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Potentialenergy landscapescan berepresented asanetwork ofm inim alinked by transition states.

The com m unity structure ofsuch networks has been obtained for a series ofsm allLennard-Jones

clusters. This com m unity structure is com pared to the concept offunnels in the potentialenergy

landscape. Two existing algorithm s have been used to �nd com m unity structure,one involving

rem oving edges with high betweenness,the other involving optim ization ofthe m odularity. The

de�nition ofthem odularity hasbeen re�ned,m aking itm oreappropriatefornetworkssuch asthese

where m ultiple edges and self-connections are not included. The optim ization algorithm has also

been im proved,using M onteCarlo m ethodswith sim ulated annealing and basin hopping,both often

used successfully in other optim ization problem s. In addition to the sm allclusters,two exam ples

with known heterogeneous landscapes,LJ13 with one labelled atom and LJ38,were studied with

this approach. The network m ethods found com m unities that are com parable to those expected

from landscapeanalyses.Thisisparticularly interesting sincethenetwork m odeldoesnottakeany

barrierheightsorenergiesofm inim a into account. Forcom parison,the network associated with a

two-dim ensionalhexagonallattice isalso studied and isfound to havehigh m odularity,thusraising

som equestionsabouttheinterpretation ofthecom m unity structureassociated with such partitions.

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

Networkshavebeen thefocusofm uch attention in the
last few years [1{3]. This is partly due to the growth
of two networks| the internet [4] and the world wide
web [5]. A diverse range of networks have also been
studied,for exam ple interaction networks [6,7]ofpro-
teinsorgenes,socialnetworkssuch astheactornetwork
[8,9]and networksofcollaborationsam ongstscientists
[10].Initially,thefocuswason thecom m on featuresthat
m any ofthese networks possessed,such as their sm all-
world character [11]or whether the degree distribution
wasscale-free[8].

The current em phasis is on m ore detailed properties
ofsuch networks,in particularto understand how these
propertiesdi�erbetween di�erenttypesofnetworksand
how these di�erencesre
ectthe originsofthe networks.
Properties that have been studied include correlations
between connected nodes[12],com m unity structure [13]
and possible spatialem bedding [14,15]. The focushere
is on com m unity structure,and as highlighted in a re-
centsum m ary of‘the ten leading questions fornetwork
research’thereareim portantopen questionsin thisarea
[16].Forexam ple,whatisthebestway to quantify such
com m unity structureand whatareitsorigins?

The networksthatwe focuson in thiswork are asso-
ciated with potentialenergy landscapes. The potential
energy ofa system isa function ofthe coordinatesofall
N at atom s.Plotting thiswould give a 3N at-dim ensional
‘hyper-surface’thatisknown asa potentialenergy land-
scape (PEL)[17]. Energy landscapes have been the fo-
cusofm uch attention in recentyears,asscientistshave
soughtto understand thebehaviourofa system ,such as

�
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the ability ofa protein to fold to itsnative state orthe
super-Arrheniusslowing down ofthedynam icsin fragile
liquids,in term offeaturesofthe landscape.

Som e ofthe m ostinteresting pointson PELsare sta-
tionary pointswhere the gradientvanishes.The type of
stationarypointsthatreceivethem ostfocusarethem in-
im a sincethey representlocally stablestructures.Itcan
beparticularly usefulto partition thePEL into basinsof
attraction surroundingeach m inim um on aPEL,wherea
basin ofattraction isde�ned asthesetofpointsforwhich
followingthesteepestdescentpathwaysfrom thosepoints
willlead tothesam em inim um .Pioneeringworkby Still-
inger[18]hasshown thatsystem sgenerally spend m ost
oftheir tim e vibrating in a m inim um ’s basin ofattrac-
tion and occasionally hop to anotherbasin,although at
su�ciently high tem perature this tim e scale separation
beginsto break down [19].First-ordersaddlepoints(of-
ten called transition states)areparticularlyim portantto
describethishopping,sincethe trajectory ofthesystem
passesalongatransition statevalley connectingadjacent
basinsduring thisprocess. Thus,the m inim a,theiren-
ergies,theirconnectivitiesand theheightsofbarriersbe-
tween them controlthe dynam icsofthe system ,i.e.how
itm ovesaround the PEL,and hence how the structure
changes.

The num ber ofm inim a increases exponentially with
the num berofatom sin a system .Therefore,forallbut
quite sm allsystem s,itwillbe im possible to com pletely
characterize the PEL.Instead, the aim is to obtain a
statistically accuraterepresentation ofthe PEL from an
incom pletesam pleofm inim a and transition states.This
problem hasessentially been solved form inim a,allowing
the distribution ofm inim a asa function ofenergy to be
obtained [20{22]. Hence,a landscape description ofthe
therm odynam icsispossible.

However,the situation is m uch m ore com plex forthe
dynam ics,because notonly isthe distribution oftransi-
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tion statesrequired,butalso theirpattern ofconnectiv-
ities. Particularly little is known about the latter,and
theaim ofourresearch program m eisto getinsightsinto
the fundam entalorganization of the PEL by studying
thePEL connectivity forsm allsystem sforwhich a com -
plete characterization can be obtained. To achieve this
we have applied the tools developed to study com plex
networksto the network ofm inim a linked by transition
states. Itshould be noted thatthis representation only
describes the connectivity ofthe PEL,its topology. It
doesnottakeinto accounttheenergiesofthem inim a or
theheightsofthebarriersbetween them ,itstopography.
Recently weshowed foraseriesofsm allLennard-Jones

(LJ)clustersthatthe networksshow both a sm all-world
behaviourand havea power-law tailto thedegreedistri-
bution [23,24]. In these networks the low-energy m in-
im a with large basins ofattraction act as hubs in the
network. Furtherm ore,a detailed characterization ofa
variety oftopologicalproperties,such as the localclus-
tering coe�cients,degree-degree correlations and m ea-
sures ofbetweenness showed behavioursim ilar to other
scale-freenetworks.In thispaperweextend thiswork by
applying algorithm sdesigned to identify com m unitiesof
strongly connected nodesto ourPEL networks.O uraim
isto com parethedivisionsofthePEL achieved by these
m ethods,which arebased on purely topologicalinform a-
tion,to m ethodsfrom the�eld ofenergy landscapesthat
also usetopographicalinform ation.

II. LA N D SC A P ES,FU N N ELS A N D

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

In socialnetworks,peopleareoften grouped into com -
m unitieswherethereareparticularly strong interactions
between thepeoplein acom m unity,and thepeopleshare
som e com m on characteristics or purpose. Attem pts to
quantify these concepts in network term s usually focus
on thegreaterdensity ofedgeswithin com m unitiesthan
between them . For exam ple, the algorithm of G irvan
and Newm an [13]discussed in the following section was
applied to a network where nodeswere people in an or-
ganization and edgeslinked thosethatcom m unicated by
em ail[25];the com m unity structureidenti�ed by the al-
gorithm corresponded to inform alsocialgroups within
the organization,ascon�rm ed by the peopleinvolved.
In thePEL networksstudied here,com m unitieswould

indicategroupsofm inim a interconnected by m any tran-
sition states. It would be reasonable to expect conver-
sions between those m inim a to occur rapidly whereas
those between di�erent com m unities/groups ofm inim a
would occur m ore slowly. Com m unity structure would
then havea strong e�ecton thedynam icsofthesystem .
If there is strong com m unity structure then groups of
m inim aaresegregated from each other,probably m aking
itm ore di�cultto sam ple allofthe PEL.However,the
topography ofthePEL isalso expected to havea strong
e�ect on this. For exam ple,a group ofm inim a m ight

havem any transition statesbetween them and hence be
classi�ed asacom m unityin thisapproach,butifthebar-
riersarehigh in energy then they areunlikely to beused
by the system .

The relationship between dynam ics and com m unity
structurehasbeen putto usepreviously in chem istry via
them asterequation approach [17].Them asterequation
describes the rate of
ow ofthe occupation probability
between m inim a in term sofa m atrix oftransition rates
between each individualm inim a,calculated using uni-
m olecular rate theory. The eigenvectors ofthis m atrix
areassociated with di�erentdynam icalprocesses.Ifthe
network has two di�erent com m unities,the slow m ode
associated with transitions between those com m unities
hasan eigenvectorwherethesign ofthecom ponentsde-
pends upon in which com m unity the m inim um is. The
m ain di�erence between thatapproach and thiswork is
thatthe only inform ation used here is the connectivity.
In network term sthefocusisan unweighted,undirected
adjacency m atrix,ratherthan a transition m atrix where
the strength of the connections depends on properties
such as the height ofthe barrier between the two m in-
im a.O urapproach isequivalentto studying the system
atin�nitetem perature,whereallbarrierscan beequally
easily crossed. Interestingly,spectralm ethodshave also
been used to dividenetworksinto com m unitiesbased on
theeigenvaluesand eigenvectorsoftheadjacency m atrix
[26,27].

Sim plePELssuch asthoseofthesm allclustersstudied
here are shaped like funnels leading down to the global
m inim um [28,29]and thereforem ay beexpected to have
nocom m unitystructure.O thersystem s,e.g.the38-atom
LJcluster,havem ultiplefunnelstructureswith largebar-
riersbetween thedi�erentfunnels[29].In LJ38 theglobal
m inim um isatruncated octahedron and isatthebottom
ofa narrow funnelofface-centred-cubic(fcc)structures,
whereasm ostlow-energy structuresare icosahedraland
at the bottom ofa second wider funnel. Evidence for
these two funnels com es from analyses ofboth the to-
pography of the PEL and the cluster’s dynam ics [30].
The LJ38 disconnectivity graph,which providesa picto-
rialrepresentation ofthe barriers between the m inim a,
showsa cleardivision ofthelow-energy m inim a into two
sets,term ed funnelsbecausetheenergy decreasesasone
stepsdown towardsthelow-energy m inim a atthefunnel
bottom . There are low barriersbetween m inim a in the
sam e funnel,buta m uch largerbarrierbetween the two
funnels.Unsurprisingly given thattheenergy barrierisa
m ajordeterm inantoftransition rates,there isa separa-
tion oftim e scalesbetween transitionsbetween m inim a
within a funneland transitionsbetween thetwo funnels.
Thereisalsoatherm odynam icsolid-solid transition from
the fcc to icosahedralstructuresjust below the m elting
point [31]. There are m ore icosahedralstructures than
fccstructures,so icosahedralstructuresarefavoured en-
tropicallyathighertem peratures,whereasthelow energy
globalm inim um isfavoured atlow tem peratures.

LJ38 willbestudied heretodeterm inewhethernetwork
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m ethods based purely on connectivity can �nd groups
correspondingto thetwo funnels.Thesam pleofm inim a
and transition statesweanalysed waspreviously used to
study them ultiplefunneltopography and thetherm ody-
nam ics and dynam ics ofthe solid-solid transitions [30].
Unlikethesm allclustershowever,thissam pleisfarfrom
com plete. The m ethod previously used to identify the
m inim a in thetwo funnelsisbased on a m asterequation
approach.
Any structure ofa cluster willhave m any perm uta-

tionalisom ers,structureswhich areidenticalexceptthat
the positions ofsom e atom s have been exchanged. For
a m onoatom ic cluster,the num berofpossible perm uta-
tionsofeach geom etrically distinctm inim um isN at!.As
som eofthesearerelated by sym m etry thisnum berisre-
duced to 2N at!=o,whereoistheorderofthepointgroup
ofthatm inim um .
In ouranalysesofthe PEL connectivity ofLJ clusters

so farwehavenotm adeany attem ptto distinguish such
perm utationalisom ers ofthe sam e m inim um . Instead,
we havejustlooked atthe connectionsbetween geom et-
rically distinct m inim a. The PELs ofsm allLJ clusters
are usually described ashaving a single-funneltopogra-
phy. However,ifone startsto considerdi�erentperm u-
tationalisom ersthesituation can becom em orecom plex.
Forexam ple,ifforLJ13 one considersone atom to have
a di�erentm ass,therearetwo physically distinguishable
isom ersoftheicosahedralglobalm inim um ,onewith the
heavy atom in thecentreoftheicosahedron and onewith
thisatom on thesurface.Asthereisa signi�cantbarrier
forexchangeofan atom between thecentreand surfaceof
the icosahedron,the two isom ersofthe globalm inim um
lie atthe bottom ofseparatefunnels[32].

III. M ET H O D S

A . C om m unity structure algorithm s

Identifying com m unities within a network is a non-
trivialtask,because the num berofpossible divisionsof
thenetwork isvery large,especially since,in general,the
sizesand num berofcom m unitiesare unknown.A num -
berofdi�erentalgorithm shavebeen proposedtoattem pt
thistask [26,27,33{38]. A recentm ethod proposed by
G irvan and Newm an (thebetweennessalgorithm )[13,39]
relies solely on the connectivity of the nodes and has
proven successfulin variousnetworks. The betweenness
ofan edgeisbased on thenum berofshortestpathsthat
passalong it. Ifan edge liesbetween two com m unities,
itisexpected to havehigherbetweennessbecauselotsof
shortestpathswillpassthrough itthatconnectnodesin
the di�erentcom m unities(from the de�nition ofa com -
m unity there willbe few inter-com m unity edges forthe
shortest paths to choose from ). If the edges between
com m unitiesare rem oved then the network willbe bro-
ken down into com ponentscorrespondingto thedi�erent
com m unitiesofthe originalnetwork. Aftereach edge is

rem oved the topology ofthe network changes and the
betweennessm ustbe recalculated. The algorithm ishi-
erarchical,edgesarerem oved untilthenetwork isbroken
down from one com m unity ofN nodes into N com m u-
nitiesofonenodeeach with variouscom m unity splitsin
between.Thiscan berepresented in adendrogram show-
ing thevarioussplitsin a hierarchicalm anner,a vertical
lineatany pointgivesthecom m unity splitatthatpoint.
To determ ine which ofthe m any splits found by this

algorithm isthebest,a quantitativem easureofthecom -
m unity structure is needed. The fraction ofedgeslying
within com m unities should be large fora good com m u-
nity split.Thisisdenoted by

P

c
ec whereec isthefrac-

tion ofedges lying within com m unity c. However,the
m axim alvalue of

P

c
ec isfound ifthe whole network is

considered asone com m unity,in which casealledgeslie
within that com m unity and

P

c
ec= 1. To rectify this,

Newm an and G irvan introduced the m odularity Q . To
calculate Q ,the fraction ofedges that would lie within
the sam e com m unities in a random network where the
nodes have the sam e degree is subtracted from

P

c
ec.

Therefore,ifthere are m ore edges in com m unities than
would be expected due to the degree distribution,Q is
large.A plotofQ againstthe num berofedgesrem oved
willhavea peak with typicalvaluesofQ around 0.3{0.7
ifthereiscom m unity structure.
The fraction ofedges within com m unities in the real

network is sim ply counted,and the expected value for
a random network is calculated from the degree ofthe
nodes. Ifan edge is picked at random ,the probability
ac that one end ofit leads to com m unity c is propor-
tionalto the num ber ofedgesthat lead there,which in
turn issim ply thesum ofthedegreesofallnodesin that
com m unity.Therefore

ac =

P

i2cki

2M
: (1)

The probability thatboth endsofthe edge lead to com -
m unity cisthen a2c,and so Q isgiven by

Q =
X

c

�

ec � a
2

c

�

: (2)

Having such a m easure ofcom m unity structure also
naturally leads to a new approach to �nding com m uni-
ties.Ratherthan justusing Q to evaluate the outputof
a com m unity structure algorithm one can instead try to
optim ize Q directly. In the �rst application ofthis ap-
proach,Newm an used asim pleagglom erativeand greedy
algorithm [40]. Starting with N com m unities each con-
taining one node,com m unities are joined together one
node at a tim e untilthere is a single com m unity. At
each step,the two com m unitiesthatlead to the largest
increase in Q (or ifno increases in Q are possible,the
sm allestdecrease)aregrouped together.Thisgreedy al-
gorithm isfasterthan thatbased on betweenness,scaling
asO ((M + N )N )ratherthan O (M 2N ).
Finding the m axim alvalue ofQ isa globaloptim iza-

tion problem ,and while the abovegreedy algorithm can
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�nd com m unity splits with high m odularity,there is of
courseno guaranteethatitwill�nd the splitwith m ax-
im um m odularity. Indeed,given the large search spaces
forthe largernetworkswe analyse,there isgood reason
to think thatitwillnot�nd thisoptim alsplit.Ifbetter
com m unity splits are sought,m ore sophisticated global
optim ization algorithm sshould be used.

In thispapera second approach to optim ize Q isalso
investigated. Thisisbased on the M onte Carlo m ethod
with sim ulated annealing. At each step,a node and a
com m unity arechosen atrandom .Thecom m unity could
be any ofthe existing com m unities, including the one
that the node is already in,or it could be a new com -
m unity that does not contain any nodes. M oving the
node from its initialcom m unity to the new com m unity
would changeQ by �Q .If�Q isgreaterthan zero then
the m ove is accepted, otherwise the m ove is accepted
with probability exp(��Q ). This is the M etropoliscri-
terion,where � represents the inverse tem perature. At
high tem peraturesm any m ovesare accepted and lotsof
di�erent com m unity splits are sam pled,whilst at lower
tem perature fewersplitsare sam pled butthose thatare
generally havehigherm odularities.Theprincipleofsim -
ulated annealing involvesstarting the algorithm athigh
tem peratureand decreasing thetem peratureuntilQ be-
com es constant because no further m oves are accepted.
The hope of such an annealing schem e is that the �-
nalpartition willbetheglobaloptim um ,butofcourseit
could onlybealocaloptim um .Toincreasethelikelihood
ofsuccess,quenchescan also be applied periodically.In
thesequenches,�Q iscalculated form oving allnodesto
allcom m unities,and the m ove with the highest �Q is
taken.Thisisrepeated untilthehighest�Q islessthan
orequalto zero im plying Q cannotbeincreased further.
The sim ulated annealing m ethod runs quickly,taking a
sim ilar am ount oftim e as the greedy optim ization but
�nding highervaluesofQ .

However,sim ulated annealing is often not a particu-
larly e�cient globaloptim ization m ethod. Indeed, we
were able to obtain stillhighervaluesofthe m odularity
usingabasin hoppingapproach thatisknown toperform
wellin otheroptim ization problem s[41].Basin-hopping
also uses M onte Carlo,but there are a num ber ofsig-
ni�cantdi�erencesfrom the sim ulated annealing schem e
described above.Firstly,each step consistsofrandom ly
changing the com m unities ofa series ofnodes,not just
a single one.Secondly,aftereach step the new partition
is quenched and the M etropolis acceptance criterion is
applied to thevaluesofthem odularity forthepartitions
thatresultfrom quenching. Then,ifa step isaccepted,
the currentpartition isupdated to thatofthe quenched
partition.Thisalgorithm isslowerto run to com pletion,
but�ndshigh valuesofQ quickly.

Theinitialpointforboth theseapproachescan beany
partition ofthenodesintocom m unities.Thiscould beN
com m unities ofone node,but the algorithm sare faster
ifthe initialpartition is either that obtained from the
greedy algorithm oracom m unity splitobtained in asim -
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FIG . 1: Variation in the clustering coe�cient of the LJ 14

network as edges were rewired to form a random ensem ble.

D ata collection began at5 switchesperedge.

ilaragglom erativem annerbutusing M onteCarlo,which
is m uch faster. To create this initialpartition,rather
than checking allpossible edges as in the greedy algo-
rithm ,a single edge is chosen at random and added if
�Q m eetstheM etropoliscriterion.Sim ulated annealing
runs were started from the partition obtained from the
greedy algorithm ,which gave m uch higher values ofQ .
Ifthealgorithm isstarted from thesecond m orerandom
initialpartition then the results depend quite strongly
on param eterssuch asthe cooling rateand frequency of
quenches.However,forthe basin hopping algorithm the
initialconditions,in general,have only a weak e�ecton
Q m ax,so thiswasstarted from the m ore random parti-
tion. Thism akesbasin hopping m ore feasible forlarger
networks,because the greedy algorithm ,although gen-
erally fast,especially using the algorithm ofRef. [42],
requireslargearraysforlargenetworks.

B . R andom ized netw orks

In order to interpret the results of the above algo-
rithm s,it is im portant to com pare the values ofQ ob-
tained to thoseforan appropriatenullm odel.G iven the
im portance ofthe degree distribution forothernetwork
properties,the usualnullm odelis an ensem ble ofran-
dom networksthathavethe sam edegreedistribution as
thenetwork being analysed.Currently,them oste�cient
algorithm to generate such an ensem ble is the rewiring
m ethod [43,44]. The starting pointisthe realnetwork.
Two edgesA{B and C{D arethen picked atrandom and
rewired to give either A{C and B{D or A{D and B{C.
M ovesare sim ply notallowed ifthey would create m ul-
tiple edgesorself-connections.
As edges were rewired the clustering coe�cient was

m easured to follow the random ization. This is shown
plotted against the num ber ofrewired edges (switches)
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peredgeofthenetwork forLJ14 in Figure1.Allofthese
LJ networksappearto befully random ized afteraround
one switch peredge,so data collection forthe ensem ble
began at�veswitchesperedge.Itislikely thattheclus-
tering coe�cientreaching itsequilibrium valueindicates
thatthenetworksarerandom afteroneswitch peredge,
butsincethealgorithm isfairly fast,rewiringm oreedges
hasno disadvantages.Forallrandom networkswith be-
tween �veand ten switchesperedge,theprobabilitythat
any two nodeswereconnected wasrecorded.25 random
networkswere also saved atintervalsof0.2 switchesper
edge (roughly the autocorrelation tim e ofthe clustering
coe�cient)from the sam e range.The com m unity struc-
turealgorithm swerethen run on thisensem ble,recording
the m ean and standard deviation ofthe m odularity.

IV . R ESU LT S

A . LJ8�14

Theresultsofapplyingtheedgebetweennessalgorithm
to identify com m unity structureareillustrated in Figure
2 by the dendrogram and the associated m odularity Q

forLJ10 (allsm allclusternetworksstudied showed qual-
itatively sim ilarbehaviour).
Thedendrogram showsthatnodeswererem oved from

the initial‘com m unity’ofN nodesroughly one by one.
At any stage there is one large com m unity and several
sm aller ‘com m unities’ consisting of one or two nodes
each. The globalm inim um is the last node rem aining
in theoriginalcom m unity,which isperhapsunsurprising
sinceithasthehighestdegree.A plotofthedegreeofthe
node rem oved at each stage against the order in which
they are rem oved (Figure 3) shows that lowest degree
nodesarerem oved �rst.
Thisbehaviourhasbeen seen in previouswork forran-

dom networkswithoutcom m unity structure[45]and our
random networksalso havequalitatively sim ilardendro-
gram s.In thecaseofa nodewith degreeone,allshortest
pathstothatnodem ustpassalongtheoneedgeconnect-
ing itto therestofthenetwork,m aking thebetweenness
ofthatedge2(N � 1)(thefactorof2 appearsbecausein
calculating thebetweennesseach path iscounted twice).
Thisistruein any network,butthefactthattheseedges
have the highest betweenness re
ects the relatively low
betweennessofthe restofthe edgesin the LJ networks.
Thishasbeen used previously to identify a lack ofcom -
m unitystructurein anetwork[25,46].In thatcase,when
enough edgeshad been rem oved to m ake the edgescon-
nected todegreeonenodeshavethehighestbetweenness,
thealgorithm wasconsidered to haverun to com pletion.
Since the m agnitude ofQ is so sm all(an orderofm ag-
nitude sm allerthan m ost networksshowing com m unity
structure)the results seem to indicate thatthe LJ net-
workshavelittle com m unity structure.
Using the greedy algorithm to optim ize Q ,however,

does�nd som ecom m unitystructure,asillustrated bythe
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FIG .2:(a)D endrogram showing the resultsofthe between-

ness algorithm applied to LJ10. Each point on the y-axis

represents a single node in the network (in arbitrary order).

D rawing a verticalline atany point,ashasbeen done atthe

bestsplitsasdeterm ined by Q m ax and Q
0

m ax,givesthenum -

ber and sizes ofcom m unities at that point. In the case of

thebetweennessalgorithm ,theinitialpointistheright-hand

side where allnodesare in a single com m unity. The scale of

the x-axis is the num berofedges rem aining in the network.

(b) Variation in Q (solid line) and Q
0
(dashed line) as the

algorithm progresses.

dendrogram forLJ10 in Figure4.Thecom m unity struc-
tureisweakcom pared toothernetworks| them agnitude
ofQ for the best split,Q m ax,is around 0.2{0.3. Q m ax

forthegreedy algorithm ism uch higherthan thatforthe
betweenness algorithm ,therefore the com m unity splits
from this algorithm are m uch better. The betweenness
algorithm has been found to be unsuccessfulfor dense
networks(e.g.a food web [13]),since ifthere are m any
edges between com m unities the shortest paths between
thecom m unitiescan passthrough any oftheseedgesand
the betweennessofany one isunlikely to be high. Itis
noteworthy thatin thisrespecttheaveragedegreeofthe
LJ networks are signi�cantly larger (hki up to 30 [24])
than those ofm any ofthe networkspreviously studied.
The betweennessalgorithm hasalso been able to detect
com m unitiesin weighted networkswhen ithasfailed for
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by the betweennessalgorithm forLJ10.

the equivalent unweighted network [27]. Here we con-
centrate on im proving the quanti�cation ofcom m unity
structure and hence the com m unity structure found by
optim izing thisvalue.
Q is negative for com m unity splits with m any sm all

com m unities (to the left in the dendrogram ),im plying
that the com m unity structure is weaker than in a ran-
dom network with the sam e degree distribution. The
reason forthisisthatin ‘com m unities’ofonenodethere
can be no edges within that com m unity. However,the
expression forQ (Equation (2))usesa predicted fraction

ofedges ofa2c =
�P

i2c
ki=2M

�2
that is clearly greater

than zero. This e�ect m akes Q sm aller when there are
lotsofsm allcom m unities,asisthecaseforthebetween-
ness algorithm ,because the second term in Q predicts
m oreedgesthan arephysically possible.Thetotalnum -
ber ofedges predicted is equalto the totalnum ber of
edgesin thenetwork,so iftoo m any arepredicted in one
area too few m ustbe predicted elsewhere.Therefore,as
the com m unitiesgrow thise�ectisreduced untilQ = 0
when there is one large com m unity. Using ac to pre-
dictthe num berofedgesin a com m unity ifthe network
were random is equivalentto predicting kikj=2M edges
between two nodes i and j. This num ber can clearly
be greaterthan one fortwo high degree nodes. Forthe
largest network studied,LJ14,the globalm inim um has
degree3201 and thereare61085edges,so m orethan one
edge ispredicted between the globalm inim um and any
node with degree greater than � 40. This is sim ilar to
the argum ent used by M aslov and Sneppen to explain
degree-degree anticorrelationsseen forthe internet[43].
The lack of self-connections m eans Q disfavours sm all
com m unitiesand thelack ofm ultipleedgesm eansQ dis-
favoursthe grouping togetherofhigh degreenodes.
A solution to thisproblem isto im provethepredicted

fraction ofedgeswithin com m unities.The m ethod used
herewasto createan ensem bleofrandom networkswith
thesam edegreedistribution astheoriginaland with the
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FIG .4: (a) D endrogram showing the results ofthe greedy

algorithm applied to LJ10. The initialpoint for the greedy

algorithm is at the left-hand side with N (64) com m unities.

The x-axis represents the num ber ofsteps,where each step

involves joining together two com m unities. The dashed line

representsthebestsplitfound (with m axim um Q ).(b)Vari-

ation ofQ asthe algorithm progresses.

constraint that m ultiple edges and self-connections are
forbidden. It is then straightforward to calculate the
probability that there is an edge between any pair of
nodesin a network taken from thatensem ble. The pre-
dicted fraction ofedgeswithin each com m unity in a ran-
dom network (with the sam e degree distribution and no
m ultipleedgesorself-connections)isthen thesum ofthis
probability over each pair ofnodes within the com m u-
nity. Thissum (denoted by fc)replacesa2c in Equation
(2)giving

Q
0=

X

c

(ec � fc): (3)

Itm ay also be possible to use the analyticalm ethod of
Park and Newm an [47]to predict the probability ofan
edgebetween two nodes.
Theprobabilityofan edgebetween twonodesisshown

in Figure 5 plotted against the product of the degree
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FIG .5: Average probability ofan edge between two nodes

as a function ofthe product ofthe degrees ofthose nodes,

calculated forLJ14.Valueswerecalculated from an ensem ble

ofrandom networksand areused tocalculateQ
0
.Thenum ber

ofedgespredicted by thism ethod isneverlargerthan 1.The

straight line shows the value kikj=2M used in the original

calculation ofQ .Forthetwo highestdegreenodes,thistakes

the value 33.46.

ofthe two nodes for both the originalprediction aij =
kikj=2M and fij from rewiring,as used in calculating
Q 0.fij isroughly proportionalto the productofthe de-
greesofthenodesateitherend ofeach edgeform edium
degrees,but there is a plateau at higher degrees in fij
so thatfij � 1 forallpairsofnodes. fij isthen neces-
sarily larger than aij for nodes with lower degree since
the sum overallpairsofnodesisM .Thisapproach has
alsoproved usefulfortheassortativitycoe�cient[12,24],
which also requires the predicted num ber ofedges be-
tween two nodesin a random network.
Using Q 0 rather than Q willnot a�ect the between-

nessalgorithm (althoughitcould a�ectwhich com m unity
splitisidenti�ed asthebest),butitwillalm ostcertainly
a�ectthegreedy algorithm .Q 0forthebetweennessalgo-
rithm isshown in Figure 2 and the dendrogram and Q 0

forthe greedy algorithm in Figure6.
The overalle�ectisunchanged;the greedy algorithm

�ndssom ecom m unity structurewith alargervalueofQ 0

than for the betweenness algorithm ,which �nds essen-
tially no com m unity structure.However,thecom m unity
split found by the greedy algorithm is di�erent for the
two m easuresofm odularity. For the betweenness algo-
rithm Q 0can becom pared to Q sinceboth arem easured
forthe sam e com m unity splits. The di�erence issignif-
icant for this network,with the ordering ofthe peaks
being altered. The highest peak ofQ 0 is further to the
leftbecausetheoriginalQ disfavourssm allcom m unities.
Higher values ofQ 0 were found by sim ulated anneal-

ing and basin hopping runs. These values are shown
in Figure 7,along with those for the greedy algorithm
and the betweenness algorithm , for the real and ran-
dom networks. The m odularity increases roughly log-
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FIG .6:(a)D endrogram showing theresultsofthegreedy al-

gorithm using Q 0 applied to LJ10.Thedashed linerepresents

thebestsplitfound (with m axim um Q
0
).(b)Variation ofQ

0

asthe algorithm progresses.

arithm ically with the size ofthe networks. The rate of
increaseforQ 0

m ax from thegreedy algorithm slowsdown
for larger networks,as seen previously [48],sim ply be-
causeasthe networksbecom e largerthe num berofpos-
sible com m unity splits increases and so the probability
of�nding the globalm axim um ofQ 0 decreases. As the
networks becom e larger,they also becom e m ore sparse
(p = 2M =(N (N � 1))decreases).Therefore,thereshould
be com m unity splits with less edges between com m uni-
ties,and hence greaterQ 0.
Q 0isgreaterthan zerofortherandom networksm ean-

ing that it is always possible to �nd som e com m unity
structure. This feature,coupled with the fact that Q 0

depends on the size and average degree ofthe network
[48],im pliesthatitisim portantto com pareresultswith
those for random networks [49]. Q 0

m ax is severalstan-
dard deviationsabovethem ean oftherandom networks,
so although Q 0

m ax is fairly low com pared to other net-
works,there is signi�cantly stronger com m unity struc-
ture than expected ifnodes were connected random ly.
This is perhaps due to the spatialnature of the net-
worksand their high clustering. For exam ple,previous
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to top)forthe betweennessalgorithm ,the greedy algorithm ,

sim ulated annealing and basin hopping.The betweennessal-

gorithm was only run on clusters with up to 12 atom s (515

nodes)asitisslow forlargernetworks.

work on the contactnetworksassociated with m odelsof
space-�llingdisks(speci�cally thetwo-dim ensionalApol-
lonian packing) [50] found com m unity structure with
Q m ax = 0:5938.
Som ecorrelationshavebeen seen between com m unity

structure,high clusteringand assortativity.Forexam ple,
these properties are m ostly allseen in socialnetworks,
but rarely in technologicalor biologicalnetworks [51].
G r�onlund and Holm e used a m odelfrom socialnetwork
analysistointroducecom m unitystructureintoan Erd�os-
Renyirandom network forwhich clustering,assortativity
and com m unity structure (using the greedy algorithm )
werethen studied [48].Theevolution oftheseproperties
wasfollowed asthecom m unity structurewasintroduced.
Both Q and the clustering coe�cientincreased from the
Erd�os-Renyivaluesand showed astrongcorrelation,
uc-
tuating atthe sam e tim es. The networksbecam e assor-
tative,i.e.therewerecorrelationsbetween degreesofcon-
nected nodes(high degree nodeswere m ore likely to be
connected to other high degree nodes and low to low).
The assortativity coe�cient
uctuated strongly,butdif-
ferently to the clustering coe�cientand the m odularity,
indicating that,although introducing com m unity struc-
turem adethenetworksassortative,thelink between the
two propertiesisnotasstrong asthatbetween com m u-
nity structureand clustering.
Newm an studied a m odelscale-freenetwork with com -

m unity structure[52]thatwasfound to havea high clus-
teringcoe�cient.W hen di�erentsized com m unitieswere
present the m odelwas also assortative by degree [51].
Theexplanation given forthiswasthatnodeswith high
degree are m ore likely to be in big com m unitiesso that
they can be in the sam e com m unity asasm any oftheir
neighboursaspossible.Consequently,high degreenodes

arelikelytobein thesam ecom m unities(thebiggerones)
and arethereforealso likely to be linked to each other.

Thenetworksstudied herehavebeen shown previously
to be highly clustered [23]. They are also disassortative
(anticorrelated) by degree,but not signi�cantly di�er-
ently to random networks;this e�ect can be explained
by thedegreedistribution and lack ofm ultipleedgesand
self-connections[43,47].The LJ networkshavecom m u-
nities ofdi�ering sizes so they m ight also be expected
to be assortative by degree if the hubs are m ostly in
big com m unities,whereas com m unity sizes in the ran-
dom networksvary less and as such would be expected
to be lessassortative.Ascan be seen in plotsofthe de-
greedistribution foreach com m unity (Figure8)thehubs
aresplitbetween three ofthe �vecom m unitiesforLJ13.
Thesearenotthethreelargestcom m unities,thehighest
degree node in the second largest com m unity (contain-
ing 432 nodes)hasdegree 248 whereasthe biggesthub,
with degree 794,is in a com m unity ofonly 206 nodes.
This im plies that there is som e other property causing
nodesto group into com m unities,beyond thedegreeand
com m unity sizes.

Thenetworksareassortativewith respectto theirpo-
tentialenergy [24],i.e.m inim a with sim ilarpotentialen-
ergies are likely to be connected. It seem s reasonable
thatnodesgrouped in a com m unity would correspond to
m inim a with sim ilar energies. This is illustrated in the
energydistribution shown in Figure8.Thereissom esep-
aration. For exam ple,m ost ofthe high energy m inim a
arein onecom m unity,butthedi�erencesarefairly weak.
In a study ofLJ55 a sim ilaroverallenergy histogram was
seen and thedi�erentpeakscould beassigned todi�erent
classesofstructure[53],nam ely di�erenttypesand num -
bersofdefect.Previouswork on 13-atom M orseclusters
[28]found thatdi�erentpeakscorrespondedtostructures
with di�erent num bers ofnon-nearestneighbours. It is
thereforelikely thatthedi�erentpeaksin theenergy his-
togram can also be di�erentiated by structure.

B . B LJ13

A binary Lennard-Jonesclusterwith 13 atom s,oneof
which isdistinguished asbeing heavy,wasalso studied.
ThePEL hastwofunnels[17,32]leading to di�erentiso-
m ers ofthe globalm inim um . Networksfor the clusters
considered in theprevioussection werefound in previous
work [54]usingtheeigenvector-followingalgorithm to lo-
cateallthestationarypoints.Thenetworkforthebinary
system wasobtained from thism onoatom ic13-atom net-
work in the following way. For each m inim um in turn,
oneatom wasgiven a m assoftwo whiletheothertwelve
had a m ass ofone. The trace ofthe inertia tensor was
calculated as

X

i

m i

�

(xi� xcom )
2 + (yi� ycom )

2 + (zi� zcom )
2
�

(4)
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FIG .8: (Colour online) (a) Cum ulative degree distribution

and (b) energy distribution of m inim a for LJ13. The solid

(black)line is the overalldistribution for the whole network

and thedashed (coloured)linesthoseforthe�vecom m unities

found using basin hopping.

where the sum is over allthe atom s,m i is the m ass of
atom i,xi its x coordinate and xcom the x-coordinate
ofthe centre ofm ass. This is repeated with a di�er-
entatom being heavy untilall13 possibilitieshavebeen
investigated. The trace ofthe inertia tensor is used to
distinguish di�erent isom ers,as the trace ofthe inertia
tensorforsom eofthe13 possibleisom ersm ay beequal,
depending on thesym m etry ofthecluster.Forexam ple,
the globalm inim um icosahedron with the heavy atom
in any ofthe 12 outside positions are classed as indis-
tinguishable.There are a totalof17964 distinguishable
m inim a (nodes) com pared to 1509 for the m onoatom ic
cluster. For each distinguishable version ofthe transi-
tion stateswith oneheavy atom ,theassociated pathway
wasfound. The originalnetwork tellsus which m inim a
a transition state connects,and the tracesofthe inertia
tensorsofthe m inim a ateitherend ofthe pathway tells
uswhich versionsofthosem inim a itconnects.Thisgave
rise to 294285 edges in the network. Due to the large
sizeofthenetwork,applying therewiring m ethod to cre-
atea random ensem bleofnetworksisnotfeasible,so the

originalexpression forQ hasbeen used.
The 13-atom cluster with one heavy atom hashigher

m odularity than the sim ple 13-atom cluster,the highest
Q m ax valueobtained was0.4370using thebasin hopping
algorithm .Thisre
ectsthegreaterheterogeneity ofthis
PEL com pared to thoseofthe sm allerclusters.Thetwo
perm utationalisom ersoftheglobalm inim um arein dif-
ferent com m unities,the two largest (consisting of5507
and 4732 nodes). M easuring the m om entofinertia (the
geom etricm ean ofthe3principalm om entsofinertia)for
theclustersgivesan indication ofwheretheheavy atom
is;i.e.ifitisnearthe edge ofthe clusterthe m om entof
inertia willbelargerand vice versa.Thedistributionsof
them om entsofinertia areshown in Figure9 forthefour
largestcom m unities. M inim a in the largestcom m unity,
containing the version ofthe globalm inim um with the
heavy atom on the outside,have high inertia im plying
thattheotherm inim a also havetheheavy atom closeto
the outside. The converse is true forthe second largest
com m unity,which containsthe perm utationalisom erof
the globalm inim um with the heavy atom in the centre.
Theenergy distributions(Figure9)showsthatthesetwo
com m unities have very sim ilar energy distributions and
thereforeprobably consistofdi�erentperm utationaliso-
m ers ofthe sam e geom etric structures. There are two
additionalcom m unitieswhich are fairly large (4008 and
3629 nodes). These also have peaksin theirinertia dis-
tributionsataround thesam eposition asthetwo largest
com m unities,im plying thatthe two funnels around the
two perm utationalisom ersofthe globalm inim um have
been broken down into sm allercom m unities.O neofthe
two sm aller com m unities consists offairly high energy
m inim a and could bea transition region between thetwo
funnels.

C . LJ38

ForLJ38 the com m unity structure isvery strong with
Q 0

m ax from the greedy algorithm being 0.8311,which is
ofthe orderoffourtim esthatfound forthe sm allerLJ
networks and one ofthe higher m odularities found for
any network.Q 0tendsto behigherthan Q asthelack of
self-connectionsm eanstoom any edgesaregenerally pre-
dicted within com m unitiesforQ ,butQ m ax isalsogreater
than 0.8. Thisindicatesthatthe PEL forLJ38 ism uch
m oreheterogeneousthan thoseforthesm allerclusters,as
expected. Q 0

m ax wasalso high forthe random ensem ble
with a m ean of0.5650im plying thatthedegreedistribu-
tion can explain som e ofthe com m unity structure. The
degree distribution ofthe m inim a sam pled forthisclus-
terisnotscale-free,becauseoftheincom pletenessofthe
network. In a scale-free network there are som e nodes
with very high degree (hubs). Itisnotalwayslikely for
a hub to be in the sam e com m unity as allofits neigh-
bours,forexam ple in LJ14 the largesthub isconnected
to approxim ately 75% ofthe nodes in the network and
thereisno com m unity thatlarge.Thiscould m ean that
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FIG .9: (Colour online) D istributions of(a) the m om entsof

inertia (the geom etric m ean ofthe principalm om ents ofin-

ertia) and (b) energies of m inim a found for LJ13 with one

heavy atom ,using basin hopping to optim ize Q . The solid

(black)lineshowsthedistribution forallm inim a.Thedashed

(coloured) lines represent the four largest com m unities with

sizes greater than 3000,the othercom m unitiesallcontained

less than 20 nodes. M inim a with larger m om ents ofinertia

have the heavy atom closerto the outside ofthe cluster.

com m unity structure can be stronger in networks with
degreedistributionswithouthubs,such asthatforLJ38,
explaining thehigh valuesofthem odularity seen forthe
random ensem ble. However,the value ofQ 0

m ax for the
PEL network isover17 standard deviationshigherthan
thatforthe random networksand so issigni�cant. The
dendrogram is shown in Figure 10,only the last100 of
6000 stepsareshown.
The com m unity structure found can be com pared to

the m ultiple-funnelstructure ofthe PEL.Som e ofthe
m inim a have previously been assigned to either an fcc
oricosahedralfunnelusing a m asterequation approach.
Atthepointofm axim um Q 0in thecom m unity structure
found from thegreedyalgorithm ,them inim afrom thefcc
funnelarein thesam ecom m unity and therearenoicosa-
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FIG .10:The�nal100 stepsin thedendrogram forLJ38 using

the greedy algorithm . Ifa com m unity only consists ofsingle

nodes,i.e.is not com posed ofsm aller com m unities,then for

clarity only the �rst and last nodes to join that com m unity

areshown.Thevariation ofQ
0
asthealgorithm progressesis

notshown,ithasa singlepeak ofvalueQ
0

m ax= 0.8311 atlevel

5956 (indicated by a dashed line on the dendrogram ).

hedralstructuresin thatcom m unity.Thisisalsotruefor
the partition with the highestvalue ofQ 0 (Q 0= 0.8314),
obtained from basin hopping. The best split is at level
5956 (Q 0

m ax= 0.8311) and the fcc and icosahedralm in-
im a are in di�erent com m unities untillevel5990 where
Q 0= 0.8099 and has begun to fallo�. The betweenness
algorithm istoo slow to run to com pletion,butafterre-
m ovalofonly 13 edges the network was split into two
com m unitieswith allfcc m inim a in one and allicosahe-
dralm inim a in the other. The com m unity algorithm s
are therefore giving an insight into the topology ofthe
PEL whilstonly using data on the connectivitiesofthe
m inim a,whereasthe previousm ethodsalso use the en-
ergiesofm inim a and the barrierheightsbetween them .
Thisshould becontrasted with thecom m unity structure
found for the sm aller clusters,which is very weak and
was not found at allusing the betweenness algorithm .
The PELsforthe sm allclustershave a single funnelto-
pography.The13-atom M orsecluster,which issim ilarto
LJ13 when appropriateparam etersareused,hasonly one
m onotonicsequencebasin,m eaningthatapath from any
m inim um which decreasesthe energy ateach step leads
to theglobalm inim um [29].Thisinform ation from topo-
graphicalanalysisisconsistentwith thepictureobtained
from the topologicalapproach in thiswork.

D . 2D hexagonallattice

Sincetheenergy landscapesofsm allclustershavesin-
gle funneltopographies,it is curious that there should
be any com m unity structure in the corresponding net-
works. It is possible that this com m unity structure is
related to the spatialnature ofthe landscapes. Nodes
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in the sam e region ofspace are m ore likely to be inter-
connected (leading to high clustering).Ifthesenodesare
grouped togetherinto com m unities,there islikely to be
m any edgeswithin those com m unities and few between
di�erentcom m unities,asedgesconnectingdi�erentcom -
m unities would only com e from nodes adjacent to the
boundaries.To investigatethee�ectofspatialorganiza-
tion and clustering on com m unity structurea hexagonal
lattice wasstudied.

The greedy algorithm can be applied to a large two-
dim ensionalhexagonallattice,where allnodeshave the
sam e degree (k= 6) and the clustering coe�cient is 0.4.
In the �rststep any edge is equally likely to be added,

each changing Q to Q + �Q ,where�Q = (1�k
2
=2M )

M
.If

k2=2M < 1,i.e.M > 18 then �Q ispositive.In thesec-
ond step oneofthetwo nodesthatform sa trianglewith

thatedgewillbe added,with �Q = 2� (1�k
2
=2M )

M
(also

positiveifM > 18).In thethird step,a fourth nodewill
be added to the com m unity. Thiscan only increase the
num berofedgeswithin the com m unity by two,whereas
the increasein thenum berofexpected edgeswillbe the
num ber ofnew pairs ofnodes (the size ofthe com m u-
nity,nc = 3) m ultiplied by the probability ofan edge

between each pair,�Q = 2�n ck
2
=2M

M
. In the following

steps,the num berofedgesadded to the com m unity can
beincreased by up to6(thedegreeofeach node)depend-
ing on theshapeofthegrowingcom m unity (thiswillde-
pend on therandom choices).Ateach step theexpected
num berofedges(tobesubtracted)isnck2=2M .Atsom e
point,�Q willbe sm aller than that for starting a new

com m unity (�Q = (1�k
2
=2M )

M
)so a new com m unity will

be started.

Q and Q 0 were optim ized fora hexagonallattice with
periodic boundary conditions such that allnodes have
degree6.Thefollowing resultscorrespond to thelargest
system studied,a lattice with 2500 nodes. These were
also com pared to a random ensem ble. Q m ax and Q 0

m ax

from greedy optim ization are 0.7674 and 0.7231 respec-
tively,whereasthe corresponding valuesforthe random
networks are 0.3860 and 0.3517,di�erences of191 and
45 standard deviations.ThehighestvalueofQ 0(0.8480)
correspondsto the partition shown in Figure 11,which
wasfound by basin hoppingfrom apartition intoroughly
equally sized hexagons(Q 0= 0.8389for18com m unitiesof
average size 139). Interestingly,the partition obtained
from greedy optim ization contained m uch largercom m u-
nities,with an averagesizeover300.Nodesin thelattice
haveconstantdegree,so thiscould possibly explain why
them odularityishigherthan forscale-freelandscapenet-
works(asforLJ38),forboth thelatticeand therandom -
ized versions. However,Apollonian networks,which are
spatialscale-free networks,also have a high m odularity.
The m odularity ofa scale-free network em bedded on a
latticecould bestudied [15]to providea furthercom par-
ison.

Them odularity ofthelatticeisstillm uch higherthan
thatfortherandom ensem blesothecom m unitystructure

FIG .11:(Colouronline)Thepartition with thehighestm od-

ularity (Q
0
= 0.8480)seen fora two-dim ensionalhexagonallat-

ticewith 2500nodesusingperiodicboundaryconditions.This

partition wasfound using basin hopping to optim ize Q
0
from

an initialpartition into roughly equally sized hexagons.

issigni�cant.Nodesclosetogetheron ahexagonallattice
have m any edges between them due to the highly clus-
tered natureofthenetwork.They alsohavefew edgesto
the restofthe network,asthey only occuratthe edges
ofthe com m unity. Sim ilar high values ofthe m odular-
ity have been analytically predicted forlow-dim ensional
regularlattices[49].Thepartition ofthelatticeintocom -
m unitiesishighly degenerate,forexam plethepartitions
could be translated in any direction,giving a di�erent
com m unity splitwith the sam e high value ofthe m odu-
larity. This raisesquestionsaboutthe interpretation of
Q and Q rand in term s of‘unique’com m unities. O ther
m ethodsfor�nding com m unity structurehavebeen pro-
posed which givem any possiblepartitionsduetorandom
choicesin thealgorithm s[35,46].Thesepartitionscould
then be com pared to determ ine whetherthey are based
on a strong com m unity structureorarevery di�erentto
each other,aswould bethecaseforthehexagonallattice.
An alternative way to probe this issue would be to

look atthetherm odynam icsassociated with partitioning
ofthenetwork,where� Q or� Q 0playstheroleofenergy,
asin the M onte Carlo m ethods used here. Ifthere was
a unique,well-de�ned com m unity structure,one would
expecta transition,som ewhatakin to crystallization,to
a low-tem peraturestatewith a low density ofpartitions,
allofwhich would have the sam e basic structure. By
contrast,am ore‘glass-like’behaviourwould beexpected
fornetworkswith ill-de�ned com m unity structure.That
is there would only be a gradualincrease in Q as the
tem perature isdecreased withoutany sharp transitions,
andtherewouldbem anyhigh-m odularitypartitionswith
signi�cantstructuraldi�erences.

V . C O N C LU SIO N

The potential energy landscapes of sm all Lennard-
Jones clusters have been studied in term s ofnetworks
describing which m etastable states of the clusters are
connected. A num ber ofalgorithm s have been used to
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uncoverthe com m unity structure ofthe PEL networks.
All are based solely on the topology of the network,
i.e.barrier heights and energies ofthe m inim a are not
taken into account. The �rst algorithm used,based on
edge betweenness,found no com m unity structure in the
networks ofthe sm allclusters,consistent with a single
funnelshape ofthe PEL.However,this algorithm has
been unsuccessfulin previousstudieswhen the network
isdensely connected,and thePEL networksstudied here
have a higher average degree than m any of the other
networks previously studied. The other algorithm s put
nodes into com m unities such that there are m ore edges
within com m unities than expected for a random net-
work,thus optim izing the m odularity. A m odi�cation
wasm ade to the way in which the com m unity structure
is quanti�ed. Q 0 is essentially the sam e as Q ,m easur-
ing the fraction ofedges within com m unities com pared
to the predicted fraction fora random network with the
sam edegreedistribution.However,heretherandom net-
work doesnotcontain m ultiple edgesorself-connections
m aking ita bettercom parison.
O ptim izing the m odularity did �nd weak com m unity

structure in the networks. This im plies thatwithin the
singlefunnelofthePEL m inim a form groupswith m ore
transition statesbetween them than to m inim a in other
groups. The com m unity structure is likely to be con-
nected tothespatialnatureofthenetworksand therefore

related to theclustering.To investigatethee�ectofspa-
tialordering ofa network on itscom m unity structure a
hexagonallattice wasstudied.Strong com m unity struc-
ture was found for the lattice,im plying that the weak
com m unity structure found in the landscape networks
could be due to spatialorganization.

Two LJ clusters with m ore com plicated PELs where
com m unitystructurewasexpected werealsostudied.La-
bellingoneatom in LJ13 distinguishesperm utationaliso-
m ers that �t broadly into two classes, those with the
heavy atom on the outside and those with the heavy
atom on the inside. Two com m unitiescorresponding to
these classes ofstructure were found by optim izing Q .
ThePEL ofLJ38 isknown to havetwo funnels,onecon-
sisting offccstructurescontaining thetruncated octahe-
dron globalm inim um and theotherconsistingoficosahe-
dralstructures.Both topologicalalgorithm sfound m uch
stronger com m unity structure for this cluster than for
thesm allerclusters,im plyingam uchm oreheterogeneous
PEL.Thecom m unity structurefound wasalsocom pared
to the known funnelstructureofthe PEL.In both algo-
rithm s fcc and icosahedralstructures were in di�erent
com m unities. The topology ofthe PEL therefore con-
tainsinform ation aboutitsheterogeneityand can beused
to provide a sim ilarpicture to thatgained from a topo-
graphicalanalysis.
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