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Community structures are an in portant feature of m any social, biological and technological net—
works. Here we study a variation on them ethod for detecting such com m unities proposed by G irvan
and Newm an and based on the idea ofusing centrality m easures to de ne the com m uniy boundaries
(M .Girvan and M .E.J.Newm an, Comm unity structure In social and biological netw orks P roc.

Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 99, 7821-7826 (2002)).

W e develop an algorithm of hierarchical clistering

that consists In nding and rem oving iteratively the edge w ith the highest inform ation centrality.
W e test the algorithm on com puter generated and realworld networks whose com m unity structure
is already known or has been studied by m eans of other m ethods. W e show that our algorithm ,
although it runs to com pletion in a tine O ®?), is very e ective especially when the com m unities
are very m ixed and hardly detectable by the other m ethods.

I. NTRODUCTION

N etw ork analysis has revealed as a pow erfiil approach
to understand com plex phenom ena and orgamzatjon n
social, biological and technological system s D. d -4 5]
In the fram ework of network analysis a given system is
m odeled as a graph In which the nodes are the elem ents
of the system , for Instance the individuals n a social
system , the neurons in a brain and the routers in the
Intemet, and the edges represent the interactions, social
links, synapses and electric w irings respectively, betw een
couples ofelem ents. A Iot of interest hasbeen focused on
the characterization of various structural and locational
properties of the netw ork i}:, :gi, :_3‘, :9', r'5')']. Am ong the oth—
ers, an In portant property comm on to m any netw orks is
the presence of subgroups or com m uniy structures.

For Instance, in social networks som e individuals can be
part of a tightly connected group or of a closed social
elite, others can be com pletely isolated, while som e oth—
ersm ay act as bridges between groups. The di erences
In the way that individuals are embedded in the struc-
ture of groups w ithin the network can have in portant
consequences on the behavior they are likely to practice.
T he division of the Individuals of a social network into
com m unities is a indam ental aspect of a social system .
In fact, subgroups In social system s often have their own
nom s, orientations and subculures, som etin es running
counter to the o cial culture, and are the m ost in por-
tant source of a person’s identity E_Z]. For this reason one
of the m ain concems, since the very beginning of social
network analysis, has been the de nition and the iden-—
ti cation of subgroups of individuals w ithin a network.
And the st algorithms to nd community structures
have been proposed in socialnetw ork analysis.
Subgroups are also in portant to other networks. The
presence of subgrouping in biolkgical and technological
netw orksm ay hinder In portant Infom ation on the func—
tioning of the system , and can be relevant to understand
the grow th m echanisn s of such networks. In fact, com —
munities in the W orld-W ideW eb m ay represent pages on

comm on topics, whilk communiy in cellilar i_é] and ge—
netic netw orks U] m ight represent functionalm odules ﬁ_&'] .
For this reason, the techniques to nd the substructures
w ithin a netw ork provide a pow erfiil tool for understand—
ng the structure and the functioning of the netw ork.

In this paper we present a new m ethod to discover com —
muniy structuresthat usesthe reoently Introduced infor-
m ation centrality m easure ﬁ :LO based on the concept of
network globale ciency [11,114]. The inform ation cen—
trality is here used to quantify the relevance of each of
the edges in the network. Them ethod consistsin  nding
and rem oving the edges w ith the highest centrality score
until the netw ork breaks up into com ponents.

T he paper is organized as llows. In Section IT we
review the de nitions of cliques and cohesive subgroups
and the standard m ethods for nding com m unity struc—
tures In networks. In Section IIT we propose the new
m ethod and describe its in plem entation. In Section IIV.
w e discuss the application ofthe algorithm to com puter—
generated networks for which there is already a know -
edge and control on the existing subgroups. W e show
that the algorithm , although slower than the best m eth-
odson them arket, can be extrem ely e ective at discover—
Ing com m unity structures, especially when the com m uni-
ties are very m ixed and hardly detectable. F inally in Sec—
tion :y-: we discuss a num ber of applications to realw orld
netw orks. In Section 'y_i w e present our conclisions.

II. DEFINITION OF COHESIVE SUBGROUPS

Social analysts were the st to fom alize the idea of
com m unities and to devise m athem aticalm easures ofthe
num ber and cohesion of comm unities. Here we review
the m ost In portant de nitions developed for social sys—
tem s. For this reason the discussion of this section will
be mainly in tem s of social netw orks, although, as we
w il see In the follow ing sections, the ideas of com m unity
structures applies as well to other networks. A comm u—
nity, or cluster, or cohesive subgroup is a subset of indi-
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viduals am ong whom there are relatively strong, direct,
Intense ties. T he starting point ofall the de nitions and
m easures is the concept of subgraph. A subgraph is any
collection of nodes selected from the nodes of the whole
graph, together w ith the edges connecting those nodes.
A random sam ple ofpoints In a graph representing a so-—
cialsystem is for exam ple a subgraph but it is not lkely
to correspond to any m eaningfiil social group. T he no—
tion ofam eaningfiil socialgroup isbased on the property
of cohesion am ong the variousm em bers of the subgraph.
However the cohesion of a subgraph can be quanti ed
by using various di erent properties of the ties am ong
subsets of nodes. T he choice of a particular property in—
stead ofanother dependson the researcher’sdecision that
a particularm athem atical criterion can be given a m ean—
Ingfiland useful sociological interpretation. T he general
ain isto de ne a m eaningfiil social category by investi-
gating the structural properties of the whole graph and
nding the naturally existing com m unities into which the
socialnetw ork can be divided.
The literature on oohesive subgroups contains various
ways to conceptualize the idea of subgroups In social
networks. In particular, there are four m ain ideas that
take Into account four di erent structural properties :_D.]
The resulting four categories of cohesive subgroups are
sorted in such a way that going from the rstto the last
one we weaken the properties that the subgroups have
to ful 1. W e brie y present these ideas for one-m ode,
non-directed, non-valuied graphs.

1) Them utuality ofties. C ohesive subgroupsbased
on them utuality of ties require that allpairs of subgroup
m em bers choose each other. This idea is fomm alized In
the de nition ofcliques. A clique isa m axin alcom plete
subgraph of three or m ore nodes, ie. a subset of nodes
all of which are ad-pcent to each other and there are no
nodes that are also adpcent to all the m embers of the
clique.

2) The closeness or reachability of the m embers
of the subgroup. Since the de nition of clique is rather
strong and restrictive for real social networks, a num —
ber of extensions of the basic idea have been proposed.
C ohesive subgroups based on reachability require that
all the m em bers are reachable from each other. The n-
cliques extend the notion of cliques, weakening the re-
quirem ent ofad-poency am ong allthe subgroup m em bers.
A n-clique is a m axin al subgraph in which the largest
geodesic distance between any two nodes is no greater
than n. W hen n = 1 we go back to the conocept of clique.
2—cliques are subgraphs in which all nodes need not to
be adpcent but are reachable through at m ost one inter—
m ediary. In 3-cliques all nodes are reachable through at
m ost two interm ediardies, and so on.

A de nition thatw illbe In portant in the follow ing ofthe
paper is that of com ponent. A com ponent isthem axim al
connected subgraph, ie. a subgraph in which there is a

path between all pairs of nodes, whilk there is no path

between a node In the subgraph and any node not in the

subgraph.

3) The frequency of ties among members. This
idea of cohesive subgroups is based on restrictions on the
m Inimum number of actors adacent to each other in a
subgroup. W hereas the concept of n—clique involves in—
creasing the pem issble path lengths, an altemative way
to relax the strong assum ption of cliques involves reduc—
ing the num ber of other nodes to which each node m ust
be connected. A k-pkx is a m axin al subgraph contain—
Ing n nodes in which each node is adpcent to no fewer
than n  k nodes in the subgraph. C om pared to n-clique
analysis, k-plex analysis tends to nd a rhtively large
num ber of an aller groups.

4) The relative frequency of ties am ong subgroup
m em bers com pared to non-m em bers. This idea of cohe-
sive subgroups is di erent from the previous three be-
cause it is based on the com parison of ties within the
subgroup to ties outside the subgroup LLé_l'] In thisway
cohesive subgroups are seen as areas of relatively high
density In the graph, parts that are Iocally denser than
the eld asa whole. The LS set is the sin plest form al
de nition ofa subgroup in thisclass. An LS setisa setof
nodes S such that any of its proper subsets (ie. any pos—
sible subset of nodes that can be selected from the nodes
in S) hasmore t:'e_sto its com plem ent within S than to
the outside of S {[5]. The fact that LS sets are related
by containm ent in plies that there is a hierarchy of LS
sets In a graph. The de nition of lambda sets extends
that of LS sets, and is based on the concept of edge con—
nectiviy. T he edge connectiviy of a pair of nodes i and
j is equal to the m ininum num ber of edges that m ust
be ram oved from the graph in order to leave no path be-
tween the two nodes. A set ofnodes S is a lambda set if
any pair ofnodes in S has larger edge connectivity than
any pair of nodes consisting of one node w ithin S and a
node outside S f_l-e_i] Lambda sets are based on the idea
that a ocohesive subgroup is relatively robust, nam ely it
is hard to disconnect by the rem ovalofedges. An alter-
native approach based on the sam e idea is to consider
if there are edges in the graph w hich, if rem oved, would
result In a disconnected structure. T his approach is easy
to Inplem ent Into an algorithm ic procedure and allow s
to develop hierarchical clustering m ethods. Such m eth—
ods rank and rem ove the edges of the network in tem s
of their in portance, where the edge in portance can be
de ned in di erent ways as willbe clear In a m om ent.
By doing this repeatedly the network breaks iteratively
Into an aller and am aller com ponents until it breaks into
a collection of single non-connected nodes. T he resulting
hierarchical structure to clusters can be represented by
dendrogram s, or hierarchicaltrees, as the one reported in
Fig. -'_]:, show ing the clusters produced at each step ofthe
subdivision.

Recently, G irvan and N ewm an have considered two form s
of edge betweenness to m easure the edge In portance:
the shortest path betweenness and the random wak be-
tweenness 17,118, 19]. T he edge shortest path betw een—
ness extends to the edges the node betw eenness proposed
by Freem an Q(_]'] as a centrality m easure for the nodes,



and is de ned as the number of shortest paths betw een
pairs of nodes that run through that edge ll?] The

random -walk betweenness does consider random walks

connecting all couples of nodes Instead of the shortest

paths (random walkshave also been used to quantify the

sim flarities-dissim ilarities between nearest-neighbouring

nodes In other algorithm s for nding com m unities :_[2_‘1]) .
T he algorithm sby G irvan and Newm an at each step iden-
tify and rem ove the edges that are the m ost betw een cou—
ples of nodes, in the sense that they are responsble or
connecting m any pairs ofnodes. Them ethod for nding
comm uniy structures that we present in this paper is a

modi cation of the method by G irvan and Newm an. In
ourm ethod we propose to identify directly the edgesthat

when rem oved m ostly disrupt the netw ork’s ability In ex—
changing inform ation am ong the nodes. In fact, instead

of the edge betw eenness, we adopt a m easure of central-
ity, the inform ation centrality C ! E_Q, :_l-(j], based on the

concept of e clent propagation of inform ation over the

netw ork E[l:, :_ij] T he inform ation centrality has revealed

as an iInteresting quantity to characterize the centrality

ofthe nodes ofa network, and givesdi erent resuls from

the betw eenness centrality i_é]. For this reason we think

that it m ight be usefiilto develop an algorithm ofhierar-
chical clustering based on the edges inform ation central-
iy.

A fter having described the form alde nitions of cohesive
subgroupsbased on the relative frequency ofties, we need

to give som e m ethods for assessing the cohesiveness of
the subgroups. This is especially im portant in hierar-
chical clustering m ethods w here one obtains a hierarchy

of comm unity structures, from the original graph to the

extrem e case In which allthe nodes are disconnected: in

this case the num ber of com m unities depends on the level
at which the graph is partitioned, and we therefore need

a criterium to say at which point to stop. Oneofthe rst
m easures ofhow cohesive a subgroup is, was proposed in

Ref. [_2{3] and is just the ratio of the num ber of ties (or
the average strength of ties for a valued graph) wihin

a subgroup divided by the num ber of ties from the sub-
group to nodes outside the subgroup. Thism easure was

recently extended in Ref. [lé 1 by the m easure of m odu—
larity that we w illdiscuss in Section .IV- and w hich proves

to be sucoessfiil to express the degree of cohesiveness of
the comm unities of m any networks. This iswhy i was
recently proposed in Ref. f_2-3_:] to adopt the m odulariy

itself as the quantity to m axim ize so to identify the best
comm uniy structure. T he num erical im plem entation of
thism axin ization allow s to analyze very large netw orks
because it can be performed in a tine which is by far
shorter than the tim e required by all the previous algo—
rithm s.

III. OUR METHOD FOR FIND ING
COMMUNITIES

The algorithm for nding structures we propose here
m akes use of a recently introduced centrality m easure
H :L(] that is based on the concept of e cient propa-
gation of inform ation over the netw ork ﬁll- :12] W e as—
sum e that the network we want to analyze can be repre—
sented as a connected, non-directed, non-valued graph G
0fN nodesand K edges. H ow ever, the extension to non—
sym m etric and valied data does not present any special
p]:ob]em and w ill be considered in a forthcom ing paper
@3] The graph G is described by the ad-pcency m atrix
a,aN N m atrix whose entry g5 is equalto 1 ifiand
j are adpoent and 0 otherw ise. Two nodes in the graphs
are said ad-poent if they are connected by an edge. The
entries on the m ain diagonalare unde ned, and for con—
venience they are set to be equalto 0. W e now give som e
de nition that willbe usefil n the ollow ing. A wak is
an altemating sequence of nodes and edges, where each
edge is linked to both the preceding and the succeeding
node. A path linking two nodes iand j isa walk from i
to j in which allpoints and edges are distinct: the length
of the path is the num ber of edges traversed to get from
ito j. The shortest path, or geodesic, between iand j is
any path from ito j containing them inin um num ber of
edges.
In order to describe how e ciently the nodes of the net—
work G exchange infom ation we use the network e -
ciency E, a m easure introduced in refs. {l1,14]. Such
a variable is based on the assum ption that the inform a-
tion/com m unication in a netw ork travels along the short—
est paths (geodesics), and that the e ciency i35 in the
com m unication between two nodes iand j isequalto the
inverse of the shortest path lenght dij. The e ciency of
G isthe average of i5:

P
EG )= %326 1 _ 1 X i W

NN NW D dy

and m easures themean ow-rate of nformm ation overG .
The quantity E G ] varies In the range [0;1], and is per-
fectly de ned also In the case of non-connected graphs.
In fact, when there isno path between iand j, weassum e
d;5; = +1 and consistently 35 = 0. Such a property will
be extrem ely in portant for our algorithm .
A measure of node centrality, the so called inform ation
centrality, based on the network e ciency, has been re—
cently proposed H] The sam e m easure can be used to
quantify the in portance of groups and classes [é, .10
Here we use such m easure to quantify the in portance
ofan edge ofthe graph G . T he Inform ation centrality C]f
oftheedgek isde ned asthe relative drop in the netw ork
e clency caused by the rem ovalofthe edge from G :

EG] EBGY]

ci= — =
K E EG]

Hereby G ) we indicatea graph with N pointsandK 1



edges obtained by rem oving the edge k from G . Notice
that this m easure is perfectly de ned also when GY isa
non-connected graph.

The method for nding the hierarchy of cohesive sub—
groups in G consists in the iterative rem ovalofthe edges
w ith the highest Inform ation centrality, until the system
breaks up into com ponents. W e expect that the edges
that lie between comm unities are those w ith the high-
est Inform ation centrality, while those inside comm uni-
ties have a Jow inform ation centrality. T he general form
of the algorithm is the follow ing:

1. Calculate the Infom ation centrality score for each
of the edges.

2.Rem ove the edge w ith the highest score.
3.Perform an analysis of the netw ork’s com ponents.

4. G o back to point 1 until all the edges are rem oved
and the system breaks up Into N non-connnected
nodes.

A sin theG irvan and Newm an algorithm s t_l-j,::l-g],ﬂqere—
calculation ofthe inform ation centrality scoresevery tin e
after an edge as been rem oved appears to be an in por-
tant aspect ofthe algorithm . W ew illdiscuss thispoint in
Section '. The calculation ofall the shortest paths, nec—
essary to com pute the e ciency of the network, can be
perform ed w ith a breadth— st search algorithm in tin e
0 ®N) P4, 25]. Then the calulation of the inform a—
tion centrality for all the edges takes a tine O K °N ).
T his tin e is com parablke to the tim e it takes to com pute
the random -walk betw eenness for all the edges {_lé], but
is longer than the tine O K N ) it takes to calculate the
shortest paths betw eenness for all the edges used in the
m ethod ofRef. [I7]. The algorithm repeats the caloula-
tion of all the inform ation centralities for each edge re—
moved, ie. K tim es. In conclusion, the entire com m uniy
structure algorithm based on the infom ation oentta]jty
can be completed in tine 0 K 3N ), ortine 0 N %) ©

a qaarse graph. A Ythough, as we will show in Sect:on
-IV., the algorithm can be In som e cases better in  nd-
Ing communiy structures than the algorithm based on
shorthest path betweenness, for is poor perform ance i
can be used only for graphs with up to a thousand of
nodes. For extrem ely large netw orks the best algorithm
to be used is the one proposed In Ref. 1_251 and based
on the m axin izatjon ofthem odularity that runsin tin e
O K N ) orO (N ?) on a sparse graph, or the one proposed
n Ref. ﬂ26 based on the notion of voltage drops across
the network and running in tine O K + N ).

Iv. TESTING THE METHOD ON COMPUTER
GENERATED NETW ORK S

W e rst applied our algorithm to com puter generated
networks, ie. random graphs constructed in such a way
that they have a wellde ned community structure. A1l
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FIG.1l: Dendrogram of the com m unities found by applying
our algorithm to a com puter generated random graph w ith
64 vertices and 256 edges. The random graph has been ob-
tained by dividing the nodes into 4 groups of 16 nodes each
(respectively em pty circles, fiill circles, triangles and squares)
and considering zin = 6, Zout = 2 (see text). In the top panel
the value of Q corresponding to the various divisions of the
dendrogram is reported.

graphs have the sam e number of nodes, 128, and the
sam e num ber of edges, 1024. T he nodes are divided into
four classes, which are the groups 1-32, 33-64, 65-96 and
97-128. W e xed to 16 the average num ber of edges per
node, and we label the edges according to whether they
connect m em bers of the sam e group or not. The m xing
between the classes is introduced by tuning the average
num ber of edges connecting nodes belonging to di er—
ent classes. From a generic vertex of the graph we have
on average ziy, edges which pin it to other vertices of
its group and z.,+ edges connecting it to vertices of the



other groups. T he two num bers are not Independent, as
we must of course have zi, + Zout = 16. W e rem ark that
this is the sam e set of graphs thatNewm an Q3 and pre—
viously G irvan and Newm an Il7 I18 ] have used to test
their algorithm s. In this way we are abl to com pare
directly the role of edge betweenness and edge inform a—
tion centrality n determ ining the com m uniy structure.
A's a practical exam ple we show in Fig. -r;' the dendro—
gram corresponding to the analysis w ith our m ethod of
a graph of this type, where for illistration purposes we
take a am aller network wih 64 nodes and 8 edges per
node. Here, z;, = 6 and zgut = 8 Zn, = 2, ie. the
netw ork is strongly clustered. T he algorithm produces a
hierarchy of subdivisions of the network: from a single
com ponent to N isolated nodes, going from top to bot-
tom in the dendrogram (kft to right in the gure). To
know which of the divisions is the best one for a given
network ie. where we have to cut the hierarchical tree,
we need to use a m easure of the cohesiveness of the com —
munities. The rstmeasure ofhow cohesive a subgroup
is, was proposed In Ref. [_22] If there are N nodes in
the graph G and N 5 nodes In the subgroup S, the cohe—
siveness of subgroup S can be de ned as the ratio ofthe
num ber ofties w ithin subgroup S divided by the num ber

ofties from S to outsiders :
P P

p 255 s @3 3)
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Thism easurewasreoent]y extended by G irvan and New —
man in Ref. ﬁ18] Into the m easure of m odularity, that
allow s to consider m ore than a group at the same time
and tellus how good a subdivision ofG in n subgroups
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FIG .2: Inform ation centrality C ' ofthe edge rem oved, global
e ciency E , num ber of com ponents n and m odularity Q for
the resulting graph as a function of the num ber of edges re—
m oved.

Themodularity Q isde ned in the ollow ng way. Let
us suppose that we want to test the goodness ofa subdi-
vision ofthe network in n wellde ned communities. W e

expect that a good split is obtained ifm ost of the edges

fall nside the com m unities, w ith com paratively few edges

pining the com m unities to each other. For this purpose

one Introduces a n n symm etric m atrix e whose ele—
ment ejy is the fraction of all edges in the network that

link vertices In comm uniy ito vertJoeslgn comm uniy j

f28] The trace of this m atrix Tre = ; €ii gives the

fraction of edges in the network that oonnect vertices in

the sam e communiy. To try Just to m axin ize the value

of the trace does not help because by considering the

whole network as a single comm uniy we would get the

maxin al value 1 without doing any subdivision at all

Therefbre we further de ne the row (or column) sum s
a; = j€ijr which represent the fraction of edges that

connect to vertices n communiy i. If the network is

such that the probability to have an edge between two

sites is the sam e regardless of their eventualbelonging to

the sam e comm unity (random network), we would have

ejy = ajaj. Themodularity isde ned as

I 1 @)

Q= eii £=Tre

where 7¢° i) ndicates the sum ofthe elem ents of them a—
trix 2. T his quantity then m easures the degree of corre—
lation between the probability of having an edge pining
two sites and the fact that the sites belong to the sam e
comm uniy. Tt now m akes sense to look for high values
of Q. In fact, if we take the whole network as a single
communiy, we get Q = 0 and we can easily get higher
valiesby choosing subdivisions in m ore than just a single
class. Values approachingQ = 1,which isthem axinum ,
Indicate strong com m unity structure; on the other hand,
for a random network Q = 0. The expression (:ff) isnot
nom alized, so that Q w illnot reach a value of1l, even on
a perfectly m ixed network. For networks w ith an appre—
ciable subdivision in classes, Q usually 2lls In the range
from aboq‘lc 02 to 0:7.

InFig.hweplttheQ corresponding to the classeswe
determm ined after each split. T he x-coordinate represents
the num ber of steps of the algorithm which end wih a
split of the network (or of one of its com ponents, if the
network is not connected). W e ram ark that, since Q is
always calculated by using the full network, Q can only
vary if, after the rem otion of one edge, the num ber of
com ponents of the network changes, otherw ise it keeps
the value corresponding to the last subdivision. To take
for the x-coordinate the num ber of rem oved edges would
result in a plot wih m any intervals where Q stays con-—
stant and, even if that would not a ect our description,
we do not consider it appropriate for a presentation.

The plot presents a singlke peak, which exactly cor-
responds to the golitting of the network Into the four
groups. Thism eans that the algorithm succeeds In iden-
tifying the four classes. T he height of the peak is 0.499,
which indicates that the network is indeed highly clus-
tered.

In Fig. 12: we show the details of the calculation. W e plot
the inform ation centrality C! of the edge rem oved, the



globale ciency E , the num ber of com ponents n of the
resulting graph and the valuie of Q as a function of the
num ber of rem oved edges, ie. as a function of the ier-
ations of the algorithm . Each tin e we ram ove an edge
w ih a high Infom ation centrality score, ie. each time
there is a sharp drop in the network e ciency, we also
observe a sharp increase in them odularity. T he height of
the threem ain peaksin C ! is roughly proportionalto the
corresponding variations of Q . T he correlation between
¢! and Q is non-trivial, but we can give the llow ing
sin ple argum ent to explain i. Suppose that after the
rem ovalof an edge we get a split of the com ponent A in
two classes, say A; and Ay. We ndicatewith Iy, , Ia,,
Ip the number of edges pining pairs of vertices w ithin
A1, A, and A, respectively. Furthem ore, ket us denote
withma,, ma,, ma the sum ofthe vertex degreesofa]l
the vertices ofA;, A, and A . According to Eq. -4 the
m odularity Qy, before the split is

I_A mA)Z

Qv % 2K

; ©)

where K is the total num ber of edges of the network.
Notice that I =K is exactly exa ofEq. :fl and m p =2K

roughly a, wih i= A). On the other hand, after the
split, we get the m odularity
L, + I, Ma,; 2 Ma, 2
: 6
Qa X Ok ) K ) (6)

As justa few edgeskeep A; and A, togetherin A, m 5
is approxim ately given by ma, + ma, . So, we com e to
the llow ing expression for them odulariy varation Q
after the golit:

i, +Ih, & ma ma,
= . 7
0=0. O - e )
The rsttemm on the rh.s. oqu.iWissma]J,because

Ia %, + In,, so the dom inant tem is the second one,

which isproportionalto theproductm , ma, . On sparse

graphs lke those we are dealing with here, ma , ma, is

roughly proportionalto the num ber of vertex pairs w ith

avertex In A; and the other in A, . T hisnum ber ofpairs

equals the num ber of paths going from A, to A,, which

after the split are of In nite length and give a vanish—
Ing contrdbution to the globale ciency of the network.

T he variation of the nform ation centrality is then due

to those paths, so it is proportionalto Q, aswe nd
num erically.

Our ain is of course to test how the algorithm works

form any di erent netw orks, and this is accom plished by
consideringm any di erent realizations ofthe sam e graph
and checking how m any vertices are correctly classi ed
In each case. W e analyzed ourarti cialnetworks for var—-
jous values of zyy+, ranging from 4 to 75, with a step of
025. W e did not do a quantitative analysis of the in—

terval 0 < zgyt < 4 because there the algorithm always

nds the right classes m ore than 99% of successful at—
tem pts). For each value of z,,+ we produced from 100
to 500 sam ples, and calculated the average fraction of
nodeswhich end up In theirnaturalgroup. W e plot such
averages In Fig. 3 as a function of z,y+. In the same
plot we report the results cbtained by using the algo—
rithm ofG irvan and Newm an on the sam e network. W e
see that In the sector [4;6] the two algorithm s perform
equally well; the algorithm ofG irvan and Newm an seem s
to lead In som e cases to slightly better resuls but they
are com patble w ith oursw ithin errors except eventually
for zoye = 5:775. This is also the region of values of z,u¢
w hich corresponds to networks w ith a clear com m uniy
structure. In the sector [6;7:5], where the com m unities
are very m ixed and hardly detectable, both algorithm s
start neviably to fail, but our algorithm clearly per—
form s better. In [7;75] our results are even better than
the ones obtained through the m odu]anty—based algo—
rithm recently proposed by Newm an t23] These results
m ay jastify the extra price In term sofCPU tin e thatwe
have to pay if we choose to adopt the algorithm based
on the inform ation centrality. As far as the m odularity
is concermed, we passed from peak values of about 0.65
for the lowest zy,,+ we have taken (2) to about 025 for
the m ost m ixed cases (Zour = 7:35).
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FIG . 3: Average fraction of correctly identi ed vertices as a
function of zou:. Each point represents an average over 100
to 500 graphs. The com parison w ih the analogous results
of G irvan and Newm an show s that our algorithm perfom s
better when the com m unities are very m ixed and hardly de—
tectable.

A sa furtherevidence ofthe sin ilaritiesand di erences
betw een edge nform ation and betw eenness centrality we
report In Fig. '_ a scatter plot of the two m easures for
each of the 1024 edges of the Initial network, ie. before
we start the rst teration of the edge rem oval process.
The gure shows that, as expected, the two m easures
are correlated, although there are som e In portant di er—
ences. In particular we notice that the edges w ith the
higher Inform ation are not always those w ith the higher
betweenness. This is m ore evident when the comm uni-



ties arem ixed and hardly detectable. For Instance in the
case zZoyt = 7 the edge w ith the largest inform ation, ie.
the one that w illbe ram oved by our algorithm isnot the
one w ith the largest betweenness.
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FIG . 4: Correlation between edge inform ation centrality and
betweenness centrality. Each point of the scatter plot refers
to an edge of an arti cially generated netw ork w ith 128 nodes
and 1024 edges. W e consider the two values zouy+ = 4 and
Zout = 1, respectively representing a case in which the com —
munities are clearly separated and a case in which the com —
m unities are m ixed and hardly detectable.

V. APPLICATIONSTO REAL NETW ORKS

A fter the rst experiments on arti cial networks, we
can say that the algorithm seem s prom ising. However,
if our m ethod is any good, it m ust work as well for real
networks, which actually represent the system s we are
m ostly Interested In. W e present here the analysis of four
netw orks, although we analyzed more. The rst three
of them , ie. the Zachary's karate club, the network of
the Am erican college football team s and the food web
of the Chesapeake B ay, have also been studied by other
authors, w ith other hierarchical clustering m ethods. In
this way we can better understand what the di erences
between the various approaches are. The last network
studied represents the interactions am ongst a group of
20 m onkeys.

A . Zachary’s karate club

The rst example we considered is the fam ous karate
club network analyzed by Zachary @-2:] Tt consists of
34 persons (78 edges) whose m utual friendship relation-
ships have been carefully investigated over a period of
two years. Due to contrasts between a teacher and the
adm inistrator of the club, the club split into two sm aller
ones. The questions we want to answer are the follow —
ng: Is it possble, by studying the network comm uniy
structures before the netw ork splitting, to predict thebe-
haviorofthe netw ork and in particularto identify thetwo

FIG . 5: The karate club network of Zachary ( gure taken
from G irvan and Newm an [18]).

classes ? M oreover, according to the network structure
willa possble con ictm ost lkely involve two factions or
multiple groups ? The network is presented in Fig. :_5,
w here the squares and the circles label the m em bers of
the tw o groups. The resu]tg ofour analysis are illustrated
In the dendrogram ofF i. -_é

The rstedgewhich getsrem oved is the one linking node
12 to the rest of the network. T his edge corresoonds to
the edge between node 12 and node 1, an edge having
the largest inform ation centrality (0.024) and a m edium
valie of betweenness (66) as shown in the scatter plot
reported in Fig. i}. Notice also that the edge w ith the
highest betweenness (142.79) is the edge connecting node
1 wih node 32. The rem ovalofthe rst edge then leads
to the isolation of node 12. This is a feature that we
encountered other tin es in our analyses. T he early sep—
aration ofa single node or ofa an allgroup is due to the
fact that a system often loosesm oree ciency because of
such splits than through the rem ovalof intercom m unities
edges.

To seewhy thisisso, et us considerthe sin ple exam ple
ofF i. :_9, descrbinganetwork G with N nodescom posed
by two oohesive subgroups, namely G ; with N nodes,
and G, wih N, nodes (N N, 1), and by the
two nodes k, which is pined to the network via a singke
edge (lke node 12 in the karate club) and i, bridging
Gi: to G,. In such a case the separation of the node
k leads to a decrease of e ciency proportional to the
num ber of rem aining nodes, ie. Ex o / O N ).
In fact, because of the single edge, the shortest paths
between pairs of nodes di erent from k are not a ected
by the rem oval of the edge, so the only contributions
com e from the paths from k to the rest of the network,
which areN 1. On the other hand, the rem ovalofthe
edge linking i to G ; In uences the lengths of N; N,
shortest paths, so that Eint comm / O N 2). In such
a case, the edge standing between the two com m unities
G, and G, willbe the &rst one to be removed. But
this is not always the case, sihce a sinple m odi cation
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FIG . 6: Dendrogram of the com m unities of the karate club.
Initially one has the split oftwo loosely bound nodes, 12 and
27, from the rest of the network. A fter that the two com m u—
nities, w ith the exception of node 10 (and of the two above-
m entioned nodes), are correctly identi ed. T he separation of
the two com m unities corresponds to a peak in them odularity
Q.

of the network considered In the gure would lad to a
di erent result. In fact, f we now suppose that node iis
connected to G ; through two edges (as forthe connection
between node iand G ;) instead ofa single one, then the
algorithm w ill see the graph com posed by G 1, G , and
i as a m ore cohesive structure than before and the st
edge to be rem oved w illbe the one connectingk to G ;1 .
G oingback to the dendrogram ofF ig. :§, we see that after
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FIG .7: Correlation between edge infom ation centrality and
betweenness centrality for the karate club network. Each
point of the scatter plot refers to an edge of the network.

node 12 is rem oved from the network of the karate club,
also the loosely bound node 27 (just two edges) isolates
from the rest. The third solit nally separates the two
big groups. At this stage we have four com ponents, two
isolated nodes (12 and 27) and two larger groups w hich
are hom ogeneous exoept node 10 which ism isclassi ed
(curiously enough, this node is also m isclassi ed by the
fast algorithm of Newm an [_2-§']) . The separation of the
four above m entioned clusters corresponds to a peak in
the plot of 0 . However there is a second higher peak
which is obtained for a split of the network into seven
comm unities. This double peak structure is present as
well in the Q plot of the G irvan-Newm an analysis fLd,
181,

FIG.8: A graph G com posed by a node k and two cohesive
subgroups, G 1 and G ,, connected by node 1i.

A s for the com puter generated netw orks, we report In
Fig. -_9 the nfom ation centrality C ! ofthe edge rem oved,



the globale ciency E , the num ber of com ponents n of
the resulting graph and the value ofQ as a function of
the num ber of edges ram oved from the network of the
karate club. The gure is analogous to Fjg.-'_.’Z. W e ob—
serve again a correlation between the peaks of C! and
the jim ps 0ofQ (here we have two) . M oreover, lke in the
previous case, the absolute m axinum of Q corresponds
to the lower of the two peaks ofC I.

W e ram Ind that the variation ofthee ciency corresoond-
Ing to the rem otion of one edge is calculated by taking
iInto account the structure of the netw ork at the current
stage, ie. w thout considering the edgesw hich were elin —
nated in the previous steps. For the algorithm ofG irvan
and Newm an this condition of recalculation tums out
to be crucial, because rem oving the edges according to
the (decreasing) values of the betw eenness as calculated
from the original con guration of the network leads to
very poor results. W e wanted to check whether this is
also true for our m ethod. Tndeed, Fig. 10 clearly shows
that this is the case: the dendrogram does not revealthe
real splitting of the network into the two classes, which
nstead ook quite m ixed up, and the m odularity, whose
valuesare quite low allover, presentsa rather atpro le.
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FIG .9: Inform ation centrality C ' ofthe edge rem oved, global
e ciency E , num ber of com ponents n and value ofQ for the
resulting graph as a function of the num ber of edges rem oved
for the karate club network.

B. Network ofthe Am erican college football team s

T he second network we have investigated is the col-
Jege footballnetw ork, representing the schedule ofgam es
between Am erican college football team s In a season.
The team s are divided into well known "conferences",
which are the communities, wih a higher number of
gam es between m embers of the sam e conference than
between team s of di erent conferences. There are al-
together eleven conferences plus few other team s which
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FIG .10: D endrogram of the com m unities of the karate club
obtained by ourm ethod if we calculate the inform ation cen-
trality according to the initial structure of the network. This
version of the algorithm fails to detect the com m unities.

do not belong to any conference. F ig. :_l-ZI_JI show s the den—
drogram we have derived w ith ourm ethod. T he pattem
ofthem odularity looks sin ilar to the one we have shown
for the karate club, and it again presents two peaks,
the higher of which reaches the value Q = 0:485. The
corresponding subdivision of the network is the one we
highlighted in the gure. W e identify ten groups which
colncide with ten conferences (either exactly or up to
a team ). The team s labeled as Sunbelt are not recog—
nized as belonging to the same group. This group is
m isclassi ed aswell in the analysis of G irvan and New —
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and the spectrum ofthe trophic levels; the latter allow ed

to dentify in ﬁ_3(_)l] ve clusters of taxa. N evertheless, our
study did not reveal any particular subdivision of the

species. Repeating the analysis with the algorithm of
G irvan and Newm an led essentially to the sam e resuls.
W e had sin ilar problem s by analyzing other food webs;

the reason m ay be the fact that these networks often

contain m any edges, and our algorithm is probably not
suiable for the analysis of dense graphs.

o Undetermined
. Pelagic Organisms
O

Benthic Organisms

Heterotrophic microflagellates
Free Bacteriain water column

Meiofauna
Benthic diatoms

Fish larvae

American shad

Atlantic croaker

Hogchoker

Spot

Crustacean deposit feeders

White perch

Nereis (Rag worm)

Seacatfish

Other polychaetes

Macoma

Bacteria attached to sediment POC
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Alewife and blue herring
Weakfish
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Blue crab

Summer flounder
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Bluefish

Other suspension feeders
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American oyster
Microzooplankton
Ctenophores

Bay anchovy
Zooplankton

Atlantic menhaden
Bacteria attached to suspended POC
Phytoplankton
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FIG .12: D endrogram of the com m unities of the C hesapeake
Bay food web. The modularity peaks for the highlighted
partition of the network. The two largest clusters are quite
hom ogeneous, re ecting approxin ately the division between
pelagic and benthic organism s.

D . Prim ate N etw ork

In this section we considera data set collected by Linda
W olfe L§, E]_.:], recording 3 m onths of interactions am ongst
a group of 20 m onkeys, where interactions were de ned
as the pint presence at the river. T he dataset also con—
tains infom ation on the sex and the age ofeach anin al.

11
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FIG . 13: Dendrogram of the prim ate network. The circles
represent the asocialm onkeys, the squares the socialm onkeys
(see text). There is no sgparation in classes; our procedure
Jeads to a progressive isolation of the nodes. T he m odularity
Q isvery low, the higher peak is relative to a partition in a
large group and the isolated nodes 5, 8 and 9 (besides the
asocial prim ates).

M onkeys 1-5 are m ales, m onkeys 620 are females. In
Increasing order of age: m onkeys 7, 14, 18, 20 belong
to the st age group (the youngest), m onkeys 4, 5, 9,
10, 15, 17 to the second, m onkeys 2, 3, 8, 12, 16 to the
third and monkeys 1, 6, 11, 13, 19 to the fourth and
oldest group. A detailed analysis of the individual and
group centrality of this network can be found in Refs.
i, 31]. The total number of links is 31, ie. of the or-
der ofm agnitude of the nodes. Indeed, six out of twenty
m onkeys did not actively participate In the social life of
the group; the resulting non-directed non-valied graph
thus consists of 6 isolated points (labeled by the num —
bers 2, 6,16, 18, 19, 20) and a connected com ponent of
14 points. The results of our analysis are illustrated In
Fig. 113, where we reported aswell for each prin ate both
sex M =mal, F=fam ak) and age (in years). Them od—



ularity of the subsequent subdivisions of the network in
com ponents is very low , which show s that there isno ap—
preciable comm unity structure; nevertheless, two peaks
are clearly visble, the higher of which is obtained when
the nodes 5, 8 and 9 separate one after the other from
the network. O ne getsthen am a pr com m uniy ofeleven
elem ents and nine isolated m onkeys. W e do not nd any
sensible relationships between our partition and the di-
vision of the prin ates In age groups. W e analyzed the
network aswellw ith them ethod ofG irvan and Newm an
and the results are essentially the sam e: one gets again
tw o peaks for the m odularity (whose values rem ain low )
and the best partition of the network corresponds to a
separation In the sam e lJarge com m unity we found before
w tthout node 11, which isnow isolated, plus isolated sites
exoept the pair 5-8.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

W e have presented a new algorithm to identify the
subdivisions of com plex networks in cohesive groups of
vertices, or comm uniies. The algorithm is based on a
recently introduced centrality m easure, the socalled In—
form ation centrality, and consists In classifying all edges
according to the value of this m easure, so to determ ine
which edge is m ost central: the latter edge is then re—
moved from the network. O ne then recalculates the In—
formm ation centrality of the rem aining edges and again
rem oves them ost centraledge; the procedure is repeated
untilalledges are rem oved. T he hope isthat this sequen—
tial rem oval of edges looses the bonds between tightly
connected groups of vertices, so that, at som e stage, they
eventually separate from each other.

For the quantitative evaluation of the goodness of the
successive gplits, which is necessary in order to identity
the best subdivision ofthe netw ork, we adopted them od-
ularity Q introduced in I;LQI] Ouralgorithm runsto com —
plktion N tihe 0 K >N ) K and N are the number of

12

edges and vertices of the graph, respectively) and there—
fore is not so fast as otherm ethods; because of that, net—
works w ith thousands of vertices are unreachable. The
ain ofthe paper, however, was to check whether the In-
formm ation centrality is relevant in the search of the com —
m uniies.

The results of the application of our m ethod both
to com puter generated networks and to real networks
clearly show that the algorithm is indeed able to detect
the realcom m unities in m ost cases. T his in plies the exis—
tence of a correlation between the nform ation centrality
CIy of an edge k and the fact that the edge pins two
di erent com m unities; the higher Cly, themore likely k
isa tie between groups. Thisiscon m ed by the correla—
tion we observed betw een the peaks ofC T and the jim ps
in the m odularity (see Figs. 4 and ). W e stressed the
In portance of the recalculation of the inform ation cen-
trality step by step; w ithout it the algorithm is not abl
to distinguish the communities. O ur m ethod was espe-
cially devised for sparse graphs (ie. when K N ),and it
is probably doom ed to fail for dense graphs K N?).

The exam ples we have taken allowed us aswellto see
how e cient our algorithm is com pared w ith others. In
particular we m ade extensive com parisons w ith the algo-
rithm of G irvan and Newm an {7, 18], which also uses a
centrality m easure, the edge betweenness. It tums out
that our algorithm is generally as good as the one of
G irvan and Newm an. It seem s to perform slightly bet—
ter when there is a high degree of m ixture between the
classes; on the otherhand, it som etim eshastroublesw ith
nodes which are too loosely bound to the rest of the net—
work (lke nodesw ith a sihgle edge), which m ay separate
too early and be m isclassi ed, although they often hap—
pen to be truly independent com m unities.
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