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A bstract

D ense subgraphs of sparse graphs (com m unities), which appear in m ost realworld com plex
netw orks, play an In portant role in m any contexts. C om puting them how ever is generally expen—
sive. W e propose here a m easure of sim ilarities between vertices based on random walks which
has several In portant advantages: i captures well the com m unity structure in a network, it can
be com puted e clently, and it can be used in an agglom erative algorithm to com pute e ciently
the com m unity structure of a network. W e propose such an algorithm , called W aktrap, which
runsin tineO (m n2) and space O (n2) in the worst case, and in tine O (n2 logn) and space O (nz)
in most reakworld cases (n and m are respectively the num ber of vertices and edges in the input
graph) . E xtensive com parison tests show that our algorithm surpasses previously proposed ones
conceming the quality of the obtained com m unity structures and that it stands am ong the best
ones conceming the running tim e.

K eyw ords: com plex netw orks, graph theory, com m uniy structure, random walks.

1 Introduction

R ecent advances have brought out the in portance of com plkex networks in m any di er—
ent dom ains such as sociology (acquaintance netw orks, collaboration netw orks), biology
(m etabolic netw orks, gene netw orks) or com puter science (ntemet topology, web graph,
P2p networks) . W e referto [45,[42,[1,[37,[12)] or review s from di erent perspectivesand for
an extensive bibliography. T he associated graphs are In generalglobally sparse but locally
dense: there exist groups of vertices, called com m unities, highly connected betw een them

but w ith few links to other vertices. T his kind of structure brings out m uch inform ation
about the network. For exam ple, In a m etabolic netw ork the com m unities corresoond
to biological fiinctions of the cell [38]. In the web graph the com m unities correspond to
topics of nterest P9, [18].

This notion of comm unity is however di cul to de ne form ally. M any de nitions
have been proposed in social netw orks studies 5], but they are too restrictive or cannot
be com puted e ciently. However, m ost recent approaches have reached a consensus,
and consider that a partition P = £fCi;:::;Cxg of the vertices of a graph G = (V;E)
8i;,C V) represents a good comm unity structure if the proportion of edges inside
the C; (intemal edges) is high com pared to the proportion of edges between them (see
for exam ple the de nitions given in [[9]). T herefore, we will design an algorithm which

nds com m unities satisfying this criterion. M ore preciskey, we w ill evaluate the quality
of a partition into com m unities using a quantiy (known as m odularity [32, 33]) which
captures this.

W e w ill consider throughout this paper an undirected graph G = (V;E) with n= ¥ j
vertices and m = F jedges. W e In pose that each vertex is linked to itselfby a loop (we
add these loops if necessary). W e also suppose that G is connected, the case where it is
not being treated by considering the com ponents as di erent graphs.

1.1 Owur approach and results

O ur approach is based on the ollow ing Intuition: random walks on a graph tend to get
\trapped" into densely connected parts corregponding to com m unities. W e therefore begin
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w ith som e properties of random walks on graphs. U sing them , we de ne a m easurem ent
of the structural sim ilarity between vertices and between comm unities, thus de ning a
distance. W e relate this distance to existing spectral approaches of the problem . But
our distance has an im portant advantage on these m ethods: it is e ciently com putable,

and can be used In a hierarchical clustering algorithm (m erging iteratively the vertices
Into comm unities). O ne obtains this way a hierarchical comm uniy structure that m ay
be represented as a tree called dendrogram (an exam ple is provided in Figure[ll). W e
propose such an algorithm , called W aktrap, which com putes a comm uniy structure in
tineO mnH ) whereH isthe height of the corresponding dendrogram . T he worst case is
O mn?). Butm ost realword com plex networks are sparse (m = O (n)) and, as already
noticed in @], H isgenerally sm alland tends to them ost favourable case in which the den—
drogram isbalanced H = O (logn)). In this case, the com plexity is therefore 0 (2 logn).
W e nally evaluate the perform ance of our algorithm w ith di erent experim ents which
show that it surpasses previously proposed algorithm s in m ost cases.

1.2 Related work

M any algorithm sto nd community structures in graphs exist. M ost of them result from
very recent works, but this topic is related to the classical problem of graph partitioning
that consists In gplitting a graph into a given num ber of groups w hile m inin izing the cost
of the edge cut [T, 35, 28]. However, these algorithm s are not well suited to our case
because they need the number of com m unities and their size as param eters. T he recent
Interest in the dom ain has started w ith a new divisive approach proposed by G irvan and
Newm an 23,[33]: the edgesw ith the largest betiveenness (hum ber of shortest pathspassing
through an edge) are rem oved one by one In order to split hierarchically the graph into
comm unities. This algorithm runsin tine O (m ?n). Sin ilar algorithm s w ere proposed by
Radicchiet al [36] and by Fortunato et al [[d]. The rst one uses a local quantity (the
num ber of loops of a given length containing an edge) to choose the edges to rem ove and
runsin tine O (m ?). T he second one uses a m ore com plex notion of inform ation centrality
that gives better results but poor perform ances in O (m 3n).

H jerarchical clustering is another classicalapproach ntroduced by sociologists fordata
analysis [3,[18]. From a m easurem ent of the sim ilarity between vertices, an agglom era—
tive algorithm groups iteratively the vertices Into comm unities (di erent m ethods exist,
depending on the way of choosing the com m unities to m erge at each step). Several ag—
glom erative m ethods have been recently introduced and we will use it In our approach.
Newm an proposed in [32] a greedy algorithm that startsw ith n com m unities correspond—
Ing to the vertices and m erges com m unities in order to optin ize a function called m od—
ularity which m easures the quality of a partition. This algorithm runs n O mn) and
has recently been in proved to a complexiy O m H logn) @ ith our notations) [B]. The
algorithm ofD onettiand M unoz [[0] also uses a hierarchical clustering m ethod: they use
the eigenvectors of the Laplacian m atrix of the graph to m easure the sin ilarities betw een
vertices. The com plexity is determm ined by the com putation of all the eigenvectors, in
0 @3) tin e or sparse m atrices. O ther interesting m ethods have been proposed, see for
instance [8,[9,39,15,,14].

Random walks them selves have already been used to infer structural properties of
netw orks in som e previousworks. G aum e [21]] used this notion in linguistic context. Fouss
et al 20] used the Euclidean comm ute tim e distance based on the average rst-passage
tin e of wakers. Zhou and Lipow sky (8] introduced another dissin ilarity index based on
the sam e quantity; it hasbeen used In a hierarchicalalgorithm (called Netwalk). M arkov
C luster A gorithm [43] iterates tw om atrix operations (one corresponding to random walks)
bringing out clusters In the lim it state. Unfortunately the three last approaches run
in O (n3) and cannot m anage networks w ith m ore than a few thousand vertices. Our
approach has the m ain advantage to be signi catively faster whilke producing very good



resuls.

2 P relim inaries on random walks

The graph G is associated to is adpcency m atrix B:Ay = 1 if vertices 1 and j are
connected and A ;5 = 0 otherw ise. The degree d (i) = inj of vertex i is the num ber of
isneighbors (incliding itself). A swe discussed in the introduction, the graph is assum ed
to be connected. To sin plify the notations, we only consider unweighted graphs in this
paper. It is however trivial to extend our results to weighted graphs @ i3 2 R* instead

ofA 5 2 £0;19), which is an advantage of this approach.

Let us consider a discrete random walk process (or di usion process) on the graph G
(see 30, )] or a com plete presentation of the topic). At each tine step a wakerison a
vertex and m oves to a vertex chosen random ly and uniform ly am ong its neighbors. T he
sequence of visited vertices is a M arkov chain, the states of which are the vertices of the
graph. Ateach step, the transition probability from vertex ito vertex jisPiy = g‘(iij) . This
de nes the transition m atrix P of random walk processes. One can alsowriteP = D A
where D is the diagonalm atrix of the degrees (84;D 3 = d(i) and D ;5= 0 foris 3j).

T he process is driven by the powers of the m atrix P : the probability of going from
ito j through a random wak of length tis P %);5. In the ©llow ing, we w ill denote this
probability by Pitj . It satis es two well known properties of the random walk process
which we willuse in the sequel:

P roperty 1 W hen the length t of a random walk starting at vertex i tends towards in—
nity, the prokability of being on a vertex j only depends on the degree of vertex j (and
not on the starting vertex i) :

a@)
., . t
RIS T

W e w ill provide a proof of this property in the next section.

P roperty 2 The probabilities of going from ito j and from j to ithrough a random wak
ofa =xed kength t have a ratio that only depends on the degrees d (i) and d (j):

81;83;d@P = d(HPS;

Proof : Thisproperty can be w ritten asthem atricialequation DP ™D ' = @ %? where
M T is the transpose of thematrix M ). By ushgP = D 'A and the symm etry of the
matricesD and A, wehave: DP®D =D (@ 'A)D '= @ap )= @aTp HT)t=
(O A= @9

3 Com paring vertices using short random walks

3.1 A distance r to m easure vertex sim ilarities

In orderto group the vertices into com m unities, wew illnow introduce a distance r between
the vertices that captures the comm uniy structure of the graph. T his distance m ust be
large if the two vertices are in di erent com m unities, and on the contrary if they are in
the sam e comm unity i must be an all. &t willbe com puted from the Inform ation given
by random walks in the graph.

Let us consider random wakson G ofa given length t. W e w ill use the nform ation
given by all the probabilities ]E’itj to go from ito j in t steps. The length t of the random



waksmust be su ciently long to gather enough inform ation about the topology of the
graph. H owever t m ust not be too long, to avoid the e ect predicted by P roperty [I; the
probabilities would only depend on the degree of the vertices. E ach probability Pitj gives
som e inform ation about the two vertices i and Jj, but P roperty @ says that P 5 and P J;
encode exactly the sam e inform ation. F inally, the inform ation about vertex i encoded
in P resides in the n probabilities P L)1 x n», which is nothing but the i row of the
m atrix P *, denoted by P} To com pare two vertices i and Jj using these data, we must
notice that:

Iftwo vertices i and j are In the sam e com m unity, the probability Pitj w il surely be
high. But the fact that Pitj ishigh does not necessarily in ply that i and j are in the
sam e com m unity.

T he probability Pitj is In uenced by the degree d (j) because the walker has higher
probability to go to high degree vertices.

Two vertices of a sam e com m unity tend to \see" all the other vertices in the sam e
way. Thusifiand jare in the sam e com m unity, we w illprobably have 8k;P | ' Pjtk.

W e can now give the de nition of our distance betw een vertices, w hich takes into account
all previous rem arks:

D e nition 1 Letiand jbe two vertices in the graph and
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where k% is the Euclidean norm ofR™".

One can notice that this distance can also be seen as the L? distance M) between the
two probability distributions P ,and P{ o Notice also that the distance depends on t
and should be denoted by ri; (). W e will how ever consider it as im plicit to sim plify the
notations.

Now we generalize our distance between vertices to a distance between com m unities
n a straightforward way. Let us consider random walks that start from a comm unity: the
starting vertex is chosen random ly and uniform ly am ong the vertices of the com m unity.
W e de ne the probability Pctj to go from community C to vertex j in t steps:
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This de nes a probability vect:o:erct othat allow s us to generalize our distance:

De nition 2 LetC;,;C, V betwo communities. W e de ne the distance rc,c, between
these two com m unities by:
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rc1c2= D

This de nition is consistent w ith the previous one: rij = Irigrjg and we can also de ne
the distance between a vertex iand a community C : ric = Teigc -



3.2 Relation with spectral approaches
Theorem 1 The distance r is related to the spectral properties of the m atrix P by:

2 = oo v o@)?

where ()1 nand v )1 n are respectively the eigenvalues and right eigenvectors of
thematrix P .

In order to prove this theorem , we need the follow Ing technical lemm a:

Lemm a 1 The eigenvalues of the m atrix P are real and satisfy:
1= 1> 5 B a> 1

M oreover, there exists an orthonomm al fam iy of vectors (s )1 n such that each vector
v =D Zs andu =D?%s are regpectively a right and a kft elgenvector associated to
the eigenvalue

8 ;Pv = v andPTu = u

8 ;8 ;viu =

Proof : The matrix P has the sam e eigenvalues as its sin fhrm atrix S = D PD % =
D *AD 7. The mEau:ix S is real and symm etric, so its eigenvalues arereal. P isa
stochastic m atrix ( ;}:lPij = 1), so is largest eigenvalue s ; = 1. The graph G is
connected and prim itive (the god ofthe cycl lengths ofG is 1, due to the loops on each
vertex), therefore we can apply the Perron-Frobeniis theorem which in plies that P has

a unigue dom nant eigenvalue. Therefore we have: 7 < 1 for2 n.
The symm etry of S in plies that there also exists an orthonomal fam ily s of eigen—
vectors of S satisfying 8 ;8 ;sTs = (W here =1if = and 0 otherw ise) . W e

then directly obtain that the vectorsv = D s andu =D:s are respectively a right
and a left eigenvector of P satisfyingu’v =

W e can now prove T heorem [l and cbtain P roperty [l as a corrolary:

P roof : Lemm a[llm akes it possble to w rite a spectral decom position of the m atrix P :

Xt Xt Xt
P = v u',and P "= ‘v u',and 0P = ‘v @u @)
=1 =1 =1
W hen t tends towards in nity, all the temm s 2 vanish. It is easy to show that the
rst right eigenvector v; is constant. By nom alizing we have 8i;v; (1) = P—J=d(k) and
k

8j;u1 (3) = P—?% . W e cbtain P roperty [:
k

in PLE= I ‘v Du ()= v Qui G) = P

Now we obtain the expression of the probability vector Pit -

X X
Pf = v )u =D ? v @Ds
=1 =1

W e put this formula into the second de nition of rj; given in Equation ). Then we
use the P ythagorean theorem w ith the orthonom al fam ity of vectors (s )1 nrandwe



rem em ber that the vector v; is constant to rem ovethe case = 1 In the sum . Finally we

have:
xn 2 xn

. = fw @ v @Eys = T D v @)
=1 =2

T his theoram relates random walks on graphs to the m any current works that study
comm unity structure using spectral properties of graphs. For exam ple, [41l] notices that
the m odular structure of a graph is expressed in the eigenvectors of P (other than vi)
that corresoonds to the largest positive eigenvalues. If two vertices i and j belong to a
sam e com m unity then the coordinatesv (i) and v (j) are sin ilar in allthese eigenvectors.
M oreover, [40,[27] show in a m ore generalcase that when an eigenvaluie  tendsto 1, the
coordinates of the associated eigenvector v are constant in the subsets of vertices that
correspond to comm unities. A distance sin ilar to ours (but that cannot be com puted

. )2
directly w ith random walks) is also introduced: & (5;3) = "_, % Finally,
[T0] uses the sam e spectral approach applied to the Laplacian m atrix of the graph L =
D A

A 1l these studies show that the spectral approach takes an im portant part In the
search for comm uniy structure n graphs. However all these approaches have the sam e
drawback: the eigenvectors need to be explicitly com puted (in tine O (n®) or a sparse
m atrix). T his com putation rapidly becom es untractable in practice when the size of the
graph exceeds som e thousands of vertices. O ur approach isbased on the sam e foundation
but has the advantage of avoiding the expensive com putation of the eigenvectors: i only
needs to com pute the probabilities Pitj, which can be done e ciently as shown in the
follow ing subsection.

3.3 Com putation of the distance r

Once the two vectors P ,and P | ,are com puted, the distance rj; can be com puted in
tine O () using Equation [). Notice that given the probability vectorsP{ ,and P ¢
the distance -, ¢, isalso computed in tine O (n)

T he probability vectors can be com puted once and stored in mem ory Which uses
O %) mem ory space) or they can be dynam ically com puted (which increases the time
com plexity) depending on the am ont of available m em ory. W e propose an exact m ethod
and an approxin ated m ethod to com pute them .

E xact com putation
Theorem 2 EachprobabﬂjtyvectorPf.cznbeoomputedjntjmeO (tm ) and spac= O ).

P roof : To com pute the vector P{ y wemultiply t tin es the vector P, (8k;P Y jk) = i)
by them atrix P . Thisdirect m ethod is advantageous in our case because them atrix P is
generally sparse (for realw orld com plex netw orks) therefore each product is processed in
tine O m ). T he inidalization ofPiO.js done in O (n) and thus each ofthen vectorsPit.
iscomputed ntimeO M+ tm )= O (m ).

A pproxim ated com putation

Theorem 3 Each probability vectorPit.can be approxim ated In time O K t) and space
0 K ) with an reltive error O (917).



Proof : W e compute K random wa]ks of length t starting from vertex i. Then we
approxin ate each probability P by 2 where N i is the num ber of walers that ended
on vertex k during the K J:andom wa]ks. The Central Lim it Theorem im plies that this
quantity tends toward P with a speed O (p%) when K tends toward in nity. Each
random walk com putation is done In time O (t) and constant space hence the overall
com putation isdone in tine O K t) and space O K )

T he approxin ated m ethod is only interresting for very large graphs. In the ollow ing
we w il consider the exact m ethod for the com plexiy and the experim ental evaluation.

34 G eneralizing the distance

W e saw that our distance is directly related to the spectral properties of the transition
matrix P. W e show In this section how one can generalize easily and e ciently this
distance to use another weighting of the eigenvectors. To achieve this, we only need to
de ne di erent vectors @i o 21l the rest of the approach follow s.

xn
Theorem 4 Let us consider the generalized distance bfj = £2( )w @ v ))?
=2
*®
where f (x) = k" is any function de ned by a power series.
k=0
1 1 P 1
Thenb= D ?ﬂ‘?i. D =2 j.,whereﬂ‘Di. ke Oqudcanbeapproxmatademe
®
O (m ) and space O (n) with relhtive error on each coordinate lss than ", = -
k=r+1
P P P
Proof : Wehave®, o= izoq{Pf.= D> 11<:0 "_,a v (@)s . Therebre :
1 1 >é. ><n k
by= D B, D B, = o Fw @ v E)s
k=0 =2
And we can conclude because the vectors s are orthonom al :
xR 2 X
a v D vEs = (v @ v @)=
=2 k=0 =2
P

To com pute the vectors, we approxin ate the series to the order r: B, o/ ,_ oPF,
W e only need to com pute the successive powerslbk for0 k r which can be done In
tine O (xm ) and space O ().

To illustrate this generalization, we show that it directly allow s to consider continuous
random walks. Indeed, the choice of the length of the random waks Wwhich must be an
integer) m ay be restrictive in som e cases. To overcom e this constraint, one m ay consider
the continuous random walk process: during a period dt the waker will go from i to
Jj with probability P;;dt. One can prove that the probabilities to go from 1ito j after
a tine t are given by ‘Epe matrix e*® 9, For a given period length t, the associated
distance is now ¥ et PVw @ v (9)° which corresponds to a fiunction

J

fx)=e® V=" agx* wzi:hck——tet



4 The algorithm

In the previous section, we have proposed a distance between vertices (and between sets
of vertices) to capture structural sin ilarities between them . The problem of nding com —
munities isnow a clustering problem . W e willuse here an e cient hierarchical clistering
algorithm that allow sus to nd community structures at di erent scales. W e present an
agglom erative approach based on W ard’s m ethod [44]] that is well suited to our distance
and gives very good results w hile reducing the num ber of distance com putations.

W e start from a partition P, = ffvg;v 2 V g ofthe graph into n com m unities reduced
to a single vertex. W e rst com pute the distances between all ad-poent vertices. Then
this partition evolves by repeating the follow Ing operations. At each step k:

choose two communities G and C, In Py according to a criterion based on the
distance between the com m unities that we detail later,

m erge these two comm unities into a new community G = C; [ C, and create the
new partition: Py, 1 = Py nfC;i;C,9) [ £C3g, and

update the distances between comm unities (we will see Jater that we actually only
do this for ad-poent com m unities).

Aftern 1 steps, the algorithm nishes and we obtain P, = £V g. Each step de nes
a partition Py of the graph Into comm unities, which gives a hierarchical structure of
com m unities called dendrogram (see Figure[ll©)). This structure is a tree in which the
Jeaves correspond to the vertices and each intemal node is associated to a m erging of
com m unities in the algorithm : i corresponds to a com m unity com posed of the union of
the com m unities corresponding to its children.

T he key points in thisalgorithm are the way we choose the com m unities to m erge, and
the fact that the distances can be updated e ciently. W e w ill also need to evaluate the
quality ofa partition In order to choose one ofthe Py asthe resul of our algorithm . W e
w il detail these points below , and explain how they can be m anaged to give an e cient
algorithm .

4.1 Choosing the com m unities to m erge.

This choice plays a central role for the quality of the ocbtained communiy structure.
In orxder to reduce the com plxity, we willonly m erge adpcent comm unities having at
least an edge between them ). This reasonable heuristic (already used in [32)] and [I0])
Ilim tstom the number ofpossible m ergings at each stage. M oreover it ensures that each
com m unity is connected.

W e choose the two com m unities to m erge according to W ard’sm ethod. At each step
k, we m erge the two comm unities that m inin ize the mean ¢ of the squared distances
betw een each vertex and its com m unity.

X X
e
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This approach is a greedy algorithm that tries to solve the problem ofm axin izing
for each k. This problm is known to be NP-hard: even for a given k, m axin izing
is the NP-hard \K M edian clustering problem " [[6,[13] orK = k) clusters. The
existing approxin ation algorithm s [[4,[13] are exponentialw ith the num ber of clusters to

nd and unsuitable for our purpose. So for each pair of adpcent communities fC;;C,qg,
w e com pute the variation C 1;C3) of thatwould be nduced ifwemergeC; and C,
Into a new community C3 = C; [ C,. This quantity only depends on the vertices of C 1
and C,, and not on the other com m unities or on the step k of the algorithm :

1 X
i, e, ., @)

C 1iC2)= —
n
i2Cs i2¢C, 2cC,



Finally, we m erge the two com m unities that give the lowest value of

42 Computing and updating the distances.

T he in portant point here is to notice that these quantities can be e clently com puted
thanks to the fact that our distance is a Euclidean distance, which m akes i possbl to
obtain the two Bllow ing classical results 24]:

Theorem 5 The increase of after them ergingoftwo comm unitiesC; and C, is directly
related to the distance r,c, by:

1 £33
C 1;C2) = —.7.]%&2
n i+ £23
P
Proof : First notice that . @F , Pfg= 0and (£13+ £2IPF .= £1P¢, o

j?zj?ctQ « Then we considerthedistance rasam etric in R" (that contains the probability
vectors P. ¢ associated to an inner product < :3 > . Finally, after som e elem entary
com putations, we obtain :
X X X 17 f
_ t t oot t oo 112
rim_ <Pc3o Pi.—PC3. Pi.>_ ricl+ (j: j+ﬁ jz C1C
i2c, i2c, e, 1 2

This also holds ifwe replace C; by C, and C, by C; . T herefore:

X , X , X X X , T19827
- 2 = 2 _Fidhed
Ye. = re-. t+ o, = o, T e, +
iC 3 iC 3 iC 3 ic iC , j:lj_'_ j,:zjclcz
i2Cs i2C, i2C, i2Cq i2cC,

W e deduce the clain by replacing this expression into E quation [J).

T his theorem show s that we only need to update the distances between com m unities
to get the values of : ifwe know the two vectors P ¢, eand P¢, ¢ the com putation
of (C 1;C;) ispossbl in O (n). M oreover, the next theorem show s that ifwe already
know the three values C 1;C2), C 1;C) and C 2;C), then we can com pute

€ 1 [ C2;C) In constant tin e.

Theorem 6 (Lance-W illiam s-Jam bu form ula) IfC; and C, are merged into C3 =
C1 [ C; then for any other comm unity C :

(F13+ £I €C1;C)+ (Fo3t £I) €2;C) £J € 1;C)
C 3;C)= ; ; . @)
Fii+ £23+ £J
Proof : W ereplacethe our ofEquation ([@) by their valies given by Theorem [{. W e
multiply each sﬁebyw anduse £33= 13 .3 and obtain the equivalent
equation :

1323

£t £.37°
Then we use the fact that P ,is the barycenter of P¢  weighted by £1jand of P&,
weighted by 1, j therefore:

Tixe o+ To¥l,c= E1d+ £2I2 o+ T 1¥l o, + Foxe e,

. . . _ _Fa13L-3
W eCOnC]lldeuS]ng j:lxglca + ﬁzjﬁézca = m]ﬁélcz .

13+ fzjrggc = jCljrélc + j:ij(Z:zc

Since we only m erge adpcent com m unities, we only need to update the values of
between adpcent comm unities (there are at most m values). T hese values are stored in
a balanced tree In which we can add, rem ove or get the m inimum in O (logm ). Each
com putation of a value of can be done in tine O M) with Theorem [ or n constant
tin e when Theorem [ can be applied.



4.3 Evaluating the quality of a partition.

The algorithm induces a sequence Pyx)1 x n of partitions into communities. W e now
want to know which partitions in this sequence capture well the com m unity structure.
The m ost widely used criterion is the m odularity Q introduced in [37, [33], which relies
on the fraction of edges ex inside communiy C and the fraction of edges’ ac bound to
community C : X
Q@)= e al
Cc2Pp

T he best partition is then considered to be the one that m axim izesQ .

H owever, depending on one’s ob fctives, one m ay consider other quality criterion of
a partition into com munities. For instance, the m odularity is not well suited to nd
comm unities at di erent scales. Here we provide another criterion that helps in nding
such structures. W hen we merge two very di erent comm unities W ih respect to the
distance r), the value k= k+1 x at this step is large. C onversly, if x is large
then the communities at step k 1 are surely relevant. To detect this, we Introduce the
ncrease ratio :

k= =

One may then consider that the relevant partitions Py are those associated w ith the
largest values of i . D gpending on the context In which our algorithm is used, one m ay
take only the best partition (the one forwhich y ism aximn al) or choose am ong the best
ones using another criterion (like the size of the com m unities, for instance). This is an
In portant advantage of our m ethod, which helps in nding the di erent scales in the
com m uniy structure. However we used the m odularity (which produces better results to

nd an unique partition and is not speci ¢ to our algorithm ) in our experim ental tests to
be abl to com pare our algorithm w ih the previouly proposed ones.

44 Complexity.

F irst, the Initialization of the probability vectors is done n O m nt). Then, at each step
k of the algorithm , we keep In m em ory the vectors Pct o COrresponding to the current
comm unities (the ones In the current partition). But for the comm unities that are not
In Py (because they have been m erged w ith another com m unity before) we only keesp the
Inform ation saying in which comm unity it hasbeen m erged. W e keep enough inform ation
to construct the dendogram and have access to the com position of any comm unity with
a few m ore com putation.

W hen wemergetwo communities C; and C, we perform the follow ing operations:

t
C, &

L1PS, & F2P¢
t = Ca Co ®
ComputeP(cl[cz). PR

Update the values of conceming C; and C, using Theorem [@ if possble, or
otherw ise using T heorem [H.

and remove P and P
1 @

The rst operation can be done in O (n), and therefore does not play a signi cant role in
the overall com plexity of the algorithm . T he dom inating factor in the com plexity of the
algorithm is the num ber of distances r com puted (each one in O (n)). W e prove an upper
bound ofthis num ber that depends on the height ofthe dendrogram . W e denoteby h (C )
the height ofa community C and by H the height ofthewholetree H = h(V)).

Theorem 7 An upper bound of the num ber of distances com puted by our algorithm is
2m H . Therefore its golaltimne com pkexity isO mn H + t)).

! inter-com m unity edges contribute for % to each com m unity.
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(b)

Figure 1: (@) An example of communiy structure found by our algorithm using random
walks of length t= 3. (o) T he stages of the algorithm encoded as a tree called dendrogram .
The maximum of  and Q, pltted In (c), show that the best partition consists in two
comm uniies. Themaxin alvalies of  show also that communities of di erent scales m ay
be relevant.

Proof : Let M be the number of com putations of . M isequaltom (initialization
of the rst ) plus the sum over all steps k of the num ber of neighbors of the new
comm unity created at step k When we m erge two com m unities, we need to update one
value of per neighbor). Foreach height 1 h H , the communities w ith the sam e
height h are paimw ise dispint, and the sum of their num ber of neighbor com m unities is
Jess than 2m (each edge can at m ost de ne two neighborhood relations). The sum over
all heights nally gives M 2Hm . Each of these M com putations needs at m ost one
com putation of r in tine O M) (T heorem [@). T herefore, w ith the initialization, the global
complexity isO mnEH + t)).

In practice, a sm alltm ust be chosen wWemusthavet= O (logn) due to the exponential
convergence speed ofthe random walk process) and thusthe globalcom plexiy isO m nH ).
W e always em pirically observed that best results are obtained using length 3 t 8.
W e m oreover observed that the choice of t In this range is not crutial as the results are
offten sim ilar. Hence we think that a good em pirical com prom ise is to choose t = 4 or

= 5. W e also advise to reduce this length for very dense graphs and to increase it for
very sparse ones because the convergence speed of the random walk process increase w ith
the graph density. Studying m ore form ally the in uence of t, and determm ining optin al
values, rem ains to be done.

Theworstcase isH = n 1, which occurs when the vertices are m erged one by one
to a Jarge com m unity. T his happens in the \star" graph, w here a central vertex is linked
to then 1 others. However W ard’s algorithm is known to produce sn all com m unities
of sim ilar sizes. This tends to get closer to the favorable case in which the com m unity
structure is a balanced tree and tsheight isH = O (logn).

H ow ever, this upper bound is not reached in practical cases. W e evaluated the actual

11



M ethod N um ber of distances com puted
2m 0 1) 282000000
Upperbounds om H 2970 000
w fthout theorem |d 321000
P ractical tests w ith theorem (4 277000
w ith additional heuristics 103000

Table 1: Num ber of distances com puted according to upper bounds and practical tests.

num ber ofdistance com putations done on graphs from the test set presented in Section [B11.
W e chose graphs w ith n = 3000 vertices, their m ean num ber of edges ism = 47000 and
the m ean height of the com puted dendrogram sisH = 31:6.W e com pared the worst case
upperbound 2mn (n 1)) and the upperbound 2m nH w ith the actualnum ber distances
com puted w ith and w ithout using T heorem 4.

W e also considered an additionalheuristics that consists in applying T heorem [@when—
ever we only know one of the two quantities C 1;C) or C 2;C). In this case we
assum e that the other one is greater than the current m inimal  and we obtain a lower
bound for C 1 [ Cy;C). Later, if this Jower bound becom es the m lnin al then we
com pute the exact distance In O (n). O therw ise ifthe community C3 = C; [ C, ismerged
using another com m unity than C the exact com putation is avoided. T his heuristics can
Induce nexact m erging ordering when the other unknown is not greater than the
current m ininal , we cbserved in this test that this happened on 0:05% ofthe cases.

The resuls, transcribed in Tabll[l, show that in practicalcases, the actualcom plexity
of our approach is signi cantly lower than the upper bound we proved. However, this
upper bound can be reached In the pathological case of the star graph.

5 Experin ental evaluation of the algorithm

In this section we will evaluate and com pare the perform ances of our algorithm w ith
m ost previously proposed m ethods. This com parison has been done in both random ly
generated graphs w ith com m unities and realworld netw orks. In order to obtain rigorous
and precise results, all the program s have been extensively tested on the sam e large set
of graphs.

T he test com pares the ©llow Ing com m unity detection program s:

this paper W aktrap) with random wak length t= 5and t= 2,

the G irvan Newm an algorithm [£3, [33] @ divisive algorithm that rem oves larger
betw eeness edges),

the Fast algorithm that optim ize the m odularity proposed by Newm an and in —
proved in [B] (@ greedy algorithm designed for very large graphs that optin izes the
m odularity),

the approach of D onetti and M unoz using the Laplacian m atrix [[0] and its new
in proved version [[1l] (a spectral approach w ith a hierarchical algorithm ),

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

the M arkov C luster A lgorithm ™ CL) [43] (@n algorithm based on sinulation of
(stochastic) ow in graphs),

and the C oan ow €b algorithm [] (@ gravitationalapproach designed orweb clister—
ng).
W e refer to Section [[J and to the cited references for m ore details on these algorithm s.
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5.1 Com parison on generated graphs

1 . . 10000 . —

1000
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Walktrap t=5
Walktrap t=2 —+—
Fast Modularity —*—

Girvan Newman —a—

Netwalk —+—

Duch Arenas —<—
MCL

0 PR |

H L 0.01
100 1000
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Figure 2: Quality and tin e perform ance of di erent approaches in function of the size of the
graphs (N ). Left) M ean quality of the partition ound R 9. R ight: M ean execution tin e (in
seconds) .

Evaliating a comm uniy detection algorithm is a di cult task because one needs
som e test graphs whose com m unity structure is already known. A classical approach is
to use random ly generated graphsw ith com m unities. Here we w ill use this approach and
generate the graphs as follow s.

T he param eters we consider are :

the num ber k of com m unities and their sizes T j (these param eters give the num ber
of verticesN ),

the Intemaldegree 4, (C;) ofeach com m unity,
and the wanted m odularity Q .

In order to reduce the number of param eters, we consider that the extemal degrees are
proportional to the ntemaldegrees: 81; dyyt Ci) = din, (C;). One can check that the
expected m odularity is then:

P 2
1 1@ Cy) F5I
= 2
1+ ( 1din C1) FiI
W e therefore obtain the wanted m odularity by choosing the appropriate value for
O nce these param eters have been chosen, we draw each Intemaledge of a given com —
muniy wih the sam e probability, producing E rdosRenyi like comm unities. Then the
extermal degrees are chosen proprotionally to the ntemal degrees W ith a factor ) and
the vertices are random ly linked w ith respect to som e constraints (no loop, no muliple
edge).

Qe =

13



To evaluate the quality of the partition found by the algorithm s, we com pare them
to the origihal generated partition. To achieve this, we use the Rand index corrected by
Hubert and A rabie [37,[25] which evaluates the sin ilarities between two partitions. The
Rand index R P1;P,) is the ratio of pairs of vertices correlated by the partitionsP; and
P, (two vertices are correlated by the partitions P; and P, if they are classi ed in the
sam e com m unity or in di erent com m unities in the two partitions). T he expected value
of R for a random partition is not zero. To avoid this, Hubert and A rabie proposed a
ocorrected index that is also m ore sensitive : R= RmRaxRieR"; where R ¢y is the expected
value of R for two random partitions w ith the sam e comm uniy size asP; and P, . This
quantity can be e ciently com puted using the ©llow Ing equivalent formula :

X X X
N2 g£i\cif £if i

i3 i j
RP.;P2) = 0 1

X X X X
inz@  ¢lf+  pi9A £if g2

i j i Jj

W here C¥); i x, arethe communities ofthe partition P, and N is the totalnumber of
vertices.

T his quantity hasm any advantages com pared to the \ratio of vertices correctly identi-

ed" that hasbeen w idely used in the past. It captures the sin ilarities betw een partitions
even if they do not have the sam e num ber of com m unities, which is crucial here aswe
w il see below . M oreover, a random partition always gives the sam e expected value 0 that
does not depend on the num ber of com m unities.

W e also com pared the partitions using the m odularity. H owever, the results and the
conclusions w ere very sin ilar to those obtained w ith R °. Th order to reduce the size ofthis
section and to avoid duplicated inform ation, we only plotted the resuls obtained with
the corrected Rand index R°.

H om ogeneous graphs Let us start with the m ost sin ple case where all the com —
munities are sin ilar (sam e size and sam e density). Therefore we only have to choose
the size N of the graphs, the num ber k of com m unities, the intemal degree d;;, of com —
munities and the wanted m odularity Q . The intemal edges are drawn w ith the same
probability, producing a P oisson degree distribbution. W e generated graphs corresoonding
to com binations of the follow ing param eters:

sizesN in £100;300;1000;3000;10000;30000;100 000g,

number ofcommunities, k=N wih i £0:3;0:42;0:5g,

Intemaldegree, d, Ci)= ;) wih in £2;4;6;8;10qg,

wanted m odularity Q In £02;0:3;04;0:5;0:6g.

The rst com parison ofthe quality and tin e perform ances is plotted on F igure[d. For
each graph size, we plotted the m ean corrected Rand index R and the m ean running
tin e. To avoid that som e approaches can be advantaged (or disadvantaged) by particular
param eters, the m ean has been com puted over all the possble com binations of the pa-
ram eters listed above. This st com parison show s that our algorithm has the advantage
of being e cient regarding both the quality of the results and the speed, while other
alorithm s only achieve one of these goals. It can handl very large graphs w ith up to
300000 vertices (this lin fation is due to its m em ory requirem ents). Larger graphs can
be processed W ithout the sam e quality of resuls) with the Fast M odularity algorithm
that hasbeen able to process a 2 m illion vertex graph.

W e also plotted R © on Figure[d to cbserve the in uence ofthe m odularity of the gen-
erated partition on the results. These rst tests show that m ost previously proposed
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Figure 3: Quality of the partition found in function of the m odularity of the generated
partition for di erent sizesN (sam e legend as F igure[).

approaches have good perform ances on am all graphs. But our approach is the only one
that allow s to process large graphs while producing good results. Notice that the im -
proved approach ofD onettiand M unoz also produces very good resultsbut requiresm ore
com putationaltim e. T his in proved version [[1]] uses exactly the sam e eigen vectors asthe
ones we use in our algorithm , which explains that the quality of the results are sim ilar.
TheM CL algorithm wasdi cul to use in this intensive test since the user m ust choose
a granulariy param eter for each nput graph, which is a lin itation ofthis algorithm . W e
m anually chose one param eter for each size of graph (hence the results are not optin al
and it can explain their uctuations), doing ourbest to nd a good one.

Tt isalso interesting to com pare the distrdbution ofthe size ofthe com m unities found to
the size of the generated com m unities. W e plotted these quantities on F igure[ for graphs
wih N = 3000 vertices. W e generated graphs w ith three di erent sizes of com m unities
and the resuls can explain the lim itations of som e approaches. It seam s for instance that
the Fast M odularity algorithm [B] produces com m unities that alw ays have the sam e size
independantly of the actual size of the com m unities. Likew ise, C osm oweb [@] produces
too m any very am allcomm unities (1 to 4 vertices).

H eterogeneous graphs The second set of graphs has di erent kind of com m unities

(di erent sizes and di erent densities). T he sizes of the com m unities are random ly chosen
according to a power law and the intemal densities of each comm uniy is also random ly
chosen. W e therefore have the two ©llow ng additional param eters:

the range of intemaldegree, d, (C;) isunifom ely chosen between , i, In (£ 3) and
max N(EXi)with ( nin; max)= 6;7), @;8) and 3;9), and

the com m unity size distrdoution is a power law of exponent i 2.1,2.5 and 3%

’The com m unity sizes are chosen within a range [Sn in :Sn ax ] and the probability that a comm uniy has
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Figure 4: D istrbution ofthe size of the com m unities for three di erent num bers of generated
com m unities corresponding to 11, 30 or 55 communities on N = 3000 vertex graphs.

To study the in uence of the heterogeneity of the com m unities, we generated graphs of
size N = 3000 with all combinations of the previous param eters m odulariy, num ber
of communities) and of the two new ones. The three values of the above param eters
correspond to three levels of heterogeneity. Figure [ shows that our approach is not
In uenced by the heterogeneity of the com m unities, whereas the others are.

52 Com parison on realworld networks

To extend the com parison between algorithm s, we also conducted experin ents on som e
real world networks. However judging the quality of the di erent partiton found is very
di cul because we do not have a reference partition that can be considered as the actual
com m unities of the network. W e only com pared the value ofthe m odularity found by the
di erent algorithm s. The results are reported in Table [.

W e used the follow ing realw orld netw orks :

The Zachary's karate club netw ork [£7], a sn all socialnetw ork that has been w idely
used to test m ost of the com m unity detection algorithm s.

T he college football netw ork from [£3].

T he protein interaction network studied in [Z7].

A scientists collabaration netw ork com puted on the arX iv database[$0].
An intemet m ap provided by D am ien M agonilZ4].

The web graph studied in [#]

size S is actualy proportionalto (S + ) ,with chosen such that the expected size of the overall graph 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). On the x axis, keft corresponds to hom ogeneous graphs and right cor-
responds to very heterogeneous graphs. T he quality of the partition is plotted as a function
of di erent param eters as described In the text. Top: Intemal density given by the range

[min:

max ]. Bottom : com m unity sizes given by the exponent ofthe power law distribution.

graph karate foot protein arxi intemet WWW

nb vertices/m ean degree 33/455 115/10.7 594/3 .64 9377/514 67882/8.12 | 159683/11.6
W aktrap (= 5) 0.38/0s 0.60/0s 0.67/002s| 0.76/4.61s | 0.76/1030s| 0.91/5770s
W aktrap (= 2) 0.38/0s 0.60/0s 0.64/001s| 0.71/1.08s 0.69/273s 0.84/468s
Fast M odularity 0.39/0s 0.57/0s 0.71/0s 0.77/1.65s 0.72/483s 0.92/1410s

D onettiM unoz 041/0s 0.60/0s 0.59/034s | 0.66/1460s { {

D onettiM unoz (Laplacian) 041/0s 0.60/0s 0.60/137s| 0.62/1780s { {

Cosnoweb -0.05/0s 0.33/0s 0.50/0.02s 0.60/0.65 047/6.82s 0.79/21s

G irvan Newm an 0.40/0s 0.60/039s | 0.70/6.93s > 40000s {

Netwalk 0.40/0.02s | 0.60/007s| 0.60/52s > 40000s { {

Duch A renas 041/0s 0.60/0.05s| 0.69/19s | 0.77/14000s { {

MCL 0.36/0s 0.60/0.05s | 0.66/058s| 0.73/613s { {

Tabl 2: Perform ances on realworld networks (m odularity / tin e (in seconds)). T he second
line show s the size of the graphs given by their num ber of vertices and their m ean degree.

W e reduced the sizes of these netw orks by only kegping the largest connected com ponent
and by iteratively rem oving all the one-degree vertices (which do not provide signi cant
Inform ation on com m unity structures). T his allowed us to run the com parison tests w ith
all the algorithm s on gm aller networks (Tabl[d reports the size and the m ean degree of
the graphs after this processing) .
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6 Conclusion and further work

W e proposed a new distance between vertices that quantify their structural sim ilarity
using random walks. T his distance has several advantages: it capturesm uch inform ation
on the comm unity structure, and it can be used in an e cient hierarchical agglom erative
algorithm that detects com m unities in a network. W e designed such an algorithm w hich
works In the worst case in tine O m n?). Tn practice, realworld com plex networks are
sparse m = O ()) and the height of the dendrogram is small # = O (logn)); in this
case the algorithm runs in O (0? Jogn). An in plem entation is provided at [49].

E xtensive experin ents show that our m ethod provides good results in various condi-
tions (graph sizes, densities, and num ber of com m unities) . W e used such experin ents to
com pare our algorithm s to the m ain previously proposed ones. T his direct com parision
show s that our approach has a clear advantage in term of quality of the com puted parti-
tion and presents the best tradeo between quality and running tim e ©or lJarge netw orks.
Tt however has the lim ftation of needing quite a large am ount of m em ory, which m akes
the Fast M odularity approach a relevant challenger of our m ethod for very large graphs
(m illion vertices).

Ourm ethod could be Integrated in a m ultiscale visualization tool for large netw orks,
and i may be relkvant for the com putation of overbpping comm unities which often
occurs in realworld cases and on which very few has been done until now [34]). W e
consider these two points as prom ising directions for further work. Finally, we pointed
out that the m ethod is directly usable for weighted netw orks. For directed ones (like the
In portant case of the web graph), on the contrary, the proofs we provided are not valid
anym ore, and random walks behave signi cantly di erently. T herefore, we also consider
the directed case as an interesting direction for further research.

A cknow ledgm ents

W e rst want to thank our colleagues who provided us an in plem entation of their algo—
rithm . W e also thank Annick Lesne and LS. Shulm an for usefiil conversation and A aron
C lJauset and C lem ence M agnien for helpfiil com m ents on prelin inary versions. T his work
has been supported in part by the PERSI P rogramm e d’E tude des R eseaux Sociaux de
YIntemet) proct and by the GAP (G raphs, A Igorithm s and P rokabilities) pro gct.

R eferences

1 R.A bert and A L. Barabasi. Statisticalm echanics of com plex netw orks. Review s
0ofM odem Physics, 74 (1) 47, 2002.

R] Reka A bert, Jeong H awoong, and Barabasi A bert-Laszlo. D iam eter of the world
wide web. Nature, 401:130, 1999.

B1 M .S.Adenderfer and R .K .Blash eld. Cluster Analysis. Number 07-044 in Sage
University Paper Series on Q uantitative A pplications in the Social Sciences. Sage,
Beverly Hills, 1984.

Bg1D. AMdous and J. A. Fill Reversible M arkov Chains and

Random W aks on Graphs, chapter 2. Forthcom ing  book,
http//www stat berkeley edu/users/aldous/RW G /book htm L

B] Jin Bagrow and Erik Bollt. A localm ethod for detecting com m unities. Physical
Review E, 2005 (to appear).

[6] T. Bennouas, M . Bouklit, and F. de Montgol er. Un modelk gravitationnel
du web. In S5eme Rencontres Francophones sur ks aspects A orithm iques des
T elecom m unications A otel), Banyuls France), 2003.

18



[7]1 Aaron C lauset. Finding local com m uniy structure in networks. Physical Review E,
72026132, 2005.

B] Aaron C lauset, M .E .J.Newm an, and C ristopherM oore. F Inding com m uniy struc—
ture in very large networks. Physical Review E, 70 (6) 066111, 2004.

P] Luciano da Fontoura Costa. Hub-based communiy nding. arX iv:oond—
m at/0405022, 2004.

[10] L.Donettiand M .A .M unoz. D etecting netw ork com m unities: a new system atic and
e clent algorithm . Joumal of Statistical M echanics, 2004 (10) 10012, 2004.

1] L.Donetti and M . A. M unoz. Improved spectral algorithm for the detection of
netw ork com m unities. arX ivphysics/0504059, 2005.

[12] SN .D orogovtsev and JF F .M endes. Evolution of Networks: From B iolgical Nets
to the Intemet and W W W . O xford University P ress, O xford, 2003.

[13] P.D rineas, A .Frieze, R .Kannan, S.Vemn pala, and V .V inay. C lustering large graphs
via the singular value decom position. M achine Leaming, 56 (1-3) :9{33, 2004.

[14] JordiDuch and A lex A renas. Communiy detection in com plex netw orks using ex—
trem al optim ization. arX ivicond-m at/0501368, 2005.

[L5] B.S.Everit, S. Landau, and M . Leese. C luster Analysis. H odder A mold, London,
4% edition, 2001.

[l6] W .Femandez de ]a Vega, M arek K arpinski, C laire K enyon, and YuvalR abani. Ap—
proxin ation schem es for clustering problem s. In P roceedings of the thirty— fth annual
ACM Symposium on Theory of com puting, STOC, pages 50{58.ACM P ress, 2003.

[l7] M . Fiedler. A lgebraic connectivity of graphs. Czechoslovak M ath. J., 23298{305,
1973.

8] G.W .Flke, S. Lawrence, C. L. Gilks, and F.M . Coetzee. Selforganization and
identi cation ofweb com m unities. C om puter, 35 (3) :66{71, 2002.

[L9] Santo Fortunato, V ito Latora, and M assin o M archiori. M ethod to nd comm unity
structures based on inform ation centrality. Physical Review E, 70 (5) 056104, 2004.

RO] F. Fouss, A . Pirotte, and M . Saerens. A novel way of com puting dissin ilarities
between nodes of a graph, w ith application to collhborative XYtering. In W orkshop
on Statistical A pproaches for W eb M ining (SAW M ), pages 26{37, P isa, 2004.

R1] B.Gaum e. Balades aleatoires dans les petits m ondes lexicaux. I3 Inform ation In—
teraction Intelligence, 4 (2), 2004.

R2] B.Gaveau, A .Lesne, and L. S. Schuln an. Spectral signatures of hierarchical relax—
ation. Physics Letters A, 258 (4-6) 222{228, July 1999.

R3] M .Girvan and M . E. J.Newman. Community structure n social and biological
networks. PNA S, 99(12):7821{7826, 2002.

4] M ickael Hoerdt and D am ien M agoni. Com plteness of the intemet core topology
collected by a fast m apping soffware. In P roceedings of the 11th Intemational C on—
ference on Sofftware, Telcom m unications and Com puter N etworks, pages 257{261,
Split, C roatia, O ctober 2003.

5] L.Hubert and P .A rabie. C om paring partiions. JoumalofC lassi cation, 2:193{218,
1985.

R6] M . Jambu and Lebeaux M O . Cluster analysis and data analysis. North Holland
Publishing, 1983.

R7] Hawoong Jeong, Sean M ason, A bert1.aszlo Barabasi, and Zoltan N . O kvai. Cen-
trality and lthality of protein networks. N ature, 411:41{42, 2001.

19



8] B.W .Kemighan and S.LIn.An e cient heuristic procedure for partitioning graphs.
Bell System Technical Joumal, 49 (2) 291{308, 1970.

R9] Jon K lkeinberg and Steve Law rence. The structure of the web. Science,
294 (5548):1849{1850, 2001.

B0] L. Lovasz. Random walks on graphs: a survey. In Com binatorics, Paul E rdds is
eighty, Vol 2 (Keszthely, 1993), volum e 2 of Bolyai Soc. M ath. Stud., pages 353{
397.JanosBolaiM ath. Soc., Budapest, 1996.

Bll M .E.J.Newm an. T he structure and function ofcom plex networks. SIAM REVIEW ,
45:167, 2003.

B2] M .E.J.Newman. Fast algorithm for detecting comm uniy structure in networks.
PhysicalReview E, 69 (6) 066133, 2004.

B3]M .E.J.Newman and M . G irvan. Finding and evaluating com m unity structure in
networks. PhysicalReview E, 69 (2) 026113, 2004.

B4] Gewgely Palla, In re D erenyi, Illes Farkas, and Tam as V icsek. Uncovering the over—
lapping comm unity structure of com plex networks In nature and society. Nature,
435:814{818, 2005.

B5] A .Pothen,H .D .Sin on, and K ~P.Liou. Partitioning sparse m atrices w ith eigenvec—
tors of graphs. SIAM J.M atrix Anal Appl, 11 (3):430{452, 1990.

B6] F. Radicchi, C. Castellano, F. Cecconi, V. Loreto, and D . Parisi. De ning and
dentifying com m uniies n networks. PNA S, 101 (9) 2658{2663, 2004.

B71 W M .Rand. Ob fctive criteria for the evaluation of clustering m ethods. Joumal of
the Am erican Statistical association, 66:846{850, 1971.

B8] E.Ravasz,A.L.Somera,D .A .M ongru, Z.N.O fvai, and A L .Barabasi. H ierar-
chical O rganization of M odularity in M etabolic N etw orks. Science, 297 (5586) 1551 {
1555, 2002.

B9] Jorg Reichardt and Stefan Bomholdt. D etecting flizzy communiy structures in
com plex networks w ith a pottsm odel. Physical Review Letters, 93218701, 2004.

[A0] L.S.Schulm an and B .G aveau. Coarse grains: T he em ergence of space and order.
Foundations of P hysics, 31 (4) {713{731, April 2001.

[A1] I. Smonsen, K. Astrup Erksen, S. M aslov, and K. Sneppen. D1 usion on com —
plex networks: a way to probe their lJarge-scale topological structures. Physica A :
Statistical M echanics and its A pplications, 336 (12)163{173,M ay 2004.

[42] S.H . Strogatz. Exploring com plex netw orks. N ature, 410268{276,M arch 2001.

[A3] Stin van Dongen. G raph C lustering by Flow Sinulation. PhD thesis, University of
U trecht, M ay 2000.

[44] J.H .W ard. H jerarchical grouping to optin ize an ob fctive function. Joumal of the
Am erican Statistical A ssociation, 58 (301) 236{244, 1963.

[45] S.W asserm an and K . Faust. Social network analysis. Cambridge University P ress,
Cambridge, 1994.

[A6] FangW u and Bemardo A .Hubem an. F inding com m unities in lineartim e: A physics
approach. The European P hysical JoumalB, 38:331{338, 2004.

[A7] W ayne W . Zachary. An inform ation ow model for con ict and ssion In anall
groups. Jourmal of A nthropological Research, 33:452{473,1977.

48] Haijin Zhou and Reinhard Lipow sky. N etwork brownian m otion: A new m ethod to
m easure vertex-vertex proxim iy and to identify com m unities and subcom m unities.
In Intemational Conference on Com putational Science, pages 1062{1069, 2004.

[49] http://liafa.jussieu.fr/~pons/.

B0] data set obtained from http://www.cs.cornell.edu/projects/kddcup/datasets.html.

20



	Introduction
	Our approach and results
	Related work

	Preliminaries on random walks
	Comparing vertices using short random walks
	A distance r to measure vertex similarities
	Relation with spectral approaches
	Computation of the distance r
	Generalizing the distance

	The algorithm
	Choosing the communities to merge.
	Computing  and updating the distances.
	Evaluating the quality of a partition.
	Complexity.

	Experimental evaluation of the algorithm
	Comparison on generated graphs
	Comparison on real world networks

	Conclusion and further work

