0 see m any m ore applications in the future.
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