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the nodes in each subnetw ork and the rem ainder ofthe structure ond-m at/0408078). T he transor-

m ation from a subnetw ork-partitioned m odelto a standard weighted netw ork, aswellas its inverse,
are form alized. Such concepts are then considered in order to obtain scale free subnetw orks through
design or through a dynam ics of node exchange. W hile the form er approach allow s the inm ediate
derivation of scale free subnetw orks, in the latter nodes are sequentially selected w ith uniform prob-
ability am ong the subnetw orks and m oved into another subnetw ork w ith probability proportional
to the degree of the latter. Com parison of the designed scale—free subnetworks w ith random and
B arabasiA bert counterparts are perform ed in temm s of a set of hierarchical m easurem ents.

PACS numbers: 89.75Fb, 89.75Hc, 1240Ee, 45.70Vn

I. NTRODUCTION

In a short period of tin e, com plex network research
progressed all the way from uniform random m odels i_]:,
:_2, ::q’] to the scale free netw orks of B arabasi t_4]. A good
dealofthem otivation for such developm entshasbeen ac—
counted for by the scale free distribution of node degrees
observed in m odels such as that proposed by Barabasi
and A bert E_4]. O ne ofthe principal consequences of such
a type of distrlbbution is that it prom otes the appearance
of hubs, nam ely nodes w ith particularly high degree. By
concentrating connections, hubs ply a critical role In
de ning the network connectivity as well as other topo—
logical properties such as m inin al paths. A nother con-
cept which has been found to be particularly usefiill n
understanding com plex netw orks is that of comm unity,
w hich can be inform ally understood as a group of nodes
w hich are Intensely iInterconnected but loosely connected
to the rem ainder of the network e g. E, '§, ::/:, g].

The relationship between hubs and com m unities has
m otivated som e recent w orks Eﬁ,:j] w hich considered hubs
as references for obtaining com m unities. A nother con-—
cept directly related, but not necessarily equivalent, to
com m unities is that of a subnetwork E]. G Iven a net-
work , a subnetwork of isde ned asa graph inclid-
Ing a subset of nodes of plus their respective inter-
connections. Therefore, each community In a network
can be understood as a densely linked subnetw ork which
is Joosely connected w ith the rem ainder of the network.
Every comm uniy isa subnetw ork, but not every subnet-
work isa comm unity, ie. comm uniies are soecial cases
of subnetw orks. B ecause of their generality, subnetw orks
represent an interesting resource for theoreticaland prac—
tical investigations of com plex networks which has only
scantly been explored i_E%]. O ne particularly interesting
situation is the partition of a network into several sub-
netw orks, in the sense that every node belongs exactly
to one and only subnetwork. T he concept of subnetwork
degree was recently form alized i_é] as the num ber ofedges

linking nodes inside the subnetwork to nodes in the re—
m ainder network.

The present work addresses subnetw ork-partitioned
m odels characterized by scale free subnetw ork degrees.
M ore speci cally, we Introduce a transfomm ation from
scale free subnetw orks to traditional w eighted netw orks,
aswellas is inverse. Two approachesto obtain scale free
subnetw orks from the random network are proposed:
(d) by design and (i) by dynam ics. T he form er approach
starts from the desired log-log curve and applies a di-
rect, non-interactive m ethod in order to obtain a subnet-
work partition having sin ilar node degree distrdution.
In the second m ethodology, nodes are sequentially se—
Jected from a subnetwork and reinserted into (possbly)
another subnetw ork w ith probability proportionalto the
degree of the latter. The com parison between the de—
sign scale free subnetw orks and tradiional random and
B arabasiA bert m odels is also considered in tem s of a
set of recently introduced hierarchical features {g].

II. BASIC CONCEPTS

A n undirected, unweighted netw ork can be represented
In temm s of its adpcency m atrix K , such that K (i;J) =
K (J;1) = 1 whenever there is a link between nodes i
and j, wih 1 ;73 N,and K (j) = K (37D = 0
otherw ise. Sim ilarly, an undirected, weighted network
can be represented In tem s of its weight m atrix, In the
sense that W (;3) = W (3;1 0 corresponds to the
weight of the edge between nodes i and j. The absence
of edges between those nodes is represented by m aking
W (;j) =W (J;1) = 0. Random networks, in the sense
of Exdos and Renyi i_&’, :_4], can be obtained by selecting
amongtheN (N 1)=2 possbl edgesw ih uniform prob—
ability , yielding average degreehki= 1).

The network of interest can be partitioned into n
subnetw orks, such that each subnetwork ¢; includes N ;
nodes from  as well as the respective interconnections.
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FIG .1l: Oneofthe possibl subnetw ork partitions ofa sin ple
network (a), and its respective subsum ed network ().

N ote that every node should belong to exactly one sub-
network. Figure'l(a) illustrates a sinple random net—
work with N = 14 nodes and is partition inton = 4
subnetw orks. It is henceforth assum ed that the origi-
nal network  to be partitioned into subnetworks ol
Iow s the Erdos and Renyi uniform m odel w ith P oisson
rate . Now, given any two subnetworks c; and c;y, the
m ean expected num ber of edges inside each subnetw ork
aree; = N;(N; 1)=2and g = N3N 1)=2, re—
spectively. Let the total number of edges in the net-
work constituted by the two subnetworks ¢; and c; be
Ej5 = e+ e+ eyy, where e, is the average num ber
of edges extending between the two subnetworks. Be—
causeE ;5 = N5 N 455 l)=2,whereNi;j= Ni+Nj,and

hki= (I\) i 1) Nj_;j, i follow s that
NNy .
&i;5= N3Ny N hki (8]

;]

T he degree of a subnetw ork c;, hence k (¢;), can now be
calculated as suggested in i_?.], ie. asthe num ber ofedges
betw een elem ents of ¢; and the rem ainder of the netw ork

. The degree of subnetwork ¢; can be Imm ediately ob—
tained ask (c;) = ej;5. Now, considering the subnetw ork
¢ with respect t%a]l othern 1 subnetworksin the par-
tition, ie. ¢5 = 4 ;¢,wehaveNy = N N;. From
E quation :}: and the fact that hki N , it follow s that

k)= N NN ;

In case N N;,wehavek () N;hki.

G iven the origihal random network , i is possble
to construct a subnetw ork-partioned version by assigning
nodesof toeach comm unity ¢; according to som e crite—
rion. T he opposite operation, nam ely the transform ation
of a partitioned network into a traditionalweighted net-
work, henceforth called the subsum ption of isalso pos—
sble through the follow ing steps: (i) each comm uniy ¢
issubsum ed into a single node ¢; and (i) theweight ofthe
edge Inking two nodes ¢; and ¢; isde ned asthe num ber
ofedgesbetw een the respective subnetw orks. F igure @' i
lustrates the subsum ption of the subnetw ork partitioned
structure In (@) into the weighted network In (). The in—
verse transform ation can be obtained by using the design
approach described in the follow ing.

ITII. SCALE FREE BY DESIGN

In this section we present how scale free subnetwork
partitions of a random network can be Inm ediately
obtained such that the subnetw ork degree follow s a pre—
speci ed scale free distrdbution.

A s described in the previous section, provided N
N, the average degree of a sub ptwork c; can be ap-—
proxin ated as kj N;hki, ie. this degree becom es
Independent of the overall size of the random network

. This fact allow s the In m ediate design of subnetw ork
partitions follow ing virtually any subnetw ork degree dis—
tribution, incluiding the particularly im portant case of
scale free models. The generic scale free log-log dis—
tribution of the degrees of a network is illuistrated in
Fjgure:g. In order to have the subnetwork degree his—
togram h (k) such that hk) / k , we start by inpos-
ing that n h ky)) = @ j) a for som e pre-speci ed

are uniform ly distrdbbuted from a down to 0 with step

a= a=m 1) along the y axis, as ky vardes from
k; to ky . It follow s that h ky) = exp(m j) a) and
k = a= . W ihout loss of generality, we In pose
that In k) = 0, which mplies Ink;) = (J 1) k and
nky)= m 1) k= a=.So,Inhk))= =nky+a.

From the above developm ents, we have that ky =
exp((3 1) k). In other words, it is desired that com -
muniy c; has degree k(cj) = kj. W e have from Sec-
tion IT that k (c;) N; hki. Therefore, in order to have
k() = ky, we must have N 5 El,<jhki. T he total re—
quired comm unities isn = round( I;:l h (k;)) and, be-
cause h (ky) comm unities w ith N y nodes each are needed,
wih j = 1;2;:::m, the total nymber of nodes In the
random network isgiven asN = _, h ()N 5.

Observe that, for a speci ed h k), the total num ber
N ofnodes can be increased by reducing a.

Figure :_3’ iMustrates the average standard deviation
of log-log node degree distributions obtained for 50 re—
alizations of a designed subnetw ork assum ing = 10,
a=4, a= 05andhki= 2, mplylngm = 9,n= 137
and N = 275. The obtained average curve falls reason—
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FIG . 2: The basic construction used In the scale free subnet-
work design.
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FIG.3: The average standard deviation of 50 realizations
ofa design scale free subnetw ork partition assum ing = 10,
a= 4, a= 05 and hki= 2. The dashed line corresponds to
the originally desired distrbution.

ably close to the desired pro ke (dashed straight line).
T he average and standard deviation of the number of
subnetw orks w ith degree higher than zero were 122 and
3.93, respectively.

T he 50 realizations of the scale free subnetw ork parti-
tioned m odels considered in the above exam ple had their
hierarchical topological features estin ated as described
in i_é, :_[(_]‘] In order to do so, the subnetwork partitions
were transform ed into a traditional weighted com plex
network by applying the subsum ption m ethodology de—
scribed in Section IT.

Let R4 (1) be the ring de ned as the subnetwork in—
cluding the nodes at m inin al distance d, corresponding
to the hierarchical kevel, from a reference node i and the
edgesbetw een such nodes. T he considered m easurem ents
Include the average (over allnodes) of: (i) the hierarchi-
cal num ker of nodes, ie. the num ber of nodes n R4 (i);
(i) the hierarchical node degres, de ned as the num ber
of edges between ringsR4 (1) and Rq (1+ 1); (i) the in-
tra ring degree, ie. the average degree am ong the ele—
mentsofR g4 (1); ) the comm on degree, nam ely the aver-
age of the traditional node degree considering the nodes
In Rgq ({); and (vl the hierarchical clistering coe cient,

oon:'espondjng to the clustering coe cient ofR 4 (1) . Fig—
ureé presents the average  standard deviations of such
m easurem ents obtained for the above 50 sin ulations as
wellas for random and B arabasiA bert scale freem odels
w ith the sam e num ber of nodes and average degree. It
is clear from such resuls that the designed m odels have
topological properties strikingly sin ilar to those of the
regpective B arabasiA ert m odels, except for the hier-
archical com m on degree, which resulted rem arkably dis—
tinct, exhibiting a peak near at the higher hierarchical
Jevels. Slightly higher values of clustering coe cient are
also observed for the design m odels.

IV. SCALE FREE BY DYNAM ICS

T he conoepts and m ethods describbed in the previous
sections can also be used to Implem ent a dynam ics of
node exchange betw een the subnetw orks in a partitioned
system . Am ong the several possbilities, we investigate
the schem e starting w ith a uniform subnetw ork partition
of a random network (ie. each community i nitially
hasN; = N=n nodes) and nvolving sequential random
selection of a subnetwork c;, from which a node is ran—
dom k7 selected (uniform probability) and m oved to (pos—
sbly) another subnetw ork c; chosen w ith probability pro—
portional to its respective degree k (c;). It is suggested
that such a dynam ical node exchange can be used to
m odel several realw orld phenom ena such as the contin—
uous exchange of individuals between institutions, eg.
m usic perform ers m oving from an ensemble to another,
anin al species changing their environm ent, and so on.
Figure :_5'1 show s the log-log plot of the subnetwork de-
gree distrdbutions for three successive steps | ie.t=1,
t= 50 and t = 185 | along the node exchange iter-
actions. It is clearly perceived that the left-hand side of
the log-log distrdbution tends to increase asthe nodes are
redistrbuted am ong the subnetw orks.

V. CONCLUDING REM ARKS

T he conoepts of subnetw ork degree Eg] as well as the
presently introduced notion of subnetwork partitions,
have allowed interesting developm ents such as the de-
sign and evolution of scale free subnetworks. The hier-
archical characterization of experin ental results of a de—
signed subnetw ork partitioned m odel indicates that such
netw orks present sin ilar features to equivalent B arabasi-
A bert m odels, except for the hierarchical comm on de-
gree, which tended to present a peak at higher hierar-
chical levels. A lthough we have concentrated attention
on scale free degree distrbution, the proposed conospts
and m ethods can be Inm ediately applied to m any other
situations including the design of comm unity organized
networks w ith generic degree distrbution. Because for
large valies of N the subnetwork degree can be well-
approxin ated by the product between the number of



hier. number of nodes

hier. number of nodes

hier. number of nodes

2 1.2 1.6
1.0] 1.0] %f‘t
0.8 0.8} 161
06 @ 0.6] ® 0.8] (K
0.4 0.4] 88
O.g d 0.02 d 002 d
012345678910 0123456 78910 0123456 78910
P hier. node degree hier. node degree 28 hier. node degree
4 . .8
2.0 : g.g
12 (b : @ 19 0}
08 X 0.8}
04 : 0.4
o d ) d 0 d
0123456 78910 0123456 7 8 910 0123456 78 910
intraring degree intra ring degree intra ring degree
0.06: 36e-— 0.05;
8.82 %g_ 0.04]
6
003 © e M 20 (m)
0.02 e- 001
00 | - d deg ‘ d d
0123456 7 8 910 0123456 7 8 910 0123456 78 910
hier. common degree a hier. common degree . hier. common degree
0.7 0.12 0.24
82 0.10] 0.20)
0.08 0.16
o @ 0.0§] () 0.12) (n)
0.2 0.04 0.08
01 0.02 0.04
o — x d 0 : . d o d
0123456 78910 0123456 78910 0123456 78910
A n hier. clust. coeff. hier. clust. coeff. ~ hier. clust. coeff.
1Zg 24e—4 6e-3
- 20e—4 5e-3
%(z)g— 16e-4 ) 4e-3
e (e) 12e-4 (0) 3e-1 (0)
gg: 8e—4 2e—-3
266 | L d 46—04 [ | ‘ d 196\ d
0123456 78910 0123456 78910 0123456 78 910

FIG .4: The average

standard deviation ofthe 5 hierarchicalm easurem ents in tem s ofd considering the 50 design sim ulations

(@) and random (£ and BarabasiA bert (k-0) m odels w ith the sam e num ber of nodes and average degree.
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FIG .5: Three stages of the subnetw ork degree evolution by
using the suggested node exchange dynam ics.

nodes inside the subnetw ork and the average degree ofthe
underlying random netw ork, the subnetw ork degree dis—
tribution ultin ately follow s the distrbution of the num -
ber of nodes in the subnetw orks. A s a consequence, geo—
graphicalnetw orksw here nodes are uniform ly distributed
along the space and the subnetw orks cover areas which
ollow a power law will result naturally scale free. An-
other issue deserving further attention is the dynam ical
redistrbution of nodes am ong the subnetw orks.
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