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D eviationsfrom the average can provide valuable insightsaboutthe organization ofnaturalsys-

tem s.Thisarticleextendsthisim portantprincipletothem oresystem aticidenti�cation and analysis

ofsingularlocalconnectivitypatternsin com plex networks.Fourm easurem entsquantifyingdi�erent

and com plem entary features ofthe connectivity around each node are calculated and m ultivariate

statisticalm ethods are then applied in order to identify outliers. The potentialofthe presented

conceptsand m ethodology isillustrated with respectto a word association network.

PACS num bers:84.35.+ i,87.18.Sn,89.75.H c

‘Everything greatand intelligentisin them inority’(J.

W .von G oethe)

W hileuniform ity and regularity areim portantproper-

tiesofpatternsin nature and science,itisthe m inority

deviations in such patternswhich often are particularly

inform ative.A prototypicalexam pleofsuch a factisthe

great im portance given by anim alperception to varia-

tionsin signals,in detrim entofconstantstim uli.Forin-

stance,the outlinesofshapes/objectsplay a m uch m ore

im portantrolein visualperception than uniform regions

(see,forinstance [1]). The powerofcartoons,involving

only a few contourlines,isan im m ediateconsequenceof

thisperceptualrule.Atthesam etim e,ourfocusofvisual

attention is frequently driven by deviations cues at the

visualperiphery (e.g.a dotofcontrasting color,a sm all

objectm ovem entor
ashes){ even during saccadic eye

m ovem ents { i.e. abrupt,ballistic gaze displacem ents,

changes(e.g.a 
ash)in the scene can be perceived [2].

M any are the exam plesofthe im portance ofm inority

in otherscienti�c areas,including m athem atics(the im -

portance ofextrem alvalues)and physics(e.g.entropy).

In com plexnetworks(e.g.[3,4,5]),theuniform ityofcon-

nectionsistypically expressed with respectto the num -

ber ofconnections ofeach node,the so-called node de-

gree. Am ongst the m ost uniform ly connected types of

networks are the random networks { also called Erd}os-

R�enyi(ER)networks[6],characterizedbyconstantprob-

ability ofconnection between any pairofnodes.Because

ofitsuniform ity,theconnectivity ofthistypeofnetwork

can be wellapproxim ated in term s ofthe average and

standard deviation oftheirnodedegrees,which isa con-

sequenceofitsconcentrated,G aussian-like,degreedistri-

bution (e.g.[3]).Despitebeingunderstood in depth since

the �rsthalfofthe 20th century,ER networksplayed a

relatively m inor role as a m odelofnaturalphenom ena.

Actually, it is rather di�cult to �nd a naturalm odel

which can be properly represented and m odeled by the

Poisson-based ER networks. Itwasm ainly through the

investigationsofsociologists(e.g.[7])and,m orerecently,

the identi�cation ofpowerlaw distributionsofnode de-

greein theInternet[8]and W W W (e.g.[3]),thatcom plex

networksbecam ewidely known.Thesuccessofcom plex

networksstem sm ainlyfrom thefactthatalargeand rep-

resentative range ofstructured and heterogeneousnatu-

raland hum an-m adesystem shavebeen found tofallinto

this category. The im portance ofdeviations was there-

foreonceagain testi�ed.

W hileglobaldeviation from uniform ity wasultim ately

the reason behind the success of com plex networks, a

good dealofattention has been focused in identifying

uniform itiesin com plex networks,such asin nodedegree

distributions (e.g.[3]). W hile such approaches are also

im portant,only a relatively few workshave targeted lo-

calsingularity identi�cation.Forinstance,M ilo etal.[9]

addressed the detection ofm otifssigni�cantly deviating

from those in random networks (see also [10]), while

G uim er�a and Am aral[11]investigated the specialrole

ofnodesatthe bordersbetween com m unities(e.g.[12]).

The m ethodology proposed in the current article in-
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cludes two steps: First, m easurem ents [13] of the lo-

calconnectivity are obtained for each node;then,out-

lierdetection m ethodologiesfrom m ultivariate statistics

and pattern recognition (e.g.[14])areapplied in orderto

identifythenodesexhibitingthegreatestdeviations.The

considered m easurem entsincludethenorm alized average

and coe�cientofvariation ofthedegreesoftheim m edi-

ate neighborsofa node { a m easurem entrelated to the

hierarchicalnode degree(e.g.[15,16,17]),theircluster-

ing coe�cient(e.g.[3]),and thelocality index,an exten-

sion ofthe m atching index (e.g.[18])to considerallthe

im m ediate neighborsofeach node,instead ofindividual

edges.

The article is organized as follows. First,we present

thebasicconceptsin com plex networksand theadopted

m easurem ents.Then,theproposed m ethodology forsin-

gularity detection ispresented and its potentialis illus-

trated with respectto a word association network.This

speci�c experim entalnetwork hasbeen speci�cally cho-

sen because ofitspotentialnon-hom ogeneity ofconnec-

tionsand m oreaccessibleinterpretation ofthe results.

A non-directed com plex network (or graph) is a dis-

cretestructurede�ned as� = (V;Q ),whereV isa setof

N nodesand Q isasetofE non-directed edges.Com plex

networkscan be e�ectively represented in term softheir

respectiveadjacency m atrix K ,such thatthepresenceof

an undirected link between nodesiand j isexpressed as

K (i;j)= K (j;i)= 1.Thedegree ofany given nodeican

becalculatedask(i)=
P N

p= 1
K (p;j).Notethatthenode

degree provides a sim ple and im m ediate quanti�cation

ofthe connectivity atthe individualnode basis. Nodes

which havea particularly high degree(usually appearing

in m inority),theso-called hubs,areknown to play a par-

ticularly im portant role in the connectivity ofcom plex

networks(e.g.[3]). Forinstance,they provide shortcuts

between thenodestowhich they connect.O therfeatures

ofthe localconnectivity ofa network can be quanti�ed

by using severalm easurem entssuch asthoseadopted in

the currentwork,which arepresented asfollows.

N eighboring degree (norm alized average and

coe� cient ofvariation):An alternativem easurem ent

which,though notfrequently used,providesvaluablein-

form ation aboutlocalconnectivity istheaverageand co-

e�cient of variation of the neighboring degree of each

node i.By neighboring degree itism eantthe setofde-

greesoftheim m ediate neighborsofi,excluding connec-

tionswith thereferencenodei.Thesetwom easurem ents

are henceforth abbreviated asa(i)and cv(i). Note that

thelattercanbeobtainedbydividingthestandarddevia-

tion oftheneighboringdegreesofnodeibytherespective

average. The average neighboring degree is closely re-

lated to thesecond hierarchicaldegree(e.g.[15,16,17]),

which correspondstothesum oftheneighboringdegrees.

Therefore,theaverageneighboringdegreeofanodeican

be calculated by dividing the second hierarchicaldegree

by thenum berofim m ediateneighborsofi.Becausethe

values ofa(i) tend to increase with the degree ofnode

i, we consider its norm alized version r(i) = a(i)=k(i).

Them easurem entcv(i)providesa naturalquanti�cation

oftherelativevariation oftheconnectionsestablished by

theneighboringnodes.Forinstance,in caseallneighbor-

ing nodes exhibit the sam e num ber ofconnections (i.e.

degree),wehavethatcv(i)= 0.Valueslargerthan 1 are

typically understood asindicating signi�cantvariation.

C lustering coe� cient: This m easurem ent, hence-

forth abbreviated as cc(i) is de�ned as follows: given a

referencenodei,determ inethenum berofedgesbetween

its im m ediate neighbors and divide this num ber by the

m axim um possiblenum berofsuch connections.Thistra-

ditionaland widelyused m easurem ent(e.g.[3])quanti�es

the degree in which the neighborsofthe reference node

iareinterconnected,with 0� cc(i)� 1.

Locality index: This m easurem ent has been m oti-

vated by the m atching index [18],which isadapted here

in orderto re
ectthe ‘internality’ofthe connectionsof

allthe im m ediate neighbors or a given reference node,

instead ofa single edge. M ore speci�cally,given a node

i,its im m ediate neighbors are identi�ed and the num -

beroflinksbetween them selves(including the reference

node,in orderto avoid singularitiesat nodes with unit

degree) is expressed as N int(i) and the num ber ofcon-

nectionsthey established with nodesin therem ainderof

the network,including the referencenodei,isexpressed

as N ext(i). The locality index ofnode i is then calcu-

lated asloc(i)= N int(i)=(N int(i)+ N ext(i)). Note that

0< loc(i)� 1.In caseallconnectionsoftheneighboring

nodesare established between them selves,we have that

loc(i)= 1. Thisvalue convergestowardszero ashigher

percentagesofexternalconnectionsareestablished.

Notethatthefourm easurem entsconsidered (i.e.r(i),

cv(i),cc(i) and loc(i)) therefore provide objective and

com plem entary inform ation about the localconnectiv-

ity around each network node, paving the way for ef-

fective identi�cation oflocalsingularities. A num berof

statistically-sound conceptsand m ethods have been de-

veloped which allow theidenti�cation ofoutliers in data

sets (e.g.[14]). The detection ofconnectivity singulari-

tiesarising locally in com plex networkscan thereforebe

approached in term softhe following two steps:

(i) M ap thelocalconnectivity propertiesaround

each node, after quanti�cation in term s of

m easurem ents such as those adopted in the

currentwork,into a respectivefeaturevector
~X ;and

(ii) Detectthe outliers,which are understood as

localsingularitiesofthenetworkunderanaly-

sis,in therespectively induced featurespace.

In thepresentwork,aswerestrictourattention tofour

m easurem entsoflocalconnectivity around each node,we

have a 4-dim ensionalfeature space.Each node isthere-

fore m apped by the m easurem ents into 4-dim ensional

vectors ~X which ‘live’in the4-dim ensionalfeaturespace,

de�ning distributionsofpointsin thisspace.In orderto

facilitatevisualization,such dispersionsofpointscan be
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projected onto the plane by using the principalcom po-

nentanalysism ethodology (e.g.[13,14,19]). First,the

covariance m atrix � of the data is estim ated and the

eigenvectorscorresponding to thelargestabsoluteeigen-

values are calculated and used to project the cloud of

pointsinto a space ofreduced dim ensionality. Itcan be

shown thatthis m ethodology ensures the concentration

ofvariancealong the �rstm ain axes.

The identi�cation ofoutliersrepresentsan im portant

subject in m ultivariate analysis and pattern recogni-

tion(e.g.[14,20]).Basically,outliers areinstancesofthe

observationswhich areparticularly di�erent.Becauseno

form alde�nition ofoutlier exists,one ofthe m ost tra-

ditionaland e�ective m eans for their identi�cation [14]

relieson thevisualinspection ofthedata distribution in

feature spaces: outliers would be the points which are

furtheraway from them ain concentration ofdata in the

featurespace.Becausesuch distributionscan be skewed

and elongated,com parisons with the center ofm ass of

the data is often unsuitable. A quantitative m ethodol-

ogy [14]which allows for m ore general, G aussian-like,

m ultivariatedistributionsisto use the M ahalanobisdis-

tance.So,outliersareidenti�ed ascorresponding to the

feature vectors ~X im plying particularly large values of

the M ahalanobis distance,de�ned as

D (X )=

q

(~X � ~�)T �� 1(~X � ~�); (1)

whereT standsform atrix transposition,~� istheaverage

ofthe feature vectorsand � isthe respective covariance

m atrix.

Note that the latter m ethod works in the original4-

dim ensionalspaceand thereforerequiresno data projec-

tions.Exceptfortoo high dim ensionalfeaturespacesor

intricate,concavefeature distributions,these two m eth-

odstend to producecongruentresults.

Before proceeding to the illustration ofthe suggested

m ethodology foridenti�cation ofsingularities,itisworth

discussing brie
y whatcould be the origin ofsuch devi-

ations in com plex networks. For the sake ofclarity,we

organize and discussthe m ain sourcesofsingularity ac-

cording to the following fourm ajorcategories:

G row th D ynam ics:Them ostnaturaland directori-

gin ofsingularitiesisthatthey area consequenceofthe

own network growth dynam ics. An im portant exam ple

ofsuch a phenom enon istheappearanceofhubsin scale

free networks. However,m any other types ofdynam ics

m ay lead to singularities,especially when growth is af-

fected by the dynam ics undergone by the network and

the dynam icsitselfinvolvessingularities.

C om m unity structure: Severalcom plex networks

contain a num ber of com m unities which, as discussed

elsewhere(e.g.[11]),im ply di�erentrolesfornodes.For

exam ple,nodeswhich are atthe bordersofthe com m u-

nity tend to connectto nodesboth in itsrespectivecom -

m unity aswellasto a few nodesin othercom m unities.

Parent node in
 uence: In the com m on case where

thenetwork supportsa dynam icalprocess(e.g.Internet,

W W W , protein-protein interaction, am ong m any oth-

ers),it is possible that singular dynam ics taking place

ata speci�c node ends up by in
uencing its im m ediate

neighborhood. For instance,in case ofsocialnetworks,

oneindividualm ayconvinceitsim m ediateacquaintances

to assum e speci�c behavior. As a sim ple exam ple,the

parent node m ay convince its friends that they should

seek reclusion,in which case their respective node de-

grees would tend to becom e sm all,im plying low neigh-

boring degree. Sim ilar e�ects can be characterized in

m any othertypesofnetworks.

Externalin
 uences: Singularitiesm ay also arise as

a consequence offactors which are externalto the net-

work.Forinstance,in ageographicalnetwork,itispossi-

blethatsom eofitsnodesbelocated in a region prom ot-

ing di�erentconnectivity.Asa sim ple exam ple,in 
ight

routes networks,localities inside a particularly rich re-

gion tend to havem oreinterconnected 
ights,increasing

the neighboring degree.

In order to illustrate the potentialofthe singularity

identi�cation procedurewith respecttorealnetworks,we

considered the word association data obtained through

psychophysicalexperim entsdescribed in [15,21].In this

experim ent,whose objective isto m ap pairwise associa-

tionsbetween words,a single initialword (‘sun’)ispre-

sented by the com puter to the subject,who is required

toreply with the�rstword which com estohis/herm ind.

Exceptforthe �rstword,allothersare supplied by the

subject. Thisprocedure m inim izesthe stream ing ofas-

sociations which could be otherwise im plied. Networks

are obtained from such associationsby considering each

word asa nodeand each association asan edge.Because

oftherich structureofword associations,which suggests

power law degree distributions [21],such a network fa-

vorstheappearanceofsingularitiesoflocalconnectivity.

In addition, its non-specialized nature allows an intu-

itive and sim ple discussion ofthe detected singularities.

The relatively sm allsize ofthisnetwork,which involves

N = 302 nodes and E = 854 edges,also facilitates the

illustrationofthecom bined useoffeaturespacevisualiza-

tion and M ahalanobisdistance.The originally weighted

network,with the weightsgiven by the frequency ofas-

sociations,wasthresholded (i.e. any link with non-zero

weightwasconsidered asan edge)and sym m etrized (i.e.

K = �(K ;K T ),where � is the K roneckerdelta applied

in elem entwisefashion).

Figure 1 showsthe feature space obtained after prin-

cipal com ponents projection of the 4-dim ensional fea-

ture space into the plane. In order to rem ove scaling

bias,the four adopted m easurem ent were standardized

(e.g.[14]) before principal com ponent analysis projec-

tion. Each of the axes corresponds to linear com bi-

nations of the 4 original m easurem ents, m ore speci�-

cally,c1 = 0:69r� 0:12cv + 0:21cc� 0:68loc and c2 =

� 0:05r� 0:76cv+ 0:65cc� 0:02loc,which indicatesthat

allm easurem entscontributed signi�cantly to theprojec-

tion.

The twelve m ost singular nodes (i.e. words),corre-
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FIG .1: The feature space obtained by principalcom ponent

projections ofthe four dim ensionalm easurem ent vectors of

the word association network.

W ord k a r cv cc loc

average 5.66 9.12 2.38 0.60 0.17 0.38

m inim um 1 2.00 0.18 0.00 0.00 0.09

m axim um 35 21.50 10.75 1.40 1.00 0.88

183 (good) 35 6.43 0.18 0.57 0.05 0.88

186 (land) 2 21.50 10.75 0.89 1.00 0.09

106 (breath) 2 20.50 10.25 0.45 0.00 0.09

18 (long) 27 6.19 0.23 0.57 0.04 0.84

136 (service) 2 19.00 9.50 1.19 0.00 0.10

87 (saddle) 1 10.00 10.00 0.00 0.00 0.10

300 (sharp) 1 9.00 9.00 0.00 0.00 0.10

302 (bear) 1 9.00 9.00 0.00 0.00 0.10

194 (two) 24 7.08 0.30 0.64 0.07 0.81

292 (�nger) 2 17.50 8.75 0.77 0.00 0.10

241 (ask) 2 3.00 1.50 0.47 1.00 0.50

265 (answer) 2 3.00 1.50 0.47 1.00 0.50

TABLE I:The twelve m ost singular nodes obtained for the

word association network and theirrespectivenon-norm alized

features.

sponding to the respectively largestvaluesofthe M aha-

lanobisdistances(also considering previousstandardiza-

tion ofthem easurem ents),areshown in decreasingorder

in Table I,where the �rstthree rowsinclude the overall

average,m inim um and m axim um valuesoftherespective

features.

Forthesakeofcom plem entingthefollowingdiscussion,

thetraditionalnodedegreesand thenon-norm alized av-

erage neighboring degreesare also given in the �rsttwo

colum ns,respectively.In addition,m any oftheextrem al

(i.e.m inim um and m axim um )valuesofeach featureare

presentam ong the detected singularities. The singular-

ities in Table I can be divided into groups ofwords as

follows:

G roup 1 (183,18,194): These singularwordsare

characterized by relatively high valuesoflocality index,

high nodedegree(i.e.they arehubs),m edium valuesofr

and low valuesofcc.Such propertiesindicatethatthese

words are associated to m any others words which are

notin the im m ediate neighborhood. These three words

appearattheleft-hand extrem ityofthedatadistribution

in Figure 1. Interestingly, they correspond to ‘good’,

‘long’and ‘one’,which areadjectives.

G roup 2 (186): This word not only has connectiv-

ity features which are di�erent from allother words in

TableI,butalso appearsparticularly isolated in thefea-

ture space (upper right-hand corner) in Figure 1. It is

characterized by low degreebuthigh neighboringdegree,

re
ected in thehighestrelativeneighboring degreevalue

(10.75). It also exhibits a high coe�cient ofvariation

and m axim um clustering coe�cient, while the locality

index isparticularly low (them inim um forthenetwork).

Therefore,this word has been associated to two other

wordswhich presentm arkedlydistinctdegreesand which

are them selvesinterrelated. Notsurprisingly,those two

wordsarethe com m on adjectives‘good’and ‘bad’,with

respective degrees of35 and 8. In this sense the m ea-

surem ent cv is capable ofexpressing the asym m etry of

theconnectionsestablished by theim m ediateneighbors.

This word is best understood as a second hierarchical

levelhub.

G roup 3 (106, 136, 292): These three words are

sim ilar to that in G roup 2 (and,as that word,are also

substantives),except that they present lowerclustering

coe�cient(i.e. the two im m ediate neighborsare notin-

terconnected)and coe�cientofvariation(i.e.thedegrees

ofthe im m ediate neighbors are m ore uniform ). These

threewordscan befound atthe lowerright-hand corner

ofthe feature spacein Figure1.

G roup 4 (87,300,302):Thesewordshaveunitde-

gree,thereforeexhibitinglow cv,ccand loc.Thesewords

werenotexercised particularlyduringtheexperim entbe-

cause they appeared near its conclusion. They can be

found atthe extrem ity ofthe alignm entofpointsin the

feature space in Figure 1,corresponding to otherwords

with sim ilarproperties.Notethattheown aligned group

ofcasesisitselfa m esoscopicsingularity ofthe network.

G roup 5 (241,265): These two related verbs,‘ask’

and ‘answer’,arecharacterized by having two im m ediate

neighbors,each ofthem being interconnected and estab-

lishing two connections with other network nodes. In-

terestingly,the obtained sym m etry oflocalconnections

re
ected the inherently sym m etry ofthese two words.

An additionalinteresting point follows that, from a

theoreticalpointofview,each featurecould have2 kinds

ofoutliers: those towards the m inim um and those to-

wards the m axim um ofthat particular feature. For 4

features,there are thus 24 = 16 possible groupsofout-

liers. Looking atthe word association,we �nd 5 groups
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ofm ain outliers.W hy aresom egroupsofoutliersfound

whereas11 potentialgroupsareabsent? Am ong thesev-

eralpossible reasonswe have that: (a)som e groupsare

absent(skewed featuredistribution)(b)som egroupsare

present but not included in the top 12 singularities (c)

som e featuresstrongly correlatewith each otherleading

to the m ergerofpotentialoutliergroups. Forexam ple,

ifa m inim um feature A correlates with a m axim um in

feature B (negative correlation),outliers m ay form one

group AB.However,ifallfeaturesarestatistically inde-

pendent and distributions are non-skewed,allpotential

groups ofoutliers should also occur in the top list. In

short,looking at absentoutlier groups (a singularity of

the singularity pattern)can provide additionalinform a-

tion aboutthe natureofthe network connectivity.

Theaboveresults,which could bynom eansbeinferred

from the visualinspection ofthe network,illustrate the

e�ectivinessand com plem entarinessofthe fouradopted

m easurem entsin providing the basisforsound singular-

ity detection,with good agreem ent between the M aha-

lanobisvaluesand the distribution in the projected fea-

turespace.A seriesofpeculiarlocalconnectivityfeatures

wereidenti�ed which allowed interesting interpretations.

It is not by chance that hubs and com m unities have

becom e particularly im portant in com plex network re-

search: they correspond to structuralsingularities. In

thisworkweextended thegeneralprinciplethatm inority

deviationsareessentialin orderto analyzethelocalcon-

nectivity around each node in a network. Fourcom ple-

m entary m easurem ents,allstableto sm allperturbations

(e.g.[13]),havebeen used to derive4-dim ensionalinfor-

m ativefeaturevectors.Two m ultivariatem ethodologies,

including visualization afterstandardization and princi-

palcom ponentprojections,aswellasthe calculation of

theM ahalanobisdistancesin thefullfeaturespace,have

been applied in order to identify the twelve m ost sin-

gularnodesin theword association network,which were

divided into�vem ain groupspresentingdistinctiveprop-

erties.W earecurrently applying thesuggested m ethod-

ologytoanum berofotherim portantrealnetworks,with

sim ilarly encouraging results. Possible future works in-

clude the consideration ofbroadercontext around each

node (e.g. by using the hierarchicalschem es described

in [15,16,17])aswellasthe application ofthe m ethod

for the analysis ofeach detected com m unity. Another

prom ising work would be to consider singularity identi-

�cation during network growth ordism antling (e.g. at-

tacks). M ore sophisticated alternatives for outlier de-

tection arealso possible,especially by using hierarchical

clustering algorithm s (e.g.[17, 20]) in order to obtain

furtherinform ation abouthow thesingularities�tin the

overallnetwork structure.
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