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Partitioning and m odularity ofgraphs w ith arbitrary degree distribution

J�org Reichardt�1 and Stefan Bornholdt1

1
Institute for TheoreticalPhysics, University ofBrem en, D-28359 Brem en, G erm any

(D ated:M arch 23,2024)

W esolvethegraph bi-partitioning problem in densegraphswith arbitrary degreedistribution using

the replica m ethod.W e �nd the cut-size to scale universally with h
p
ki.In contrast,earlierresults

studying the problem in graphs with a Poissonian degree distribution had found a scaling withp
hki [Fu and Anderson,J.Phys. A:M ath. G en. 19,1986]. The new results also generalize

to the problem ofq-partitioning. They can be used to �nd the expected m odularity Q [Newm an

and G rivan,Phys. Rev. E,69,2004]ofrandom graphsand allow forthe assessm ent ofstatistical

signi�cance ofthe outputofcom m unity detection algorithm s.

PACS num bers:89.75.H c,89.65.-s,05.50.+ q,64.60.Cn

G iven a graph or network G(N ;M ) ofN nodes and

M edges,the problem ofgraph partitioning is �nding

a partition ofthe nodes into q equalsized parts,such

thatthe num berofedgesconnecting di�erentparts,the

cut-size,is m inim al. The solution ofthis problem has

m any im portantpracticalapplicationsin m ultiprocessor

scheduling forparallelcom puting,VLSIchip design and

data m ining [1].

Duetotheproblem beingNP-com plete[2],onlyheuris-

tic algorithm sexistto approxim ate a solution. Further-

m ore,onecannotdeterm inein polynom ialtim e,whether

a solution found isindeed optim al. The only way to as-

sess the quality ofa heuristic algorithm or a particular

resultistocom parewith rigorousboundson thecut-size.

In the past, such bounds have been established for

Erd}os-R�enyi(ER)random graphs[3,4]exhibiting Pois-

sonian degree distribution [5,6,7,8,9,10]or Bethe-

Latticeswith �xed valence [11,12,13,14,15],only.All

oftheseboundsexpresstheexpected cut-sizein term sof

the m ean degree ofthe network. However,this is inap-

propriatefora largenum berofproblem instanceswhich

show fattailed degree distributions[16,17]and we will

show that the traditionalbounds are inappropriate in

these cases.

Recently, the problem of graph partitioning has re-

ceived considerableinterestagain in a m orerelaxed ver-

sion,known ascom m unity detection orgraph clustering

which also has a broad range of applications for data

analysisin thelife sciences[18,19]to socialscience[20].

G iven a graph the problem is now �nding a partition

into qarbitrarily sized com m unitiesorclusterswhich are

densely connected internally,butonlysparselyconnected

am ong each other [21, 22]. The hypothesis is that in

m any realworld networks,nodesofdi�ering typesexist

and that nodes ofthe sam e type have a higher proba-

bility ofbeing linked than nodes ofdi�erenttypes [23].

�Present A ddress: Institute for TheoreticalPhysics,U niversity of

W �urzburg,A m H ubland,97074 W �urzburg,G erm any

Com m unity detection thusaim satdiscovering precisely

theselatentclassesofnodes.

A widely used quality m easure for the partition into

com m unitiesisthe so-called \m odularity" Q de�ned by

Newm an and G irvan [24].Fora partition into q com m u-

nitiesofarbitrary size itisde�ned asQ q =
P q

s= 1
(ess �

a2s),with as =
P q

r= 1
ers.Here,ers isthefraction ofedges

falling between nodesin groupsr and s. O bviously,the

largerthe distortion between internaledgesess and ex-

pected internaledgesa2s,i.e.them orem odularanetwork

is,the higherQ .By design,Q < 1.

In case ofq equalsized parts,we have a relation be-

tween thecut-sizeCq ofthepartition and itsm odularity:

Cq = M

�
q� 1

q
� Q q

�

: (1)

W e see thatQ q m easuresthe im provem entofthe parti-

tion overa random assignm entofnodesinto parts.

O ne problem ofcom m unity detection and allcluster-

ing techniquesin generalisthatitisnotcleara priori,

whether latent classes ofnodes in a particular network

do exist. Num ericalexperim ents have shown that ran-

dom networkscan be partitioned in a way which has a

very high value ofQ ,butthis does ofcourse notim ply

thatlatentclassesofnodesin thenetwork [25,26]in fact

exist.O neway to escapethis\deception ofrandom ness"

[27]isby com paring the value ofQ obtained by cluster-

ing the em piricaldata to an expectation value forQ for

an appropriaterandom nullm odel.

Thepartition ofapurelyrandom graph with m axim um

m odularity is an equi-partition [26]. Therefore,solving

the problem ofgraph partitioning forgraphswith arbi-

trary degree distribution,we can also give expectation

valuesforthem axim um attainablem odularity in purely

random graphsand viceversa.Theseexpectation values

can be used in the assessm entofstatisticalsigni�cance

ofem piricaldata analysis.

The problem ofm axim izing the m odularity isequiva-

lentto�ndingtheground stateofaspin glass[26,28,29].

ThecorrespondingHam iltonian H forq= 2relatestothe
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m odularity Q 2 at = 1 via :

hkiN Q 2 = � H =
X

i< j

(A ij � pij)SiSj; (2)

where pij = kikj=hkiN with hki as the average degree

in the network and A ij denotesthe adjacency m atrix of

the graph such that
P

j
A ij = ki, the degree ofnode

i. Further,we use Ising spins Si = � 1. Following Ref.

[30]pij m ay beinterpreted astheconnection probability

in the network due to
P

i< j
pij = M =

P
i< j

A ij,even

though itisnotstrictly ensured thatpij < 1 foralli;j.

The ground state energy of(2)can be written as

E g = � M + 2C2 +


4M

 
X

i2+

ki�
X

i2�

ki

! 2

�
hk2i

2hki
:(3)

Assum ing equalsized partswith the sam e degree distri-

bution and hk2i being �nite,the last two term s in (3)

vanish and we see that(1) holds. Due to the existence

ofhk2i,wecan also assum ethe form ofpij to be a good

approxim ation forthe true probability distribution that

param eterizesA ij.

The Ham iltonian (2)representsan in�nite range spin

glasswith couplingsJij = (A ij � pij)between allpairs

ofnodes. The m ean ofthe coupling m atrix is zero by

construction for = 1.Interestingly,wearedealing with

a system thatshowspropertiesofboth the Sherrington-

K irkpatrick (SK )[31,32]and theViana-Bray (VB)type

[33]. The distribution of couplings is not sym m etric.

There are m any weak anti-ferrom agnetic couplings J�

between unconnected nodes and few but strong ferro-

m agneticcouplingsJ+ between connected nodes:

J
+

ij = (1� pij); J
�

ij = � pij; J
+

ij � J
�

ij = J (4)

The param eter allowstuning the strength ofthe anti-

ferrom agneticinteractionsand com paring resultsfordif-

ferent  enables us to detect hierarchies and overlap in

com m unity structures [26,29]. Note that J = 1 inde-

pendentofthechoiceoftheparam eter.Theindividual

steps ofthe following developm ent follow closely along

thelinesofFu and Anderson(FA)[5],though atreatm ent

along the linesofVB orM onasson [34]isalso possible.

W e use the replica trick [31,35]in order to evaluate

the logarithm of the partition function using [lnZ] =

lim n! 0([Z
n]� 1)=n. The sym bol[� ]denotes an expec-

tation value over the ensem ble ofgraphs with a given

degree distribution. The probability density function of

the coupling m atrix Jij isthen de�ned as

qij(Jij)= pij�(Jij � J
+

ij)+ (1� pij)�(Jij � J
�

ij): (5)

The pij here is the sam e as that in equations (2) and

(4).Them ean ofthisdistribution isp(1� )and weare

dealing with a diluted ferrom agnetfor < 1 and with a

diluted anti-ferrom agnet > 1. Forall � 1 we hence

expectzero m agnetization in the ground state.

W ith these prelim inaries,we can now follow the steps

ofFA [5]and average the replicated partition function

overthe ensem ble ofgraphswith given degree distribu-

tion:

[Z n]=

Z Y

i;j

dJijqij(Jij)Trnexp

8
<

:
�

nX

�

X

i< j

JijS
�
i S

�
j

9
=

;
:

(6)

Each ofthe integrals can be perform ed separately and

aftersom em anipulation we arriveat

[Z n]= Trnexp

2

4
X

i< j

�
�
J
�

ij + pijJ
�X

�

S
�
i S

�
j +

(�J)2

2
pij(1� pij)

 
nX

�

S
�
i S

�
j

! 2
3

5 ; (7)

which isstillin com plete correspondenceto Ref.[5].Now we deviate from FA’sdevelopm ent.Instead ofa constant

pij = p,weusethefactorized form introduced earlier.Neglectingterm sinvolvingp2ij overthoseinvolvingpij,dropping

allterm swhich vanish forlargeN orforn ! 0 and rearranging the sum swearriveat:

[Z n]= exp

�
(�J)2nhkiN

4

�

Trnexp

8
>>>>><

>>>>>:

�(J � )

hkiN

X

�

 
X

i

kiS
�
i

! 2

| {z }
m �

�

+
(�J)2

2hkiN

X

�< �

 
X

i

kiS
�
i S

�

i

! 2

| {z }
q�
� �

9
>>>>>=

>>>>>;

: (8)

Note that we would have arrived at the sam e expres- sion byusingaG aussian couplingdistribution forqij(Jij)
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with m ean(J� )=hkiN > and variance�2ij = kikj=hkiN .

Atthispoint,wehavea form thatisin principleequiva-

lentto the SK m odelexceptforthe ki in the sum sover

spins.W estressagain thatsetting  = 1 leadsto vanish-

ingm agnetization and thuscorrespondstoabi-partition.

Thefurtherdevelopm entnow proceedsalong thelinesof

SK and wearriveatonesinglesite problem foreach de-

gree.

Finally wecan derivethe replica sym m etricequations

ofstatesim ilarto Ref.[36]:

m
� =

1

hki

X

k

p(k)k

Z

D ztanh(� ~H k(z)); (9)

q
� =

1

hki

X

k

p(k)k

Z

D ztanh
2
(� ~H k(z)): (10)

The G aussian m easureD z = exp(� z2=2)=
p
2� indicates

thatthe local�elds forthe spins are also G aussian dis-

tributed,but slightly di�erent for every degree. Nodes

ofthe sam e degree see the sam e �eld distribution. The

e�ective Ham iltonian is

~H k(z)= J
p
kq�z+ (J � )km �

: (11)

W e can now again follow standard procedures and �nd

the zero tem perature lim itofthe free energy and hence

Q 2:

Q 2 = �
1

hki
lim
�! 1

[f]= U0Jhk
1=2i=hki (12)

where U0 is the absolute value ofthe ground state en-

ergy per spin ofthe Sherrington-K irkpatrick m odel. It

is interesting to note the sim ilarity with FA,who give

Q 2 = U0

p
(1� p)=N p from the ground state energy of

thebi-partitioning problem on Erd}os-R�enyi(ER)graphs

[3,4]with link probability pij = p.Forgraphswith �xed

degree,the two form ulationsofFA and (12)are equiva-

lent.The following num ericalexperim entswillshow the

adequacy of(12)forawiderangeofdegreedistributions.

FirstER networksofN = 10;000 nodes and average

degree between 3 and 20 were created. The second en-

sem ble ofnetworks is that ofscale free networks with

N = 10;000 nodesand a degreedistribution ofthe form

p(k) / k�� (SFkm in). The m axim um possible degree

wassetto 1000 and thegraphswerecom posed using the

M olloy-Reed algorithm [37]. The second m om entofthe

distribution exists for all� > 2. W e chose � = 3 for

ourexperim ents.In orderto producegraphsofdi�erent

average degree,we introduced a m inim um degree km in,

such thatp(k < km in)= 0 with 2 � km in � 12.Finally,

we study a second class ofscale free networks (SF
� k).

Introducing a km in m ay have been a too drastic step,

as it excludes allnodes ofsm aller degree from the net-

work. Therefore,we m odify the degree distribution to

p(k)= (k + �k)�� . Using � = 3 asbefore and varying

�k between 2 and 20.

0 5 10 15 20 25
<k>

0,3

0,4

0,5

0,6

0,7

0,8

0,9

1

Q
2<

k>
/<

k1/
2 >

ER
SF

kmin
SF∆k
RS
RSB

FIG .1:Num ericalexperim entsm axim izing them odularity of

bi-partions in random graphs ofdi�erent topologies (Erd}os-

R�enyirandom graphsand two form sofa scalefreedegreedis-

tribution,see textfordetails.Scaling Q in unitsofh
p
ki=hki

collapsesthedata pointsontooneuniversalcurveasexpected

from (12).Thedashed and solid linescorrespond to U0 in the

replica sym m etric and replica sym m etry breaking case.

Bi-partitionswerecalculated bym inim izingtheHam il-

tonian (2)using sim ulated annealing. As expected,the

ground statewasfound to havezero m agnetization.Fig-

ure1showstheresultofthisexperim ent.Theem pirically

found m axim um m odularityforabi-partitionin networks

from these three classesisrescaled in unitsofh
p
ki=hki

and plotted against hki for better visibility. According

to (12)we expectthe curvesto coincide on a horizontal

line atU0.Indeed,thisrescaling collapsesthe valuesfor

di�erenttopologiestogether.Thedashed linerepresents

theground stateenergy in thereplicasym m etricapprox-

im ation U R S
0

=
p
2=� whilethesolid linecorrespondsto

U R SB
0

= 0:765 [10,38],the fullRSB SK ground state

energy. Note that our treatm ent ofthe problem allows

forthesam eRSB calculationsastheordinary SK m odel

asallki can be drawn outofsum soverreplica indices.

Clearly,we see that(12)givesa good approxim ation of

them odularityandhencecut-sizeforthedi�erenttopolo-

gies.Asexpected from the m ean �eld nature ofourcal-

culation,the estim ate isbetterfordensergraphs.

In contrast,Figure 2 shows the sam e data points as

Figure1,butthistim erescaled in unitsof
p
(1� p)=hki

assuggested by FA.From the factthatthe data points

do notcollapseonto a singleuniversalcurve,wecan con-

clude the inadequacy ofthis scaling for graphs with a

broad degreedistribution.Note,that(12)also im proves

overthe resultsofFA in the caseofER graphs.

O urresultsfrom the case ofbi-partitioning generalize

in astraightforward waytothecaseofq-partitioningand

we can sim ply replace the scaling from the form ulasby

K anterand Som polinsky(K S)[6]orLaiandG oldschm idt

[7].The expectation value forthe m axim um m odularity

ofa random graph with arbitrary degree distribution is
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FIG .2:Thesam edata pointsasin Figure1,butQ in unitsofp
(1� p)=N p assuggested by Fu and Anderson [5]. Clearly,

the param etrization by m ean degree alone cannot account

for the observed cutsizes/m odularities in the three di�erent

topologies.

then [26]:

Q = 0:97
h
p
ki

hki
(13)

The factorofU0 = 0:97 correspondsto the ground state

energy ofthe Pottsglassin the 1-RSB treatm entascal-

culated by K S [6, 26]. Figure 3 shows the m axim um

m odularity obtained when m inim izing the Ham iltonian

(2) in the sam e graphs as used in Fig. 1 but with the

num ber ofcom m unities q as a free param eter. Again,

weseethatplotting Q in unitsofh
p
ki=hkicollapsesthe

data points onto a single universalcurve. The approx-

im ation ofthe universalvalue ofU0 however,is m uch

slower. This wasalready observed in Ref. [26]and can

beexplained by thefactthatsparsergraphstend toclus-

terinto m ore m odulesthan predicted by K S.Thisleads

to a higher num ber of degrees of freedom which then

tend to accom m odate betterfoructuationsin the link

structureofsparsegraphswhich lead to relatively higher

m odularitiesorlowercut-sizesthan expected fordenser

graphs. Since the rescaling ofthe m odularity hasm ade

thedata pointsfrom alltopologiescollapseonto a single

universalcurve,we can em ploy a recursive estim ate us-

ing eq. (12)severaltim esasoutlined in Ref. [29]. Itis

interesting to note thatonce wehavecollapsed the data

onto a universalcurve,wecan usetherecursiveestim ate

from theconvenientER graphsto giveanalyticalbounds

forothertopologiesaswell.

In conclusion,we have presented new approxim ations

for the cut-size ofa bi-partition and the corresponding

m odularity in dense graphswith arbitrary degreedistri-

butions. O ur results show that scale free networks ex-

hibit largercut-sizes and sm aller m odularities than ER

graphsofthesam eaveragedegree.G raphswith a m odi-

�ed scalefreedegreedistribution p(k)/ (k+ �k) � have

0 5 10 15 20 25
<k>

0,4

0,6

0,8

1

1,2

1,4

Q
<

k>
/<

k1/
2 >

ER
SF

kmin
SF∆k
1-RSB
recursive bipart.

FIG .3:Num ericalexperim entsm axim izing them odularity in

random graphs ofdi�erent topologies (Erd}os-R�enyirandom

graphs and two form s ofa scale free degree distribution,see

textfordetails. Scaling Q in unitsofh
p
ki=hkicollapses the

data points onto one universalcurve as expected from (12).

The solid and solid lines correspond to ground state energy

ofthePottsglassin 1-RSB approxim ation dueto K anterand

Som polinsky [6].The dashed line correspondsto an estim ate

obtained from arecursivebi-paritioningalong thelinesofRef.

[26]using equation 12.

largercut-sizesand sm allerm odularitiesthan thosewith

a m inim um degree. This result also gives new insight

into thestability ofnetworksto targeted attack (link re-

m oval) [39]. The estim ation of m odularity of random

graphs presented allows for a convenientcom parison of

the outputofcom m unity detection algorithm swith ap-

propriaterandom nullm odelsand hencegivesa�rstclue

on thestatisticalsigni�canceofthe�ndingsin realworld

networksand pavesthe way to understanding the theo-

reticallim itsofcom m unity detection [40].
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