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A bstract. {

The graph of communities is a network em erging above the level of lndividual nodes In
the hierarchical organisation of a com plex system . In this graph the nodes correspond to
com m unities (highly interconnected subgraphs, also called m odules or clusters), and the links
refer to m em bers shared by two comm unities. O ur analysis indicates that the developm ent
of this m odular structure is driven by preferential attachm ent, in com plete analogy w ith the
grow th of the underlying network of nodes. W e study how the links between com m unities are
bom in a grow ing co-authorship network, and introduce a sin ple m odel for the dynam ics of
overlapping com m unities.

Introduction. { A wideclassofcom plex system soccurring from the levelofcells to society
can be descrlbbed in tem s of netw orks capturing the Intricate web of connections am ong the
unis they are m ade of. G raphs corresponding to these real networks exhibit unexpected
non-trivial properties, e g., new kinds of degree distributions, anom alous diam eter, spreading
phenom ena, clustering coe cient, and correlations [L{5]. In recent years, there has been
a quickly grow Ing interest in the structural sub-units of com plex networks, associated w ith
more highly interconnected parts [6{18]. These sets of nodes are usually called clusters,
com m unities, cohesive groups, or m odules, w ith no w idely accepted, unigque de nition. Such
buiding blocks (functionally related proteins [19,20], lndustrial sectors R1], groups of people
[L4,22], cooperative players 23,24], etc.) can play a crucialrole In form ing the structuraland
functionalproperties ofthe nvolved netw orks. O n the otherhand, the presence ofcom m unities
In networks is a relkevant and informm ative signature of the hierarchical nature of com plex
system s [19,25,26].

T ypically, the com m unities In a com plex system are not isolated from each other, nstead,
they have overlaps, e g., a protein can be part ofm ore than one finctionaluni R7], and people
can be m embers in di erent social groups at the sam e tin e 28]. This ocbservation naturally
leadsto thede nition ofthe com m unity graph: a netw ork representing the connectionsbetw een
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the com m unities, w ith the nodes referring to com m unities and links corresponding to shared
m em bers betw een the com m unities. A ccordingly, the com m unity degree d°°® ofa comm unity
is given by the num ber of other com m unities it overlapsw ith, and is equalto the degree ofthe
corresponding node in the com m unity graph. T he studies of the relevant statistics descrbing
the communiy graph (ie., the degree distrbution, clistering etc.) of real networks have
Just begun R9]. So far, In the netw orks investigated, the com m unity degree distrbution was
shown to decay exponentially for low and asa power law for higher com m unity degree values.
Thism eans that fat tailed degree distributions appear at two lvels in the hierarchy of these
system s: both at the level of nodes (the underlying netw orks are scale free), and at the level
ofthe comm uniies aswell

P referential attachm ent is a key concept in the eld of scale-free networks. In a w ide range
of graph m odels the basic m echanism behind the em erging power law degree distribution is
that the new nodes attach to the old onesw ith probability proportionalto their degree R{4].
Furthem ore, In earlier works the occurrence of preferential attachm ent was directly dem on—
strated in severalrealw orld netw orksw ih scale free degree distribution [B0{32]. T he cbserved
fat tails in the degree distrbution of the com m uniy graphs indicate that the m echanian of
preferential attachm ent could be present at the kevel of comm unities aswell. Our ain in the
present m anuscript is to exam ine the attachm ent statistics of com m unities in order to clarify
this question. O ur Investigations focus on the developm ent of the com m unities in the grow ing
co—authorship network of the Los A Jam os cond-m at eprint archive B3], in which the nodes
correspond to authors, and two authors becom e linked if they publish an article together. By
studying the tim e evolution of this system ,we investigate the dynam ics of the new commu-—
nity links. For exam ple, when a previously unlinked com m unity is attached to another one,
w hat are the size and com m uniy degree statistics of that other com m unity? A nother, closely
related issue addressed in this paper is the appearance of new m em bers in the com m unities.
T he size distribution of the com m uniies was found to be a powerJaw in the system to be
Investigated R9]. Thus it isnaturalto address questions such as: W hat happenswhen a node
belonging to none of the com m uniies suddenly pins a communiy? W hat are the size and
com m unity degree statistics of the com m unity chosen?

The communities. { In the present work we study the dynam ics of the com m unities In
the Los A lam os cond-m at eprint archive [33], In which an article w th n authors contrbutes
with @ 1) ' to the weight of the links between every pairs of its authors. (T he dataset
contains altogether 30739 nodes and 136065 links). The com m unities are extracted w ith the
C lique Percolation M ethod (CPM ) R9,34] at each tim e step, using the CF inder package
freely downloadable from [(35]. Each tin e step corresponds to one m onth, and the data set
contained 143 tin e steps from February 1992 to April 2004). The communities obtained
by the CPM correspond to k-clique percolation clusters in the network. The k-cliques are
com plte subgraphs of size k (iIn which each node is connected to every other nodes). A
k—clique percolation cluster is a subgraph containing k-cliques that can all reach each other
through chains ofk-clique ad pcency, w here tw o k—cliques are said to be ad-pcent if they share
k 1 nodes. T he k—clique percolation clisters can be best visualised w ith the help ofk-clique
tem plates, that are ob Fcts isom orphic to a com plete graph of k vertices. Such a tem plate
can be placed onto any k—clique In the graph, and rolled to an adpoent k-clique by relocating
one of its vertices and keeping its other k 1 vertices xed. Thus, the k—clique percolation
clusters (k-clique com m unities) of a graph are all those subgraphs that can be fully explored
by rolling a k—clique tem plate In them but cannot be kft by this tem plate.

The m ain advantages of this comm unity de niion are that i is not too restrictive, it is
local, it isbased on the density of the links and i allow s overlaps between the com m unities:
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a node can be part of several k—clique percolation clusters at the sam e tin e. T he num ber of
com m unities a given node ibelongs to shall be referred to as the m embership numberm ; of
the node from now on.
W hen applied to weighted netw orks (such as the present co-authorship network), the CPM

m ethod has tw o param eters: the k—clique size k, and a weight threshold ! (links weaker than
! are ignored). T he criterion used to x these param eters isbased on nding a com m unity
structure as highly structured as possbl. In the present paper we stick to the optimal
param eter valies found in earlier studies of the sam e co-authorship network R9], given by
k=6and ! = 0.

D eterm ining attachm ent prokabilities. { The m ethod presented below can be applied in
general to any em pirical study of an attachm ent process where the m ain goal is to decide
w hether the attachm ent is uniform or preferential w ith respect to a certain property (€9.,
degree, size, etc.) of the attached ob Ects (9., nodes, comm unities etc.). If the process is
uniform w ith respect to a property ,then obectswih a given are chosen at a rate given
by the distribution of am ongst the available ob fcts. H ow ever, ifthe attachm ent m echanisn
prefers high (or ow) values, then ob gcts with high (or low) are chosen wih a higher
rate com pared to the distrdbution of the available ob fcts. To m onitor this enhancem ent,
one can construct the cum ulative distrlbution Py ( ) of the available ob fcts at each tim e
step t, together w ith the un-nom alised cum ulative distribution ofthe ob fcts chosen by the
process between t and t+ 1, denoted by W) t+1 (). The value ofwy, 1 ( ) at a given
equals to the num ber of ob cts chosen In the processbetween tand t+ 1, that had a value
larger than at t. To detect deviations from uniform attachm ent, it is best to accum ulate
the ratio ofwy; 1 () and Py ( ) during the tin e evolution to obtain

RS th' w1 ()
W = _ 1
() B.() 1)

t=0
Ifthe attachm ent isuniform w ith respectto ,thenW ( ) becomesa at function. H owever, if
W () isan increasing fiinction, then the ob ectsw ith large are favoured, if i is a decreasing
function, the cb ectswih snall are favoured in the attachm ent process. T he advantage of
this approach is that the rate-lke variable wy 1 () associated to the tin e step between t
and t+ 1 isalways com pared to the Py ( ) distrdbution at t. ThereforeW ( ) isable to indicate
preference (or the absence of preference) even when Py () is slow Iy changing in tine (as in
the case of the com m uniy degree in the co-authorship netw ork under investigation).
W e have tested the above m ethod on sinulated graphs grown w ith known attachm ent
m echanism s, i) uniform attachm ent (hew nodes are attached to a random Iy selected old node),
1i) linear preferential attachm ent (hew nodes are attached to old ones with a probabiliy
proportionalto the degree), iii) and antipreferential attachm ent (new nodes are attached to
the old ones with a probability proportional to exp( d), where d is the degree). In these
cases the degree d of the ndividual nodes plays the role of the param eter . For each tine
step, we recorded the cum ulative degree distribution of the nodes P+ (d), together w ith the
num ber ofnodes gaining new linksw ih a degree higherthan a given d, labelled by wy; 4+ 1 d).
By sum nbjng the ratio of these two functions along the tin e evolution of the system one gets
W d) = E‘Lao" ! Wi 1 @)=Prd). n glla.weshow the em piricalresults forW (d) cbtained
for the sim ulated netw orks grown w ith the three di erent attachm ent rules. T he curves re ect
the di erence betw een the three cases very well: for the uniform attachm ent probability W (d)
is at, Porthe preferential attachm ent W (d) is clearly Increasing, and for the antipreferential
attachm ent W (d) isdecreasing. W e have also calculated the attachm ent statistics ofthe nodes
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Fig.1l { a) TheW (d) function for networks grown w ith known attachm ent rules: uniform probability
(squares), linear preferential attachm ent (open circles), and antipreferential attachm ent (diam onds).
b) TheW (d) function in the co-authorship network of the Los A lam os cond-m at archive.

in the studied co-authorship network. As it can be seen in g[lb., the corresponding W (d)
curve is increasing, therefore preferential attachm ent is present at the level of nodes in the
system .

Results. { In case ofthe com m unities of the Investigated co-authorship network, the two
properties to be substituted In place of are the com m unity degree d°°™ and the commu-—
niy size s, therefore, the cum ulative com m unity size distrbution P: (s) and the cum ulative
comm uniy degree distrbution Py (d*°™ ) were recorded at each time step t. To study the
establishm ent of the new com m unity links, we constructed the un-nom alised cum ulative size
distribution W ¢+ 1 (S) and the unnom alised cum ulative degree distrdbbution wey 41 A" )
of the com m unities gaining new com m unity links to previously unlinked comm unities. T he
value of these distribbutions at a given s (or given d*°™ ) is equal to the num ber of unlinked
com m unities at t that establish a comm uniy link between tand t+ 1 w ith a comm uniy larger
than s (or having larger degree than d°°™ ) at t. By accum ulating the ratio of the rate-like
variables and the corresponding distributions we obtain

toygx 1 tmyx 1
RSO Wy e Melwa @) 2
Pe) P (@m)

t=0 t=0

For the investigation of the appearance of new m em bers in the com m uniies, we recorded
the un-nom alised com m unity size distrdbution ot ++ 1 (S) and the un-nom alised com m uniy
degree distribution Wy, ¢+ 1 (A" ) of the com m unities gaining new m em bers (pelonging previ-
ously to none of the com m unities) between t and t+ 1. T he corresponding distributions that
can be used to detect deviations from the uniform attachm ent are

toyex 1

thX 1 com
W) d
® ) = el e 1 )

B w1 6) ®o@) = — 3
Pt (S) Pt (dCOm )

=0 =0

h gDha.we show theem piricalW (s) and®W (s) fiinctions, whereasin gl . the em pirical
W @) and W @™ ) are displayed. A 1l four functions are clarly increasing, therefore we
can draw the follow Ing in portant conclusions:
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W hen a previously unlinked com m unity establishes a new com m unity link, com m unities
w ith Jarge size and large degree are selected w ith enhanced probability from the available
other com m unities.

W hen a node previously belonging to none of the com m unities pins a com m uniy, com —
m unities w ith large size and large degree are selected w ith enhanced probability from
the available com m unities.
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Fig.2 { a) TheW (s) and W (s) functions for the com m unities of the co-authorship network of the
Los A lam os cond-m at eprint archive. b) TheW @™ ) and ® (d°°" ) functions of the sam e netw ork.
T he Increasing nature of these finctions indicates preferential attachm ent at the level of com m unities
in the system .

W e note that the com m unity size and the com m unity degree are strongly for higher sizes
and degrees: large com m unities have large com m unity degree and vice versa. T herefore, ifone
observes an attachm ent m echanisn that is preferentialw ith respect to either the com m uniy
size, or the com m unity degree, than it must be preferential for both of them .

A toymodel { In this section we outline a sim ple m odel for the grow th of overlapping
communities, n which the preferential attachm ent of the node to comm unities resuls in
the em ergence of a comm unity system with scaling comm unity size and community degree
distrbution. W e note that when using the wellknow n m odelsbased on preferentialattachm ent
solkly between the nodes R{4], the resulting graph contains no comm unities at allatk = 6.

In ourm odel the underlying netw ork between the nodes is left unspeci ed, the focus is on
the content of the com m unities. D uring the tim e evolution, sin ilarly to the m odels published
in B6{38],new m em bersm ay pin the already existing com m uniies, and new com m uniiesm ay
em erge aswell. Thenew nodes introduced to the system choose their com m un iy preferentially
w ith the communiy size, therefore the size distrbution of the com m unities is expected to
develop into a powerdaw . The appearance of the new communiy links orighates in new
nodes pining several com m uniies at the sam e tin e. T he detailed rules of the m odel are the
follow Ing:

T he initial state of the m odel is a sm all set of com m unities w ith random size.

T he new nodes are added to the system separately. For each new node i, a m em bership
m; isdrawn from a Poissonean distribution w ith an expectation value of



6 EUROPHYSICS LETTERS

Ifm; 1, communities are succeedingly chosen w ith probabilities proportionalto their
sizes, untilm ; is reached, and the node i pins the chosen com m unities sim ulaneously.

Ifm; = 0, the node i pins the group of unclassi ed vertices.

W hen the ratio r of the group of unclassi ed nodes com pared to the total num ber of
nodes N exceeds a certain lin it r , a num ber of g vertices from the group establish a
new communiy. O bviously, gmust be an aller than N r even In the inital state).

To be ablk to com pare the results of the m odel w th the communiy structure of the co—
authorship netw ork, the runs were stopped when the num ber of nodes in the m odel reached
the size of the co-authorship netw ork.

O ur experience showed that the m odel is quite insensitive to changes in r or g, and is
the only In portant param eter. For small values ( < 0:3) the resulting comm unity degree
distrlbution is truncated, whereas when  is too large ( > 1), a giant community wih
abnom ally lJarge com m uniy degree appears. For ntem ediate values 03 < < 1), the
comm uniy size{ and com m unity degree distributions becom e fat tailed, sin ilarly to the co—
authorship network. Tn g[3. we show the cum ulative com m unity size distribution P (s) and
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Fig.3 { a) the cum ulative com m unity size distrbution P (s) (open circles) in ourmodelat = 0:6

follow s a power-law wih an exponent of 1:4 (straight line) (b) the cum ulative com m uniy degree
distrbution P (d°™ ) ( lled circles) in our m odel at the same . The tail of this distrbution Hllow s
the sam e power-law as the com m unity size distrdbbution (straight line), sin ilarly to the com m unities
found iIn the coauthorship network R9].

the cum ulative com m unity degree distribution P (d°°™ ) of the com m unities obtained in our
modelat = 0:6. (Changes in the param eters r and g only shifts these curves, their shape
rem ains unchanged). O ur m odel grasps the relevant statistical properties of the com m unity
structure in the coauthorship network 9] quite well: the com m unity size distrdbution and
the tail of the com m uniy degree distribution follow a power-law w ith the sam e exponent.

Conclusions. { W e studied the evolution of the community graph In a grow ing co—
authorship network. W e found that sin ilar processes control the grow th of the system at
di erent levels In the hierarchy, as the growth of the com m unities, the developm ent of the
comm uniy graph and the growth of the underlying network are all driven by preferential
attachm ent. Inspired by these results, we Introduced a sinple m odel for the dynam ics of
overlapping com m unities leading to scaling size{ and com m unity degree distrbution.
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