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A bstract

D ense subgraphsofsparse graphs(com m unities),which appearin m ostreal-world com plex

networks,play an im portantrolein m any contexts.Com puting them howeverisgenerally expen-

sive. W e propose here a m easure ofsim ilarities between vertices based on random walks which

hasseveralim portantadvantages:itcaptureswellthe com m unity structure in a network,itcan

be com puted e� ciently,and itcan be used in an agglom erative algorithm to com pute e� ciently

the com m unity structure ofa network. W e propose such an algorithm ,called W alktrap,which

runsin tim eO (m n
2
)and spaceO (n

2
)in theworstcase,and in tim eO (n

2
logn)and spaceO (n

2
)

in m ostreal-world cases(n and m arerespectively thenum berofverticesand edgesin theinput

graph).Extensive com parison testsshow thatouralgorithm surpassespreviously proposed ones

concerning the quality ofthe obtained com m unity structuresand thatitstandsam ong the best

onesconcerning the running tim e.

K eyw ords:com plex networks,graph theory,com m unity structure,random walks.

1 Introduction

Recent advances have broughtout the im portance ofcom plex networks in m any di�er-

entdom ainssuch as sociology (acquaintance networks,collaboration networks),biology

(m etabolic networks,gene networks)orcom puterscience (internettopology,web graph,

p2p networks).W ereferto[45,42,1,31,12]forreviewsfrom di�erentperspectivesand for

an extensivebibliography.Theassociated graphsarein generalglobally sparsebutlocally

dense:thereexistgroupsofvertices,called com m unities,highly connected between them

butwith few linksto othervertices.Thiskind ofstructure bringsoutm uch inform ation

about the network. For exam ple,in a m etabolic network the com m unities correspond

to biologicalfunctionsofthe cell[38]. In the web graph the com m unitiescorrespond to

topicsofinterest[29,18].

This notion ofcom m unity is however di�cult to de�ne form ally. M any de�nitions

havebeen proposed in socialnetworksstudies[45],butthey aretoo restrictiveorcannot

be com puted e�ciently. However,m ost recent approaches have reached a consensus,

and consider that a partition P = fC1;:::;Ckg ofthe vertices ofa graph G = (V;E )

(8i;Ci � V ) represents a good com m unity structure ifthe proportion ofedges inside

the Ci (internaledges)is high com pared to the proportion ofedges between them (see

forexam ple the de�nitionsgiven in [19]). Therefore,we willdesign an algorithm which

�nds com m unities satisfying this criterion. M ore precisley,we willevaluate the quality

ofa partition into com m unities using a quantity (known as m odularity [32,33]) which

capturesthis.

W e willconsiderthroughoutthispaperan undirected graph G = (V;E )with n = jV j

verticesand m = jE jedges.W e im pose thateach vertex islinked to itselfby a loop (we

add these loopsifnecessary). W e also suppose thatG isconnected,the case where itis

notbeing treated by considering the com ponentsasdi�erentgraphs.

1.1 O ur approach and results

O urapproach isbased on the following intuition: random walkson a graph tend to get

\trapped"intodenselyconnected partscorrespondingtocom m unities.W ethereforebegin
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with som e propertiesofrandom walkson graphs.Using them ,we de�ne a m easurem ent

ofthe structuralsim ilarity between vertices and between com m unities,thus de�ning a

distance. W e relate this distance to existing spectralapproaches ofthe problem . But

ourdistance hasan im portantadvantage on these m ethods:itise�ciently com putable,

and can be used in a hierarchicalclustering algorithm (m erging iteratively the vertices

into com m unities). O ne obtains this way a hierarchicalcom m unity structure that m ay

be represented as a tree called dendrogram (an exam ple is provided in Figure 1). W e

propose such an algorithm ,called W alktrap,which com putes a com m unity structure in

tim eO (m nH )whereH istheheightofthecorrespondingdendrogram .Theworstcaseis

O (m n2). Butm ostreal-world com plex networksare sparse (m = O (n))and,asalready

noticed in [8],H isgenerallysm alland tendstothem ostfavourablecasein which theden-

drogram isbalanced (H = O (logn)).In thiscase,thecom plexity isthereforeO (n2 logn).

W e �nally evaluate the perform ance ofour algorithm with di�erent experim ents which

show thatitsurpassespreviously proposed algorithm sin m ostcases.

1.2 R elated w ork

M any algorithm sto �nd com m unity structuresin graphsexist.M ostofthem resultfrom

very recentworks,butthistopic isrelated to the classicalproblem ofgraph partitioning

thatconsistsin splitting a graph into a given num berofgroupswhilem inim izing thecost

ofthe edge cut [17,35,28]. However,these algorithm s are not wellsuited to our case

because they need the num berofcom m unitiesand theirsize asparam eters. The recent

interestin thedom ain hasstarted with a new divisive approach proposed by G irvan and

Newm an [23,33]:theedgeswith thelargestbetweenness(num berofshortestpathspassing

through an edge)are rem oved one by one in orderto splithierarchically the graph into

com m unities.Thisalgorithm runsin tim eO (m 2n).Sim ilaralgorithm swereproposed by

Radicchietal[36]and by Fortunato etal[19]. The �rstone usesa localquantity (the

num berofloopsofa given length containing an edge)to choosethe edgesto rem oveand

runsin tim eO (m 2).Thesecond oneusesam orecom plex notion ofinform ation centrality

thatgivesbetterresultsbutpoorperform ancesin O (m 3n).

Hierarchicalclustering isanotherclassicalapproach introduced bysociologistsfordata

analysis [3,15]. From a m easurem entofthe sim ilarity between vertices,an agglom era-

tive algorithm groupsiteratively the verticesinto com m unities(di�erentm ethodsexist,

depending on the way ofchoosing the com m unities to m erge ateach step). Severalag-

glom erative m ethods have been recently introduced and we willuse itin our approach.

Newm an proposed in [32]a greedy algorithm thatstartswith n com m unitiescorrespond-

ing to the verticesand m ergescom m unitiesin orderto optim ize a function called m od-

ularity which m easures the quality ofa partition. This algorithm runs in O (m n) and

hasrecently been im proved to a com plexity O (m H logn)(with ournotations)[8]. The

algorithm ofDonettiand M u~noz[10]also usesa hierarchicalclustering m ethod:they use

theeigenvectorsoftheLaplacian m atrix ofthegraph to m easurethesim ilaritiesbetween

vertices. The com plexity is determ ined by the com putation ofallthe eigenvectors,in

O (n3)tim e for sparse m atrices. O therinteresting m ethods have been proposed,see for

instance [46,9,39,5,7,14].

Random walks them selves have already been used to infer structuralproperties of

networksin som epreviousworks.G aum e[21]used thisnotion in linguisticcontext.Fouss

etal[20]used the Euclidean com m ute tim e distance based on the average �rst-passage

tim eofwalkers.Zhou and Lipowsky [48]introduced anotherdissim ilarity index based on

the sam equantity;ithasbeen used in a hierarchicalalgorithm (called Netwalk).M arkov

ClusterAlgorithm [43]iteratestwom atrixoperations(onecorrespondingtorandom walks)

bringing out clusters in the lim it state. Unfortunately the three last approaches run

in O (n3) and cannot m anage networks with m ore than a few thousand vertices. O ur

approach hasthe m ain advantage to be signi�catively fasterwhile producing very good
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results.

2 Prelim inaries on random walks

The graph G is associated to its adjacency m atrix A: A ij = 1 ifvertices i and j are

connected and A ij = 0 otherwise.The degreed(i)=
P

j
A ij ofvertex iisthe num berof

itsneighbors(including itself).Aswediscussed in theintroduction,thegraph isassum ed

to be connected. To sim plify the notations,we only considerunweighted graphsin this

paper. Itishowevertrivialto extend ourresultsto weighted graphs(A ij 2 R
+ instead

ofA ij 2 f0;1g),which isan advantageofthisapproach.

Letusconsidera discrete random walk process (ordi�usion process)on the graph G

(see [30,4]fora com plete presentation ofthe topic). Ateach tim e step a walkerison a

vertex and m ovesto a vertex chosen random ly and uniform ly am ong itsneighbors.The

sequence ofvisited verticesisa M arkov chain,the statesofwhich are the verticesofthe

graph.Ateach step,thetransition probabilityfrom vertex itovertexjisPij =
A ij

d(i)
.This

de�nesthetransition m atrix P ofrandom walk processes.O necan also writeP = D � 1A

whereD isthe diagonalm atrix ofthe degrees(8i;D ii = d(i)and D ij = 0 fori6= j).

The process is driven by the powersofthe m atrix P : the probability ofgoing from

ito j through a random walk oflength tis(P t)ij. In the following,we willdenote this

probability by P t
ij. It satis�es two wellknown properties ofthe random walk process

which wewillusein the sequel:

P roperty 1 W hen the length tofa random walk starting atvertex itends towards in-

�nity,the probability ofbeing on a vertex j only depends on the degree ofvertex j (and

noton the starting vertex i):

8i; lim
t! + 1

P
t
ij =

d(j)
P

k
d(k)

W e willprovidea proofofthisproperty in the nextsection.

P roperty 2 The probabilitiesofgoing from ito j and from j to ithrough a random walk

ofa �xed length thave a ratio thatonly depends on the degreesd(i)and d(j):

8i;8j;d(i)P t
ij = d(j)P t

ji

Proof: Thisproperty can bewritten asthem atricialequation D P tD � 1 = (P t)T (where

M T is the transpose ofthe m atrix M ). By using P = D � 1A and the sym m etry ofthe

m atricesD and A,we have: D P tD � 1 = D (D � 1A)tD � 1 = (AD � 1)t = (A T (D � 1)T )t =

((D � 1A)T )t = (P t)T . �

3 C om paring vertices using short random walks

3.1 A distance r to m easure vertex sim ilarities

In ordertogrouptheverticesintocom m unities,wewillnow introduceadistancerbetween

the verticesthatcapturesthe com m unity structure ofthe graph.Thisdistance m ustbe

large ifthe two verticesare in di�erentcom m unities,and on the contrary ifthey are in

the sam e com m unity itm ustbe sm all. Itwillbe com puted from the inform ation given

by random walksin the graph.

Letusconsiderrandom walkson G ofa given length t. W e willuse the inform ation

given by allthe probabilitiesP t
ij to go from ito j in tsteps.Thelength tofthe random
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walksm ustbe su�ciently long to gatherenough inform ation aboutthe topology ofthe

graph.Howevertm ustnotbe too long,to avoid the e�ectpredicted by Property 1;the

probabilitieswould only depend on the degreeofthe vertices.Each probability P t
ij gives

som e inform ation aboutthe two vertices iand j,but Property 2 saysthat P t
ij and P t

ji

encode exactly the sam e inform ation. Finally,the inform ation about vertex iencoded

in P t residesin the n probabilities(P t
ik)1� k� n,which is nothing but the ith row ofthe

m atrix P t,denoted by P t
i.. To com pare two verticesiand j using these data,we m ust

notice that:

� Iftwo verticesiand j arein thesam ecom m unity,theprobability Ptij willsurely be

high.ButthefactthatP t
ij ishigh doesnotnecessarily im ply thatiand jarein the

sam ecom m unity.

� The probability Ptij isin
uenced by the degree d(j)because the walkerhashigher

probability to go to high degreevertices.

� Two verticesofa sam e com m unity tend to \see" allthe otherverticesin the sam e

way.Thusifiand jarein thesam ecom m unity,wewillprobablyhave8k;P t
ik
’ P t

jk
.

W ecan now givethede�nition ofourdistancebetween vertices,which takesinto account

allpreviousrem arks:

D e�nition 1 Letiand j be two verticesin the graph and

rij =

v
u
u
t

nX

k= 1

(P t
ik
� P t

jk
)2

d(k)
=






D

� 1

2 P
t
i.� D

� 1

2 P
t
j.






 (1)

where k:k isthe Euclidean norm ofRn.

O ne can notice that this distance can also be seen as the L2 distance [4]between the

two probability distributions P t
i.and P t

j.. Notice also that the distance depends on t

and should be denoted by rij(t). W e willhoweverconsideritasim plicitto sim plify the

notations.

Now we generalize ourdistance between verticesto a distance between com m unities

in astraightforward way.Letusconsiderrandom walksthatstartfrom a com m unity:the

starting vertex ischosen random ly and uniform ly am ong the verticesofthe com m unity.

W e de�ne the probability P t
C j to go from com m unity C to vertex j in tsteps:

P
t
C j =

1

jC j

X

i2C

P
t
ij

Thisde�nesa probability vectorP t
C.thatallowsusto generalizeourdistance:

D e�nition 2 LetC1;C2 � V betwo com m unities.W ede�ne the distance rC 1C 2
between

these two com m unitiesby:

rC 1C 2
=






D

� 1

2 P
t
C 1.

� D
� 1

2 P
t
C 2.






 =

v
u
u
t

nX

k= 1

(P t
C 1k

� P t
C 2k

)2

d(k)

This de�nition isconsistentwith the previousone: rij = rfigfjg and we can also de�ne

the distance between a vertex iand a com m unity C :riC = rfigC .
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3.2 R elation w ith spectralapproaches

T heorem 1 The distance r is related to the spectralproperties ofthe m atrix P by:

r
2

ij =

nX

�= 2

�
2t
� (v�(i)� v�(j))

2

where (��)1� �� n and (v�)1� �� n are respectively the eigenvaluesand righteigenvectorsof

the m atrix P .

In orderto provethistheorem ,weneed the following technicallem m a:

Lem m a 1 The eigenvalues ofthe m atrix P are realand satisfy:

1 = �1 > �2 � :::� �n > � 1

M oreover,there existsan orthonorm alfam ily ofvectors(s�)1� �� n such thateach vector

v� = D � 1

2 s� and u� = D
1

2 s� are respectively a rightand a lefteigenvector associated to

the eigenvalue ��:

8�;P v� = ��v� and P T
u� = ��u�

8�;8�;vT� u� = ���

Proof: The m atrix P has the sam e eigenvaluesas its sim ilar m atrix S = D
1

2 P D � 1

2 =

D � 1

2 AD � 1

2 . The m atrix S isrealand sym m etric,so its eigenvalues�� are real. P isa

stochastic m atrix (
P n

j= 1
Pij = 1),so its largest eigenvalue is �1 = 1. The graph G is

connected and prim itive(the gcd ofthe cyclelengthsofG is1,due to the loopson each

vertex),therefore we can apply the Perron-Frobeniustheorem which im pliesthatP has

a unique dom inanteigenvalue.Thereforewehave:j��j< 1 for2� � � n.

The sym m etry ofS im pliesthatthere also existsan orthonornalfam ily s� ofeigen-

vectorsofS satisfying 8�;8�;sT� s� = ��� (where��� = 1 if� = � and 0 otherwise).W e

then directly obtain thatthevectorsv� = D � 1

2 s� and u� = D
1

2 s� arerespectively a right

and a lefteigenvectorofP satisfying uT� v� = ���. �

W e can now proveTheorem 1 and obtain Property 1 asa corrolary:

Proof:Lem m a 1 m akesitpossibleto writea spectraldecom position ofthe m atrix P :

P =

nX

�= 1

��v�u
T
� ,and P

t =

nX

�= 1

�
t
�v�u

T
� ,and so P

t
ij =

nX

�= 1

�
t
�v�(i)u�(j)

W hen ttends towardsin�nity,allthe term s � � 2 vanish. It is easy to show that the

�rst righteigenvectorv1 is constant. By norm alizing we have 8i;v1(i)=
1p P

k
d(k)

and

8j;u1(j)=
d(j)p P

k
d(k)

.W e obtain Property 1:

lim
t! + 1

P
t
ij = lim

t! + 1

nX

�= 1

�
t
�v�(i)u�(j)= v1(i)u1(j)=

d(j)
P n

k= 1
d(k)

Now we obtain the expression ofthe probability vectorP t
i.:

P
t
i.=

nX

�= 1

�
t
�v�(i)u� = D

1

2

nX

�= 1

�
t
�v�(i)s�

W e put this form ula into the second de�nition ofrij given in Equation (1). Then we

use the Pythagorean theorem with the orthonorm alfam ily ofvectors(s�)1� �� n ,and we
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rem em berthatthevectorv1 isconstantto rem ovethecase� = 1 in thesum .Finally we

have:

r
2

ij =










nX

�= 1

�
t
�(v�(i)� v�(j))s�










2

=

nX

�= 2

�
2t
� (v�(i)� v�(j))

2

�

Thistheorem relatesrandom walkson graphsto the m any currentworksthatstudy

com m unity structure using spectralpropertiesofgraphs. Forexam ple,[41]noticesthat

the m odular structure ofa graph is expressed in the eigenvectorsofP (other than v1)

thatcorrespondsto the largestpositive eigenvalues. Iftwo verticesiand j belong to a

sam ecom m unity then thecoordinatesv�(i)and v�(j)aresim ilarin alltheseeigenvectors.

M oreover,[40,22]show in a m oregeneralcasethatwhen an eigenvalue�� tendsto 1,the

coordinatesofthe associated eigenvectorv� are constantin the subsetsofverticesthat

correspond to com m unities. A distance sim ilar to ours (but that cannot be com puted

directly with random walks)is also introduced: d2t(i;j) =
P n

�= 2

(v� (i)� v� (j))
2

1� j�� j
t . Finally,

[10]uses the sam e spectralapproach applied to the Laplacian m atrix ofthe graph L =

D � A.

Allthese studies show that the spectralapproach takes an im portant part in the

search forcom m unity structure in graphs. Howeverallthese approacheshave the sam e

drawback: the eigenvectorsneed to be explicitly com puted (in tim e O (n3) for a sparse

m atrix).Thiscom putation rapidly becom esuntractable in practice when the size ofthe

graph exceedssom ethousandsofvertices.O urapproach isbased on thesam efoundation

buthastheadvantageofavoiding theexpensivecom putation oftheeigenvectors:itonly

needs to com pute the probabilities P t
ij,which can be done e�ciently as shown in the

following subsection.

3.3 C om putation ofthe distance r

O nce the two vectors P t
i.and P t

j.are com puted,the distance rij can be com puted in

tim e O (n)using Equation (1).Notice thatgiven the probability vectorsP t
C 1.

and P t
C 2.

,

the distance rC 1C 2
isalso com puted in tim e O (n)

The probability vectors can be com puted once and stored in m em ory (which uses

O (n2) m em ory space) or they can be dynam ically com puted (which increases the tim e

com plexity)depending on the am ontofavailable m em ory.W e proposean exactm ethod

and an approxim ated m ethod to com putethem .

Exact com putation

T heorem 2 Each probability vectorP t
i.can becom puted in tim eO (tm )and spaceO (n).

Proof:To com putethevectorP t
i.,wem ultiply ttim esthevectorP

0
i.(8k;P

0
i.(k)= �ik)

by them atrix P .Thisdirectm ethod isadvantageousin ourcasebecausethem atrix P is

generally sparse(forreal-world com plex networks)thereforeeach productisprocessed in

tim e O (m ).The initialization ofP 0
i.isdone in O (n)and thuseach ofthe n vectorsP t

i.

iscom puted in tim e O (n + tm )= O (tm ). �

A pproxim ated com putation

T heorem 3 Each probability vector P t
i.can be approxim ated in tim e O (K t) and space

O (K )with an relative error O ( 1p
K
).
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Proof : W e com pute K random walks oflength t starting from vertex i. Then we

approxim ateeach probability P t
ik
by N ik

K
whereN ik isthe num berofwalkersthatended

on vertex k during the K random walks. The CentralLim itTheorem im plies thatthis

quantity tends toward P t
ik

with a speed O ( 1p
K
) when K tends toward in�nity. Each

random walk com putation is done in tim e O (t) and constant space hence the overall

com putation isdonein tim e O (K t)and spaceO (K ). �

The approxim ated m ethod isonly interresting forvery largegraphs.In the following

wewillconsiderthe exactm ethod forthe com plexity and the experim entalevaluation.

3.4 G eneralizing the distance

W e saw thatour distance is directly related to the spectralpropertiesofthe transition

m atrix P . W e show in this section how one can generalize easily and e�ciently this

distance to use anotherweighting ofthe eigenvectors. To achieve this,we only need to

de�ne di�erentvectors bPi.,allthe restofthe approach follows.

T heorem 4 Let us consider the generalized distance br2ij =

nX

�= 2

f
2(��)(v�(i)� v�(j))

2

where f(x)=

1X

k= 0

ckx
k isany function de�ned by a power series.

Then brij =






D

� 1

2 bPi.� D
� 1

2 bPj.






,where bPi.=

P 1

k= 0
ckP

k
i.,can beapproxim ated in tim e

O (rm )and space O (n)with relative error on each coordinate lessthan "r =

1X

k= r+ 1

ck.

Proof: W e have bPi.=
P 1

k= 0
ckP

k
i.= D

1

2

P 1

k= 0

P n

�= 1
ck�

k
�v�(i)s�.Therefore:

brij =






D

� 1

2 bPi.� D
� 1

2 bPj.






 =








1X

k= 0

nX

�= 2

ck�
k
�(v�(i)� v�(j))s�








And we can concludebecausethe vectorss� areorthonorm al:

nX

�= 2








1X

k= 0

ck�
k
�(v�(i)� v�(j))s�








2

=

nX

�= 2

f
2(��)(v�(i)� v�(j))

2 = br
2

ij

To com pute the vectors,we approxim ate the series to the order r: bPi.’
P r

k= 0
ckP

k
i..

W e only need to com pute the successive powers bP k
i.for0 � k � r which can be done in

tim e O (rm )and spaceO (n). �

To illustratethisgeneralization,weshow thatitdirectly allowsto considercontinuous

random walks. Indeed,the choice ofthe length ofthe random walks(which m ustbe an

integer)m ay be restrictivein som ecases.To overcom ethisconstraint,onem ay consider

the continuous random walk process: during a period dt the walker willgo from i to

j with probability Pijdt. O ne can prove that the probabilities to go from ito j after

a tim e t are given by the m atrix et(P � Id). For a given period length t,the associated

distance is now br2ij =
P n

�= 2
e2t(�� � 1)(v�(i)� v�(j))

2 which corresponds to a function

f(x)= et(x� 1) =
P 1

k= 0
ckx

k with ck =
t
k
e
� t

k!
.
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4 T he algorithm

In the previoussection,we have proposed a distance between vertices(and between sets

ofvertices)to capturestructuralsim ilaritiesbetween them .Theproblem of�nding com -

m unitiesisnow a clustering problem .W ewilluseherean e�cienthierarchicalclustering

algorithm thatallowsusto �nd com m unity structuresatdi�erentscales.W e presentan

agglom erativeapproach based on W ard’sm ethod [44]thatiswellsuited to ourdistance

and givesvery good resultswhilereducing the num berofdistancecom putations.

W estartfrom a partition P1 = ffvg;v 2 V g ofthegraph into n com m unitiesreduced

to a single vertex. W e �rst com pute the distances between alladjacent vertices. Then

thispartition evolvesby repeating the following operations.Ateach step k:

� choose two com m unities C1 and C2 in Pk according to a criterion based on the

distance between the com m unitiesthatwe detaillater,

� m erge these two com m unitiesinto a new com m unity C3 = C1 [ C2 and create the

new partition:Pk+ 1 = (Pk nfC1;C2g)[ fC3g,and

� update the distancesbetween com m unities(we willsee laterthatwe actually only

do thisforadjacentcom m unities).

After n � 1 steps,the algorithm �nishes and we obtain P n = fV g. Each step de�nes

a partition Pk ofthe graph into com m unities, which gives a hierarchicalstructure of

com m unitiescalled dendrogram (see Figure 1(b)). Thisstructure isa tree in which the

leaves correspond to the vertices and each internalnode is associated to a m erging of

com m unitiesin the algorithm :itcorrespondsto a com m unity com posed ofthe union of

the com m unitiescorresponding to itschildren.

Thekey pointsin thisalgorithm aretheway wechoosethecom m unitiestom erge,and

the factthatthe distancescan be updated e�ciently. W e willalso need to evaluate the

quality ofa partition in orderto chooseoneofthe Pk asthe resultofouralgorithm .W e

willdetailthese pointsbelow,and explain how they can be m anaged to give an e�cient

algorithm .

4.1 C hoosing the com m unities to m erge.

This choice plays a centralrole for the quality of the obtained com m unity structure.

In orderto reduce the com plexity,we willonly m erge adjacentcom m unities (having at

least an edge between them ). This reasonable heuristic (already used in [32]and [10])

lim itsto m thenum berofpossiblem ergingsateach stage.M oreoveritensuresthateach

com m unity isconnected.

W e choosethe two com m unitiesto m ergeaccording to W ard’sm ethod.Ateach step

k,we m erge the two com m unities that m inim ize the m ean �k ofthe squared distances

between each vertex and itscom m unity.

�k =
1

n

X

C 2P k

X

i2C

r
2

iC

This approach is a greedy algorithm that tries to solve the problem ofm axim izing �k

for each k. This problem is known to be NP-hard: even for a given k,m axim izing �k

is the NP-hard \K -M edian clustering problem " [16,13]for K = (n � k) clusters. The

existing approxim ation algorithm s[16,13]areexponentialwith thenum berofclustersto

�nd and unsuitable forourpurpose. So foreach pairofadjacentcom m unitiesfC 1;C2g,

wecom putethe variation ��(C 1;C2)of� thatwould be induced ifwem ergeC1 and C2

into a new com m unity C3 = C1 [ C2. Thisquantity only dependson the verticesofC1

and C2,and noton the othercom m unitiesoron the step k ofthe algorithm :

��(C 1;C2)=
1

n

� X

i2C 3

r
2

iC 3
�
X

i2C 1

r
2

iC 1
�
X

i2C 2

r
2

iC 2

�

(2)
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Finally,wem ergethe two com m unitiesthatgivethe lowestvalue of��.

4.2 C om puting � � and updating the distances.

The im portantpointhere is to notice thatthese quantities can be e�ciently com puted

thanksto the factthatourdistance isa Euclidean distance,which m akesitpossible to

obtain the two following classicalresults[26]:

T heorem 5 Theincreaseof� afterthem ergingoftwo com m unitiesC1 and C2 isdirectly

related to the distance rC 1C 2
by:

��(C 1;C2)=
1

n

jC1jjC2j

jC1j+ jC2j
r
2

C 1C 2

Proof: Firstnotice that
P

i2C 1

(P t
C 1.

� P t
i.)= 0 and (jC1j+ jC2j)P

t
C 3.

= jC1jP
t
C 1.

+

jC2jP
t
C 2.

.Then weconsiderthedistancerasam etricin Rn (thatcontainstheprobability

vectors PC.) associated to an inner product < :j: > . Finally,after som e elem entary

com putations,we obtain :

X

i2C 1

r
2

iC 3
=

X

i2C 1

< P
t
C 3.

� P
t
i.jP

t
C 3.

� P
t
i.> =

X

i2C 1

r
2

iC 1
+

jC1jjC2j
2

(jC1j+ jC2j)
2
r
2

C 1C 2

Thisalso holdsifwereplaceC1 by C2 and C2 by C1.Therefore:

X

i2C 3

r
2

iC 3
=

X

i2C 1

r
2

iC 3
+
X

i2C 2

r
2

iC 3
=

X

i2C 1

r
2

iC 1
+
X

i2C 2

r
2

iC 2
+

jC1jjC2j

jC1j+ jC2j
r
2

C 1C 2

W e deduce the claim by replacing thisexpression into Equation (2). �

Thistheorem showsthatwe only need to update the distancesbetween com m unities

to get the values of��: ifwe know the two vectors P C 1.
and PC 2.

,the com putation

of��(C 1;C2)ispossible in O (n). M oreover,the nexttheorem showsthatifwe already

know the three values ��(C 1;C2), ��(C 1;C ) and ��(C 2;C ), then we can com pute

��(C 1 [ C2;C )in constanttim e.

T heorem 6 (Lance-W illiam s-Jam bu form ula) IfC1 and C2 are m erged into C3 =

C1 [ C2 then for any other com m unity C :

��(C 3;C )=
(jC1j+ jC j)��(C 1;C )+ (jC2j+ jC j)��(C 2;C )� jC j��(C 1;C2)

jC1j+ jC2j+ jC j
(3)

Proof: W ereplacethefour�� ofEquation (3)by theirvaluesgiven by Theorem 5.W e

m ultiply each sideby
n(jC 1j+ jC 2j+ jC j)

jC j
and usejC3j= jC1j+ jC2j,and obtain theequivalent

equation:

(jC1j+ jC2j)r
2

C 3C
= jC1jr

2

C 1C
+ jC2jr

2

C 2C
�

jC1jjC2j

jC1j+ jC2j
r
2

C 1C 2

Then we use the factthatP t
C 3.

isthe barycenterofP t
C 1.

weighted by jC1jand ofP t
C 2.

weighted by jC2j,therefore:

jC1jr
2

C 1C
+ jC2jr

2

C 2C
= (jC1j+ jC2j)r

2

C 3C
+ jC1jr

2

C 1C 3
+ jC2jr

2

C 2C 3

W e conclude using jC1jr
2
C 1C 3

+ jC2jr
2
C 2C 3

=
jC 1jjC 2j

jC 1j+ jC 2j
r2C 1C 2

. �

Since we only m ergeadjacentcom m unities,we only need to update the valuesof��

between adjacentcom m unities(there are atm ostm values). These valuesare stored in

a balanced tree in which we can add,rem ove or get the m inim um in O (logm ). Each

com putation ofa value of�� can be done in tim e O (n)with Theorem 5 orin constant

tim e when Theorem 6 can be applied.
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4.3 Evaluating the quality ofa partition.

The algorithm induces a sequence (Pk)1� k� n ofpartitions into com m unities. W e now

want to know which partitions in this sequence capture wellthe com m unity structure.

The m ostwidely used criterion is the m odularity Q introduced in [32,33],which relies

on the fraction ofedgeseC inside com m unity C and the fraction ofedges1 aC bound to

com m unity C :

Q (P )=
X

C 2P

eC � a
2

C

The bestpartition isthen considered to be the onethatm axim izesQ .

However,depending on one’s objectives,one m ay consider otherquality criterion of

a partition into com m unities. For instance,the m odularity is not wellsuited to �nd

com m unities atdi�erentscales. Here we provide anothercriterion thathelps in �nding

such structures. W hen we m erge two very di�erent com m unities (with respect to the

distance r),the value �� k = �k+ 1 � �k atthisstep islarge. Conversely,if�� k islarge

then the com m unitiesatstep k � 1 aresurely relevant.To detectthis,we introduce the

increaseratio �k:

�k =
�� k

�� k� 1

=
�k+ 1 � �k

�k � �k� 1

O ne m ay then consider that the relevant partitions Pk are those associated with the

largestvaluesof�k. Depending on the contextin which ouralgorithm isused,one m ay

take only the bestpartition (the one forwhich �k ism axim al)orchooseam ong the best

ones using anothercriterion (like the size ofthe com m unities,for instance). This is an

im portant advantage ofour m ethod,which helps in �nding the di�erent scales in the

com m unity structure.Howeverweused them odularity (which producesbetterresultsto

�nd an uniquepartition and isnotspeci�cto ouralgorithm )in ourexperim entalteststo

be able to com pareouralgorithm with the previouly proposed ones.

4.4 C om plexity.

First,the initialization ofthe probability vectorsisdone in O (m nt). Then,ateach step

k ofthe algorithm ,we keep in m em ory the vectors P t
C.corresponding to the current

com m unities (the ones in the current partition). But for the com m unities that are not

in Pk (becausethey havebeen m erged with anothercom m unity before)weonly keep the

inform ation sayingin which com m unity ithasbeen m erged.W ekeep enough inform ation

to constructthe dendogram and have accessto the com position ofany com m unity with

a few m orecom putation.

W hen we m ergetwo com m unitiesC1 and C2 weperform the following operations:

� Com pute Pt
(C 1[C 2).

=
jC 1jP

t

C 1.
+ jC 2jP

t

C 2.

jC 1j+ jC 2j
and rem oveP t

C 1.
and P t

C 2.
.

� Update the values of�� concerning C 1 and C2 using Theorem 6 ifpossible,or

otherwiseusing Theorem 5.

The �rstoperation can be donein O (n),and thereforedoesnotplay a signi�cantrolein

the overallcom plexity ofthe algorithm .The dom inating factorin the com plexity ofthe

algorithm isthenum berofdistancesr com puted (each onein O (n)).W eprovean upper

bound ofthisnum berthatdependson theheightofthedendrogram .W edenoteby h(C )

the heightofa com m unity C and by H the heightofthe wholetree(H = h(V )).

T heorem 7 An upper bound ofthe num ber ofdistances com puted by our algorithm is

2m H .Therefore itsglobaltim e com plexity isO (m n(H + t)).

1
inter-com m unity edgescontribute for 1

2
to each com m unity.
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Figure 1: (a) An exam ple ofcom m unity structure found by our algorithm using random

walksoflength t= 3. (b)The stagesofthe algorithm encoded asa tree called dendrogram .

The m axim um of �k and Q , plotted in (c), show that the best partition consists in two

com m unities. The m axim alvaluesof�k show also thatcom m unitiesofdi�erentscalesm ay

berelevant.

Proof: Let M be the num ber ofcom putations of��. M is equalto m (initialization

ofthe �rst ��) plus the sum over allsteps k ofthe num ber ofneighbors ofthe new

com m unity created atstep k (when we m erge two com m unities,we need to update one

value of�� perneighbor). Foreach height1 � h � H ,the com m unitieswith the sam e

heighth are pairwise disjoint,and the sum oftheir num ber ofneighborcom m unities is

lessthan 2m (each edge can atm ostde�ne two neighborhood relations). The sum over

allheights �nally gives M � 2H m . Each ofthese M com putations needs at m ost one

com putation ofrin tim eO (n)(Theorem 5).Therefore,with theinitialization,theglobal

com plexity isO (m n(H + t)). �

In practice,asm alltm ustbechosen (wem usthavet= O (logn)duetotheexponential

convergencespeed oftherandom walkprocess)andthustheglobalcom plexityisO (m nH ).

W e always em pirically observed that best results are obtained using length 3 � t� 8.

W e m oreoverobserved thatthe choice oftin thisrange isnotcrutialasthe resultsare

often sim ilar. Hence we think that a good em piricalcom prom ise is to choose t= 4 or

t= 5. W e also advise to reduce thislength forvery dense graphsand to increase itfor

very sparseonesbecausetheconvergencespeed oftherandom walk processincreasewith

the graph density. Studying m ore form ally the in
uence oft,and determ ining optim al

values,rem ainsto be done.

The worstcase isH = n � 1,which occurswhen the verticesare m erged one by one

to a largecom m unity.Thishappensin the\star" graph,wherea centralvertex islinked

to the n � 1 others. HoweverW ard’salgorithm isknown to produce sm allcom m unities

ofsim ilar sizes. This tends to get closerto the favorable case in which the com m unity

structureisa balanced treeand itsheightisH = O (logn).

However,thisupperbound isnotreached in practicalcases.W eevaluated theactual

11



M ethod Num berofdistancescom puted

Upperbounds
2m (n � 1) 282000000

2m H 2970000

Practicaltests

withouttheorem 6 321000

with theorem 6 277000

with additionalheuristics 103000

Table 1:Num berofdistancescom puted according to upperboundsand practicaltests.

num berofdistancecom putationsdoneon graphsfrom thetestsetpresented in Section 5.1.

W e chose graphswith n = 3000 vertices,theirm ean num berofedgesism = 47000 and

them ean heightofthecom puted dendrogram sisH = 31:6.W ecom pared theworstcase

upperbound 2(m n(n� 1))and theupperbound 2m nH with theactualnum berdistances

com puted with and withoutusing Theorem 6.

W ealsoconsidered an additionalheuristicsthatconsistsin applyingTheorem 6 when-

ever we only know one ofthe two quantities ��(C 1;C ) or ��(C 2;C ). In this case we

assum ethattheotheroneisgreaterthan thecurrentm inim al�� and weobtain a lower

bound for��(C 1 [ C2;C ).Later,ifthislowerbound becom esthe m inim al�� then we

com putetheexactdistancein O (n).O therwiseifthecom m unity C3 = C1[ C2 ism erged

using anothercom m unity than C the exactcom putation isavoided. Thisheuristicscan

induce inexact m erging ordering when the other unknown �� is not greater than the

currentm inim al��,weobserved in thistestthatthishappened on 0:05% ofthe cases.

Theresults,transcribed in Table1,show thatin practicalcases,theactualcom plexity

ofour approach is signi�cantly lower than the upper bound we proved. However,this

upperbound can be reached in the pathologicalcaseofthe stargraph.

5 Experim entalevaluation ofthe algorithm

In this section we willevaluate and com pare the perform ances ofour algorithm with

m ost previously proposed m ethods. This com parison has been done in both random ly

generated graphswith com m unitiesand realworld networks.In orderto obtain rigorous

and precise results,allthe program shave been extensively tested on the sam e large set

ofgraphs.

The testcom paresthe following com m unity detection program s:

� thispaper(W alktrap)with random walk length t= 5 and t= 2,

� the G irvan Newm an algorithm [23,33](a divisive algorithm that rem oves larger

betweenessedges),

� the Fast algorithm that optim ize the m odularity proposed by Newm an and im -

proved in [8](a greedy algorithm designed forvery largegraphsthatoptim izesthe

m odularity),

� the approach ofDonettiand M u~noz using the Laplacian m atrix [10]and its new

im proved version [11](a spectralapproach with a hierarchicalalgorithm ),

� the Netwalk algorithm [48](anotheralgorithm based on random walks),

� the M arkov Cluster Algorithm (M CL) [43](an algorithm based on sim ulation of

(stochastic)
ow in graphs),

� and theCosm oweb algorithm [6](a gravitationalapproach designed forweb cluster-

ing).

W e referto Section 1.2 and to the cited referencesform oredetailson thesealgorithm s.
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5.1 C om parison on generated graphs
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Figure2:Q uality and tim eperform anceofdi�erentapproachesin function ofthesize ofthe

graphs(N ).(Left)M ean quality ofthepartition found (R 0).Right:M ean execution tim e(in

seconds).

Evaluating a com m unity detection algorithm is a di�cult task because one needs

som e testgraphswhose com m unity structure isalready known. A classicalapproach is

to userandom ly generated graphswith com m unities.Herewewillusethisapproach and

generatethe graphsasfollows.

Theparam eterswe considerare:

� thenum berk ofcom m unitiesand theirsizesjCij(theseparam etersgivethenum ber

ofverticesN ),

� the internaldegreedin(Ci)ofeach com m unity,

� and the wanted m odularity Q .

In orderto reduce the num berofparam eters,we considerthatthe externaldegreesare

proportionalto the internaldegrees:8i;dout(Ci)= � � din(Ci).O necan check thatthe

expected m odularity isthen:

Q e =
1

1+ �
�

P

i
(din(Ci)� jCij)

2

(
P

i
din(Ci)� jCij)

2

W e thereforeobtain the wanted m odularity by choosing the appropriatevalue for�.

O ncetheseparam etershavebeen chosen,wedraw each internaledgeofa given com -

m unity with the sam e probability,producing Erd�os-Renyilike com m unities. Then the

externaldegreesare chosen proprotionally to the internaldegrees(with a factor�)and

the verticesare random ly linked with respectto som e constraints(no loop,no m ultiple

edge).
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To evaluate the quality ofthe partition found by the algorithm s,we com pare them

to the originalgenerated partition.To achieve this,we use the Rand index corrected by

Hubertand Arabie [37,25]which evaluatesthe sim ilaritiesbetween two partitions.The

Rand index R(P1;P2)istheratio ofpairsofverticescorrelated by the partitionsP1 and

P2 (two verticesare correlated by the partitions P1 and P2 ifthey are classi�ed in the

sam e com m unity orin di�erentcom m unitiesin the two partitions). The expected value

ofR for a random partition is not zero. To avoid this,Hubert and Arabie proposed a

corrected index thatisalso m oresensitive :R 0=
R � R ex p

R m ax � R ex p
where R exp isthe expected

value ofR fortwo random partitionswith the sam e com m unity size asP1 and P2.This

quantity can be e�ciently com puted using the following equivalentform ula :

R
0(P1;P2)=

N 2
X

i;j

jC 1

i \ C
2

jj
2 �

X

i

jC 1

ij
2
X

j

jC 2

jj
2

1

2
N 2

0

@
X

i

jC 1

ij
2 +

X

j

jC 2

jj
2

1

A �
X

i

jC 1

ij
2
X

j

jC 2

jj
2

W here(C x
i)1� i� kx arethecom m unitiesofthepartition Px and N isthetotalnum berof

vertices.

Thisquantity hasm any advantagescom pared tothe\ratioofverticescorrectly identi-

�ed" thathasbeen widely used in thepast.Itcapturesthesim ilaritiesbetween partitions

even ifthey do not have the sam e num ber ofcom m unities,which is crucialhere as we

willseebelow.M oreover,a random partition alwaysgivesthesam eexpected value0 that

doesnotdepend on the num berofcom m unities.

W e also com pared the partitionsusing the m odularity. However,the resultsand the

conclusionswerevery sim ilarto thoseobtained with R 0.In orderto reducethesizeofthis

section and to avoid duplicated inform ation,we only plotted the results obtained with

the corrected Rand index R 0.

H om ogeneous graphs Let us start with the m ost sim ple case where allthe com -

m unities are sim ilar (sam e size and sam e density). Therefore we only have to choose

the size N ofthe graphs,the num berk ofcom m unities,the internaldegree din ofcom -

m unities and the wanted m odularity Q . The internaledges are drawn with the sam e

probability,producing a Poisson degreedistribution.W egenerated graphscorresponding

to com binationsofthe following param eters:

� sizesN in f100;300;1000;3000;10000;30000;100000g,

� num berofcom m unities,k = N
 with 
 in f0:3;0:42;0:5g,

� internaldegree,din(Ci)= �ln(jC ij)with � in f2;4;6;8;10g,

� wanted m odularity Q in f0:2;0:3;0:4;0:5;0:6g.

The�rstcom parison ofthequality and tim eperform ancesisplotted on Figure 2.For

each graph size,we plotted the m ean corrected Rand index (R 0)and the m ean running

tim e.To avoid thatsom eapproachescan beadvantaged (ordisadvantaged)by particular

param eters,the m ean has been com puted overallthe possible com binationsofthe pa-

ram eterslisted above.This�rstcom parison showsthatouralgorithm hastheadvantage

ofbeing e�cient regarding both the quality ofthe results and the speed,while other

alorithm s only achieve one ofthese goals. It can handle very large graphs with up to

300000 vertices(this lim itation isdue to its m em ory requirem ents). Largergraphscan

be processed (without the sam e quality ofresults) with the Fast M odularity algorithm

thathasbeen able to processa 2 m illion vertex graph.

W e also plotted R 0 on Figure3 to observethe in
uence ofthe m odularity ofthe gen-

erated partition on the results. These �rst tests show that m ost previously proposed
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Figure 3: Q uality of the partition found in function of the m odularity of the generated

partition fordi�erentsizesN (sam e legend asFigure 2).

approacheshave good perform anceson sm allgraphs. Butourapproach isthe only one

that allows to process large graphs while producing good results. Notice that the im -

proved approach ofDonettiand M u~nozalso producesvery good resultsbutrequiresm ore

com putationaltim e.Thisim proved version [11]usesexactly thesam eeigen vectorsasthe

oneswe use in ouralgorithm ,which explainsthatthe quality ofthe resultsare sim ilar.

The M CL algorithm wasdi�cultto use in thisintensive testsince the userm ustchoose

a granularity param eterforeach inputgraph,which isa lim itation ofthisalgorithm .W e

m anually chose one param eterfor each size ofgraph (hence the results are notoptim al

and itcan explain their
uctuations),doing ourbestto �nd a good one.

Itisalsointerestingtocom parethedistribution ofthesizeofthecom m unitiesfound to

thesizeofthegenerated com m unities.W eplotted thesequantitieson Figure4 forgraphs

with N = 3000 vertices. W e generated graphswith three di�erentsizesofcom m unities

and theresultscan explain thelim itationsofsom eapproaches.Itseem sforinstancethat

the FastM odularity algorithm [8]producescom m unitiesthatalwayshave the sam e size

independantly ofthe actualsize ofthe com m unities. Likewise,Cosm oweb [6]produces

too m any very sm allcom m unities(1 to 4 vertices).

H eterogeneous graphs Thesecond setofgraphshasdi�erentkind ofcom m unities

(di�erentsizesand di�erentdensities).Thesizesofthecom m unitiesarerandom ly chosen

according to a powerlaw and the internaldensitiesofeach com m unity isalso random ly

chosen.W e thereforehavethe two following additionalparam eters:

� therangeofinternaldegree,din(Ci)isuniform ely chosen between �m in ln(jCij)and

�m ax ln(jCij)with (�m in;�m ax)= (5;7),(4;8)and (3;9),and

� the com m unity sizedistribution isa powerlaw ofexponent� in 2.1,2.5 and 3.2

2
The com m unity sizes are chosen within a range [Sm in::Sm ax]and the probability that a com m unity has
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com m unitiescorresponding to 11,30 or55 com m unitieson N = 3000 vertex graphs.

To study the in
uence ofthe heterogeneity ofthe com m unities,we generated graphsof

size N = 3000 with allcom binations ofthe previous param eters (m odularity,num ber

ofcom m unities) and ofthe two new ones. The three values ofthe above param eters

correspond to three levels ofheterogeneity. Figure 5 shows that our approach is not

in
uenced by the heterogeneity ofthe com m unities,whereasthe othersare.

5.2 C om parison on realw orld netw orks

To extend the com parison between algorithm s,we also conducted experim entson som e

realworld networks. Howeverjudging the quality ofthe di�erentpartiton found isvery

di�cultbecausewedo nothavea referencepartition thatcan beconsidered astheactual

com m unitiesofthenetwork.W eonly com pared thevalueofthem odularity found by the

di�erentalgorithm s.The resultsarereported in Table 2.

W e used the following realworld networks:

� TheZachary’skarateclub network [47],a sm allsocialnetwork thathasbeen widely

used to testm ostofthe com m unity detection algorithm s.

� The collegefootballnetwork from [23].

� The protein interaction network studied in [27].

� A scientistscollabaration network com puted on the arXiv database[50].

� An internetm ap provided by Dam ien M agoni[24].

� The web graph studied in [2]

size S is actualy proportionalto (S + �)
�
,with � chosen such thatthe expected size ofthe overallgraph is

equalto a given N .
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Figure 5: In
uence of the heterogeneity of the graphs (for four sizes of graphs N =

100;300;1000;3000). O n the x axis,leftcorrespondsto hom ogeneousgraphsand rightcor-

respondsto very heterogeneousgraphs.The quality ofthe partition isplotted asa function

ofdi�erent param eters as described in the text. Top: internaldensity given by the range

[�m in :�m ax].Bottom :com m unity sizesgiven by theexponentofthepowerlaw distribution.

graph karate foot protein arxiv internet www

nb vertices/m ean degree 33/4.55 115/10.7 594/3.64 9377/5.14 67882/8.12 159683/11.6

W alktrap (t= 5) 0.38/0s 0.60/0s 0.67/0.02s 0.76/4.61s 0.76/1030s 0.91/5770s

W alktrap (t= 2) 0.38/0s 0.60/0s 0.64/0.01s 0.71/1.08s 0.69/273s 0.84/468s

FastM odularity 0.39/0s 0.57/0s 0.71/0s 0.77/1.65s 0.72/483s 0.92/1410s

DonettiM u~noz 0.41/0s 0.60/0s 0.59/0.34s 0.66/1460s { {

DonettiM u~noz (Laplacian) 0.41/0s 0.60/0s 0.60/1.37s 0.62/1780s { {

Cosm oweb -0.05/0s 0.33/0s 0.50/0.02s 0.60/0.65 0.47/6.82s 0.79/21s

G irvan Newm an 0.40/0s 0.60/0.39s 0.70/6.93s > 40000s { {

Netwalk 0.40/0.02s 0.60/0.07s 0.60/5.2s > 40000s { {

Duch Arenas 0.41/0s 0.60/0.05s 0.69/1.9s 0.77/14000s { {

M CL 0.36/0s 0.60/0.05s 0.66/0.58s 0.73/61.3s { {

Table 2:Perform anceson realworld networks(m odularity / tim e (in seconds)).Thesecond

line showsthesize ofthe graphsgiven by theirnum berofverticesand theirm ean degree.

W ereduced thesizesofthesenetworksby only keeping thelargestconnected com ponent

and by iteratively rem oving allthe one-degree vertices(which do notprovide signi�cant

inform ation on com m unity structures).Thisallowed usto run thecom parison testswith

allthe algorithm son sm allernetworks(Table 2 reportsthe size and the m ean degree of

the graphsafterthisprocessing).
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6 C onclusion and further work

W e proposed a new distance between vertices that quantify their structuralsim ilarity

using random walks.Thisdistancehasseveraladvantages:itcapturesm uch inform ation

on thecom m unity structure,and itcan beused in an e�cienthierarchicalagglom erative

algorithm thatdetectscom m unitiesin a network.W e designed such an algorithm which

works in the worstcase in tim e O (m n2). In practice,real-world com plex networks are

sparse (m = O (n)) and the height ofthe dendrogram is sm all(H = O (logn));in this

casethe algorithm runsin O (n2 logn).An im plem entation isprovided at[49].

Extensive experim entsshow thatourm ethod providesgood resultsin variouscondi-

tions(graph sizes,densities,and num berofcom m unities).W e used such experim entsto

com pare ouralgorithm sto the m ain previously proposed ones. Thisdirectcom parision

showsthatourapproach hasa clearadvantagein term ofquality ofthe com puted parti-

tion and presentsthe besttradeo� between quality and running tim e forlargenetworks.

It howeverhasthe lim itation ofneeding quite a large am ountofm em ory,which m akes

the FastM odularity approach a relevantchallengerofourm ethod forvery large graphs

(m illion vertices).

O urm ethod could beintegrated in a m ulti-scalevisualization toolforlargenetworks,

and it m ay be relevant for the com putation ofoverlapping com m unities (which often

occurs in real-world cases and on which very few has been done untilnow [34]). W e

consider these two points as prom ising directions for further work. Finally,we pointed

outthatthe m ethod isdirectly usable forweighted networks.Fordirected ones(like the

im portantcase ofthe web graph),on the contrary,the proofswe provided are notvalid

anym ore,and random walksbehave signi�cantly di�erently. Therefore,we also consider

the directed caseasan interesting direction forfurtherresearch.
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