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A bstract. {

The graph ofcom m unities is a network em erging above the levelofindividualnodes 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 odulesorclusters),and the links

refer to m em bers shared by two com m unities. O ur analysis indicates that the developm ent

ofthis m odular structure is driven by preferentialattachm ent,in com plete analogy with the

growth ofthe underlying network ofnodes.W e study how the linksbetween com m unitiesare

born in a growing co-authorship network,and introduce a sim ple m odelfor the dynam ics of

overlapping com m unities.

Introduction.{ A wideclassofcom plexsystem soccurringfrom thelevelofcellstosociety

can be described in term sofnetworkscapturing the intricate web ofconnectionsam ong the

units they are m ade of. G raphs corresponding to these realnetworks exhibit unexpected

non-trivialproperties,e.g.,new kindsofdegreedistributions,anom alousdiam eter,spreading

phenom ena, clustering coe�cient, and correlations [1{5]. In recent years,there has been

a quickly growing interest in the structuralsub-units ofcom plex networks,associated with

m ore highly interconnected parts [6{18]. These sets of nodes are usually called clusters,

com m unities,cohesive groups,orm odules,with no widely accepted,unique de�nition. Such

building blocks(functionally related proteins[19,20],industrialsectors[21],groupsofpeople

[14,22],cooperativeplayers[23,24],etc.) can play a crucialrolein form ing thestructuraland

functionalpropertiesoftheinvolvednetworks.O n theotherhand,thepresenceofcom m unities

in networks is a relevant and inform ative signature of the hierarchical nature of com plex

system s[19,25,26].

Typically,thecom m unitiesin a com plex system arenotisolated from each other,instead,

they haveoverlaps,e.g.,aprotein can bepartofm orethan onefunctionalunit[27],and people

can be m em bersin di�erentsocialgroupsatthe sam e tim e [28]. Thisobservation naturally

leadstothede�nition ofthecom m unitygraph:anetworkrepresentingtheconnectionsbetween
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the com m unities,with the nodesreferring to com m unitiesand linkscorresponding to shared

m em bersbetween thecom m unities.Accordingly,thecom m unity degreedcom ofa com m unity

isgiven by thenum berofothercom m unitiesitoverlapswith,and isequalto thedegreeofthe

corresponding nodein thecom m unity graph.Thestudiesoftherelevantstatisticsdescribing

the com m unity graph (i.e., the degree distribution,clustering etc.) ofrealnetworks have

justbegun [29].So far,in the networksinvestigated,the com m unity degree distribution was

shown to decay exponentially forlow and asa powerlaw forhighercom m unity degreevalues.

Thism eansthatfattailed degreedistributionsappearattwo levelsin the hierarchy ofthese

system s:both atthe levelofnodes(the underlying networksare scalefree),and atthe level

ofthe com m unitiesaswell.

Preferentialattachm entisa key conceptin the�eld ofscale-freenetworks.In a widerange

ofgraph m odelsthe basic m echanism behind the em erging powerlaw degree distribution is

thatthenew nodesattach to theold oneswith probability proportionalto theirdegree[2{4].

Furtherm ore,in earlierworksthe occurrence ofpreferentialattachm entwasdirectly dem on-

strated in severalrealworld networkswith scalefreedegreedistribution [30{32].Theobserved

fattailsin the degree distribution ofthe com m unity graphsindicate thatthe m echanism of

preferentialattachm entcould be presentatthe levelofcom m unitiesaswell.O uraim in the

presentm anuscriptisto exam inetheattachm entstatisticsofcom m unitiesin orderto clarify

thisquestion.O urinvestigationsfocuson thedevelopm entofthecom m unitiesin thegrowing

co-authorship network ofthe LosAlam oscond-m ate-printarchive [33],in which the nodes

correspond to authors,and two authorsbecom elinked ifthey publish an articletogether.By

studying the tim e evolution ofthis system ,we investigate the dynam ics ofthe new com m u-

nity links. Forexam ple,when a previously unlinked com m unity isattached to anotherone,

whatarethesizeand com m unity degreestatisticsofthatothercom m unity? Another,closely

related issue addressed in thispaperisthe appearance ofnew m em bersin the com m unities.

The size distribution ofthe com m unities was found to be a power-law in the system to be

investigated [29].Thusitisnaturalto addressquestionssuch as:W hathappenswhen a node

belonging to none ofthe com m unities suddenly joins a com m unity? W hat are the size and

com m unity degreestatisticsofthe com m unity chosen?

The com m unities. { In the presentwork we study the dynam icsofthe com m unitiesin

the LosAlam oscond-m ate-printarchive[33],in which an articlewith n authorscontributes

with (n � 1)�1 to the weight ofthe links between every pairs ofits authors. (The dataset

containsaltogether30739 nodesand 136065 links). The com m unitiesare extracted with the

Clique Percolation M ethod (CPM ) [29,34]at each tim e step, using the CFinder package

freely downloadable from [35]. (Each tim e step correspondsto one m onth,and the data set

contained 143 tim e steps from February 1992 to April2004). The com m unities obtained

by the CPM correspond to k-clique percolation clusters in the network. The k-cliques are

com plete subgraphs ofsize k (in which each node is connected to every other nodes). A

k-clique percolation cluster isa subgraph containing k-cliquesthatcan allreach each other

through chainsofk-cliqueadjacency,wheretwo k-cliquesaresaid to beadjacentifthey share

k� 1 nodes.Thek-cliquepercolation clusterscan bebestvisualised with thehelp ofk-clique

tem plates,that are objects isom orphic to a com plete graph ofk vertices. Such a tem plate

can beplaced onto any k-cliquein thegraph,and rolled to an adjacentk-cliqueby relocating

one ofits verticesand keeping its otherk � 1 vertices�xed. Thus,the k-clique percolation

clusters(k-clique com m unities)ofa graph areallthose subgraphsthatcan be fully explored

by rolling a k-cliquetem plate in them butcannotbe leftby thistem plate.

The m ain advantagesofthis com m unity de�nition are thatitisnottoo restrictive,itis

local,itisbased on the density ofthe linksand itallowsoverlapsbetween the com m unities:



P.Pollner,G .Palla and T .V icsek:Preferential attachment of communities 3

a node can be partofseveralk-clique percolation clustersatthe sam e tim e. The num berof

com m unitiesa given node ibelongsto shallbe referred to asthe m em bership num berm i of

the node from now on.

W hen applied toweighted networks(such asthepresentco-authorship network),theCPM

m ethod hastwo param eters:thek-cliquesizek,and a weightthreshold !� (linksweakerthan

!� are ignored).The criterion used to �x these param etersisbased on �nding a com m unity

structure as highly structured as possible. In the present paper we stick to the optim al

param eter values found in earlier studies ofthe sam e co-authorship network [29],given by

k = 6 and !� = 0:1.

Determ ining attachm entprobabilities. { The m ethod presented below can be applied in

generalto any em piricalstudy ofan attachm ent process where the m ain goalis to decide

whether the attachm ent is uniform or preferentialwith respect to a certain property (e.g.,

degree,size,etc.) ofthe attached objects (e.g.,nodes,com m unities etc.). Ifthe process is

uniform with respectto a property �,then objectswith a given � are chosen ata rate given

by thedistribution of� am ongsttheavailableobjects.However,iftheattachm entm echanism

prefers high (or low) � values,then objects with high (or low) � are chosen with a higher

rate com pared to the � distribution ofthe available objects. To m onitorthis enhancem ent,

one can construct the cum ulative � distribution Pt(�) ofthe available objects at each tim e

step t,togetherwith theun-norm alised cum ulative� distribution oftheobjectschosen by the

processbetween tand t+ 1,denoted by wt! t+ 1(�). The value ofwt! t+ 1(�
�)ata given ��

equalsto thenum berofobjectschosen in theprocessbetween tand t+ 1,thathad a � value

largerthan �� att. To detectdeviationsfrom uniform attachm ent,itisbestto accum ulate

the ratio ofwt! t+ 1(�)and Pt(�)during the tim e evolution to obtain

W (�)=

tm ax�1X

t= 0

wt! t+ 1(�)

Pt(�)
: (1)

Iftheattachm entisuniform with respectto�,then W (�)becom esa
atfunction.However,if

W (�)isan increasing function,then theobjectswith large� arefavoured,ifitisa decreasing

function,the objectswith sm all� arefavoured in the attachm entprocess.The advantageof

this approach isthatthe rate-like variable wt! t+ 1(�)associated to the tim e step between t

and t+ 1 isalwayscom pared to thePt(�)distribution att.ThereforeW (�)isableto indicate

preference (or the absence ofpreference)even when Pt(�) is slowly changing in tim e (as in

the caseofthe com m unity degreein the co-authorship network underinvestigation).

W e have tested the above m ethod on sim ulated graphs grown with known attachm ent

m echanism s,i)uniform attachm ent(new nodesareattached toarandom lyselected old node),

ii) linear preferentialattachm ent (new nodes are attached to old ones with a probability

proportionalto the degree),iii)and anti-preferentialattachm ent(new nodesareattached to

the old ones with a probability proportionalto exp(� d),where d is the degree). In these

casesthe degree d ofthe individualnodesplaysthe role ofthe param eter�. Foreach tim e

step,we recorded the cum ulative degree distribution ofthe nodes Pt(d),together with the

num berofnodesgainingnew linkswith adegreehigherthan agiven d,labelled by wt! t+ 1(d).

By sum m ing the ratio ofthese two functionsalong the tim e evolution ofthe system onegets

W (d)=
P tm ax�1

t= 0
wt! t+ 1(d)=Pt(d).In �g.1a.weshow theem piricalresultsforW (d)obtained

forthesim ulated networksgrown with thethreedi�erentattachm entrules.Thecurvesre
ect

thedi�erencebetween thethreecasesvery well:fortheuniform attachm entprobability W (d)

is
at,forthepreferentialattachm entW (d)isclearly increasing,and fortheanti-preferential

attachm entW (d)isdecreasing.W ehavealsocalculated theattachm entstatisticsofthenodes
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Fig.1 { a)TheW (d)function fornetworksgrown with known attachm entrules:uniform probability

(squares),linearpreferentialattachm ent(open circles),and antipreferentialattachm ent(diam onds).

b)The W (d)function in the co-authorship network ofthe LosAlam oscond-m atarchive.

in the studied co-authorship network. As it can be seen in �g.1b.,the corresponding W (d)

curve is increasing,therefore preferentialattachm ent is present at the levelofnodes in the

system .

Results.{ In caseofthecom m unitiesoftheinvestigated co-authorship network,thetwo

properties to be substituted in place of� are the com m unity degree dcom and the com m u-

nity size s,therefore,the cum ulative com m unity size distribution Pt(s) and the cum ulative

com m unity degree distribution Pt(d
com ) were recorded at each tim e step t. To study the

establishm entofthe new com m unity links,we constructed the un-norm alised cum ulative size

distribution wt! t+ 1(s) and the un-norm alised cum ulative degree distribution wt! t+ 1(d
com )

ofthe com m unities gaining new com m unity links to previously unlinked com m unities. The

value ofthese distributions ata given s (or given dcom ) is equalto the num ber ofunlinked

com m unitiesattthatestablish a com m unity link between tand t+ 1 with acom m unity larger

than s (or having largerdegree than dcom ) at t. By accum ulating the ratio ofthe rate-like

variablesand the corresponding distributionsweobtain

W (s)=

tm ax�1X

t= 0

wt! t+ 1(s)

Pt(s)
; W (d

com
)=

tm ax�1X

t= 0

wt! t+ 1(d
com )

Pt(d
com )

: (2)

Forthe investigation ofthe appearance ofnew m em bersin the com m unities,we recorded

the un-norm alised com m unity size distribution bwt! t+ 1(s)and the un-norm alised com m unity

degreedistribution bwt! t+ 1(d
com )ofthecom m unitiesgaining new m em bers(belonging previ-

ously to noneofthe com m unities)between tand t+ 1.Thecorresponding distributionsthat

can be used to detectdeviationsfrom the uniform attachm entare

cW (s)=

tm ax�1X

t= 0

bwt! t+ 1(s)

Pt(s)
; cW (d

com
)=

tm ax�1X

t= 0

bwt! t+ 1(d
com )

Pt(d
com )

: (3)

In �g.2a.weshow theem piricalW (s)and cW (s)functions,whereasin �g.2b.theem pirical

W (dcom )and cW (dcom )are displayed. Allfourfunctions are clearly increasing,therefore we

can draw the following im portantconclusions:
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� W hen a previously unlinked com m unity establishesa new com m unity link,com m unities

with largesizeand largedegreeareselected with enhanced probabilityfrom theavailable

othercom m unities.

� W hen a nodepreviously belonging to noneofthecom m unitiesjoinsa com m unity,com -

m unities with large size and large degree are selected with enhanced probability from

the availablecom m unities.

(  )W
(  )W

dcom(       )W

dcom(       )W

dcom

s
s

 0

 2000

 4000

 6000

 8000

 10000

 12000

 14000

 16000

 18000

 6  8  10  14  16  18  20 12
s

 0  5  10  15  20  25  30

Fig.2 { a) The W (s)and cW (s)functions for the com m unities ofthe co-authorship network ofthe

LosAlam oscond-m ate-printarchive.b)The W (d
com

)and cW (d
com

)functionsofthe sam e network.

Theincreasing natureofthesefunctionsindicatespreferentialattachm entatthelevelofcom m unities

in the system .

W e note thatthe com m unity size and the com m unity degreearestrongly forhighersizes

and degrees:largecom m unitieshavelargecom m unity degreeand viceversa.Therefore,ifone

observesan attachm entm echanism thatispreferentialwith respectto eitherthe com m unity

size,orthecom m unity degree,than itm ustbe preferentialforboth ofthem .

A toy m odel. { In thissection we outline a sim ple m odelforthe growth ofoverlapping

com m unities, in which the preferentialattachm ent of the node to com m unities results in

the em ergence ofa com m unity system with scaling com m unity size and com m unity degree

distribution.W enotethatwhen usingthewellknownm odelsbased on preferentialattachm ent

solely between the nodes[2{4],the resulting graph containsno com m unitiesatallatk = 6.

In ourm odeltheunderlying network between thenodesisleftunspeci�ed,thefocusison

thecontentofthecom m unities.During thetim eevolution,sim ilarly to them odelspublished

in [36{38],new m em bersm ayjoin thealreadyexistingcom m unities,and new com m unitiesm ay

em ergeaswell.Thenew nodesintroduced tothesystem choosetheircom m unitypreferentially

with the com m unity size,therefore the size distribution ofthe com m unities is expected to

develop into a power-law. The appearance ofthe new com m unity links originates in new

nodesjoining severalcom m unitiesatthe sam e tim e.The detailed rulesofthe m odelarethe

following:

� The initialstateofthe m odelisa sm allsetofcom m unitieswith random size.

� Thenew nodesareadded to thesystem separately.Foreach new nodei,a m em bership

m i isdrawn from a Poissonean distribution with an expectation value of�.
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� Ifmi � 1,com m unitiesaresucceedingly chosen with probabilitiesproportionalto their

sizes,untilm i isreached,and the node ijoinsthe chosen com m unitiessim ultaneously.

� Ifmi = 0,the nodeijoinsthe group ofunclassi�ed vertices.

� W hen the ratio r ofthe group ofunclassi�ed nodes com pared to the totalnum ber of

nodes N exceedsa certain lim it r�,a num berofq verticesfrom the group establish a

new com m unity.(O bviously,q m ustbe sm allerthan N r even in the initalstate).

To be able to com pare the results ofthe m odelwith the com m unity structure ofthe co-

authorship network,the runswere stopped when the num berofnodesin the m odelreached

the sizeofthe co-authorship network.

O urexperience showed thatthe m odelisquite insensitive to changesin r orq,and � is

the only im portant param eter. For sm allvalues (� < 0:3) the resulting com m unity degree

distribution is truncated, whereas when � is too large (� > 1), a giant com m unity with

abnorm ally large com m unity degree appears. For interm ediate � values (0:3 < � < 1),the

com m unity size{ and com m unity degree distributionsbecom e fattailed,sim ilarly to the co-

authorship network.In �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 distribution P (s)(open circles) in our m odelat � = 0:6

follows a power-law with an exponentof� 1:4 (straightline)(b)the cum ulative com m unity degree

distribution P (d
com

)(�lled circles)in ourm odelatthe sam e �. The tailofthisdistribution follows

the sam e power-law asthe com m unity size distribution (straightline),sim ilarly to the com m unities

found in the co-authorship network [29].

the cum ulative com m unity degree distribution P (dcom ) ofthe com m unities obtained in our

m odelat� = 0:6. (Changesin the param etersr and q only shiftsthese curves,theirshape

rem ainsunchanged). O urm odelgraspsthe relevantstatisticalpropertiesofthe com m unity

structure in the co-authorship network [29]quite well: the com m unity size distribution and

the tailofthe com m unity degreedistribution follow a power-law with the sam eexponent.

Conclusions. { W e studied the evolution of the com m unity graph in a growing co-

authorship network. W e found that sim ilar processes controlthe growth ofthe system at

di�erent levels in the hierarchy,as the growth ofthe com m unities,the developm ent ofthe

com m unity graph and the growth ofthe underlying network are alldriven by preferential

attachm ent. Inspired by these results,we introduced a sim ple m odelfor the dynam ics of

overlapping com m unitiesleading to scaling size{ and com m unity degreedistribution.
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