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A new m ethod for com m unity identi�cation is proposed which is founded on the analysis of
successive neighborhoods,reached through hierarchicalgrowth from a starting vertex,and on the
de�nition ofcom m unities as a subgraph whose num ber ofinner connections is larger than outer
connections.In orderto determ ine the precision and speed ofthe m ethod,itiscom pared with one
ofthem ostpopularcom m unity identi�cation approaches,nam ely G irvan and Newm an’salgorithm .
Although the hierarchicalgrowth m ethod is notas precise as G irvan and Newm an’s m ethod,it is
potentially fasterthan m ostcom m unity �nding algorithm s.

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Lying at the intersection between graph theory and

statistical m echanics, com plex networks exhibit great

generality,which hasallowed applicationsto m any areas

such asm odeling ofbiologicalsystem s[1],socialinterac-

tions[2,3,4,5]and inform ation networks[6,7],to cite

justa few [8].

As this research area com es ofage,a large toolkit is

now available to characterize and m odelcom plex net-

works (e.g. surveys [9, 10, 11, 11, 12]). An im por-

tantproblem which hasbeen subjectofgreatinterestre-

cently concernsthe identi� cation ofm odules ofdensely

connected vertices in networks,the so-called com m uni-

ties. These structures result from interactions between

the network com ponents,de� ning structuralconnecting

patterns in socialnetworks [4,13],m etabolic networks

[14]aswellasthe worldwideairtransportation network

[15].

Despite the intense e� orts dedicated to com m unity

� nding,no consensus has been reached on how to de-

� ne com m unities [16]. Radichiet al.[17]suggested the

two following de� nitions. In a strong sense,a subgraph

is a com m unity ifallofits vertices are m ore intensely

connected oneanotherthan with therestofthenetwork.

In a weak sense,a subgraph corresponds to a com m u-

nity wheneverthe num ber ofedgesinside the subgraph

islargerthan thenum berofconnectionsestablished with

the rem ainderofthe network.

Alongthelastfew years,m anym ethodshavebeen pro-

posed forcom m unity identi� cation based on a variety of

distinct approaches such as: (i) link rem oval, as used

by G irvan and Newm an [18]and Radicchiet al.[17];

(ii) spectralgraph partitioning [19];(iii) agglom erative

m ethods,including hierarchicalclustering [20,21];(iv)

m axim ization ofthe m odularity,as in Newm an [3]and

Duch and Arenas [22];and (v) consideration ofsucces-

siveneighborhoodsthrough hierarchicalgrowth em anat-

ing from hubs [23, 24]. A good survey of com m unity

identi� cation m ethods has been provided by Newm an

[25]and Danon et al. [16]. This subject has also been

partially addressed in thesurveysby Costa etal.[9]and

Boccalettietal[10].

Arguably, the m ost popular m ethod for com m unity

identi� cation is that proposed by G irvan and New-

m an [18]. This approach considers that the edges in-

terconnectingcom m unitiescorrespond tobottlenecksbe-

tween thecom m unities,sothattherem ovalofsuch edges

tend topartition thenetworkintocom m unities.Thebot-

tleneck edges are identi� ed in term s ofa m easurem ent

called edge betweenness,which isgiven by thenum berof

shortest paths between pairs ofvertices that run along

theedge.Thisalgorithm hasbeen proven to bee� ective

for obtaining com m unities in severaltypes ofnetworks.

However,itse� ectivenessim pliesacom putationalcostof

orderO (n2m )in a network with m edgesand n vertices.

An alternative algorithm to calculate betweenness cen-

trality,based on random walks,has been proposed [26]

which,although conceptually interesting,isalso com pu-

tationally dem anding.

Them ethod described in thepresentarticleovercom es

tendsto run fasterthan theG irvan-Newm an’salgorithm

while o� ering reasonable,though sm aller,precision for

identi� cation ofcom m unities. It is based on the con-

sideration ofsuccessive neighborhoodsofa setofseeds,

im plem ented through hierarchicalgrowth.Starting from

a vertex (seed),the linksofitssuccessive neighborhood

areanalyzed in orderto verify ifthey belong to thesam e

com m unity than theseed.Thisprocessstartsfrom each

vertex in thenetwork and,ateach step,inter-com m unity

edges are rem oved splitting the network into com m uni-

ties.

A related approach was previously proposed by

Costa [23],who developed a m ethod based on the  ood-

ing the network with wavefrontsoflabelsem anating si-

m ultaneously from hubs. The expanding region ofeach

labelwas im plem ented in term s ofhierarchicalgrowth

from the starting hubs and the com m unities are found

when the wavefronts of labels touch each one. Com -

petitions along the propagating neighborhoods are de-

cided by consideringan additionalcriterion involvingthe

m oda ofthe labels at the border ofthe neighborhood

and thenum berofem anating connections.Thepossibil-

ity to detectcom m unitiesby using expanding neighbor-

hoodshasalso been addressed by Bagrow and Bollt[24],
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who proposed an algorithm based on thegrowth ofan l-

shellstartingfrom a vertex v0,with theprocessstopping

whenevertherateofexpansion isfound to fallbellow an

arbitrary threshold. The l-shelliscom posed by a setof

verticesplaced atdistancelfrom thevertex v0,which is

analogoustotheconceptofring de� ned by Costa[27,28]

in ordertointroducehierarchicalm easurem ents.Ateach

expansion,the totalem erging degree ofa shellofdepth

liscalculated ascorresponding to thesum oftheem erg-

ing degree ofeach vertex atdistance lfrom v0,i.e.the

degreeofim inusthenum beroflinksthatconnectiwith

verticesinside the shell(analogousto the conceptofhi-

erarchicaldegree introduced by Costa [27,28]). W hen

the rate between the totalem erging degree at distance

l and l� 1 is shorter than a given threshold, the set

ofverticesinsidethe l-shellisclassi� ed asa com m unity.

Despiteitssim plicity,thedeterm ination ofthelocalcom -

m unity isaccuratejustwhen thevertex v0 isequidistant

from allpartsofitsenclosing com m unity [24]. In order

toovercom ethislim itation,Bragrow and Bolltsuggested

startingfrom each vertexand then � nd aconsensusparti-

tioning ofthenetwork using a m em bership m atrix.Such

an approach m akesthe algorithm m ore precise. O n the

otherhand,itisslow becauseitrequiressortingthem em -

bership m atrix,which isoforderO (n3).

The m ethod reported in the present article also in-

volvestheconsideration ofexpandingneighborhoodsand

com pletion ofgrowth in term sofrateofexpansion.How-

ever,itdi� ersfrom them ethod ofBagrow and Bolltbe-

cause it analyzes the connections ofeach vertex at the

borderofthe com m unity individually instead ofallver-

ticesatsam etim e.Besides,itconsidersnotonly the� rst

neighborhood ofthecom m unity,butthesecond onetoo.

At each expansion from an starting vertices,edges can

be rem oved considering two trialsbased on the � rstand

second neighborhood ofthe enclosing com m unity. An-

otherdi� erenceisthatourm ethod usesa threshold just

atthe second neighborhood,whose value is determ ined

so as to obtain the best value ofthe m odularity,i. e.

the value ofthisthreshold variesfrom 0 to a m axim um

value and ateach variation itiscom puted the m odular-

ity. The procedure is to that used by G irvan-Newm an,

asthe m odularity iscalculated ateach edgerem oval.

The next sections describe the suggested m ethod as

wellas its application to com m unity detection in real

and in com putergenerated networks.A com parison with

the G irvan-Newm an m ethod in term s ofprecision and

execution tim e isalso presented and discussed.

II. H IER A R C H IC A L G R O W T H M ET H O D

A com m unity isform ed by a setofdensely connected

vertices which is sparsely connected with the rem ain-

der ofthe network. The proposed hierarchicalgrowth

m ethod � ndscom m unitiesby considering two expanding

neighborhoods.The� rstneighborhood ofa given vertex

is com posed by those verticesata distance ofone edge

from thatvertex.Sim ilarly,thesetofverticesatdistance

oftwo edges from that given vertex constitutes its sec-

ond neighborhood. Following this de� nition,two steps

are perform ed in order to determ ine ifa given vertex i

located in the� rstneighborhood ofa known com m unity

belongsto thiscom m unity,i.e.

1.

kin1
(i)

kout1(i)
� 1; (1)

wherekin1
(i)isthenum beroflinksofthevertex i

with verticesbelongingtocom m unityand with ver-

tices in the � rstneighborhood,and kout1(i)isthe

num ber oflinks between the vertex iand vertices

in the rem ainderofthe network.

2.

kin2
(i)

kout2(i)
> �; (2)

where kin2
(i) is the num ber oflinks ofthe neigh-

borsofilocatedin thesecond com m unityneighbor-

hood with verticesbelonging to the � rstneighbor-

hood,and kout2(i)isthe num beroflinksbetween

the neighborsofiand verticesin the rem ainderof

the network. The param eter� variesfrom 1 to a

threshold value which is determ ined according to

the highervalue ofthe m odularity.

The� rstcondition issu� cientto determ ineifa vertex

belongsto the com m unity,but it is notnecessary. The

coe� cient � acts as a threshold ranging from one to a

m axim um value. The extension ofthe current m ethod

forweighted network isstraightforward.

Thehierarchicalgrowth startsfrom each vertex ofthe

network ateach step,with theverticeswith highestclus-

tering coe� cient[9]selected � rstbecause they arem ore

likely to be inside com m unities.So,the � rstand/orthe

second conditions are analyzed at each step,while the

ring between the starting vertex grows,adding vertices

to the com m unity or rem oving edges. Nodes satisfying

the� rstand/orthesecond conditions(equations1and 2)

areadded to thecom m unity.O therwise,theirlinkswith

the known com m unity are rem oved.Figure 1 illustrates

a sim pleapplication exam pleofthem ethod.In orderto

determ ine the best division ofthe network the thresh-

old � isvaried from 0 to a m axim um value and ateach

variation,the m odularity Q iscom puted.The m odular-

ity isa m easureofthe quality ofa particulardivision of

networks[26]. Ifa particularnetwork isto be splitin c

com m unities,Q iscom puted de� ning a sym m etric c� c

m atrix E whose elem entsofdiagonal,eii,give the con-

nectionsbetween verticesin thesam ecom m unityand the

rem ainderelem ents,eij,give the num berofconnections

between the com m unitiesiand j,

Q =
X

i

[eii� (
X

j

eij)
2]= Tr(E )� jjE

2
jj; (3)
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FIG .1: Application exam ple ofthe hiearchicalgrowth. The
process is started at vertex 0. Its neighborhood, indicated
by black vertices,are analyzed next,and the vertices 1;2;4
and 5 are added to com m unity following the �rst condition
(equation 1). The vertex 3 is added to com m unity following
the second condition (equation 2 with � = 1). The current
com m unity neighborhood (gray vertices)isthen checked,and
thevertices6;7and 8areadded becauseofthe�rstcondition.
Next,thelinksbetween thecom m unity and thevertices9 and
10 are rem oved,splitting the network into two com m unities.

Algorithm 1: The general algorithm for the hierarchical
growth m ethod.

for each vertex ofthe network do
put the next vertex with highest clustering coe�cient
value in C

w hile C doesnotstop growing do
putthe neighborsofC in R

for each vertex iin R do

com pute kin 1(i)and kout1(i)
if kin 1(i)� kout1(i)then
insertthe vertex iin C

else

selectthe neighborsofR and putin R 1
com pute kin 2(i)and kout2(i)
if kin 2(i)> �kout2(i)then
insertthe vertex iin C

else

rem ove the links between the vertex iand the
verticesin C

end if

end if

end for

end w hile

Clean C;R and R 1
end for

where Tr(E ) is the trace ofm atrix E and jjE jjindi-

catesthe sum ofthe elem entsofthe m atrix E .

Thus,the splitting ofthe network considersthe value

of� that provides the highest value ofthe m odularity.

Thepseudocodewhich describesthe hierarchicalgrowth

m ethod isgiven in Algorithm 1.

III. A P P LIC A T IO N S

In thissection we illustrateapplicationsofthe hierar-

chicalgrowth to particularproblem swhile analyzing its

accuracy and the perform ance. In the � rstcase,its ac-

curacy isdeterm ined by com paring the obtained results

with expected divisionsofdi� erentnetworks. W ith the

purpose ofdeterm ining the perform ance,we com pared

the hierarchicalgrowth m ethod with G irvan-Newm an’s

algorithm ,whose im plem entation is based on the algo-

rithm developed by Brandes[29]forcom puting ofvertex

betweennesscentrality.

In order to split the network into com m unities the

G irvan-Newm an algorithm proceedsasfollows:

1.Calculate the betweenness score for each of the

edges.

2.Rem ovethe edgewith the highestscore.

3.Com pute the m odularity forthe network.

4.G o back to step 1 untilalledges ofthe networks

arerem oved,resulting in N non-connected nodes.

The bestdivision isachieved when the highestm odu-

larity valueisobtained.In thisway,theG irvan-Newm an

m ethod runsin two steps:(i)� rstalledgesarerem oved

from the network and the m odularity value iscom puted

ateach rem oval,(ii)next,thehighestvalueofm odularity

isdeterm ined and the corresponding edgesrem oved.

A . C om puter generated netw orks

A typicalprocedureto quantify how wella com m unity

identi� cation m ethod perform s adopts networks with

known com m unity structure,called com puter generated

networks,which are constructed by using two di� erent

probabilities [26]. Initially,a set ofn vertices are clas-

si� ed into c com m unities. Ateach subsequentstep,two

vertices are selected and linked with probability pin if

they arein thesam ecom m unity,orpout in casethey are

belong to di� erent com m unities. The values ofpin and

pout can beselected so asto controlthesharpnessofthe

separation between thecom m unities.W hen pin � pout,

the com m unitiescan easily be visualized. O n the other

hand,when pin ! pout,it is di� cult to distinguish the

com m unitiesand them ethodsused forcom m unity iden-

ti� cation loseprecision in thecorrectclassi� cation ofthe

verticesinto com m unities.

W egenerated networkswith 128 vertices,divided into

fourcom m unitiesof32 verticeseach. The totalaverage

vertex degreekin + kout ofthenetwork waskeptconstant

and equalto 16.In thisway,asthevalueofkout isvaried

from 0 to 8,the m ore di� cultthe network com m unities

recognition becom es. The proposed com m unity � nding

algorithm wasapplied toeach networkcon� guration,and

thefraction ofverticesclassi� ed correctlywascalculated.

In Figure2 itisshown the sensitivity ofthehierarchical



4

growth m ethod com pared with the results obtained by

using G irvan-Newm an’sm ethod.

FIG .2:Fraction ofcorrectly classi�ed verticesin term softhe
num berofinter-com m unity edgeskout fora network with 128
vertices considering kin + kout = 16. The G irvan-Newm an’s
m ethod ism ore precise than the hierarchicalgrowth m ethod
when kout > 5.Each datapointisan averageover100graphs.

As Figure 2 shows,the algorithm perform s near full

accuracy when kout � 5,classifying m ore than 90% of

vertices correctly. For higher values,this fraction falls

o� asthe connectionsbetween com m unitiesgetsdenser.

W hen kout > 5,the G irvan-Newm an’s m ethod gives a

betterresult,soittendsto bem oresuitableforthiskind

ofnetworks.

The execution tim es ofboth m ethods were com pared

considering the com putergenerated casesforwhich the

hierarchicalgrowth m ethod provides exact results (i.e.

we used kout = 2;3 and 4). W e considered the net-

work size varying from N = 128 untilN = 1;024 and

kept the average degree kin + kout = 16. The hierar-

chicalgrowth m ethod resulted faster than the G irvan-

Newm an’s m ethod, as shown in Figure 3. W hile the

G irvan-Newm an’sprocessingtim escalesasN 3:0� 0:1,the

tim eofthehierarchicalgrowthm ethod scalesasN 1:6� 0:1,

which suggests that the form er m ethod is particularly

suitableforlargenetworks.

The constant � considered in the algorithm is deter-

m ined in the following way. The algorithm runs for �

varying from 1 to a m axim um value �M increasing in

steps of0:5. For each value of�,the com m unities are

com puted,and thedecom position with the bestvalueof

m odularity is chosen. In our tests,the best value of�

wasalwaysequalto 1 forallnetwork sizesconsidered.

FIG .3: Processing tim e versusthe size ofnetwork. The hi-
erarchicalgrowth (HG )m ethod runsfasterthan the G irvan-
Newm an (G N)m ethod. W hile the tim e ofprocessing ofthe
G irvan-Newm an’sm ethod scales asN 3:0� 0:1,the tim e ofhi-
erarchicalgrowth m ethod scalesasN 1:6� 0:1.Each data point
isan average over10 graphs.

B . Zachary karate club netw ork

In orderto apply thehierarchicalgrowth m ethod to a

realnetwork,we used the popular Zachary karate club

network [30],which isconsidered asa sim plebenchm ark

for com m unity � nding m ethodologies [22,23,25]. This

network wasconstructed with thedata collected observ-

ing 34 m em bersofa karateclub overa period of2 years

and considering friendship between m em bers. The two

obtained com m unitiesare shown in Figure 4. Thispar-

titioning ofthe network correspondsalm ostperfectly to

the actualdivision ofthe club m em bers,while only one

vertex,i.e.vertex3,hasbeen m isclassi� ed.Thisresultis

analogousto thatobtained by using theG irvan-Newm an

algorithm based on m easuring of betweenness central-

ity [18].

C . Im age segm entation

A third application ofourm ethod isrelated to theim -

portantproblem ofim agesegm entation,i.e.thepartition

ofim ageelem ents(i.epixels)intom eaningfulareascorre-

sponding to existing objects.Asdescribed by Costa [31],

an im agecan bem odeled asa network and m ethodsap-

plied to networkscharacterization can be used to iden-

tify im age properties. The application ofa com m unity

� ndingalgorithm toim agesegm entation wasproposed in

that sam e work [23]. Since digitalim ages are norm ally

represented in term sofm atrices,whereeach elem entcor-

respondsto a pixel,itispossible to associate each pixel

to a nodeusing network im agerepresentation.Theedge

weightbetween every pairofpixelscan bedeterm ined by
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FIG .4: The friendship Zachary karate club network divided
intotwocom m unities,represented bycirclesand squares.The
division obtained by thehierarchicalgrowth isthesam easthe
one provided by the G irvan-Newm an’sm ethod.

FIG .5:The realim age and itsrespective segm entation.The
im ageistransform ed into a network and a threshold T = 0:25
isused to elim inate weak links.

theEuclidean distancebetween featurevectorscom posed

by visualproperties(e.g.gray-level,colorortexture)at

oraround each pixel.Thus,considering thedistancebe-

tween every featurevectorofpairofpixelsin theim age,

thisapproach resultsin afully-connected network,where

closerpixelsarelinked by edgeswith higherweights.To

elim inate weak links,a threshold can be adopted over

theweighted network,resulting in a sim pli� ed adjacency

m atrix. The connectionswhose distance isshorterthan

the threshold areassigned to zero,otherwise,to one.

The m apping between a pixelin the im age to a node

in the network and the reverseoperation,isde� ned [23]

by

i= y+ (x � 1)M ; (4)

x = b(i� 1)=M c+ 1; (5)

y = m od((i� 1);M )+ 1; (6)

where M is the size of the square im age, and

1 � x;y � M are the pixelpositions in the im age.

In thisway,theresulting weighted network hasN = M 2

nodesand n = N (N � 1)=2 edges.

Figure 5 shows the initial im age and its respective

segm entation. The results obtained by the hierarchi-

calgrowth m ethod and by using the G irvan-Newm an’s

m ethod are sim ilar. Since the network obtained typi-

cally for im ages can be substantially large (N = M 2),

a fasterm ethod to com m unity identi� cation isnecessary

for practialapplications,a dem and potentially m et by

hierarchicalgrowth m ethod.

IV . C O N C LU SIO N S

In thispaperwehaveproposed a new m ethod to iden-

tify com m unitiesin networks.Them ethod isbased on a

hierarchicalgrowth from a starting nodewhileitsneigh-

borhood isanalyzed,and edgesrem oved accordingtotwo

rulesbased on the � rstand/orsecond neighborhoodsof

thegrowingcom m unity.W ehaveapplied thism ethod to

com puter generated networks in order to determ ine its

precision and perform ance com paring it with the pop-

ular m ethod based on edge betweenness centrality pro-

posed by G irvan and Newm an [18]. Despite resulting

notso preciseastheG irvan-Newm an’sm ethod,thepro-

posed algorithm isprom isingly fastfordeterm ining com -

m unities. W e have also applied the hierarchicalgrowth

m ethod to the Zachary karate club network and im age

segm entation. In both cases,the resulting networksare

sim ilarto those obtained by the G irvan-Newm an’salgo-

rithm .

As discussed by Danon et al.[16],the m ostaccurate

m ethods tend to be com putationally m ore expensive.

The m ethod presented in thisarticle can notprovide as

good precision asm ostofthem ethods,butityieldscom -

peting velocity. As a m atter offact,perform ance and

accuracy need to beconsidered when choosing a m ethod

for practicalpurposes. Particularly in the case ofim -

age segm entation,the suggested m ethod is particularly

suitable given the large size ofthe typicalnetworks(in-

creasingwith thesquareoftheim agesize,N = M 2)and

the sharped m odularstructureoften found in im ages.

Asa future work,the algorithm proposed herecan be

im provedconsideringotherconditionstoincludenodesin

the growing com m unity as,forexam ple,higherlevelsof

com m unityneighborhood.Besides,consideration oflocal

m odularity can be also considered in order to obtain a

m oreprecisepartition ofthe network.
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