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D eviations from the average can provide valuable insights about the organization of natural sys—
tem s. T his article extendsthis in portant principle to them ore system atic identi cation and analysis
ofsingular Jocalconnectivity pattems in com plex netw orks. Fourm easurem ents quantifying di erent
and com plem entary features of the connectivity around each node are calculated and m ulivariate
statistical m ethods are then applied in order to identify outliers. T he potential of the presented
concepts and m ethodology is illustrated w ith respect to a word association network.
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E verything great and intelligent is in the m inority” (J.
W .von G oethe)

W hilke uniform ity and reqularity are in portant proper—
ties of pattems In nature and science, it is the m inority
deviations in such pattems which often are particularly
Inform ative. A prototypicalexam ple of such a fact isthe
great In portance given by anin al perception to varia—
tions in signals, In detrin ent of constant stin uli. For in—
stance, the outlines of shapes/ob fcts play a m uch m ore
In portant role in visualperception than uniform regions
(see, Por instance i}']) . The power of cartoons, nvolving
only a few contour lines, isan in m ediate consequence of
thisperceptualrule. Atthe sam e tin g, our focus ofvisual
attention is frequently driven by deviations cues at the
visualperiphery (eg. a dot of contrasting color, a an all
ob ct m ovem ent or ashes) { even during saccadic eye
movem ents { ie. abrupt, ballistic gaze digplacem e'rllts,
changes (eg. a ash) in the scene can be perceived @].

M any are the exam ples of the in portance ofm inority
In other scienti ¢ areas, including m athem atics (the In -
portance of extrem alvalies) and physics (eg. entropy).
In com plex netw orks (eg. -B, :ff,:_S]), the uniform iy ofcon—
nections is typically expressed w ith respect to the num —
ber of connections of each node, the so—called node de—
gree. Amongst the m ost uniform Iy connected types of
netw orks are the random networks { also called E rdds—
Renyi (ER) networks i_d], characterized by constant prob—
ability of connection between any pair ofnodes. Because
of its uniform iy, the connectivity ofthis type of netw ork

can be well approxin ated in tem s of the average and
standard deviation oftheir node degrees, which isa con—
sequence of its concentrated, G aussian-lke, degree distri-
bution (e4g. t_'j’]) . D espite being understood in depth since
the rst half of the 20th century, ER networks played a
relatively m inor role as a m odel of natural phenom ena.
Actually, it is rather di culk to nd a natural m odel

which can be properly represented and m odeled by the
Poisson-based ER networks. it wasm ainly through the
nvestigations of sociologists eg. Ej]) and, m ore recently,
the identi cation of power law distrbutions of node de—
gree In the Intemet Ej] andW W W (g. Ej]),that com plex
netw orks becam e w idely known. T he success of com plex
netw orks stem sm ainly from the fact that a lJarge and rep—
resentative range of structured and heterogeneous natu-
raland hum an-m ade system s have been found to all into
this category. The in portance of deviations was there—
fore once again testi ed.

W hile globaldeviation from unifomm iy wasultin ately
the reason behind the success of com plex networks, a
good deal of attention has been focused in dentifying
unifom itdes in com plex netw orks, such as In node degree
distrbutions (eg. ﬁj]) . W hile such approaches are also
In portant, only a relatively few works have targeted lo-
calsingularity identi cation. For instance, M ib et al. {]
addressed the detection ofm otifs signi cantly deviating
from those in random networks (see also [_1-@]), while
Guinera and Amaral [[1] investigated the special rolke
ofnodes at the borders between com m unities eg. f_l-%']) .

T he m ethodology proposed in the current article in-
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cludes two steps: First, m easurem ents f_l-§'] of the lo—
cal connectivity are obtained for each node; then, out-
lier detection m ethodologies from m ultivariate statistics
and pattem recognition (eg. Il4 ) are applied in order to
dentify the nodesexhibiting the greatest deviations. T he
considered m easurem ents nclide the nom alized average
and coe cient of variation of the degrees ofthe Imm edi-

ate neighbors of a node { a m easurem ent related to the
hierarchicalnode degree (eg. [[3,116,11]), their cluster—
Ing coe cient (eg. [i]), and the locality index, an exten—

sion ofthe m atching Index (eg. @-Q‘]) to consider all the
In m ediate neighbors of each node, instead of ndividual
edges.

T he article is organized as follow s. First, we present
the basic concegpts In com plex netw orks and the adopted
m easurem ents. T hen, the proposed m ethodology for sin—
gularity detection is presented and is potential is ilhis—
trated w ith respect to a word association network. T his
speci ¢ experin ental netw ork has been speci cally cho—
sen because of its potential non-hom ogeneity of connec—
tions and m ore accessible Interpretation of the resuls.

A non-directed com plex network (or graph) is a dis-
crete structurede nedas = (V;Q),whereV isa setof
N nodesand Q isa set ofE non-directed edges. C om plex
networks can be e ectively represented in tem s of their
respective adjpcency m atrix K , such that the presence of
an undirected link between nodes iand j is expressed as
K& J)H=K Gd=1 %he degree ofany given node ican
becalulatedask () = _; K (p;3J). Note that thenode
degree provides a sin ple and inm ediate quanti cation
of the connectivity at the indiridual node basis. N odes
w hich have a particularly high degree (usually appearing
In m nority), the socalled hubs, are known to play a par-
ticularly in portant role in the connectivity of com plex
networks (eg. ﬁ]) For instance, they provide shortcuts
betw een the nodes to which they connect. O ther features
of the local connectivity of a network can be quanti ed
by using severalm easurem ents such as those adopted in
the current work, which are presented as follow s.

N eighboring degree (nomm alized average and
coe cient ofvariation): An altemative m easurem ent
w hich, though not frequently used, provides valuable in—
form ation about localconnectivity isthe average and co—
e cient of vardation of the neighboring degree of each
node i. By neighboring degree it is m eant the set of de—
grees of the In m ediate neighbors of i, excluding connec—
tionsw ith the reference node i. T hese tw o m easurem ents
are henceforth abbreviated as a (i) and cv (i). Note that
the latter can be obtained by dividing the standard devia—
tion ofthe neighboring degrees ofnode iby the respective
average. The average neighboring degree is closely re—
Iated to the second hierarchicaldegree (eg. [L5, 16,17,
w hich correspondsto the sum ofthe neighboring degrees.
T herefore, the average neighboring degree ofa node ican
be calculated by dividing the second hierarchical degree
by the num ber of In m ediate neighbors of i. Because the
valies of a (i) tend to Increase with the degree of node
i, we consider its nomn alized version r(i) = a @)=k ({).

Them easurem ent cv (i) provides a naturalquanti cation
ofthe relative variation ofthe connections established by
the neighboring nodes. For instance, in case allneighbor-
Ing nodes exhbit the sam e num ber of connections (ie.
degree), we have that cv (i) = 0. Values lJarger than 1 are
typically understood as indicating signi cant variation.

C lustering coe cient: This m easurem ent, hence—
forth abbreviated as cc(i) is de ned as follow s: given a
reference node i, determ ine the num ber of edges betw een
is in m ediate neighbors and divide this num ber by the
m axin um possible num berofsuch connections. T his tra—
ditionaland w idely used m easurem ent (9. ij]) quanti es
the degree in which the neighbors of the reference node
iare interconnected, with 0 oc@) 1.

Locality index: This m easurem ent has been m oti-
vated by the m atching index [18], which is adapted here
In order to re ect the ntemality’ of the connections of
all the inm ediate neighbors or a given reference node,
nstead of a single edge. M ore speci cally, given a node
i, its imm ediate neighbors are identi ed and the num -
ber of Iinks between them selves (including the reference
node, in order to avoid singularities at nodes w ith unit
degree) is expressed as N it (1) and the num ber of con—
nections they established w ith nodes In the rem ainder of
the netw ork, including the reference node i, is expressed
as N ext ). The locality index of node i is then calcu-
lated as loc(d) = N jht (O)=O jnt ) + N exe (1)) . Note that
0< loc(@) 1. In caseallconnectionsofthe neighboring
nodes are established between them selves, we have that
lIoc(d) = 1. This value converges tow ards zero as higher
percentages of extermal connections are established.

N ote that the fourm easurem ents considered (ie. r (i),
cv (@), cc@ and loc(d)) therefore provide ob fective and
com plem entary inform ation about the local connectiv—
ity around each network node, paving the way for ef-
fective identi cation of local sihqularities. A number of
statistically-sound concepts and m ethods have been de-
veloped which allow the identi cation of outliers in data
sts (eg. tl4u]) T he detection of connectivity singulari-
ties arising locally in com plex netw orks can therefore be
approached In term s of the follow ing two steps:

(1) M ap the local connectivity properties around
each node, after quanti cation in tem s of
m easurem ents such as those adopted In the
current work, into a respective featuire vector
X ;and

(i) D etect the outliers, which are understood as
localsingularities ofthe netw ork under analy—
sis, In the respectively induced feature space.

In the present w ork, aswe restrict our attention to four
m easuram ents of localconnectivity around each node, we
have a 4-din ensional feature space. Each node is there—
fore m apped by the m easurem ents into 4-dim ensional
vectorsX which Tive’ in the 4-din ensional feature space,
de ning distrdbutions of points in this space. In order to
facilitate visualization, such dispersions of points can be



progcted onto the plane by uSJl’lC_l the pmc:pal com po—
nent analysis m ethodobqgy (eg. {3,114, 9]). First, the
covariance m atrix  of the data is estim ated and the

elgenvectors corresponding to the largest absolute eigen—
values are calculated and used to progct the cloud of
points nto a space of reduced din ensionality. Ikt can be
shown that this m ethodology ensures the concentration
ofvariance along the rstm ain axes.

T he identi cation of outliers represents an in portant
sub Bct in multivariate analysis and pattem recogni-
tion e g. @-é‘, 2-(_)']) . Basically, outliers are Instances ofthe
observationsw hich are particularly di erent. Because no
orm al de nition of outlier exists, one of the m ost tra—
ditional and e ective m eans for their identi cation I:_L@:]
relies on the visual nspection of the data distrdbution in
feature spaces: outliers would be the points which are
further away from the m ain concentration ofdata in the
feature space. Because such distrbutions can be skewed
and elongated, com parisons w ith the center of m ass of
the data is offten unsuitable. A quantitative m ethodol-
ogy ll4] which allows for m ore general, G aussian-like,
m ultivariate distrdboutions is to use the M ahalanobis dis-
tance. So, outliers are identi ed as corresponding to the
feature vectors X' Im plying particularly large values of
the M ahalnobis distance, de ned as

q
DX)= & ~)F

o~ @)

where T stands form atrix transposition, ~ is the average
of the feature vectors and  is the respective covariance
m atrix.

N ote that the latter m ethod works in the original 4-
din ensional space and therefore requires no data pro gc—
tions. E xcept or too high din ensional feature spaces or
intricate, concave feature distrdbutions, these two m eth—
ods tend to produce congruent resuls.

Before proceeding to the ilustration of the suggested
m ethodology for identi cation of singularities, it isworth
discussing brie y what could be the origin of such devi-
ations In com plex networks. For the sake of clarity, we
organize and discuss the m ain sources of sihgularity ac—
cording to the ollow ing four m a pr categordes:

G row th D ynam ics: Them ost naturaland direct ori-
gin of sihgularities is that they are a consequence of the
own network growth dynam ics. An in portant exam ple
of such a phenom enon is the appearance ofhubs In scale
free netw orks. However, m any other types of dynam ics
m ay lad to sihqularities, especially when growth is af-
fected by the dynam ics undergone by the network and
the dynam ics itself involves singularities.

Com m unity structure: Several com plex networks
contain a num bgr of communities which, as discussed
elsew here (eg. '_ﬂ}']), In ply di erent roles for nodes. For
exam ple, nodes which are at the borders of the comm u—
nity tend to connect to nodesboth in its respective com —
munity aswellas to a few nodes in other com m uniies.

Parent node in uence: In the comm on case where
the netw ork supports a dynam icalprocess (eg. Intemet,

W W W , protein-protein interaction, am ong m any oth-
ers), it is possbl that sihgular dynam ics taking place
at a speci ¢ node ends up by In uencing is imm ediate
neighborhood. For instance, in case of social networks,
one individualm ay convince its In m ediate acquaintances
to assum e speci ¢ behavior. As a sinpl exam ple, the
parent node m ay convince is friends that they should
seek reclision, n which case their respective node de—
grees would tend to becom e sn all, in plying low neigh—
boring degree. Sin ilar e ects can be characterized In
m any other types of netw orks.

E xternal in wuences: Shgularitiesm ay also arise as
a oconsequence of factors which are extemal to the net-
work. For instance, in a geographicalnetw ork, it ispossi-
ble that som e of its nodes be Iocated in a region prom ot—
Ing di erent connectivity. A s a sin ple exam ple, in  ight
routes netw orks, localities Inside a particularly rich re-
gion tend to havem ore interconnected ights, increasing
the neighboring degree.

In order to illustrate the potential of the sihgulariy
denti cation procedure w ith respect to realnetworks, we
considered the word association data obtained through
psychophysical experin ents described in [15,21]. In this
experim ent, whose ob fctive is to m ap pairw ise associa—
tions between words, a sihgle initial word (sun’) is pre—
sented by the com puter to the sub fct, who is required
to reply w ith the rstword which com esto his/herm ind.
Except for the rst word, all others are supplied by the
sub ect. This procedure m inin izes the stream ing of as—
sociations which could be otherw ise in plied. Networks
are obtained from such associations by considering each
word as a node and each association as an edge. Because
ofthe rich structure ofword assoc:at:ons, w hich suggests
power law degree distributions ﬂ2]1 such a network fa—
vors the appearance of singularities of local connectivity.
In addition, its non-specialized nature allow s an intu-—
itive and sin ple discussion of the detected singularities.
T he relatively an all size of this netw ork, which involves
N = 302 nodes and E = 854 edges, also facilitates the
lustration ofthe com bined use of feature space visualiza—
tion and M ahalanobis distance. T he origihally weighted
network, w th the weights given by the frequency of as—
sociations, was thresholded (ie. any link with non-zero
weight was considered as an edge) and symm etrized (ie
K = ®;KT), where is the K ronecker delta applied
in elem entw ise fashion).

Figure :}.' show s the feature space obtained after prin—
cipal com ponents pro fction 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
eg. {_l-é_i']) before principal com ponent analysis profgc—
tion. Each of the axes corresponds to linear combi-
nations of the 4 origihal m easurem ents, m ore speci —
cally, ¢ = 069r 0:d2cv+ 02lcc 0:68loc and o =

0:05r O0:76cv+ 0:65cc 0:02loc, which indicates that
allm easurem ents contributed signi cantly to the profc—
tion.

The twelve m ost singular nodes (ie. words), corre—
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FIG.1l: The feature space obtained by principal com ponent
profctions of the four dim ensional m easurem ent vectors of
the word association network.

W ord k a r| cov| cc| loc
average 5.66| 912 2.38/0.60/0.17|0.38
m Inin um 1| 2.00| 0.18/0.00/0.00|{0.09
m axin um 35/21.50(10.75/1.40/1.00|0.88
183 (good) 35| 643| 0.18/0.57/0.05/0.88
186 (land) 2(21.50{10.75{0.89(1.00|0.09

106 (breath) 2050({1025|0.45|0.00{0.09
18 (long) 27| 6.19| 023|/057{0.04|0.84
19.00f 9.50{1.19/0.00|{0.10

N

N

136 (service)

87 (saddle) 1/10.00{10.00{0.00{0.00{0.10
300 (shamp) 1| 9.00f 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|081

292 ( nger) 2|17.50| 8.75|0.77|10.00{0.10
241 (ask 2| 3.00| 1.50/047{1.00|050
265 (anwer) 2| 3.00| 1.50/047{1.00|050

TABLE I: The twelve m ost singular nodes obtained for the
word association netw ork and their respective non-nom alized
features.

soonding to the respectively largest values of the M aha—
lanobis distances (also considering previous standardiza—
tion ofthe m easurem ents), are shown in decreasing order
in Tableyl, where the rst three row s include the overall
average,m Inin um and m axin um valiesofthe respective
features.

Forthe sake of com plem enting the follow ing discussion,
the traditional node degrees and the non-nom alized av—
erage neighboring degrees are also given In the rsttwo
colum ns, respectively. In addition, m any of the extrem al
(ie.mininum and m axinum ) values of each feature are

present am ong the detected singularities. The singular-
iies in Table T can be divided into groups of words as
follow s:

Group 1 (183, 18, 194): These singular words are
characterized by relatively high values of locality index,
high node degree (ie. they are hubs), m ediuim valuesofr
and low values of cc. Such properties indicate that these
words are associated to m any others words which are
not In the inm ediate neighborhood. These three words
appear at the left-hand extrem iy ofthe data distrdbution
In Figure :_]: Interestingly, they correspond to Yyood’,
Yong’ and bne’, which are ad fctives.

G roup 2 (186): This word not only has connectiv—
ity features which are di erent from all other words In
TabJe'I but also appears particularly isolated in the fea—
ture space (Upper right-hand comer) In Figure -]. It is
characterized by low degree but high ne:ghbonng degree,
re ected In the highest relative neighboring degree value
(10.75). It also exhibits a high coe cient of variation
and m axinum clustering coe cient, while the locality
iIndex isparticularly low (them inimum for the network).
T herefore, this word has been associated to two other
wordsw hich present m arkedly distinct degrees and w hich
are them selves interrelated. N ot surprisingly, those two
words are the comm on adfctives good’ and bad’, w ith
respective degrees of 35 and 8. In this sense the m ea-
surem ent cv is capabl of expressing the asym m etry of
the connections established by the In m ediate neighbors.
This word is best understood as a second hierarchical
Jlevelhub.

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), exoept that they present lower clustering
coe clent (ie. the two Inm ediate neighbors are not in—
terconnected) and coe cient ofvariation (ie. the degrees
of the Inm ediate neighbors are m ore uniform ). These
three words can be found at the lower right-hand comer
ofthe feature space in F igure :}'

G roup 4 (87, 300, 302): These words have unit de-
gree, therefore exhbiting low cv, ccand loc. These words
w ere not exercised particularly during the experin ent be—
cause they appeared near is conclusion. They can be
found at the extrem iy ofthe alignm ent of points in the
feature space in Figure -L, corresponding to other words
w ith sin ilar properties. N ote that the own aligned group
of cases is itself a m esoscopic singularity of the netw ork.

G roup 5 (241, 265): These two related verbs, ask’
and ‘answer’, are characterized by having two In m ediate
neighbors, each of them being Interconnected and estab—
lishing two connections w ith other network nodes. In-—
terestingly, the obtained symm etry of local connections
re ected the inherently symm etry of these two words.

An additional interesting point follow s that, from a
theoreticalpoint ofview , each feature could have 2 kinds
of outliers: those towards the m ininum and those to-
wards the m axinum of that particular feature. For 4
features, there are thus 2! = 16 possble groups of cut—
liers. Looking at the word association, we nd 5 groups



ofm ain outliers. W hy are som e groups of outliers found
whereas 11 potential groups are absent? Am ong the sev—
eralpossible reasons we have that: (@) som e groups are
absent (skewed feature distribution) (o) som e groups are
present but not included in the top 12 singularities (c)
som e features strongly correlate w ith each other kading
to the m erger of potential outlier groups. For exam ple,
ifa mininum feature A correlates wih a maximum In
feature B (negative correlation), outliers m ay form one
group AB . However, if all features are statistically inde-
pendent and distrbutions are non-skewed, all potential
groups of outliers should also occur in the top list. In
short, looking at absent outlier groups (@ singularity of
the singularity pattem) can provide additional inform a—
tion about the nature of the netw ork connectivity.

T he above results, w hich could by nom eansbe inferred
from the visual Inspection of the network, illustrate the
e ectiviness and com plem entariness of the four adopted
m easuram ents in providing the basis for sound singular-
ity detection, w ith good agreem ent between the M aha-
lanobis values and the distrbution in the procted fea—
ture space. A seriesofpeculiar localconnectivity features
were identi ed which allowed interesting interpretations.

Tt is not by chance that hubs and com m unities have
becom e particularly im portant in com plex network re—
search: they corresoond to structural singularities. In
thiswork we extended the generalprinciple that m inority
deviations are essential in order to analyze the local con—
nectiviy around each node in a network. Four com ple—

m ental.'y m easurem ents, all stable to an all perturbations
eg. {13]), have been used to derive 4-dim ensional infor—
m ative feature vectors. T wo m ultivariate m ethodologies,
Including visualization after standardization and princi-
pal com ponent pro gctions, as well as the calculation of
the M ahalanobis distances in the fiill feature space, have
been applied in order to identify the twelve m ost sin—
gular nodes in the word association netw ork, which were
divided into vem ain groupspresenting distinctive prop—
erties. W e are currently applying the suggested m ethod-
ology to a num ber of other in portant realnetw orks, w ith
sin ilarly encouraging resuls. Possbl future works in—
clude the consideration of broader context around each
nodg‘ (e_q. py using the hierarchical schem es described
in f15,116, 1) as well as the application of the m ethod
for the analysis of each detected communiy. Another
prom ising work would be to consider sihgularity identi-

cation during network growth or dism antling (eg. at—
tacks). M ore sophisticated altematives for outlier de-
tection are also possble, especially by using hierarchical
clustering algorithm s (eg. {4, 20]) in order to obtain
further inform ation about how the sihgularities t in the
overallnetw ork structure.
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