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W epropose a m ethod to �nd outthecom m unity structureofa com plex network.In thism ethod

theground state problem ofa ferrom agnetic random �eld Ising m odelisconsidered on the network

with the m agnetic �eld B s = + 1 ,B t = � 1 ,and B i6= s;t = 0 fora node pairs and t. The ground

state problem is equivalent to the so-called m axim um ow problem ,which can be solved exactly

num erically with the help ofa com binatorialoptim ization algorithm . The com m unity structure

is then identi�ed from the ground state Ising spin dom ains for allpairs ofs and t. O ur m ethod

providesa criterion for the existence ofthe com m unity structure,and is applicable to unweighted

and weighted networksequally well.W edem onstratetheperform ance ofthem ethod by applying it

to the Barab�asi-Albertnetwork,Zachary karate club network,the scienti�c collaboration network,

and the stock price correlation network.

PACS num bers:89.75.H c,89.65.-s,05.10.-a,05.50.+ q

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

The network theory is a usefultoolfor the study of

com plex system s. Universal features of som e biologi-

cal,social,and technologicalsystem shave been studied

through their network structure [1,2,3]. Recent stud-

ies have revealed that som e com plex networkshave the

com m unity structure,which m eansthathighly intercon-

nected nodes are clustered in distinct parts. The com -

m unity m ay represent functionalm odules in biological

networks[4,5,6,7],industrialsectorsin econom ic net-

works [8,9],and cliquesofintim ateindividualsin social

networks[10].

Recentlyvariousm ethodshavebeen suggestedfor�nd-

ing outthecom m unity structurein a given network [11].

G irvan and Newm an proposed an algorithm based on

iterative rem ovaloflinks with the highest betweenness

centrality [10, 11, 12]. The betweenness centrality of

an edge is given by the num ber ofthe pathways pass-

ing through it am ong shortest paths between allnode

pairs[13].Nodesin di�erentcom m unities,ifany,would

beconnected through rareinter-com m unity links.Hence

onecould isolatecom m unitiesby rem ovinglinkswith the

highestbetweennesscentrality repeatedly.Sim ilarm eth-

odswerealso considered in Refs.[14,15,16].O ptim iza-

tion techniqueswerealso considered to �nd outthecom -

m unity structure. In those approaches,the com m unity

structure is found by optim izing an auxiliary quantity,

such as the m odularity [17, 18]. Som e physicalprob-

lem sturned outto beusefulin detecting thecom m unity

structure.Forexam ple,theq-statePottsm odel[19],the

random walks[20],and the electric circuitproblem [21]

werestudied.

Thosem ethodsproved tobesuccessfulin detectingex-

isting com m unities. O n the otherhand,itwould be de-

sirable to develop a m ethod which can not only detect
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the com m unity structure but also verify its existence.

M ost algorithm s developed are suitable for unweighted

networks,whereasm any real-world networksofinterest

areweighted [22].O nem ay m odify and generalizetheal-

gorithm s developed for unweighted networks. However,

such ageneralization m aynotbestraightforward[22].So

itwould alsobedesirabletodevelop am ethod thatworks

forunweighted and weighted networksequally well.

In thispaperweproposea m ethod for�nding outthe

com m unity structure,which ful�llsthe requirem entsde-

scribed above. O urapproach ism otivated from the ob-

servation on theZachary network,a classicalexam pleof

socialnetworks with the com m unity structure [10]. It

is an acquaintance network of34 m em bers in a karate

club.O ncetherearosea conictbetween two inuential

m em bers,which resulted in thebreakup ofthe club into

two. It is reasonable to think that the m em bers would

tend to m inim ize the num ber ofbroken ties,which can

be accom plished by the breakup in accordance with the

com m unity structure. In fact,the resulting shape after

the breakup coincides with the com m unity structure of

theoriginalkarateclub network[10].Itsuggeststhatthe

com m unity structureofagiven networkm ay befound by

sim ulatingthebreakup caused by an enforced frustration

am ong nodes.

W e sim ulate the breakup by studying the ferrom ag-

neticrandom �eld Isingm odel(FRFIM ):TheIsingspins

�i = � 1 are assigned to allnodesi= 1;:::;N ,they in-

teractferrom agnetically through links,and thequenched

random m agnetic �eld B i is applied to each spin. The

ferrom agnetic interaction representsthe costforbroken

ties,and therandom �eld isto introducethefrustration.

In particular, we consider the case where the positive

in�nitem agnetic�eld isapplied to onespin and theneg-

ative in�nite m agnetic �eld to another. It am ounts to

im posing the boundary condition thatthe two spinsare

in the opposite state. Itsim ulatesthe conictasraised

by the two m em bersin the Zachary network. Then,we

willidentify the com m unity structure from the ground

statespin dom ain pattern ofthe FRFIM .

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0502672v1


2

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec.II we in-

troduce the FRFIM in generalweighted networks. The

groundstateproblem oftheFRFIM canbesolvedexactly

with a num ericalalgorithm ,which willbe explained in

Appendix. Then the m ethod for �nding out the com -

m unity structure is presented. In Sec. III, we apply

the m ethod to severalnetworksand presentthe results.

W e conclude the paperwith sum m ary and discussion in

Sec.IV.

II. M ET H O D

Considera weighted network G ofN nodes. Connec-

tivity ofG can be represented with the weight m atrix

fJijji;j = 1;� � � ;N g,where Jij is a prescribed weight

or strength ofa link between nodes iand j ifthey are

connected or Jij = 0 otherwise. W e assum e that the

weightsare non-negative,Jij � 0,and thatthe weights

are sym m etric,Jij = Jji. For an unweighted network,

them atrix elem entstakethebinary value0 or1,and the

weightm atrix reducesto the usualadjacency m atrix.

TheFRFIM on thenetwork isde�ned with theHam il-

tonian

H = �
1

2

X

i;j

Jij�i�j �
X

i

B i�i ; (1)

where �i = � 1 is the Ising spin variable at each node

i.Thespinsinteractferrom agnetically with thecoupling

strength fJijg.They arealso coupled with thequenched

random m agnetic�eld fB ig.

The FRFIM m odelhas been studied extensively in d

dim ensionalregular lattices in order to investigate the

nature ofthe glass phase transition (see Ref.[23]and

references therein). It has also been studied to investi-

gate the disorder-driven roughening transition ofinter-

faces in disordered m edia [24]. The phase transition in

theFRFIM on com plex networkswould also beinterest-

ing,which hasnotbeen studied so far.Theissuewillbe

studied elsewhere[25].

Thespeci�cfeatureoftheFRFIM dependson thedis-

tribution of the random �eld fB ig. In this work, we

considerthesim pleyetinform ativem agnetic�led distri-

bution given by

B i =

8
<

:

+ 1 ,fori= s

� 1 ,fori= t

0 ,fori6= s;t

(2)

forcertain twonodessand t.Itam ountstoim posingthe

boundary condition that �s = + 1 and �t = � 1,which

induces frustration am ong nodes. This speci�c random

�eld distribution is adopted in order to m im ic the con-

ictasin theZacharynetwork.In theground statenodes

are separated into di�erentspin dom ains,which willbe

related tothecom m unitystructureoftheunderlyingnet-

work.
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FIG .1: Zachary karate club network. The links connecting

nodesthatare (not)in the sam e com m unity are represented

with solid (dashed)lines.Thedotted linesseparate thecom -

m unities.

Asan explicitexam ple,weconsidertheZacharykarate

club network which is illustrated in Fig.1. The node

labeled as1 (34)correspondsto the club instructor(ad-

m inistrator). They had a conict,which resulted in the

breakup.Nodesin the sideofthe adm inistratorand the

instructor after the breakup are denoted with circular

and rectangularsym bols,respectively. W ith Jij = 1 for

alllinks and the m agnetic �eld given by Eq.(2) with

s= 1 and t= 34,onecan study the FRFIM on the net-

work. Solving the ground state problem ,we found that

it has the degenerate ground states: The black (white)

nodes belong to the + (� ) spin dom ain in allground

states,whilethegray nodes(3,10,29)m ay belong to ei-

therdom ain.Notethatthespin dom ainsalm ostcoincide

with the actualshape ofthe network afterthe breakup;

allblack (white) nodes are in the side ofthe adm inis-

trator(instructor). The gray nodesare in the m arginal

state. Itisreasonable to think thatthey do notbelong

to any com m unity.In thepreviouswork [10],thenode3

wasm isclassi�ed. O ur resulthints thatitis due to the

m arginality.

Theexam pleclearlyshowsthattheFRFIM isusefulin

�nding outthe com m unity structure.Forgeneralappli-

cation,(i)one needsto know the ground state(s)ofthe

FRFIM ofEq.(1)with the quenched random m agnetic

�eld given in Eq.(2)forany nodepairofs and t.Then,

one needsto identify the setofallnodesthatbelong to

the sam e spin dom ain as s and t in allground states.

Those sets willbe called the cliques and denoted by Cs
and Ct,respectively. The num berofnodesin the clique

C willbe called the clique size and denoted by jCj. (ii)

M ore im portantly,one needs to specify the node pairs

and twhich isrelevantto the com m unity structure.An

arbitrary choiceofs and twillnotprovideany inform a-

tion on thecom m unitystructure.Forexam ple,ifwetake

s = 12 and t= 15 in the Zachary network in Fig.1,we

obtain thatCs = f12gand allothernodesarein Ct.This

m erely m eansthatthe node12 isa peripheralnode.

For(i),theground stateproblem oftheFRFIM can be
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solved exactly with thehelp ofanum ericalcom binatorial

optim ization algorithm (seeAppendix).Thisisachieved

by m apping theground stateproblem ontothem inim um

cut problem or the m axim um ow problem [26]. The

algorithm allowsusto �nd allground states,with which

wecan �nd thecliquesCs and Ct forany pairofs and t.

W e explain the detailed procedurein Appendix.

For (ii),the com m unity structure can be found from

the distribution ofthe clique sizesforallpairsofs and

t. For a certain pair of s and t, one m ay have that

jCsj� jCtj� O (1) � N . It happens when s and tare

peripheralnodesofthe network;m ostnodesare notin-

uenced bythem .Such apairdoesnotprovideanyinfor-

m ation on thecom m unity structure.O nem ay havethat

jCsj� O (1)� jCtj� O (N ). This happens when s is a

peripheralnodewhiletisinsidethebulk.ThecliquesCs
and Ct do notcorrespond to a com m unity either.O n the

contrary,onem ay havethatO (1)� jCsj� jCtj� O (N ).

Thishappensonly when there existcom m unitieswhose

sizesareoftheorderofN ,sand tarechosen am ong\in-

uential" nodes in di�erent com m unities. In this case,

we willregard the cliquesCs and Ct asthe com m unities

in the network.

In ordertodistinguish thedi�erentcases,wede�nethe

\separability" D st fora nodepairsand tastheproduct

ofthe cliquesizes,

D st = jCsj� jCtj: (3)

It rangesin the interval1 � Dst � N2=4. W e propose

thatthe com m unity structure be detected with the dis-

tribution ofthe separability D st forallpairsofs and t.

IfD st . O (N )forallpairsofs and t,then we conclude

that the network has no com m unity structure. O n the

other hand,ifD st � O (N2) for a certain pair ofs and

t,then weconcludethatthenetwork consistsofcom m u-

nities thatcan be identi�ed from the cliquesCs and Ct.

M oreover,thenodess and tm ay beregarded asinuen-

tialnodesofthecom m unities.Therefore,in ourm ethod,

theexistenceofthecom m unity structureisveri�ed with

the scaling behaviorofthe m axim um value ofthe sepa-

rability with the network size.

Fora given network size N ,the scaling can be exam -

ined with the quantity lnD st=lnN . W ithout the com -

m unity structure,itwould becloseto orm uch lessthan

1 forallnode pairs. A node pairwith lnD st=lnN > 1

indicatesthe presenceofthe com m unity structure.

III. R ESU LT S

W e test the m ethod by applying it to the Barab�asi-

Albert(BA) network [27],the Zachary karate club net-

work [10],the scienti�c collaboration network [10],and

thestock pricecorrelation network[28].In each network,

theseparabilitywascalculated forallnodepairs,and the

separability distribution was exam ined with a so-called

rank plot,where[lnD =lnN ]isplotted againsta norm al-

ized rank ofeach nodepair.Therank isassigned to each
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FIG .2: The rank plot for the separability distribution for

the BA network (a), the Zachary karate club network (b),

the scienti�c collaboration network (c),and the stock price

correlation network (d).

node pair in the ascending order ofthe separability. It

isthen norm alized so thatthe rank ofthe pairwith the

m axim um value ofthe separability isequalto 1.

TheBA networkisan unweighted network.Itisknown

thatthe BA network doesnothave a com m unity struc-

ture. W e grew a BA network ofN = 100 nodes,and

calculated the separability D st for allnode pairs. The

separability distribution ispresented with the rank plot

in Fig. 2 (a). W e �nd that the separability is clus-

tered at D st = 1 and near D st ’ N for allpairs ofs

and t,hence lnD st=lnN . 1. This con�rm s that the

BA network doesnothavethecom m unity structure(see

Fig.3 (a)),and dem onstrateswhatthe separability dis-

tribution lookslikefornetworkswithoutthe com m unity

structure.

Next we study the separability distribution of the

Zachary karate club network ofN = 34 nodes,which

is presented in Fig. 2 (b). W e found that D st . N

for allnode pairs but (1;34) and (1;33). For the pairs

(s;t)= (1;33)and (1;34),weobtained thesam ecliques,

Cs of15 nodes and Ct of16 nodes, which are m arked

with the black and the white sym bolsin Fig.1,respec-

tively (see also Fig.3 (b)). Therefore we can conclude

thatthereexisttwocom m unitiesin thenetworkand that

the node 1 isan inuentialnode ofone com m unity and

thenodes33 and 34 areoftheothercom m unity.In fact

thenodes1 and 34correspond to theclub instructorand

the adm inistrator,respectively. The detected com m uni-

tiesarein good agreem entwith the network shape after

the breakup.

W ealsoinvestigatethecom m unitystructureofalarger

and m orecom plex network.W eexam inetheunweighted

collaboration network ofN = 118 scientistsin theSanta

Fe Institute [10]. In thisnetwork,two nodes(scientists)

are linked ifthey coauthored at least one article. The

rank plotispresented in Fig.2 (c).O necan seethatthe

separability is distributed broadly,which indicates that
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the network hasm ultiple (m orethan two)com m unities.

In such a case,the com m unities can be identi�ed by

applying ourm ethod hierarchically:Firstofall,onecan

�nd the node pair (s0;t0) with the largest separability,

and the corresponding cliques Cs0 and Ct0. The clique

m ay consist ofa single com m unity or be the union of

severalsub-com m unities.In orderto investigatethesub-

structure,oneconstructsthesub-network which consists

ofallnodesand linkswithin each clique.Then,one can

apply them ethod to thesub-networks.Thiscan beper-

form ed hierarchically untila sub-network doesnothave

the com m unity structure any m ore. O r one m ay pro-

ceed with theiteration only when thesubnetwork sizeis

equalto orlargerthan a threshold value m .The result-

ing cliquescan then beidenti�ed ascom m unitiesup to a

resolution m .

W ith the hierarchicalapplication ofour m ethod,we

�nd the com m unity structure ofthe scienti�c collabora-

tion network as shown in Fig.3 (c). Here,we identify

allcom m unities whose size are equalto or larger than

m = 5. The com m unity structure isin good agreem ent

with thatfound in Ref.[10].

O ur m ethod is also applicable to weighted networks.

Asan exam ple ofweighted networks,we study the eco-

nom ic network of137 com paniesin the New York Stock

Exchange m arket. The network is constructed through

thestock pricereturn correlation between thecom panies

forthe 21 yearperiod from 1983 to 2003 [28].W ith the

stock price Pi(t)ofa com pany iattim e t,the return is

given by R i(t) = lnPi(t+ �t)� lnP i(t) with the unit

tim e interval�t taken to be one day. Then,the stock

pricecorrelation isgiven by

Cij =
h(R i� hRii)(R j � hRji)i

q

(hR 2
ii� hRii

2)(hR 2
ji� hRji

2)
;

wheretheangularbracketindicatesthetim eaverageover

theperiod.Itsvaluerangesin theinterval� 1 � Cij � 1,

and is large for strongly correlated com pany pairs. It

has been shown that the structuralinform ation ofthe

econom ic system is encoded in the correlation m atrix

fCijg [8,29].

In orderto apply ourm ethod,allweightsarerequired

to benon-negative.Hence,weassum ethattheweightis

given by Jij = eaC ij with a positive constanta taken to

be20.Theweightsarepositiveforallpairsofnodes,and

the econom ic network isfully connected.The separabil-

ity distribution is shown in the rank plot in Fig.2 (d).

As in the collaboration network,there are severalnon-

trivialseparability levels. W e identi�ed allcom m unities

whosesizeisequalto orlargerthan 3 with the sam ehi-

erarchicalm ethod asin the collaboration network. The

resulting shapeofthenetwork isillustrated in Fig.3 (d).

W e con�rm ed thatthe com m unitiesareform ed by com -

panies in the sam e industrialsector. For exam ple,the

largestcom m unity consistsof13com paniesin theenergy

sector. This study shows that our m ethod works well

forweighted networks.W enotethatm any nodes(white

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

FIG .3:(Coloronline)Thecom m unitystructureof(a)theBA

m odelnetwork (N = 100),(b)the Zachary karate club net-

work (N = 34),(c)the scienti�c collaboration network (N =

118),and (d)thestock correlation network (N = 137).Nodes

in di�erent com m unities are distinguished with color. The

white sym bolsrepresentthe m arginalnodes.

sym bols)rem ainunclassi�ed.W eattributeittothefully-

connectednessofthe network.

IV . C O N C LU SIO N S

In this paper we have proposed the m ethod for �nd-

ing outthe com m unity structureofgeneralnetworks.It

isachieved by studying the ground state problem ofthe

FRFIM on the networks with the m agnetic �eld distri-

bution given in Eq.(2) for two arbitrary nodes s and

t. The cliques Cs and Ct are de�ned as the sets ofall

nodesthatbelong to thesam espin dom ainsassand tin

allpossible degenerate ground states,respectively. The

com m unitystructureisthen m anifested in thecliquepat-

tern forthe pairwith the m axim um valueofthesepara-

bility D st de�ned in Eq.(3). O urm ethod is m otivated

from theobservationon theZacharykarateclub network,

which showsthatthe resulting shape ofthe network af-

terbreakup isdeterm ined by the underlying com m unity

structure. In ourm ethod,the response ofthe networks

subjectto schism issim ulated with the FRFIM .

In ourm ethod onecan verify theexistenceofthecom -

m unity structure of a given network with the scaling

property ofthe separability:Ifthe separability scalesas

D st . O (N )forallnodepairsasin theBA network,the

network doesnothavethecom m unity structure.O n the

other hand,ifD st � O (N2) for a certain pair ofs and

t,onecan concludethatthenetwork hasthecom m unity

structureand thatthenodessand tareinuentialnodes

in each com m unity.Anotheradvantageofourm ethod is

thatitcan be applied to both unweighted and weighted

networks.Figure3showstheperform anceofthem ethod

in real-world networks.

O neoftheweak pointsofourm ethod isthetim ecom -
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plexity.Practically theground stateproblem oftheFR-

FIM in sparsenetworksofN nodeshasthetim ecom plex-

ity ofO (N �) with � ’ 1:2 [26]. Since one has to solve

the ground state problem s for allm agnetic �eld distri-

butions, the totaltim e com plexity scales as O (N 2+ �).

Hence,in the practicalsense,our m ethod is lim ited to

networks ofup to a few thousands ofnodes. O ne m ay

avoidthetim ecom plexityproblem iftheim portantnodes

are known a priori. In the network theory,im portance

ofnodescan be m easured by,e.g.,the degreeorthe be-

tweennesscentrality.Hopefully thecom m unity structure

oflargenetworkscan bestudied ifoneincorporatessuch

im portancem easureinto ourm ethod.
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A P P EN D IX A :M IN IM U M C U T A N D

M A X IM U M FLO W P R O B LEM

ThisAppendix isintended to introduce the com bina-

torialoptim ization algorithm solving the ground state

problem ofthe FRFIM .For m ore rigorous description,

wereferthe readersto Ref.[26].

Considera network G ofN nodeswith the sym m etric

weight m atrix fJij � 0g (i;j = 1;� � � ;N ). The ferro-

m agnetic random �eld Ising m odelon G is de�ned by

the Ham iltonian in Eq.(1) with the quenched random

m agnetic �eld fB ig. The ground state is the spin con-

�guration that has the m inim um energy am ong all2N

con�gurations.O nem ight�nd theground stateby enu-

m erating allspin con�gurations,which isobviously tim e

consum ing and ine�cient. W e willexplain the e�cient

way forsolving the ground state problem .

Itisusefultointroducea capacitated network denoted

by G 0:Having allnodesand linksofG ,G 0 containstwo

additionalnodesS,called the source,and T,called the

sink,and additionallinksbetween the source(sink)and

thenodeswith thepositive(negative)m agnetic�eld.G 0

is also a weighted network with the sym m etric weight

m atrixfc�� g(�;� = S;T;1;� � � ;N ).Foralink(ij)from

theoriginalnetwork G ,theweightisgiven by cij = 2Jij.

Fortheadditionallink theweightisgiven by cSi = B ifor

alliwith B i > 0and ciT = jB ijforalliwith B i < 0.The

weightofthe network G 0 is usually called the capacity.

Figure 4 illustratesthe relation between a network G of

fournodesfa;b;c;dg and the corresponding capacitated

network G 0.

In thecapacitated network G 0wede�nea ST-cutasa

decom position ofallnodesinto two disjointsetsS and T

with S 2 S and T 2 T .Itwillbedenoted by [S;T ].For

a given [S;T ],som e linksconnectnodesin the di�erent

1 2
3

1

d

b

c

−4
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6
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2
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6
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S T

4

4
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ZY

(c)(b)(a)

FIG .4: (a)A network G with 4 nodes(�lled circles) and 4

links (lines) for the FRFIM .Figures represent the m agnetic

�eldsand theinteraction strengths,respectively.(b)Thecor-

responding capacitated network G
0 with the link capacities.

(c)Them axim um -ow con�guration with v
?
= 8.Thedotted

lines represent saturated links with x
?
�� = c�� . The dashed

linesX ,Y ,and Z representboundariesassociated with ST-

cuts.

sets.Thesetofsuch linksform stheboundary ofthecut,

which isdenoted by (S;T )= f(��)j� 2 S;� 2 T g.The

cutcapacity C [S;T ]isthen de�ned asthe totalsum of

the capacity ofthe boundary links,thatis,

C [S;T ]=
X

(��)2(S;T )

c�� : (A1)

Figure4 showssom eexam plesofthecut.Theboundary

denoted byX isassociated with acut[fS;a;b;cg;fT;dg],

whosecutcapacity is14.

There exists one-to-one correspondence between the

Ising spin con�guration on the weighted network G and

the cut [S;T ] of the capacitated network G 0. It is

achievedbyassigning�i = + 1(� 1)forallnodesiin S(T )

and vice versa. Hence,the sets S and T correspond to

up and down spin dom ains,respectively,and thebound-

ary (S;T ) corresponds to the spin dom ain wall. Fur-

therm ore,one can easily verify thatthe energy E ofthe

FRFIM ofa spin con�guration f�ig and thecutcapacity

C [S;T ]satisfy the relation

E (f�ig)= C [S;T ]+ E 0 (A2)

whereE 0 = �
P

i;j
Jij=2�

P

i
jB ij=2.Therefore,solving

the ground state ofthe FRFIM on G is equivalent to

�nding the optim alST-cuton G 0 whose cutcapacity is

m inim um .Itiscalled the m inim um cutproblem .

The m inim um cutproblem can be furtherm apped on

to the m axim um ow problem : O n the capacitated net-

work G 0,a ow isto denotea setofow variablesfx�� g

de�ned foralllinksin G 0which aresubjectto a capacity

constraint

0� x�� � c�� (A3)

and a m assbalanceconstraint

X

�

0

x�� �
X

�

0

x�� = v�(�;S)� v�(�;T): (A4)

Here
P

0
m eansa sum overalladjacentnodesof�,�()

denotestheK ronecker� sym bol,and v isa non-negative
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param eter. The m ass balance constraint allows us to

interprettheow fx�� gasaconserved ux con�guration

ofa,e.g.,uid which isoriginated from the sourceS by

the am ountofv and targeted to the sink T through the

network G 0.

Due to the capacity constraint,there existsthe upper

bound in v, beyond which a ow satisfying Eqs.(A3)

and (A4)doesnotexist. Then,the question thatarises

naturally is to �nd the m axim um value v? and the cor-

responding ow fx?
��
g thatcan bedelivered.Thisisthe

m axim um ow problem .

Thecelebrated m ax-ow/m in-cuttheorem ofFord and

Fulkerson [30]statesthatforagiven capacitated network

G 0,the m axim um ow v? is equalto the m inim um cut

capacity,thatisto say,

v
? = m in

[S;T ]
C [S;T ]: (A5)

The rigorous proof of the theorem can be found else-

where[26].Intuitively the theorem statesthatthe m ax-

im um ow is lim ited by the bottleneck in the network

whosecapacity isgiven by the m inim um cutcapacity.

Them axim um ow problem can besolved num erically

in a polynom ialtim e with the augm enting path algo-

rithm orthe preow-push/relabelalgorithm [26,30]. In

the augm enting path algorithm ,one repeatedly searches

fora path from S to T via unsaturated (x�� < c�� )links

and updatesfx�� g by augm enting owsalong the path.

W hen theaugm enting path doesnotexistany m ore,the

resulting ow correspondsto the m axim um ow con�g-

uration. The preow-push/relabelalgorithm is a m ore

sophisticated and e�cientalgorithm .

O ncethem axim um ow con�guration fx?
��
g isfound,

them inim um cutisconstructed easily.LetSS betheset

ofallnodesofG 0 thatcan be reachable from the source

S only through unsaturated (x?
��

< c�� )links.Trivially,

SS doesnotincludethesink T,sincetheredoesnotexist

anyaugm entingpath in them axim um ow con�guration.

Hence,the setSS and its com plem ent SS de�nes a cut

[SS;SS],which isindeed a m inim um cutofG 0.

O ne m ay �nd the m inim um cutalternatively. LetTT
be the setofallnodesofG 0 thatcan be reachable from

thesink T only through unsaturated links.Then,TT and

its com plem ent TT de�nes a cut [TT ;TT ],which is also

the m inim um cut.

The two cuts [SS;SS]and [TT ;TT ]m ay be di�erent,

which im pliesthatthecorrespondingFRFIM hasdegen-

erate ground states.In thatcase,alldegenerate ground

statescan befound system atically [26].In thiswork,we

are interested in the spins that are �xed in allground

states. O ne can easily verify thatallnodesi2 SS (TT )

exceptforS (T)arein thespin state�i = + 1 (� 1)in all

ground states. The othernodesj =2 SS and TT m ay be

in eitherstate �j = � 1.

W e provide an exam ple illustrating the m apping be-

tween the FRFIM and the m axim um ow or the m in-

im um cut problem in Fig.4. The m axim um ow con-

�guration is depicted in Fig.4 (c) with the m axim um

ow v? = 8.Thelinksdrawn with dotted linesaresatu-

rated (x?
��

= c�� ).The setsofallnodesthatare reach-

able from S and T through unsaturated links are given

by SS = fS;ag and TT = fT;b;dg.They yield the m ini-

m um cuts[SS;SS]and [TT ;TT ]whose boundariesareY

and Z,respectively.Hence,one �ndsthat�a = + 1 and

�b = �d = � 1 in alldegenerateground states.Thenode

c doesnotbelong to neither SS norTT . Hence �c m ay

be either+ 1 or� 1.

In the present work, we consider the FRFIM on a

weighted network G with the speci�c m agnetic�eld dis-

tribution given in Eq.(2)fora certain node pairs and

t.Then,weneed to �nd thecliqueCs (Ct)ofs (t)which

isthe setofallnodesthatare in the sam e spin state as

s (t)in the ground state.W e sum m arize the m ethod to

�nd the cliques:

1.Constructthe capacitated network G 0.

2.Find them axim um ow con�guration fx?�� g using

the num ericalalgorithm s.

3.Find thesetSS (TT )ofallnodesthatarereachable

from S (T)through unsaturated linkswith x?�� <

c�� .

4.Then,the cliquesare given by Cs = SS � fSg and

Ct = TT � fTg.

After �nding the cliques,the com m unity structure can

be investigated with the m ethod explained in Sec.II.
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