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W e propose and study a set ofalgorithm s for discovering com m unity structure in networks|
naturaldivisionsofnetwork nodesinto densely connected subgroups.O uralgorithm sallshare two
de�nitive features: �rst,they involve iterative rem ovalofedges from the network to split it into
com m unities,the edges rem oved being identi�ed using one ofa num berofpossible \betweenness"
m easures,and second,thesem easuresare,crucially,recalculated aftereach rem oval.W ealsopropose
a m easure forthe strength ofthe com m unity structure found by ouralgorithm s,which givesusan
objective m etric for choosing the num berofcom m unitiesinto which a network should be divided.
W edem onstratethatouralgorithm sarehighly e�ectiveatdiscovering com m unity structurein both
com puter-generated and real-world network data,and show how they can be used to shed lighton
the som etim esdauntingly com plex structure ofnetworked system s.

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Em piricalstudiesand theoreticalm odelingofnetworks
havebeen thesubjectofalargebody ofrecentresearchin
statisticalphysics and applied m athem atics [1,2,3,4].
Network ideas have been applied with great success to
topics as diverse as the Internet and the world wide
web [5,6,7],epidem iology [8,9,10,11], scienti�c ci-
tation and collaboration [12, 13], m etabolism [14, 15],
and ecosystem s[16,17],to nam e buta few.A property
thatseem sto be com m on to m any networksiscom m u-
nity structure,the division ofnetwork nodesinto groups
within which thenetwork connectionsaredense,butbe-
tween which they aresparser| seeFig.1.Theability to
�nd and analyzesuch groupscan provideinvaluablehelp
in understanding and visualizing the structure of net-
works.In thispaperweshow how thiscan be achieved.
The study ofcom m unity structure in networkshas a

long history. It is closely related to the ideas ofgraph
partitioning in graph theory and com puterscience,and

FIG .1: A sm allnetwork with com m unity structure of the
type considered in this paper. In this case there are three
com m unities,denoted by thedashed circles,which havedense
internallinksbutbetween which thereareonly alowerdensity
ofexternallinks.

hierarchicalclustering in sociology [18,19]. Before pre-
senting our own �ndings,it is worth reviewing som e of
thispreceding work,to understand itsachievem entsand
whereitfallsshort.
G raph partitioning isa problem thatarisesin,forex-

am ple, parallel com puting. Suppose we have a num -
bern ofintercom m unicating com puterprocesses,which
wewish todistributeoveranum bergofcom puterproces-
sors. Processesdo notnecessarily need to com m unicate
with allothers,and the pattern ofrequired com m unica-
tionscan berepresented by a graph ornetwork in which
the vertices represent processes and edges join process
pairsthatneed to com m unicate.Theproblem isto allo-
catetheprocessesto processorsin such a way asroughly
to balancetheload on each processor,whileatthesam e
tim e m inim izing the num ber ofedges thatrun between
processors,so thattheam ountofinterprocessorcom m u-
nication (which isnorm ally slow)ism inim ized. In gen-
eral,�nding an exact solution to a partitioning task of
thiskind isbelieved tobean NP-com pleteproblem ,m ak-
ing itprohibitively di�cultto solveforlargegraphs,but
a wide variety ofheuristic algorithm s have been devel-
oped thatgiveacceptably good solutionsin m any cases,
the best known being perhaps the K ernighan{Lin algo-
rithm [20],which runsin tim e O (n3)on sparsegraphs.
A solution to the graph partitioning problem is how-

ever not particularly helpful for analyzing and under-
standing networksin general. Ifwe m erely wantto �nd
ifand how a given network breaks down into com m u-
nities, we probably don’t know how m any such com -
m unities there are going to be,and there is no reason
why they should beroughly thesam esize.Furtherm ore,
thenum berofinter-com m unity edgesneedn’tbestrictly
m inim ized either,since m ore such edges are adm issible
between largecom m unitiesthan between sm allones.
Asfarasourgoalsin thispaperareconcerned,a m ore

usefulapproach isthattaken by socialnetwork analysis
with the setoftechniquesknown ashierarchicalcluster-
ing. These techniques are aim ed at discovering natural
divisionsof(social)networksinto groups,based on var-
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FIG .2: A hierarchicaltree or dendrogram illustrating the
type ofoutput generated by the algorithm s described here.
The circles at the bottom of the �gure represent the indi-
vidualvertices ofthe network. As we m ove up the tree the
verticesjoin togetherto form largerand largercom m unities,
asindicated by thelines,untilwereach thetop,whereallare
joined together in a single com m unity. Alternatively,we the
dendrogram depicts an initially connected network splitting
into sm aller and sm aller com m unities as we go from top to
bottom .A cross-section ofthe tree atany level,asindicated
by the dotted line,willgive the com m unities at that level.
The verticalheightofthe split-points in the tree are indica-
tiveonly oftheorderin which thesplits(orjoins)took place,
although it is possible to construct m ore elaborate dendro-
gram sin which these heightscontain otherinform ation.

ious m etrics ofsim ilarity or strength ofconnection be-
tween vertices.They fallinto two broad classes,agglom -
erative and divisive [19],depending on whetherthey fo-
cuson theaddition orrem ovalofedgestoorfrom thenet-
work. In an agglom erative m ethod,sim ilarities are cal-
culated by one m ethod oranotherbetween vertex pairs,
and edgesare then added to an initially em pty network
(n verticeswith no edges)starting with the vertex pairs
with highestsim ilarity. The procedure can be halted at
any point,and the resulting com ponentsin the network
are taken to be the com m unities. Alternatively,the en-
tire progression ofthe algorithm from em pty graph to
com plete graph can be represented in the form ofa tree
ordendrogram such asthatshown in Fig.2. Horizontal
cutsthrough the tree representthe com m unitiesappro-
priateto di�erenthalting points.
Agglom erativem ethodsbased on awidevarietyofsim -

ilarity m easureshavebeen applied to di�erentnetworks.
Som e networkshave naturalsim ilarity m etrics built in.
For exam ple,in the widely studied network ofcollabo-
rationsbetween �lm actors[21,22],in which two actors
areconnected ifthey haveappeared in thesam e�lm ,one
could quantify sim ilarity by how m any �lm sactorshave
appeared in together[23].O thernetworkshaveno natu-
ralm etric,butsuitableonescan bedevised usingcorrela-
tion coe�cients,path lengths,orm atrix m ethods.A well
known exam pleofan agglom erativeclustering m ethod is
the Concoralgorithm ofBreigeretal.[24].
Agglom erative m ethodshave theirproblem showever.

O neconcern isthatthey failwith som efrequency to �nd
the correct com m unities in networks were the com m u-
nity structureisknown,which m akesitdi�cultto place
m uch trustin them in othercases.Anotheristheirten-

FIG .3:Agglom erative clustering m ethodsaretypically good
atdiscovering the strongly linked coresofcom m unities(bold
verticesand edges)buttend to leave outperipheralvertices,
even when,ashere,m ostofthem clearly belong to one com -
m unity oranother.

dency to �nd only the cores ofcom m unities and leave
out the periphery. The core nodes in a com m unity of-
ten havestrong sim ilarity,and henceareconnected early
in the agglom erative process,butperipheralnodesthat
haveno strong sim ilarity to otherstend to getneglected,
leading to structures like that shown in Fig.3. In this
�gure,thereareanum berofperipheralnodeswhosecom -
m unity m em bership isobviousto theeye| in m ostcases
they have only a single link to a speci�c com m unity|
butagglom erativem ethodsoften failto placesuch 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 socialnetwork the-
ory or elsewhere, but, as we willsee, seem to o�er a
lotofprom ise. In a divisive m ethod,we startwith the
network ofinterestand attem ptto �nd the leastsim ilar
connected pairs ofvertices and then rem ove the edges
between them . By doing this repeatedly,we divide the
network into sm allerand sm allercom ponents,and again
we can stop the processatany stage and take the com -
ponents at that stage to be the network com m unities.
Again,the processcan be represented asa dendrogram
depictingthesuccessivesplitsofthenetwork intosm aller
and sm allergroups.
The approach we take follows roughly these lines,

butadoptsasom ewhatdi�erentphilosophicalviewpoint.
Ratherthan looking forthe m ostweakly connected ver-
texpairs,ourapproachwillbetolookfortheedgesin the
networkthatarem ost\between"othervertices,m eaning
thatthe edge is,in som e sense,responsible forconnect-
ing m any pairsofothers. Such edgesneed notbe weak
atallin thesim ilarity sense.How thisidea worksoutin
practice willbecom e clearin the course ofthe presenta-
tion.
Briey then, the outline of this paper is as follows.

In Sec.II we describe the crucialconcepts behind our
m ethodsfor�ndingcom m unitystructureinnetworksand
show how these concepts can be turned into a concrete
prescription for perform ing calculations. In Sec.III we
describein detailtheim plem entation ofourm ethods.In
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Sec.IV weconsiderwaysofdeterm ining when a particu-
lardivision ofa network into com m unitiesisa good one,
allowing us to quantify the success ofour com m unity-
�nding algorithm s. And in Sec. V we give a num ber
ofapplicationsofouralgorithm sto particularnetworks,
both realand arti�cial. In Sec.VIwe give our conclu-
sions. A briefreport ofsom e ofthe work contained in
thispaperhasappeared previously asRef.25.

II. FIN D IN G C O M M U N IT IES IN A N ET W O R K

In this paper we present a class of new algorithm s
for network clustering,i.e.,the discovery ofcom m unity
structure in networks. O urdiscussion focusesprim arily
on networkswith only asingletypeofvertex and asingle
type ofundirected,unweighted edge,although general-
izationsto m orecom plicated network typesarecertainly
possible.
Therearetwo centralfeaturesthatdistinguish oural-

gorithm sfrom thosethathavepreceded them .First,our
algorithm s are divisive rather than agglom erative. Di-
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 sim ilarity,but on �nding edges with
the highest \betweenness," where betweenness is som e
m easure thatfavorsedgesthatlie between com m unities
and disfavorsthosethatlie insidecom m unities.
To m akethingsm oreconcrete,wegivesom eexam ples

ofthe typesofbetweennessm easureswe willbe looking
at.Allofthem arebased on the sam eidea.Iftwo com -
m unitiesarejoined by only afew inter-com m unity edges,
then allpathsthrough the network from verticesin one
com m unity to verticesin the otherm ustpassalong one
ofthosefew edges.G iven a suitablesetofpaths,onecan
count how m any go along each edge in the graph,and
this num ber we then expect to be largestfor the inter-
com m unity edges,thusproviding a m ethod foridentify-
ing them . O urdi�erentm easurescorrespond to various
im plem entationsofthisidea.

1.The sim plestexam ple ofsuch a betweennessm ea-
sureisthatbased on shortest(geodesic)paths:we
�nd theshortestpathsbetween allpairsofvertices
and counthow m any run along each edge. To the
bestofourknowledgethism easurewas�rstintro-
duced by Anthonissein a never-published technical
report in 1971 [26]. Anthonisse called it \rush,"
butwe preferthe term edge betweenness,since the
quantity isa naturalgeneralization to edgesofthe
well-known (vertex)betweennessm easure ofFree-
m an [27], which was the inspiration for our ap-
proach. W hen we need to distinguish it from the
otherbetweennessm easuresconsidered in thispa-
per,wewillreferto itasshortest-path betweenness.
A fast algorithm for calculating the shortest-path
betweennessisgiven in Sec.IIIA.

2.The shortest-path betweenness can be thought of
in term s of signals traveling through a network.
Ifsignals travelfrom source to destination along
geodesic network paths,and allvertices send sig-
nals at the sam e constant rate to allothers,then
the betweennessisa m easure ofthe rate atwhich
signalspassalongeach edge.Supposehoweverthat
signalsdo nottravelalong geodesic paths,butin-
stead just perform a random walk about the net-
work untilthey reach theirdestination.Thisgives
usanotherm easure on edges,the random -walk be-
tweenness: we calculate the expected net num ber
oftim esthata random walk between a particular
pair ofvertices willpass down a particular edge
and sum over allvertex pairs. The random -walk
betweennesscan be calculated using m atrix m eth-
ods,asdescribed in Sec.IIIC.

3.Anotherbetweennessm easureism otivated byideas
from elem entary circuit theory. W e consider the
circuitcreated by placing a unitresistanceon each
edge ofthe network and unit current source and
sink ata particularpairofvertices. The resulting
currentow in the network willtravelfrom source
to sink along a m ultitudeofpaths,thosewith least
resistancecarrying thegreatestfraction ofthecur-
rent. The current-ow betweenness for an edge
we de�ne to be the absolute value ofthe current
along the edge sum m ed overallsource/sink pairs.
Itcan be calculated using K irchho�’slaws,asde-
scribed in Sec.IIIB. In fact,aswe willshow,the
current-ow betweenness turns out to be exactly
the sam e as the random walk betweenness ofthe
previousparagraph,butwenonethelessconsiderit
separately since itleadsto a sim plerderivation of
the m easure.

Thesem easuresareonly suggestions;m any othersare
possibleand m ay wellbeappropriateforspeci�capplica-
tions.M easures(1)and (2)arein som esenseextrem esin
thespectrum ofpossibilities,onecorrespondingtosignals
that know exactly where they are going,and the other
to signals that have no idea where they are going. As
we willsee,however,these two m easures actually give
rathersim ilarresults,indicating thatthe precise choice
ofbetweenness m easure m ay not,at leastfor the types
ofapplicationsconsidered here,be thatim portant.
Thesecond way in which ourm ethodsdi�erfrom pre-

viousonesisin theinclusion ofa \recalculation step" in
thealgorithm .Ifwewereto perform a standard divisive
clustering based on edgebetweennesswewould calculate
the edge betweenness for alledges in the network and
then rem oveedgesin decreasing orderofbetweennessto
produce a dendrogram like that ofFig.2,showing the
orderin which the network splitup.
However,oncethe�rstedgein thenetwork isrem oved

in such an algorithm ,the betweennessvaluesforthe re-
m ainingedgeswillnolongerreectthenetworkasitnow
is.Thiscan giverise to unwanted behaviors.Forexam -
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ple,iftwo com m unitiesarejoined by two edges,but,for
one reason oranother,m ostpathsbetween the two ow
along justoneofthose edges,then thatedge willhavea
high betweennessscoreand the otherwillnot.An algo-
rithm thatcalculated betweennessesonly once and then
rem oved edges in betweenness order would rem ove the
�rst edge early in the course ofits operation,but the
second m ight not get rem oved untilm uch later. Thus
theobviousdivision ofthenetwork into two partsm ight
notbediscovered by thealgorithm .In theworstcasethe
twopartsthem selvesm ightbeindividually broken up be-
fore the division between the two is m ade. In practice,
problem s like this crop up in realnetworks with som e
regularity and renderalgorithm softhis type ine�ective
forthe discovery ofcom m unity structure.
The solution,luckily,is obvious. W e sim ply recalcu-

late our betweenness m easure after the rem ovalofeach
edge.Thiscertainly addsto the com putationale�ortof
perform ing thecalculation,butitse�ecton theresultsis
so desirablethatwe considerthe priceworth paying.
Thusthegeneralform ofourcom m unitystructure�nd-

ing algorithm isasfollows:

1.Calculate betweenness scores for alledges in the
network.

2.Find theedgewith thehighestscoreand rem oveit
from the network.

3.Recalculatebetweennessforallrem aining edges.

4.Repeatfrom step 2.

In fact,it appears that the recalculation step is the
m ostim portantfeatureofthealgorithm ,asfarasgetting
satisfactory results is concerned. As m entioned above,
ourstudiesindicatethat,onceonehitson theidea ofus-
ingbetweennessm easurestoweightedges,theexactm ea-
sureoneusesappearsnotto inuencetheresultshighly.
The recalculation step,on the otherhand,isabsolutely
crucialto the operation ofourm ethods. This step was
m issing from previous attem pts at solving the cluster-
ing problem using divisive algorithm s,and yet without
ittheresultsarevery poorindeed,failing to �nd known
com m unity structure even in the sim plest ofcases. In
Sec.V B wegivean exam plecom paring theperform ance
ofthe algorithm on a particularnetwork with and with-
outthe recalculation step.
In the following sections we discuss im plem entation

and give exam plesofouralgorithm sfor�nding com m u-
nity structure.Forthereaderwho m erely wantsto know
what algorithm they should use for their own problem ,
letusgive an im m ediate answer:form ostproblem s,we
recom m end the algorithm with betweenness scores cal-
culated using theshortest-path betweennessm easure(1)
above. This m easure appears to work welland is the
quickest to calculate| as described in Sec.IIIA,it can
be calculated for alledges in tim e O (m n),where m is
the num ber ofedges in the graph and n is the num ber
of vertices. This is the only version of the algorithm

thatwe discussed in Ref.25 [47].The otherversionswe
discuss,while being ofsom e pedagogicalinterest,m ake
greatercom putationaldem ands,and in practiceseem to
giveresultsno betterthan theshortest-path m ethod.

III. IM P LEM EN TA T IO N

In theory, the descriptions of the last section com -
pletely de�nethem ethodsweconsiderin thispaper,but
in practice there are a num ber oftricks to their im ple-
m entation thatareim portantforturning thedescription
into a workablecom puteralgorithm .
Essentially allofthe work in the algorithm is in the

calculation ofthe betweenness scoresfor the edges;the
job of�nding and rem oving the highest-scoring edge is
trivialand notcom putationallydem anding.Letustackle
ourthreesuggested betweennessm easuresin turn.

A . Shortest-path betw eenness

At�rstsight,itappearsthatcalculating the edge be-
tweennessm easurebased on geodesicpathsforalledges
willtake O (m n2) operations on a graph with m edges
and n vertices: calculating the shortestpath between a
particularpairofverticescan bedoneusingbreadth-�rst
search in tim e O (m ) [28,29],and there are O (n2) ver-
tex pairs. Recently however new algorithm s have been
proposed by Newm an [30]and independently by Bran-
des[31]thatcan perform thecalculation fasterthan this,
�nding allbetweennessesin O (m n)tim e.Both Newm an
and Brandesgave algorithm sfor the standard Freem an
vertex betweenness,butitistrivialto adapttheiralgo-
rithm s foredge betweenness. W e describe the resulting
m ethod hereforthe algorithm ofNewm an.
Breadth-�rstsearch can �nd shortestpathsfrom a sin-

gle vertex s to allothersin tim e O (m ). In the sim plest
case,when there isonly a single shortestpath from the
source vertex to any other(we willconsiderothercases
in a m om ent)theresulting setofpathsform sa shortest-
path tree| seeFig.4a.W ecan now usethistreetocalcu-
late the contribution to betweennessforeach edge from
thissetofpathsasfollows.W e �nd �rstthe \leaves" of
the tree,i.e.,thosenodessuch thatno shortestpathsto
othernodespassthrough them ,and weassign ascoreof1
to the single edge that connects each to the restofthe
tree,as shown in the �gure. Then,starting with those
edgesthatarefarthestfrom thesourcevertexon thetree,
i.e.,lowestin Fig.4a,wework upwards,assigninga score
to each edge thatis1 plusthe sum ofthe scoreson the
neighboring edgesim m ediately below it. W hen we have
gone though alledges in the tree, the resulting scores
are the betweennesscountsforthe pathsfrom vertex s.
Repeatingtheprocessforallpossibleverticessand sum -
m ing the scores,wearriveatthe fullbetweennessscores
for shortest paths between allpairs. The breadth-�rst
search and the process ofworking up through the tree
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FIG .4:Calculation ofshortest-path betweenness:(a)W hen
there is only a single shortest path from a source vertex s

(top) to allother reachable vertices,those paths necessarily
form a tree,which m akesthe calculation ofthe contribution
to betweennessfrom thissetofpathsparticularly sim ple,as
describein thetext.(b)Forcasesin which thereism orethan
one shortest path to som e vertices, the calculation is m ore
com plex. First we m ust calculate the num berofpathsfrom
the source to each other vertex (num bers on vertices),and
then these are used to weightthe path countsappropriately.
In eithercase,wecan check theresultsby con�rm ing thatthe
sum ofthebetweennessesoftheedgesconnected tothesource
vertex isequalto thetotalnum berofreachable vertices| six
in each ofthe casesillustrated here.

both take worst-case tim e O (m ) and there are n ver-
ticestotal,so theentirecalculation takestim eO (m n)as
claim ed.
Thissim plecaseservesto illustratethebasicprinciple

behind the algorithm . In general,however,itisnotthe
casethatthereisonly asingleshortestpath between any
pairofvertices.M ostnetworkshaveatleastsom evertex
pairsbetween which there are severalgeodesic paths of
equallength. Figure 4b shows a sim ple exam ple of a
shortest path \tree" for a network with this property.
Theresulting structureisin factno longera tree,and in
such casesan extra step is required in the algorithm to
calculatethe betweennesscorrectly.
In thetraditionalde�nition ofvertex betweenness[27]

m ultiple shortest paths between a pair of vertices are
given equalweightssum m ing to 1.Forexam ple,ifthere
are three shortest paths, each willbe given weight 1

3
.

W e adoptthe sam e de�nition for our edge betweenness
(as did Anthonisse in his originalwork [26], although
otherde�nitionsare possible [32]). Note thatthe paths
m ay run along the sam e edge oredgesforsom e partof
their length,resulting in edgeswith greaterweight. To
calculate correctly whatfraction ofthe pathsow along
each edgein thenetwork,wegeneralizethebreadth-�rst
search partofthe calculation,asfollows.
Consider Fig. 4b and suppose we are perform ing a

breadth-�rst search starting at vertex s. W e carry out
the following steps:

1.The initialvertex s isgiven distance ds = 0 and a

weightws = 1.

2.Every vertex iadjacentto s isgiven distance di =
ds + 1= 1,and weightwi = ws = 1.

3.Foreach vertex jadjacentto oneofthose verticesi
we do oneofthreethings:

(a) Ifj has not yet been assigned a distance,it
is assigned distance dj = di + 1 and weight
wj = wi.

(b) Ifj hasalready been assigned a distance and
dj = di + 1,then the vertex’s weight is in-
creased by wi,thatiswj  wj + wi.

(c) Ifj hasalready been assigned a distance and
dj < di+ 1,we do nothing.

4.Repeat from step 3 untilno vertices rem ain that
haveassigned distancesbutwhoseneighborsdonot
haveassigned distances.

In practice,thisalgorithm can be im plem ented m ostef-
�ciently using a queueor�rst-in/�rst-outbu�erto store
the vertices that have been assigned a distance,just as
in the standard breadth-�rstsearch.
Physically,theweighton avertexirepresentsthenum -

berofdistinctpathsfrom the source vertex to i. These
weightsareprecisely whatweneed to calculateouredge
betweennesses,because iftwo vertices iand j are con-
nected,with j fartherthan ifrom thesources,then the
fraction ofa geodesicpath from j through ito sisgiven
bywi=wj.Thus,tocalculatethecontribution toedgebe-
tweennessfrom allshortestpathsstarting ats,we need
only carry outthe following steps:

1.Find every \leaf" vertex t,i.e.,a vertex such that
no pathsfrom s to otherverticesgo though t.

2.Foreach vertex ineighboringtassign ascoretothe
edgefrom tto iofwi=wt.

3.Now,startingwith theedgesthatarefarthestfrom
thesourcevertex s| lowerdown in a diagram such
asFig.4b| work up towardss. 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 scores on the neighboring edges im m ediately
below it(i.e.,thosewith which itsharesa com m on
vertex),allm ultiplied by wi=wj.

4.Repeatfrom step 3 untilvertex s isreached.

Now repeating thisprocessforalln sourceverticessand
sum m ing the resulting scores on the edges gives us the
totalbetweennessforalledgesin tim e O (m n).
W e now have to repeatthis calculation foreach edge

rem oved from the network,ofwhich there are m ,and
hencethecom pletecom m unitystructurealgorithm based
on shortest-path betweennessoperatesin worst-casetim e
O (m 2n),orO (n3)tim eon a sparsegraph.In ourexperi-
ence,thistypically m akesittractablefornetworksofup
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to about n = 10000 vertices,with current (circa 2003)
desktop com puters. In som e specialcases one can do
better. In particular,we note that the rem ovalof an
edgeonly a�ectsthebetweennessofotheredgesthatfall
in the sam e com ponent,and hence that we need only
recalculate betweennessesin thatcom ponent. Networks
with strong com m unity structure often break apartinto
separatecom ponentsquiteearlyin theprogressoftheal-
gorithm ,substantially reducing theam ountofwork that
needsto be done on subsequentsteps. W hetherthisre-
sultsin a changein thecom putationalcom plexity ofthe
algorithm forany com m only occurring classesofgraphs
is an open question,but it certainly givesa substantial
speed boostto m any ofthecalculationsdescribed in this
paper.
Som e networks are directed, i.e.,their edges run in

one direction only. The world wide web is an exam ple;
linksin theweb pointin onedirection only from oneweb
page to another. O ne could im agine a generalization of
the shortest-path betweenness that allowed for directed
edges by counting only those paths that travelin the
forward direction along edges. Such a calculation is a
trivialvariation on the one described above. However,
we have found thatin m any casesit is better to ignore
the directed nature ofa network in calculating com m u-
nitystructure.O ften an edgeactssim plyasan indication
ofa connection between two nodes,and its direction is
unim portant. For exam ple,in Ref.25 we applied our
algorithm to a food web of predator-prey interactions
between m arine species. Predator-prey interactions are
clearly directed| one species m ay eatanother,but it is
unlikelythatthereverseissim ultaneouslytrue.However,
asfarascom m unity structure isconcerned,we wantto
know only which species have interactions with which
others. W e �nd,therefore,that our algorithm applied
to the undirected version ofthe food web workswellat
picking outthe com m unity structure,and no specialal-
gorithm isneeded forthedirected case.W egiveanother
exam ple ofour m ethod applied to a directed graph in
Sec.V D.

B . R esistor netw orks

Asexam plesofbetweennessm easuresthattake m ore
than just shortest paths into account, we proposed in
Sec.IIm easuresbased on random walksand resistornet-
works.In fact,aswe now show,when appropriately de-
�ned thesetwom easuresareprecisely thesam e.Herewe
derive the resistance m easure �rst,since itturnsoutto
besim pler;in thefollowingsection wederivetherandom
walk m easureand show thatthe two areequivalent.
Considerthe network created by placing a unitresis-

tanceon every edgeofournetwork,a unitcurrentsource
atvertexs,and aunitcurrentsinkatvertext(seeFig.5).
Clearly the currentbetween s and twillow prim arily
along shortpaths,butsom e willow along longerones,
roughly in inverse proportion to their length. W e will

t

s

current in

current out

FIG .5:An exam pleofthetypeofresistornetwork considered
here,in which aunitresistanceisplaced on each edgeand unit
currentowsinto and outofthe source and sink vertices.

use the absolute m agnitude ofthe current ow as our
betweennessscoreforeach source/sink pair.
The current ows in the network are governed by

K irchho�’s laws. To solve them we proceed as follows
foreach separatecom ponentofthegraph.LetVi bethe
voltage atvertex i,m easured relative to any convenient
point.Then foralliwe have

X

j

A ij(Vi� Vj)= �is � �it; (1)

where A ij is the ij elem ent ofthe adjacency m atrix of
the graph,i.e.,A ij = 1 ifiand j are connected by an
edgeand A ij = 0otherwise.Theleft-hand sideofEq.(1)
representsthenetcurrentow outofvertex ialongedges
ofthe network,and the right-hand side represents the
source and sink. De�ning ki =

P

j
A ij, which is the

vertex degree,and creating a diagonalm atrix D with
thesedegreeson thediagonalD ii = ki,thisequation can
bewritten in m atrix form as(D � A )� V = s,wherethe
sourcevectors hascom ponents

si =

(
+ 1 fori= s

� 1 fori= t

0 otherwise.
(2)

W ecannotdirectly invertthem atrix D � A to getthe
voltage vectorV ,because the m atrix (which isjustthe
graph Laplacian)issingular.Thisisequivalentto saying
thatthere isone undeterm ined degree offreedom corre-
sponding to thechoiceofreferencepotentialform easur-
ing the voltages.W e can add any constantto a solution
for the vertex voltages and get another solution| only
the voltagedi�erencesm atter.In choosing the reference
potential,we�x thisdegreeoffreedom ,leavingonlyn� 1
m oretobedeterm ined.In m athem aticalterm s,onceany
n � 1 oftheequationsin ourm atrix form ulation aresat-
is�ed,therem ainingoneisalsoautom atically satis�ed so
long as currentis conserved in the network as a whole,
i.e.,so long as

P

i
si = 0,which is clearly true in this

case.
Choosingany vertex v to bethereferencepoint,there-

fore,we rem ove the row and colum n corresponding to



7

that vertex from D and A before inverting. Denoting
the resulting (n � 1)� (n � 1)m atricesD v and A v,we
can then write

V = (D v � A v)
� 1

� s: (3)

Calculation ofthecurrentsin thenetworkthusinvolves
inverting D v � A v once for any convenientchoice ofv,
and taking the di�erencesofpairsofcolum nsto getthe
voltagevectorV foreach possiblesource/sinkpair.(The
voltage for the one m issing vertex v is always zero,by
hypothesis.) The absolute m agnitudesofthe di�erences
ofvoltages along each edge give us betweenness scores
forthe given source and sink.Sum m ing overallsources
and sinks,wethen getourcom plete betweennessscore.
The m atrix inversion takes tim e O (n3) in the worst

case,while the subsequentcalculation ofbetweennesses
takestim e O (m n2),where asbefore m isthe num berof
edgesand n the num berofverticesin the graph. Thus,
the entire com m unity structure algorithm ,including the
recalculation step,willtakeO

�
(n+ m )m n2

�
tim etocom -

plete,orO (n4)on a sparse graph. Although,aswe will
see,the algorithm is good at �nding com m unity struc-
ture,this poor perform ance m akes it practicalonly for
sm aller graphs;a few hundreds ofvertices is the m ost
thatwe have been able to do. Itisforthis reason that
we recom m end using the shortest-path betweenness al-
gorithm in m ostcases,which givesresultsaboutasgood
orbetterwith considerably lesse�ort.

C . R andom w alks

The random -walk betweennessdescribed in Sec.IIre-
quiresustocalculatehow often on averagerandom walks
startingatvertex swillpassdown aparticularedgefrom
vertex v to vertex w (orvice versa)before �nding their
way to a given targetvertex t.To calculatethisquantity
weproceed asfollowsforeach separatecom ponentofthe
graph.
Asbefore,letA ij be an elem entofthe adjacency m a-

trix such thatA ij = 1ifverticesiand jareconnected by
an edgeand A ij = 0 otherwise.Considera random walk
thaton each step decides uniform ly between the neigh-
bors ofthe current vertex j and takes a step to one of
them .The num berofneighborsisjustthe degreeofthe
vertexkj =

P

i
A ij,and theprobabilityforthetransition

from jto iisA ij=kj,which wecan regard asan elem ent
ofthe m atrix M = A � D

� 1,where D is the diagonal
m atrix with D ii = ki.
W e are interested in walksthat term inate when they

reach the targett,so thattis an absorbing state. The
m ostconvenientway to representthis isjustto rem ove
entirely thevertex tfrom thegraph,sothatno walk ever
reachesany othervertex from t.ThusletM t = A t� D

� 1
t

be the m atrix M with the tth row and colum n rem oved
(and sim ilarly forA t and D t).
Now the probability that a walk starts at s,takes n

steps,and endsup atsom eothervertex (nott),isgiven

by the is elem ent ofM n
t,which we denote [M n

t]is. In
particular,walks end up at v and w with probabilities
[M n

t]vs and [M n
t]w s, and ofthose a fraction 1=kv and

1=kw respectively then passalong the edge(v;w)in one
direction or the other. (Note that they m ay also have
passed along thisedgean arbitrary num beroftim esbe-
forereaching thispoint.) Sum m ing overalln,the m ean
num beroftim esthata walk ofany length traversesthe
edgefrom v to w isk� 1v [(I� M t)� 1]vs,and sim ilarly for
walksthatgo from w to v.
To highlight the sim ilarity with the current-ow be-

tweennessofSec.IIIB,letusdenote these two num bers
Vv and Vw respectively.Then we can write

V = D
� 1

� (I� Mt)
� 1

� s= (Dt� A t)
� 1

� s; (4)

wherethesourcevectorsisthevectorwhosecom ponents
areall0exceptforasingle1in thepositioncorresponding
to the sourcevertex s.
Now we de�ne our random -walk betweenness for the

edge (v;w)to be the absolute value ofthe di�erence of
the two probabilitiesVv and Vw ,i.e.,the netnum berof
tim es the walk passes along the edge in one direction.
Thisseem sa naturalde�nition| itm akeslittle sense to
accord an edge high betweennesssim ply because a walk
wentback and forth along itm any tim es.Itisthedi�er-
encebetween the num bersoftim esthe edgeistraversed
in eitherdirection thatm atters[48].
Butnow weseethatthism ethod isvery sim ilarto the

resistornetwork calculation ofSec.IIIB. In thatcalcu-
lation we also evaluated (D t � A t)� 1 � s for a suitable
source vectorand then took di�erences ofthe resulting
num bers.The only di�erence isthatin the current-ow
calculation we had a sink term in s aswellasa source.
Purely forthepurposesofm athem aticalconvenience,we
can add such a sink in thepresentcaseatthetargetver-
text| thism akesnodi�erencetothesolution forV since
thetth row hasbeen rem oved from theequationsanyway.
By doing this,however,we turn the equationsinto pre-
cisely theform ofthecurrent-ow calculation,and hence
itbecom es clearthatthe two m easuresare num erically
identical,although theirderivation isquite di�erent.(It
also im m ediately followsthatwe can rem oveany row or
colum n and stillget the sam e answer| it doesn’t have
to be row and colum n t,although physically thischoice
m akesthe m ostsense.)

IV . Q U A N T IFY IN G T H E ST R EN G T H O F

C O M M U N IT Y ST R U C T U R E

Aswe show in Sec.V,ourcom m unity structure algo-
rithm sdoan excellentjob ofrecoveringknown com m uni-
tiesboth in arti�ciallygenerated random networksand in
real-world exam ples.However,in practicalsituationsthe
algorithm swillnorm ally be used on networksforwhich
the com m unities are not known ahead of tim e. This
raisesanew problem :how doweknow when thecom m u-
nitiesfound by the algorithm are good ones? O uralgo-
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rithm salwaysproducesom e division ofthenetwork into
com m unities,even in com pletely random networksthat
haveno m eaningfulcom m unity structure,so itwould be
usefulto have som e way ofsaying how good the struc-
ture found is. Furtherm ore,the algorithm s’output is
in the form ofa dendrogram which representsan entire
nested hierarchy ofpossiblecom m unity divisionsforthe
network.W ewould liketo know which ofthesedivisions
are the bestonesfora given network| where we should
cutthedendrogram to geta sensibledivision ofthenet-
work.
To answerthesequestionswenow de�nea m easureof

the quality ofa particular division ofa network,which
we callthe m odularity. Thism easure isbased on a pre-
vious m easure ofassortative m ixing proposed by New-
m an [33]. Consider a particular division ofa network
into k com m unities.Letusde�nea k� k sym m etricm a-
trix e whoseelem enteij isthefraction ofalledgesin the
network thatlink verticesin com m unity ito verticesin
com m unity j[49].(Hereweconsideralledgesin theorig-
inalnetwork| even afteredgeshavebeen rem oved by the
com m unity structure algorithm ourm odularity m easure
iscalculated using the fullnetwork.)
Thetraceofthism atrixTre =

P

i
eiigivesthefraction

ofedgesin thenetwork thatconnectverticesin thesam e
com m unity,and clearly agood division into com m unities
should have a high value ofthistrace. The trace on its
own,however,isnotagood indicatorofthequalityofthe
division since,forexam ple,placing allverticesin a single
com m unity would give the m axim alvalue ofTre = 1
while giving no inform ation aboutcom m unity structure
atall.
So we further de�ne the row (or colum n) sum s ai =P

j
eij,which representthefraction ofedgesthatconnect

to verticesin com m unity i.In a network in which edges
fallbetween verticeswithoutregard forthecom m unities
they belong to,we would have eij = aiaj. Thuswe can
de�ne a m odularity m easureby

Q =
X

i

�
eii� a

2
i

�
= Tre�


e

2

; (5)

wherekxk indicatesthesum oftheelem entsofthe m a-
trix x.Thisquantity m easuresthe fraction ofthe edges
in the network that connect vertices ofthe sam e type
(i.e.,within-com m unity edges)m inustheexpected value
ofthesam equantity in anetwork with thesam ecom m u-
nity divisionsbutrandom connectionsbetween the ver-
tices.Ifthenum berofwithin-com m unityedgesisnobet-
terthan random ,wewillgetQ = 0.Valuesapproaching
Q = 1,which is the m axim um ,indicate strong com m u-
nity structure[50].In practice,valuesforsuch networks
typically fallin the range from about0:3 to 0:7.Higher
valuesarerare.
Theexpected erroron Q can becalculated by treating

each edgein thenetworkasan independentm easurem ent
ofthe contributionsto the elem entsofthe m atrix e. A
sim ple jackknifeprocedureworkswell[33,34].
Typically,we willcalculate Q for each split ofa net-

workintocom m unitiesaswem ovedown thedendrogram ,
and look forlocalpeaksin itsvalue,which indicatepar-
ticularly satisfactory splits. Usually we �nd that there
are only one ortwo such peaksand,aswe willshow in
the next section,in cases where the com m unity struc-
ture is known beforehand by som e m eans we �nd that
thepositionsofthesepeakscorrespond closely to theex-
pected divisions. The height ofa peak is a m easure of
the strength ofthe com m unity division.

V . A P P LIC A T IO N S

In thissection wegivea num berofapplicationsofour
algorithm sto particularproblem s,illustrating their op-
eration,and theiruse in understanding the structure of
com plex networks.

A . Tests on com puter-generated netw orks

First,as a controlled test ofhow wellour algorithm s
perform ,we have generated networkswith known com -
m unity structure,to see ifthe algorithm scan recognize
and extractthisstructure.
W e have generated a large num ber of graphs with

n = 128 vertices,divided into four com m unities of32
verticeseach. Edges were placed independently atran-
dom between vertexpairswith probabilitypin foran edge
to fallbetween verticesin the sam ecom m unity and pout
to fallbetween vertices in di�erent com m unities. The
valuesofpin and pout werechosen to m akethe expected
degree ofeach vertex equalto 16. In Fig.6 we show
a typicaldendrogram from the analysisofsuch a graph
using the shortest-path betweennessversion ofouralgo-
rithm . (In fact,for the sake ofclarity,the �gure is for
a 64-nodeversion ofthe graph.) Resultsforthe random
walk version aresim ilar.Atthetop ofthe�gurewealso
show the m odularity,Eq.(5),for the sam e calculation,
plotted asafunction ofposition in thedendrogram .That
is,thegraph isaligned with thedendrogram so thatone
can read o� m odularity values for di�erent divisions of
thenetworkdirectly.Aswecan see,them odularity hasa
single clearpeak atthe pointwhere the network breaks
into four com m unities,as we would expect. The peak
valueisaround 0:5,which istypical.
In Fig. 7 we show the fraction of vertices in our

com puter-generated network sam ple classi�ed correctly
into the fourcom m unitiesby ouralgorithm s,asa func-
tion ofthe m ean num berzout ofedgesfrom each vertex
to vertices in other com m unities. As the �gure shows,
both the shortest-path and random -walk versionsofthe
algorithm perform excellently,with m orethan 90% ofall
verticesclassi�ed correctly from zout = 0 allthe way to
around zout = 6. O nly for zout >� 6 does the classi�ca-
tion begin to deteriorate m arkedly. In otherwords,our
algorithm correctly identi�esthecom m unity structurein
the network alm ostallthe way to the pointzout = 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 asde-
scribed in the text with,in this case,zin = 6 and zout = 2.
The shapes on the right denote the four com m unities in the
graph and aswe can see,the peak in the m odularity (dotted
line)corresponds to a perfectidenti�cation ofthe com m uni-
ties.
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FIG .7: The fraction ofvertices correctly identi�ed by our
algorithm sin thecom puter-generated graphsdescribed in the
text. The two curves show results for the edge betweenness
(circles)and random walk (squares)versionsofthealgorithm
as a function ofthe num berofedges vertices have to others
outside their own com m unity. The point zout = 8 at the
rightm ost edge ofthe plot representsthe point atwhich the
graphs| in thisexam ple| have as m any connections outside
their own com m unity as inside it. Each point is an average
over100 graphs.

which each vertex has on average the sam e num ber of
connectionsto verticesoutside itscom m unity asitdoes
to thoseinside.
The shortest-path version ofthe algorithm doeshow-

ever perform noticeably better than the random -walk
version,especially forthem oredi�cultcaseswherez out

is large. G iven that the random -walk algorithm is also
m orecom putationally dem anding,thereseem slittlerea-
son touseitratherthan theshortest-path algorithm ,and
hence,asdiscussed previously,we recom m end the latter
form ostapplications. (To be fair,the random -walk al-
gorithm doesslightly out-perform theshortest-path algo-
rithm in the exam ple addressed in the following section,
although,being only a single case,it is hard to know
whetherthisissigni�cant.)

B . Zachary’s karate club netw ork

W e now turn to applications ofour m ethods to real-
world network data. O ur �rst such exam ple is taken
from one ofthe classic studies in socialnetwork anal-
ysis. O ver the course oftwo years in the early 1970s,
W ayneZachary observed socialinteractionsbetween the
m em bersofa karateclub atan Am erican university [35].
Heconstructed networksoftiesbetween m em bersofthe
club based on their socialinteractions both within the
club and away from it. By chance,a dispute arose dur-
ing the course ofhis study between the club’s adm inis-



10

123

4 5
6

7

8
11

12

13

14

18

20

22

9

32

31

28

29

33

10

17

34

15

16

21

23

24

26

30

25

27

19

FIG .8: The network of friendships between individuals in
thekarateclub study ofZachary [35].Theadm inistratorand
theinstructorarerepresented by nodes1 and 33 respectively.
Shaded squaresrepresentindividualsto who ended up align-
ing with theclub’sadm inistratorafterthe�ssion oftheclub,
open circlesthose who aligned with the instructor.

trator and its principalkarate teacher over whether to
raise club fees,and asa resultthe club eventually split
in two,form ing two sm aller clubs,centered around the
adm inistratorand the teacher.
In Fig.8 we show a consensus network structure ex-

tracted from Zachary’s observations before the split.
Feeding thisnetwork into ouralgorithm swe �nd the re-
sults shown in Fig.9. In the left-m ost two panels we
show the dendrogram s generated by the shortest-path
and random -walk versions ofour algorithm ,along with
the m odularity m easuresforthe sam e. Aswe see,both
algorithm sgivereasonablyhigh valuesforthem odularity
when thenetwork issplitinto two com m unities| around
0.4 in each case| indicating that there is a strong nat-
uraldivision at this level. W hat’s m ore,the divisions
in question correspond alm ostperfectly to theactualdi-
visions in the club revealed by which group each club
m em ber joined after the club split up. (The shapes of
theverticesrepresentingthetwo factionsarethesam eas
those ofFig.8.) O nly one vertex,vertex 3,ism isclassi-
�ed by theshortest-path version ofthem ethod,and none
arem isclassi�ed by therandom -walk version| thelatter
getsa perfectscoreon thistest.(O n theotherhand,the
two-com m unity splitfailstoproducealocalm axim um in
the m odularity forthe random -walk m ethod,unlike the
shortest-path m ethod forwhich thereisalocalm axim um
precisely atthispoint.)
In the last panelofFig.9 we show the dendrogram

and m odularity foran algorithm based on shortest-path
betweenness but without the crucialrecalculation step
discussed in Sec.II. As the �gure shows,without this
step,the algorithm fails to �nd the division ofthe net-
work into thetwo known groups.Furtherm ore,them od-
ularity doesn’t reach nearly such high values as in the
�rst two panels,indicating that the divisions suggested

arem uch poorerthan in thecaseswith therecalculation.

C . C ollaboration netw ork

Forournextexam ple,we look ata collaboration net-
work ofscientists. Figure 10a shows the largest com -
ponent of a network of collaborations between physi-
cists who conduct research on networks. (The authors
ofthe presentpaper,forinstance,are am ong the nodes
in this network.) This network (which appeared previ-
ously in Ref.36) was constructed by taking nam es of
authorsappearing in the lengthy bibliography ofRef.4
and cross-referencingwith thePhysicsE-printArchiveat
arxiv.org,speci�cally the condensed m attersection of
thearchivewhere,forhistoricalreasons,m ostpaperson
networkshaveappeared.Authorsappearingin both were
added tothenetworkasvertices,and edgesbetween them
indicate coauthorship ofone or m ore papers appearing
in thearchive.Thusthecollaborativetiesrepresented in
the�gurearenotlim ited to paperson topicsconcerning
networks| wewere interested prim arily in whetherpeo-
ple know one another,and collaboration on any topic is
a reasonableindicatorofacquaintance.
Thenetwork aspresented in Fig.10a isdi�cultto in-

terpret.G iven the nam esofthe scientists,a knowledge-
ablereaderwith too m uch tim eon theirhandscould,no
doubt,pick outknown groupings,forinstance atpartic-
ular institutions,from the generalconfusion. But were
thisanetworkaboutwhich wehadnoaprioriknowledge,
we would be hard pressed to understand its underlying
structure.
Applying the shortest-path version ofour algorithm

to this network we �nd that the m odularity, Eq.(5),
has a strong peak at 13 com m unities with a value of
Q = 0:72� 0:02. Extracting the com m unities from the
correspondingdendrogram ,wehaveindicated them with
colorsin Fig.10b. The knowledgeable readerwillagain
beableto discern known groupsofscientistsin thisren-
dering,and m ore easily now with the help ofthe colors.
Still,however,the structure ofthe network as a whole
and the ofthe interactions between groupsis quite un-
clear.
In Fig.10c we have reduced the network to only the

groups. In this panel,we have drawn each group as a
circle,with sizevarying roughly with thenum berofindi-
vidualsin the group.The linesbetween groupsindicate
collaborationsbetween group m em bers,with the thick-
nessofthe linesvarying in proportion to the num berof
pairsofscientistswho havecollaborated.Now the over-
allstructure ofthe network becom es easy to see. The
network is centered around the m iddle group shown in
cyan (which consistsofresearchersprim arily in southern
Europe),with a knotofinter-com m unity collaborations
going on between the groups on the lower right ofthe
picture (m ostly Boston University physicists and their
intellectualdescendants). O ther groups (including the
authors’own) are arranged in various attitudes further
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FIG .9: Com m unity structure in the karate club network. Left: the dendrogram extracted by the shortest-path betweenness
version ofour m ethod,and the resulting m odularity. The m odularity has two m axim a (dotted lines) corresponding to splits
into two com m unities(which m atch closely the real-world splitofthe club,asdenoted by the shapesofthe vertices)and �ve
com m unities (though one ofthose �ve containsonly one individual). O nly one individual,num ber3,isincorrectly classi�ed.
Center: the dendrogram for the random walk version ofour m ethod. This version classi�es all34 vertices correctly into the
factionsthatthey actually splitinto (�rstdotted line),although thesplitinto fourcom m unitiesgetsa higherm odularity score
(second dotted line).Right:thedendrogram fortheshortest-path algorithm withoutrecalculation ofbetweennessesaftereach
edge rem oval.Thisversion ofthe calculation failsto �nd the splitinto the two factions.

out.
O neoftheproblem screated by thesudden availability

in recent years oflarge network data sets has been our
lack oftools for visualizing their structure [4]. In the
early daysofnetwork analysis,particularly in the social
sciences,itwasusually enough sim ply to draw a picture
ofanetworktoseewhatwasgoingon.Networksin those
dayshad ten ortwenty nodes,not140 ashere,orseveral
billion asin theworldwideweb.W ebelievethatm ethods
liketheonepresented here,ofusingcom m unity structure
algorithm sto m ake a m eaningful\coarse graining" ofa
network,thereby reducing itslevelofcom plexity to one
that can be interpreted readily by the hum an eye,will
beinvaluablein helping usto understand thelarge-scale
structureofthesenew network data.

D . O ther exam ples

In this section, we briey describe exam ple applica-
tionsofourm ethodsto threefurthernetworks.The�rst
isanon-hum an socialnetwork,anetworkofdolphins,the
secondanetworkof�ctionalcharacters,and thethird not
a socialnetwork atall,buta network ofweb pagesand
the linksbetween them .
In Fig.11 weshow thesocialnetwork ofa com m unity

of62 bottlenosedolphinsliving in DoubtfulSound,New
Zealand.Thenetworkwascom piled byLusseau[37]from
seven yearsof�eld studiesofthe dolphins,with tiesbe-
tween dolphin pairsbeing established by observation of
statisticallysigni�cantfrequentassociation.Thenetwork
splitsnaturally into two largegroups,represented by the
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FIG .10: Illustration ofthe use ofthe com m unity structure algorithm to m ake sense ofa com plex network. (a) The initial
network isa network ofcoauthorshipsbetween physicistswho have published on topicsrelated to networks.The �gure shows
only the largestcom ponentofthe network,which contains145 scientists.There are 90 m ore scientistsin sm allercom ponents,
which arenotshown.(b)Application oftheshortest-path betweennessversion ofthecom m unity structurealgorithm produces
thecom m unitiesshown by thecolors.(c)A coarse-graining ofthenetwork in which each com m unity isrepresented by a single
node,with edgesrepresenting collaborations between com m unities. The thicknessofthe edgesisproportionalto the num ber
ofpairsofcollaboratorsbetween com m unities.Clearly panel(c)revealsm uch thatisnoteasily seen in the originalnetwork of
panel(a).
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FIG .11: Com m unity structure in the bottlenose dolphinsof
D oubtfulSound [37, 38], extracted using the shortest-path
version ofouralgorithm . The squaresand circlesdenote the
prim ary splitofthe network into two groups,and the circles
are further subdivided into four sm aller groups denoted by
the di�erentshadesofvertices. The m odularity forthe split
isQ = 0:52. The network hasbeen drawn with longer edges
between verticesin di�erentcom m unitiesthan between those
in the sam e com m unity,to m ake the com m unity groupings
clearer.The sam e isalso true ofFigs.12 and 13.

circlesand squaresin the�gure,and thelargerofthetwo
alsosplitsintofoursm allersubgroups,represented bythe
di�erentshades. The m odularity isQ = 0:38� 0:08 for
thesplitinto two groups,and peaksat0:52� 0:03 when
the subgroup splitting isincluded also.
The splitinto two groupsappearsto correspond to a

known division ofthe dolphin com m unity [38]. Lusseau
reportsthatfora period ofabouttwo yearsduring ob-
servation ofthedolphinsthey separated into two groups
alongthelinesfound by ouranalysis,apparently because
ofthe disappearanceofindividualson the boundary be-
tween the groups.W hen som e ofthese individualslater
reappeared,thetwohalvesofthenetworkjoined together
once m ore.AsLusseau pointsout,developm entsofthis
kind illustrate that the dolphin network is not m erely
a scienti�c curiosity but,like hum an socialnetworks,is
closely tied to theevolution ofthecom m unity.Thesub-
groupingswithin thelargerhalfofthenetwork also seem
to correspond to realdivisions am ong the anim als: the
largest subgroup consists alm ost of entirely of fem ales
and theothersalm ostentirely ofm ales,and itisconjec-
tured thatthesplitbetween them alegroupsisgoverned
by m atrilineage(D.Lusseau,personalcom m unication).
Figure 12 showsthe com m unity structure ofthe net-

work ofinteractionsbetween m ajorcharactersin Victor
Hugo’ssprawling novelofcrim eand redem ption in post-
restoration France,LesM is�erables.Usingthelistofchar-
acterappearancesby scene com piled by K nuth [39],the
network wasconstructed in which the verticesrepresent
charactersand an edge between two vertices represents
co-appearanceofthe corresponding charactersin one or
m orescenes.Theoptim alcom m unity splitoftheresult-

ing graph has a strong m odularity ofQ = 0:54� 0:02,
and gives 11 com m unities as shown in the �gure. The
com m unities clearly reect the subplot structure ofthe
book: unsurprisingly,the protagonistJean Valjean and
his nem esis,the police o�cer Javert,are centralto the
network and form the hubsofcom m unitiescom posed of
their respective adherents. O ther subplots centered on
M arius,Cosette,Fantine,and thebishop M yrielarealso
picked out.
Finally,asan exam pleoftheapplication ofourm ethod

toanon-socialnetwork,wehavelooked ataweb graph|
a network in which the verticesand edgesrepresentweb
pagesand thelinksbetween them .Thegraph in question
represents180pagesfrom theweb siteofalargecorpora-
tion [51]. Figure 13 showsthe network and the com m u-
nitiesfound in itby theshortest-path version ofouralgo-
rithm .Thisnetwork hasoneofthestrongestm odularity
valuesofthe exam plesstudied here,atQ = 0:65� 0:02.
Thelinksbetween web pagesaredirected,asindicated by
the arrowsin the �gure,but,asdiscussed in Sec.IIIA,
for the purposes of�nding the com m unities we ignore
direction and treatthe network asundirected.
Certainly itm ightbe usefulto know the com m unities

in a web network;an algorithm thatcan pick outcom -
m unitiescould revealwhich pagescoverrelated topicsor
thesocialstructureoflinksbetween pagesm aintained by
di�erent individuals. Ideas along these lines have been
pursued by,for exam ple,Flake et al.[40]and Adam ic
and Adar[41].

V I. C O N C LU SIO N S

In this paper we have described a new class ofalgo-
rithm sforperform ing network clustering,thetask ofex-
tracting thenaturalcom m unity structurefrom networks
ofverticesand edges. Thisisa 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 ethodsdescribed here give such a solution.
They aresim ple,intuitive,and dem onstrably giveexcel-
lentresultson networksforwhich we know the com m u-
nity structure ahead oftim e. O ur m ethods are de�ned
by two crucialfeatures. First,we use a \divisive" tech-
niquewhich iteratively rem ovesedgesfrom the network,
thereby breaking itup in com m unities.The edgesto be
rem oved are identi�ed by using one ofa setofedge be-
tweennessm easures,ofwhich thesim plestisageneraliza-
tion to edgesofthe standard shortest-path betweenness
ofFreem an. Second,our algorithm s include a recalcu-
lation step in which betweennessscoresarere-evaluated
after the rem ovalofevery edge. This step,which was
m issing from previousalgorithm s,turnsoutto beofpri-
m ary im portanceto the successofours.W ithoutit,the
algorithm sfailm iserably ateven the sim plestclustering
tasks.
W e have dem onstrated the e�cacy and utility ofour

m ethods with a num ber ofexam ples. W e have shown
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FIG .12: The network ofinteractions between m ajor characters in the novelLes M is�erables by Victor Hugo. The greatest
m odularity achieved in theshortest-path version ofouralgorithm isQ = 0:54and correspondstothe11com m unitiesrepresented
by the colors.

that our algorithm scan reliably and sensitively extract
com m unitystructurefrom arti�ciallygenerated networks
with known com m unities. W e have also applied them
to real-world networkswith known com m unity structure
and again they extractthatstructure withoutdi�culty.
And we have given exam plesofhow ouralgorithm scan
beused to analyzenetworkswhosestructureisotherwise
di�cultto com prehend.The networksstudied include a
collaboration network ofscientists,in which ourm ethods
allow us to generate schem atic depictions ofthe overall
structureofthenetwork and collaborationstaking place
within and between com m unities,other socialnetworks
ofpeopleand ofanim als,and a network oflinksbetween
pageson a corporateweb site.
The prim ary rem aining di�culty with ouralgorithm s

istherelatively high com putationaldem andsthey m ake.
The fastestofthem ,the one based on shortest-path be-
tweenness, operates in O (n3) tim e on a sparse graph,
which m akes it usable for networks up to about 10000
vertices,but for larger system s it becom es intractable.
Although theever-im provingspeed ofcom puterswillcer-
tainly raise thislim itin com ing years,itwould be m ore
satisfactoryifafasterversion ofthem ethod could bedis-
covered. O ne possibility isparallelization:the between-

nesscalculation involvesa sum oversource verticesand
theelem entsofthatsum can bedistributed overdi�erent
processors,m aking thecalculation trivially parallelizable
on a distributed-m em ory m achine. However, a better
approach would be to �nd som e im provem entin the al-
gorithm itselfto decreaseitscom putationalcom plexity.
Since the publication of our �rst paper on this

topic [25],severalother authors have m ade use ofthe
shortest-path version ofouralgorithm .Holm e etal.[42]
have applied it to a num ber ofm etabolic networks for
di�erentorganism s,�ndingcom m unitiesthatcorrespond
to functionalunitswithin thenetworks,whileW ilkinson
and Huberm an [43]have applied it to a network ofre-
lations between genes, as established by co-occurrence
ofnam esofgenesin published research articles. An in-
teresting application to socialnetworks is the study by
G leiser and Danon [44]ofthe collaboration network of
early jazz m usicians. They found,am ong other things,
thatthenetworksplitintotwocom m unitiesalonglinesof
race,blackm usiciansin onegroup,whitem usiciansin the
other.G uim er�a etal.[45]have applied the m ethod to a
networkofem ailm essagespassingbetween usersatauni-
versity,and found com m unitiesthatreectboth form al
and inform allevelsoforganization.Tyleretal.[46]have
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FIG .13: Pages on a web site and the hyperlinks between
them .The colorsdenote the optim aldivision into com m uni-
tiesfound by the shortest-path version ofouralgorithm .

also applied the algorithm to an em ailnetwork,in their
case ata large com pany,�nding thatthe resulting com -
m unitiescorrespond closely to organizationalunits.The
latterworkisinterestingalsoin thatitsuggestsam ethod
forim provingthespeed ofthealgorithm :Tyleretal.cal-
culate betweenness for only a subset,random ly chosen,

ofpossible source vertices in the network,rather than
sum m ing overallsources. The size ofthe subset is de-
cided on the y,by sam pling source vertices untilthe
betweennessofatleastone edge in the network exceeds
a predeterm ined threshold. This technique reduces the
running tim e ofthe calculation considerably,although
the resulting estim ate ofbetweennessnecessarily su�ers
from thestatisticaluctuationsinherentin random sam -
pling m ethods. This idea, or a variation of it, m ight
provide a solution to the problem s m entioned above of
the high com putationaldem andsofouralgorithm s.
W eareofcoursedelighted to seeourm ethodsapplied

to such a variety ofproblem s. Com bined with the new
algorithm sand m easuresdescribed in thispaper,wehope
to seem any m oreapplicationsin the future.
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